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One of the most famous quantum systems with
topological properties, the spin S = 1 antifer-
romagnetic Heisenberg chain, is well-known to
display exotic S = 1/2 edge states. However,
this spin model has not been analyzed from the
more general perspective of strongly correlated
systems varying the electron-electron interaction
strength. Here, we report the investigation of
the emergence of the Haldane edge in a system
of interacting electrons – the two-orbital Hub-
bard model – with increasing repulsion strength
U and Hund interaction JH. We show that in-
teractions not only form the magnetic moments
but also form a topologically nontrivial fermionic
many-body ground-state with zero-energy edge
states. Specifically, upon increasing the strength
of the Hubbard repulsion and Hund exchange,
we identify a sharp transition point separating
topologically trivial and nontrivial ground-states.
Surprisingly, such a behaviour appears already at
rather small values of the interaction, in a regime
where the magnetic moments are barely devel-
oped.

Introduction
The precise role of the electron-electron interaction

in many condensed matter systems is still under much
debate. From the high critical temperature supercon-
ductivity of copper- and iron-based compounds to the
magnetic properties of idealized spin models, strong cor-
relations appear crucial for our understanding of ma-
terials physics. In parallel, topology in various com-
pounds has been typically realized and investigated at
the level of non-interacting band structures in the pres-
ence of spin-orbit coupling. However, the detailed study
of the Coulomb correlation effects intertwined with topo-
logical physics has barely started and represents one of
the grand challenges of present-day theoretical and ex-
perimental physics.

In particular, in one of the most famous topologically
nontrivial systems, i.e., the S = 1 antiferromagnetic
(AFM) Heisenberg model HS = J

∑
ℓ Sℓ · Sℓ+1 on a one-
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dimensional (1D) lattice geometry, the spin-spin interac-
tions are necessary to form the zero-energy edge states,
which is the hallmark of topological states. In his seminal
work [1, 2], Haldane showed that integer S = 1, 2, . . . and
half-integer S = 1/2, 3/2, . . . spin systems behave funda-
mentally different: the former are gapped while the latter
are gapless. Affleck, Kennedy, Lieb, and Tasaki (AKLT)
proved [3] that the ground-state of S = 1 chains, when
generalized including biquadratic interactions, can be ex-
pressed as a valence bond state (VBS) composed of inter-
acting S = 1/2-like singlets. In this picture, the AKLT
state, when defined on an open chain, has two unpaired
S = 1/2 spins at the edges of the system, forming zero-
energy modes.

The existence of topologically protected edge states in
S = 1 chains has been shown by extensive theoretical [4–
7] and experimental [8–13] studies. Also, the road to the
Haldane states from well-formed S = 1/2 spins has been
studied. The AKLT VBS state initiated various inves-
tigations of extended Bose Hubbard model (containing
nearest-neighbour interactions) [14, 15] and ladder-like
S = 1/2 systems [16–18]. In the latter, the topological
S = 1 Haldane phase is a consequence of competition be-
tween various kinetic terms (i.e., ferromagnetic rung ex-
change or AFM frustration) or unpaired sites at the edges
of overall AFM systems. Although such systems are fruit-
ful playground for theoretical investigations and even are
realized in cold atoms in optical lattice setups [11], they
don’t fully capture the physics of solid-state compounds.
In real low-dimensional materials [19], the S = 1 mo-
ments should arise due to the electron-electron correla-
tions in a multi-orbital Hubbard model setup, which is
technically challenging. Because the S = 1/2 moments
themselves are already an effective description of some
fermionic systems, such analysis is usually unnecessary
for many compounds. But in more refined descriptions,
the Coulomb repulsion and Hund’s coupling not only co-
operate but also can compete [20, 21]. Depending on
their specific values, the Mott localization of electrons
and the formation of well-developed spins can occur in
portions of the phase diagram. As an example, in the
largest family of S = 1 chains, the nickel-based com-
pounds [19], the two eg electrons of Ni+2 ions are neces-
sary to form the S = 1 spins due to the Hund’s rule that
maximizes the on-site magnetic moment. For AgVP2S6
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Figure 1. Spin excitations. A Evolution of the spin excitations, as measured by the dynamical spin structure factor S(q, ω),
with increasing strength of electron-electron interaction U for a system of L = 80 sites and JH/U = 0.25. The frequency scale
was renormalized by the effective spin exchange J = 2t2/(U + JH). White lines in the left top panel represent the two-spinon
continuum of the U = 0 Hubbard model, while the line in the bottom right panel depicts the magnon dispersion of the S = 1
Heisenberg model. In the open boundary systems considered here, the zero energy Haldane edge states are expected at ω = 0.
However, the large intensity of this modes can blur the spectra’s details. To avoid this issue, we have evaluated the spin
excitations only in the bulk of the system (see Methods). B Total magnetic moment per site T2 = S(S + 1) and charge
fluctuations δn vs. interaction strength U . Note T2 starts at 0.75 for noninteracting U = 0 electrons.

or Tl2Ru2O7, the S = 1 spins develop, instead, on the
t2g orbitals of V+3 or Ru+4, respectively. In all the previ-
ously mentioned compounds, the emergence of the topo-
logical states is unknown when described from the more
fundamental perspective of quantum mechanically fluc-
tuating individual mobile electrons, including electron-
electron interaction.

To fully understand how the topological state in S = 1
chains emerges from a fermionic description, one has to
focus on the effects of electron interaction within the
multi-orbital systems in which Hubbard and Hund’s cou-
plings are crucial ingredients. Here, we demonstrate that
these couplings are sufficient for the onset of the topo-
logically nontrivial phase. Specifically, upon increasing
the strength of the Coulomb repulsion, we identify a pre-
viously unknown transition between topologically trivial
and nontrivial ground-states. Our analysis unveils the
threshold value of the interaction Uc where the Haldane
gap opens. Although at Uc we also identify the emer-
gence of zero-energy edge states and finite string order
correlations (the signature properties of S = 1 Haldane
phase), surprisingly, the magnetic moments are far from
being fully developed, and spin excitations still resem-
ble those in the regime of weak U → 0. Consequently,
we here report that the Haldane phase is not limited by
having S = 1 moments. Specifically, its generalized ex-
istence can extend to unexpectedly small values of the
interaction U ∼ W , with W being the kinetic energy
half-bandwidth.

Results

From two-orbital to Heisenberg model. We em-
ploy the zero-temperature density-matrix renormaliza-
tion group method [4, 22, 23] (DMRG) to solve the 1D
two-orbital Hubbard model (2oH) at half electronic fill-
ing (n = 2, i.e., two particles per site; one particle per
orbital) and zero total magnetization Sz

tot = 0, relevant
for Ni+2-based compounds. The 2oH is given by

HH =
∑
γγ′ℓσ

tγγ′

(
c†γℓσcγ′ℓ+1σ +H.c.

)
+ U

∑
γℓ

nγℓ↑nγℓ↓

+ U ′∑
ℓ

n0ℓn1ℓ − 2JH
∑
ℓ

S0ℓ · S1ℓ

+ JH
∑
ℓ

(
P †
0ℓP1ℓ +H.c.

)
. (1)

Here: ℓ = 1, . . . , L represents the site index, γ = 0, 1 the
orbital index, and σ =↑, ↓ the spin index. This model
is generic and it can be derived from matrix elements of
the fundamental 1/r Coulomb repulsion in the basis of
atomic orbitals, following the Kanamori procedure [24].
Although challenging, the above model contains the most
generic many-body interactions found in multiorbital sys-
tems: U and U ′ = U − 5JH/2 represent the intra- and
inter-orbital electron-electron Coulomb repulsion, respec-
tively, while JH accounts for the Hund rule, i.e., ferro-
magnetic exchange between spins at different orbitals; fi-

nally, P †
0ℓP1ℓ with P †

γℓ = c†γ↑ℓc
†
γ↓ℓ represents the doublon-

holon exchange. We will focus on degenerate bands with
t00 = t11 = t = 0.5 [eV], t01 = t10 = 0, and in the fol-
lowing, we will use the half-bandwidth of kinetic energy
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Figure 2. Spin gaps. A Finite-size scaling of ∆S = 1
(left panel) and ∆S = 2 (right panel) spin excitations for
JH/U = 0.25 and L ∈ {10, 20, . . . , 100}. Line color-code rep-
resents the value of the interaction U . B U dependence of
the extrapolated magnon gaps in units of W . Top to bottom:
JH/U = 0.05, 0.10, . . . , 0.40. Inset depicts the same data but
renormalized by the effective spin exchange J . The saturation
to the Haldane gap ∆S/J ≃ 0.41 is clearly visible (red dashed
line).

as a unit, i.e., W = 2t = 1[eV]. While we will mostly
consider the JH/U = 0.25 case, other values of the Hund
exchange will also be investigated (see Supplementary
Note 1). Note that the Sγℓ operators represent the spin-
1/2 of electrons and that the above model preserves the
SU(2) symmetry provided that U ′ = U − 5JH/2 and the
doublon-holon exchange term is included [25].

The standard probe of spin excitations is the momen-
tum q and energy ω resolved dynamical spin structure
factor S(q, ω), which is the Fourier transform of the non-
local Green’s functions ⟨⟨TℓTℓ′⟩⟩ω (see Methods), with
Tℓ as the total on-site spin Tℓ =

∑
γ Sγℓ. The calcu-

lated S(q, ω) is routinely compared to inelastic neutron
scattering (INS) or resonant inelastic X-ray scattering
data, also in the case of S = 1 compounds. With in-
creasing strength of interaction U , the 2oH spectrum
(Fig. 1A) develops from a continuum of S = 1/2-like
excitations at U = 0 [26, 27] to the well-established
magnon-like excitations [28, 29] of the S = 1 Heisen-
berg model at large U ≫ W . Renormalizing the fre-
quency by the effective spin exchange, J = 2t2/(U + JH)
[20], yields qualitative agreement between the models at

U/W ≃ 4. As expected, for such value of interaction
U , the average total magnetic moment is almost maxi-
mized T2 = S(S + 1) ≃ 2 and the charge fluctuations
δn = ⟨n2⟩ − ⟨n⟩2 are vanishing (Fig. 1B).
The artificial broadening needed in the dynamical-

DMRG method [30, 31], which physically mimics
the influence of disorder, finite temperature, and
measurements-device resolution, prevents us from ex-
tracting accurate values of the magnon gap directly from
the spectrum of S(q, ω). Instead, the gaps can be ob-
tained from the difference in ground-state energies of two
magnetization sectors with different Sz

tot (with ∆S being
the magnetization difference) at fixed electron density n.
It is important to note that when working on a finite-
size lattice, the ∆S = 1 excitations of 2oH are always
gapless when extrapolated to the thermodynamic limit
L → ∞ (Fig. 2A). For U → 0, the gapless spin excitations
manifest the physics of noninteracting fermions, with an
inverse-linear dependence on the system size O(1/L) of
the gap according to Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem [32].
In the opposite limit of the S = 1 Heisenberg model
at U ≫ W , the gapless ∆S = 1 excitation originates
in a four-fold degenerate ground-state (two-fold in the
Sz
tot = 0 sector) with two S = 1/2 edge states [29, 33].

For a finite L, these edge states are split due to their
overlap [34], which decays exponentially with increasing
system size. See large-U data in Fig. 2A. Thus, within
the open boundary condition system with edge states,
the true magnon gap ∆S can be extracted from ∆S = 2
excitations [4, 35, 36]. Still, for U → 0, the magnons are
gapless with O(1/L) size dependence of the gap.
On the other hand, increasing the strength of U

changes the nature of the scaling. At large U , we observe
a saturation to a finite value in the L → ∞ limit. This
saturation is to the well-known Haldane gap ∆S/J ≃ 0.41
for U >∼ 4, confirming the accuracy of our procedure.
Crucially, the finite-size scaling varying U reveals a novel
critical (Hund JH dependent, see Supplementary Note 1)
value of the interaction Uc = Uc(JH) where the gap opens
(Fig. 2B). For example, for JH/U = 0.25 the magnons
become gapped at Uc/W ≃ 0.9.
A remarkable result of our computational investiga-

tions is that the magnon gap ∆S opens at a value of the
interaction U = Uc for which the overall spin excitations
are far from the S = 1 Heisenberg model magnon-like
spectrum. In fact, for U/W ∼ 1, the spin excitations
still visually resemble the noninteracting continuum of
S = 1/2-like moments, though with redistributed spec-
tral weights (Fig. 1A).

Zero-energy edge modes. As mentioned, the expo-
nential in the system size dependence of the ∆S = 1
gaps (Fig. 2A) indicates the presence of edge states. To
quantify them, we analyze (Fig. 3) the zero-frequency
ω = 0 dynamical spin-spin correlation functions be-
tween the edge and the bulk of the system, i.e., the
non-local Green’s functions (−1)ℓ⟨⟨T z

1 T
z
ℓ ⟩⟩ω=0, capable

of capturing zero-energy modes. Here, the (−1)ℓ pref-
actor removes the AFM staggered pattern. At small U ,
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Figure 3. Edge spin correlations. A Distance ℓ dependence of the zero frequency ω = 0 dynamical spin-spin correlations
(−1)ℓ⟨⟨T z

1 T
z
ℓ ⟩⟩ω=0 for various values of interaction U (denoted by color-code). The results are normalized by the ℓ = 1 value

of the correlation function. B Edge-edge |⟨⟨T z
1 T

z
L⟩⟩ω=0| (left panel) and edge-bulk |⟨⟨T z

1 T
z
L/2⟩⟩ω=0| (right panel) dynamical

spin correlations vs. interaction strength U . At Uc, we observe the appearance of finite edge-edge correlations, saturating at
U ≫ W to the value given by the S = 1 Heisenberg model (red dashed line). C Extracted, Eq. (2), edge correlation length ξe
vs. interaction strength U . Insets depict examples of spin-spin correlations for two system sizes (L = 60 and L = 80, together
with fitted exponentials ∝ exp(−ℓ/ξe). All data are calculated at JH/U = 0.25. D Interaction U/W – Hund exchange JH/U
phase diagram on the basis of inverse edge correlation length 1/ξe for L = 60. White points depict Uc obtained from the spin
gap ∆S opening, while the white line represents JH = t2/U .

the spin correlations decay exponentially with distance
ℓ (Fig. 3A), as expected for a paramagnetic region. In-
creasing U leads to a slower decay, although still expo-
nential. At U ≃ Uc, the ω = 0 correlations are approx-
imately site-independent. Note that this does not orig-
inate in any long-range order because the value of spin
correlations decays with the system size (see Fig. 3B and
the discussion below).

Interestingly, a characteristic V-shape of correlations
develops above Uc. This is the manifestation of the edge
states present at the (open) boundaries of the system [5].
In the S = 1 Heisenberg model, the zero-energy modes
are not localized at a single edge site but decay exponen-
tially with the correlation length ξS ≃ 6.1. This leads
to finite (exponentially suppressed) AFM spin correla-
tions up to half ℓ ∼ L/2 of the system. The increase of
⟨⟨T z

1 T
z
ℓ ⟩⟩ω=0 for ℓ > L/2 is exactly a consequence of cor-

related edge states: the edge-edge correlations are finite,
while the edge-bulk correlations are vanishing.
To assess the development of spin-spin correlations in

the 2oH system, especially the correlated edge states, we
monitor the behaviour of the edge-edge and edge-bulk
(Fig. 3B) values vs. the interaction U . The edge-edge
correlations acquires a nonzero value at Uc (see Supple-
mentary Note 2) and displays small finite-size effects. On
the other hand, the finite value of the edge-bulk corre-
lations decreases with system size L and vanishes in the
L → ∞ limit.
Furthermore, we can extract the interaction depen-

dence of the edge correlation length (Fig. 3C) by fitting
ℓ < L/2 data of the 2oH to

(−1)ℓ⟨⟨T z
1 T

z
ℓ ⟩⟩ω=0 ∝ exp(−ℓ/ξe) . (2)

For U/W > 4 we reproduce ξe ≃ ξS ≃ 6.1, consistent



5

Figure 4. Topological phase transition. A Interaction U
dependence of the entanglement spectrum −2 lnλα, obtained
at JH/U = 0.25 using a L = 140 site system partitioned
in half. Color code depicts the number of occurrences of a
given eigenvalue (number of degeneracies). The values for
the S = 1 Heisenberg model are also displayed (red dashed
lines). B Analysis of the largest gap in the entanglement
spectrum for various system sizes L = 60, 80, 100, 120, 140
(see also Supplementary Note 3).

with dynamical spin structure factor S(q, ω) investiga-
tions of the S = 1 Heisenberg model physics. Interest-
ingly, the extracted ξ diverges at Uc. This divergence
reflects the site-independent correlations in this region
(see Supplementary Note 2).

Topological phase transition. The opening at Uc

of a spin gap ∆S, the emergence of edge-edge corre-
lations ⟨⟨T z

1 T
z
L⟩⟩ω=0, and the diverging edge correla-

tion length ξe all consistently indicate the existence of
an interaction-induced topological phase transition be-
tween topologically trivial and nontrivial regions, with
the emergence of the Haldane edge states at Uc. The
topological phases can be identified by investigating the
entanglement spectrum of the system [37, 38], i.e., the
Schmidt coefficients λα of left/right (|L⟩/|R⟩) decom-
posed ground-state |gs⟩ =∑α λα|L⟩α|R⟩α, with λ2

α be-
ing the eigenvalues of the reduced density matrix of the
partition. In the topologically nontrivial region, all λα’s
are evenly degenerate. Consequently, the entanglement
entropy SvN = −∑α λ2

α lnλ2
α cannot drop below the ln 2

value for any cut of the system, consistent with the pres-
ence of entangled S = 1/2 edge states. The analysis

of the 2oH model indicates that this condition is ful-
filled for U >∼ Uc (Fig. 4A). Detailed investigation of the
largest gap (see Supplementary Note 3) in the entangle-
ment spectrum (Fig. 4B) shows that the trivial region
U < Uc does not have any apparent structure in the λα

eigenvalues. On the other hand, the largest gap decays
exponentially with system size for any U > Uc (though,
with slower decay in the proximity of Uc) and vanishes
in the thermodynamic limit L → ∞.
In the context of the S = 1 Heisenberg model, the

topological Haldane phase can also be detected by study-
ing the non-local string order parameter [33, 39, 40]

Os(ℓ) = −
〈
Am exp

(
iθ

m+ℓ−1∑
n=m+1

An

)
Am+ℓ

〉
, (3)

which for θ = π and Aℓ = Sz
ℓ measures the breaking

of the discrete Z2 × Z2 hidden symmetry (i.e., the di-
hedral group of π rotations). It is important to note
that the phase θ = π was obtained via the valence bond
state structure of the AKLT state. For a generic spin-S
Heisenberg model, the string order phase becomes spin-
dependent θ = θ(S), i.e., it has to reflect the properties
of a given VBS ground-state [41–44].
In the case of the 2oH model, for U > Uc, the π-string

orderOs does not decay (Fig. 5), as expected in the S = 1
Haldane phase. However, it is important to note that
the total spin operator of 2oH, Aℓ = T z

ℓ , involves not
only S = 1 but also S = 1/2 degrees of freedom and
that for U ≃ Uc the magnetic moment deviates strongly
from S = 1 (Fig. 1B). Nevertheless, we observe a finite
string order all the way down to U = Uc ∼ W , showing
that this type of order can exist in a fermionic system as
well, even without well-defined moments. Interestingly,
consistent with the topological phase transition at Uc,
for U < Uc the string order vanishes, and the system
size dependence changes from weakly increasing with L
(for U > Uc) to weakly decreasing with L (for U < Uc).
The latter is consistent with the slow scaling of Os for
S = 1/2 moments [45].

Discussion. The non-local character of the topo-
logical states allows for phase transitions even in 1D
(rare phenomena due to the Mermin-Wagner theorem).
Our numerical results indicate that the correlated one-
dimensional two-orbital Hubbard model has a sharp tran-
sition at Uc ∼ W between a topologically trivial region
and a generalized fermionic Haldane phase with edge
states. Surprisingly, the magnetic moments are not yet
fully developed in a vast region of the topological phase
(Fig. 1B), and thus the S = 1 Heisenberg model-like
description cannot be applied directly, and it is not nec-
essary to describe the physics of the fermionic general-
ized Haldane phase presented here. Actually, our analy-
sis shows that the gapped ground-state with finite string
order survives down to U ∼ W ∼ O(t). Consequently,
this result indicates that a VBS-like state, similar to the
AKLT state, could be formulated [46] even with mobile
fermions. It seems true despite the fact that the length



6

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

S = 1 Heisenberg value

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0 20 40 60 80
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0 20 40 60 80

0.00

0.04

0.08

0 20 40 60 80

0.00

0.02

0.04

0 20 40 60

0.00

0.03

0.06

0.0 0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2

S
tr
in
g
o
rd
er

O
s
(L

/
2
)

Interaction U/W

L = 40
L = 60
L = 80
L = 100

S
tr
in
g
o
rd

e
r
O

s
(ℓ
)

Distance ℓ

U/W = 8.0

S
tr
in
g
o
rd

e
r
O

s
(ℓ
)

Distance ℓ

U/W = 3.0

Distance ℓ

U/W = 1.0

Distance ℓ

U/W = 0.5
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scale of spin-spin correlations indicates the spatially ex-
tended character of the ground-state, although with mo-
ments small in value. Our detailed interaction U and
Hund exchange JH investigation (Fig. 3D) indicates that
the SU(2) symmetric system undergoes the transition at
JH ≃ t2/U , and consequently a finite U ∼ W is nec-
essary for the onset of the non-topological–topological
phase transition in real materials.

Furthermore, our results indicate that the details of
the band structure, i.e., of the hopping matrix tγγ′ , are
not crucial for our findings. Up to now, we have con-
sidered degenerate bands, i.e., t00 = t11 = 0.5 [eV] and
t01 = t10 = 0. In Fig. 6 we present additional results of
edge correlation length ξe (discussed in Fig. 3) and string
order parameter Os(L/2) (discussed in Fig. 5) for non-
degenerate bands (t00 = 0.5 [eV], t11 = 0.3 [eV], t01 =
t10 = 0, with W = 1 [eV]) and strongly hybridized or-
bitals (t00 = 0.5 [eV], t11 = 0.3 [eV], t01 = t10 = 0.5 [eV],
with W = 1.8 [eV]). For all considered cases, we find
the transition (identified by diverging ξe and the onset
of non-zero Os) to the Haldane phase at a finite value of
interaction U . Consequently, our results are relevant for
various low-dimensional S = 1 compounds, irrespective
of kinetic energy details, i.e., for recently investigated
platforms such as the van der Waals oxide dichlorides
MOX2 (M=V, Ta, Nb, Ru, Os and X=halogen element)
[47] or metal-organic structures [48]. Another promising
candidate to test the prediction of our work is the van

der Waals quasi-1D material OsCl4 [49].

Also, one could expect that for JH ≫ U (i.e., when the
system always has well-developed on-site triplets formed
by electrons), even small interaction will induce the Hal-
dane phase. However, such region of parameter space is
unrealistic because for JH/U > 0.4 the inter-orbital in-
teraction U ′ = U − 5JH/2 becomes attractive U ′ < 0.
It is therefore evident that setups with coupled S = 1/2
triplets represent, from the electron system perspective,
broken spin rotation with U ′ ̸= U − 5JH/2. Previous
analysis of the Haldane phase in such setups indicates its
fragility with respect to charge fluctuations [16–18]. Our
results indicate that within a two-orbital setup, the Hal-
dane phase is robust down to rather small values of the
interaction U , in a regime where the magnetic moments
are barely developed. Thus, our results are generalizing
the ideas of Haldane for S = 1 spin Heisenberg mod-
els into unexplored territory involving delocalized elec-
trons. The structure of Haldane edge states was previ-
ously investigated, e.g., via INS experiments [10]. How-
ever, our results indicate that the energy gap separating
the edge modes from the magnon-like excitations can be
small (even exponentially small at the transtion U ∼ Uc,
see Fig. 2B). Similarly, the intensity of such a modes is
diminishing close the transition (see Fig. 3B). As a con-
sequence, neutron scattering (as a global probe of the
sample) would not necessary be the best tool. An alter-
native would be local probes as, e.g., nuclear magnetic
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resonance experiments [50], exploiting the large edge cor-
relation length ξe ≫ ξS (quantified by the decay of stag-
gered magnetization at the edges of the system).

Methods

DMRG method. The Hamiltonians and observ-
ables discussed here were studied using the zero-
temperature density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) method [4, 23] within the single center site ap-
proach [22], where the dynamical correlation functions
are evaluated via the dynamical-DMRG [30, 31], i.e.,
calculating spectral functions directly in frequency space
with the correction-vector method using the Krylov de-
composition [31]. We have kept up to M = 3072 states,
performed at least 15 sweeps, and used A = 0.001 vector-
offset in the single-site DMRG approach, allowing to ac-
curately simulate system sizes up to L <∼ 140 sites of
the two-orbital Hubbard model. Consequently, the error
bars on the numerical results are smaller than the data
points.

Dynamical spin structure factor. The dynamical
spin structure factors are evaluated as

S(q, ω) =
2

L+ 1

L∑
ℓ=1

cos [(ℓ− L/2)q] ⟨⟨TℓTL/2⟩⟩ω , (4)

where q = nπ/(L + 1), n = 0, . . . , L, and non-local

Green’s function is given by

⟨⟨TmTn⟩⟩ω = − 1

π
Im ⟨gs|Tm

1

ω + iη −H + ϵ0
Tn|gs⟩ .

(5)
Here |gs⟩ represents the ground-state with energy ϵ0. The
S(q, ω) spectra presented in Fig. 1A of the main text were
calculated with the frequency resolution δω/J ≃ 0.03 and
broadening η = 2δω [note the U -dependence of the spin
exchange J = 2t2/(U + JH)].

Largest gap in the entanglement spectrum. In
order to find the largest gap in the entanglement
spectrum, first we have calculated consecutive gaps
δn = min(lnλn − lnλn−1; lnλn+1 − lnλn). The largest
gap is then obtained from max(δ1, δ2, . . .).

Data availability
The data generated in this study have been de-

posited in the Zenodo database under accession code
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.7854617.

Code availability
We have used the DMRG++ computer pro-

gram developed at Oak Ridge National Labora-
tory. The code that supports this study is avail-
able at Oak Ridge National Laboratory repos-
itory https://code.ornl.gov/gonzalo 3/dmrgpp.
The input scripts for the DMRG++ pack-
age to reproduce our results can be found at
https://bitbucket.org/herbrychjacek/corrwro/ and
on the DMRG++ webpage.
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[13] P. Jeĺınek, “Quantum spin chains go organic,” Nat.
Chem. 15, 12 (2023).

[14] E. G. Dalla Torre, E. Berg, and E. Altman, “Hidden
order in 1d bose insulators,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 260401
(2006).

[15] E. Berg, E. G. Dalla Torre, T. Giamarchi, and E. Alt-
man, “Rise and fall of hidden string order of lattice
bosons,” Phys. Rev. B 77, 245119 (2008).

[16] F. Anfuso and A. Rosch, “Fragility of string orders,”
Phys. Rev. B 76, 085124 (2007).

[17] F. Anfuso and A. Rosch, “String order and adiabatic

continuity of haldane chains and band insulators,” Phys.
Rev. B 75, 144420 (2007).

[18] S. Moudgalya and F. Pollmann, “Fragility of symmetry-
protected topological order on a Hubbard ladder,” Phys.
Rev. B 91, 155128 (2015).

[19] O. V. Maximova, S. V. Streltsov, and A. N. Vasiliev,
“Long range ordered, dimerized, large-D and Haldane
phases in spin 1 chain compounds,” Crit. Rev. Solid State
Mater. Sci. 46, 371 (2021).

[20] H. Onishi and T. Hotta, “Orbital-controlled magnetic
transition between gapful and gapless phases in the Hal-
dane system with t2g-orbital degeneracy,” Phys. Rev. B
70, 100402 (2004).

[21] L. de’ Medici, J. Mravlje, and A. Georges, “Janus-Faced
Influence of Hund’s Rule Coupling in Strongly Correlated
Materials,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 256401 (2011).

[22] S. R. White, “Density matrix renormalization group al-
gorithms with a single center site,” Phys. Rev. B 72,
180403 (2005).
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Transition to the Haldane phase driven by electron-electron correlations

by A. Jażdżewska, M. Mierzejewski, M. Środa, A. Nocera, G. Alvarez, E. Dagotto, and J. Herbrych

SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 1: GAP ANALYSIS.

In Supplementary Fig. 1, we present the finite-size 1/L and interaction U dependence of the ∆S = 2 gap (the
magnon gap ∆S/J) for various values of the Hund exchange JH/U = 0.05, 0.10, . . . , 0.40. The main text displays the
results of 1/L extrapolations of this data in Fig. 2B.
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Supplementary Figure 1. Spin gaps. Finite-size scaling of ∆S = 2 excitations (magnon gaps) for JH/U = 0.05, 0.10, . . . , 0.40
and L ∈ {10, 20, . . . , 100}. Line color-code represents the value of interaction U . All data in units of spin exchange J =
2t2/(U + JH). The saturation to the finite value (to the Haldane gap ∆S/J ≃ 0.41) is clearly visible in all panels.

SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 2: STATIC AND DYNAMIC SPIN CORRELATIONS.

In the main text, we have described how the dynamical spin-spin correlation, i.e., the non-local Green’s function
⟨⟨T z

1 T
z
ℓ ⟩⟩ω=0, behave vs. distance ℓ and strength of the interaction U . Here, we present additional results for the

static spin correlations, ⟨T z
1 T

z
ℓ ⟩ = ⟨gs|T z

1 T
z
ℓ |gs⟩.

In Supplementary Fig. 2, we present the analysis of the static ⟨T z
1 T

z
ℓ ⟩, similar to the one presented in Fig. 3

of the main text. As evident from panels (a-d), the overall behaviour of ⟨T z
1 T

z
ℓ ⟩ is almost identical to the zero-

frequency ω = 0 data. The main difference between the static and the dynamic correlation function can be observed
in the extracted edge correlation length ξe close to the transition U ∼ Uc [compare Fig. 3C of the main text and
Supplementary Fig. 2(d)]. I.e., the edge correlation length extracted from ⟨⟨T z

1 T
z
ℓ ⟩⟩ω=0 data is much sharper than the



2

Supplementary Figure 2. Static spin correlations. (a) Distance ℓ dependence of static spin-spin correlations (−1)ℓ⟨T z
1 T

z
ℓ ⟩

for various values of interaction U (denoted by color code). The results are normalized by the ℓ = 1 value of the correlation
function. (b) Edge-edge |⟨T z

1 T
z
L⟩| and (c) edge-bulk |⟨T z

1 T
z
L/2⟩| spin correlations vs. interaction strength U/W . At Uc, one

observes the appearance of finite edge-edge correlations, saturating at U ≫ W to the value given by the S = 1 Heisenberg
model (red dashed line). (d) Edge correlation length ξe vs. interaction U strength, extracted from (−1)ℓ⟨T z

1 T
z
ℓ ⟩ = a exp(−ℓ/ξe)

for ℓ < L/2. (e) System-size dependence of the position of (blue points, left y-axis) and the value (red points, right y-axis) of
the maximum edge correlation length. All data calculated for JH/U = 0.25.

one extracted from the static ⟨T z
1 T

z
ℓ ⟩. Nevertheless, the scaling with the system size [see Supplementary Fig. 2(e)] of

the position of the maximum of ξe as well as the value itself indicate a transition at Uc.
To understand the difference between static and dynamic results, consider the sum rule relating (at zero tempera-

ture) both of these quantities, i.e.,

⟨T z
mT z

n⟩ =
∞∫
0

dω ⟨⟨T z
mT z

n⟩⟩ω . (1)

It is evident that both approaches would yield the same behaviour if ⟨⟨T z
mT z

n⟩⟩ω = δ(ω). However, our analysis
presented in Supplementary Fig. 3 indicates that the behaviour of the non-local Green’s function ⟨⟨T z

mT z
n⟩⟩ω strongly

depends on the pair of sites (m,n) considered. Note that, in the presented analysis, we have used finite broadening η
[see Eq. (5)]. Consequently, all sharp features of the spectrum are broadened by a Lorentzian.

Within the fermionic Haldane phase, U > Uc, the spectrum of the bulk of the system, m ∼ n ∼ L/2, has only
the incoherent part ω > 0, and it is gapped; see Supplementary Fig. 3(a,b). Such behaviour is expected because
(m,n) elements contribute (via the Fourier transform) to the overall dispersion relation presented in Fig. 1 of the
main text. On the other hand, the correlation between the edge m = 1 and the rest of the system needs more
attention: (i) consistent with the phenomenology of zero-energy edge modes, the edge-edge (m,n) = (1, L) dynamical
correlations contain only the ω = 0 δ-function (broaden by the Lorentzian in our numerical investigation), see
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Supplementary Figure 3. Dynamical spin correlations ⟨⟨T z
mT z

n⟩⟩ω. Shown are the frequency ω dependence of the local
Green’s function in (a,b) the bulk of the system m = n = L/2 and in (b,c) at the edge m = n = 1. (d,e) The non-local
Green function between edges of the system (m = 1, n = L). In all plots, color solid curves represent data for various values
of interaction U/W = 0.5, 1.0, . . . , 3.0, JH/U = 0.25, and η = 8δω (left column) and η = 2δω (right column). The dashed line
represents the Lorentzian.

Supplementary Fig. 3(c,d). Consequently ⟨T z
1 T

z
ℓ ⟩ ≃ ⟨⟨T z

1 T
z
ℓ ⟩⟩ω=0. (ii) Edge-bulk correlation (1,∼ L/2) vanishes,

again, consistent with the presence of the edge states (not shown). (iii) However, in the proximity of the edges (for
m ∼ n ∼ 1), the dynamical correlations contain both coherent ω ∼ 0 (edge mode) and incoherent ω > 0 parts [see
Supplementary Fig. 3(e,f)], and ⟨T z

1 T
z
m∼1⟩ ≠ ⟨⟨T z

1 T
z
m∼1⟩⟩ω=0.

Finally, in Supplementary Fig. 4, we present additional evidence for the topological phase transition at U = Uc ≃
0.9W (for JH/U = 0.25) from spin correlation data.
(1) In panel (a), we compare the local Green’s function n = m = 1 and non-local edge-edge correlations n = 1 ,m = L
at zero-frequency ω = 0. The change in the local value is related to the development of the magnetic moment S. On
the other hand, the non-local (edge-edge) probes only the appearance of edge zero-modes (as discussed in the main
text). It is evident from the presented results that both quantities merge at U = Uc, consistent with the presence of
the zero frequency edge modes for U > Uc.
(2) In panels (b) and (c), we present the same data as in Fig. 3B of the main text and Supplementary Fig. 2(b),
respectively, in a log-y scale. Evidently, for U > Uc, the non-zero correlation functions do not originate from finite-
size effects. On the other hand, for U < Uc, the values of edge-edge correlations (both static and dynamic) decay
exponentially with system size.

SUPPLEMENTARY NOTE 3: ENTANGLEMENT SPECTRUM.

Supplementary Fig. 5 depicts additional results for the entanglement spectrum −2 lnλα. Consistent with the
discussion presented in the main text, the value of the interaction U for which the spectrum is evenly degenerate
moves to Uc with increasing system size L (see also Fig. 4 of the main text). Furthermore, it is evident from the
presented results that the λα spectrum does not contain any apparent structure for U < Uc, and the condition [i.e.,
lnλi+1 − lnλi ≤ 0.01] of evenly degenerate entanglement spectrum is not fulfilled.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Spin correlations. (a) Interaction U dependence of local m = n = 1 and non-local edge-edge
m = 1 , n = L Green’s functions |⟨⟨T z

1 T
z
m⟩⟩ω=0| for L = 80 sites. (b,c) Interaction dependence of (b) dynamic and (c) static

edge-edge spin correlations for various system sizes L = 40, 60, 80. In all panels, the shaded region represents the topologically
trivial phase.
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Supplementary Figure 5. Entanglement entropy spectrum. Interaction U/W dependence of the entanglement spectrum
−2 lnλα, obtained for JH/U = 0.25 and L = 60, 80, . . . , 140 site systems divided in half. The vertical lines depict the value of
interaction at which the lowest 50 eigenvalues λα are evenly degenerate. The shaded region depicts the topologically trivial
phase.
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