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We show that gapless spin liquids, which are potential candidates to describe the ground state of
frustrated Heisenberg models in two dimensions, become trivial insulators on cylindrical geometries
with an even number of legs. In particular, we report calculations for Gutzwiller-projected fermionic
states on strips of square and kagome lattices. By choosing different boundary conditions for the
fermionic degrees of freedom, both gapless and gapped states may be realized, the latter ones having
a lower variational energy. The direct evaluation of static and dynamical correlation functions, as
well as overlaps between different states, allows us to demonstrate the sharp difference between
the ground-state properties obtained within cylinders or directly in the two-dimensional lattice.
Our results shed light on the difficulty to detect bona fide gapless spin liquids in such cylindrical
geometries.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum spin liquids represent nowadays one of the
paradigms of strongly-correlated systems, hosting ele-
mentary excitations with fractional quantum numbers
(e.g., S = 1/2 spinons), emerging gauge fields (e.g., vi-
sons or magnetic monopoles), and topological degeneracy
of the ground-state manifold (in case of a gapped spec-
trum) [1, 2]. Their unconventional properties are ulti-
mately triggered by a large entanglement between spins,
which remain highly correlated down to zero tempera-
ture. In this respect, standard mean-field approaches
completely fail to give a correct description of spin liq-
uids. In order to overcome this difficulty, elegant es-
camotages have been introduced, based upon what is now
generically known as parton construction [3–7]. Here,
the spin degrees of freedom are written in terms of ele-
mentary objects (spinons), enlarging the original Hilbert
space and introducing gauge fields (related to the re-
dundancy of the spinon representation). Mean-field ap-
proximations of the spinon Hamiltonian can be per-
formed, fixing gauge fields to a given spatial configu-
ration; within fermionic or bosonic representations of
spinons, the mean-field approximation gives rise to non-
interacting models that can be easily handled [3–7]. Re-
markably, in some very fortunate cases, the mean-field
approximation gives the exact solution of the problem,
most notably for the Kitaev compass model on the hon-
eycomb lattice [8]. However, for generic spin models, the
accuracy of parton-based mean-field methods is question-
able. Particularly delicate cases arise for gapless spin
liquids, which are defined by mean-field theories with
a gapless spinon spectrum: here, small perturbations
(e.g., gauge-field fluctuations) may lead to instabilities
towards some spontaneous symmetry breaking, the most
celebrated one being valence-bond order [9]. A stable
spin liquid (i.e., a state that is not limited to isolated
points in the phase diagram) can be obtained when the
gauge fields have a discrete symmetry and gapped excita-

tions, as in the Kitaev model [8]. Instead, the case where
the gauge fields have a continuous symmetry and sustain
gapless excitations is more problematic. Here, the valid-
ity of the mean-field approximation has been discussed
only in some limiting cases [10], while general implica-
tions of low-energy gauge fluctuations on the fermionic
properties are still unknown.

One technical aspect that strongly limits the use of
mean-field wave functions is the fact that they are de-
fined in the artifically enlarged Hilbert space. For exam-
ple, in the fermionic approach for S = 1/2 models [11],
the enlarged Hilbert space contains four states per site
(with zero, one, and two fermions) in contrast to the orig-
inal spin Hilbert space that is limited to two states per
site (up and down spins). Therefore, in general, these
mean-field wave functions do not give reliable insights
into the exact ground-state properties. In order to go be-
yond this approximation, quantum Monte Carlo methods
have been very insightful. Here, starting from an auxil-
iary Hamiltonian for free fermions (not necessarily the
best mean-field solution), along the Monte Carlo pro-
cedure, it is possible to restrict the calculations to the
original Hilbert space of the spin model by including the
Gutzwiller projector [12]. Then, genuine variational wave
functions can be defined, thus allowing quantitative pre-
dictions for the original spin model.

The variational approach is particularly suited within
the fermionic representation, for which there are polyno-
mial algorithms that allow to perform large-size calcula-
tions. This approach has been demonstrated insightful
to describe S = 1/2 Heisenberg models on frustrated lat-
tices in two spatial dimensions, such as the J1−J2 models
on square [13, 14], triangular [15, 16], and kagome [17, 18]
lattices. In all these cases, Gutzwiller-projected wave
functions have suggested the possibility that a gapless
spin liquid may be stabilized in highly-frustrated regimes,
the free-fermion spectrum displaying Dirac points. On
the honeycomb lattice the gapless spin liquid does not
represent the optimal state, having a slightly higher en-
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ergy than a state with valence-bond order [19]. It is
worth mentioning that recent density-matrix renormal-
ization group (DMRG) calculations on the kagome [20]
and triangular [21] lattices have given further support
to this conclusion. Still, obtaining a gapless spin liquid
within DMRG is not easy; first of all, because gapped
low-entangled states are favored, thus disfavoring highly-
entangled gapless phases. In addition, not less impact-
fully, DMRG simulations are usually done on cylindrical
geometries, i.e., on N -leg ladders with a relatively large
number of legs. Within this choice of the clusters, the na-
ture of the ground state can be altered with respect to the
truly two-dimensional case. Indeed, only by using modi-
fied boundary conditions along the rungs (namely intro-
ducing a fictitious magnetic field piercing the cylinder),
it was possible to detect gapless points in the kagome and
triangular lattices [20–22]. A fictitious magnetic field has
been also employed in the calculation of the dynamical
structure factor for the Heisenberg model on the kagome
lattice [23].

Gapless spin liquids represent particularly fragile
states, which are expected to be stable only to a limited
number of perturbations. In this respect, a tiny modifi-
cation to the Hamiltonian may immediately open a gap
in the spectrum or lead to a spinon condensation, giving
rise to topological order or some sort of spontaneous sym-
metry breaking. For example, the gapless spin liquid of
the Kitaev model, is locally stable for small variations of
the super-exchange couplings around the isotropic point
Jx = Jy = Jz, but a magnetic field immediately opens
a gap, driving the ground state into a topological phase
with anyon excitations [8]. In general, considering a lad-
der geometry, which explicitly breaks point-group sym-
metries, represents also a relevant perturbation that may
open a gap.

In this work, we study the fate of the gapless spin-
liquid phase obtained on frustrated square and kagome
lattice by Gutzwiller-projected fermionic wave functions,
when cylindrical geometries are considered. We restrict
to the case of even number of legs, in order not to in-
troduce further frustration in the system. On cylindri-
cal clusters, either gapless or gapped states can be con-
structed by playing with the boundary conditions of the
fermionic operators (still keeping periodic boundary con-
ditions on the physical spins). For the models under in-
vestigation, the best variational Ansatz on cylindrical ge-
ometries is achieved by states with a gapped excitation
spectrum in the thermodynamic limit, in striking con-
strast with the results for isotropic two-dimensional clus-
ters, where the spin liquid states have a gapless spectrum
and the effect of the fermionic boundary conditions is ir-
relevant in the thermodynamic limit (the same energy per
site is achieved by any choice). In addition, the gapped
ground state found on cylinders is unique, thus featuring
neither spontaneous symmetry breaking nor topological
degeneracy. It is worth mentioning that this is not forbid-
den by the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem and its general-
izations to cylindrical geometries [24, 25]. Our results are

relevant for recent studies on both square [13, 14, 26–40]
and kagome lattices [17, 20, 41–46], highlighting the fact
that gapless spin liquids, as obtained in the truly two-
dimensional limit, may turn into trivial gapped phases
when constrained into cylindrical geometries.

The paper is organized as follows: in section II, we out-
line the parton construction for the Gutzwiller-projected
wave function; in section III, we discuss the results for
the square and kagome geometries; finally, in section IV,
we draw our conclusions.

II. MODELS AND METHODS

In the following, we will consider frustrated Heisenberg
models

H =
∑

R,R′

JR,R′SR · SR′ , (1)

defined on either the square lattice, with primitive vec-
tors a1 = (1, 0) and a2 = (0, 1), or the kagome lattice,

with a1 = (1, 0) and a2 = (1/2,
√

3/2). For the square
lattice, both nearest- (J1) and next-nearest-neighbor (J2)
super-exchange couplings are considered (with J2/J1 =
0.5). For the kagome lattice, only nearest-neighbor (J)
terms are included. Clusters are identified by two vectors
T1 = L1a1 and T2 = L2a2, with L1 � L2. The finite
width L2, which is taken to be even, defines the cylindri-
cal geometry; periodic boundary conditions along both
directions will be considered, in order not to explicitly
break translational symmetries.

We consider the fermionic approach, in which the
S = 1/2 spin operators are represented by the so-called
Abrikosov fermions [11]:

SR =
1

2

∑

α,β

c†R,ασα,βcR,β . (2)

Here cR,α (c†R,α) destroys (creates) a fermion with spin

α =↑, ↓ on site R, and the vector σ = (σx, σy, σz) is the
set of Pauli matrices. The fermionic representation en-
larges the local Hilbert space, including unphysical con-
figurations with zero and two fermions per site.

The construction of spin-liquid wave functions goes as
follows. First of all, an auxiliary (fermionic) Hamiltonian
is defined:

H0 =
∑

R,R′

∑

α

tR,R′c†R,αcR′,α +
∑

R,R′

∆R,R′cR,↓cR,↑ + h.c.,

(3)

where tR,R′ = t∗R′,R and ∆R,R′ = ∆R′,R are singlet hop-
ping and pairing terms. Then, the unprojected state is
obtained by the ground state |Φ0〉 of H0. Finally, the
variational Ansatz for the spin model is obtained by en-
forcing the constraint of one fermion per site, thus go-
ing back to the original Hilbert space of S = 1/2 spins.
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Figure 1: Top panel: schematic illustration of the square
lattice cylindrical geometry with L2 = 4 legs. The site num-
bering indicates how periodic boundary conditions are chosen
along the T2 direction, namely how the cylinder is wrapped
up. Black (red) lines represent positive and negative hoppings
in the fermionic Hamiltonian (3) for the π-flux state [48]. Bot-
tom panels: cuts of momenta of the fermionic partons which
are allowed by the cylindrical geometry in the top panel. De-
pending on the choice of the fermionic boundary conditions
along T2, the cuts can hit or avoid the Dirac points in the
spinon spectra [k = (±π/2,±π/2), indicated by the crosses].
The black square represents the original Brillouin zone, while
the dashed lines delimit the reduced Brillouin zone of the π-
flux state.

This can be achieved by applying the Gutzwiller projec-

tor PG =
∏
R(nR,↑ − nR,↓)

2 to |Φ0〉 (nR,α = c†R,αcR,α
being the fermion density on the site i):

|Ψ0〉 = PG|Φ0〉. (4)

The physical properties of the projected wave function
can be assessed by using standard quantum Monte Carlo
techniques [47].

In the following, we will focus on specific spin-liquid
Ansätze defined by auxiliary fermionic Hamiltonians
which possess a gapless spectrum with Dirac points in
the two-dimensional limit. In particular, we will con-
sider either simple cases with only nearest-neighbor hop-
ping parameters, defining non-trivial magnetic fluxes, or
cases with both hopping and pairing terms. In the for-
mer case, no variational parameters are present in the
wave function (the hopping parameter defines the energy
scale of the auxiliary Hamiltonian); in the latter case, a
few variational parameters are present and optimized by
using standard Monte Carlo schemes [47].

Different choices for the boundary conditions on
fermionic operators are possible, affecting the free-
fermion Hamiltonian (3) and, consequently, the varia-
tional wave function, but not the spin operators (2). In
the following, we will restrict ourselves to real wave func-
tions, which implies that either periodic boundary condi-
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Figure 2: The same as in Fig. 1 but for the kagome lattice
and the corresponding π-flux state [49].

tions (PBC) or anti-periodic boundary conditions (ABC)
are possible:

cR+T1,α
= eiθ1cR,α, (5)

cR+T2,α
= eiθ2cR,α, (6)

where θ1, θ2 = 0(π) for PBC (ABC).
The important point is that the finiteness of the cylin-

der width L2 implies a coarse discretization of the mo-
menta along the direction of the reciprocal lattice vector
b2. The discretization is present also in the limit of a
infinitely long cylinder, L1 → ∞, where the set of al-
lowed momenta form parallel “cuts” running along the
b1 direction. As a consequence, gapless points in the
spinon spectrum of the auxiliary Hamiltonian (3) may
be absent on cylinders, if the cuts of momenta do not
run through them. Therefore, the unprojected spectrum
will be gapped also for L1 → ∞, only because of the
finite number of legs L2. As an example, let us con-
sider the π-flux phase on the square lattice, which has
Dirac points at k = (±π/2,±π/2) [48]; for L2 = 4n
(L2 = 4n + 2) and ABC (PBC) along T2 these k-points
are not allowed and the spinon spectrum is gapped, for
any value of the cylinder length L1. By contrast, for
L2 = 4n (L2 = 4n + 2) and PBC (ABC) along T2,
zero-energy modes are present or absent depending on
the boundary conditions along T1: with one choice the
gapless points are present for any value of L1, while for
the opposite choice the spectrum has a finite-size gap,
which vanishes in the limit of an infinitely long cylinder
L1 →∞. The case for L2 = 4 is shown in Fig. 1. In order
to have a unique and well defined variational state, zero-
energy modes in Eq. (3) must be avoided on any finite
size, thus leaving to only three possibilities of boundary
conditions for each choice of L1 and L2: two of them will
correspond to fully-gapped states, while the third one
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Figure 3: Dynamical structure factor for the J1−J2 Heisenberg model on the square lattice with J2/J1 = 0.5. The cylindrical
geometry with L1 = 84 and L2 = 6 is taken. The results for the gapped state with PBC-PBC (upper panels) and the gapless
one with ABC-ABC (lower panels) are reported for two values of the transverse momentum, qy = 0 and qy = π. A Gaussian
smearing of the delta-functions of Eq. (12) is applied, with σ = 0.03J1. In the lower-right panel, a negative excitation is
observed at q = (π, π). This is an artifact of the numerical method caused by the fact that the gapless state is not the optimal
variational Ansatz for the J1 − J2 model on the cylinder (see also the discussion in the main text).

will correspond to a state that will become gapless for
L1 → ∞ and will be dubbed “gapless” for simplicity. A
similar situation happens in the kagome lattice, for the
π-flux phase defined in Ref. [49]. The case with L2 = 4
is shown in Fig. 2. Notice that the unprojected (spinon)
spectrum is gauge invariant, even though the position of
the Dirac points in k-space is gauge dependent. There-
fore, a given choice of the boundary conditions will give
rise to a gapped or gapless spectrum, independently on
the gauge choice. In both π-flux phases on square and
kagome lattices, the fermionic Hamiltonian (3) can acco-
modate the magnetic fluxes by breaking the translational
symmetry (e.g., the unit cell is doubled along a2). Never-
theless, after Gutzwiller projection, the wave function (4)
is fully translationally invariant [11].

The properties of these variational states can be as-
sessed by computing equal-time spin-spin and dimer-
dimer correlations as a function of distance along the
long side of the cylinder. The former ones are defined as:

S(R) = 〈S0 · SR〉, (7)

where 〈· · · 〉 denotes the expectation value over the varia-
tional state. Instead, dimer-dimer correlations are given

by:

D(R) = 〈D0DR〉 − 〈D0〉〈DR〉, (8)

where DR = SR · SR+a1 .

Up to now, in the definition of gapped and gapless
states, we have made reference to the unprojected spec-
trum of the fermionic Hamiltonian. The physical exci-
tations of the spin model may be assessed within the
variational method by constructing a set of Gutzwiller-
projected states for each momentum q [50, 51]. For the
case of a Bravais lattice (e.g., the square lattice), we de-
fine a set of triplet states:

|q,R〉 = PG
1√
N

∑

R′

∑

α

eiq·R
′
sαc
†
R′+R,αcR′,α|Φ0〉. (9)

where N = L1L2 and sα = 1 (sα = −1) for α =↑ (α =↓);
these states are labelled by R, which runs over all lattice
vectors. Then, the adopted PBC or ABC are imposed

to c†R′+R,α, whenever R′ +R falls outside of the original
cluster. Low-energy excited states are given by suitable
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linear combinations:

|Ψq
n〉 =

∑

R

An,qR |q,R〉. (10)

The parameters {An,qR } are obtained once the spin Hamil-
tonian of Eq. (1) is fully specified. In fact, for any given
momentum q, we can consider the Schrödinger equa-
tion, restricting the form of its eigenvectors to the one
of Eq. (10), i.e., H|Ψq

n〉 = Eqn|Ψq
n〉. Then, expanding ev-

erything in terms of {|q,R〉}R, we get to the following
generalized eigenvalue problem

∑

R′

〈q,R|H|q,R′〉An,qR′ = Eqn
∑

R′

〈q,R|q,R′〉An,qR′ , (11)

which is solved to find the expansion coefficients An,qR
and the energies Eqn of the excitations. All the matrix
elements, 〈q,R|H|q,R′〉 and 〈q,R|q,R′〉, are evaluated
within the Monte Carlo procedure, by sampling accord-
ing to the variational ground-state wave function [51].
Finally the dynamical structure factor is computed by:

Sz(q, ω) =
∑

n

|〈Ψq
n|Szq |Ψ0〉|2δ(ω − Eqn + Evar

0 ), (12)

where Evar
0 is the variational energy of |Ψ0〉 and

Szq =
1√
N

∑

R

eiqRSzR. (13)

In the case of a lattice with a basis of nb sites (e.g., the
kagome lattice with nb = 3), the generalization is straigh-
forward, with the only modification that particle-hole ex-
citations (9) acquire basis indices, attached to creation
and annihilation operators. The dynamical structure fac-
tor (12) becomes a nb×nb matrix, constructed from spin
operators on the elements of the basis (with a phase fac-
tor that depends upon the actual spatial position of each
sites). Then, the physical (experimentally measurable)
quantity is the sum of all its elements.

III. RESULTS

A. Preliminary considerations on the Kitaev model

A useful insight on how a gapless spin liquid reveals it-
self in a finite-size cluster comes from the investigation of
the Kitaev compass model on the honeycomb lattice [8].
The model can be mapped to free Majorana fermions in a
static magnetic field, where fluxes piercing the hexagons
are either 0 or π. This auxiliary model is defined in an ex-
tended Hilbert space and the physical states are obtained
by a projection. Most importantly, all the physical en-
ergies of the spin model also belong to the spectrum of
the auxiliary Hamiltonian. Then, the study of the flux
states of free Majorana fermions on the honeycomb lat-
tice provides the ground state energy and the excitation
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Figure 4: Comparison of the absolute value of the spin-spin
(|S(R)|, upper panel) and dimer-dimer (|D(R)|, lower panel)
correlations for the π-flux and the optimal spin-liquid wave
functions on the square lattice for J2/J1 = 0.5. Calculations
are done on the cylindrical cluster with 84 × 6 sites. Empty
symbols refer to the gapped state with PBC-PBC, while full
symbols refer to the gapless state with ABC-ABC.

spectrum of the Kitaev model. In the thermodynamic
limit, the isotropic model (Jx = Jy = Jz) displays a gap-
less spinon branch, due to the excitations of Majorana
fermions, and a gapped vison spectrum, corresponding
to changes in the flux pattern. On the cylindrical clus-
ters defined by T1 and T2 (with L1 = 4n and L2 = 2m),
the Lieb theorem [52] holds, implying zero flux through
all hexagonal plaquettes. This choice of the flux pattern
leaves four possible orthogonal candidates for the ground
state, corresponding to the four possible boundary con-
ditions. Zero-energy modes are present only when both
L1 and L2 are multiple of 3. In this case, there are two
gapped states and one gapless state (for L1 →∞), while
the fourth one has zero-energy modes. Remarkably, the
lowest energy is never obtained by the gapless wave func-
tion and, therefore, on such cylindrical geometries, the
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Figure 5: Absolute value of the spin-spin correlations
(|S(R)|) of the gapless π-flux state (with ABC-PBC) on L1×4
cylinders (square lattice). Inset: size scaling of the spin-spin
correlations at the maximum distance along a1.

Kitaev model with Jx = Jy = Jz is fully gapped.

B. Square-lattice geometry

Here, we present the results for the square-lattice
geometry, see Fig. 1, and the spin Hamiltonian (1)
with J2/J1 = 0.5. In the two-dimensional limit, the
Gutzwiller-projected wave function suggested the exis-
tence of a gapless spin-liquid phase [13, 14]. The best
variational Ansatz within this class of states has, in addi-
tion to uniform nearest-neighbor hopping, pairing terms
with dx2−y2 symmetry (at first neighbors, connected by
a1 and a2) and dxy symmetry (at fifth neighbors, con-
nected by 2a1 ± 2a2). While the point-group symmetry
of the hopping and pairing couplings is determined by the
projective symmetry group of the spin liquid Ansatz [11],
the actual values of the parameters are fully optimized
by the numerical minimization of the variational energy.
We note that the simpler case with only hopping and
nearest-neighbor pairing corresponds to a U(1) spin liq-
uid (gauge equivalent to the the staggered flux state [48]),
while the addition of dxy pairing terms leads to a Z2 spin
liquid [11]. In both cases, the Hamiltonian (3) possesses
Dirac points at k = (±π/2,±π/2). Variational Monte
Carlo calculations of the dynamical structure factors sug-
gested that Dirac points survive the Gutzwiller projec-
tion and are a genuine feature of the low-energy spec-
trum [53]. It is worth noting that the simple π-flux state
discussed previously, despite having a slightly higher en-
ergy than the Z2 spin liquid, gives a quite accurate ap-
proximation of the best variational Ansatz.

Let us start by considering a cylinder with L1 = 84 and
L2 = 6; the large aspect ratio ensures that results are in-
distinguishable from the limit L1 →∞. For this cluster,
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Figure 6: Absolute value of the spin-spin (|S(R)|, upper
panel) and dimer-dimer (|D(R)|, lower panel) correlations on
20L × L cylinders for the π-flux state on the square lattice.
Empty symbols refer to gapped states (with ABC-ABC for
L = 4n and ABC-PBC for L = 4n + 2), while full symbols
refer to gapless states (with ABC-PBC for L = 4n and ABC-
ABC for L = 4n+ 2).

the fermionic Hamiltonian (3) is gapped by taking PBC
along T2 and either PBC or ABC along T1. Instead, the
gapless wave function corresponds to ABC along T1 and
T2. The remaining option, with ABC along T2 and PBC
along T1, is not considered because it implies zero-energy
modes in the unprojected spectrum.

The best variational energy, E/J1 = −0.49837(1), is
obtained by the two gapped states (with PBC-PBC and
ABC-PBC), which yield equivalent results within the sta-
tistical errors. Indeed, these two gapped Ansätze corre-
spond to the same physical state, as demonstrated by the
fact that the overlap between them (directly computed
within Monte Carlo sampling) gives 1 for the 84×6 cylin-
der. On the other hand, the gapless Ansatz has a con-
siderably higher energy, i.e., E/J1 = −0.48881(2). Size
effects, due to the finiteness of L1, are negligible. This
represents the first important result of this work, show-
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and kagome (28×28) lattices. In both cases the simple π-flux
states are considered, with ABC-ABC. Dashed lines are linear
fits, compatible with a power-law behavior with an exponent
β ≈ 2.

ing that a gapless two-dimensional spin liquid may turn
into gapped when confined in a cylindrical geometry. The
fact that the best variational state actually describes a
gapped phase is proven by the dynamical structure fac-
tor of Eq. (12), see Fig. 3. The gapped state shows an
intense and dispersive branch, which has a minimum at
q = (π, π). A weak continuum is also visible at higher en-
ergies. By contrast, the gapless state sustains low-energy
excitations and even a few states with negative energies
are present close to q = (π, π). Within this approach,
negative excitation energies are possible when the refer-
ence state |Φ0〉 is not the optimal variational minimum.
Then, it may happen that some of the states defined in
Eq. (10) end up having a lower energy than the one of
|Ψ0〉. A similar situation was detected in the unfrus-
trated Heisenberg model by using a spin-liquid state as
variational Ansatz [54]. However, it is worth stressing
that all the wave functions (10) constructed from the
gapless Ansatz have much higher energies than the one
of the gapped state, which remains the best variational
approximation for the ground state.

Gapped and gapless states show also remarkably dif-
ferent spin-spin and dimer-dimer correlation functions,
see Fig. 4. The gapped state possesses rapidly decaying
spin-spin and dimer-dimer correlations. The vanishingly
small values of the long-range dimer-dimer correlations
suggests that no valence-bond order is present. Combin-
ing this observation with the fact that the two gapped
Ansätze (with PBC-PBC and ABC-PBC) correspond to
the same physical state, we conclude that the ground
state on cylindrical geometries is consistent with a triv-
ial quantum paramagnet, with neither valence-bond nor
topological order.

In order to perform a more detailed analysis of the size-
dependence of the correlation functions, we adopt a sim-

pler variational Ansatz, namely the π-flux state of Fig. 1,
which contains only hopping terms. The results obtained
by the π-flux state are very similar to the ones given by
the optimal variational wave function. For example, the
energies of gapped and gapless states on the 84×6 cylin-
der (with J2/J1 = 0.5) are E/J1 = −0.49661(1) and
E/J1 = −0.48769(1), respectively. Moreover, also static
correlation fluctions are very similar to those of the op-
timized Z2 spin liquid, see Fig. 4. Indeed, the overlap
between the optimal wave function and the simple π-
flux state is approximately 0.8 (0.9) for gapped (gapless)
cases. First of all, we prove that the gapless Ansatz has
power-law spin-spin correlations, which might be difficult
to detect from the results shown in Fig. 4. In order to
perform a convincing size scaling, we take L2 = 4 and
perform calculations for different values of L1, see Fig. 5.
From these results, we obtain that the spin-spin correla-
tions decay to zero as 1/L1 that is fully compatible with
a power-law behavior |S(R)| ≈ 1/|R|β with an exponent
β ≈ 1.

Finally, we compute the spin-spin and dimer-dimer
correlations of the π-flux state for different cylindrical
geometries with 20L×L sites, as shown in Fig. 6. These
calculations are easily affordable because the wave func-
tion, which does not correspond to the optimal state,
does not contain any free variational parameter. Thus, no
numerical optimization are required. We observe that the
short-distance correlations of the gapped state strengthen
when increasing L, rapidly approaching the ones of the
gapless state. Still, even for cylinders with a relative
large width (i.e., L = 10), the results obtained from gap-
less and gapped states are quite different from each other,
indicating a particularly slow convergenece to the truly
two-dimensional limit. Interestingly, the spin-spin cor-
relations of the gapless wave function show a crossover
between a power-law behavior with β ≈ 2 for |R| . L
and β ≈ 1 for |R| � L. The former one is typical of the
two-dimensional limit, see Fig. 7, while the latter one is
characteristic of quasi-one-dimensional systems, as also
obtained in Fig. 5.

C. Kagome-lattice geometry

Let us now turn to discuss the results for the kagome-
lattice geometry, see Fig. 2, with nearest-neighbor super-
exchange J . Also for this highly-frustrated problem,
in the two-dimensional limit, the Gutzwiller-projected
fermionic state suggested that the ground state corre-
sponds to a gapless spin liquid [17, 49]. In this case,
a very accurate Ansatz has only nearest-neighbor hop-
ping, such that fermions experience a π-flux piercing the
elementary unit cell (i.e., π-flux through hexagons and 0-
flux though triangles). As for the π-flux on the square lat-
tice, the unprojected fermionic spectrum possesses Dirac
points [49]. This Ansatz corresponds to a U(1) spin liq-
uid.

We start by taking a cylinder with L1 = 24 and L2 = 4.
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Figure 8: Dynamical structure factor for the Heisenberg model on the kagome lattice. The cylindrical geometry with L1 = 24
and L2 = 4 is taken. The results for the gapped state with ABC-ABC (left panel) and the gapless one with ABC-PBC
(right panel) are reported along the path in the extended Brillouin zone indicated in the inset. A Gaussian smearing of the
delta-functions of Eq. (12) is applied, with σ = 0.03J .
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Figure 9: Absolute value of the spin-spin correlations
(|S(R)|) on L1 × 4 cylinders for the π-flux spin-liquid on the
kagome lattice. Empty symbols refer to the gapped state with
ABC-ABC, while full symbols refer to the gapless state with
ABC-PBC.

Here, the fermionic Hamiltonian (3) is gapped by tak-
ing ABC along T2 and either PBC or ABC along T1;
the gapless wave function has ABC along T1 and PBC
along T2. The fourth possibility with PBC along both
T1 and T2 leads to zero-energy modes in the spectrum.
As for the square lattice, the two options for the gapped
states correspond to the same physical wave function, af-
ter Gutzwiller projection (as verified by computing the
overlap between them).

The gapped state has the best variational energy per
site E/J = −0.43021(3), while the gapless wave func-
tion has a much higher energy, i.e., E/J = −0.42672(3),
confirming that also in this case the gapped Ansatz is
favored on the cylindrical geometry, even though the

two-dimensional case is gapless. In Fig. 8, we show the
dynamical structure factor for both gapped and gapless
states. Notice that, in contrast to the square-lattice ge-
ometry, here no negative-energy states are obtained for
the gapless Ansatz. In addition, the results for this lat-
ter case is qualitatively similar to the spectrum recently
obtained in the truly two-dimensional case [55]. A broad
continuum of excitations is observed for both the gapped
and the gapless state. Notably, in both cases, the maxi-
mum of the spectral intensity is concentrated around the
Γ′ point (as observed also in Ref. [23]), within a weakly
dispersive branch of excitations which is not separated
from the continuum at higher energy.

Another remarkable feature of this Ansatz on the
kagome lattice is the rapid decay of the spin-spin cor-
relation functions, even when computed for the gapless
wave function. In Fig. 9, we report the correlations be-
tween spins on the same sublattice (a small difference
for the three possible sublattices is detected, not chang-
ing the qualitative behavior). Here, gapped and gapless
Ansätze give almost indistinguishable correlation func-
tions for distances larger than 4 lattice spacings. This as-
pect is very different from what we obtained in the square
lattice, where gapped and gapless states show rather dis-
tinct correlation functions, see Fig 4. The behavior is
not much modified by increasing the number of legs, as
reported for 10L × L cylinders in Fig. 10. Also in this
case, there is no apreciable difference between gapped
and gapless states, at variance with the square lattice
case, where the gapless state displays sizable correlations,
substantially different from the ones of the gapped case.
Quite surprisingly, also in the truly two-dimensional clus-
ters, spin-spin correlations decay very rapidly with the
distance, still being compatible with a power-law decay
with an exponent β ≈ 2 (similarly to the one obtained in
the square lattice), see Fig. 7. However, in the kagome
lattice, a small prefactor strongly renormalizes the whole
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Figure 10: Absolute value of the spin-spin correlations
(|S(R)|) on 10L × L cylinders for the π-flux spin-liquid on
the kagome lattice. Empty symbols refer to the gapped state
(with ABC-ABC for L = 4n and ABC-PBC for L = 4n+ 2),
while full symbols refer to the gapless state (with ABC-PBC
for L = 4n and ABC-ABC for L = 4n+ 2).

behavior of correlations.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusions, we performed a systematic study of
gapless spin liquids, defined within a fermionic parton
construction, on cylindrical geometries. We focused on
cases that have been widely investigated in the past and
have been demonstrated to accurately represent the exact
ground-state properties of two-dimensional square and
kagome lattice models [13, 17]. In both cases, Dirac
points are present in the unprojected spectrum of the
fermionic spinons. In this work, we considered L1 × L2

cylindrical clusters with L1 � L2, in order to include

a finite-size gap due to the finiteness of the cylinder
width L2. By playing with the boundary conditions of
fermionic operators, both gapless and gapped wave func-
tions can be constructed. Strikingly, the gapped states
have a lower variational energy, better approximating the
true ground state on cylinders. In addition, the gapped
states are trivial, i.e., they do not possess local or non-
local (topological) order, which is not in contrast to the
Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem (L2 is taken to be even).

Our results are important for two reasons. First of
all, they show that two-dimensional gapless spin liquids
are quite delicate states of matter and can be destabi-
lized on constrained geometries, i.e., on cylinders. Here,
the same construction that has been used in two dimen-
sions leads to both gapless and gapped states, just by
changing boundary conditions in the underlying parton
picture. Gapped states give rise to much lower varia-
tional energies, implying their stabilization on cylinders
with an even number of legs. Second, they give a trans-
parent argument to explain why previous DMRG calcu-
lations [28, 30, 41–43] failed to detect gapless phases in
frustrated models. Even though our approach does not
give an exact solution of the problem, it strongly sug-
gests that the actual ground state on cylinders is gapped,
thus giving a neat interpretation of DMRG results for
the models considered here. In this regard, an important
step forward has been the inclusion of fictitious magnetic
fluxes (in the original spin model), which allowed DMRG
to detect the existence of Dirac points in kagome and tri-
angular lattices [20, 21].
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Rev. Lett. 109, 067201 (2012).
[43] H.C. Jiang, Z.H. Wang, and L. Balents, Nat. Phys. 8,

902 (2012).
[44] B. K. Clark, J. M. Kinder, E. Neuscamman, G. K.-L.

Chan, and M. J. Lawler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 187205
(2013).

[45] H.J. Liao, Z.Y. Xie, J. Chen, Z.Y. Liu, H.D. Xie, R.Z.
Huang, B. Normand, and T. Xiang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118,
137202 (2017).

[46] M. Hering, J. Sonnenschein, Y. Iqbal, and J. Reuther,
Phys. Rev. B 99, 100405(R) (2019).

[47] F. Becca and S. Sorella, Quantum Monte Carlo Ap-
proaches for Correlated Systems (Cambridge University
Press, 2017).

[48] I. Affleck and J.B. Marston, Phys. Rev. B 37, 3774(R)
(1988).

[49] Y. Ran, M. Hermele, P.A. Lee, and X.-G. Wen, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 98, 117205 (2007).

[50] T. Li and F. Yang, Phys. Rev. B 81, 214509 (2010).
[51] F. Ferrari, A. Parola, S. Sorella, and F. Becca, Phys. Rev.

B 97, 235103 (2018).
[52] E.H. Lieb, Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 2158 (1994).
[53] F. Ferrari and F. Becca, Phys. Rev. B 98, 100405 (2018).
[54] B. Dalla Piazza, M. Mourigal, N.B. Christensen, G.J.

Nilsen, P. Tregenna-Piggott, T.G. Perring, M. Enderle,
D.F. McMorrow, D.A. Ivanov, and H.M. Rønnow, Nat.
Phys. 11, 62 (2015).

[55] C. Zhang and T. Li, Phys. Rev. B 102, 195106 (2020).


	I Introduction
	II Models and methods
	III Results
	A Preliminary considerations on the Kitaev model
	B Square-lattice geometry
	C Kagome-lattice geometry

	IV Conclusions
	 Acknowledgements
	 References

