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We investigate the quantum phase transition in the alternating XY chain with the XZY+YZX
type of three-spin interactions. We present the exact solution derived by means of the Jordan-Wigner
transformation and study the average magnetization, spin correlations, and von Neumann entropy
to establish the phase diagram. By examining the nearest-neighbor transverse spin correlation, we
probe that in the phase with zero magnetization (ZM), the spins within a supercell tend to point to
opposite directions of the external field, but between the nearest-neighbor supercells are distributed
randomly. This is the reason for the magnetization vanishing in the ZM phase under the alternating
hopping interaction. In addition, we also investigate the influence of the three-site interaction, and
find that the ZM phase is absent as the strength of the three-site interaction increases. Our findings
shed light on the complex behavior of the alternating XY chain and provide valuable insights for
future studies.

I. INTRODUCTION

The system of interacting spins on a lattice provides
an incredibly versatile platform for investigating intri-
cate quantum phases and phase transitions that arise
due to the interplay of various quantum phenomena and
symmetries1,2. Various forms of spin interaction are re-
alized in lattice spin systems, which have discovered a
plethora of quantum phases, such as symmetry-protected
topological phases3–6 and quantum spin liquids6–12. In
addition to the spin interaction, with the rapid develop-
ment of spin-orbit physics, the strong spin-orbit coupling
in the magnetic systems leads to intrinsically frustrated
orbital (pseudospin) interactions. Such pseudospin inter-
actions are different from the Heisenberg SU(2) isotropic
exchanges and have attracted much attention from both
theoretical13–19 and experimental20–23 perspectives. In
this regard, studying interacting lattice spin systems can
not only help us understand the complexity of quantum
phases and phase transitions but also provide an impor-
tant theoretical basis for exploring new quantum mate-
rials and applications.

Most lattice spin models with complex interaction are
difficult to solve rigorously. A sensible and common ap-
proach is to extend a model known to be exactly solvable
by adding additional interactions or modifying its lattice.
This method has repeatedly achieved great results. For
instance, the chiral phase is found in the XY chain with
the additional Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction24–27,
which can be used to explain the anti-ferromagnetic
behavior28,29; The detailed localized-extended classifica-

tion phase diagram of ferromagnetic (FM) and param-
agnetic (PM) phases was explored in the transverse field
Ising model in a quasi-periodic lattice30–32. The later
example of the quasi-periodic model has also been in-
vestigated using the asymptotic results of the periodic
chain in the increasing-size superlattice33–35. It is worth
noting that a unique magnetic phase, characterized by
zero magnetization, arises under certain periodic modu-
lations. However, this phase has not received significant
attention in previous studies, leading to a limited under-
standing of its properties. Despite being classified as the
paramagnetic phase36, there is a lack of research investi-
gating the local order parameter of this phase.

Additionally, the literature focuses on the nearest-
neighbor interactions in most systems. However, consid-
ering the spin interaction originating from the superex-
change of the long-range Coulomb potential, the effect of
long-range interactions must be addressed when apply-
ing the theory to realistic materials. Recently, three-site
interactions received considerable attention5,37–46. For
instance, the chiral phase is also found in the quan-
tum spin chains with the XZY-YZX type of three-site
interaction44,46. Two kinds of spin liquid phases are
present in the anisotropic XY chain with XZX+YZY
type of three-site interaction38,40,45. Such complex inter-
actions between three subsequent sites essentially enrich
the ground state phase diagram of the spin model and
open new opportunities for underlying physics.

In this paper, we consider the alternating XY
chain47,48 with XZX+YZY type of three-site interaction
in the transverse field [see Fig. 1]. We show that this
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the structure of the al-
ternating XY chain.

model is exactly solvable and obtain the ground state
phase diagram by calculating the average magnetization
and spin correlations. By examining the nearest-neighbor
transverse spin correlation, we probe that in the phase
with zero magnetization (ZM), spins within a supercell
point to the opposite direction along the external field,
and spins between supercells are not coupled. Addition-
ally, by investigating the von Neumann entropy, we no-
tice that the von Neumann entropy in the phase with
zero magnetization has certainly large value while is dif-
ferent from the cases in the paramagnetic phase. This
exactly explains the reason for the magnetization van-
ishing in the so-called ZM phase. The ZM phase induced
by the alternating interaction thus should not be classi-
fied as the PM phase. In addition, we also discuss the
influence of the three-site interaction, and find that the
zero magnetization phase is absent as the strength of the
three-site interaction increases, instead of the appearance
of two ferromagnetic phases.

The article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we in-
troduce the alternating XY chain with XZX+YZY type
of three-site interaction. By exactly diagonalizing the
Hamiltonian, we obtain the expression of the quasiparti-
cle excitation spectra and the phase diagrams separated
by the quantum critical lines. In Sec. III, the aver-
age magnetization and spin correlations are calculated
to identify each phase. In Sec. IV, we study the behavior
of von Neumann entropy within each phase and on the
quantum critical lines. Finally, we give a summary of our
main results and conclude in Sec. V.

II. MODEL

The Hamiltonian of the one-dimensional extended XY
chain in the transverse field with the alternating hopping
and XZX+YZY type of three-site interaction is

H = −1

2

N∑
n=1

{J0 + (−1)n−1J1
2

[(1 + γ)σx
nσ

x
n+1

+ (1− γ)σy
nσ

y
n+1] + hσz

n}

− 1

2

N∑
n=1

Ω(σx
n−1σ

z
nσ

x
n+1 + σy

n−1σ
z
nσ

y
n+1),

(1)

where σx,y,z are the Pauli matrices, Jn = J0+(−1)n−1J1
are the strength of the hopping interactions between the

nearest-neighbor spins, γ is the anisotropic parameter,
and h is the external field. The Hamiltonian (1) can
be transformed to the extended XY chain in the alter-
nating field [hn = h0 + (−1)n−1h1] due to the duality
transformation30,49. For convenience, we define the pa-
rameter

α =
J0 − J1
J0 + J1

(2)

with J0+J1 = 1 without losing the generality. Assuming
periodic boundary conditions, the Hamiltonian (1) can be
exactly solved using the Jordan-Wigner transformation
that maps the Hamiltonian (1) to a system of spinless
fermion in the double lattice. Since each momentum is
decoupled, we obtain the diagonalized Hamiltonian

H =
∑
k

[Λk1(η
†
k1ηk1 −

1

2
) + Λk2(η

†
k2ηk2 −

1

2
)] (3)

in momentum space after performing the Fourier and
Bogoliubov transformations, where the Bogoliubov co-
efficients are obtained by solving the eigenproblem of
the Bloch Hamiltonian Hk (more details seen in Ap-
pendix A). The eigenproblem of the Block Hamiltonian
Hk is equivalent to solving a quartic equation concerning
the quasiparticle excitation spectra Λk1(2). The solutions
are given by

Λk1 =

√
P −

√
P 2 − 4Q

2
, (4)

Λk2 =

√
P +

√
P 2 − 4Q

2
(5)

with

P = 2|Ak|2 + 2|Bk|2 + 2(h− Ωcos k)2, (6)

Q = (h− Ωcos k)4 + 2(h− Ωcos k)2(|Bk|2 − |Ak|2)
+ (B2

k −A2
k)[(B

∗
k)

2 −A∗
k)

2],
(7)

Ak =
1

2
(1 + αeik), and Bk =

1

2
γ(1− αeik). (8)

The critical point of the QPT appears where the band
gap closes, corresponding to min(Λk1) = 0. Hence, we
obtain the critical point by solving the minimum value
of the lower quasiparticle excitation spectrum, i.e.{

Λk1 = 0,
dΛk1

dk = 0.
(9)

With fixed α and Ω, we obtain the critical lines in the
(h− γ) plane: for −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1,

h±c1 = Ω±
√
(1 + α2)(1− γ2) + 2α(1 + γ2)

2
; (10)
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FIG. 2. Phase diagrams in the (h− γ) plane with fixed α = 0.5 for (a) Ω = 0.2, (b) Ω = 0.4, and (c) Ω = 0.6, respectively.
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FIG. 3. The second-order derivative of the average ground-
state energy e0 as a function of the external field h for (a)
Ω = 0.2, (b) Ω = 0.4, and (c) Ω = 0.6, with fixed α = 0.5 and
γ = 0.2.

for − 1−α
1+α ≤ γ ≤

1−α
1+α ,

h±c2 = −Ω±
√

(1 + α2)(1− γ2)− 2α(1 + γ2)

2
. (11)

According to Eqs. (10) and (11), we know that the dis-
tance of critical lines h±c1 for γ = 0 is 1+α, the center of
the critical lines h±c1 is Ω, the distance of h±c2 for γ = 0
is 1 − α, and the center of critical lines h±c2 is −Ω. We
thus obtain the phase diagram, and it is foreseeable that
the model exhibits a non-symmetric phase diagram with
respect to h = 0 due to the three-spin interactions, as
three typical instances shown in Fig. 2:
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FIG. 4. The second-order derivative of e0 as a function of
the anisotropic parameter γ for (a) Ω = 0.2, h = −0.2, (b)
Ω = 0.4, h = −0.5, and (c) Ω = 0.6, h = −0.6.

• If Ω < α
2 , the critical line h−c2 is located at the left

of h−c1, and the phase diagram consists of five parts
[see regions I, II, III, IV, and V in Fig. 2 (a)].

• If Ω > 1
2 , the critical line h

+
c2 is located at the right

of h−c1, and the phase diagram consists of six parts,
corresponding the vanishment of the region V and
the appearances of two regions VI and VIII [see
Fig. 2 (c)].

• If α
2 < Ω < 1

2 , the phase diagram consists of seven
parts in which the regions V, VI, and VIII appear
simultaneously [see Fig. 2 (b)].

To verify the category of the phase transition at the
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FIG. 5. The average magnetization Mz and its first-order
derivative dMz

dh
as functions of the external field h for (a)

Ω = 0.2, (b) Ω = 0.4, and (c) Ω = 0.6, with fixed α = 0.5 and
γ = 0.2.

critical lines, it is helpful to consider the average ground-
state energy varying with the external field h and the
anisotropic parameter γ. Since both the quasiparticle
excitation spectra satisfy Λk1(2) ≥ 0 for each k > 0, the
ground state is the quasiparticle vacuum state. There-
fore, the ground-state energy density is given by

e0 = − 1

N

∑
k

(Λk1 + Λk2). (12)

In Figs. 3 and 4, we display the second-order deriva-
tives of e0 with respect to h and γ, respectively. The

divergence of the second-order derivative d2e0
dh2 (

d2e0
dγ2 ) at

the critical point of phase transition indicates that the
system undergoes a second-order phase transition.

Subsequently, we will determine the characteristics of
each phase by calculating the order parameters within
each phase.

III. ORDER PARAMETERS

Due to the invariance of the Hamiltonian under the
rotation transformation (σx, σy, σz) → (−σx,−σy, σz),
the order parameters mx = ⟨ψ0|σx

n|ψ0⟩ and my =
⟨ψ0|σy

0 |ψ0⟩ must give zero. Instead, the order param-
eter mz = ⟨ψ0|σz

n|ψ0⟩ and the correlation functions
Cx

r = ⟨ψ0|σx
nσ

x
n+r|ψ0⟩, and Cy

r = ⟨ψ0|σy
nσ

y
n+r|ψ0⟩ are

better measures of the long-range order. Following the
method used by Lieb et al.50, we can express the spin-
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FIG. 6. The long-range order parameters ρx = Cx
N
2

and ρy =

Cy
N
2

as functions of the external field h for (a) Ω = 0.2, (b)

Ω = 0.4, and (c) Ω = 0.6, with fixed α = 0.5 and γ = 0.2.

spin correlators in terms of fermionic operators, such as

Cx
r = ⟨ψ0|σx

nσ
x
n+r|ψ0⟩

= ⟨ψ0|(c†n + cn) exp (iπ

n+r−1∑
m=n

c†mcm)(c†n+r + cn+r)|ψ0⟩.

(13)

Next, using Wick’s theorem, the correlation function is
given by a determinant

Cx
r =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Gn,n+1 Gn,n+2 · · · Gn,n+r

...
...

...
...

Gn+r−1,n+1 Gn+r−1,n+2 · · · Gn+r−1,n+r

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ,
(14)

with

Gm,n = ⟨(c†m − cm)(c†n + cn)⟩. (15)

Similarly, we obtain

Cy
r =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Gn+1,n Gn+1,n+1 · · · Gn+1,n+r−1

...
...

...
...

Gn+r,n Gn+r,n+1 · · · Gn+r,n+r−1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ , (16)

and

mz = 2⟨c†ncn⟩ − 1 = Gnn. (17)

In Fig. 5, we display the average magnetization

Mz =
1

N

∑
n

mz
n =

1

N

∑
n

Gnn (18)
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TABLE I. A outline of the order parameters Mz, ρ
x, and ρy

in each phase.

Mz ρx ρy

I -1 (h < h−
c2) 0 0

II change with h > 0 0

III change with h 0 > 0

IV 1 0 0

V ≈ 0 0 0

VI change with h 0 > 0

VII change with h > 0 0

as a function of the external field h for the three typical
cases as shown in Fig. 3 and 4. From Figs. (a) and (b),
it can be observed that the average magnetization Mz

exhibits plateaus (remain constant with the increase of
h) at phases I, V, and IV, corresponding to Mz = −1 in
phase I (h < h−c2), Mz ≈ 0 in phase V, and Mz = 1 in
phase IV. It is evident that phases I and IV exhibit the
paramagnetic behavior here. Additionally, the first-order
derivatives dMz

dh of the average magnetization show the
nonanalytic singularities at the critical points between
each phase.

Since the order parameters mx and my equal zero all
the time, we consider the long-range order characterized
by

ρx = lim
r→∞

Cx
r , (19)

ρy = lim
r→∞

Cy
r . (20)

For the system with the periodic boundary condition,
the limitation of r takes N

2 , corresponding to Cx
N
2

and

Cy
N
2

. In general, the phase with ρx = 0 and ρy = 0 is

referred to as a PM phase while the phase with ρx ̸= 0
(or ρy ̸= 0) is referred to as a ferromagnetic phase along
x direction (or y direction). In Fig. 6, we display the
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FIG. 8. The average transverse spin-spin correlation functions
TCodd and TCeven as functions of the external field h for (a)
Ω = 0.2, and for (b) Ω = 0.4, with fixed α = 0.5 and γ = 0.2.

long-range order parameter ρx = Cx
N
2

and ρy = Cy
N
2

as

functions of the external field h. As seen in Fig. 6 (a),
ρx has a finite value in phase II but vanishes in other
phases like ρy, which indicates that the phase II exhibits
the ferromagnetic behavior along the x direction. How-
ever interestingly, for the cases with additional phases VI
and VII shown in Fig. 3 (b) and (c), ρy is found to have
a finite value in phase VII and ρx equals zero simultane-
ously. This suggests that the additional phase VI may
take the ferromagnetic behavior along the y−direction.
To further discuss the properties of phases VI and VII,
we show the results that ρx = Cx

N
2

and ρy = Cy
N
2

vary

with the anisotropic parameter γ with fixed h = −0.5
(crossing the critical line between phase VI and VIII)
in Fig. 4 (a). We also compare the results for h = 0.5,
which crosses the critical line between phases II and III,
in Fig. 7 (b). It is clear that from Fig. 7 (b) phases II and
III show the characteristics of the ferromagnetic phase36.
Similarly, we confirm that phase VI takes the ferromag-
netic behavior along the y− direction and phase VII takes
the ferromagnetic behavior along the x− direction.

In a brief summary, we outline the behavior of the or-
der parametersMz, ρ

x, and ρy in Table. I. We notice that
except for phase V, other phases are easy to distinguish:
phases I and IV are the PM phase, phases II and VII are
the FM phase along the x direction, and phases III and
VI are the FM phase along the y direction (FMy).

As for phase V, the results show it has anti-magnetic
behavior. We further study the nearest-neighbor trans-
verse correlation functions within and between super-
cells, i.e. Cz

2l−1,2l = ⟨ψ0|σz
2l−1σ

z
2l|ψ0⟩ and Cz

2l,2l+1 =

⟨ψ0|σz
2lσ

z
2l+1|ψ0⟩. We consider the average nearest-
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neighbor transverse correlation (TC) functions

TCodd =
2

N

N/2∑
l=1

Cz
2l−1,2l, (21)

TCeven =
2

N

N/2∑
l=1

Cz
2l,2l+1, (22)

where the local transverse spin-spin correlation function
is obtained by

Cz
n,n+r = GnnGn+r,n+r −Gn,n+rGn+r,n. (23)

Note that TCodd denotes the correlation of spins con-
nected with the strong hopping interaction J0+J1 within
a supercell, and TCeven denotes the correlation of spins
connected with weak hopping interaction J0−J1 between
the near-neighbor supercells.

In Fig. 8, we display the average transverse spin-spin
correlation functions TCodd and TCeven as functions of
the external field h. It is observed that both TCodd and
TCeven converge towards the unit for systems in phases I
and IV, indicating all spins polarized along the direction
of external fields. However, for systems in phase V, we see
TCodd converge towards a negative value approaching the
minus unit, but TCeven approaches approximately zeros.
This indicates that the two spins within a supercell tend
to point to the opposite direction of the external field
(more dimerized results are seen in Appendix C), and
spins between the near-neighbor supercells are weakly
coupled. The spins within a supercell act equivalent to
a spinon with a small spin and the spins between the
supercells are distributed randomly. This is exactly the
reason for the average magnetization Mz vanishing in
phase V. As a result, the system within phase I ends in
the paramagnetic states like | ←← ... ←⟩, within phase
IV like | →→ ...→⟩, and within phase V like |...←→→←
...⟩.

IV. QUANTUM ENTANGLEMENT

With the development in the study of quantum compu-
tation and quantum information, the quantum entangle-
ment has drawn increasing interest51,52. In the context of
statistical physics, the connection between entanglement
and QPT is widely studied, where the entanglement in-
creases as the system size scaling as SL ∼ A logL53–56.
The coefficient A is found to depend on the type of phase
transition36. Specifically, for the Ising transition, SL is
proportional to 1

6 log2 L, and for the anisotropic transi-

tion, SL is proportional to 1
3 log2 L. In the following,

we will discuss the entanglement in our model to gain a
deeper understanding of the relationship between entan-
glement and quantum phase transitions. By studying the
scaling behavior of entanglement in our model, we hope
to provide further confirmation of the different types of
phases.

0 100 200 300 400 500
L

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

S L

I
I

VI
VI

V
V

II
II

IV
IV

FIG. 9. The von Neumann entropy as a function of the size
L of the sublattice for the system within each phase. The
system parameters for each phase are h = −1.0 for phase
I, h = −0.5 for phase VI, h = −0.3 for phase V, h = 0.5
for phase II, and h = 1.5 for phase IV, with fixed α = 0.5,
Ω = 0.4, and γ = 0.2. The solid lines show the results of the
odd L, and the short-dashed lines show that of the even L.
The system size here is N = 512.

The entanglement is basically measured by the von
Neumann entropy, which is defined as the negative av-
erage of the logarithm of the eigenvalues of the reduced
density matrix of a subsystem of the system and is given
by

SL = −tr(ρL log2 ρL). (24)

Here, ρL is the reduced density matrix for L contiguous
spins. The von Neumann entropy SL can be written as53

SL = −
L∑

n=1

[
1− λn

2
log2 (

1− λn
2

)

+
1 + λn

2
log2 (

1 + λn
2

)],

(25)

where λn are all positive eigenvalues of the matrix

Λ =


Π11 Π12 · · · Π1L

Π21 Π22 · · · Π2L

· · · · · · · · · · · ·
ΠL1 ΠL2 · · · ΠLL

 (26)

with

Πmn =

(
0 Gmn

−Gnm 0

)
, (27)

where Gmn is defined in Eq. (15).
In Fig. 9, we display the von Neumann entropy as a

function of the size L for the system within each phase.
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hc1

hc1

h +
c2

h +
c2

h +
c1

h +
c1

c

c

FIG. 10. The von Neumann entropy as a function of log2 L
for the system at the critical point. Four typical results are
calculated for the critical points are h−

c2 = −0.6, h−
c1 ≈ 0.348,

h+
c2 = −0.2, and h+

c1 ≈ 1.148 with fixed α = 0.5, Ω = 0.4,
and γ = 0.2. The slopes of these cases from the numerical
results are approaching 1

6
. The other one is calculated for the

critical point γc = 0 with α = 0.5, Ω = 0.4, and h = −0.5.
The slope is approaching 1

3
. The solid lines with the circle

markers show the results of the odd L, and the dashed lines
with square markers show that of the even L.

For simplicity, we only show the results of the system
with Ω = 0.4, for which phases V, VI, and VII appear
simultaneously. Since the definition of von Neumann en-
tropy is based on the local block in the finite chain, the
values of von Neumann entropy are observed to be dif-
ferent for the odd and even L. For each case shown in
Fig. 9, we can see that the von Neumann entropy has a
small value approaching zero in phases I and IV. This
indicates that the states in phases I and IV are deter-
ministic, consistent with the behavior of the PM phase
where all spins point to the direction of the external field.
However, the von Neumann entropy in phase V has cer-
tainly large value, suggesting its difference from that in
the PM phase. The result is easy to explain that the spins
between the supercells are not strongly coupled, so the
spins between the supercells are distributed randomly.

Then, we consider the von Neumann entropy near the
quantum critical point. Fig. 10 exhibits the von Neu-
mann entropy as a function of log2 L for the system at
the critical point. Although the von Neumann entropy
has different values for the odd L and even L, the scaling
behavior of it varying with the size L is the same. The
numerical results show that the von Neumann entropy
scales as SL ∼ 1

6 log2 L for the system at the critical

points h±c1 and h±c2. This suggests that the system under-
goes the Ising transition by changing the external field
h across the critical points. While for the system at the
critical points γc = 0, we observe that the von Neumann
entropy scales as SL ∼ 1

3 log2 L. Similarly, this suggests

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
h

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

PM FMx PM

FMy

FMy

FMx
ZM

FIG. 11. The final phase diagram in the (h − γ) plane for
α = 0.5 and Ω = 0.37, which is the intermediate case with all
phases coexisting.

that the system undergoes the anisotropic transition by
changing the anisotropic parameter γ.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigate the quantum phase transi-
tion in the alternating XY chain with XZY+YZX type of
three-spin interactions. Based on the inverse symmetry
of the quantum critical lines with respect to ±Ω, in which
Ω is exactly the strength of the three-spin interaction, we
find three cases of the phase diagram of the model. As
Ω increases with fixed alternating hopping interaction,
we will see the disappearance of the ZM phase, the oc-
currence of two new FM phases, and the intermediate
process in which multiple phases coexist. The interme-
diate case with all phases coexisting is seen in Fig. 11.
The phase diagram consists of seven regions: two PM
phases, two FMx phases, two FMy phases, and a ZM
phase. Each phase is identified by calculating the aver-
age magnetization, long-range two-point order parame-
ters, and von Neumann entropy. In particular, it should
be noticed that by calculating the nearest-neighbor spin-
spin correlator Cz

r , we find that the spins within a su-
percell construct a cluster spinon with small total spin,
corresponding to that spins tend to point to the oppo-
site direction of the external field. The spins between
the nearest-neighbor supercells are distributed randomly
since the couple approaches zero. This is why the phase
exhibits zero magnetic behavior, which has never been
well understood in the literature.
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Appendix A: Diagonalization of the Hamiltonian

By implementing the Jordan-Wigner transformation,
we transform the Hamiltonian (1) into the spinless free

fermion model in the double lattice by

H = −1

2

N ′∑
n=1

[c†n,1cn,2 + γc†n,1c
†
n,2 + h.c.]

− 1

2

N ′∑
n=1

[α(c†n,2cn+1,1 + γc†n,2c
†
n+1,1 + h.c.)]

− 1

2

N ′∑
n=1

[h(c†n,1cn,1 + c†n,2cn,2 + h.c.)]

+
1

2

N ′∑
n=1

[Ω(c†n,1cn+1,1 + c†n,2cn+1,2 + h.c.)]

(A1)

with N ′ = N/2. The periodic boundary condition

demands that c†N+1,1(2) = c†1,1(2). After performing

the Fourier transformation with a unit lattice con-
stant, i.e. c†n,1(2) = 1√

N ′

∑
k c

†
k1(2)e

ikn and cn,1(2) =
1√
N ′

∑
k ck1(2)e

−ikn, we can express the above Hamilto-

nian in the form

H =
∑
k>0

Hk =
∑
k>0

Ψ†
kHkΨk (A2)

in the half Brillouin zone k ∈ (0, π], where the spinor

operator is Ψ†
k = (c†k1, c

†
k2, c−k1, c−k2), and the Bloch

Hamiltonian is in the matrix form

Hk =


−(h− Ωcos k) 0 − 1

2 (1 + αeik) − 1
2γ(1− αe

ik)

0 h− Ωcos k 1
2γ(1− αe

ik) 1
2 (1 + αeik)

− 1
2 (1 + αe−ik) 1

2γ(1− αe
−ik) −(h− Ωcos k) 0

− 1
2γ(1− αe

−ik) 1
2 (1 + αe−ik) 0 h− Ωcos k

 . (A3)

The Bloch Hamiltonian Hk can be diagonalized by the
standard diagonalization procedure of the Hermitian ma-
trix, which yields

Hk = UΛkU
† (A4)

with Λk = diag(Λk1,Λk2,−Λ−k1,−Λ−k2) and UU† = I.
By defining the following canonical transformation

(η†k1, η
†
k2, η−k1, η−k2) = (c†k1, c

†
k2, c−k1, c−k2)U, (A5)

we finally obtain the Hamiltonian in the diagonal form

H =
∑
k

[Λk1(η
†
k1ηk1 −

1

2
) + Λk2(η

†
k2ηk2 −

1

2
)]. (A6)

Appendix B: Eigenvalues of the Bloch Hamiltonian

The eigenvalue of the Bloch Hamiltonian Hk can be ob-
tained by solving a corresponding quartic equation. From

the eigenequation

HkΦk = εkΦk, (B1)

we obtain the following quartic equation concerning the
eigenvalue

ε4k + ε2k[−2|Ak|2 − 2|Bk|2 − 2(h− Ωcos k)2] (B2)

(h− Ωcos k)4 + 2(h− Ωcos k)2(|Bk|2 − |Ak|2) (B3)

+(B2
k −A2

k)[(B
∗
k)

2 −A∗
k)

2] = 0 (B4)

with

Ak =
1

2
(1 + αeik), and Bk =

1

2
γ(1− αeik). (B5)

By setting

P = 2|Ak|2 + 2|Bk|2 + 2(h− Ωcos k)2, (B6)

Q = (h− Ωcos k)4 + 2(h− Ωcos k)2(|Bk|2 − |Ak|2)
+ (B2

k −A2
k)[(B

∗
k)

2 −A∗
k)

2],

(B7)
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we simplify the quartic equation in the form

ε4k + Pε2k +Q = 0, (B8)

and obtain the solutions by

εk = ±

√
P ±

√
P 2 − 4Q

2
. (B9)

Appendix C: Method to calculate the order
parameters

The Hamiltonian (1) is turned into a quadratic form
in real space

H =

N∑
mn=1

[c†mAmncn +
1

2
(c†mBmnc

†
n + h.c.)], (C1)

with

Amn = −hδmn −
Jn
2
δm,n+1 −

Jm
2
δm+1,n

+
Ω

2
(δm,n+2 + δm+2,n),

(C2)

and

Bmn = −Jm
2
γδm+1,n +

Jn
2
γδm,n+1. (C3)

Using the Bogoliubov transformation

ηm =
∑
n

(
ϕmn + ψmn

2
cn +

ϕmn − ψmn

2
c†n), (C4)

η†m =
∑
n

(
ϕmn + ψmn

2
c†n +

ϕmn − ψmn

2
cn), (C5)

the Hamiltonian is reduced to the diagonal form in real
space

H =
∑
m

Λm(η†mηm −
1

2
), (C6)

where Λm is the excitation energy of the m−th quasi-
particle mode. Both ϕmn and ψmn can be obtained by
solving the coupled equations

Λmϕmn =
∑
n

ψmn(Anm +Bnm), (C7)

Λmψmn =
∑
n

ψmn(Anm −Bnm). (C8)

By defining

U =
ϕ+ ψ

2
, (C9)

V =
ϕ− ψ

2
, (C10)

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
1.0

0.5
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I II V II IV
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TCeven

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
h

1.0
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0.0
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1.0

TC
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(b)

= 0.4
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FIG. 12. The average transverse spin-spin correlation func-
tions TCodd and TCeven as functions of the external field h
for (a) Ω = 0.2, and for (b) Ω = 0.4, with fixed α = 0.2 and
γ = 0.2.

we have

c†mc
†
n =

∑
jj′

(UjmUj′nη
†
jη

†
j′ + UjmVj′nη

†
jηj′

+ VjmUj′nηjη
†
j′ + VjmVj′ncjcj′),

(C11)

cmcn =
∑
jj′

(UjmUj′nηjηj′ + UjmVj′nηjη
†
j′

+ VjmUj′nη
†
jηj′ + VjmVj′nc

†
jc

†
j′),

(C12)

c†mcn =
∑
jj′

(UjmUj′nη
†
jηj′ + UjmVj′nη

†
jη

†
j′

+ VjmUj′nηjηj′ + VjmVj′ncjc
†
j′),

(C13)

and

cmc
†
n =

∑
jj′

(UjmUj′nηjη
†
j′ + UjmVj′nηjηj′

+ VjmUj′nη
†
jη

†
j′ + VjmVj′nc

†
jcj′).

(C14)

We thus obtain

Gmn = ⟨(c†m − cm)(c†n + cn)⟩ = −
∑
j

ψjmϕjn. (C15)

Appendix D: Case of the dimerized lattice

Now, we show more evidence that the spins within
a supercell point to the opposite direction along the
external field in the dimerized limits. In Fig. 12, we
show the average transverse spin-spin correlation func-
tions TCodd and TCeven as functions of the external field
h for α = J0−J1

J0+J1
= 0.2. It can be seen that, as compared

to the results of α = 0.5 (see Fig. 8), the correlation
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functions TCodd and TCeven show the clearer plateaus in
the ZM phase, corresponding to TCodd ≈ −0.998 ≈ −1
and TCeven ≈ 0. The results indicate that in the dimer-
ized limit, the spins within a supercell construct an anti-

paramagentic cluster in the ZM phase, and the spins
between the nearest-neighbor supercells have no corre-
lations, corresponding to the random distribution of the
supercells.
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214417 (2016).

47 J. Perk, H. Capel, M. Zuilhof, and T. Siskens, Physica A:
Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 81, 319 (1975).

48 T. Siskens, H. Capel, and J. Perk, Physics Letters A 53,
21 (1975).

49 S. Suzuki, J.-i. Inoue, and B. K. Chakrabarti, “Transverse
ising chain (pure system),” in Quantum Ising Phases and
Transitions in Transverse Ising Models (Springer Berlin
Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2013) pp. 13–46.

50 E. Lieb, T. Schultz, and D. Mattis, Annals of Physics 16,
407 (1961).

51 M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang, Quantum Computa-
tion and Quantum Information: 10th Anniversary Edition,
10th ed. (Cambridge University Press, USA, 2011).

52 L. Amico, R. Fazio, A. Osterloh, and V. Vedral, Rev. Mod.
Phys. 80, 517 (2008).

53 G. Vidal, J. I. Latorre, E. Rico, and A. Kitaev, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 90, 227902 (2003).

54 P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, Journal of Statistical Mechan-
ics: Theory and Experiment 2004, P06002 (2004).

55 A. R. Its, B.-Q. Jin, and V. E. Korepin, Journal of Physics
A: Mathematical and General 38, 2975 (2005).

56 I. Peschel, Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and
Experiment 2004, P12005 (2004).

mailto:mzhong@njnu.edu.cn
pqtong@njnu.edu.cn
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511973765
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/8676
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031214-014740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031214-014740
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0031-8949/2015/T164/014009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.177204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.177204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.89.041004
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0025-5408(73)90167-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.65.165113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.17
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.78.17
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1163196
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.1163196
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08917
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/80/1/016502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/80/1/016502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.160403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.160403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.200406
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.027204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.027204
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.147201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-020911-125138
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.5.011037
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.5.011037
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-033117-053934
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-033117-053934
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1167106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature11841
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s42254-019-0038-2
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.aay0668
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.aay0668
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(75)90029-1
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(75)90029-1
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(76)90515-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.73.214407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.214414
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3697(58)90076-3
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-3697(58)90076-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.120.91
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.031061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.031061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.175702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.175702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.98.032110
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-4526(01)00546-4
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-4526(01)00546-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.65.064421
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.017201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/43/50/505302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/43/50/505302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.60.9232
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjb/e2003-00113-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1140/epjb/e2003-00113-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.064405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.064405
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.174404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.81.044304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.81.044304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.174428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.174428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.052323
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1742-5468/2012/01/P01003
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1742-5468/2012/01/P01003
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1742-5468/2012/01/P01003
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.92.184427
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.92.184427
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.93.214417
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.93.214417
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(75)90052-7
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0378-4371(75)90052-7
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(75)90328-X
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(75)90328-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-33039-1_2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-33039-1_2
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(61)90115-4
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(61)90115-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.517
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.517
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.227902
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.227902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/06/P06002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/06/P06002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/38/13/011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/38/13/011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/12/P12005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/12/P12005

	Quantum phase transitions in the alternating XY chain with three-site interaction
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Model
	Order parameters
	Quantum entanglement
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	Diagonalization of the Hamiltonian
	Eigenvalues of the Bloch Hamiltonian
	Method to calculate the order parameters
	Case of the dimerized lattice
	References


