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The ground-state phase diagram is mapped out for an alternative anisotropic extension of quantum spin-1

ferromagnetic biquadratic model, which accommodates twelve distinct phases: three degenerate fractal phases,

six Luttinger liquid phases and three symmetry-protected trivial phases. It is found that distinct types of quantum

phase transitions are involved between them. In particular, one type arises from an instability of a Luttinger

liquid towards a degenerate fractal phase, and the other type describes spontaneous symmetry breaking with

type-B Goldstone modes from one degenerate fractal phase to another degenerate fractal phase, with the fractal

dimension d f being identical to the number of the type-B Goldstone modes, both of which turn out to be one.

In addition, quantum phase transitions from the Luttinger liquid phases to the symmetry-protected trivial phases

are identified to be in the Kosterlitz-Thouless universality class, with central charge being one.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum critical phenomena continue to be a research sub-

ject of wide interest in condensed matter physics. In the

Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson (LGW) paradigm, it is a basic no-

tion of spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) [1] that makes

it possible to classify distinct types of quantum phase transi-

tions (QPTs) and quantum states of matter. However, many

examples, which do not fall into this paradigm, are known

even in one-dimensional quantum many-body systems, with

the celebrated Haldane phase being a prominent example [2].

In fact, the Haldane phase is a typical example for the so-

called symmetry-protected topological (SPT) phases [3, 4].

Further development unveils that there exist a class of the

symmetry-protected trivial (SPt) phases [5], featuring that

they are adiabatically connected to (unentangled) factorized

states.

In addition, the Mermin-Wagner-Coleman theorem forbids

continuous symmetries to be spontaneously broken for quan-

tum many-body systems in one spatial dimension [6]. How-

ever, this is only valid for SSB with type-A Goldstone modes

(GMs) [7, 8]. Instead, gapless low-lying excitations still sur-

vive strong quantum fluctuations, with their number being

counted by central charge in conformal field theory [9]. More

precisely, though (gapless) type-A GMs do not survive, their

variants occur in the guise of gapless low-lying excitations in

one-dimensional quantum many-body systems at criticality.

This scenario is observed in numerical simulations of one-

dimensional quantum many-body systems in the context of

the infinite Matrix Product State (iMPS) representation [10].

In practice, the algorithms, which yield a ground-state wave

function in the iMPS representation, lead to infinitely degen-

erate ground states in a critical regime, due to the finiteness

of the bond dimension, it thus results in pseudo SSB that van-

ishes as the bond dimension tends to infinity [10, 11]. This of-

fers a powerful means to characterize the Kosterlitz-Thouless

(KT) phase transitions [12], which describes the instability of

a Luttinger liquid (LL) under a marginal perturbation, in the

context of tensor network simulations [13, 14].

In contrast, SSB with type-B GMs does occur in one spatial

dimension [7]. As demonstrated in Refs. [15–17], this leads

to scale-invariant quantum states of matter, so an abstract frac-

tal underlies the ground-state subspace, characterized in terms

of the fractal dimension introduced by Castro-Alvaredo and

Doyon [18] (also cf. [19]) for the SU(2) Heisenberg ferromag-

netic states. In fact, the fractal dimension may be identified

with the number of type-B GMs. As a consequence, highly

degenerate ground states arising from SSB with type-B GMs

are scale-invariant, but not conformally invariant [15, 16], thus

unveiling a deep connection between scale-invariant states and

the counting rule of the GMs [7, 8].

Therefore, it is highly desirable to search for one-

dimensional quantum many-body systems that exhibit dis-

tinct types of QPTs involving scale-invariant quantum states

of matter. In this work, we investigate an alternative

anisotropic extension of quantum spin-1 ferromagnetic bi-

quadratic model, both numerically and analytically. It is dif-

ferent from an anisotropic extension of quantum spin-1 ferro-

magnetic biquadratic model studied in Ref. [15]. Numerical

simulations are carried out in terms of infinite Time Evolving

Block Decimation (iTEBD) [13]. The model exhibits twelve

distinct phases, accommodating three degenerate fractal (DF)

phases, six LL phases and three SPt phases. Two novel types

of QPTs are unveiled: one type arises from the instabilities of

the LL phases towards the DF phases, and the other type de-

scribes SSB with type-B GMs from one DF phase to another

DF phase, with the fractal dimension d f being identical to the

number of type-B GMs NB: d f = NB = 1. In addition, QPTs

from the LL phases to the SPt phases are identified to be in

the KT universality class, with central charge c being one.

II. THE MODEL AND ITS DISTINCT PHASES

The Hamiltonian for an alternative anisotropic extension

of quantum spin-1 ferromagnetic biquadratic model takes the

http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.00669v1
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FIG. 1: (color online) The ground-state phase diagram for an al-

ternative anisotropic extension of quantum spin-1 ferromagnetic bi-

quadratic model (1), which accommodates the DF phases, the LL

phases and the SPt phases in the region 0 ≤ Jx/Jz, 0 ≤ Jy/Jz. Here,

the bond dimension χ is chosen to be χ = 200.

form

H =
∑

j

(JxS x, jS x, j+1 + JyS y, jS y, j+1 + JzS z, jS z, j+1)4, (1)

where S µ, j (µ = x, y, z) are the spin-1 operators at a lat-

tice site j, and Jµ denote the coupling parameters describ-

ing anisotropic interactions. Here, we remark that the sum

over j is from 1 to L − 1 under the open boundary conditions

(OBCs) and from 1 to L under the periodic boundary condi-

tions (PBCs), with L being the system size. The model (1) fea-

tures one symmetric transformation and two duality transfor-

mations, as a result of its invariance under a permutation with

respect to x, y and z (for more details, cf. Sec. A of the Sup-

plementary Material (SM)). That is, the symmetric and dual-

ity transformations are induced from the symmetric group S 3,

consisting of the permutations with respect to x, y and z. As a

consequence, one may set Jz as an energy scale and choose Jx

and Jy as two independent coupling parameters.

The peculiarity of the model (1) is that the symmetry group

varies with Jx and Jy. On the characteristic line Jx = Jy,

the model (1) possesses the staggered SU(2) symmetry group

and the staggered U(1) symmetry group, generated by Kx, Ky

and Kz, and Rz, respectively: Kx =
∑

j Kx, j, Ky =
∑

j Ky, j

and Kz =
∑

j Kz, j, with Kx, j =
∑

j(−1) j[S x, j
2 − S y, j

2]/2,

Ky, j =
∑

j(−1) j(S x, jS y, j + S y, jS x, j)/2 and Kz, j =
∑

j S z, j/2,

and Rz =
∑

j(−1) j(S z, j)
2. Here, the generators Kx, Ky and Kz

satisfy the commutation relations: [Kα,Kβ] = iεαβγKγ, where

εαβγ is a completely antisymmetric tensor, with εxyz = 1, and

α, β, γ = x, y, z. Meanwhile, a staggered SU(2) symmetry

group and a staggered U(1) symmetry group also occur on the

characteristic lines Jy = Jz and Jx = Jz, due to the symmet-

ric and duality transformations induced from the symmetric

group S 3. In particular, the staggered SU(3) symmetry group

emerges at the isotropic point Jx = Jy = Jz. Given the stag-

gered nature of the symmetry groups, we restrict ourselves to

even L’s. More details about the symmetry groups are de-

scribed in Sec. B of the SM.

Therefore, we may restrict ourselves to the region Jx/Jz ≥
0, Jy/Jz ≥ 0 and Jz = 1. In fact, the region is partitioned
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FIG. 2: (color online) (a) The non-local order parameter 〈T µ〉 as a

function of the block size 2l + 1 from the iTEBD simulations, with

the bond dimension χ = 60, for an alternative anisotropic exten-

sion of quantum spin-1 ferromagnetic biquadratic model (1), with

Jx/Jz = 0.8 and Jy/Jz = 0.8, in the SPtz phase. (b) The non-local or-

der parameter 〈T µ〉 as a function of Jy/Jz for fixed Jx/Jz = 0.8 from

the iTEBD simulations, with the bond dimension χ = 60, which may

be used to detect QPT points.

into six different regimes, which are symmetric or dual to each

other, as a result of the symmetric and duality transformations.

Hence, we only need to focus on one of the six regimes to

perform numerical simulations of the model and map out the

ground-state phase diagram. This regime is chosen to be 0 ≤
Jx ≤ Jz and 0 ≤ Jy ≤ Jz. The numerical simulations have

been carried out in terms of the iTEBD [13], with the bond

dimension χ being χ = 200. We plot the ground-state phase

diagram in Fig. 1, which accommodates the twelve distinct

phases: three DF phases, labeled as DFx, DFy and DFz, six LL

phases, labeled as LLxy, LLyz, LLzx, LLyx, LLxz and LLzy, and

three SPt phases, labeled as SPtx, SPty and SPtz, respectively.

We remark that the phase boundaries are determined from the

entanglement entropy [20] and the ground-state fidelity per

lattice site [21]. In addition, QPTs between the LL phases and

the SPt phases are identified to be in the KT universality class

with central charge c = 1, which arise from the instabilities of

the LL phases towards the SPt phases.

III. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE DISTINCT PHASES

Now we turn to the characterization of the SPt phases, the

LL phases and the DF phases.

A. The SPt phases

A local order parameter, with a non-zero value, depicts a

quantum state of matter with symmetry-breaking order. How-

ever, not all of quantum states of matter are subject to this de-

scription. A remarkable example is the SPt phases [5], which
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FIG. 3: (color online) The pseudo order parameter 〈Oxz〉 as a func-

tion of Jy/Jz for fixed Jx/Jz = 0.8, with the bond dimension χ =

30, 60, 120 and 200, respectively. The pseudo phase transition points

between the LLxz phase and the SPtz phase are located from the

pseudo order parameter 〈Oxz〉.

requires to introduce a non-local order parameter, which is de-

fined as the combined operation of the site-centered inversion

symmetry with the π− rotation Rµ
= exp(iπS µ) around the µ

axis (µ = x, y, z) in the spin space [5, 22]

T µ
= 〈ψ|I(1,l).R

µ

(1,l)
|ψ〉/tr(λ2

Aλ
2
B), (2)

where I is the site-centered inversion symmetry, namely j →
− j, and λA and λB denote the Schmidt decomposition coef-

ficients for a ground-state wave function |ψ〉, with the block

size being 2l + 1. If the combined symmetry is retained, 〈T µ〉
must be equal to ±1. In particular, 〈T µ〉 = −1 indicates that a

non-trivial SPt phase is involved.

In Fig. 2(a), we plot the non-local order parameter 〈T µ〉 as

a function of the block size 2l + 1, as a result of the iTEBD

simulation, with the bond dimension χ = 60, for the model (1)

with Jx/Jz = 0.8 and Jy/Jz = 0.8, located in the SPtz phase.

Our numerical results show that the block size 2l + 1 should

be large enough, to ensure that the non-local order parameter

〈T µ〉 is saturated.

In Fig. 2(b), we plot the non-local order parameter 〈T µ〉 as

a function of Jy/Jz for fixed Jx/Jz = 0.8. In the SPt phase, the

non-local order parameters take the value: T x
= −1, T y

= −1,

and T z
= 1. In the LL phase, pseudo SSB occurs. Hence,

the non-local order parameters take the values: T x
= 0, T y

=

−1, and T z
= 0 in the LLxz phase and T x

= −1, T y
= 0,

and T z
= 0 in the LLyz phase, respectively. The results show

that the non-local order parameters 〈T µ〉 detect the (pseudo)

phase transition points: one is located at Jy/Jz = 0.774 on the

boundary between the LLxz phase and the SPtz phase, and the

other is located at Jy/Jz = 0.882 on the boundary between the

SPtz phase and the LLyz phase, respectively.

B. The LL phases

According to the Mermin-Wagner-Coleman theorem, con-

tinuous symmetries are not spontaneously broken for quantum

many-body systems in one spatial dimension [6]. However,

this is only valid for SSB with type-A GMs (GMs) [7, 15]. In-

stead, gapless low-lying excitations still survive strong quan-

tum fluctuations, with their number being counted by central

charge c. More precisely, type-A GMs survive in the guise
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FIG. 4: (color online) The entanglement entropy S (χ) versus

log2 ξ(χ) for fixed Jx/Jz = 0.7, at a transition point from the LLxz

phase to the SPtz phase, as a result of the iTEBD simulations. Here,

the bond dimension χ ranges from 30 to 200.

of gapless low-lying excitations in conformal field theories.

This scenario is observed [10, 11] in numerical simulations of

one-dimensional quantum many-body systems in the context

of the iTEBD algorithm [13]. In practice, such an algorithm

leads to infinitely degenerate ground states in a critical regime,

as a result of the finiteness of the bond dimension χ. Hence,

it results in pseudo SSB [10]. In order to keep consistency

with the Mermin-Wagner-Coleman theorem, we introduce a

pseudo-order parameter, which must be scaled down to zero,

when the bond dimension χ tends to infinity.

The Hamiltonian (1) possesses three U(1) symmetry groups

in the entire parameter space, with only two of them being

independent. In the LL phase, it is found that, pseudo SSB

occurs for one of the three U(1), as a result of the finiteness

of the bond dimension χ in the iMPS representation. In the

LLxz phase, this means that a pseudo local order parameter

〈Oxz〉 = 〈S x
j
S z

j
〉 emerges. In Fig. 3, we plot the pseudo order

parameter 〈Oxz〉 as a function of Jy/Jz for fixed Jx/Jz = 0.8,

thus yielding a pseudo phase transition point from the LLxz

phase to the SPtz phase, located at Jc
y/Jz = 0.776, 0.774, 0.771

and 0.77, with the bond dimension χ = 30, 60, 120 and 200,

respectively. When the bond dimension χ tends to ∞, the

pseudo order parameter 〈Oxz〉 vanishes, as it should be.

In order to characterize a LL phase, we need to extract

central charge c. One way to do so is to perform a finite-

entanglement scaling analysis [23]

S (χ) =
c

6
log2 ξ(χ) + S 0(χ), (3)

where S 0(χ) is an additive non-universal constant, and ξ(χ) ∼
χκ, with κ being a finite-entanglement scaling exponent. The

best linear fit is performed for four different points in the LL

phase: (Jx/Jz, Jy/Jz) = (0.6, 0.5), (0.6, 0.8), (0.7, 0.8) and

(0.8, 0.9), respectively, with the bond dimension χ ranging

from 20 to 200. As a consequence, central charge c is esti-

mated to be c = 1, with a relative error being less than 2%.

Meanwhile, central charge c is extracted from a finite-size

scaling analysis by exploiting a finite-size MPS algorithm un-

der the periodic boundary conditions [24] (for more details,

cf. Sec. C of the SM).

In addition, we focus on a QPT from the LLxz phase to

the SPtz phase. The finite-entanglement scaling is performed

for a pseudo critical point Jc
y/Jz to extract central charge c. In

Fig. 4, we plot the entanglement entropy S (χ) versus log2 ξ(χ)
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FIG. 5: (color online) (a) The entanglement entropy S (χ); (b) The

ground-state energy per lattice site e, with a constant J4
x being sub-

tracted; and (c) the ground-state fidelity d(1,m) per lattice site, with

the ground state from the first random trial being a reference state.

We present our results from the iTEBD simulations as a function of

m, with m being the number of the random trials to choose different

initial states. Here, Jx/Jz = 0.3 and Jy/Jz = 0.8 is chosen in the DFy

phase, and the bond dimension χ is χ = 10.

for fixed Jx/Jz = 0.7, with the bond dimension χ ranging

from 30 to 200. The best linear fit is exploited to estimate

central charge c = 1.0206, thus we conclude that the phase

transition [12] from a critical phase to a gapful phase, which

describes the instabilities of the LL under a marginal perturba-

tion, is in the KT universality class, with central charge c = 1.

C. The DF phases

In the DFy phase, we choose Jx/Jz = 0.3 and Jy/Jz = 0.8 to

perform the iTEBD simulations. Here, the bond dimension χ

is chosen to be χ = 10. Hence, one may generate a sequence

of the ground states |ψ(k)〉, where k = 1, 2, · · · ,m, with m be-

ing the number of the random trials to choose different initial

states In Fig. 5(a), we plot the entanglement entropy S (χ) as

a function of m. As we see, the entanglement entropy S (χ)

is negligible, with its numerical values being around 10−8 in

magnitude. That is, no entanglement is present in the DFy

phase. In Fig. 5(b), we plot e − J4
x as a function of m, with

its values being around 10−9 in magnitude. This implies that

the ground-state energy per lattice site e is equal to J4
x in the

DFy phase. In addition, we choose the ground state |ψ(1)〉 as a

reference state, and define the ground-state fidelity per lattice

site d(1,m) as follows [21]. The fidelity between |ψ(1)〉 and

|ψ(m)〉 is F(|ψ(m)〉, |ψ(1)〉) = |〈ψ(m)|ψ(1)〉|, which asymptoti-

cally scales as F(|ψ(m)〉, |ψ(1)〉) ∼ dL(1,m), with L being the

system size. In Fig. 5(c), we plot the ground-state fidelity per

lattice site d(1,m) as a function of m, which appears to take

two different values 1 and 0. This implies that there are two

degenerate ground states in the DFy phase. Hence, our nu-

merical results indicate that, in the DF phases, all the ground

states are factorized states, with the ground-state degeneracy

being two.

We turn to an analytical approach to the ground states in the

DFy phase, away from the two characteristic lines Jy/Jz = 1

with Jx/Jz > 0 and Jx/Jz = 0 with Jy/Jz > 0. The two

degenerate ground states in the DFy phase, denoted as |ψg〉,
take the form: |ψg〉 =

⊗

l
|0y0z〉l and |ψg〉 =

⊗

l
|0z0y〉l

(l = 1, · · · , L/2), where |0y〉2l−1/2l and |0z〉2l−1/2l are eigenvec-

tors of the spin operators S y,2l−1/2l and S z,2l−1/2l, respectively,

with an eigenvalue being zero. Note that the ground-state en-

ergy per lattice site e being equal to J4
x , consistent with the nu-

merical results from the iTEBD simulations. The ground-state

degeneracy is two, due to the fact that the one-site translation

symmetry is spontaneously broken in the DFy phase.

In particular, we are able to derive the ground-state wave

functions on the characteristic line Jy/Jz = 1 with Jx/Jz > 0

(for more details, cf. Sec. D of the SM). Since the model

possesses a staggered SU(2) symmetry group and a staggered

U(1) symmetry group on the characteristic line Jy/Jz = 1

with Jx/Jz > 0, SSB with type-B GMs arises, thus yielding

highly degenerate ground states, with the number of type-B

GMs NB being one: NB = 1. That is, an abstract fractal un-

derlies the ground-state subspace, with the fractal dimension

d f being identical to the number of type-B GMs NB. Combin-

ing with the symmetric and duality transformations induced

from the symmetric group S 3, the staggered SU(3) symmetry

group emerges at the isotropic point Jx = Jy = Jz. In fact, the

model Hamiltonian (1) is unitarily equivalent to the staggered

SU(3) ferromagnetic biquadratic model, as seen in Sec. B of

the SM. Therefore, as shown in Ref. [17], the staggered SU(3)

symmetry group is spontaneously broken to U(1)×U(1), thus

yielding two type-B GMs, with the fractal dimension d f being

identical to the number of type-B GMs NB: d f = NB = 2.

In addition, on the characteristic line Jx/Jz = 0 with

Jy/Jz > 0, a brute force calculation shows that a factorized

ground state |Ψ f 〉, with the ground-state energy per lattice site

e being equal to 0, takes the form

|v1〉2l−1 = sin ζ |0y〉2l−1 + eiθ cos ζ |0z〉2l−1, (4)

|v2〉2l =
Jy cos ζ√

J2
y cos2 ζ+J2

z sin2 ζ
|0y〉2l + e−iθ Jz sin ζ√

J2
y cos2 ζ+J2

z sin2 ζ
|0z〉2l,

where ζ and θ are two free parameters that are real (for more

details, cf. Sec. D of the SM). That is, the model (1) ad-

mits a two-parameter family of degenerate factorized ground

states on the characteristic line Jx/Jz = 0 with Jy/Jz > 0.

Generically, |Ψ f 〉 is not invariant under the one-site transla-

tion operation, indicating that the symmetry under the one-site

translation operation is spontaneously broken.

Our discussions clearly show that the ground-state degener-

acy is L+1 on the characteristic lines Jx/Jz = 0 and Jy/Jz = 1,

and it is only two in the DFy phase away from the two charac-

teristic lines, though they are in the same DFy phase. This ob-

servation challenges the conventional wisdom, which dictates

that it is always possible to adiabatically connect ground-state

wave functions at any two points, as long as they are in the

same phase.

IV. NOVEL TYPES OF QUANTUM PHASE TRANSITIONS

Two novel types of QPTs are unveiled. The first type arises

from the instabilities of the LL phases towards the DF phases.
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This type of QPTs is similar to the celebrated Pokrovsky-

Talapov (PT) transitions [25], with a remarkable difference

that the ground-state degeneracy is, generically, two in the DF

phases. In contrast, the PT transitions describe the instabili-

ties of the LL phases towards an unentangled state, with the

ground-state degeneracy being one. In both cases, no entan-

glement is present in a ground-state wave function that may

be attributed to a (trivial) scale-invariant state, with the fractal

dimension d f = 0 [26].

The second type describes SSB with type-B GMs from one

DF phase to another DF phase, with the fractal dimension d f

being identical to the number of type-B GMs NB. We remark

that the Hamiltonian (1) possesses the staggered SU(2) sym-

metry group, generated by Kx, Ky and Kz, in addition to the

U(1) symmetry group, generated by Rz, on the characteristic

line Jx = Jy. We remark that the staggered SU(2) symmetry

group is spontaneously broken to U(1), with the U(1) symme-

try group, generated by Rz, being left intact. Accordingly, one

may define the raising operator K+ =
∑

j K+, j and the lowering

operator K− =
∑

j K−, j, with K±, j = (Kx, j ± iKy, j)/
√

2. They

satisfy the commutation relations: [Kz,K+] = K+, [K+,K−] =

Kz and [K−,Kz] = K−.

We choose |hws〉 = (|0x0z...0x0z〉 + |0y0z...0y0z〉)/
√

2 as

the highest weight state, which is invariant under the two-

site translation. Here, |0x〉/|0y〉 is the eigenvector of S x, j/S y, j,

with the eigenvalue being 0. The interpolating fields are K+, j
and K−, j, for the generator K− and the generator K+, respec-

tively. Thus, 〈Kz, j〉 is the local order parameter, given that

〈[K+, j,K−]〉 = 〈[K+,K−, j]〉 = 〈Kz, j〉 , 0. Therefore, the two

generators K− and K+ are broken. According to the counting

rule [7], the number of type-B GMs NB is one: NB = 1.

As demonstrated in Ref. [16], for a given filling f = M/L,

the entanglement entropy S f (n) take the form

S f (n) =
NB

2
log2 n + S 0 f , (5)

where S 0 f is an additive non-universal constant. An analytical

treatment is presented for S f (n) in Sec. E of the SM, confirm-

ing this scaling relation, with NB = 1. Combining with a

field-theoretic prediction that the prefactor is half the fractal

dimension d f [18], we conclude that the fractal dimension d f

is identical to the number of type-B GMs NB: d f = NB.

V. SUMMARY

An extensive numerical simulation has been performed for

an alternative anisotropic extension of quantum spin-1 fer-

romagnetic biquadratic model in terms of the iTEBD algo-

rithm. The ground-state phase diagram accommodates the

twelve distinct phases: three DF phases, six LL phases, and

three SPt phases. In addition, an analytical approach to the

DF phases has been developed to unveil a deep connection

between scale-invariant states, which appear to be highly de-

generate ground states arising from SSB with type-B GMs,

and the counting rule of the GMs. Meanwhile, the phase

boundaries have been determined from the entanglement en-

tropy and the ground-state fidelity per lattice site.

As it turns out, QPTs between the LL phases and the SPt

phases are identified to be in the KT universality class with

central charge c = 1, which arise from the instabilities of the

LL phases towards the SPt phases. In particular, two novel

types of QPTs are unveiled: one type arises from an insta-

bility of a LL phase towards a DF phase, and the other type

describes SSB with type-B GMs from one DF phase to an-

other DF phase, with the fractal dimension d f being identi-

cal to the number of type-B GMs NB: d f = NB = 1, on the

characteristic line Jx = Jy between the DFx phase and DFy

phase, and d f = NB = 2 at the characteristic (isotropic) point

Jx = Jy = Jz. Our results challenge the conventional wis-

dom that it is always possible to adiabatically connect any two

ground-state wave functions, as long as they are in the same

phase. In fact, the ground-state degeneracies may be differ-

ent for two points in the same phase, as it happens in the DF

phases.
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Supplementary Material

A. Symmetric and duality transformations

We restrict ourselves to the region Jx/Jz ≥ 0, Jy/Jz ≥ 0

and Jz = 1. This is due to the fact that the Hamiltonian (1) is

invariant under permutations with respect to x, y and z, which

induces symmetric and duality transformations from the sym-

metric group S 3.

For simplicity, we define the variables X = Jx/Jz and

Y = Jy/Jz. Hence, the Hamiltonian (1) is re-parametrized

as H(X, Y). The Hamiltonian H(X, Y) satisfies the following

two dualities:

(i) The Hamiltonian H(X, Y) is dual to the Hamiltonian

H(X′, Y′) under a local unitary transformation U1: S x, j →
−S x, j, S y, j → S z, j and S z, j → S y, j. Hence, we have

H(X, Y) = k(X, Y)U1H(X′, Y′)U†
1
, with X′ = X/Y, Y′ = 1/Y

and k(X, Y) = 1/Y2. The Hamiltonian is invariant on the char-

acteristic line Y = 1.

(ii) The Hamiltonian H(X, Y) is dual to the Hamiltonian

H(X′, Y′) under a local unitary transformation U2: S x, j →
S z, j, S y, j → −S y, j and S z, j → S x, j. Hence, we have

H(X, Y) = k(X, Y)U2H(X′, Y′)U†
2
, with X′ = 1/X, Y′ = Y/X

and k(X, Y) = X2. The Hamiltonian is invariant on the charac-

teristic line X = 1.

In addition, the Hamiltonian H(X, Y) is symmetric with

respect to X = Y under a local unitary transformation U0:

S x, j → S y, j, S y, j → S x, j and S z, j → −S z, j.

The presence of the symmetric and duality transformations

separates the region (X ≥ 0 and Y ≥ 0) into six distinct

regimes, as shown in Fig. S1, which are symmetric or dual

to each other.

1
0

1

Jx/Jz

J
y
/
J
z

VI
 I

 V

 III

IV
 II

FIG. S1: (color online) The six regimes, symmetric or dual to each

other, in the region Jx/Jz ≥ 0 and Jy/Jz ≥ 0 for an alternative

anisotropic extension of quantum spin-1 ferromagnetic biquadratic

model.

B. The variation of the symmetry group with the coupling

parameters

In the entire region Jx/Jz ≥ 0 and Jy/Jz ≥ 0, the model

Hamiltonian (1) possesses three U(1) symmetry groups, gen-

erated by Gx, Gy and Gz, with Gx =
∑

j(−1) j[(S x, j)
2− (S y, j)

2],

Gy =
∑

j(−1) j[(S y, j)
2 − (S z, j)

2] and Gz =
∑

j(−1) j[(S j,z)
2 −

(S j,x)
2], respectively. However, only two of them are inde-

pendent, due to the fact that Gx + Gy + Gz = 0. Hence, the

symmetry group at a generic point is U(1) × U(1).

The Hamiltonian (1) possesses three characteristic lines,

defined as Jx = Jy, Jy = Jz and Jz = Jx, respectively. On

each of the three characteristic lines, the symmetry group is

enlarged to SU(2) × U(1). Given that the three characteris-

tic lines are cyclic under the symmetric group S 3, consist-

ing of the permutations with respect to x, y and z, one only

needs to focus on one of them. For an illustration, we choose

the characteristic line Jx = Jy. The staggered SU(2) sym-

metry group is generated by Kx =
∑

j Kx, j, Ky =
∑

j Ky, j

and Kz =
∑

j Kz, j, with Kx, j =
∑

j(−1) j[S x, j
2 − S y, j

2]/2,

Ky, j =
∑

j(−1) j(S x, jS y, j+S y, jS x, j)/2 and Kz, j =
∑

j S z, j/2, and

the U(1) symmetry group is generated by Rz =
∑

j(−1) j(S z, j)
2.

We remark that, in three cases, the generators Kx, Ky and Kz

satisfy the commutation relations: [Kα,Kβ] = iεαβγKγ, where

εαβγ (α, β, γ = x, y, z) is a completely antisymmetric tensor,

with εxyz = 1.

In addition, the staggered SU(3) symmetry group [S1, S2]

emerges at the characteristic (isotropic) point Jx = Jy = Jz,

which is realized in terms of the spin-1 operators: Jα =
∑

j J
j
α

(α = 1, 2, · · · , 8), with J1 = 1/2
∑

j S x, j, J2 = 1/2
∑

j S y, j jy,

J3 = 1/2
∑

j S z, j, J4 = 1 − 3/2
∑

j(−1) j(S z, j)
2, J5 =

1/2
∑

j(−1) j((S x, j)
2 − (S y, j)

2), J6 = 1/2
∑

j(−1) j(S y, jS z, j +

S z, jS y, j), J7 = 1/2
∑

j(−1) j(S z, jS x, j + S x, jS z, j) and J8 =

1/2
∑

j(−1) j(S x, jS y, j + S y, jS x, j).

It appears to be proper to point out a connection of the

model Hamiltonian (1) with the well-studied spin-1 ferro-

magnetic bilinear-biquadratic model [S3]. In fact, the spin-

1 bilinear-biquadratic model accommodates the staggered

SU(3) ferromagnetic biquadratic model, which in turn is the

isotropic limit of an alternative anisotropic extension of quan-

tum spin-1 ferromagnetic biquadratic model, investigated in

Ref. [S2]:

H =

∑

j

(JxS x, jS x, j+1 +JyS y, jS y, j+1 +JzS z, jS z, j+1)2.

(S1)

At the isotropic point Jx = Jy = Jz = J or Jx = Jy =

Jz =J , the model Hamiltonian (1) H and the Hamiltonian

H (S1) satisfy the relationship: H = J4 (5H /J 2−4), up to

a unitary transformation. As it turns out, the model Hamil-

tonian (1) at the isotropic point Jx = Jy = Jz is unitarily

equivalent to the staggered SU(3) ferromagnetic biquadratic

model (S1). In this sense, one may regard the model Hamil-

tonian (1) as an alternative anisotropic extension of quantum

spin-1 ferromagnetic biquadratic model. Actually, the Hamil-

tonian (S1) shares exactly the same symmetric and duality

transformations induced from the symmetric group S 3 as the

Hamiltonian (1). Indeed, the model (S1) on the characteris-

tic lines Jx = Jy, Jy = Jz and Jx = Jz shares the

same symmetry group as the model Hamiltonian (1) on the

characteristic lines Jx = Jy, Jy = Jz and Jx = Jz. Hence,
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FIG. S2: (color online) The entanglement entropy S (χ) versus corre-

lation length ξ(χ) for four different points (Jx/Jz, Jy/Jz) = (0.6, 0.5),

(0.8, 0.6), (0.8, 0.7) and (0.9, 0.8) in the LLxz phase, with the bond

dimension ranging from 20 to 200.

TABLE S1: Central charge c is extracted to be c = 1 in the LL phase

from the iTEBD simulations. Here, we have chosen (Jx/Jz, Jy/Jz) =

(0.6, 0.5), (0.8, 0.6), (0.8, 0.7) and (0.9, 0.8), respectively.

Jx/Jz = 0.6

Jy/Jz = 0.5

Jx/Jz = 0.8

Jy/Jz = 0.6

Jx/Jz = 0.8

Jy/Jz = 0.7

Jx/Jz = 0.9

Jy/Jz = 0.8

c 1.017 0.9906 1.0122 0.9906

both of the models in the isotropic limit share the same stag-

gered SU(3) symmetry group. As a consequence, one may

conclude that the SSB pattern from SU(2) to U(1) occurs for

the model Hamiltonian (1) on the characteristic line Jy = Jz

(0 < Jx/Jz < 1) and on the characteristic line Jx = Jy with

0 < Jx/Jz < Jc
x, with the number of type-B GMs NB be-

ing one, and that the SSB pattern from SU(3) to U(1) × U(1)

occurs for the model Hamiltonian (1) at the isotropic point

Jx = Jy = Jz, with the number of type-B GMs NB being two,

respectively.

C. Extracting central charge c from the entanglement entropy

in the LL phases

Here, central charge c is extracted from the iTEBD simula-

tion [S4] and from the finite-size MPS simulations under the

PBCs [S5] in the LL phases.

1. Central charge c from the iTEBD simulations in the LL phases

In the iMPS representation, the entanglement entropy

S [S6], as a measure of bipartite entanglement, is written as

S = −
∑χ

i=1
λ2

i
log2 λ

2
i
, with λi being the singular values. Cen-

tral charge c in a critical regime is estimated from a finite-

entanglement scaling analysis (3).

For a given value of the bond dimension χ, the correla-

tion length ξ is defined in terms of the ratio between the

largest and second largest eigenvalues of the transfer ma-

TABLE S2: Central charge c is extracted to be c = 1 in the LL phase

from the finite-size MPS simulations under the PBCs, with an error

being less than 4%. Here, we have chosen (Jx/Jz, Jy/Jz) = (0.6, 0.5),

(0.8, 0.6), (0.8, 0.7) and (0.9, 0.8), with the system size L = 50 and

the bond dimension χ = 30.

Jx/Jz = 0.6

Jy/Jz = 0.5

Jx/Jz = 0.8

Jy/Jz = 0.6

Jx/Jz = 0.8

Jy/Jz = 0.7

Jx/Jz = 0.9

Jy/Jz = 0.8

c 1.029 1.008 1.034 0.9693

trix: 1/ξ(χ) = log2 |ǫ0(χ)/ǫ1(χ)|. In order to characterize the

LL phases, we choose four different points (Jx/Jz, Jy/Jz) =

(0.6, 0.5), (0.8, 0.6), (0.8, 0.7) and (0.9, 0.8) in the LLxz phase.

The finite-entanglement scaling analysis is performed, with

the bond dimension ranging from 20 to 200. In Fig. S2, the

best linear fit is exploited to estimate central charge c, listed

in Table S1. The iTEBD simulations yield that central charge

is c = 1 in the LLxz phase, with a relative error being less than

2%.

2. Central charge c from the finite-size simulations in the LL phases

We are also able to extract central charge c from numerical

simulations of the model (1) in the LL phases in terms of the

finite-size MPS algorithm for quantum many-body systems

under the PBCs [S5].

A quantum many-body system, with the system size being

L, is partitioned into a block n and its environment L − n,

respectively. Then, central charge c may be extracted from a

scaling relation for the entanglement entropy S (n) under the

PBCs [S7]:

S (n) =
c

3
T (n) + S 0, (S2)

where S 0 is an additive non-universal constant, and T (n) is a

universal scaling function, defined as

T (n) = log2(
L

π
sin

πn

L
). (S3)

We choose four different points (Jx/Jz, Jy/Jz) = (0.6, 0.5),

(0.8, 0.6), (0.8, 0.7) and (0.9, 0.8) in the LLxz phase, with the

system size L = 50. The simulations are performed in terms

of the finite-size MPS algorithm under the PBCs [S5], with

the bond dimension χ = 30. In Fig. S3, the best linear fit is

performed to estimate central charge c, listed in Table S2, with

a relative error being less than 4%. Therefore, the finite-size

simulation results lend further support to our conclusion that

the LLxz phase is critical, with central charge being one.

D. The factorized ground states in the DF phases: on and

away from the characteristic lines

We emphasize that the Hamiltonian (1) is invariant under

permutations with respect to x, y and z, which induce sym-

metric and duality transformations from the symmetric group
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FIG. S3: (color online) A finite block-size scaling analysis of the

entanglement entropy S (n) from the finite-size MPS simulations un-

der the PBCs, for the four selected points (Jx/Jz, Jy/Jz) = (0.6, 0.5),

(0.8, 0.6), (0.8, 0.7) and (0.9, 0.8) in the LLxz phase. Here, we have

chosen the system size L = 50, with the bond dimension χ = 30.

S 3. Hence, one may restrict to the DFy phases. However, we

need to tackle two situations separately: on and away from

the two characteristic lines: Jx/Jz = 0 with Jy/Jz > 0 and

Jy/Jz = 1 with Jx/Jz > 0.

1. The factorized ground states away from the two characteristic

lines

From our numerical simulation results, we know that the

ground-state wave functions are factorized, which are doubly

degenerate in the DFy phase, away from the two characteristic

lines Jx/Jz = 0 with Jy/Jz > 0 and Jy/Jz = 1 with Jx/Jz >

0. Given that the Hamiltonian (1) is invariant under the one-

site translation operation, a factorized ground state |ψ〉 takes

the form |ψ〉 =
⊗

l
|v1v2〉l (l = 1, · · · , L/2), where |v1〉2l−1 =

s|0y〉2l−1 + t|0z〉2l−1 and |v2〉2l = p|0y〉2l + q|0z〉2l, respectively,

with s, p being real numbers and t, q being complex numbers,

in order to accommodate the situation that the symmetry under

the one-site translation operation is broken. Here, the vectors

|v1〉2l−1 and |v2〉2l have been normalized. That is, we have s2
+

t2
= 1 and p2

+ q2
= 1.

A straightforward calculation yields

h2l−1,2l|v1v2〉l = J4
x |v1v2〉l + V, (S4)

with

V =

[−JxJysp(J2
x + J2

y + 3J2
z ) + JxJztq(J2

x + 3J2
y + J2

z )]|0x0x〉+
[sp(2J2

x J2
z + J2

x J2
y + J2

y J2
z + J4

z ) − JyJztq(3J2
x + J2

y + J2
z )]|0y0y〉

+[tq(2J2
x J2

y + J2
x J2

z + J2
y J2

z + J4
y ) − JyJzsp(3J2

x + J2
y + J2

z )]|0z0z〉.
(S5)

If |v1v2〉l is an eigenvector of h2l−1,2l, then V must vanish. Note

that the expectation value of h2l−1,2l takes the form

l〈v1v2|h2l−1,2l|v1v2〉l = J4
x + Q, (S6)

with

Q =(spJz − tqJy)2(2J2
x + J2

y + J2
z ) + J2

x(spJy − tqJz)
2. (S7)

Accordingly, in order to ensure that |v1v2〉l is a ground state,

we require that V = 0. If so, we have Q = 0. Hence, we

are led to p2
+ s2

= 1. In other words, p2
= t2 and q2

= s2.

Substituting back into V , we have sp = 0 and tq = 0. This

implies that either s = 0 and q = 0 or t = 0 and p = 0. That

is, we have

|v1〉2l−1 = |0z〉2l−1,

|v2〉2l = |0y〉2l,
(S8)

or

|v1〉2l−1 = |0y〉2l−1,

|v2〉2l = |0z〉2l.
(S9)

Thus, we have derived the two factorized ground states pre-

sented in the main text: |ψg〉 =
⊗

l
|0y0z〉l and |ψg〉 =

⊗

l
|0z0y〉l, with the ground-state energy per lattice site e be-

ing equal to J4
x . Hence, the degenerate ground-state degen-

eracy is two in the DFy phase, consistent with our numerical

simulations.

2. The factorized ground states on the two characteristic lines

First, we focus on the characteristic line Jx/Jz = 0 with

Jy/Jz > 0. A straightforward calculation yields

h2l−1,2l|v1v2〉l
= [sp(J2

y J2
z + J4

z ) − JyJztq(J2
y + J2

z )]|0y0y〉
+[tq(J2

y J2
z + J4

y ) − JyJzsp(J2
y + J2

z )]|0z0z〉.
(S10)

Setting h2l−1,2l|v1v2〉l = 0, we have

Jzsp = Jytq. (S11)

Combining with the normalization conditions s2
+ t2
= 1 and

p2
+q2
= 1, we are able to parameterize s, t, p and q as follows

|v1〉2l−1 = sin ζ |0y〉2l−1 + eiθ cos ζ |0z〉2l−1, (S12)

|v2〉2l =
Jy cos ζ√

J2
y cos2 ζ+J2

z sin2 ζ
|0y〉2l + e−iθ Jz sin ζ√

J2
y cos2 ζ+J2

z sin2 ζ
|0z〉2l,

where ζ and θ are two free parameters that are real. We re-

mark that the ground-state energy per lattice site is 0 on the

characteristic line Jx/Jz = 0, with Jy/Jz > 0.

Next, we turn to the characteristic line Jy/Jz = 1 with

Jx/Jz > 0. The SSB pattern from SU(2)×U(1) to U(1)×U(1)

occurs, with one type-B GM. Here, the staggered SU(2) sym-

metry group is generated by the images of Kx, Ky and Kz un-

der the cyclic permutation: x → y, y → z and z → x. In

fact, for a given representation in which one of Kx, Ky and Kz

is diagonal, we have two factorized ground states that are the

highest and lowest weight states, respectively, in this repre-

sentation. A sequence of degenerate ground states are gener-

ated from the action of the lowering operator on the highest
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weight state or from the action of the raising operator on the

lowest weight state. Actually, such a sequence of degenerate

ground states will be explicitly constructed for the staggered

SU(2) symmetry group on the characteristic line Jx = Jy with

0 < Jx/Jz < Jc
x in Sec. E of the SM.

E. The fractal dimension for highly degenerate ground states

on the characteristic line Jx = Jy with 0 < Jx/Jz < Jc
x

A sequence of degenerate ground states |L, M〉 are gen-

erated from the repeated action of the lowering operators

K− on the highest weight state |hws〉 = (|0x0z...0x0z〉 +
|0y0z...0y0z〉)/

√
2: |L, M〉 = 1/Z(L, M)K M

− |hws〉, where

Z(L, M) is introduced to ensure that |L, M〉 is normalized. We

remark that |L, M〉 (M = 0, ..., L/2) span a L + 1-dimensional

irreducible representation of the staggered SU(2) symmetry

group.

In order to understand SSB with one type-B GM from

an entanglement perspective, the system is partitioned into a

block B and its environment E . Here, the block B consists

of n lattice sites that are not necessarily contiguous, with the

rest L − n lattice sites constituting the environment E . As a

convention, we demand n ≤ L/2. Note that |hws〉, as an un-

entangled product state, is split into |hws〉B and |hws〉E . With

this in mind, we introduce the counterparts of the symmetry

group SU(2) in the block B and the environment E , respec-

tively. We define the basis states |n, k〉 and |L − n, M〉 for the

block B and the environment E , which take the same form

as Z(L, M). Meanwhile, Z(n, k) and Z(L − n, M) need to be

introduced to ensure that |n, k〉 and |L − n, M〉 are normalized.

For the degenerate ground states |L, M〉, we need to intro-

duce a unit cell consisting of two nearest-neighbor sites, due

to the staggered nature of the symmetry group SU(2). There-

fore, there are two possible configurations: | − 1z0z〉 and |1z0z〉
in the unit cell. Here, | ± 1z〉 are the eigenvectors of S z, j, with

the eigenvalues being ±1. One may rewrite |L, M〉 as follows

|L, M〉 = M!
√

2MZ(L, M)

∑

P

(−1)M | −1z0z...−1z0z
︸          ︷︷          ︸

M

| 1z0z...1z0z
︸      ︷︷      ︸

L/2−M

〉,

(S13)

where the sum
∑

P is taken over all the permutations P for a

given partition {M, L/2 − M}. This allows us to evaluate the

norm Z(L, M), which takes the form

Z(L, M) =
M!
√

2M

√

CM
L/2
. (S14)

The degenerate ground states |L, M〉 admit an exact singular

value decomposition:

|L, M〉 =
min (M,n/2)∑

k=0

λ(L, M, k)|n, k〉|L − n, M − k〉, (S15)

where the singular values λ(L, M, k) take the form,

λ(L, M, k) =

√√

Ck
n/2

CM−k
(L−n)/2

CM
L/2

. (S16)

Therefore, the eigenvalues Λ(L, M, k) of the reduced density

matrix ρL(n, M) are Λ(L, M, k) = [λ(L, M, k)]2. Hence, the

entanglement entropy may be evaluated as follows

S L(n, M) = −
∑

k

Λ(L, M, k) log2Λ(L, M, k). (S17)

For our purpose, we have to simplify the eigenvalues

Λ(L, M, k) by resorting to the normal distribution approxima-

tion [S8]

Cb
a f b(1 − f )a−b

=
1

√

2πa f (1 − f )
exp[− (b − a f )2

2a f (1 − f )
], (S18)

where a f (1 − f ) ≫ 1, with f = 2M/L being a filling factor.

Hence, we have

Λ(L, M, k) =
Ck

n/2
f k(1 − f )n/2−kC

(M−k)

(L−n)/2
f M−k(1 − f )(L−n)/2−(M−k)

CM
L/2

f M(1 − f )L/2−M

(S19)

=
1

n

1
√
πα

exp [− (k/n − f /2)2

α
], (S20)

where α = f (1 − f )(L − n)/nL. We remark that this approach

has been exploited by Popkov and Salerno [S9] to treat the

entanglement entropy for the SU(2) spin-1/2 ferromagnetic

states. Substituting Eq.(S20) into Eq.(S17) and replacing the

sum with an integral, we obtain

S L(n, M) =

∫ 1

0

R log2(R/n)dx, (S21)

with

R =
1
√
πα

exp [− (x − f /2)2

α
]. (S22)

For large n, Eq.(S21) becomes

S L(n, M) =
1

2
log2[πe f (1 − f )] +

1

2
log2 [n(1 − n/L)].

(S23)

In the thermodynamic limit L → ∞, S L(n, M) should be re-

placed by S f (n), which scales with the block size n as follows

S f (n) =
1

2
log2[πe f (1 − f )] +

1

2
log2 n. (S24)

This confirms that the fractal dimension d f [S10] is identical

to the number of type-B GMs NB: d f = NB = 1 for highly de-

generate ground states on the characteristic line Jx/Jz = Jy/Jz

with 0 < Jx/Jz < Jc
x. Here, we remark that Jc

x ≈ 0.377, as

follows from the iTEBD simulations.

The same treatment also works for highly degenerate

ground states, as a result of SSB from the staggered SU(2)

symmetry group to the residual symmetry group U(1) on the

characteristic line Jy = Jz with 0 < Jx/Jz < 1.

Acknowledgements. We thank Murray Batchelor, John

Fjaerestad and Ian McCulloch for enlightening discussions.



5

[S1] Y.-W. Dai, Q.-Q. Shi, H.-Q. Zhou, and I. P. McCulloch,

arXiv:2201.01434 (2022).

[S2] Q.-Q. Shi, Y.-W. Dai, S.-H. Li, and H.-Q. Zhou,

arXiv:2204.05692 (2022).
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