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Spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) with type-B Goldstone modes is investigated in the macroscopically

degenerate phase for a quantum spin-1 many-body system with competing dimer and trimer interactions. The

SSB involves three distinct patterns. The first occurs at the dimer point, with the pattern from staggered SU(3)

to U(1)×U(1). The second occurs at the trimer point, with the pattern from uniform SU(3) to U(1)×U(1). The

third occurs in the dimer-trimer regime, with the pattern from uniform SU(2) to U(1). The number of type-B

Goldstone modes is thus two, two and one for the three patterns, respectively. The ground state degeneracies

arising from the three patterns are exponential with the system size, which may be recognized as sequences of

integers relevant to self-similar logarithmic spirals. This in turn is attributed to the presence of an emergent

symmetry operation tailored to a specific degenerate ground state. As a consequence, the residual entropy is

non-zero, which measures the disorder present in a unit cell of highly degenerate ground state generated from

a generalized highest weight state. An exact Schmidt decomposition exists for the highly degenerate ground

states, thus exposing the self-similarities underlying an abstract fractal, described by the fractal dimension. The

latter is extracted from performing a universal finite system-size scaling analysis of the entanglement entropy,

which is identical to the number of type-B Goldstone modes. The model under investigation thus accommodates

an exotic scale invariant quantum state of matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over many years, significant progress has been made to-

wards understanding the fundamental notion of spontaneous

symmetry breaking (SSB), with a focus on the classification

of the Goldstone modes (GMs) [1–12]. The introduction

of type-A and type-B GMs [10] partially resolved the de-

bate between Anderson and Peierls regarding whether or not

SU(2) ferromagnetic states result from SSB [13, 14]. How-

ever, not many quantum many-body systems in condensed

matter physics are known to exhibit SSB with type-B GMs,

with only a few exceptional recent examples [15–18], in ad-

dition to the paradigmatic example of the SU(2) spin-s ferro-

magnetic Heisenberg model. This is in sharp contrast to SSB

with type-A GMs which occupies a prominent position in the

interpretation of many fundamental phenomena in diverse ar-

eas of physics. In fact, a systematic investigation into a variety

of quantum many-body systems undergoing SSB with type-A

GMs has been underway for the past decade [19–26]. It is

therefore also highly desirable to search for quantum many-

body systems exhibiting SSB with type-B GMs.

As we have learned from the known examples, quantum

many-body systems exhibiting SSB with type-B GMs are ex-

actly solvable, as far as the ground state subspace is con-

cerned. This is due to the observation that all known mod-

els undergoing SSB with only type-B GMs are frustration-

free [27]. Indeed, some of them are even completely inte-

grable in the sense of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation [28–

30], or the Templerley-Lieb algebra [28, 31, 32], if one re-

stricts to their one-dimensional versions. In addition, there

is an unexpected connection with the frustration-free mod-

els via Witten’s conjugation [33]. The models yield highly

degenerate ground states, which are scale invariant but not

conformally invariant [15–18]. Meanwhile, highly degener-

ate ground states are subject to an exact Schmidt decomposi-

tion [34]. It follows that self-similarities underly the ground

state subspace, which reflect an abstract fractal [15–18, 35].

Indeed, such an abstract fractal is characterized in terms of

the fractal dimension, first introduced by Castro-Alvaredo

and Doyon for the SU(2) ferromagnetic states [36] (see also

Ref. [37]). Meanwhile, a systematic finite block-size scaling

analysis of the entanglement entropy in the thermodynamic

limit leads to the identification of the number of type-B GMs

with the fractal dimension [15].

Given that highly degenerate ground states may be regarded

as a characteristic feature for SSB with type-B GMs, it is

plausible to search for quantum many-body systems with the

ground state degeneracies being polynomial or exponential

with the system size, to scrutinize them as possible candidates

for SSB with type-B GMs. This is particularly so if the ground

state degeneracy depends on what types of boundary condi-

tions are adopted, i.e., open boundary conditions (OBCs) and

periodic boundary conditions (PBCs), when the degeneracy is

exponential as a function of the system size. With this ob-

servation as a guiding principle, we choose as an illustrative

example, a quantum spin-1 many-body system with compet-

ing dimer and trimer interactions, introduced in Ref. [38].

In this paper, we focus on the macroscopically degen-

erate (MD) phase between the two quantum phase transi-

tion (QPT) points in the above-mentioned spin-1 dimer-trimer

model [38, 39]. Indeed, the ground state degeneracies are ex-

ponential as a function of the system size. This is also true

at each endpoint of the MD phase, namely at the dimer point

and at the trimer point, which are regarded as QPT points. As

a convention, we refer to the MD regime to include the two

QPT points, and refer to the dimer-trimer regime to exclude

them. As it turns out, the model exhibits three distinct SSB

patterns. The first occurs at the dimer point, with the SSB pat-

tern from the staggered symmetry group SU(3) to U(1)×U(1),

so the number of type-B GMs is two. The second occurs at the

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.06825v1


2

trimer point, with the SSB pattern from the uniform symme-

try group SU(3) to U(1)×U(1), so the number of type-B GMs

is two. The third occurs in the dimer-trimer regime, with the

SSB pattern from the uniform symmetry group SU(2) to U(1),

with the number of type-B GMs being one. The ground state

degeneracies arising from the three SSB patterns are expo-

nential with the system size, which may be recognized as se-

quences of integers relevant to self-similar geometric objects

- logarithmic spirals. As a consequence, the residual entropy

Sr is non-zero.

Meanwhile, highly degenerate ground states as a result of

the three SSB patterns admit an exact Schmidt decomposition,

thus exposing the self-similarities. The latter in turn lead to

an abstract fractal underlying the ground state subspace. The

fractal dimension for such an abstract fractal is extracted by

performing a universal finite system-size scaling analysis of

the entanglement entropy. In fact, the finite-size scaling rela-

tion reduces to a logarithmic scaling relation with the block

size in the thermodynamic limit, with the prefactor being half

the fractal dimension, which turns out to be identical to the

number of type-B GMs.

As a result of the three SSB patterns, the spin-1 dimer-

trimer model accommodates scale invariant, but not confor-

mally invariant, ground states that represent an exotic quan-

tum state of matter, featuring that the translation-invariant

ground states coexist with p-merized ground states for inte-

ger p. A p-merized state is a ground state invariant under the

p-site translation operation. In the dimer-trimer regime and at

the trimer point, p ≥ 2. In contrast, at the dimer point, p is

even [17].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we in-

troduce the model Hamiltonian and discuss the ground state

phase diagram for the spin-1 dimer-trimer model [38]. In Sec-

tion III, the ground state subspaces and the ground state de-

generacies are discussed in the MD regime, including the two

endpoints. In particular, an emergent (local) symmetry opera-

tion tailored to a specific ground state is revealed for the three

SSB patterns, which is responsible for the fact that the ground

state degeneracies are exponential with the system size. As a

result the residual entropy is non-zero, measuring the disor-

der present in degenerate ground states arising from general-

ized highest weight states. In Section IV, an exact Schmidt

decomposition reflecting self-similarities underlying an ab-

stract fractal in the ground state subspace is exposed for the

highly degenerate ground states. In Section V, a universal fi-

nite system-size scaling analysis is performed for the highly

degenerate ground states arising from the three SSB patterns,

with a focus on the dimer-trimer regime and the trimer point.

As a result, the fractal dimension is identified with the number

of GMs. Section VI is devoted to a summary.

II. THE MODEL HAMILTONIAN

The model Hamiltonian under consideration consists of

dimer and trimer projection operators, taking the form [38]

H = −
∑

i

(

cos θ D(i) + sin θ T (i)
)

. (1)

In an obvious notation, the operators D(i) and T (i) are pro-

portional to the dimer and trimer projection operators. The

parameter θ represents the mixing angle quantifying the con-

tributions from the dimer and trimer interactions. The sum

over i is from 1 to L for PBCs while for OBCs the sum is

from 1 to L − 1 for the dimer term and from 1 to L − 2 for

the trimer term. Using the spin-1 operator Si at each lattice

site, Si j = Si + S j for a pair of adjacent sites ( j = i + 1), and

Si jk = Si + S j + Sk for a triplet of adjacent sites (k = i+ 2), the

dimer and trimer projection operators can be expressed as

PD(i) =
1

12

(

S2
i j − 2

) (

S2
i j − 6

)

=
1

3

(

Si · S j

)2
− 1

3
,

PT (i) = − 1

144

(

S2
i jk − 2

) (

S2
i jk − 6

) (

S2
i jk − 12

)

. (2)

Each projection operator gives +1 for the spin singlets, and 0

for all other spin multiplets. The projectors are related to D(i)

and T (i) in Hamiltonian (1) via

D(i) = 3PD(i), T (i) = 6PT (i).

In Figure 1, we show the ground state phase diagram of

the model Hamiltonian (1) with competing dimer and trimer

interactions, adapted from Refs. [38] and [39]. Here abbre-

viations are exploited to label the distinct phases. Specifi-

cally, MD stands for macroscopically degenerate phase, SPT

for symmetry-protected topological phase, and TL for trimer

liquid phase. The dimerized phase is topologically trivial

and gapped, with ground states breaking the symmetry un-

der the one-site translation operation. In contrast, the Hal-

dane (SPT) phase is topologically non-trivial and translation-

invariant. The TL phase is critical with central charge c = 2.

The ground state degeneracy in the MD phase is exponential

as a function of the system size L.

III. GROUND STATE SUBSPACES AND DEGENERACIES

Macroscopically degenerate ground states are present in

the region π ≤ θ ≤ 3π/2, including the MD phase (π < θ <

3π/2) and the two endpoints, i.e., the dimer point (θ = π) and

the trimer point (θ = 3π/2). As demonstrated in Ref. [38], the

ground-state degeneracies Ω
OBC/PBC

L
under OBCs and PBCs

scale exponentially for large L. Specifically, at θ = π,

Ω
OBC/PBC

L
∼ ϕL, where ϕ = (1 +

√
5)/2 is the golden ra-

tio. The ground state degeneracies Ω
OBC/PBC

L
asymptotically

thus become the well-known self-similar golden spiral [17].

At θ = 3π/2, Ω
OBC/PBC

L
∼ (2.879)L. For π < θ < 3π/2,

Ω
OBC/PBC

L
∼ (2.412)L. It follows in both cases that the ground
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FIG. 1. Ground state phase diagram for the quantum spin-1 sys-

tem with competing dimer and trimer interactions (adapted from

Refs. [38] and [39]). The angle θ represents the mixing angle quanti-

fying the contributions from the dimer and trimer interactions in the

model Hamiltonian (1). The indicated phases are discussed in Sec-

tion II.

state degeneracies Ω
OBC/PBC

L
asymptotically become a self-

similar logarithmic spiral. Explicit formulas for the ground-

state degeneraciesΩ
OBC/PBC

L
are given in Section D.

A. Highly degenerate ground states at the dimer point

At the dimer point (θ = π) the Hamiltonian (1) is identi-

cal to the staggered spin-1 ferromagnetic biquadratic model,

a special point in the widely studied SU(2) spin-1 bilinear-

biquadratic model [40–55]. The staggered spin-1 ferromag-

netic biquadratic model has been systematically investigated

recently in Ref. [17]. At this point, the ground state degen-

eracies Ω
OBC/PBC

L
are characterized by the Fibonacci-Lucas

sequences [38, 56–58], with non-zero residual entropy. This

implies that the ground state degeneracies are asymptotically

the golden spiral. In fact, the highly degenerate and highly en-

tangled ground states, arising from a SSB pattern from SU(3)

to U(1) × U(1) with two type-B GMs, are scale invariant, but

not conformally invariant. The entanglement entropy scales

logarithmically with the block size n in the thermodynamic

limit L → ∞, with the prefactor being half the number of

type-B GMs. The latter in turn is identified to be the fractal

dimension.

We emphasize that sequences of degenerate ground states

are generated not only from the (unique) highest weight state,

but also from generalized highest weight states. As argued,

the necessity for introducing the notion of a generalized high-

est weight state lies in the fact that, for the staggered SU(3)

ferromagnetic biquadratic model, or equivalently the dimer

point (θ = π), the ground state degeneracies are exponential

as a function of the system size L.

For later use, we introduce some terminology and notation.

The highest weight state is denoted by |hws〉q, with the pe-

riod q being 1 or 2, and a generalized highest weight state is

denoted by |ghws〉p, with the period p being an integer, not

less than two. Actually, if the symmetry group is staggered,

then the highest weight state |hws〉q might be staggered, so

the period q may be one or two, depending on the choices

of the Cartan generators. However, if the symmetry group is

uniform, then the period q of the highest weight state |hws〉q
is always one. Note that the period q or p may be regarded

as the size of the unit cell for an exact matrix product state

(MPS) representation of highly degenerate ground states [59].

From now on, a convention is adopted for the subscripts q

and p that we only use p to label the norms and the states

generated from the highest weight state and the generalized

highest weight states, since the symmetry group is uniform at

the trimer point (θ = 3π/2) and in the dimer-trimer regime

(π < θ < 3π/2). As a result, p is an integer not less than one.

We emphasize that, in contrast to the highest weight state, a

generalized highest state is not unique. Indeed, it normally de-

pends on what type of boundary conditions are adopted. For-

mally, the m-th generalized highest weight state |ghws〉m is de-

fined recursively as |ghws〉m < V0⊕V1⊕...Vm−1, E1|ghws〉m = 0

mod (V0 ⊕V1 ⊕ ...Vm−1), and E2|ghws〉m = 0 mod (V0 ⊕V1 ⊕
...Vm−1) [17]. Here V0 denotes the subspace spanned by the

degenerate ground states generated from the highest weight

state, whereas Vµ denotes the subspace spanned by the degen-

erate ground states generated from the µ-th generalized high-

est state, where µ = 1, 2, . . . ,m. This means that, even though

|ghws〉m are linearly independent to the states in the subspace

V0⊕V1⊕...Vm−1, all of the states generated from |ghws〉m, with

E
M1

1
E

M2

2
|ghws〉m (M1 ≥ 0, M2 ≥ 0 and M1 + M2 ≥ 1), are lin-

early dependent to the states in the subspace V0 ⊕V1 ⊕ ...Vm−1.

Once a complete set of the generalized highest weight states

are determined, the subscript m is dropped for brevity. In-

stead, the subscript p, which denotes the period, is used to

label a generalized highest weight state.

B. Highly degenerate ground states at the trimer point

The Hamiltonian (1) at the trimer point (θ = 3π/2) pos-

sesses the uniform symmetry group SU(3), with two (com-

muting) Cartan generators H1 and H2. For each of these

generators there exists a conjugate pair of a raising operator

and a lowering operator: E1 and F1, and E2 and F2. At the

trimer point, sequences of degenerate ground states are gener-

ated from the repeated action of F1 and F2, combining with a

symmetry operation S from the symmetric group S 3, which

consists of the permutation operations acting on the three lo-

cal orthonormal basis states +, 0 and − at each lattice site, on

both the highest weight state and a generalized highest weight

state. An additional feature is that not all of the generalized

highest weight states are (unentangled) factorized. As an il-

lustration, for L = 5, a generalized highest weight state, which

is an eigenvector of S z with eigenvalue two, takes the form

|ghws〉5 = |+〉(|0 + − + +〉 + |+ 0 − ++〉 + |+ 0 + −+〉).

For an arbitrary system size L, we choose a few generalized

highest weight states |ghws〉p: | ⊗L/2

k=1
{+0} k〉, | ⊗L/3

k=1
{+0+} k〉,
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| ⊗L/4

k=1
{+0++} k〉, | ⊗L/5

k=1
{+0++0} k〉, | ⊗L/6

k=1
{+0++++} k〉, with

corresponding periods p = 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6.

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

erated from the repeated action of the lowering opera-

tors F1 and F2 on the highest weight state |hws〉p or a

generalized highest weight state |ghws〉p: |L, M1, M2〉p =
1/Zp(L, M1, M2)F

M1

1
F

M2

2
|ghws〉p, where Zp(L, M1, M2) are in-

troduced to ensure that |L, M1, M2〉p are normalized.

The highest weight state with period p = 1 is |hws〉1 =
| ⊗L

k=1
{+} k〉. Hence Z1(L, M1, M2) is introduced to ensure that

|L, M1, M2〉1 is normalized,

Z1(L, M1, M2) = M1!M2!

√

C
M1

L
C

M2

L−M1
, (3)

with C
M1

L
and C

M2

L−M1
binomial coefficients. A generalized

highest weight state with period p = 3 is |ghws〉3 = | ⊗L/3

k=1

{+ + 0} k〉. Hence we have

Z3(L, M1, M2) = M1!M2!

√

C
M1

2L/3
C

M2

2L/3−M1
. (4)

For an arbitrary period p, a sequence of degenerate ground

states |L, M1, M2〉p are generated from the repeated action of

the lowering operators F1 and F2 on |ghws〉p:

|L, M1, M2〉p =
1

Zp(L, M1, M2)
F

M1

1
F

M2

2
|ghws〉p, (5)

where M1 = 0, . . . , γL/p, M2 = 0, . . . , γL/p, with γ de-

noting the total number of sites in the local orthonormal state

|+〉 in a unit cell for a generalized highest weight state, and

Zp(L, M1, M2) is introduced to ensure that |L, M1, M2〉p is nor-

malized. Hence we have

Zp(L, M1, M2) = M1!M2!

√

C
M1

γL/p
C

M2

γL/p−M1
. (6)

C. Highly degenerate ground states in the dimer-trimer regime

For π < θ < 3π/2, Hamiltonian (1) possesses the uniform

symmetry group SU(2) generated by S x =
∑

i S x
i
, S y =

∑

i S
y

i

and S z =
∑

i S z
i
, with one Cartan generator S z, one low-

ering operator S − and one raising operator S +, defined as

S ± = (S x ± iS y)/
√

2. Note that we stick to the conven-

tional notations for generators of the uniform symmetry group

SU(2).

The highly degenerate ground states may be generated from

the repeated action of the lowering operator S − on both the

highest weight state and generalized highest weight states,

combining with the Z2 symmetry operation Ib for OBC and

τ for PBC. An additional feature is that not all the generalized

highest weight states are (unentangled) factorized. As an il-

lustration, for L = 4, a generalized highest weight state, which

is an eigenvector of S z with eigenvalue one, takes the form

|Ψ〉 = 2(| − 0 + +〉 − | + +0−〉) + (|0 − ++〉 − | + + − 0〉)
− (|0 + −+〉 − | + − + 0〉) − (| − + + 0〉 − |0 + +−〉).

For an arbitrary system size L, we choose a few generalized

highest weight states |ghws〉p: | ⊗L/2

k=1
{+0} k〉, | ⊗L/3

k=1
{+0+} k〉,

|⊗L/4

k=1
{+0++} k〉, |⊗L/5

k=1
{+0++0} k〉, |⊗L/6

k=1
{+0++++} k〉, with

period p = 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, respectively. We remark that the

chosen generalized highest weight states in the dimer-trimer

regime (π < θ < 3π/2) are identical to those at the trimer

point (θ = π). However, we emphasize that this is only a

choice suitable to a further finite system-size scaling analysis

of the entanglement entropy. Not all of the generalized highest

weight states are actually identical for the two SSB patterns.

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

erated from the repeated action of the lowering operators S −

on the highest weight state |hws〉p or a generalized highest

weight state |ghws〉p: |L, M〉p = 1/Zp(L, M)(S −)M |ghws〉p,

where Zp(L, M) are introduced to ensure that |L, M〉p are nor-

malized.

The highest weight state with period p = 1 is |hws〉1 = | ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉. Hence we have

Z1(L, M) = M!

√

CM
L
. (7)

A generalized highest weight state with period p = 2 is |ghws〉2 = | ⊗L/2

k=1
{+0} k〉. Hence we have

Z2(L, M) = M!

√

√

√min(L/2,M)
∑

j=0

1

2M− j
C

j

L/2

∑′

N+ ,N0, N−
2N0−L/2+ jC

N−− j

L/2
C

N0−L/2+ j

L/2−N−+ j
. (8)

For an arbitrary period p,

|L, M〉p =
1

Zp(L, M)
(S −)M |ghws〉p, (9)

where M = 0, . . . , γL/p, with γ denoting the total number of sites in the local orthonormal state |+〉 in a unit cell for a generalized

highest weight state, and Zp(L, M) is introduced to ensure that |L, M〉p is normalized. In general,

Zp(L, M) = M!

√

√

√min((1−γ/p)L,M)
∑

j=0

1

2M− j
C

j

(1−γ/p)L

∑′

N+ ,N0, N−
2N0−(1−γ/p)L+ jC

N−− j

γL/p
C

N0−γL/p+ j

γL/p−N−+ j
. (10)



5

We may choose | ⊗L/2

k=1
{0〉(|+〉 + |−〉)} k〉 as an alternative

generalized highest weight state, with the period p being two.

A sequence of degenerate ground states |L, M〉2, are generated

from the repeated action of the lowering operators S − on the

factorized state | ⊗L/2

k=1
{0〉(|+〉 + |−〉)} k〉:

|L, M〉2 =
1

Z2(L, M)
(S −)M |0〉(|+〉 + |−〉)...|0〉(|+〉 + |−〉). (11)

Needless to say, many other choices are possible for a gen-

eralized highest weight state |ghws〉p with the period p. How-

ever, we restrict ourselves to a few of them to demonstrate

how highly degenerate ground states are generated from gen-

eralized highest weight states at the trimer point and in the

dimer-trimer regime.

D. Ground state degeneracies in the macroscopically

degenerate regime

Here we focus on the regime π ≤ θ ≤ 3π/2. Let us first

start with OBCs. At the dimer point θ = π, the ground state

degeneracyΩOBC
L

follows from the recursive relation

ΩOBC
L = 3ΩOBC

L−1 −Ω
OBC
L−2 , (12)

with ΩOBC
1
= 3 and ΩOBC

2
= 8. Hence we have

ΩOBC
L =

(3 +
√

5)L+1 − (3 −
√

5)L+1

2L+1
√

5
. (13)

Here (3±
√

5)/2 are the two roots of the characteristic equation

x2 − 3x + 1 = 0.

At the trimer point θ = 3π/2, the ground state degeneracy

ΩOBC
L

follows from the recursive relation

ΩOBC
L = 3ΩOBC

L−1 −Ω
OBC
L−3 , (14)

with ΩOBC
1
= 3, ΩOBC

2
= 9 and ΩOBC

3
= 26. Hence we have

ΩOBC
L =

cL+1
1
− cL+2

2
+ c2cL+2

3

3(c1 − 2)
. (15)

Here c1, c2 and c3 are the roots of the characteristic equation

x3 − 3x2 + 1 = 0. These are c1 = 1 − 2 cos(8π/9), c2 =

1 − 2 cos(4π/9) and c3 = 1 − 2 cos(2π/9).

For the dimer-trimer regime π < θ < 3π/2, the ground state

degeneracyΩOBC
L

follows from the recursive relation

ΩOBC
L = 3ΩOBC

L−1 −Ω
OBC
L−2 −Ω

OBC
L−3 , (16)

with ΩOBC
1
= 3, ΩOBC

2
= 8 and ΩOBC

3
= 20. Hence we have

ΩOBC
L =

(1 +
√

2)L+2 + (1 −
√

2)L+2 − 2

4
. (17)

Here 1 ±
√

2 and 1 are the roots of the characteristic equation

x3 − 3x2 + x + 1 = 0.

Now we turn to PBCs. At the dimer point θ = π, the ground

state degeneracyΩPBC
L

follows from

ΩPBC
L = 3ΩOBC

L−1 − 2ΩOBC
L−2 . (18)

Hence ΩPBC
L

takes the form

ΩPBC
L =

(3 +
√

5)L + (3 −
√

5)L

2L
. (19)

At the trimer point θ = 3π/2, the ground state degeneracy

ΩPBC
L

follows from

ΩPBC
L = 3ΩOBC

L−1 − 3ΩOBC
L−3 . (20)

Hence ΩPBC
L

(L ≥ 5) takes the form

ΩPBC
L = cL

1 + cL
2 + cL

3 , (21)

with c1, c2 and c3 as given above for OBCs.

For the dimer-trimer regime π < θ < 3π/2, the ground state

degeneracyΩPBC
L

(L > 3) follows from

ΩPBC
L = 3ΩOBC

L−1 − 2ΩOBC
L−2 − 3ΩOBC

L−3 , (22)

subject to an odd-even parity effect. Indeed, ΩPBC
L

takes the

form

ΩPBC
L = (1 +

√
2)L + (1 −

√
2)L + 2L − 1 (23)

for L ∈ 2Z+, and

ΩPBC
L = (1 +

√
2)L + (1 −

√
2)L + 1 (24)

for L ∈ 2Z+ + 1. Here Z+ represents the set of positive inte-

gers. We stress that there is an extra term 2L − 2 in ΩPBC
L

for

L ∈ 2Z+. This extra contribution to the ground state degener-

acy under PBCs originates from a parity effect for the model.

Actually, the staggered SU(3) biquadratic model at the dimer

point (θ = π) also exhibits a parity effect under PBCs. That is,

if L is even, then the symmetry group is the staggered SU(3)

symmetry group, with two type-B GMs. On the other hand,

if L is odd, then the symmetry group is the uniform SU(2)

symmetry group, with one type-B GM [17]. In fact, if the an-

gle θ varies from the dimer-trimer regime to the dimer point,

the symmetry group suddenly changes from SU(2) to SU(3)

if L is even, but remains the same SU(2) if L is odd. In this

sense, one may regard the extra 2L − 2 linearly independent

ground states in the dimer-trimer regime as a remnant of one

extra GM at the dimer point, if L is even. Here we remark that

the number of degenerate ground states to support one type-B

GM is linear in L, as one sees from the SU(2) ferromagnetic

Heisenberg model in one spatial dimension, given that one

GM requires one SU(2) subgroup. Although the symmetry

groups are uniform in the dimer-trimer regime (π < θ < 3π/2)

and at the trimer point (θ = 3π/2), an emergent local symme-

try operation exists, as discussed in Subsection E. Therefore

the parity effect emerges in the dimer-trimer regime as a result

of such an emergent local symmetry operation.
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L 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 OEIS

θ = π 21 55 144 377 987 2584 6765 17711 A001906

π < θ < 3π/2 20 49 119 288 696 1681 4059 9800 A048739

θ = 3π/2 26 75 216 622 1791 5157 14849 42756 A076264

TABLE I. Ground state degeneracies for the quantum spin-1 dimer-trimer model with OBCs for increasing system size L. The rightmost

column shows the corresponding integer sequences in the On-Line Encyclopedia of Integer Sequences (OEIS).

L 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 OEIS

θ = π 18 47 123 322 843 2207 5778 15127 A005248

π < θ < 3π/2 17 41 83 209 479 1169 2787 6745 −
θ = 3π/2 26 72 198 570 1641 4725 13605 39174 A215885

TABLE II. Ground state degeneracies for the quantum spin-1 dimer-trimer model with PBCs for increasing system size L. The rightmost

column shows the corresponding integer sequences in the On-Line Encyclopedia of Integer Sequences (OEIS).

For small system sizes, e.g., L = 3, 4 and 5, we may fig-

ure out all of the generalized highest weight states, in addi-

tion to the unique highest weight state, under both OBCs and

PBCs. Acting the lowering operator S − on the highest weight

state and the generalized highest weight states, we are able

to produce all linearly independent degenerate ground states.

Meanwhile, the explicit expressions for the ground state de-

generacies Ω
OBC/PBC

L
for the three SSB patterns reproduce the

ground state degeneracies obtained from exact diagonaliza-

tion, with system size up to L = 10 (cf. Table I and Ta-

ble II). We remark that such formulae are reminiscent of the

Binet formula which expresses an integer in terms of an ir-

rational number [60]. In this way the connection between

the Fibonacci-Lucas sequences and the ground state degen-

eracies under OBCs and PBCs at the dimer point [17] is ex-

tended to the trimer point and the dimer-trimer regime, with

the Fibonacci-Lucas sequences replaced by other sequences

of integers. As already pointed out in Ref. [38], some of these

sequences of integers have appeared in the On-Line Encyclo-

pedia of Integer Sequences (OEIS).

An additional consequence one may draw from the fact

that the ground state degeneracies Ω
OBC/PBC

L
are exponen-

tial is that the residual entropy Sr is non-zero. Specifically,

we have Sr = ln((3 +
√

5)/2) at the dimer point θ = π,

Sr = ln(1 − 2 cos(8π/9)) at the trimer point θ = 3π/2, and

Sr = ln(1 +
√

2) in the dimer-trimer regime π < θ < 3π/2.

Physically, the residual entropy measures the disorder present

in a unit cell of an MPS representation for a highly degener-

ate ground state generated from a generalized highest weight

state (for a detailed account of an exact MPS representation

for the spin-1 ferromagnetic biquadratic model, cf. Ref. [59]).

E. The origin of the ground state degeneracies as an

exponential function of the system size

At the dimer point θ = π, the symmetry group SU(3)

is staggered. Thus, some generators do not commute with

the one-site translation operation τ under PBCs or the bond-

centered/site-centered inversion Ib/s for even/odd L under

OBCs. Here Ib or Is is defined as an inversion operation

with respect to the bond or site in the middle of the one-

dimensional lattice. As already discussed in Ref. [17], it is this

staggered nature that accounts for the exponential ground state

degeneracies with the system size L. However, this interpre-

tation does not work in the dimer-trimer regime π < θ < 3π/2

and at the trimer point θ = 3π/2, since the symmetry groups

are uniform. This implies that a proper approach to account

for the exponential ground state degeneracies Ω
OBC/PBC

L
with

the system size L remains to be developed, which should be

able to tackle the questions why the ground state degeneracies

Ω
OBC/PBC

L
are exponential as a function of the system size L

and why the ground state degeneracies Ω
OBC/PBC

L
depend on

what types of the boundary conditions adopted for the three

SSB patterns under investigation. Indeed, a careful examina-

tion reveals an emergent local symmetry operation that is tai-

lored to a specific degenerate ground state in the dimer-trimer

regime π < θ < 3π/2 and at the trimer point θ = 3π/2.

For this purpose, we resort to a simple mathematical

lemma. Suppose there exists a (local) unitary operation g that

does not commute with the Hamiltonian H, i.e., [H, g] , 0.

Denote the commutator between H and g as V: V = Hg−gH.

For a specific ground state |ψ0〉, if V |ψ0〉 = 0 and |〈ψ0|g|ψ0〉| ,
1, then the action of g on |ψ0〉 yields a degenerate ground

state. The proof simply follows from the observation that

Hg|ψ0〉 = gH|ψ0〉 = Egg|ψ0〉. Given |〈ψ0|g|ψ0〉| , 1, g|ψ0〉
must be a degenerate ground state. In this sense, a unitary op-

eration g is said to be an emergent (local) symmetry operation

tailored to a specific degenerate ground state |ψ0〉. Normally, g

itself generates an emergent discrete symmetry group Gd tai-

lored to a specific ground state |ψ0〉. If a unitary operation is

an emergent symmetry operation in the above sense for any

degenerate ground state, then it is said to be an emergent sym-

metry operation (tailored to the ground state subspace). In

fact, there are a series of emergent (local) symmetry opera-

tions tailored to different degenerate ground states, labeled by

the eigenvalues of S z, for the three SSB patterns. In particular,

their presence is essential to the exponential ground state de-

generacies under OBCs and PBCs in the dimer-trimer regime

π < θ < 3π/2 and at the trimer point θ = 3π/2.

To proceed, we remark that the model Hamiltonian (1)

commutes with the one-site translation operation τ un-
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der PBCs. Meanwhile the generator σ, defined as σ ≡
P12P23 . . . PL−1L, of a cyclic permutation group ZL is an emer-

gent symmetry operation under OBCs, where Pii+1 is a cyclic

permutation acting on the two adjacent sites i and i+ 1. Actu-

ally the action of the one-site translation operation on a given

ground state under PBCs is identical to that of the generator

σ under OBCs, if this ground state remains to be the same as

the boundary conditions varies from OBCs to PBCs.

For our purpose it is proper to start from the highest weight

state | ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉, an eigenvector of S z with the eigenvalue

L. If |ψ0〉 is chosen to be S −| ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉, an eigenvector

of S z with the eigenvalue being L − 1, then we consider a

set of local unitary operations g j (independent of the bound-

ary conditions), defined as exp(iπΣ j), with Σ j = S z
j

( j = 1,

. . . , L). As follows from the above lemma, we are led to a

set of degenerate ground states g j|ψ0〉, which take the form:
∑L

i=1(1 − 2δi j)| +1 . . . +i−1 0i +i+1 . . .+L〉, up to a multiplica-

tive constant. We remark that each of g j’s generates an emer-

gent discrete symmetry group Z2 tailored to |ψ0〉, because

g2
j
|ψ0〉 = |ψ0〉. Thus we are led to degenerate ground states:

σi|01 +2 . . .+〉 (i = 1, 2, . . . , L) under OBCs, which are iden-

tical to τi|01 +2 . . .+〉 (i = 1, 2, . . . , L) under PBCs. Note that

σi and τi denote the i-th power of σ and τ, respectively. Ac-

tually, they constitute a bunch of generalized highest weight

states, valid for the three SSB patterns. In particular, the argu-

ment also applies to the dimer point θ = π. We remark that an

explicit form of the commutator V between the Hamiltonian

and a local unitary operation is given in Appendix B.

Now we turn to a generalized highest weight state as an

eigenvector of S z with the eigenvalue L−2. If |ψ0〉 is chosen to

be S −|01 +2 . . .+L〉, then we consider a local unitary operation

g, defined as exp(iπΣ), with Σ = S z
1
+ S z

2
under OBCs and Σ =

S z
1
+S z

2
+S z

L
under PBCs. As follows from the lemma, we are

led to a degenerate ground state g|ψ0〉, which takes the form:

|−1+2 . . .+L〉+ |0102 . . .+L〉−
∑L

i=3 |01+2 . . .+i−1 0i+i+1 . . .+L〉
under OBCs and −| −1 +2 . . .+L〉 − |0102 . . .+L〉 +

∑L−1
i=3 |01 +2

. . . +i−1 0i +i+1 . . .+L〉 − |01 +2 . . . +L−1 0L〉 under PBCs, up

to a multiplicative constant. Again, g generates an emer-

gent discrete symmetry group Z2 tailored to |ψ0〉, because

g2|ψ0〉 = |ψ0〉. Thus we are led to degenerate ground states:

|−1+2 . . .+L〉+|0102 . . .+L〉 and
∑L

i=3 |01+2. . .+i−10i+i+1. . .+L〉
under OBCs and |−1+2 . . .+L〉+|0102 . . .+L〉+|01+2. . .+L−10L〉
and
∑L−1

i=3 |01+2 . . .+i−1 0i+i+1 . . .+L〉 under PBCs. Afterwards,

if |ψ0〉 is chosen to be
∑L

i=3 |01 +2 . . . +i−1 0i +i+1 . . .+L〉 under

OBCs, then we consider a set of local unitary operations g j,

defined as exp(iπΣ j), with Σ j = S z
j

( j = 3, . . . , L). Therefore,

we are led to a set of degenerate ground states g j|ψ0〉, which

take the form:
∑L

i=3(1−2δi j)|01+2+1 . . .+i−1 0i+i+1 . . .+L〉, up

to a multiplicative constant. Again, each of g j’s generates an

emergent discrete symmetry group Z2 tailored to |ψ0〉, because

g2
j
|ψ0〉 = |ψ0〉. Thus we are led to degenerate ground states:

|01 +2 . . . +i−1 0i +i+1 . . .〉 (i = 3, 4, . . . , L). Similarly, if |ψ0〉 is

chosen to be
∑L−1

i=3 |01 +2 . . . +i−1 0i +i+1 . . .+L〉 under PBCs,

then we consider a set of local unitary operations g j, defined

as exp(iπΣ j), with Σ j = S z
j

( j = 3, . . . , L − 1). Therefore, we

are led to a set of degenerate ground states g j|ψ0〉, which take

the form
∑L−1

i=3 (1 − 2δi j)|01 +2 +1 . . . +i−1 0i +i+1 . . .+L〉, up

to a multiplicative constant. Again, each of g j’s generates an

emergent discrete symmetry group Z2 tailored to |ψ0〉, because

g2
j
|ψ0〉 = |ψ0〉. Thus we are led to degenerate ground states:

|01+2 . . .+i−1 0i+i+1 . . .〉 (i = 3, 4, . . . , L−1). This vividly illus-

trates why the ground state degeneracies depend on what types

of boundary conditions are adopted, since different boundary

conditions lead to different generalized highest weight states.

One may extend this construction to other emergent (lo-

cal) symmetry operations tailored to other specific degenerate

ground states, which are eigenvectors of S z with the eigenval-

ues less than L− 2. Hence it is the presence of emergent local

symmetry operations tailored to a specific degenerate ground

state that is responsible for the fact that the ground state de-

generacies Ω
OBC/PBC

L
are exponential as a function of the sys-

tem size L. Here we stress that the choices of emergent (local)

symmetry operations tailored to specific degenerate ground

states are not unique. In fact, there are other choices that pro-

duce the same set of generalized highest weight states. There-

fore, a systematic investigation into the role of emergent (lo-

cal) symmetry operations is necessary for a full understanding

of the inherent structure underlying the ground state space,

which is deferred to a forthcoming article. Indeed, the pow-

erfulness of emergent (local) symmetry operations remains to

be exposed.

There is another remarkable difference between the SSB

pattern at the dimer point and the SSB patterns in the dimer-

trimer regime and at the trimer point. At the dimer point,

all generalized highest weight states are factorized [17]. In

contrast, at least local (short-ranged) entanglement is present

in some generalized highest weight states in the dimer-trimer

regime and at the trimer point, as already shown in Subsection

B and Subsection C for small L.

IV. SCHMIDT DECOMPOSITION REFLECTING

SELF-SIMILARITIES

Given that the model at the dimer point θ = π is the stag-

gered SU(3) spin-1 ferromagnetic biquadratic model, which

has been extensively studied in Ref. [17], we focus here on

the dimer-trimer regime π < θ < 3π/2 and at the trimer point

θ = 3π/2. We recall that the symmetry groups are uniform

SU(2) in the dimer-trimer regime and uniform SU(3) at the

trimer point.

An exact Schmidt decomposition may be performed for

the degenerate ground states |L, M1, M2〉p or |L, M〉p gen-

erated from the highest weight state |hws〉1, or generalized

highest weight states |ghws〉p. Here the period q is chosen

to be one, since the symmetry group is uniform, and is la-

beled by p = 1 according to our convention. Moreover,

we only choose the same set of |hws〉1 and |ghws〉p for the

model in the dimer-trimer regime and uniform SU(3) at the

trimer point. In this way we have |hws〉1 = | ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉

and |ghws〉2 = | ⊗L/2

k=1
{+0} k〉, |ghws〉3 = | ⊗L/3

k=1
{+0+} k〉,

|ghws〉4 = | ⊗L/4

k=1
{+0++} k〉, |ghws〉5 = | ⊗L/5

k=1
{+0++0} k〉, and

|ghws〉6 = | ⊗L/6

k=1
{+0 + + + +} k〉.

At the trimer point θ = 3π/2, the degenerate ground states
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|L, M1, M2〉p in Eq. (9) admit the exact Schmidt decomposi- tion

|L, M1, M2〉p =
min(M1 ,γn)
∑

k1=0

min(M2 ,γn−k1)
∑

k2=0

λ(L, n, k1, k2, M1, M2)|n, k1, k2〉p|L − n, M1 − k1, M2 − k2〉p, (25)

where n is a multiple of p, and the Schmidt coefficients λ(L, n, k1, k2, M1, M2) take the form

λ(L, n, k1, k2, M1, M2) = C
k1

M1
C

k2

M2

Zp(n, k1, k2)Zp(L − n, M1 − k1, M2 − k2)

Zp(L, M1, M2)
. (26)

Here Zp(n, k1, k2) and Zp(L−n, M1−k1, M2−k2) take the same form as Zp(L, M1, M2) in Eq. (6). Therefore, λ(L, n, k1, k2, M1, M2)

may be rewritten as

λ(L, n, k1, k2, M1, M2) =

√

√

√

C
k1
γnC

k2

n−k1
C

M1−k1

γ(L−n)
C

M2−k2

γ(L−n)−M1+k1

C
M1

γL
C

M2

γL−M1

. (27)

In the dimer-trimer regime π < θ < 3π/2, the degenerate ground states |L, M〉p admit the exact Schmidt decomposition

|L, M〉p =
γn
∑

k=0

λ(L, n, k, M)|n, k〉p|L − n, M − k〉p, (28)

where n is a multiple of p, and the Schmidt coefficients λ(L, n, k, M) take the form

λ(L, n, k, M) = Ck
M

Zp(n, k)Zp(L − n, M − k)

Zp(L, M)
. (29)

Here Zp(n, k) and Zp(L − n, M − k) take the same form as Zp(L, M) in Eq. (10). Therefore λ(L, n, k, M) may be rewritten as

λ(L, n, k, M)=

√

√

√

√

∑min((1−γ)n,k)

ν=0

∑min((1−γ)(L−n),k)

µ=0
2n0+l0−(1−γ)L+2ν+2µCν

(1−γ)n

∑′
n+,n0, n−

C
n−−ν
γn C

n0−γn+ν
γn−n−+νC

ν
(1−γ)(L−n)

∑′
l+,l0, l−

C
l−−µ
γ(L−n)

C
l0−γ(L−n)+µ

γ(L−n)−l−+µ
∑min((1−γ)L,M)

t=0
2N0−(1−γ)L+2tCt

(1−γ)L

∑′
N+ ,N0, N−

C
N−−t

γL
C

N0−γL+t

γL−N−+t

.

(30)

The presence of an exact Schmidt decomposition reflects

the self-similarities underlying an abstract fractal in the

ground state subspace, which is characterized in terms of the

fractal dimension d f , as already introduced in a field-theoretic

approach to the SU(2) Heisenberg ferromagnetic states [36].

This is due to the fact that both the block B and the environ-

ment E, as the two subsystems, share the same type of quan-

tum states as the entire system as a whole. Hence the fractal

dimension d f furnishes a proper description for this type of

scale invariant states arising from SSB with type-B GMs.

V. THE ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY, THE NUMBER OF

TYPE-B GOLDSTONE MODES AND THE FRACTAL

DIMENSION

We are now in a position to evaluate the entanglement en-

tropy for |L, M1, M2〉p at the trimer point and for |L, M〉p in the

dimer-trimer regime, given that the entanglement entropy for

degenerate ground states at the dimer point has been investi-

gated previously in Ref. [17].

For degenerate ground states |L, M1, M2〉p, the entangle-

ment entropy SL(n, M1, M2) follows from

SL(n, M1, M2) = −
∑

k1,k2

Λ(L, n, k1, k2, M1, M2)×

log2Λ(L, n, k1, k2, M1, M2), (31)

where Λ(L, n, k1, k2, M1, M2) are the eigenvalues of the re-

duced density matrix ρL(n, M1, M2): Λ(L, n, k1, k2, M1, M2) =

[λ(L, n, k1, k2, M1, M2)]2. At the trimer point the entanglement

entropy SL(n, M1, M2) may therefore be evaluated as a func-

tion of the block size n for fixed L, M1 and M2.

For degenerate ground states |L, M〉p, the entanglement en-

tropy SL(n, M) follows from

SL(n, M) = −
∑

k

Λ(L, n, k, M) log2Λ(L, n, k, M), (32)

where Λ(L, n, k, M) are the eigenvalues of the reduced den-

sity matrix ρL(n, M): Λ(L, n, k, M) = [λ(L, n, k, M)]2. The en-

tanglement entropy SL(n, M) in the dimer-trimer regime may

therefore be evaluated as a function of the block size n for

fixed L and M.
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FIG. 2. The entanglement entropy S L(n, M1, M2) versus n at the

trimer point for (a) |L, M1, M2〉1 with fillings f1 = 1/4 and f2 = 1/4,

when L = 100; (b) |L,M1, M2〉2 with f1 = 1/5 and f2 = 1/5, when

L = 200; (c) |L,M1, M2〉3 with f1 = 1/4 and f2 = 1/4, when L =

240; (d) |L, M1, M2〉4 with f1 = 1/4 and f2 = 1/5, when L = 160;

(e) |L, M1, M2〉5 with f1 = 1/4 and f2 = 1/5, when L = 200; (f)

|L, M1, M2〉6 with f1 = 1/4 and f2 = 1/5, when L = 180. The dashed

line indicates the entanglement entropy Sf (L, n) versus n evaluated

from the universal finite system-size scaling function. The best fitting

gives (a) S f 0 = 1.6002, (b) S f 0 = 0.6155, (c) S f 0 = 1.094, (d) S f 0 =

1.2775, (e) S f 0 = 0.9379 and (f) S f 0 = 1.3753. Here (a) | ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉

corresponds to the highest weight state, with period p = 1 and (b)

| ⊗L/2

k=1
{+0} k〉, (c) | ⊗L/3

k=1
{+0+} k〉, (d) | ⊗L/4

k=1
{+0++} k〉, (e) | ⊗L/5

k=1
{+0+

+0} k〉 and (f) | ⊗L/6

k=1
{+0++++} k〉 correspond to generalized highest

weight states, with the period p respectively being 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6.

In addition, for a scale invariant state arising from SSB with

type-B GMs, a universal finite system-size scaling function is

exposed [35]. Hence the entanglement entropy Sf (L, n) scales

as

Sf (L, n) =
NB

2
log2

n(L − n)

L
+ Sf 0. (33)

Here the subscript f refers to a set of fillings fα (α = 1, . . . , r),

defined as fα = Mα/L, where r denotes the rank of the

(semisimple) symmetry group, and Sf 0 is an additive non-

universal constant [18, 35]. For SU(2), the rank r = 1 and

for SU(3), the rank r = 2.

We remark that the finite system-size scaling relation for

the entanglement entropy Sf (L, n), as presented in Eq. (33),
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Sf (n)

0 80 160

2.6

3.1

3.6

n

S

 

 

SL(n,M),|⊗
L/2
k=1 {+0} k〉

Sf (L,n)

(b)(a)

0 90 180

2.7

3.3

3.9

n

S

 

 

0 60 120
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2.8

3.2

n

S

 

 

SL(n,M),|⊗
L/3
k=1 {+0+} k〉

Sf (L,n)
SL(n,M), |⊗

L/4
k=1 {+0 + +} k〉

Sf (L,n)

(d)(c)

0 80 160

3.0

3.5

4.0

n

S

 

 

0 60 120

2.4

2.8

3.2

n

S

 

 

SL(n,M),|⊗
L/5
k=1 {+0 + +0} k〉

Sf (L,n)
SL(n,M),|⊗

L/6
k=1 {+0 + + + +} k〉

Sf (L,n)

(e) (f)

FIG. 3. The entanglement entropy S L(n, M) versus n in the dimer-

trimer regime for (a) |L, M〉1 with filling f = 1/4, when L = 100; (b)

|L,M〉2 with f = 1/5 when L = 160; (c) |L, M〉3 with f = 1/3 when

L = 180; (d) |L, M〉4 with f = 1/8 when L = 120; (e) |L, M〉5 with

f = 1/2 when L = 180; (f) |L, M〉6 with f = 1/6 when L = 120.

The dashed line indicates the entanglement entropy Sf (L, n) versus

n evaluated from the universal finite system-size scaling function.

The best fitting gives (a) S f 0 = 0.9733, (b) S f 0 = 0.8100, (c) S f 0 =

1.0811, (d) S f 0 = 0.4789, (e) S f 0 = 1.2629, and (f) S f 0 = 0.6735.

Here (a) | ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉 corresponds to the highest weight state, with

period p = 1 and (b) | ⊗L/2

k=1
{+0} k〉, (c) | ⊗L/3

k=1
{+0+} k〉, (d) | ⊗L/4

k=1
{+0+

+} k〉, (e) | ⊗L/5

k=1
{+0 + +0} k〉 and (f) | ⊗L/6

k=1
{+0 + + + +} k〉 correspond

to generalized highest weight states, with the period p respectively

being 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6.

becomes a logarithmic scaling relation for Sf (n) with block

size n in the thermodynamic limit L → ∞, consistent with a

generic but heuristic argument given in Refs. [15, 35]. Here

Sf (n) is defined as Sf (L, n) when the system size L tends to

infinity. That is, we have

Sf (n) =
NB

2
log2 n + Sf 0. (34)

Combined with the field-theoretic prediction

Sf (n) =
d f

2
log2 n + Sf 0, (35)

made by Castro-Alvaredo and Doyon [36] for the SU(2) fer-

romagnetic states, the fractal dimension d f is identical to the
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number of type-B GMs NB, namely

d f = NB. (36)

The fractal dimension d f is thus an integer for linearly inde-

pendent degenerate ground states generated from the repeated

action of the lowering operators on the highest weight state

and generalized highest weight states, as extracted from a

finite system-size scaling analysis. We stress that the frac-

tal dimension d f characterizes an abstract fractal underlying

the ground state subspace in the Hilbert space, which in turn

reflects the self-similarities behind degenerate ground states.

However, it appears to be necessary to look for a physical ob-

servable that reflects the self-similarities. As it turns out, the

residual entropy is a proper choice for this purpose. Indeed,

the self-similar geometric objects characterizing asymptotic

behaviors of the ground state degeneracies for large L are log-

arithmic spirals, with the golden spiral as a special case at the

dimer point [17].

In Fig. 2, we plot the entanglement entropy SL(n, M1, M2)

versus n at the trimer point for the indicated states and fillings.

The entanglement entropy Sf (L, n) versus n, evaluated from

the universal finite system-size scaling function, is indicated

as a dashed line. Our numerical data for SL(n, M1, M2) fall

onto the curve Sf (L, n), with the relative errors less than 1.5%.

Here and hereafter, we have regarded Sf (L, n) as a function of

n for fixed L and f .

Fig. 3 shows similar plots of the entanglement entropy

SL(n, M) versus n in the dimer-trimer regime. The entangle-

ment entropy Sf (L, n) versus n, evaluated from the universal fi-

nite system-size scaling function, is indicated as a dashed line.

Our numerical data for SL(n, M) fall onto the curve Sf (L, n),

with the relative errors less than 2%.

VI. SUMMARY

We have systematically investigated SSB with type-B GMs

in the macroscopically degenerate phase of the quantum spin-

1 model (1) with competing dimer and trimer interactions,

including the QPT points located at the two endpoints. It

is found that the model involves three distinct SSB patterns.

The first occurs at the dimer point (θ = π), with the pattern

from the staggered symmetry group SU(3) to U(1) × U(1),

so the number of type-B GMs is two. The second occurs at

the trimer point (θ = 3 π/2), with the pattern from the uni-

form symmetry group SU(3) to U(1) × U(1), so the number

of type-B GMs is two. The third occurs in the dimer-trimer

regime (π < θ < 3 π/2), with the pattern from the uniform

symmetry group SU(2) to U(1), so the number of type-B GMs

is one. The ground state degeneracies arising from the three

patterns are exponential with the system size, which may be

recognized as sequences of integers relevant to self-similar ge-

ometric objects. These are logarithmic spirals, with the golden

spiral as a special case at the dimer point [17].

The presence of an emergent symmetry operation tailored

to a specific degenerate ground state is responsible for the fact

that the ground state degeneracies Ω
OBC/PBC

L
are exponential

as a function of the system size L. As a consequence, the

residual entropy S r is non-zero. Physically, the residual en-

tropy measures the disorder present in a unit cell of highly

degenerate ground state generated from a generalized highest

weight state.

Meanwhile, an exact Schmidt decomposition for highly de-

generate ground states exposes the self-similarities, an essen-

tial feature underlying an abstract fractal in the ground state

subspace described by the fractal dimension. A universal fi-

nite system-size scaling analysis of the entanglement entropy

has been performed for the highly degenerate ground states,

in order to extract the fractal dimension, which is identical to

the number of type-B GMs.

As a result of the three SSB patterns, the dimer and trimer

models under consideration accommodate scale invariant, but

not conformally invariant ground states that represent an ex-

otic quantum state of matter, featuring that the translation-

invariant ground states coexist with dimerized ground states,

trimerized ground states, tetramerized ground states and so on

in the dimer-trimer regime and at the trimer point. More con-

cisely, the translation-invariant ground states coexist with p-

merized states, where integer p ≥ 2. In contrast, at the dimer

point, the translation-invariant ground states coexist with p-

merized states where p is even.
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APPENDIX

A. The staggered SU(3) symmetry group at the dimer point,

the uniform SU(3) symmetry group at the trimer point and the

uniform SU(2) symmetry group in the dimer-trimer regime

Here we summarize the generators and their commutation

relations for the symmetry groups as the parameter θ varies

in the macroscopically degenerate phase, including the two

ends representing the two QPT points. That is, the staggered

SU(3) symmetry group emerges at the dimer point θ = π, the

uniform SU(3) symmetry group emerges at the trimer point

θ = 3π/2 and the uniform SU(2) symmetry group emerges in

the dimer-trimer regime (π < θ < 3π/2).

(a) Model (1) at the dimer point (θ = π) possesses the stag-

gered SU(3) symmetry group, with its generators being the

eight traceless matrices Jδ =
∑

j Jδ, j (δ = 1, . . . , 8), where

J1, j = S x
j
/2, J2, j = S

y

j
/2, J3, j = S z

j
/2, J4, j = (−1) j(I−3/2S z

j

2),

J5, j = (−1) j[(S x
j
)2 − (S

y

j
)
2
]/2, J6, j = (−1) j(S x

j
S

y

j
+ S

y

j
S x

j
)/2,

J7, j = (−1) j(S
y

j
S z

j
+ S z

j
S

y

j
)/2, and J8, j = (−1) j(S z

j
S x

j
+

S x
j
S z

j
)/2 [S16, S17]. Here I is the 3 × 3 identity matrix.

The rank r is two. Accordingly, there are two Cartan gen-

erators H1 and H2, which are traceless and diagonal: H1 =
∑

j H1, j and H2 =
∑

j H2, j, where H1, j = S z
j
/2 + (−1) j(I −

3/2S z
j
2), and H2, j = 2S z

j
. For each of Hα (α = 1 and

2), there exists a conjugate pair of a raising operator Eα =
∑

j Eα, j and a lowering operator Fα =
∑

j Fα, j, with E1, j =√
2/4[S x

j
− (−1) j(S z

j
S x

j
+ S x

j
S z

j
) + iS

y

j
− i(−1) j(S

y

j
S z

j
+ S z

j
S

y

j
)],

E2, j = (−1) j+1[(S x
j
)2 − (S

y

j
)
2
+ i(S x

j
S

y

j
+ S

y

j
S x

j
)]/2, F1, j =√

2/4[S x
j
− (−1) j(S z

j
S x

j
+ S x

j
S z

j
) − iS

y

j
+ i(−1) j(S

y

j
S z

j
+ S z

j
S

y

j
)]

and F2, j = −(−1) j[(S x
j
)2 − (S

y

j
)
2 − i(S x

j
S

y

j
+ S

y

j
S x

j
)]/2. In ad-

dition, there are two extra generators: a raising operator E3 =
∑

j E3, j and a lowering operator F3 =
∑

j F3, j, with E3, j =√
2/4[S x

j
+ (−1) j(S z

j
S x

j
+ S x

j
S z

j
) + iS

y

j
+ i(−1) j(S

y

j
S z

j
+ S z

j
S

y

j
)],

F3, j =
√

2/4[S x
j
+ (−1) j(S z

j
S x

j
+ S x

j
S z

j
) − iS

y

j
− i(−1) j(S

y

j
S z

j
+

S z
j
S

y

j
))]. They satisfy the commutation relations [H1, E1] =

2E1, [H1, F1] = −2F1, [E1, F1] = H1, [H2, E2] = 2E2,

[H2, F2] = −2F2, [E2, F2] = H2, [H2 − H1, E3] = 2E3,

[H2 − H1, F3] = −2F3, [E3, F3] = H2 − H1, [H1, E2] = E2,

[H1, E3] = −E3, [H2, E1] = E1, [H2, E3] = E3, [H1, F2] =

−F2, [H1, F3] = F3, [H2, F1] = −F1, [H2, F3] = −F3,

[F1, F2] = 0, [F2, F3] = 0, [E1, E2] = 0 and [E1, E3] = 0.

Denoting |+〉 as the eigenvectors of the spin operator S z
j
,

with eigenvalue 1, we have E1|⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉 = 0, E2|⊗L

k=1
{+} k〉 =

0 and E3| ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉 = 0, together with H1| ⊗L

k=1
{+} k〉 =

H2| ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉 = | ⊗L

k=1
{+} k〉. Therefore, | ⊗L

k=1
{+} k〉 is by

definition the highest weight state. As argued in Ref. [S17],

there are six broken generators, which only yield two type-B

GMs.

(2) Model (1) at the trimer point (θ = 3π/2) possesses the

uniform SU(3) symmetry group. The rank r is two. Accord-

ingly, there are two Cartan generators H1 and H2, which may

be chosen as H1, j = 3/2(S z
j
)2 + S z

j
/2 − I and H2, j = S z

j
. For

each of the H1 and H2, a lowering operator and a raising op-

erator may be chosen as F1 =
∑

j F1, j, F2 =
∑

j F2, j, E1 =
∑

j E1, j, E2 =
∑

j E2, j, with F1, j =
√

2/2(S x
j
+ S x

j
S z

j
− iS z

j
S

y

j
),

F2, j = [(S x
j
)2 − (S

y

j
)2 − i(S x

j
S

y

j
+ S

y

j
S x

j
)]/2, E1, j =

√
2/2(S x

j
+

S z
j
S x

j
+ iS

y

j
S z

j
) and E2, j = [(S x

j
)2 − (S

y

j
)2 + i(S x

j
S

y

j
+ S

y

j
S x

j
)]/2.

In addition, there are two extra generators: a raising opera-

tor E3 =
∑

j E3, j and a lowering operator F3 =
∑

j F3, j, with

E3, j =
√

2/2[S x
j
− S z

j
S x

j
− iS z

j
S

y

j
], F3, j =

√
2/2[S x

j
− S x

j
S z

j
+

iS
y

j
S z

j
]. They satisfy the commutation relations [H1, E1] =

2E1, [H1, F1] = −2F1, [E1, F1] = H1, [H2, E2] = 2E2,

[H2, F2] = −2F2, [E2, F2] = H2, [H2 − H1, E3] = 2E3,

[H2 − H1, F3] = −2F3, [E3, F3] = H2 − H1, [H1, E2] = E2,

[H1, E3] = −E3, [H2, E1] = E1, [H2, E3] = E3, [H1, F2] =

−F2, [H1, F3] = F3, [H2, F1] = −F1, [H2, F3] = −F3,

[F1, F2] = 0, [F2, F3] = 0, [E1, E2] = 0 and [E1, E3] = 0.

Note that E1| ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉 = 0, E2| ⊗L

k=1
{+} k〉 = 0 and

E3| ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉 = 0, together with H1| ⊗L

k=1
{+} k〉 = H2| ⊗L

k=1

{+} k〉 = | ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉. Therefore | ⊗L

k=1
{+} k〉 is by definition

the highest weight state. The interpolating fields are E1, j and

F1, j for the generators F1 and E1, E2, j and F2, j for the gener-

ators F2 and E2, and E3, j and F3, j for the generators F3 and

E3, respectively. Thus 〈H1, j〉 and 〈H2, j〉 are the local order

parameters, given 〈[E1, j, F1]〉 = 〈[E1, F1, j]〉 = 〈H1, j〉 , 0,

〈[E2, j, F2]〉 = 〈[E2, F2, j]〉 = 〈H2, j〉 , 0, and 〈[E3, j, F3]〉 =
〈[E3, F3, j]〉 = 〈H2, j − H1, j〉 = 0. Hence the four symmetry

generators E1, E2, F1 and F2 are spontaneously broken. Ac-

cording to the counting rule [S10], two type-B GMs emerge.

(3) Model (1) in the dimer-trimer regime (π < θ < 3π/2)

possesses the uniform SU(2) symmetry group. The rank is

one. Accordingly, there is one Cartan generator S z, defined as

S z =
∑

j S z
j
. For S z there exists a conjugate pair of a lowering

operator S − and a raising operator S +, defined as S + =
∑

j S +
j

and S − =
∑

j S −
j
. They satisfy the commutation relations

[S z, S +] = S +, [S +, S −] = S z and [S −, S z] = S −, where S +
j

and S −
j

are defined as S ±
j
= (S x

j
±iS

y

j
)/
√

2, with S x
j
, S

y

j
, and S z

j

the spin-1 operators at the j-th site. The action of S z
j

and S +
j

on |+〉 j takes the form S z
j
|+〉 j = |+〉 j and S +

j
|+〉 j = 0, respec-

tively. Therefore |⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉 is by definition the highest weight

state. The interpolating fields are S −
j

and S +
j

for the generators

S + and S −, respectively. Hence 〈S z
j
〉 is the local order param-

eter, given 〈[S −
j
, S +]〉 = 〈[S +

j
, S −]〉 = 〈S z

j
〉 , 0. Thus the

two symmetry generators S x and S y are spontaneously bro-

ken. According to the counting rule [S10], one type-B GM

emerges.
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B. An explicit expression for the commutator V between the Hamiltonian and a local unitary operation

The degenerate ground state |ψ0〉 = S −| ⊗L
k=1
{+} k〉 is an eigenvector of S z with the eigenvalue L−1. We consider a set of local

unitary operations g j, defined as exp(iπΣ j), where Σ j = S z
j
, with j = 1, . . . , L under PBCs and j = 2, . . . , L − 1 under OBCs.

Then at the dimer point (θ = π/2), the commutators between the Hamiltonian H and the local unitary operations g j, denoted as

VD
j

, take the form

VD
j = − (e23) j(e21) j+1 + (e32) j(e12) j+1 + (e12) j(e32) j+1 − (e21) j(e23) j+1

− (e23) j−1(e21) j + (e32) j−1(e12) j + (e12) j−1(e32) j − (e21) j−1(e23) j.

Here we have introduced the basis matrices euv, defined as euv = |u〉〈v|, with |u〉 and |v〉 being the u-th and v-th states in an

orthonormal basis, where u, v = 1, 2 and 3. The latter is identified with the basis consisting of three basis states, with the

eigenvalues of spin-1 S z
j
being 1, 0 and −1. Hence we have

e11 =
S z + (S z)2

2
, e12 =

√
2(S zS x + (S z)2S x)

2
, e13 =

(S z + (S z)2)((S x)2 + iS xS y)

2
,

e21 =

√
2[S x(S z + (S z)2)]

2
, e22 = S x(S z)2S x, e23 =

√
2[(S x + iS y)(S z)2]

2
,

e31 =
((S x)2 − iS yS x)(S z + (S z)2)

2
, e32 =

√
2[(S z)2(S x − iS y)]

2
, e33 =

(S z)2 − S z

2
.

At the trimer point (θ = 3π/2), g j take the same form as that at the dimer point (θ = π/2), with j = 1, . . . , L under PBCs and

j = 3, . . . , L − 2 under OBCs, the commutators between the Hamiltonian H and the local unitary operations g j, denoted as VT
j
,

take the form

VT
j = − (e33) j(e12) j+1(e21) j+2 + (e13) j(e32) j+1(e21) j+2 + (e32) j(e13) j+1(e21) j+2 − (e12) j(e33) j+1(e21) j+2

+ (e33) j(e21) j+1(e12) j+2 − (e23) j(e31) j+1(e12) j+2 + (e23) j(e11) j+1(e32) j+2 − (e13) j(e21) j+1(e32) j+2

− (e31) j(e23) j+1(e12) j+2 + (e21) j(e33) j+1(e12) j+2 − (e21) j(e13) j+1(e32) j+2 + (e11) j(e23) j+1(e32) j+2

− (e32) j(e11) j+1(e23) j+2 + (e12) j(e31) j+1(e23) j+2 + (e31) j(e12) j+1(e23) j+2 − (e11) j(e32) j+1(e23) j+2

+ (e23) j−1(e32) j(e11) j+1 + (e33) j−1(e12) j(e21) j+1 − (e13) j−1(e32) j(e21) j+1 − (e23) j−1(e12) j(e31) j+1

− (e32) j−1(e23) j(e11) j+1 + (e12) j−1(e23) j(e31) j+1 − (e33) j−1(e21) j(e12) j+1 + (e13) j−1(e21) j(e32) j+1

+ (e31) j−1(e23) j(e12) j+1 − (e11) j−1(e23) j(e32) j+1 + (e32) j−1(e21) j(e13) j+1 − (e12) j−1(e21) j(e33) j+1

− (e21) j−1(e32) j(e13) j+1 − (e31) j−1(e12) j(e23) j+1 + (e11) j−1(e32) j(e23) j+1 + (e21) j−1(e12) j(e33) j+1

− (e23) j−2(e32) j−1(e11) j + (e23) j−2(e12) j−1(e31) j + (e32) j−2(e23) j−1(e11) j − (e32) j−2(e13) j−1(e21) j

+ (e12) j−2(e33) j−1(e21) j − (e12) j−2(e23) j−1(e31) j + (e23) j−2(e31) j−1(e12) j − (e23) j−2(e11) j−1(e32) j

− (e21) j−2(e33) j−1(e12) j + (e21) j−2(e13) j−1(e32) j − (e32) j−2(e21) j−1(e13) j + (e32) j−2(e11) j−1(e23) j

− (e12) j−2(e31) j−1(e23) j + (e12) j−2(e21) j−1(e33) j + (e21) j−2(e32) j−1(e13) j − (e21) j−2(e12) j−1(e33) j.

Note that under PBCs we denote (euv)−1 ≡ (euv)L, (euv)−2 ≡ (euv)L−1, (euv)L+1 ≡ (euv)1 and (euv)L+2 ≡ (euv)2 for brevity.

In the MD regime (π < θ < 3π/2), g j are identical to that at the trimer point (θ = 3π/2). The commutators between the

Hamiltonian H and the local unitary operations g j, denoted as VMD
j

, take the form

VMD
j = −2 cos θVD

j − 2 sin θVT
j .

We remark that under OBCs VD
j

and VT
j

take the same form as above, except for j = 1, 2, L − 1 and L. For these values we have

VD
1 = −(e23)1(e21)2 + (e32)1(e12)2 + (e12)1(e32)2 − (e21)1(e23)2,

VT
1 = −(e33)1(e12)2(e21)3 + (e13)1(e32)2(e21)3 + (e32)1(e13)2(e21)3 − (e12)1(e33)2(e21)3

+ (e33)1(e21)2(e12)3 − (e23)1(e31)2(e12)3 + (e23)1(e11)2(e32)3 − (e13)1(e21)2(e32)3

− (e31)1(e23)2(e12)3 + (e21)1(e33)2(e12)3 − (e21)1(e13)2(e32)3 + (e11)1(e23)2(e32)3

− (e32)1(e11)2(e23)3 + (e12)1(e31)2(e23)3 + (e31)1(e12)2(e23)3 − (e11)1(e32)2(e23)3,
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VD
2 = − (e23)2(e21)3 + (e32)2(e12)3 + (e12)2(e32)3 − (e21)2(e23)3

− (e23)1(e21)2 + (e32)1(e12)2 + (e12)1(e32)2 − (e21)1(e23)2,

VT
2 = − (e33)2(e12)3(e21)4 + (e13)2(e32)3(e21)4 + (e32)2(e13)3(e21)4 − (e12)2(e33)3(e21)4

+ (e33)2(e21)3(e12)4 − (e23)2(e31)3(e12)4 + (e23)2(e11)3(e32)4 − (e13)2(e21)3(e32)4

− (e31)2(e23)3(e12)4 + (e21)2(e33)3(e12)4 − (e21)2(e13)3(e32)4 + (e11)2(e23)3(e32)4

− (e32)2(e11)3(e23)4 + (e12)2(e31)3(e23)4 + (e31)2(e12)3(e23)4 − (e11)2(e32)3(e23)4

+ (e23)1(e32)2(e11)3 + (e33)1(e12)2(e21)3 − (e13)1(e32)2(e21)3 − (e23)1(e12)2(e31)3

− (e32)1(e23)2(e11)3 + (e12)1(e23)2(e31)3 − (e33)1(e21)2(e12)3 + (e13)1(e21)2(e32)3

+ (e31)1(e23)2(e12)3 − (e11)1(e23)2(e32)3 + (e32)1(e21)2(e13)3 − (e12)1(e21)2(e33)3

− (e21)1(e32)2(e13)3 − (e31)1(e12)2(e23)3 + (e11)1(e32)2(e23)3 + (e21)1(e12)2(e33)3,

VD
L−1 = − (e23)L−1(e21)L + (e32)L−1(e12)L + (e12)L−1(e32)L − (e21)L−1(e23)L

− (e23)L−2(e21)L−1 + (e32)L−2(e12)L−1 + (e12)L−2(e32)L−1 − (e21)L−2(e23)L−1,

VT
L−1 = + (e23)L−2(e32)L−1(e11)L + (e33)L−2(e12)L−1(e21)L − (e13)L−2(e32)L−1(e21)L − (e23)L−2(e12)L−1(e31)L

− (e32)L−2(e23)L−1(e11)L + (e12)L−2(e23)L−1(e31)L − (e33)L−2(e21)L−1(e12)L + (e13)L−2(e21)L−1(e32)L

+ (e31)L−2(e23)L−1(e12)L − (e11)L−2(e23)L−1(e32)L + (e32)L−2(e21)L−1(e13)L − (e12)L−2(e21)L−1(e33)L

− (e21)L−2(e32)L−1(e13)L − (e31)L−2(e12)L−1(e23)L + (e11)L−2(e32)L−1(e23)L + (e21)L−2(e12)L−1(e33)L

− (e23)L−1−2(e32)L−2(e11)L−1 + (e23)L−1−2(e12)L−2(e31)L−1 + (e32)L−1−2(e23)L−2(e11)L−1 − (e32)L−1−2(e13)L−2(e21)L−1

+ (e12)L−1−2(e33)L−2(e21)L−1 − (e12)L−1−2(e23)L−2(e31)L−1 + (e23)L−1−2(e31)L−2(e12)L−1 − (e23)L−1−2(e11)L−2(e32)L−1

− (e21)L−1−2(e33)L−2(e12)L−1 + (e21)L−1−2(e13)L−2(e32)L−1 − (e32)L−1−2(e21)L−2(e13)L−1 + (e32)L−1−2(e11)L−2(e23)L−1

− (e12)L−1−2(e31)L−2(e23)L−1 + (e12)L−1−2(e21)L−2(e33)L−1 + (e21)L−1−2(e32)L−2(e13)L−1 − (e21)L−1−2(e12)L−2(e33)L−1,

VD
L = − (e23)L−1(e21)L + (e32)L−1(e12)L + (e12)L−1(e32)L − (e21)L−1(e23)L,

VT
L = − (e23)L − 2(e32)L − 1(e11)L + (e23)L − 2(e12)L − 1(e31)L + (e32)L − 2(e23)L − 1(e11)L − (e32)L − 2(e13)L − 1(e21)L

+ (e12)L − 2(e33)L − 1(e21)L − (e12)L − 2(e23)L − 1(e31)L + (e23)L − 2(e31)L − 1(e12)L − (e23)L − 2(e11)L − 1(e32)L

− (e21)L − 2(e33)L − 1(e12)L + (e21)L − 2(e13)L − 1(e32)L − (e32)L − 2(e21)L − 1(e13)L + (e32)L − 2(e11)L − 1(e23)L

− (e12)L − 2(e31)L − 1(e23)L + (e12)L − 2(e21)L − 1(e33)L + (e21)L − 2(e32)L − 1(e13)L − (e21)L − 2(e12)L − 1(e33)L.

As follows from the lemma, we are led to a set of degenerate ground states g j|ψ0〉, which take the form
∑L

i=1(1−2δi j)|+1 . . .+i−1

0i +i+1 . . .+L〉, up to a multiplicative constant.

The explicit expressions for the commutators between the Hamiltonian H and the local unitary operations g j for other degen-

erate ground states are available, if requested.


