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One of the most famous quantum systems with
topological properties, the spin & = 1 antifer-
romagnetic Heisenberg chain, is well-known to
display exotic § = 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 numerical investi-
gation of the emergence of the Haldane state and
its edge modes in a system of interacting electrons
— the two-orbital Hubbard model — with increas-
ing repulsion strength U. We show that these in-
teractions not only form the magnetic moments
but also form a topologically nontrivial fermionic
many-body ground-state with zero-energy edges
states that only at very large U converge to the
Haldane chain model. Specifically, upon increas-
ing the strength of the Hubbard repulsion and
Hund exchange, we identify a novel sharp tran-
sition point separating topologically trivial and
nontrivial ground-states. Surprisingly, the latter
appears already at rather small values of the in-
teraction U, in a regime where the magnetic mo-
ments are barely developed, thus generalizing the
ideas of Haldane for S = 1 spin Heisenberg mod-
els into previously unexplored territory involving
delocalized electrons. Furthermore, our results
indicate that the topological regime can be de-
scribed by a liquid valence bonds state down to
interaction strength of the order of the bare ki-
netic energy.

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 § = 1 antiferromagnetic
(AFM) Heisenberg model Hs = J >, S, - Sy41 on a one-
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 semi-
nal work [1, 2], Haldane showed that integer S = 1,2, ...
and half-integer S = 1/2,3/2,... spin systems behave
fundamentally different: the latter are gapped while the
former 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 expressed as a valence bond state (VBS) composed
of interacting & = 1/2-like singlets. In this picture, the
AKLT state, when defined on an open chain, has two un-
paired § = 1/2 spins at the edges of the system forming
zero-energy modes.

The existence of topologically protected edge states in
S = 1 chains have been shown by extensive theoretical
[4-9] and experimental [10-15] studies. Also, the road to
the Haldane states from well-formed S = 1/2 spins has
been studied. The AKLT VBS state initiated various in-
vestigations of ladder-like & = 1/2 systems where special
constraints, such as ferromagnetic rung exchange or un-
paired sites at the edges of overall AFM systems, lead
to the topological S = 1 Haldane phase. Such systems
are not only a playground for theoretical investigations
but were also realized using cold atoms in optical lattice
setups [13]. In this context, the extended Bose Hub-
bard model (containing nearest-neighbour interactions)
can also host the Haldane phase [16, 17].

However, in real low-dimensional materials [18], the
S = 1 moments arise due to the electron-electron corre-
lations in a multi-orbital Hubbard model setup, which is
technically challenging. Because the & = 1/2 moments
themselves are already an effective description of some
fermionic systems, such analysis is usually unjustified for
many compounds. But in more refined descriptions, the
Coulomb repulsion and Hund’s coupling not only coop-
erate but also can compete [19, 20]. 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 § = 1 chains, the nickel-based compounds [18], the two
ey electrons of Nit? ions are necessary to form the S =1
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Figure 1. Spin excitations. A Evolution of the spin excitations, as measured by the dynamical spin structure factor S(g,w),
with increasing strength of electron-electron interaction U for a system of L = 80 sites and Ju/U = 0.25. The frequency scale
was renormalized by the effective spin exchange J = 2t /(U + Ju). White lines in the left top panel represent the two-spinon
continuum of 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 w = 0.
However, the latter’s large intensity can blur the spectra’s details. To avoid this issue, we have evaluated the spin excitations
only in the bulk of the system. B Total magnetic moment per site T2 = S(S + 1) and charge fluctuations dn vs. interaction
strength U. Note T? starts at 0.75 for noninteracting U = 0 electrons.

spins due to the Hund’s rule that maximizes the on-site
magnetic moment. For AgVP,Sg or TlsRusO7 the latter
occurs on the to, orbitals of V*3 or Ru™, respectively. In
all the previously mentioned compounds, the emergence
of the topological states is unknown when described from
the more fundamental perspective of quantum mechan-
ically fluctuating 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
couplings are crucial ingredients. Here we demonstrate
that the latter are sufficient for the onset of the topo-
logically nontrivial phase. Specifically, upon increasing
the strength of the Coulomb repulsion, we identify a
clear transition between topologically trivial and non-
trivial ground-states. Our analysis unveils the thresh-
old value of the interaction U. where the Haldane gap
opens. Although at U, we also identify the emergence
of zero-energy edge states and finite string order correla-
tions (the signature properties of & = 1 Haldane phase),
surprisingly, the magnetic moments are far from being
fully developed, and spin excitations still resemble 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 existence
can be shown to extend to unexpectedly small values of
the interaction U ~ W, with W being the kinetic energy
half-bandwidth.

From two-orbital to Heisenberg model. We em-
ploy the zero-temperature density-matrix renormaliza-
tion group method [4, 21, 22] (DMRG) to solve the 1D
two-orbital Hubbard model (20H) at half electronic fill-
ing (n = 2, i.e., two particles per site; one particle per
orbital) and zero total magnetization SZ, = 0, relevant
for Nit2-based compounds. The 20H is given by
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Although challenging, the above model contains the most
generic many-body interactions found in multiorbital sys-
tems: U and U’ = U — 5.Jy/2 represent the intra- and
inter-orbital electron-electron Coulomb repulsion, respec-
tively, while Jy accounts for the Hund rule, i.e., ferro-
magnetic exchange between spins at different orbitals; fi-
nally, PJeP1 ¢, With P;fé = cLMcL 1o Tepresents the doublgn—
holon exchange. We will focus on degenerate bands with
t = 0.5[eV], and in the following, we will use the half-
bandwidth of kinetic energy as a unit, i.e., W = 2t =
1[eV]. While we will mostly consider the Jy/U = 0.25
case, other values of Hund exchange will also be inves-
tigated [23]. Note that the S,, operators represent the
spin-1/2 of electrons and that the above model preserves
the SU(2) symmetry provided that U’ = U — 5Ji /2 and
the doublon-holon exchange term is included.
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Figure 2. Spin gaps. A Finite-size scaling of AS = 1

(left panel) and AS = 2 (right panel) spin excitations for
Ju/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:
Ju/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 Ag/J ~ 0.41 is clearly visible (red dashed
line).

The standard probe of spin excitations is the momen-
tum ¢ and energy w resolved dynamical spin structure
factor S(g,w), which is the Fourier transform of the non-
local Green’s functions ((T,T)), [23], with T, as the
total on-site spin Ty = ZV S.¢. The calculated S(q,w)
is routinely compared to inelastic neutron scattering or
resonant inelastic X-ray scattering data, also in the case
of § =1 compounds. With increasing strength of inter-
action U, the 20H spectrum (Fig. 1A) develops from a
continuum of & = 1/2-like excitations at U = 0 [24, 25]
to the well-established magnon-like excitations [26, 27] of
the & = 1 Heisenberg model at large U > W. Renor-
malizing the frequency by the effective spin exchange,
J =2t2/(U + Ju) [19], yields qualitative agreement be-
tween the models at U/W ~ 4. As expected, for such
value of interaction U, the average total magnetic mo-
ment is almost maximized T? = S(S + 1) ~ 2 and
the charge fluctuations én = (n?) — (n)? are vanishing
(Fig. 1B).

The artificial broadening needed in the dynamical-
DMRG method [28, 29] prevents us from extracting accu-
rate values of the magnon gap directly from the spectrum

of S(q,w). Instead, the gaps can be obtained from the
difference in ground-state energies of two magnetization
sectors with different SZ, (with AS being the magneti-
zation difference) at fixed electron density n. It is im-
portant to note that working on a finite-size lattice, the
AS = 1 excitations of 20H are always gapless when ex-
trapolated to the thermodynamic limit L — oo (Fig. 2A).
For U — 0, the gapless spin excitations manifest the
physics of noninteracting fermions, with a inverse-linear
dependence on the system size O(1/L) of the gap accord-
ing to Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem [30]. In the opposite
limit of the S = 1 Heisenberg model at U > W, the
gapless AS = 1 excitation originates in a four-fold de-
generate ground-state (two-fold in the SZ; = 0 sector)
with two S = 1/2 edge states [27, 31]. For a finite L, the
latter are split due to their overlap [32], which decays
exponentially with increasing system size. See large-U
data in Fig. 2A. Thus, within the open boundary condi-
tion system with edge states, the true magnon gap Ag
can be extracted from AS = 2 excitations [4, 33, 34].
Still, for U — 0, the magnons are gapless with O(1/L)
size dependence of the gap. On the other hand, increas-
ing the strength of U changes the nature of the scaling.
At large U, we observe a saturation to a finite value in
the L — oo limit. This saturation is to the well-known
Haldane gap Ag/J =~ 0.41 for U 2 4, confirming the
accuracy of our procedure. Crucially, the finite-size scal-
ing varying U reveals a novel critical (Hund Jy depen-
dent [23]) value of the interaction U, = U, (Ju) where the
gap opens (Fig. 2B). For example, for Jy/U = 0.25 the
magnons become gapped at U./W =~ 0.9.

It is worth noting that the magnon gap Ag opens at
a value of the interaction U = U, for which the over-
all spin excitations are far from the & = 1 Heisenberg
model magnon-like spectrum. In fact, for U/W ~ 1, the
spin excitations still visually resemble the noninteracting
continuum of & = 1/2-like moments, though with redis-
tributed spectral weights (Fig. 1A).

Zero-energy edge modes. As mentioned, the expo-
nential in the system size dependence of the AS = 1
gaps (Fig. 2A) indicates the presence of edge states. To
quantify them, we analyze (Fig. 3) the zero-frequency
w = 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)*((TFTf))w—0, capable
of capturing zero-energy modes. Here, the (—1)¢ pref-
actor removes the AFM staggered pattern. At small U,
the spin correlations decay exponentially with distance
¢ (Fig. 3A), as expected for a paramagnetic region. In-
creasing U leads to a slower, although still exponential,
decay. At U ~ U, the w = 0 correlations are approx-
imately site-independent. Note that the latter does not
originate 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 U.. The latter is the manifestation of
the edge states present at the (open) boundaries of the
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Figure 3. Edge spin correlations. A Distance ¢ dependence of the zero frequency w = 0 dynamical spin-spin correlations
(—1)*{TFTF))w=o for various values of interaction U (denoted by color-code). The results are normalized by the £ = 1 value
of the correlation function [23]. B Edge-edge [((T7T7))w=o| (left panel) and edge-bulk [((TTT} )5))w=0| (right panel) dynamical
spin correlations vs. interaction strength U. At U., 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 &
vs. interaction strength U. Insets depict examples of spin-spin correlations for two system sizes (L = 60 and L = 80, together
with fitted exponentials o< exp(—¢/&.). All data are calculated at Ju/U = 0.25. D Interaction U/W — Hund exchange Ju/U
phase diagram on the basis of inverse edge correlation length 1/¢. for L = 60. White points depict U, obtained from the spin

gap As opening, while the white line represents Jy = t* /U.

system [5]. In the & = 1 Heisenberg model, the zero-
energy modes are not localized at a single edge site but
decay exponentially with the correlation length &g ~ 6.1.
The latter leads to finite (exponentially suppressed) AFM
spin correlations up to half £ ~ L/2 of the system. The
increase of ((T7Tf7))w=0 for £ > L/2 is exactly a con-
sequence of correlated edge states: the edge-edge cor-
relations are finite, while the edge-bulk correlations are
vanishing.

To assess the development of spin-spin correlations in
the 20H system, especially the correlated edge states, we
can monitor the behaviour of the edge-edge and edge-
bulk (Fig. 3B) values vs. the interaction U. The former
acquires a nonzero value at U, [23] and displays small
finite-size effects. On the other hand, the finite value of
the edge-bulk correlations decreases with system size L
and vanishes in the L — oo limit.

Furthermore, we can extract the interaction depen-
dence of the edge correlation length (Fig. 3C) by fitting
¢ < L/2 data of the 20H to

(=D UTFTE ) o ox exp(—L/&:) - (2)

For U/W > 4 we reproduce & ~ &s ~ 6.1, consistent
with dynamical spin structure factor S(g,w) investiga-
tions of the & = 1 Heisenberg model physics. Interest-
ingly, the extracted £ diverges at U.. The latter reflects
the site-independent correlations in this region [23].

Topological phase transition. The opening at U, of
a spin gap Ag, the emergence of edge-edge correlations
((TfTF))w=0, and the diverging edge correlation length &,
all consistently indicate the existence of an interaction-
induced topological phase transition. The latter is be-
tween topologically trivial and nontrivial regions, with
the emergence of the Haldane edge states at U.. The
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Figure 4. Topological phase transition. A Interaction U
dependence of the entanglement spectrum —2In A\, obtained
at Ju/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 [23].

topological phases can be identified by investigating the
entanglement spectrum of the system [35, 36], i.e., the
Schmidt coefficients A, of left/right (|L)/|R)) decom-
posed ground-state |gs) = > Ao|L)a|R)a, with A2 be-
ing the eigenvalues of the reduced density matrix of the
partition. In the topologically nontrivial region, all A\,’s
are evenly degenerate. Consequently, the entanglement
entropy Syn = — >, A2 In A2 cannot drop below the In2
value for any cut of the system, consistent with the pres-
ence of entangled S = 1/2 edge states. The analysis of
the 20H model indicates that this condition is fulfilled for
U 2 U, (Fig. 4A). Detailed investigation of the largest
gap [23] in the entanglement spectrum (Fig. 4B) shows
that the trivial region U < U, does not have any appar-
ent structure in the A\, eigenvalues. On the other hand,
the largest gap decays exponentially with system size for
any U > U, (though, with slower decay in the proximity
of U.) and vanishes in the thermodynamic limit L — oo.

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 [31, 37, 38]

m+£—1

O,(0) = — <Am exp <i0 > An> Am+g> . (3)

n=m+1

which for ¢ = m and A, = S} measures the breaking
of the discrete Zy x Zs hidden symmetry (i.e., the di-
hedral group of 7 rotations). It is important to note
that the phase 8§ = m 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 § = 0(S), i.e., it has to reflect the properties
of a given VBS ground-state [39-42].

In the case of the 20H model, for U > U,, the 7-string
order Oy 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 20H, A, = T}, involves not
only & = 1 but also S = 1/2 degrees of freedom and
that for U ~ U, the magnetic moment deviates strongly
from & =1 (Fig. 1B). Nevertheless, we observe a finite
string order all the way down to U = U. ~ 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 U,
for U < U, the string order vanishes, and the system
size dependence changes from weakly increasing with L
(for U > U,) to weakly decreasing with L (for U < U.).
The latter is consistent with the slow scaling of Oy for
S =1/2 moments [43].

Discussion and conclusion. Investigating systems on
finite lattices, especially with many-body interactions in-
corporated, is always a challenge: are we observing a true
phase transition or a very rapid crossover? Furthermore,
interaction-induced transitions in one dimension are rare
due to the Mermin-Wagner theorem.

The non-local character of the topological phases al-
lows for such phenomenon even in 1D. Our numerical
results indicate that the correlated one-dimensional two-
orbital Hubbard model has a sharp transition at U. ~ 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 & = 1 Heisenberg model-like description can-
not be applied directly. Actually, our analysis shows that
the gapped ground-state with finite string order survives
down to U ~ W ~ O(t). Consequently, the latter indi-
cates that a VBS-like state, similar to the AKLT state,
could be formulated [44] even with mobile fermions. It
seems true despite the fact that the length scale of spin-
spin correlations indicate the spatially extended charac-
ter of the ground-state, although with moments small in
value. Our detailed interaction U and Hund exchange Jy
investigation (Fig. 3D) indicates that the SU(2) symmet-
ric system undergoes the transition at Jy =~ t?/U, and
consequently a finite U ~ W is necessary for the onset of
the non-topological-topological phase transition in real
materials.



04t 008 l? U/W = 1.0 S = 1 Heisenberg value ]
= 0.3 - 0 : : codm. |
3 g o Sosk Y ¥ YU
5‘5 O 0.3 5
g 2 0.2 Y % 8
< 09 L 3 201 U/W = 8.0 |
5 £ 01 U/W =3.0 E
= n 0.0 Y Y R
e ool o 0 0 20 40 60 80
g Y0 20 40 60 80 Distance £
% Distance £
0.1 i
L =140
p - L =60
00 03 06 09 L2 L =100
0.0 W/\ . L a ) - T . | . | | .
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Interaction U/W

Figure 5. String order. Interaction U dependence of the string order parameter O.(¢) with # = 7 phase at £ = L/2 distance
in the bulk (m = L/4). Upper insets depicts O.(£) vs. distance £ for U = 0.5, 1.0, 3.0, 8.0 (left to right). The lower inset depicts
a zoom to the proximity of the phase transition U., with the shaded region depicting the trivial phase. All data are evaluated

at Ju/U = 0.25 using L = 40, 60,80, L = 100 site systems.

Also, one could expect that for Jy > 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 Jy/U > 0.4 the inter-orbital in-
teraction U’ = U — 5Jy/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 — 5Jy/2. Previous
analysis of the Haldane phase in such setups indicate its
fragility with respect to charge fluctuations [6, 7]. 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 generalizing the ideas of Hal-
dane for S = 1 spin Heisenberg models into previously
unexplored territory involving delocalized electrons.
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S1

METHODS for
Transition to the Haldane phase driven by electron-electron correlations

by A. Jazdzewska, M. Mierzejewski, M. Sroda, A. Nocera, G. Alvarez, E. Dagotto, and J. Herbrych

DMRG METHOD.

The Hamiltonians and observables discussed here were studied using the zero-temperature density matrix renor-
malization group (DMRG) method [4, 22] within the single center site approach [21], where the dynamical correlation
functions are evaluated via the dynamical-DMRG [28, 29], i.e., calculating spectral functions directly in frequency space
with the correction-vector method using the Krylov decomposition [29]. We have kept up to M = 3072 states, per-
formed at least 15 sweeps, and used A = 0.001 vector-offset in the single-site DMRG approach, allowing to accurately
simulate system sizes up to L < 140 sites of the two-orbital Hubbard model. We have used the DMRG++ computer
program developed at Oak Ridge National Laboratory (https://code.ornl.gov/gonzalo_3/dmrgpp). The input scripts
for the DMRG++ package to reproduce our results can be found at https://bitbucket.org/herbrychjacek/corrwro/
and on the DMRG++ webpage.

DYNAMICAL SPIN STRUCTURE FACTOR.

The dynamical spin structure factors are evaluated as

L
2
S(as0) = 5 S cos[(£ = L/2)q) (TeTr o) (51)
=1
where ¢ = nm/(L+1),n=0,...,L, and non-local Green’s function is given by

1

— T, |es). S2
w+in—H+ ¢ &) (82)

(T L)) = =~ Tin /T,

Here |gs) represents the ground-state with energy €. The S(g,w) spectra presented in Fig. 1A of the main text were
calculated with the frequency resolution dw/J ~ 0.03 and broadening n = 2éw [note the U-dependence of the spin
exchange J = 2% /(U + Jyu)].

LARGEST GAP IN THE ENTANGLEMENT SPECTRUM.

In order to find the largest gap in the entanglement spectrum, first we have calculated consecutive gaps
0p = min(ln A, —InA,—1;InA\,41 —InA,). The largest gap is then obtained from max(dy, d, .. .).


https://code.ornl.gov/gonzalo_3/dmrgpp
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S2

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL for
Transition to the Haldane phase driven by electron-electron correlations

by A. Jazdzewska, M. Mierzejewski, M. S/lrodau7 A. Nocera, G. Alvarez, E. Dagotto, and J. Herbrych

GAP ANALYSIS.

In Fig. S1, we present the finite-size 1/L and interaction U dependence of the AS = 2 gap (the magnon gap
Ag/J) for various values of the Hund exchange Jy/U = 0.05,0.10,...,0.40. The main text displays the results of
1/L extrapolations of this data in Fig. 2B.

Interaction U/W

(e) Ju/U = 0.25 (£) Jua/U = 0.30 (h) Ju/U = 0.40 |
1/90 1/‘50‘ | 1/;0 1/‘9(‘)‘ ‘1/‘50‘ | 1/20 /o0 1/50 1/20 1/13(‘)‘ ‘1/‘50‘ | 1/;0

System size 1/L System size 1/L System size 1/L System size 1/L

102

Supplementary Figure S1. Spin gaps. Finite-size scaling of AS = 2 excitations (magnon gaps) for Ju/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 =
2t /(U 4+ Ju). The saturation to the finite value (to the Haldane gap As/J ~ 0.41) is clearly visible in all panels.

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
((TfT}))w=0, behave vs. distance ¢ and strength of the interaction U. Here, we present additional results for the
static spin correlations, (TTT7) = (gs|TTTF|gs).

In Fig. S2, we present the analysis of the static (T77), similar to the one presented in Fig. 3 of the main text.
As evident from panels (a-d), the overall behaviour of (T7T7) is almost identical to the zero-frequency w = 0 data.
The main difference between the static and the dynamic correlation function can be observed in the extracted edge
correlation length &, close to the transition U ~ U, [compare Fig. 3C of the main text and Fig. S2(d)]. Le., the edge
correlation length extracted from ((Tf7j))w—o data is much sharper than the one extracted from the static (T7T}).
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Supplementary Figure S2. Static spin correlations. (a) Distance ¢ dependence of static spin-spin correlations (—1)*(TFT7)
for various values of interaction U (denoted by color code). The results are normalized by the £ = 1 value of the correlation
function. (b) Edge-edge [(ITTT7)| and (c) edge-bulk [{T7T7} /,)| spin correlations vs. interaction strength U/W. At U, 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 & vs. interaction U strength, extracted from (—1)(TFT7) = aexp(—£/&.)
for £ < 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 Ju/U = 0.25.

Nevertheless, the scaling with the system size [see Fig. S2(e)] of the position of the maximum of &, as well as the value
itself indicate a transition at U,.

To understand the difference between static and dynamic results, consider the sum rule relating (at zero tempera-
ture) both of these quantities, i.e.,

(T2 T / dw ((T2T2)) ($3)
0

It is evident that both approaches would yield the same behaviour if ((TZT7)), = d(w). However, our analysis
presented in Fig. S3 indicates that the behaviour of the non-local Green’s function ((T%T7)). strongly depends on
the pair of sites (m, n) considered. Note that, in the presented analysis, we have used finite broadening 7 [see Eq. (S2)].
Consequently, all sharp features of the spectrum are broadened by a Lorentzian.

Within the fermionic Haldane phase, U > U,, the spectrum of the bulk of the system, m ~ n ~ L/2, has only
the incoherent part w > 0, and it is gapped; see Fig. S3(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 w = 0 §-function (broaden by the Lorentzian in our numerical investigation), see Fig. S3(c,d). Consequently
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Supplementary Figure S3. Dynamical spin correlations ((T}77T7)).. Shown are the frequency w 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, Ju/U = 0.25, and 1 = 80w (left column) and 1 = 26w (right column). The dashed line
represents the Lorentzian.

(TfTf) ~ ((TFTF))w=0. (ii) Edge-bulk correlation (1, ~ L/2) vanishes, again, consistent with the presence of the edge
states (not shown). (111) However, in the proximity of the edges (for m ~ n ~ 1), the dynamical correlations contain
both coherent w ~ 0 (edge mode) and incoherent w > 0 parts [see Fig. S3(e,f)], and (TF¥T7%, 1) # ((TFT%. 1)) w=0-
Finally, in Fig. S4, we present additional evidence for the topological phase transition at U = U, ~ 0.9W (for
Ju/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 w = 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 = U, consistent with the presence of
the zero frequency edge modes for U > U..
(2) In panels (b) and (c), we present the same data as in Fig. 3B of the main text and Fig. S2(b), respectively, in
a log-y scale. Evidently, for U > U,, the non-zero correlation functions do not originate from finite-size effects. On
the other hand, for U < U, the values of edge-edge correlations (both static and dynamic) decay exponentially with
system size.

ENTANGLEMENT SPECTRUM.

Figure S5 depicts additional results for the entanglement spectrum —21In A,. Consistent with the discussion pre-
sented in the main text, the value of the interaction U for which the spectrum is evenly degenerate moves to U, with
increasing system size L (see also Fig. 4 of the main text). Furthermore, it is evident from the presented results that
the A\, spectrum does not contain any apparent structure for U < U,, and the condition [i.e., In \;11 —In ); < 0.01]
of evenly degenerate entanglement spectrum is not fulfilled.
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