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Using quantum Monte Carlo and numerical analytic continuation methods, we study the dynamic
spin structure factor and the single-hole spectral function of a two-dimensional quantum magnet
(J-Q model) at its quantum phase transition separating Néel antiferromagnetic and spontaneously
dimerized ground states. At this putative deconfined quantum-critical point, we find a broad con-
tinuum of spinon excitations that can be accounted for by the fermionic π-flux state; a known
mean-field model for deconfined quantum criticality. We find that the best description of the two-
spinon continuum is with a version of the model with a 2× 2 unit cell, reflecting non-trivial mutual
statistics of spinons and anti-spinons. The single-hole spectral function can be described by the
same spinon dispersion relation and an independently propagating holon. Thus, the system exhibits
spin-charge separation and will likely evolve into an extended holon metal phase at finite doping.

The proposal of a ”beyond Landau” deconfined quan-
tum critical point (DQCP) [1] separating the Néel an-
tiferromagnetic (AFM) ground state of two-dimensional
(2D) S = 1/2 quantum magnets from a spontaneously
dimerized valence-bond solid (VBS) is still under intense
debate. To test predictions of various field-theoretical
scenarios [2–11] that typically are reliable only in certain
limits, e.g., with SU(N) at large N , the AFM–VBS tran-
sition has been studied extensively using Monte Carlo
simulations of lattice models [15–40] as well as modern
numerical conformal field theory (CFT) approaches in
2+1 dimensions [41–46]. Two competing scenarios have
emerged from these studies: (i) a DQCP requiring a com-
plex CFT description, only realized as a weak first-order
transition in conventional lattice models [14, 40, 45–51],
and (ii) the weak first-order transitions that indeed are
commonly found in Monte Carlo studies of SU(2) lat-
tice models reflect a nearby multicritical point that ex-
ists within these models [34, 44, 53], but only beyond the
parameter regime for which a positive definite sampling
space can be constructed [38]. The putative multicritical
point would then likely also be the tip of a gapless spin
liquid phase between the AFM and VBS phases in an
extended parameter space [46, 52–55].

Regardless of these unresolved scenarios, the very weak
first-order transitions studied on the square lattice are
sufficiently close to the DQCP for critical fluctuations to
be manifested up to very large length scales [38]. More-
over, spinon deconfinement has been observed in the dy-
namic spin structure factor, with a dispersion relation
in remarkably good agreement with that of the π-flux
phase of fermions on the square lattice, which is one of
the candidate mean-field descriptions of the DQCP [56].
Another important aspect of deconfinement has until now
not been addressed with lattice calculations: the fraction-
alization of an injected hole in the host quantum magnet.
Putative spin-charge separation has consequences also at
finite doping, where a ”holon metal” that is unstable to
superconductivity has been proposed based on an exten-
sion of the DQCP scenario [57].

Upon doping, the fermionic aspects of spin models be-
come manifested and quantumMonte Carlo (QMC) stud-
ies are hampered by mixed signs of the sampling weights
[58]. Results can then not be obtained on the same large
scales as with pure spin models. The single-hole spectral
function corresponding to injection of a single hole can
be sampled, however, and is pursued here. The Green’s
function is computed in imaginary time using QMC simu-
lations with the approximation-free Stochastic Series Ex-
pansion (SSE) method [59, 60] and is subsequently ana-
lytically continued to real frequency using a method ca-
pable of resolving sharp features [61], e.g., edges expected
with fractionalized excitations.
We present two related findings: The dynamic spin

structure factor of the host quantum magnet can be well
accounted for by the π-flux model. However, in contrast
to previous work [56], we argue that a 2× 2 unit cell for
the phase pattern should be used, leading to two degen-
erate filled and unfilled bands in a Brillouin zone (BZ)
1/4 of the size of the BZ of the simple square lattice.
The dispersion relation is the same as the model with
2 × 1 unit cell (single filled and unfilled bands) used in
Ref. [56]. However, the support of the two-spinon con-
tinuum in frequency ω is different for some momenta k
in the unfolded BZ of the simple square lattice, with the
2 × 2 model providing a better match with the numer-
ical results. A consistent description of the single-hole
spectral function with fractionalized spinon and holon
excitations is then also obtained. The system exhibiting
spin-charge separation in addition to spinon deconfine-
ment, is a candidate for the holon metal state [57] of the
doped DQCP.
Models and Methods.—We study the ground state of

a variant of the S = 1/2 J-Q model, defined by the
Hamiltonian [20, 38]

HJQ = −J
∑
⟨ij⟩

Pij −Q
∑

⟨ijklmn⟩

PijPklPmn, (1)

where Pij = 1/4 − Si · Sj is the singlet projector on
nearest-neighbor sites i, j on periodic L×L lattices. The
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J term is the standard Heisenberg model and the Q
term, with the three projectors stacked on 3 × 2 and
2 × 3 lattice cells, favors columnar-correlated singlets,
such that a VBS state forms above the transition point
(J/Q)c ≈ 0.6667. While a Q term with only two pro-
jectors [15] also hosts a VBS state for large Q/J , more
robust VBS order is achieved with three projectors. In
an accompanying longer paper [62], we also discuss the
excitations inside the AFM and VBS phases.

In the presence of an injected hole, standard nearest-
neighbor hopping is added,

H = HJQ − t
∑
⟨ij⟩

∑
σ=↑,↓

(c†σ,icσ,j + h.c.), (2)

to describe the mobility of manifestly fermionic S = 1/2

particles created and destroyed by the operators c†σ,i and
cσ,i. In sampling the hole paths in the SSE generated
space-time background, we utilize a canonical transfor-
mation by Angelucci [63] that has previously been used
with world-line QMC simulations of the 2D t-J model
(our model with Q = 0) [64]. Adaptation to SSE is de-
scribed in the context of spin chains in Ref. [65] and the
extensions to the 2D square lattice are straight-forward.

In addition to studying the single-hole spectral func-
tion A(k, ω), we also revisit the dynamic spin structure
factor S(k, ω) of the host quantum magnet. It was stud-
ied with a spin-anisotropic variant of the J-Q model in
Ref. [56], which found that the lower edge of the contin-
uum (the dispersion relation of a spinon) is well described
by a mean-field ansatz for four-flavor quantum electrody-
namics in 2+1 dimensions; the π-flux state of fermions
in a half-filled square lattice. As mentioned, we will dis-
cuss a different variant of the π-flux state, which also has
consequences for spin-charge separation.

Spin Dynamics.—The dynamic spin structure factor is
given in the Lehman representation by

S(k, ω) =
∑
n

|⟨n|Sz
k|0⟩|2δ(ω + E0 − En), (3)

for the quantum magnet with eigenstates |n⟩ and ener-
gies En. Here we assume that the system is in its ground
state |0⟩, to which our QMC simulations converge at
temperatures T ≪ L−1. Sz

k is the Fourier transform of
the real-space spin operator, whose correlation function
GS(r, τ) = ⟨Sz

r (τ)S
z
0 (0)⟩ at distance r and imaginary-

time separation τ we compute with SSE QMC simula-
tions and continue to real frequency using the most recent
variant of stochastic analytic continuation (SAC) [61]. In
order to resolve the sharp edges expected with fractional-
ized excitations, we apply constraints corresponding to a
power-law singular lower edge of the spectrum, at a loca-
tion that the method finds, followed by a continuum that
is sampled according to procedures explained in previous
works [61, 65, 66].

At the critical point (Q = 1, J = 0.6667 [20, 38]) and
lattice sizes L = 16 and 32, Fig. 1 shows examples of
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FIG. 1. Dynamic spin structure factor S(k, ω) of the J-Q
model at the AFM–VBS transition. Results are shown for
system sizes L = 16 and L = 32 at four different momenta
(kx, ky). The static structure factor S(k) is used to normalize
all spectra to unity; for L = 32, S(π, π/2) = 1.142, S(π, 0) =
0.516, S(π/2, π/2) = 0.564 and S(π, π) = 13.4. The k =
(π, π) results are multiplied by 3.

S(k, ω) at high-symmetry points in the BZ. The finite-
size effects are only minor for the high-energy momenta
(π, π/2) and (π/2, π/2), and the L = 32 results should be
very close to size converged. In contrast, for (π, 0) and
(π, π), both of which are expected to be gapless points
at the DQCP [28, 56], the edge moves down roughly as
L−1, which is expected with the dynamic exponent z = 1.
The three peaks at (π, π) likely only reflect the leading
contributions to a finite-size multi-peak structure that
slowly develops into a narrow continuum above the edge
for L → ∞. The broad continua in Figs. 1(a) and 1(c)
indicate fractionalized excitations; two spinons whose in-
dividual momenta k1 and k2 take a range of values for a
total momentum k = k1 + k2.
Figure 2 shows the dispersion relation ωk (the edge

location) along a standard path in the BZ. In accord with
Fig. 1, significant finite-size effects are observed mainly at
low energies, but the convergence is slower also at higher
energies on the segment between (π/2, 0) and (π, 0). In
most of the BZ, the well converged L = 32 energies can be
accounted for by the dispersion relation of the excitations
of the half-filled π-flux model;

ϵS(k) = v
√
sin2(kx) + sin2(ky), (4)

where v is a model dependent velocity. With the best
overall fit to the converged energies for ω ≥ 1, there are
significant deviations only around the peak at (π/2, 0).
Considering the mean-field approximation, some devi-
ations should be expected, and overall the agreement
has to be regarded as surprisingly good. Similarly good
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FIG. 2. Location of the edge in S(k, ω) versus the momentum
along a path in the BZ, based on results such as those in Fig. 1
for L = 16 and L = 32. The black curve shows a fit to the
π-flux dispersion relation Eq. (4) with velocity v = 3.73.

agreement was previously found with the J-Qmodel with
spin-anisotropic interactions [56]. The continuum along
the same BZ path as in Fig. 2 is shown with a logarithmic
heat map of L = 32 data in Fig. 3, along with two dif-
ferent calculations of the upper bound of the two-spinon
excitations, which we discuss next.

A π-flux phase can be realized with different gauges;
the phases giving net flux π in each plaquette. A 2×1 unit
cell with alternating phases ±π/2 was used in Ref. [56],
with the BZ kx ∈ [0, π], ky ∈ [0, 2π]. The excitations
contributing to S(k, ω) correspond to moving a fermion
with momentum k1 from the filled band (creating an anti-
spinon) with negative energy [Eq. (4) with a minus sign]
to the empty band at k2 (creating a spinon). The upper
bound of the two-spinon continuum depends on how the
BZ for the individual spinons is chosen. Here, we take
|kx| + |ky| ≤ π in order to preserve the symmetry be-
tween the x and y directions, leading to the upper bound
shown with a red dashed curve in Fig. 3 (slightly different
from Ref. [56]). This bound describes the data reason-
ably well, though with a glaring mismatch for k close to
0, where there is very little weight in a cone extending
from k = (0, 0). The agreement here is much improved
by using phases ±π/4 alternating in both directions, in
which case the dispersion relation is still given by Eq. (4)
but now with the smaller BZ k ∈ [0, π]2. All levels are
then doubly degenerate and the two negative bands are
filled. As shown with the white dashed curve in Fig. 3,
the upper bound close to k = (0, 0) is now better com-
patible with the data and the agreement is also improved
close to (π, 0). Some spectral weight should be expected
also above the two-spinon bound, because of contribu-
tions from more than two spinons.

Comprehensive π-flux calculations with the larger BZ
in Ref. [56] also indicate very little spectral weight close
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FIG. 3. Heat map of S(k, ω) for L = 32. There is no spectral
weight in the white area, while weight below 10−2 above the
edge is shown as as black. The black dashed curve is the
same fit to the edge as in Fig. 2. The red dashed curve shows
the upper bound of the two-spinon continuum predicted from
this dispersion relation with the diamond shaped BZ of size
1/2 of the original square lattice BZ. The white dashed curve
corresponds to the further reduced BZ with k ∈ [0, π]2.

to k = 0, even though the upper bound formally appears
much too high. However, the weight does not have the
characteristic V shape seen in the SAC data (in Fig. 3 and
even more clearly for the anisotropic model in Ref. [56]).
The better upper bound obtained with the 2×2 unit cell
is analogous to the prototypical case of the two-spinon
continuum in the S = 1/2 Heisenberg chain, where the
reduced BZ k ∈ [0, π]2 for the individual spinons should
be used [67–69] in order for the band width to vanish
as k → 0, as in the Bethe Ansatz solution. If the full
BZ [0, 2π] is used, the continuum instead has maximal
support at both k = 0 and k = π. The reduced BZ
reflects the actual number of spinon degrees of freedom
and can be related to semion statistics [70]. The π-flux
state with k ∈ [0, π]2 has previously been used to describe
deconfined spinons in 2D U(1) spin liquids [7], and its
applicability to our case indicates a similar, but unstable
spin liquid nature of the DQCP.
Single-Hole Spectral Function.—Turning to the system

with an injected hole, the spectral function is given in the
Lehmann representation by

A(k, ω) =
∑
m

|⟨m|cσ,k|0⟩|2δ(ω + E0 − En), (5)

where |0⟩ is still the ground state of the spin model
but |m⟩ refer to states with one hole. We use An-
gelucci’s canonical transformation [63] implemented for
SSE [65] to compute the corresponding Green’s func-
tion GA(r, τ) = ⟨c†σ,r(τ)cσ,r(0)⟩, then use the same con-
strained SAC method as above for A(k, ω).
Fig. 4 shows results at four momenta for the case t = 1,

which we will exclusively focus on here. Finite-size effects
are small in all cases. A heat map of the continuum is
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FIG. 4. Single-hole spectral function A(k, ω) of the t-J-Q
model with t = J = 1, Q = 0.6667 for lattices with L = 16
and L = 32 at four different momenta (kx, ky).

shown in Fig. 5 along with the upper bound constructed
from the spinon dispersion (the lower edge of SAC results
in the entire BZ) and the holon dispersion corresponding
to (as it turns out) the edge of A(k, ω). The edge can be
reasonably well described by a tight-binding model with
up to third-neighbor hole hopping, as shown in the Ap-
pendix. The dispersion minimum at k = (±π/2,±π/2)
is similar to that of the 2D t-J model [64, 74–79], though
without the symmetry with respect to a (π, π) momen-
tum shift expected (and confirmed [62]) in the presence
of AFM order.

If there is spin-charge separation, the lower excitation
bound at momentum k should arise from a holon at kh

and an anti-spinon at ks, so that k = kh − ks and the
energy ϵ(k) = ϵh(kh) + ϵs(ks), with the spinon energy
Eq. (4). We do not a priori know the holon dispersion,
but a natural assumption is that the lowest ϵ(k) corre-
sponds to a holon plus a zero-energy spinon. In fact,
our results are consistent with the entire lower bound
ωk arising from a holon at kh = k and a spinon with
ks = 0. As shown in the Appendix, in order to describe
ωk as arising from independently propagating holons and
spinons, we have to shift the spinon BZ for Eq. (4) to
k ∈ [−π/2, π/2]2. Otherwise, the three maximums of the
lower edge in Fig. 5 will all be of the same height, e.g.,
a holon at (π, 0) could be combined with a zero-energy
anti-spinon at (π, 0), thus leading to a lower than ob-
served peak at k = (0, 0). The lower bound can also not
be reproduced with the π-flux state with the larger BZ,
for similar reasons. The holon momentum can be taken
from the full BZ k ∈ [0, 2π]2. While we do not have
a rigorous explanation for the spinon BZ shift, there is
again an analogy with the 1D case, where the spin-charge
separation ansatz for the single-hole dynamics of the t-J
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FIG. 5. Heat map of A(k, ω). The upper bound shown as
the white dashed curve is obtained on the basis of the SAC
data points for the lower edges of the two-spinon (Fig. 3) and
spinon-holon (this figure) continua. The black dashed lines
represent spinons added to holons with momentum fixed at
one of the three peak locations. There is no spectral weight
in the white area below the edge, while above the edge any
weight below 10−2 is represented as black.

chain is based on a different BZ for the spinon accom-
panying the holon than the one required to reproduce
the two-spinon continuum [71–73]. These different con-
straints on the partons reflect different mutual statistics
of two spinons and a spinon and a holon.

Using the extracted spinon and holon dispersions, the
upper bound of the continuum shown with the white
dashed curve in Fig. 5 is obtained and matches the heat
map quite well. We also show black dashed curves in
the continuum that correspond to the holon momentum
kh fixed at one of its dispersion maximums kmax and an
anti-spinon with momentum −ks, for a total momentum
k = kmax+ks. These curves account reasonably well for
the regions of elevated spectral weight, and the wedges
between them extending out from k = (π, 0) and (0, 0)
correspond to regions of low spectral weight. Broadened
peaks form around these curves when spinons are added
to the holons in the neighborhood of the kmax points.
Intuitively, the elevated spectral weight in these partic-
ular regions follows from the fact that a high holon en-
ergy corresponds to hole injection causing large pertur-
bations of the spin background, thus spinons radiate at
large amplitude. In contrast, low-energy holons perturb
the spin background only weakly and less spinons are ex-
cited. Quantitative analytic calculations of these effects
are beyond the scope of the present work.

Conclusions.—Our results strengthen the case for the
J-Q model hosting a quantum phase transition with de-
confined excitations up to large length scales, despite
the ultimately weak coexisting AFM and VBS orders.
The two-spinon continuum points to semion-like statis-
tics that require a reduced BZ in the π-flux mean-field
description, which has previously been used to describe



5

U(1) spin liquids phases [7, 12]. Consistency with the
spinon-holon continuum (spin-charge separation in the
entire BZ) also requires this smaller spinon BZ. These
results should be useful as input to field-theoretical cal-
culations of A(k, ω) and may also contribute to the res-
olution of the enigmatic DQCP and the nature of the
proposed extended holon metal phase [57].

Experimentally, the best candidate so far for study-
ing fractionalization at the DQCP is SrCu2(BO3)2 [80],
though low temperature combined with high pressure
and magnetic field are challenging for inelastic neutron
scattering studies of S(k, ω) [81] and angle-resolved pho-
toemission spectroscopy for A(k, ω). In the latter case,
charge accumulation in the insulator is also problematic
[82], though results for spin chains [83–85] and 2D AFM
systems have been obtained [86–88].
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APPENDIX: HOLON DISPERSION RELATION

Figure 6 shows the momentum dependence of the edge
of A(k, ω), corresponding to the single-hole dispersion
relation, for system sizes L = 16 and L = 32 based on
results such as those in Fig. 5 but on a more detailed
scale. Because of some remaining finite-size effects, espe-
cially close to the global minimum at k = (π/2, π/2), it
is not meaningful to fit all the details of the momentum
dependence. The black solid curve shows a fit to a tight-
binding model including hopping amplitudes up to third
neighbors,

ϵh(k) = t1[cos(kx) + cos(ky)]

+t2[cos(kx + ky) + cos(kx − ky)]

+t3[cos(2kx) + cos(2ky)] + µ, (6)

with the parameters listed in the figure caption. Note
that the hopping amplitudes are all positive and that the
dominant t3 hopping (third-neighbor, corresponding to
distance two lattice spacings) is responsible for the min-
imum at k = (π/2, π/2), which can be qualitatively un-
derstood as a third-order process with a flip of a nearest-
neighbor spin pair followed by two holon moves (or two
holon moves followed by a spin flip). In a fully AFM
ordered background, such a hole move does not ruin the
spin order, which is an important aspect of the hole dy-
namics in the t-J model [74–78]. Our results show that
the same dispersion minimum (now of the holon) remains
also at the AFM–VBS transition. However, as we show
in Ref. [62], the dispersion minimum shifts continuously

(π/2,π/2)

(π,0)
(π,π)

(π/2,π/2)

(0,0)
(π,0)

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

ω

L=16

L=32

FIG. 6. Location of the edge in A(k, ω) versus the momentum
along a path in the BZ, based on results such as those in
Figs. 4 and 5 for lattice sizes L = 16 and L = 32. The
black curve shows a fit to a tight-binding model Eq. (6) with
t1 = 0.104, t2 = 0.083, t3 = 0.287, µ = 3.13.
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FIG. 7. Different extracted holon dispersion relations (par-
tially with overlapping symbols) when using different choices
of the BZ for the spinons; black circles for ks ∈ [−π/2, π/2]2,
red for ks ∈ [0, π]2, and blue for the diamond shaped BZ
|ksx| + |ksy| ≤ π. These curves also correspond to the edge
excitation energy within the spin-charge separation scenario,
with the black circles being the actual L = 32 edge in Fig. 6.

away from (±π/2,±π/2) upon moving inside the VBS
phase, as previously proposed based on field-theory cal-
culations [57].

Our conclusion that the lower bound of the hole ex-
citation spectrum gives the holon dispersion directly is
tied to our argument that the BZ of the π-flux state
should be taken as ks ∈ [−π/2, π/2]2 when creating an
(anti) spinon and a holon, which we explain as follows:
With this BZ, the only gapless spinon excitations reside
at ks = (0, 0), though there are still four gapless excita-
tions of a spinon and an anti-spinon, since the fermionic
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hole (the anti-spinon) can be created in one out of the
two bands with energy ϵS ≤ 0 and the particle (spinon)
created in one of the two ϵS ≥ 0, Eq. (4). The lowest
energy of the spinon-holon pair is then with ks = (0, 0)
so that k = kh. In contrast, taking the spinon BZ as
ks ∈ [0, π]2, there are zero-energy spinons at (0, 0), (0, π),
(π, 0), and (π, π). If we then insist that the holon dis-
persion still corresponds to the observed edge energy, in
some parts of the extended BZ it would be possible to
combine a holon and a spinon with ks ̸= (0, 0) so that
the total energy falls below the observed edge. To main-
tain the observed lowest energy for given k, the holon
energy must of course be at or above the edge energy.

Assuming spin-charge separation, with the edge mini-
mizing ϵ(k) = ϵh(k−q)+ ϵs(q), the holon dispersion can
be extracted as the maximum of ϵh(k) = ϵ(k+q)− ϵs(q)
[89]. Here q is taken over all points within the spinon
BZ. In Fig. 7, the red points show the holon energy ob-
tained when this BZ is taken as ks ∈ [0, π]2, and the
blue points similarly show the result for the twice larger
diamond shaped BZ |ksx|+|ksy| ≤ π (which gives the up-
per bound of the continuum indicated by the red dashed
line in Fig. 5). These curves would also directly give the
lowest total energy, corresponding again to k = kh and
ks = (0, 0), in contradiction with the observation of the
actual lowest energy (and holon dispersion) shown by the
black circles. The observed lower edge is reproduced cor-
rectly if the spinons are taken from the shifted smaller
BZ ks ∈ [−π/2, π/2]2, then with k = kh and ks = (0, 0)
all through the extended BZ [0, 2π]2. This is then also
the condition for spin-charge separation on the entire BZ.
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