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Programmable quantum simulator using Rydberg-atom array provides a promising route to de-
mystifying quantum many-body physics in strongly correlated systems. Motivated by recent realiza-
tion of various quantum magnetic phases on frustrated Rydberg-atom array, we perform numerically
exact quantum Monte-Carlo simulation to investigate the exotic states of matter emerging in the
model describing Rydberg atom on triangular lattice. Our state-of-the-art simulation unveils the√

3 ×
√

3 triangular anti-ferromagnetic(TAF) order exists at 1
3
/ 2
3
-Rydbreg filling, consistent with

the observation in experiments. More fantastically,
√

3 ×
√

3 long-range order arising from order-
by-disorder mechanism emerges at 1

2
-filling. At finite temperature, U(1) symmetry is emergent at

1
2
-filling and a Kosterlitz-Thouless(KT) phase transition occurs with increasing temperature. These

intriguing phenomena are potentially detected in future Rydberg-atom experiments.

Introduction.—Deciphering the exotic physics emerg-
ing in frustrated magnets is a particularly intriguing and
crucial subject in strongly correlated physics, triggering
enduring interests in many years[1, 2]. In light of recent
experimental developments, the models featuring quan-
tum magnetism in the presence of lattice frustration are
realized in Rydberg atom arrays[3–5]. In virtual of the
high controllability and precise measurability in Rydberg
atom set-up[6–19], fruitful exotic phenomena emerging in
frustrated magnets, including various spin density wave
orders and quantum spin liquid, have been observed in
the platform of Rydberg atom array[3–5, 20–29]. Hence,
Rydberg atom array provides an ideal candidate platform
for quantum simulation on quantum magnetism[27, 30–
56] and other exotic phenomena in strongly correlated
systems[57–77].

Triangular Ising model with transverse field is a repre-
sentative model featuring quantum magnetism with lat-
tice frustration. Despite its simple form, triangular trans-
verse Ising model is theoretically revealed to exhibit var-
ious intriguing phenomena arising from the interplay be-
tween lattice frustration and quantum/thermal fluctua-
tion. For example, quantum fluctuation triggers a

√
3×√

3 ordered phase, emerging from the macroscopic de-
generate states induced by the lattice frustration, which
is dubbed as order-by-disorder(OBD) mechanism[78–88].
At finite temperature, there exists an intermediate crit-
ical phase with emergent U(1) symmetry, namely KT
phase, owing to the interplay of quantum and thermal
fluctuations in the presence of lattice frustration [89–
95]. Recently, Rydberg atom array with up to 196 atoms
and high coherence on triangular lattice is realized ex-
perimentally, featuring Ising-like model involving long-
range interactions[3]. Remarkably, the classical pattern
of
√

3×
√

3 AFM order is observed. Nevertheless, the re-
alization of OBD phase and associated intriguing physics
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FIG. 1. Average Rydberg filling. The red dots connected
by the dashed line represent the Rydberg filling versus δ in
model Eq. (1). Insets (a)-(c) show the patterns of TAF order
at 1

3
-, 1

2
- and 2

3
-filling, respectively. The blue circle represents

the distribution of TAF order parameters at 1/2-filling, which
indicates the appearance of U(1) symmetry.

such as emergent U(1) symmetry in the Rydberg atoms
platform remains elusive. A thorough study of the sys-
tems with numerically exact theoretical approach, rigor-
ously illustrating the plausibility of realization of the ex-
otic physics discussed above in triangular Rydberg atom
array, is thus immensely desired.

In this paper, we perform numerically exact quantum
Monte-Carlo(QMC) simulation based on stochastic se-
ries expansion (SSE)[89, 96, 97] algorithm to investigate
a realistic model describing Rydberg atom array on tri-
angular lattice[3]. We implement the algorithm combin-
ing line update [98] and multi-branch update, enabling
studying the model at low temperature and large sys-
tem size with relatively high efficiency. Our state-of-the-
art QMC simulation reveals the existence of

√
3 ×
√

3
TAF order at 1

3 - and 2
3 -filling, consistent with the ob-

servation in experiments. More remarkably, our study
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demonstrates the emergence of OBD driven
√

3×
√

3 or-
dered phase at 1

2 -filling. With increasing temperature,
the TAF ordered phases at 1

3 - and 2
3 -filling melt into dis-

ordered phase through a continuous transition belonging
to two-dimensional Potts universality class. Intriguingly,
at 1

2 -filling, the U(1) isotropy emerges in a large temper-
ature regime and the associated transition from the OBD
phase to high-temperature disordered phase thus belongs
to the KT universality class[99]. Our study paves a novel
avenue to theoretically investigate the Rydberg atom ar-
ray system in a numerically exact approach. The re-
sults provide concrete theoretical support to potentially
realizing the exotic phenomena, for instance OBD phase,
emergent U(1) symmetry and KT phase transition, in
Rydberg atom platform.

Model and method.— We consider the following Hamil-
tonian describing 2D interacting Rydberg array [3]:

Ĥ =
∑
i<j

Uij n̂in̂j +
~Ω

2

∑
i

(b̂†i + b̂i)− ~δ
∑
i

n̂i,
(1)

where ~ is reduced Planck’s constant, Ω is Rabi fre-
quency, δ is detuning frequency and n̂i denotes Ryb-
derg occupation on site i. The model features a long-
range van der Waals interaction between Rydberg atoms
Uij = Ω(Rb/rij)

6, where Rb is Rydberg blocking ra-
dius defined as Uij = Ω if rij = Rb. We investigate
Eq. (1) on triangular lattice with the lattice basis vec-

tors ~a1 = a(1, 0) and ~a2 = a( 1
2 ,
√
3
2 ). Unless specified, we

choose ~ = 1 and Ω = 1 in the simulation.
Upon fixing Rb, with the increase of detuning fre-

quency δ, atoms in the ground state are gradually excited
to the Rydberg state, exhibiting various patterns in real
space with different average Rydberg fillings[3, 34, 35].
In particular, as blockade radius is comparable to lattice
constant on triangular lattice, namely a ≤ Rb ≤

√
3a, the

Rydberg atoms form an incompressible TAF pattern with√
3×
√

3 periodicity as revealed in Ref.[3]. In this study,
we fix the blockade radius Rb = 1.2a and select the sys-
tem size Lx = Ly = L with periodic boundary condition.
Owing to the absence of sign problem[98, 100–104], the
accurate properties of Eq. (1) for large system size and
low temperature are accessible in QMC simulation. The
results of other choices of Rb such as Rb = 1.0a and the
details of QMC simulation are included in supplemental
material (SM)[105].

Phase diagram.—We calculate the average Rydberg
filling n̄ at zero temperature versus δ as depicted in Fig. 1,
showing the Rydberg filling gradually increases from 0.1
to 1 with increasing δ. The results explicitly indicate
two plateaus appear at 1

3 - and 2
3 -filling associated with

incompressible phases. To further reveal the spontaneous
symmetry breaking (SSB) patterns of Rydberg atoms, we
calculate the order parameter m and the static structure
factor S( ~Q) corresponding to the

√
3 ×
√

3 TAF phase,

b
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FIG. 2. Ground-state Phase diagram and transition
point. (a) and (b) represent the results of order parameter
and static structure factor versus δ at thermodynamic limit,
respectively. (c) Binder ratio versus δ for L = 6, 9, 12, 15. The
inset provides a zoom-in view of UB in the regime close to the
transition point. (d) Correlation length ratio versus δ in the
regime close to the transition point.

defined as the Fourier transform of the Rydberg occupa-
tion n̂i and the correlation function between n̂i and n̂j ,
respectively,

m =
∑
i

〈n̂i〉 ei
~Q·~xi/(N/3) (2)

and

S( ~Q) =
1

N

∑
i,j

ei
~Q·(~xi−~xj) 〈n̂in̂j〉 . (3)

Here, ~Q = 1
a ( 2π

3 ,
2
√
3π
3 ) and N is the total number of

lattice points. m and S( ~Q) at thermodynamic limit
(L → ∞) are extracted from results of L = 3 ∼ 18,
the details of which are included in SM[105]. As de-

picted in Fig. 2 (a) and (b), |m| and S( ~Q) are finite at
thermodynamic limit in a large regime of δ, indicating
the existence of

√
3×
√

3 TAF long-range order. Both of
these quantities exhibit the feature of pronounced convex
in the regime corresponding to the 1

3/ 2
3 -filling platform

in Fig. 1, suggesting the ground state of Eq. (1) possesses
strong

√
3 ×
√

3 TAF long-range order at the commen-
surate 1

3 - and 2
3 -filling, consistent with the observation

in Rydberg atom array experiments[3]. With increasing

δ, the results of |m| and S( ~Q) display sharp discontin-
uous transitions around δc ≈ 1.2/17.8, signaling the na-
ture of first-order transition between disordered and TAF
phases.

To further corroborate the emergence of
√

3×
√

3 TAF
long-range order and determine the accurate transition
point, we perform finite-size scaling analysis by calcu-
lating the Binder ratio[34, 106–108] defined as UB(L) =
〈|m|4〉
〈|m|2〉2 . In the long (short)-range ordered phase, the val-

ues of UB(L) should decrease (increase) with increasing
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FIG. 3. Transition of TAF phase at finite tempera-
ture. (a) and (c) represent the results for Binder ratio as
a function of β at 1

3
- and 2

3
-filling, respectively. (b) and (d)

represent the results for C3 as a function of β at 1
3
- and 2

3
-

filling, respectively. The system sizes in the simulation are
L = 6, 9, 12, 15, 18. The insets provide a zoom-in view in the
regime close to the transition point.

system size L and tend to 1 (2) in the thermodynamic
limit. Fig. 2 (c) shows the results of UB versus δ and
the nearly crossing point from different sizes L indicates
the phase transition occurring at δ/Ω = 1.22 ± 0.02, in

agreement with the results of |m| and S( ~Q). The non-
monotonic behavior of UB(L) close to the phase transi-
tion point manifests the nature of first-order transition.
Additionally, we calculate the correlation length ratio

[35, 97] defined as: C( ~Q,L) = S(~Q)

S(~Q+~δq)
, where ~Q + ~δq

is the momentum closest to ~Q on the lattice. As de-
picted in Fig. 2(d), the results of C( ~Q,L) for different
system sizes reveal the transition from disordered to TAF
phase occurs at δc1 ≈ 1.2. Similarly, UB(L) and C( ~Q,L)
yield another phase boundary between TAF and disor-
dered phases δc2 ≈ 17.8. Taken together, our systematic
numerical simulations utilizing various approaches un-
ambiguously establish the ground-state phase diagram
of Rydberg atoms on triangular lattice as presented in
Fig. 1 and Fig. 2. Notice that the ground-state phase
diagram does not qualitatively change with respect to
slightly varying the value of Rb, as suggested by the nu-
merical results of Rb = 1.0 included in SM[105].

OBD at 1/2-filling.—The
√

3 ×
√

3 TAF phases at
1
3/ 2

3 -filling established in our state-of-the-art numerical
simulation are consistent with the recent experimental
observations[3]. An intriguing question is whether the√

3×
√

3 TAF order could emerge at 1
2 -filling, arising from

the celebrated OBD mechanism as developed in triangu-
lar quantum transverse-field Ising model[78–82]. In Fig. 2
(a) and (b), the finite order parameter and structure fac-
tors at thermodynamic limit demonstrate the presence of
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FIG. 4. Irrelevance of sixfold anisotropy. (a) and (b)
represent Binder ratio and C6 for parameters δ = 9.5Ω corre-
sponding to the 1/2-filling of Rydberg occupancy. The system
sizes in the simulation are L = 6, 9, 12, 15, 18.

√
3×
√

3 TAF long-range order at 1
2 -filling. Furthermore,

the results of Binder ratio in Fig. 2 (c) rigorously confirm
the conclusion. The explicit results of order parameters,
structure factors, Binder/correlation length ratios at 1

2 -
filling for different system sizes are included in SM[105].

KT phase with U(1) symmetry.—From the perspec-
tive of symmetry, the TAF phase at 1

3/ 2
3 -filling breaks

Z3 lattice translational (or rotational) symmetry. At 1
2 -

filling, the system accommodates an extra Z2 particle-
hole symmetry, namely the ground state of TAF phase
is six-fold degenerate. Hence, the resulting Landau free
energy characterizing TAF ordering is written as:

F ∝ g2|m|2 + g4|m|4

+

{
g3|m|3cos3θ, for 1/3- and 2/3-filling

g6|m|6cos6θ, for 1/2-filling

(4)

where |m| and θ represent modulus and phase of the or-
der parameter in Eq. 2, g2,3,4,6 are the coefficients of each
term, and |m|3 cos 3θ and |m|6 cos 6θ are known as the
three- and six-fold anisotropic terms breaking the U(1)
symmetry ofm down to Z3 and Z6[108, 109], respectively.
For the TAF ordered to disorder transition in a two-
dimensional system at finite temperature, Z3 anisotropic
term is relevant, resulting in the phase transition be-
longing to the three-state Potts universality class[107].
However, Z6 anisotropy is presumably irrelevant in the
presence of strong thermal fluctuation, yielding an inter-
mediate phase with emergent U(1) isotropy of TAF or-
der parameter, namely a KT phase[82, 110]. The phase
transition between the quasi long-range KT phase and
the disordered phase at higher temperature belongs to
the celebrated KT universality class[111, 112]. Thus, to
further elaborate on the nature of TAF ordered phases at
1
3/ 2

3 - and 1
2 -filling, we embark on investigating the SSB

and associated phase transitions at finite temperature.
To explicitly characterize the anisotropy in the

√
3×
√

3
TAF phases, we calculate the following quantity:

Cq =
〈|m|qcosqθ〉
〈|m|q〉

, q = 3, 6, (5)

which is finite in the phase featuring three- or six-fold
anisotropy[107, 108]. If the Zq anisotropic term is irrele-
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FIG. 5. Histogram of the order parameter and data
collapse of the susceptibility. (a) and (b) represent the
distribution histograms of TAF order parameters at 1

3
- and

1
2
-filling of Rydberg occupancy, respectively. (c) The scaled

TAF structure factor as a function of β, where the cross-
ing point for different L indicates the KT-transition point.
(d) show the finite-size scaling analysis of TAF susceptibil-
ity, where the inset in (d) shows the fitting results when
ξ/L ∈ [0, 50].

vant, namely the ground-state manifold is a U(1) group,
such quantity is expected to vanish at thermodynamic
limit. In addition, we also calculate Binder ratio to iden-
tify transition points at finite temperature, which are pre-
sented together with C3 in Fig.3. The crossing feature of
Binder ratio with varying system sizes in Fig.3 (a) and (c)
clearly demonstrate a finite-temperature transition from
TAF phase to disordered phase, where the critical tem-
perature at 1

3 - and 2
3 -filling are βcΩ = 1.28 ± 0.02 and

1.22 ± 0.02, respectively. In the TAF phase at β > βc
shown in Fig. 3 (b) and (d), |C3| increases with system
size, revealing the nature of anisotropy breaking U(1)
symmetry at 1

3 - and 2
3 -filling. The transition points iden-

tified from the crossing point of C3 for different systems
sizes are nearly consistent with the value determined by
Binder ratio[113]. Moreover, we perform a systematic
finite-size scaling analysis in SM[105] yielding the ac-
curate critical exponents of the transition, which con-
vincingly verifies the transition in Fig. 3 belongs to the
Potts universality class. In contrast, at 1

2 -filling, six-fold
anisotropy C6 vanishes with increasing system size in a
large temperature regime indicated in Fig. 4 (b), which
implies the emergence of U(1) symmetry. In the results
of Binder ratio in Fig. 4 (a), the crossing point is not
explicitly detected, consistent with the absence of long-
range order breaking continuous phase transition at fi-
nite temperature in two-dimension. The irrelevance of
Z6 anisotropy persists down to the lowest temperature
accessible in our simulation β = 150/Ω.

To further confirm the emergence of U(1) symmetry

in the TAF phase arising from OBD mechanism at 1
2 -

filling, we plot the distribution histograms of TAF or-
der parameters in Fig. 5(a)-(b). Fig. 5(a) is the his-
togram of m at 1

3 -filling exhibiting pronounced three-fold
anisotropy. In contrast, as depicted in Fig. 5(b), the dis-
tribution histogram of TAF order parameter at 1

2 -filling
is isotropic in the complex plane, providing unequivocal
evidence of emergent U(1) symmetry. Remarkably, even
at β = 150/Ω corresponding to temperature T = 70nK
in Rydberg atom array experiment[3], our calculation in
SM[105] reveals that the U(1) symmetry remains present
in the histogram of m at 1

2 -filling, manifesting the irrel-
evance of Z6 anisotropy at such low temperature.

Furthermore, we decipher the nature of U(1) symmet-
ric TAF phase by investigating the finite-temperature
phase transition to the high-temperature disordered
phase, belonging to the celebrated KT-transition uni-
versality class owing to the emergent continuous U(1)
symmetry. Close to the KT-transition point, the suscep-
tibilities of the U(1) order parameters at various system
sizes obey the scaling function[99, 107, 108]:

χL = L2−ηχ0(ξ/L), (6)

where χ0 is an unknown scaling function, ξ ∝ ea/
√
βc/β−1

represents the correlation length of order parameters, dis-
playing divergence at KT-transition inverse temperature
βc, and a is a non-universal constant. The anomalous
dimension of order parameter η = 0.25 exactly holds in
KT-transition[82, 107, 111, 112]. We present the results
of rescaled susceptibility

〈
|m|2

〉
L0.25 as a function of in-

verse temperature β in Fig. 5(c), which can be deduced
from the order parameter in our simulation through the
relation: χ = L2

〈
|m|2

〉
β, clearly indicating the KT tran-

sition occurs at βc = 6.25/Ω by virtue of the crossing
point of rescaled susceptibilities for different system sizes.

Next, we adopt data collapse analysis of the TAF
susceptibility using the scaling function Eq. (6). As-
suming KT transition universality class, the data points

(L−1ea/
√
βc/β−1, χLL

−1.75) should collapse into a single
curve with appropriate choice of parameters[107, 108].
Employing the approach of data collapse analysis[114,
115], we determine the phase transition temperature
βcΩ = 6.2513 ± 0.9082 and a = 6.5842 ± 0.9975, and all
data points of each group collapse into a single smooth
curve as shown in Fig. 5 (d). The estimated value of
βc from data collapse is consistent with the result ob-
tained in Fig. 5(c) within error bar. More crucially, the
results of data collapse provide convincing evidence that
the phase transition between critical KT phase and disor-
dered phases belongs to KT transition, further verifying
the irrelevance of six-fold anisotropy at half filling with
increasing thermal fluctuation.

Conclusions and discussions.—Employing numerically
exact QMC simulation, we systematically investigate a
realistic interacting model describing triangular Ryd-



5

berg atom array. Upon fixing Rydberg radius Rb, the
ground state phase diagram with varying Rydberg fill-
ing is achieved. At 1

3 - and 2
3 -filling, the

√
3 ×
√

3 TAF
long-range order is unambiguously unveiled, consistent
with the observation in recent Rydberg atom array ex-
periments on triangular lattice[3]. More appealingly, our
calculation reveals the

√
3×
√

3 ordering is present at 1
2 -

filling, arising from OBD mechanism. Owing to the inter-
play between quantum and thermal fluctuations, an en-
larged U(1) isotropy of TAF order parameter is emerged
in a large temperature regime, resulting in a KT transi-
tion between the TAF and disordered phases. Since the
classical patterns of TAF order at 1

3 - and 2
3 -filling have

been successfully imaged in recent experiment[3], our
state-of-the-art numerical simulation paves the route for
subsequent observations of quantum fluctuation triggered
OBD

√
3×
√

3 TAF phase and the intriguing physics in-
cluding emergent KT phase and phase transition in Ry-
dberg atom platform.

In addition, it is fascinating to investigate the model
Eq. (1) with further increasing Rydberg blocking radius
Rb. As discussed in previous studies, various magnetic
ordered phases[34, 35], more intriguingly, quantum spin
liquid phase featuring topological order could possibly
emerge by varying Rydberg blocking radius[5, 35]. More-
over, it is straightforward to generalize our study to Ry-
dberg systems in other lattices or modified interactions.
Hence, we believe that our study opens a new avenue
to investigating exotic physics emerging in the Rydberg
atom array on frustrated lattice by unbiased numerical
simulation.
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[28] S. de Léséleuc, V. Lienhard, P. Scholl, D. Barredo,
S. Weber, N. Lang, H. Peter Büchler, T. Lahaye, and
A. Browaeys, Science 365, 775 (2019).

[29] Y. Song, M. Kim, H. Hwang, W. Lee, and J. Ahn,
Physical Review Research 3, 013286 (2021).

[30] R. Verresen, M. D. Lukin, and A. Vishwanath, Phys.
Rev. X 11, 031005 (2021).
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