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Both the Haldane spin chain and a topologically dimerized chain feature topologically protected
edge states that are expected to be robust against some kind of noise. To elucidate whether it might
be feasible to create such edge states in dimerized chains in a controlled manner in solid states
environments, e.g. as spin chains on surfaces, as has already been successfully achieved with the
Haldane chain, we investigate their robustness with respect to long-range coupling, anisotropies and
finite chain length. The theoretical investigation is based on an alternating Heisenberg spin chain
with spin-1/2, which is investigated using exact diagonalization. We find that dimerized chains
and Haldane chains have robustness against long-range coupling and anisotropies. In particular,
dimerized spin chains are significantly more robust than Haldane chains.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological order and symmetry-protected topological
order and their signatures are currently a topic of consid-
erable research interest [1–5], both in non-interacting and
in interacting systems, and in one as well as in higher di-
mensions. A state with topological order can only go
over into a topologically trivial one by closing a gap,
and surface, edge, or end states are thus an important
feature of topologically nontrivial states. Considerable
effort is thus spent on realizing and investigating such
states, whether in topological states emerging in solids
or engineered from other building blocks.

In addition to providing signatures of topological or-
der, surface, edge, and end states are also sought out
as a potential use of topological systems. For instance,
chiral edges are protected against backscattering [4, 5],
and helical edge states transport only one spin in each
direction [4, 5], with uses in spintronics [6–9]. Topolog-
ical protection has been proposed as a transport chan-
nel for quantum information [10, 11], and excitations of
fractional quantum Hall states can be used in quantum
computation [12]. End states of topological spin chains
form effective spin-1/2 degrees of freedom and have been
conjectured to provide some protection from decoher-
ence [13] and have been proposed as a building block
for quantum computation [14].

The Haldane phase [1, 2, 15–17], a symmetry-
protected topological phase based on a conjecture of Hal-
dane [18, 19], is an early one-dimensional example for
an interaction-based topological scenario. In this chain
with spin one, superexchange induces an antiferromag-
netic (AFM) coupling between the spins. The result-
ing AFM ground state is separated from the lowest ex-
citations by a gap, which can be measured by neutron
scattering, susceptibility measurements and magnetiza-
tion measurement [20–31].

Conceptually, the properties of the Haldane chain can
be understood by splitting each spin-1 into two spin-1/2
and then coupling those into singlets [2, 15–17, 32–37],
see Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 1(b). One consequence of this sin-
glet decomposition are the left-over spin-1/2 at the edges,

also seen in Fig. 1(b). These are the topologically pro-
tected edge states, which leave measurable signature in
e.g. electron spin resonance [30, 36, 38–40], nuclear mag-
netic resonance [41] and inelastic neutron scattering [31].

Edge states of Haldane chains were theoretically con-
cluded to be also accessible to a scanning tunneling mi-
croscope (STM) [42] and have been successfully mea-
sured [43]. There are several reasons why the ideal sce-
nario can only be approximated: The two edges of fi-
nite chains, which can be realized in an STM, are cou-
pled, with the coupling between them suppressed expo-
nentially for longer chains. Moreover, magnetic superex-
change between spins is not strictly restricted to near-
est neighbors and longer-ranged interactions in general
increase coupling between the edge states. While they
can, in some cases, even be used to decouple edge states
from each other on finite chains, this requires delicate
fine tuning [44, 45]. Finally, signatures of the edge states
are rather sensitive to the z-axis anisotropy [42].

A second well-known one-dimensional topological state
is the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model [46], where
bonds alternate between stronger and weaker coupling.
It was originally considered for non-interacting fermions
at half filling, where the band structure likewise has zero-
energy edge states if the bonds at the ends are weak ones.
These can be empty or occupied, i.e. act like a spin-
1/2 degree of freedom. For non-interacting bosons or fi-
nite onsite interactions, these zero-energy states likewise
exist, but next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) hopping moves
them away from zero energy [47]. If onsite interactions
are infinite, i.e. for hard-core bosons that are in one di-
mension largely equivalent to fermions [48], the impact of
NNN hoppings onto the coupling of the edge states [49]
is largely removed. This has recently enabled the obser-
vation of the corresponding edge states in a dimerized
Rydberg-atom chain [49].

Here, we investigate edge states of dimerized [32–35,
37, 50–61] spin chains as sketched in Fig. 1. For a strong
FM coupling within dimers, the situation becomes clearly
similar to Haldane’s spin-1 chain, see Fig. 1(a-b). Indeed,
edge modes whose coupling vanishes exponentially with
system size have accordingly been investigated [62], and
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FIG. 1. Sketches for the ground states of a chain of spin-1/2
with alternating Heisenberg exchange couplings J1 and J2.
In the sketch for the Haldane phase (b), the green ellipses
are the effective spin-1, the red arrows indicate their AFM
coupling resulting in singlets, and the blue arrows are the free
edge spin-1/2. The sketch (a) shows the effective AFM spin-1
chain. The spin-1 in the sketch (a) are the green ellipses in
the sketch (b). In the sketches for the dimer phases (c), (d)
and (e), the red ellipses are singlets, and the blue arrows are
the free edge spins with spin-1/2.

the impact of NNN couplings on the topological phase
diagram has likewise been addressed [37, 52, 55, 56, 59].
Strong AFM coupling within as well as between dimers
leads to a scenario more similar to the SSH chain [51],
sketched in Fig. 1(d,e). The main theoretical difference to
the hard-core bosonic chain is that the latter is equivalent
to X-Y spins, while the spin model can include coupling
of Z components. [63] As a consequence, positive and
negative couplings can no longer be mapped onto each
other in the spin model.

Two perfect spin-1/2 edge states imply a four-fold de-
generate ground state, as each spin can be flipped with-
out penalty. To be observable, these four states need to
be separated from the rest of the spectrum by a gap.
While perfect degeneracy cannot be expected for finite
chains [64–66], splitting within the lowest four states
should be much smaller than the gap separating them
from the rest of the spectrum. Since we are here moti-
vated by spin chains in a scanning electron microscope,
AFM superexchange couplings are easier to achieve than
FM ones. Moreover, the direction perpendicular to the
surface is clearly special, so that some z-axis anisotropy
is to be expected [13, 67–74]. In addition to idealized
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FIG. 2. Phase diagram of an infinite alternating Heisenberg
spin chain with the alternating coupling constants J1 and J2.
The blue lines show the topological phase transition. Labels
(b)-(e) refer to the sketches shown in Fig. 1, which schemati-
cally illustrate the ground states.

dimerized chains, we thus also include anisotropies as
well as NNN couplings and investigate how they affect
ground state quasi-degeneracy.
The paper is structured as follows: In Sec. II we discuss

the Hamiltonian of our model. In addition, we introduce
our method to distinguish between the topological and
the topologically trivial phases. In Sec. III we discuss the
results obtained by varying the different parameters in
the Hamiltonian introduced in Sec. II. First, in Sec. III C,
we discuss the simplest possible chains. These chains
are isotropic and interactions are limited to the nearest
neighbor. We show how to use the method, see Sec. II,
to analyze the topological phase transitions. Therefore,
we analyze the different energy gaps between the lowest
energies. In the subsequent chapter, the different param-
eters of the Hamiltonian are analyzed. We start with the
NNN coupling in Sec. IIID, investigate z-axis anisotropy
in Sec. III E, and combine both in Sec. III F. The inelas-
tic tunneling current which is accessible in an STM is
discussed in Sec. III A. Section IV concludes the paper
and gives a summary of the results obtained as well as
an outlook to promising future studies.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

We start from an idealized dimerized [32–35, 37, 50–61]
chain with nearest-neighbor (NN) couplings

H = J1

N/2

∑

i=1

(Sx
2i−1S

x
2i + S

y
2i−1S

y
2i +∆zS

z
2i−1S

z
2i)

+ J2

N/2−1

∑

i=1

(Sx
2iS

x
2i+1 + S

y
2iS

y
2i+1 +∆zS

z
2iS

z
2i+1) ,

(1)

where J1 and J2 are the inter- and intra-dimer cou-
plings and ∆z gives their z-axis anisotropy. ∆z ≫ 1
leads to more Ising-like spins while ∆z ≪ 1 would im-
ply x-y anisotropy. Topological phases only occur with
an AFM [58] J2 > 0, see Fig. 2, and we use J2 as our unit
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of energy, i.e. J2 = 1. Since we are interested in edge
states, we use open boundary conditions (OBC), so that
edge states equivalent to S = 1

2
(see Fig. 1(b-d)) imply a

four-fold degenerate ground state [64–66].
These terms are complemented by NNN coupling [37,

52, 55, 56, 59]

HNNN = JNNN

N−2

∑

i=1

(Sx
i S

x
i+2 + S

y
i S

y
i+2 +∆zS

z
i S

z
i+2) . (2)

In addition, there can be an uniaxial single-ion
anisotropy [13, 16, 18, 33, 75–77] (D-anisotropy)

HD =D
N/2

∑

i=1

(Sz
2i−1 + S

z
2i)

2, (3)

where D is the strength of the anisotropy.
A standard method to distinguish between the topo-

logically trivial and nontrivial phases is the string or-
der parameter [33, 35, 37, 51, 58, 78] introduced by Nijs
and Rommelse [79] and Tasaki [80]. However, it is only
cleanly defined for infinite chains, while we are here ex-
plicitly interested in finite ones. Moreover, our focus is
mostly on the edge states in imperfect systems, where
they arise, and how robust they are. Consequently, we
use the (approximate) four-fold degeneracy of the ground
state, which is an important property of the topological
state of a chain with OBC, as a criterion.

We investigate the Hamiltonian by using exact diag-
onalization (ED) of chains, whose length is compara-
ble to the number of spins that can be assembled in an
STM [43, 67, 68, 70, 74, 81, 82]. Chains of, e.g., twelve
spins are accessible to full numerical diagonalization. In
some cases, we go to longer chains to assess finite-size
effects, which can be strong for short chains [64–66, 83],
and then use a band-Lanczos algorithm [84]. In this vari-
ant of the standard Lanczos approach, several starting
vectors are used at the same time and are mutually or-
thogonalized. While the plain Lanczos algorithm cannot
reliably resolve (near-)degeneracies [84], we can thus de-
termine them as long as the number of starting vectors
is greater than the degeneracy.

III. RESULTS

Fig. 3 shows the expectation value ⟨Sz
i ⟩ of the singlet

and triplet states of the edge modes, see Fig. 1(d), where
Sz
i is the spin operator of the i-th spin in the chain. The

triplet states with M = ±1 have, exactly as expected,
⟨Sz

i ⟩ ≈ ±1/2 at the edges and ⟨Sz
i ⟩ decays exponentially

towards the bulk of the chains. The stronger the dimer-
ization (i.e., the smaller ∣J1∣/J2), the smaller the differ-
ence ∣∣⟨Sz

i ⟩∣ − 1/2∣ at the edges.
Energy splitting as a criterion can be motivated by the

goal of observing an edge state. For instance, consider the
time evolution of a low-energy state prepared to have spin
’up’ at the left edge, which can be obtained by combining

1 5 8 12
sites

-0.5

0

0.5

Sz i

singlet
triplet, M = 1
triplet, M = 0
triplet, M = 1

FIG. 3. Expectation value ⟨Sz
i ⟩ of the singlet and triplet

states of the edge modes for an isotropic chain consisting of
twelve spins, with J1 = 0.5 and without NNN couplings. The
properties of the four ground states are well recognizable.

three of the four quasi-degenerate low-energy states, see
Fig. 3, as

∣i⟩ =
1
√

2
(∣S = 1,M = 1⟩

+

1
√

2
(∣S = 1,M = 0⟩ + ∣S = 0,M = 0⟩)) .

(4)

As can be seen in Fig. 4 at time t = 0, the z-component
of the spin on the right edge then averages to zero. Ex-
perimentally, one might expect such a state if the tem-
perature is low enough to bring the chain into its quasi-
degenerate low-energy manifold, but if a magnetic tip
polarizes one edge. Time evolution can then be calcu-
lated using ED.

Fig. 4 shows the time evolution of ⟨Sz
i ⟩ and compares

a Haldane-like scenario (i.e. with a strong FM J1) to a
dimer-scenario. One sees that in both cases, the positive
spin remains on the left edge for relatively long times
before tunneling to the right edge. The tunneling time
is inversely proportional to the energy difference between
the singlet and triplet states, i.e. directly related to the
splitting within the quasi-degenerate manifold resp. the
coupling of the edge modes.

Due to the finite length of the spin chains, there is an
energy gap between the singlet and the triplet states, see
Fig. 3. The singlet state is the ground state if J1 and J2
are AFM. A chain with FM J1 and AFM J2 has a singlet
ground state if N/2 is even and a triplet ground state if
N/2 is odd. This can be explained by the Lieb Schultz
Mattis theorem [85, 86].
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FIG. 4. Expectation value ∣⟨Sz
i ⟩∣ of the time evolution of a

state Eq. (4) prepared to have ⟨Sz
i ⟩ =

1
2
on the left edge for (a)

the dimer scenario with J1 = 0.7 and (b) the Haldane scenario
with J1 = −5.

A. Inelastic tunneling current and spin spectral
density

Inelastic electron tunneling spectroscopy can be used
to measure edge states with an STM [43]. Excitation
from the singlet (triplet) ground state into the nearly de-
generate triplet (singlet) state is found at an energy close
to zero if the edge states are indeed independent of each
other. The expected signal is proportional to the matrix
elements [42, 43, 71, 73] describing such transitions

Sinel = ∑

α,j

∣⟨SG∣Sα
i ∣TPj⟩∣

2, (5)

where ∣SG⟩ is the singlet state and ∣TPj⟩ with j = 1,2,3
are the triplet states formed by the edge spins, see
Fig. 1(b-d). Sα

i is the spin operator for component
α = x, y, z of the i-th spin in the chain.

For a spin-1 Haldane chain, the signal is indeed found
to be stronger on the first and last spin [42], by the ra-
tio of about four, so that it can be used to detect edge
states. Fig. 5 shows the matrix-element weight Eq. (5)
for a twelve-site chain and varying J1. In the topolog-
ical regime J1 < J2, weight is consistently concentrated
on the edges, while it is found in the bulk for the triv-
ial J1 = 5 J2. One also sees that the localization of the
edges becomes more pronounced in the dimer regime with
∣J1∣ < J2 than it is in the Haldane regime with J1 < −1,
see Fig. 2. This suggests that dimerized chains might be
a good place to investigate edge states.

Fig. 6 shows the impact of a z-axis anisotropy on the
inelastic signal Eq. (5) for a dimerized chain. The sig-
nal continues to be located at the edges also for strong
anisotropies ∆z (see Eq. (1)). It is possible to drive the
excitation from the edge into the bulk, but very strong
anisotropies (e.g. ∆z = 10) are needed to achieve a signal
(almost) uniformly distributed over the chain.

1 5 8 12
sites

10 7
10 6
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10 4
10 3
10 2
10 1
100

S i
ne

l

J1 = 5, PT = 0.127
J1 = 0.5, PT = 1.404 10 4

J1 = 0.1, PT = 2.403 10 8

J1 = 0.1, PT = 4.585 10 8

J1 = 0.5, PT = 4.135 10 3

J1 = 5, PT = 27.298

FIG. 5. Inelastic signal Eq. (5) for isotropic chains with twelve
spins and without NNN couplings. For comparison between
both phase transition criteria, there are in the legend the
values of ΘPT, see Eq. (7).
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l

z = 0, = 0.0187
z = 0.5, = 5.553 10 3

z = 1, = 0.0041
z = 2, = 0.0296

z = 5, = 1.0791
z = 10, = 4.7278
z = 20, = 13.2614

FIG. 6. Inelastic signal Eq. (5) for an anisotropic chain with
twelve spins, without NNN couplings and D-anisotropy. The
coupling constant is J1 = 0.5. For comparison between both
phase transition criteria, there are in the legend the values of
ΘPT, see Eq. (7).

However, even when transitions between the four low-
est states are localized at the edges, the site-dependent
inelastic signal Eq. (5) can only be useful if any bulk ex-
citations are at appreciably higher energies. This trans-
lates into the requirement that the four low-energy states
are separated from the rest of the spectrum by a gap. In-
formation on edge states and energy gaps is combined in
Green’s functions, i.e., in dynamic spectra of the form

Si(ω) = ∑
m,α

∣⟨m∣Sα
i ∣0⟩∣

2δ(ω − (Em −E0)) . (6)

Operator Sα
i denotes as above spin component α = x, y, z

at site i and ∣0⟩ is the ground state with energy E0. In
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FIG. 7. Site-dependent spin-excitation spectra Eq. (6) for
J1 = −5 (Haldane scenario). (a) is the isotropic chain, i.e.
∆z = 1, (b) ∆z = 1.01, and (c) ∆z = 0.99. JNNN = 0 and D = 0
in all cases.
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FIG. 8. Site-dependent spin-excitation spectra Eq. (6) for
J1 = 0.7 (dimer scenario). The remaining parameters are (a)
JNNN = 0.0, ∆z = 1, (b) JNNN = 0.0, ∆z = 1.5, and (c) ∆z =

1.5, JNNN = 0.2. D = 0 in all cases.

contrast to Eq. (5) above, the sum runs over all excited
states ∣m⟩ with energy Em, not just the quasi-degenerate
triplet. We use the Lanczos algorithm to numerically
obtain spectra.

Spectra shown in Fig. 7 for a Haldane-like chain again
show the low-energy excitations located almost exclu-
sively at the end sites, with only a little weight leak-
ing into the chain. Higher-energy excitations into states
beyond the quasi-degenerate ground state manifold are
also seen within the chain, their energy corresponds to
the gap between the fourth and fifth eigenstates of the
chain (see Fig. 9). As found previously [42], even rather
small z-axis anisotropy of ≈ 1 % is enough to allow a
substantial part of the edge state weight to leak into the

0 2 4 6
n-th lowest energy

0

2

4

6

E
[a

.u
.]

J1 = 5
J1 = 0.1
J1 = 5

ES T
E4 5

FIG. 9. Lowest few energies depending on J1 for an isotropic
spin chain with twelve spins and JNNN = 0. There are two
important energy gaps. First, ∆ES−T, the energy gap be-
tween the singlet and the triplet states, and second ∆E4−5,
the energy gap between the fourth and the fifth lowest en-
ergy. The gap ∆ES−T is tiny in the case of a strong dimer
formation J1 = 0.1. For a weak dimer formation and in the
Haldane phase, e.g. J1 = −5, this energy gap is increasing,
but there remains a quasi four-fold degenerate ground state.
In the topologically trivial phase, e.g. J1 = 5, there is a non-
degenerate ground state.

bulk, see Fig. 7(b,c).
The higher-energy states that come down in energy at

the same time are, however, also found rather close to the
edges. This implies that the identification of edge states
using the inelastic signal can only be a first step: The site-
dependent low-energy weight can still be enhanced near
the edges, even though the object at the edge consists of
several excitations and is no longer similar to a spin 1/2.
Fig. 7(b-c) and Fig. 8(b-c) compare the impact of z-

anisotropy ∆z (see Eq. (1)) on the dimer and Haldane
scenarios. The low-energy edge states move into the
chain already for small deviations from ∆z = 1 in the
Haldane scenario, see Fig. 7(b-c). In contrast, they re-
main clearly localized in the dimer cases Fig. 8(b-c), just
as in the case of the isotropic dimer scenario Fig. 8(a).

B. Energy gaps as a criterion for edge states

The information on energy gaps discussed in the fig-
ures above can be summarized into a parameter given
by the ratio of gaps in the eigenvalue spectrum of the
Hamiltonian. Left-over spins S = 1

2
at the edges, see

Fig. 1(b-d), which are decoupled for infinite chains, will
become coupled in realistic short chains, which splits the
four-fold degenerate ground state into a singlet and a
triplet [43, 64–66]. To consider the edge states as still
’approximately decoupled’, the singlet-triplet gap should
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be smaller than the gap ∆E4−5 separating the fourth from
the fifth state, see Fig. 9.

Fig. 9 illustrates the concept, see Eq. (7), to distinguish
between topological and topologically trivial phases. One
see example spectra for two cases with an approximate
ground-state degeneracy (J1 = −5 and J1 = 0.1) and one
without edge states (J1 = 5). We evaluate

ΘPT ∶=

⎧
⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪
⎩

max
i=1,2,3

∆Ei

∆E4−5
if DGS ≤ 4

∆EGS

∆E4−5
otherwise,

(7)

where DGS is the (quasi-) degeneracy of the ground state
manifold and ∆EGS is the energy gap above the ground
state. More generally, the singlet-triplet gap will later be
replaced by the largest gap within the lowest four states.

We then define transitions where the ratio ΘPT crosses
a certain value Θtran

PT . This serves as an indicator where
edge states might be expected to be sufficiently protected
to be observable. While the exact value of the threshold
is certainly open to debate, our primary outcomes do not
qualitatively change when Θtran

PT is varied. Here, we use
Θtran

PT = 0.5. To illustrate the use of the parameter, ΘPT

values (see Eq. (7)) for each chain are given in Figs. 5
and 6. ΘPT ≪ Θtran

PT consistently holds for spin chains
where the inelastic signal is localized at the edges. Spin
chains with an inelastic signal concentrated at the edges
always have a quasi-degenerate ground state, while no
such degeneracy exists for spin chains with a large in-
elastic signal in the bulk.

C. Gaps for the isotropic alternating chain

Fig. 10 shows the two crucial energy gaps, as intro-
duced in Fig. 9, depending on J1. For negative (i.e.
FM) value of J1, the ∆ES−T is always much smaller than
∆E4−5, so that the system remains in the topological
(Haldane) phase. However, ∆ES−T grows and ∆E4−5

shrinks, reflected in the ratio Eq. (7) and making the
system less suitable for observation of the edge states.
For positive J1, in contrast, we find a sudden transition
from quite small ΘPT to ΘPT > 1 at the topological phase
transition, where the quasi four-fold ground-state degen-
eracy is lost.

Since finite spin chains are analyzed, finite-size effects
are a concern. Fig. 11 shows the energy gaps discussed
in Fig. 9 as well as their ratio ΘPT, depending on the
chain length N . While the gap ∆E4−5 remains finite
for longer chains, ∆ES−T is strongly suppressed within
the topological regime once chains become longer than
about eight sites. This suggests that the edges can be
considered to be approximately decoupled even on rather
short chains. The ratio given in the main panel of Fig. 11
gives accordingly a consistent picture except for the very
shortest chains.
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FIG. 10. Lowest few energies depending on J1 for an isotropic
spin chain with twelve spins and JNNN = 0. There are shown
the energy gaps ∆ES−T and ∆E4−5, as introduced in Fig. 9.
The gap ∆ES−T is tiny in the case of a strong dimer forma-
tion ∣J1∣ ≪ 1. For a weak dimer formation and in the Haldane
phase this energy gap is increasing, but there remains a quasi
four-fold degenerate ground state. In the topologically trivial
phase, i.e. J1 ≥ 1, there is a nondegenerate ground state. The
four-fold degeneracy resolves at the topological phase transi-
tion at J1 = 1.
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FIG. 11. Edge state interaction depending on chain length.
The results belong to an isotropic spin chain without NNN
coupling. The left inset shows the energy gap above the
ground state ∆EGS. This gap has a minimum J1 = 1. The
right inset shows ∆ES−T (see Fig. 9). The ratio, see Eq. (7),
between the energy gap inside the quasi-degenerate ground
state and the energy gap above the ground state is shown in
the large figure.
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FIG. 12. NNN coupling influence depending on chain length.
In the topological dimer phase, much stronger FM NNN cou-
plings are possible than in the Haldane phase. The finite size
effects for AFM NNN coupling show a fundamental difference
between N/2 is even and N/2 is odd.

D. Next-nearest-neighbor coupling

Since the gap ratio Eq. (7) summarizes information on
the relevant energy scales conveniently and also works
for finite chains, we use it to delineate regimes where
one can hope to observe edge states even in imperfect
systems. We first look at the impact of NNN coupling,
see Eq. (2), as analogous hopping is known to destroy
ground-state degeneracy for non-interacting bosons.

For FM NNN coupling, substantial differences between
’Haldane’ and ’dimer’ regimes arise, see Fig. 12. In the
former, where stronger ∣J1∣ > ∣J2∣ stabilizes the quasi-
spin-1 constituents (see Fig. 1(a-b)), even rather weak
JNNN < 0 is enough to drive a topological phase tran-
sition to a (trivial) FM state. In the topological dimer
phase, (i.e. where AFM J2 is stronger than ∣J1∣), there is
no such transition. Thus the topological dimer phase is
significantly more robust than the Haldane phase against
FM NNN coupling.

For AFM NNN coupling, finite-size effects are sub-
stantial and show pronounced even/odd differences, i.e.
between even and odd N/2, especially in the Haldane
phase. Depending on chain length, either small values
of JNNN > 0 couple edge spins, or even quite large ones
leave them uncoupled. For long chains and strong FM J1,
AFM JNNN > 0 can, however, be allowed to become quite
large without affecting edge state degeneracy. This fits
with earlier observations that NNN coupling can be used
to tune edge-state coupling in Haldane chains [44, 45].
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1

2
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z 

N = 22
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1 4 7
n-th lowest energy

0
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E i
E 0

ES T
ET
E4 5

FIG. 13. z-anisotropy influence depending on the chain length
for chains without NNN coupling and D-anisotropy. The
topological dimer phase is more robust than the Haldane
phase. The finite size effects are small. The inset shows the
low energy spectrum, which is shifted with the ground state
energy E0.

E. Spin anisotropy ∆z of couplings and uniaxial
single-ion–like anisotropy D

Next, we will address spin anisotropies that select a
specific axis. The first purpose is to investigate the con-
nection to the hard-core bosons of Ref. [49], which cor-
respond to ∆z = 0 in our spin model. The second reason
is that such anisotropies have to be expected for spins
on surfaces [13, 67–74] and have been shown to strongly
affect edge states of Haldane chains [42].

We model two sources of anisotropy: (i) coupling
anisotropy ∆z affecting all spin-spin couplings, see
Eq. (1), and (ii) ’single-ion’ anisotropyD of Eq. (3) affect-
ing only the J1 bonds. Turning these bonds FM moves
our model into the ’Haldane-like’ phase andD < 0 (D > 0)
then favors states with Sz = ±1 (Sz = 0) of a local triplet,
as a single-ion anisotropy [42, 65] would.

Fig. 13 shows the influence of a z-anisotropy on chains
without NNN coupling or D-anisotropy. Due to z-
anisotropy ∆z, see the Hamiltonian Eq. (1), the triplet
splits in a singlet and a doublet, as shown in the inset
of Fig. 13. There is thus an additional energy gap ∆ET

within the quasi-degenerate ground state manifold, in ad-
dition to the energy gaps of Fig. 9. The phase diagram
in the main panel has only a relatively minor finite size
effects, especially in comparison to the large finite size
effects for NNN coupling, as discussed in Fig. 12. More
importantly, edge state degeneracy can be found for a
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FIG. 14. D-anisotropy influence depending on the chain
length for chains without NNN coupling and z-anisotropy.
The topological dimer phase is more robust than the Haldane
phase. The finite size effects are small.

large part of the phase diagram.
For ∆z = 0, which corresponds to hard-core bosons, the

topological regime with detectable edge state degeneracy
is mostly confined to ∣J1∣ ≲ J2. For ∆z > 0 which has to be
expected for spin implementations, edge states are first
stabilized up to the isotropic regime ∆z = 1. Beyond this
point, i.e., for Ising-like anisotropy, the stability regime of
edge state degeneracy shrinks again but remains sizeable,
see Fig. 13.

Fig. 14 shows the influence of single-ion-like D-
anisotropy, see Eq. (3). Again, finite-size effects are mod-
erate, although the topological phase increases with chain
length. Similar to ∆z (see Fig. 13), edge state degener-
acy is remarkably robust. Again, this robustness is most
pronounced for the dimer regime, while edge states in
the Haldane-like regime at J1 < −1 (see Fig. 2) are more
easily destroyed.

The most striking and relevant result is that the topo-
logical dimer phase is remarkably robust against both
types of z-anisotropy. Similar to FM NNN coupling,
this robustness is enhanced even for FM J1. Edge
state degeneracy is here much better protected than in
the Haldane–like spin-1 regime at large ∣J1∣ ≫ 1, see
Fig. 13. Robustness extends to ∆z < 1 (x-y symmetry)
and ∆z > 1 (Ising symmetry). The latter is particularly
encouraging because spins on surfaces usually have a z-
anisotropy [13, 68–74].

F. z-anisotropy and NNN coupling

Finally, we consider the interplay of NNN coupling and
z-axis spin anisotropy. As a result of a ’single-ion-like’
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30
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J1 = 0.8

J1 = 0.2
J1 = 0.2

J1 = 0.8
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3z 
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(b) N = 16
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JNNN

0
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FIG. 15. Influence of the combination of a z-anisotropy with
NNN coupling for a spin chain with eight spins in (a) and
sixteen spins in (b).

anisotropy affecting only J1 bonds are similar to ∆z af-
fecting all bonds, see above in Sec. III E, we focus here
on ∆z anisotropy, see Eq. (1).

The stability regions of quasi-degenerate edge states
are shown for various values of J1 and eight-site chains
in Fig. 15(a) and with sixteen spins in Fig. 15(b). Data
inherit here the pronounced finite-size effects observed
for NNN coupling in Sec. IIID, as well as the even/odd
effects with odd or even N/2. For visibility, the ∆z axis
is split into small and large regimes in Fig. 15.

For the Haldane regime with J1 = −2, only rela-
tively small ∆z and FM JNNN < 0 are allowed, while
a larger range of AFM JNNN > 0 are acceptable, both in
agreement with results discussed earlier (see Fig. 12 and
Fig. 13). In the dimer regime J1 = −0.8, stability w.r.t.
∆z increases immediately and markedly. JNNN must now
not become quite as large, but would still need to be un-
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realistically large JNNN > J1 to destroy quasi-degeneracy.
Moreover, JNNN < 0 is now also possible, which again il-
lustrates that edge states are far better protected in the
dimer regime.

Even for very large values of ∆z ≫ 1, the protected
edge states can be found for some (albeit narrow) range
of JNNN ≈ J1/2. However, this only applies to the dimer
regime, but not to Haldane-like chains. This may be re-
lated to the frustration, caused by competing NN and
NNN couplings. When comparing the robustness be-
tween chains with and without frustration, it can be seen
that frustrated chains tend to have more robust edge
state degeneracy, so that a larger ∣∆z − 1∣ is possible.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated how well edge states of topologi-
cally nontrivial one-dimensional spin chains are protected
in finite chains and for deviations from the ideal model
Hamiltonians. To do so, we compared the energy gap(s)
within the four lowest eigenstates, which is due to cou-
pling of the edge states and vanishes for the ideal case, to
the ’topological’ energy gap separating these four states
from the rest of the spectrum.

We focus our investigations explicitly on finite chains,
as we aim to identify regimes where topological degen-
eracy is visible on chains short enough to be assembled
in an STM. While there are significant finite-size effects
when AFM NNN couplings are involved, even relatively
short chains support parameter regimes with reasonably
protected edge state degeneracy, i.e., where the splitting
within the four lowest-energy states is smaller than their
separation from the rest of the spectrum.

In comparison to the strong finite size effects for AFM
NNN couplings, for FM NNN couplings the finite size ef-
fects are small. A phase diagram for FM NNN coupling
for the ’Haldane-like’ scenario of alternating AFM and
FM couplings was obtained with DMRG calculations [59]
for large chains and then extrapolated to infinite chains.
The infinite chain phase diagram is broadly consistent
with our finite chain phase diagram, which further sup-
ports the outcome of small finite size effects for FM NNN
couplings.

Our main conclusion is that the topological degeneracy
is generally more robust for chains with alternating AFM
couplings, i.e. a spin variant of the SSH model, than
for models mimicking Haldane chains, i.e., for alternat-
ing FM and AFM couplings. Higher robustness means
here that, e.g., larger NNN couplings or stronger z-axis
anisotropies can be added to the ideal chain without sig-
nificantly coupling the edge states and thus destroying
the topological phase.

We have also discussed z-axis anisotropy for both alter-
nating coupling constants because we wanted to discuss
spin chains on surfaces and the direction perpendicular
to the surface is clearly special. A slightly different vari-
ant of z-axis anisotropy, namely one applying only to J2

and not to J1, was investigated with disorder operators
based on a cluster expansion [32] and with the string
order parameter for periodic boundary conditions [35].
Although the z-axis anisotropy is distinct, the clear dif-
ference in robustness between the Haldane limit and the
dimer regime is in good agreement with our results based
on energy gaps for OBC.

Concerning the uniaxial single-ion anisotropy D for
the z-axis, these topological regimes agree reasonably
well with the topological phase diagram for infinite
chains [18, 33]. Such phase diagrams were obtained for
the ’Haldane-like’ scenario of alternating AFM and FM
couplings. Results based on matrix-product variational
calculation [18] or extrapolations from exact diagonal-
ization of finite chains to infinite chains [33] are broadly
consistent with our finite chain results based on energy
gaps.

In agreement with results for SSH models with hard-
core bosons [49] and in contrast to non-interacting
bosons [47], we find that topological degeneracy can sur-
vive substantial NNN coupling. This can be related to
the fact that our spin model with alternating stronger
and weaker AFM bonds corresponds to a hard-core
bosonic SSH model with additional inter-site density-
density interactions. While this SSH-like scenario is more
robust w.r.t FM NNN coupling, AFM NNN couplings
are the one aspect where the Haldane-like scenario of-
fers more protection. Once z-axis anisotropy and NNN
couplings are both active, dimerized SSH-like chains are
again more robust than Haldane chains.

We have thus theoretically demonstrated, that dimer-
ized spin chains exhibit quite robust S = 1

2
edge states.

It remains to be investigated, if these edge states can
be observed in experiments, similar to the observation of
edge states of the Haldane chain [43]. If so, alternating
chains of ’imperfect’ spins, i.e., with z-axis anisotropy
and longer-range couplings, could provide a valuable im-
plementation of a protected S = 1

2
.

Edge states of topologically nontrivial spin systems
have become an area of intense research, especially in two
dimensions, e.g., for the Kitaev model [87–89]. In con-
trast to edge states of superconducting Kitaev chains,
which can be observed in an STM [90], they are not
charged, which makes them more challenging to inves-
tigate. This comes in addition to the fact that there is
currently no clear route to the implementation of a Ki-
taev spin liquid on a surface. A new idea in this direction
is the recent proposal to realize the Kitaev honeycomb
model with quantum dots [91].

Our one-dimensional model is based on available build-
ing blocks, as the examination and manipulation of
adatoms with an STM is a widely used method [13, 67–
74, 81, 82, 92–96] and the reviews [67, 93, 94] provide
an overview of this topic. Such finite and imperfect spin
chains may thus provide a feasible starting point for the
observation of topologically protected edge states in mi-
croscopically assembled spin structures. This has been
already exploited to measure edge states of the Haldane
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chain [43], where the splitting can be reduced by making
the chain longer. Splitting in the dimer scenario can be
tuned by the ratio J1/J2, so that tunneling times can po-
tentially be made shorter or longer by placing the dimers
closer together or farther apart.
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