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The spin-3/2 chain is a versatile prototypical platform for the study of competition between different kinds
of magnetic orders, with the objective of obtaining a deeper understanding of the corresponding quantum phase
transitions. In this work, we investigate the spin-3/2 chain with nearest-neighbor J1, next-nearest-neighbor J2,
and uniaxial single-ion anisotropy D terms in the absence of a magnetic field. For positive values of J2/J1 and
D/J1, we find seven different phases in a rich phase diagram. Without frustration J2 = 0, a gapless Luttinger
liquid phase remains stable for all D > 0. As J2 increases, we observe three phases with distinct dimerized
valence bond orders, which show an intricate competition with vector chiral order and incommensurate corre-
lations. For large J2, regions of phase coexistence between the dimerized and vector chiral orders emerge. We
present large-scale numerical data for the determination of transition lines, order parameters, and the nature of
the phase transitions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Historically antiferromagnetic Heisenberg chains (AFHCs)
have been a great inspiration for the development of theoreti-
cal and numerical progress for quantum many-body systems.
Famous theoretical milestones include the Bethe ansatz [1, 2],
bosonization [3], and the discovery of symmetry protected
topological (SPT) states with non-local string orders [4–8].
Remarkable numerical efforts on AFHCs date back to the
early days of computers [9] and have contributed to the ad-
vent of powerful tools like the density matrix renormalization
group (DMRG) [10, 11].

By now it is well understood that the ground state for half-
odd-integer chains is gapless with a power-law decay of cor-
relations described by bosonization and the Wess-Zumino-
Witten (WZW) SU(2)1 model of two dimensional conformal
field theory (CFT) [12, 13], while integer spin chains are
gapped with a different ground state topology [4, 5]. The sit-
uation becomes more interesting when frustration in the form
of a nearest-neighbor (NN) coupling J1 and a next-nearest-
neighbor (NNN) coupling J2 is introduced, which induces a
gap for J2/J1 ≳ 0.2411 [14, 15] in the spin-1/2 AFHC. In-
commensurate correlations are observed [16–18] as the ra-
tio of the two couplings exceeds the Majumdar-Ghosh (MG)
point J2/J1 = 1/2 [19, 20]. However, for spin-1 AFHCs,
the interplay between the J1 and J2-terms only results in a
transition from the Haldane phase to the topologically trivial
NNN Haldane phase, without the emergence of a dimerized
phase [21]. Meanwhile, many studies on the spin-1 bilinear-
biquadratic model [22–26] have been conducted, with find-
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ings of unconventional mechanisms of spontaneous dimer-
ization [24–26]. Distinct dimerized patterns, e.g., columnar
dimer, staggered dimer, and valence bond solid (VBS) phases,
have been observed in two-leg spin-1/2 frustrated XXZ lad-
ders with or without the ring exchanges [27, 28], a honeycomb
ladder [29], the three-leg cases [30], other two-dimensional
systems [31, 32], or at the places adhering to promising spin
liquids [33, 34]. Frustration in spin-ladder models may also
lead to incommensurate correlations [35–37].

Helimagnetism with a so-called vector chiral order and bro-
ken space-inversion symmetry is only possible in finite mag-
netic fields or in the presence of a Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
(DM) interaction for the spin-1/2 AFHC [38–42]. For higher
spin systems, vector chiral order has been shown with frus-
trated anisotropic exchange couplings [43, 44]. A correspond-
ing bosonization analysis was also done for both spin-1/2 and
1, validated by numerical evidence [40].

We now focus on the specific case of the spin-3/2 chain,
which allows intricate interactions and different spin orders.
Existing studies have shown that a spin-3/2 can be regarded
as a combination of a spin-1/2 and a spin-1 [45], which are
intertwined with one another, giving rise to novel phenom-
ena. For the spin-3/2 J1-J2 chain, frustration causes spon-
taneous dimerization when J2/J1 > 0.29, with edge states
playing significant roles [18, 46, 47]. Recent studies have
further elucidated that various dimerized phases, as well as
an incommensurate and gapless floating phase emerge when
three-spin interactions are considered in arrays of Rydberg
atoms [45], which has been recently detected by looking at
site-resolved Rydberg state densities [48]. A widely observed
uniaxial single-ion anisotropy D-term resulting from crys-
tal field splitting is given by the quadrupolar operator along
the z-axis. Such a term is trivial for spin-1/2, but for the
spin-3/2 AFHC it was found that a gapped state exists for
0.387 < D/J1 < 0.943 in finite magnetic fields, leading to a
fractional 1/3-magnetization plateau [49–51]. Without mag-
netic field the spin-3/2 chain is in a gapless state for D > 0.
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FIG. 1. D-J2 Groundstate phase diagram, consisting of a Luttinger
liquid (LL) phase, a floating phase, a partially dimerized (PD) phase,
a spin-1/2-like dimerized (SHD) phase, a valence bond solid (VBS)
phase, and three phase coexistence regions, including a chiral PD
(CPD) phase, a chiral SHD (CSHD) phase, and a chiral VBS (CVBS)
phase. A LL-PD (gray solid line) and a LL-SHD (gray dashed line)
transitions of BKT type, a PD-CPD (blue solid line) and an SHD-
CSHD (blue dashed line) transitions of Ising type, a PD-SHD (black
solid line) transition of pseudo 1st order, and CPD-CVBS and CPD-
CSHD boundaries (gray dash-dotted line) indicated by zero dimer-
ization are plotted. Transition points (◦, ◦ and ■) are marked.

The combined effect of single-ion anisotropy D > 0 and
frustration J2 is so far unclear. We now present the corre-
sponding detailed groundstate phase diagram of the spin-3/2
J1-J2-D model in zero magnetic field, which displays an inter-
esting competition between dimerization and vector chiral or-
der. The paper is organized as follows: We first introduce the
model and phase diagram in Sec. II, then proceed to character-
ize dimerized phases and discuss phase transitions in Sec. III.
Next, we demonstrate the emergence of vector chirality, inves-
tigate the instability of the floating phase, and give the bound-
ary lines of phase coexistence regions in Sec. IV. Finally, we
present our concluding remarks in Sec. V.

II. MODEL AND PHASE DIAGRAM

We consider a Hamiltonian given by

H =

L∑
ℓ=1

[
J1 (Sℓ · Sℓ+1) + J2 (Sℓ · Sℓ+2) + D

(
S z
ℓ

)2]
, (1)

where the operator Sℓ represents the spin-3/2 at site-ℓ and
comprises of components S x

ℓ , S y
ℓ

and S z
ℓ

in the x, y and z-
axes. J1 and J2 are the coupling strengths of the NN and
NNN Heisenberg interactions, respectively. In the following,
we set J1 = 1 as the energy unit. In the case of ferromag-
netic coupling J2 < 0, there is no competition between the J1

and J2 terms in the model (1) and the ground state remains
monospecific, similar to spin-1/2 and spin-1 [16, 52]. Thus,
in this work we consider the more interesting region J2 ≥ 0.
The strength of the uniaxial single-ion anisotropy is given by
D ≥ 0. The site index ℓ ranges from 1 to the length of the
chain L = 2N, and N is an integer. In our convention, the left
terminal point on the even bond-2n is located at site-2n, with
1 ≤ n ≤ N.

The groundstate phase diagram Fig. 1 with zero magnetiza-
tion S z

t =
∑L
ℓ=1 S z

ℓ
= 0 is known for special cases: (i) For

a spin-3/2 Heisenberg chain lacking both D and J2 terms,
the ground state exhibits critical behavior described by the
WZWk=1 theory with a central charge c = 1 [13], analogous
to the case of a spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain. (ii) In the case of
D > 0 and J2 = 0, the ground state remains in the LL phase.
(iii) In the limit of D = +∞, the states with S z

ℓ
= ±3/2 are

forbidden for all sites in the ground state, thus rendering the
single-ion anisotropy a trivial identity operator. Consequently,
the model can be effectively mapped to a spin-1/2 J1-J2 XXZ
model with the anisotropy parameter ∆eff =

√
3/6 < 1, which

has been extensively studied previously [53]. This model un-
dergoes a BKT-type quantum phase transition from an LL
phase to a spin-1/2 dimerized phase (SHD), by breaking the
discrete translational symmetry [15].

In this work, we use the exact diagonalization (ED), the
density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) [10, 11], and
the infinite DMRG (iDMRG) [54, 55] methods to determine
the details of the groundstate phase diagram Fig. 1, which can
be outlined as follows: (1) We identify three distinct dimer-
ized phases: a partially dimerized (PD) phase [56], a spin-
1/2-like dimerized (SHD) phase, and a VBS phase. (2) The
interplay between dimerization and vector chirality leads to
the emergence of phase coexistence in a chiral PD (CPD)
phase, a chiral SHD (CSHD) phase, and a chiral VBS (CVBS)
phase. (3) Both the floating phase and the VBS phase exhibit
an instability toward single-ion anisotropy, which exists only
in a narrow region near the J2 axis. (4) Complicated phase
transitions occur between these phases. These results will be
presented in the following sections.

III. DIMERIZED PHASES

Dimerized phases have finite dimerization strength |D|, de-
fined as the strength discrepancy of even and odd NN bonds
in the middle of the chain in the thermodynamic limit (TDL)

D = lim
N→+∞

⟨(SN−1 − SN+1) · SN⟩ , (2)

which is also called the dimerization. In Fig. 2, each dimer-
ized phase has a mean-field ansatz for the bulk in the valence
bond representation, in which each spin-3/2 can effectively be
mapped to three spin-1/2s, colored by c = r (red), g (green),
and b (blue), respectively. In detail, the basis |S z

ℓ
⟩ for a spin-

3/2 at site-ℓ can be spanned as

|S z
ℓ⟩ =

∑
σr
ℓ
, σ

g
ℓ
, σb

ℓ
=↑,↓

Pℓ(σr
ℓ, σ

g
ℓ
, σb

ℓ ; S z
ℓ) |σ

r
ℓ⟩ ⊗ |σ

g
ℓ
⟩ ⊗ |σb

ℓ⟩ , (3)
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Mean-field ansatz in the valence bond repre-
sentation: (a) VBS with NN and NNN spin-1/2s are equally linked.
(b) The fully dimerized (FD) phase [57] with three VBS singlets on
every second NN bond. (c) PD with one and two VBS singlets on the
even and odd bonds, respectively. (d) SHD, where two of the three
spin-1/2s are supressed by D, so that only one VBS singlet is present
on every second NN bond. A red, green or blue circle represents one
spin-1/2, and a black line represents a VBS singlet of two spin-1/2s.
A gray shadow denotes a fully symmetric projection of three spin-
1/2s.

where σ
r/g/b
ℓ

=↑,↓ mark the z-axis spin polarization of the
spin-1/2, and the uniform parameter Pℓ ≡ P gives the fully
symmetric projection operator of three spin-1/2s. For exam-
ple, following Fig. 2(a), we can write down the ansatz wave
function for VBS, i.e.,

|ψVBS⟩ = (⊗ℓPℓ)
[
· · · |ϕ

g,g
1,2⟩ |ϕ

b,r
1,3⟩ |ϕ

b,r
2,4⟩ |ϕ

g,g
3,4⟩ · · ·

]
, (4)

and the state |ϕc,c′

ℓ,ℓ′
⟩ =
(
|↑ℓ,c↓ℓ′,c′⟩ − |↓ℓ,c↑ℓ′,c′⟩

)
/
√

2 denotes a
singlet between spin-1/2-c at site-ℓ and spin-1/2-c′ at site-
ℓ′. It should be noted that no internal valence bond states
between two spin-1/2s on the same site are possible. How-
ever, at large D the S z = ±3/2 states are forbidden, which
effectively freezes out two of the three spin-1/2 in that limit
as depicted by white internal lines in Fig. 2(d).

A. VBS vs. FD

Either the VBS phase or the FD phase can be chosen as a
candidate for the ground state in the limit of J2 = +∞ [45].
In VBS, each of two decoupled spin-3/2 Heisenberg chains
can be seen as a spin-1 chain with one dangling spin-1/2 per
site. Due to the perturbative J1 term, two dangling spin-1/2s
are connected to form a VBS singlet at each odd NN bond. In
contrast, the FD phase has three VBS singlets at every other
NN bond. Since both phases have finite |D| and the similar
low-lying multiplet of the entanglement spectrum for the bi-
partite reduced density matrix [58], it is difficult to distinguish
them. Alternatively, we calculate the reduced density matrices

ρ(2) = tr1,2 |ψ⟩⟨ψ| (5)

for sites 1 and 2 on the odd bond, after tracing out other de-
grees of freedom 1, 2 in the groundstate wave function |ψ⟩. In
Fig. 3(c), we first show the entanglement spectrum {− lnΛ(2)

α }

of the mean-field ansatz for VBS and FD, and Λ(2)
α gives the

α-th eigenvalues of ρ(2) with α = 1, · · · , 16. The FD phase has
a unique Λ(2)

1 = 1 or equivalently lnΛ(2)
1 = 0 in the spectrum,

while the VBS phase has a structure of “1+3+5” correspond-
ing to the levels with the total spin S 1,2 = |S1 + S2| = 0, 1,

0 1 2 3
S1, 2

0

2

4

6

8

−
ln

Λ
(2

)

D= 0

iDMRG
VBS
FD

0 1 2 3
|S z1, 2|

D= 0.05(a)

(b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 3. (Color online) After obtaining the two-site (enclosed by a
gray quadrangle) reduced density matrix ρ(2) defined in Eq. (5) for
(a) VBS and (b) FD by iDMRG, the entanglement spectra {− lnΛ(2)

α }

are plotted as a function of (c) the total spin S 1,2 at D = 0, and (d)
the z-axis spin polarization S z

1,2 at D = 0.05. In (c), the entanglement
spectrum of the mean-field ansatz is plotted for comparison. J2 = 4
and the truncated bond dimension m = 3, 200 are used.

and 2, respectively. In comparison with the iDMRG result at
D = 0 and J2 = 4, shown in Fig. 3(c), we find that the multi-
plet structure of ρ1,2 shows behavior more like the mean-field
VBS ansatz than the FD one. In addition, we present the result
at D = 0.05, where the SU(2) symmetry is broken, leading to
a spectrum as a function of the total z-axis spin polarization
S z

1,2 = S z
1 + S z

2.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Mean-field ansatz in the valence bond repre-
sentation for (a1) a PD edge state, (b1) a PD no-edge state, (c1) a
SHD edge state, and (d1) a SHD no-edge state, under OBC. In the
case of even N, the entanglement spectra {− lnΛ(◁)

α } for (a2) the PD
edge state and (b2) the PD no-edge state at D = 0.6, and (c2) the
SHD edge state and (d2) the SHD no-edge state at D = 0.8, are cal-
culated by iDMRG. J2 = 0.403 and m = 3, 200 are used in iDMRG.
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B. PD vs. SHD

The edge states in the dimerized phases also involve an
additional degree of degeneracy in the ground state, which
has led to confusion in determining the phase boundary of
PD at D = 0 [18, 45]. Under the periodic boundary con-
dition (PBC), the PD phase characterized by the presence of
doubly degenerate ground states, one of which exhibits either
strong even or odd bonds. However, under the open bound-
ary condition (OBC), as adopted for example in iDMRG, two
edge spin-1/2s are coupled to form a singlet for a short chain.
This occurs when the odd bond consists of two VBS singlets
and is stronger than the even bond in the mean-field ansatz.
The spins are disentangled when their distance L − 1 is much
larger than the correlation length [45], yielding spin polariza-
tions ↑ and ↓ located at two edges, respectively, as shown in
Fig. 4(a1), which is called the “PD edge state”. By simultane-
ously flipping these two spin-1/2s, another degenerate ground
state can be obtained in the S z

t = 0 sector. In contrast, when
the even bonds are stronger, the ground state has no edge spin-
1/2s, as shown in Fig. 4(b1), called the “PD no-edge state”.
The PD edge state can be understood as a combination of the
PDC and PDIC states, whereas the PD no-edge state is analo-
gous to the “RPD” state observed in the finite chain mentioned
in a previous work [45].

With iDMRG, we can capture all degenerate patterns, char-
acterized by the distinct entanglement spectrum {− lnΛ(◁)

α } of
the reduced density matrix for the left semi-chain (◁) ρ(◁) =

tr▷ |ψ⟩⟨ψ|, when we divide the chain into two equal semi-
chains. Fig. 4(a2) illustrates a doubly degenerate and sym-
metric spectrum with respect to the z-axis spin polarization
S z
◁ = 1/2 for ◁. This indicates that the central bond has a sin-

gle VBS singlet, and a spin-1/2 is polarized up and localized
at the left edge, consistent with the scenario for the PD edge
state shown in Fig. 4(a1). In contrast, the twofold degeneracy
of the spectrum is absent in Fig. 4(b2) and is symmetric with
respect to S z

◁ = 0, which aligns with the image in Fig. 4(b1).
By increasing D, the bases with S z

ℓ
= ±3/2 at all lattice sites

are suppressed, each spin-3/2 becomes an effective spin-1/2,
with two spin-1/2s form a VBS singlet at each lattice site,
as shown in Fig. 4(c1,d1). Fig. 4(c2) and (d2) show the en-
tanglement spectrum for the SHD edge and no-edge states,
respectively.

C. PD-SHD transition

We expect that the uniaxial single-ion anisotropy may fa-
cilitate a channel for connecting the PD and SHD edge states
at the PD-SHD transition point. Similarly, a channel may also
be formed between two no-edge states. In the iDMRG cal-
culation, the symmetric center of the entanglement spectrum
can be employed to characterize the emergence of the edge
states. In Fig. 5(a), we find that the dimerization D for both
the edge and no-edge states change the sign at the same place
D1st

c ≈ 0.724. Meanwhile, we monitor the fidelity

F = | ⟨ψ(D)|ψ(D + δD)⟩ | (6)

0.6 0.7 0.8

D

−0.2

0

0.2
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0.6 0.7 0.8
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0.9
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1

F

edge state
no-edge state

(a) (b)

FIG. 5. (Color online) (a) The dimerization D at even N and (b)
the fidelity F for the edge and no-edge states along a cutting line
J2 = 0.403 are calculated by iDMRG. In (a), D curves intersect at
the zero-dimerization axis, indicating the PD-SHD transition point.
m = 3, 200 is used in the calculation.

in both the channels for the edge and no-edge states, where
we choose the interval δD = 0.01. As illustrated in Fig. 5(b),
we find that F is nearly one with a discrepancy of less than
10−5, which means that the PD phase can undergo an adia-
batic transition to the SHD phase, despite the violation of two
VBS singlets at arbitrary odd bonds. Besides, we find no sig-
nal of the singularity in correlation lengths in the vicinity of
the transition point (not shown). Therefore, we categorize this
as a pseudo 1st-order phase transition, distinguishing it from
the conventional type. In Fig. 1, five pseudo 1st-order phase
transition points are indicated by black squares and situated
at the coordinates (D, J2) = (0.723, 0.404), (0.73, 0.392),
(0.736, 0.38), (0.744, 0.364), and (0.751, 0.353) from up to
bottom, respectively.

D. LL-PD and LL-SHD transitions

It has been established that the transition from the LL phase
to either the PD phase at D = 0 [45], or the SHD phase in the
limit of D = +∞ is known to be of BKT type, as described by
the WZWk=1 theory [12, 45]. When D > 0, there is no extra
relevant mass term in the presence of the low-energy effective
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FIG. 6. (Color online) (a) The determination of the quasicritical point
JBKT

2,qc at D = 0.5 and L = 48, indicated by the intersection point of the
gap curves for two representative excited energy levels ∆LL and ∆PD

under PBC. (b) A power-law fit of the quasicritical points JBKT
2,qc to

the chain length L for different values of D. We use ED for the case
L < 20, while we use DMRG with m = 4, 096 when 20 ≤ L ≤ 48.
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theory describing the LL-PD transition, which means that it
can remain of BKT type.

To verify this, we employ the level-spectroscopy
method [14, 53, 59, 60] to determine the place of the
transition point JBKT

2,c , based on symmetry and renormaliza-
tion analysis. It is assumed that the energy levels under the
PBC are arranged in ascending order, and that the s-th (the
index s = 0, · · · ) level Es(S z

t , k, P) can be labeled by the
quantum numbers of the total z-axis spin polarization S z

t , the
momentum k, and the parity P. For even N, the ground state
lies in the Hilbert space of S z

t = 0, k = 0, and P = +1 in all
relevant phases, so the corresponding energy curve is given
by Eg = E0(0, 0, +). In this case, we choose the excited
energy level ELL ≡ E0(+1, π, −) as the representative state
for LL due to the spin-flipping symmetry, while we choose
EPD/SHD ≡ E0(0, π, +) as the one for both PD and SHD. In
contrast, for odd N, the momentum k is shifted by π for all
eigenstates, and the corresponding party P is reversed either.

In Fig. 6, we use the ED and DMRG methods to com-
pute Eg, ELL and EPD/SHD as a function of J2 when D is
fixed. In the first step, we interpolate to find the quasicriti-
cal point JBKT

2,qc , where two representative gap curves intersect,

i.e., ∆LL

(
JBKT

2,qc

)
= ∆PD/SHD

(
JBKT

2,qc

)
, where ∆LL ≡ ELL −Eg and

∆PD/SHD ≡ EPD/SHD − Eg. For example, for L = 2N = 48 and
D = 0.5, we get JBKT

2,qc ≈ 0.352 following a cubic interpolation,
as shown in Fig. 6(a). It is worth noting that the low-lying ex-
cited energy levels can be labelled using the quantum numbers
in DMRG for large L, if we employ the guiding information
provided by the evolution tendency of the levels obtained from
ED for small values of L, such as the levels ELL and EPD/SHD.
In the next step, we use a power-law function of 1/Ld to do
data extrapolation to get the transition point JBKT

2,c in the TDL,
as shown in Fig. 6(b), where the exponent d is summarized in
table I.

D 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
d 2.046a 2.036 2.041 2.058 2.075 2.087
D 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
d 2.092 2.093 2.092 2.089 2.086

a When D = 0, the occasional degeneracy in the triplet states S z
t = 0, ±1

brings a trouble in determining JBKT
2,qc .

TABLE I. Values of the exponent d in the best fitting to JBKT
2,qc .

We can see that d is very close to 2, which is equal to
the exponent for the BKT-type transition in the spin-1/2 J1-
J2 chain [14, 61]. This suggests that two transition may be
subsumed within a unified low-energy theoretical framework.
Moreover, the maximum discrepancy between the d value and
2 implies a strong finite-size effect at D = 0.7, which may be
attributed to the competition between PD and SHD near the
pseudo 1st-order transition.
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FIG. 7. (Color online) (a) Flux φ1/φ0 as a function of J2 for L = 16
and 32 at D = 0.7 is calculated by DMRG with m = 1, 024 under
PBC. (b) Flux φ∞ (green) and vector chirality |κ| (red) as a function of
J2 at D = 0.3 is calculated by iDMRG with m = 800 under OBC. The
dotted and dashed lines indicate the LL-PD transition point JLL-PD

2,c ≈

0.3439 and the PD-CPD transition point JPD-CPD
2,c ≈ 0.428, respec-

tively. The dash-dotted line indicates the place JPDC-PDIC
2,c ≈ 0.405

where a crossover between the PDC and PDIC regions occurs.

IV. VECTOR CHIRALITY

A. Phase coexistence

When J2 becomes sufficiently large, the space-inversion
symmetry may be spontaneously broken in the ground state,
resulting in a finite vector chirality

κ = lim
N→+∞

κN = lim
N→+∞

⟨(SN × SN+1)z⟩ . (7)

where κN = (i/2)[⟨S +NS −N+1⟩ − ⟨S
−
NS +N+1⟩] is the value defined

in the middle NN bond. For the vector chiral phase with
D > 0, we get ⟨S +1 S −2 ⟩ = ⟨S

+
NS −N+1⟩ = exp(−iφ1), so that

⟨S −1 S +2 ⟩ = ⟨S
−
NS +N+1⟩ = exp(iφ1) and κ = sinφ1 is governed by

the flux φ1 [62, 63]. In the limit of infinite distance N = +∞,
it can be shown that ⟨S +1 S −2 S +NS −N+1⟩ ≈ ⟨S

+
1 S −2 ⟩ ⟨S

+
NS −N+1⟩ =

exp(−2iφ1) and φ1 is determined by the equation

cos 2φ1 ≈
⟨S +1 S −2 S +NS −N+1⟩ + ⟨S

−
1 S +2 S −NS +N+1⟩

⟨S +1 S −2 S −NS +N+1⟩ + ⟨S
−
1 S +2 S −NS +N+1⟩

. (8)

For a chain with small L less than the healing size for the
vector chiral order, Eq. (8) can still be used to derive the flux,
although the ground state holds the space-inversion symmetry.
In the CPD region at D = 0.7 in Fig. 7(a), the vector chiral
order emerges with φ1/φ0 being the stepping function of J2,
which chooses integer numbers and φ0 = 2π/L represents the
flux quanta.

In the long-range spin correlation limx→+∞ ⟨S +NS −N+x⟩ ∝

exp(−iφ∞x), we also monitor another flux

2φ∞ = Arg(γ1/γ0) , (9)

where γ0 and γ1 represent the dominant eigenvalues in the
S z

t = 0 and +1 sectors of the transfer matrix [54, 64], respec-
tively. A variational unit cell comprising two sites was used
in the iDMRG method. The flux φ∞ is equivalent to the pitch
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FIG. 8. (Color online) (a) The inverse of the correlation length ξ
calculated by iDMRG as a function of J2 for various m at D = 0.5.
The quasicritical point JIsing

2,qc (⋆ for m = 3, 200) is determined through
a fitting procedure whereby 1/ξ ∝ |δJ2|

ν near the minima, where ν
is found to be very close to 1. Inset: JIsing

2,qc is plotted as a function

of m and the value JIsing
2,c (dashed-dotted line) in the m = +∞ limit is

obtained by fitting to the parabolic curve of 1/m. The vector chirality
|κ| as a function of |δJ2| in the log-log scale for various m are plotted at
(b) D = 0.5 and (c) 1. In panels (b) and (c), the linear fitting (dashed
line) to the data points (•) suggests |κ| ∝ |δJ2|

β with β = 0.129 and
0.121, respectively, both of which are close to 1/8.

angle defined in the mean-field scenario [65]. As illustrated
in Fig. 7(b) at D = 0.3, 2φ∞ ≥ 0 modulo 2π is observed as
J2 increases and goes across the LL-PD and PD-CPD transi-
tion points successively. 2φ∞ = 0 consistent with φ∞ = π
near the LL-PD transition corresponds to the antiferromag-
netic spin correlation, while 2φ∞ , 0 in the vicinity of the
PD-CPD transition indicates an incommensurate spin correla-
tion. Thus, indicated by the short-range spin correlation in the
PD phase region, the ground state undergoes a crossover from
a commensurate PD (PDC) region to an incommensurate PD
(PDIC) region at JPDC-PDIC

2 ≈ 0.405. This is in an good agree-
ment with the emergence of the “PDIC” state found in the
previous research [45].

A comprehensive scenario can be delineated within the PD
phase region. At very shortest range, such as the NN and
NNN bonds, the spin correlation is always antiferromagnetic
in nature, exhibiting no vector chirality. Nevertheless, at a
somewhat longer distance, the spin correlation remains anti-

ferromagnetic with φ∞ = π, or alternatively, it may turn in-
commensurate with φ∞ , π, as a consequence of the presence
of the triplet domain walls. The comparable phenomenon oc-
curs in spin-1/2 AFHCs, where the interplay between short-
range spin correlations gives rise to the discrepancy between
the disordered point and the Liftshiftz point [16, 18]. When
entering the CPD region with a nonzero vector chirality, an
incommensurate spin correlation on the NN bond and in the
long distance has been established, with φ1 , 0. Therefore,
throughout the PD-CPD transition, the incommensurate spin
order persists, and thus the PDIC region is certainly sand-
wiched by the PDC and CPD regions.

Next, we determine the criticality at the PD-CPD transition
point where |κ| emerges. In Fig. 8, we calculate the correlation
length, defined as

ξ = −2a/ ln |γ2/γ0| , (10)

where γ2 represents the second dominant eigenvalue in the
S z

t = 0 sector of the transfer matrix [54, 64]. We set the lattice
spacing a to 1. In Fig. 8(a), at D = 0.5, we find that the linear
scaling of 1/ξ is perfectly satisfied in an extremely narrow
region J2 − JIsing

2,qc < 10−4 in the vicinity of the quasicritical

point JIsing
2,qc , yielding the exponent ν = 1. Next, we do an

extrapolation with respect to the truncated bond dimension m
and find a transition point JIsing

2,c = 0.408288(1) with a small

error bar. After defining a discrepancy of δJ2 = J2 − JIsing
2,c ,

we also do linear fitting of |κ| in log-log scale in the region of
ln|δJ2| ≲ −9, which suggests |κ| ∝ |δJ2|

β with β = 0.129 close
to 1/8, as shown in Fig. 8(b). In combination, we suggest
that this transition is continuous and belongs to the Ising-type
universality class.

In the inset of Fig. 8(b), we can also see the dimerization
strength |D| does not disappear when J2 ≥ JIsing

2,c , and the
ground state enter the CPD phase, where the dimerization and
vector chirality coexist. Similarly, we can do the same pro-
cedure at the SHD-CSHD transition, which also belongs to
the Ising type universality class, as shown in Fig. 8(c). The
SHD-CSHD transition happens due to the effective anisotropy
∆eff =

√
6/3 being less than one in the spin-1/2 J1-J2 XXZ

model in the large-D limit, which is in accordance with the
existing bosonization theory [35]. At 0.7 ≲ D ≤ 1, the ef-
fect of D is counterbalanced by J2, which induces a transition
from the CSHD phase to the CPD phase as J2 increases, fol-
lowing the discussion in Subsec. IV C. Furthermore, we make
a trial to do extrapolation of the PD-CPD transition point JIsing

2,c
to the limit of D = 0 using parabolic function. After that, we
get a value of JIsing

2,c ≃ 0.55 at D = 0, close to the place of the
PD-floating transition point determined by the CFT analysis
in the early works [45].

The vector chiral order can be also generated from VBS.
As illustrated in Fig. 9, as D grows at J2 = 4, we can see that
the vector chirality strength |κ| emerges abruptly with a finite
discontinuity at a specific truncated bond dimension. Mean-
while, the dimerization strength |D| does not vanish either,
which leads to the last phase coexistence region, namely the
CVBS phase. It is recommended to adopt alternative initial-
izations in order to avoid being trapped in a particular state
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FIG. 9. (Color online) (a) The vector chirality |κ| and (b) the dimer-
ization strength |D| as a function of D for various m at J2 = 4.

during the iDMRG process. The objective is to identify the
state with the lowest energy per site. With the growth of m up
to 6, 400, the jump persists. Thus, it can be concluded that the
transition may be of 1st order in the limit of infinite m.

B. Unstable floating phase

After applying the uniaxial single ion anisotropy, we inves-
tigate the evolution of the floating phase by calculating the
spin gap

∆(s) = E1st − Eg , (11)

50 150 250

L

−10

−6

−2

ln
∆

(s
)

D

0

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

FIG. 10. (Color online) The spin gap as a function of L for various
values of D when J2 = 1 is fixed. The dashed lines indicate the linear
functions of L that best fit the gap values with L = 160, 192, 224, and
256 when D ≥ 0.02. m = 6, 144 and OBC are used in DMRG.

where E1st represents the lowest-lying excited energy in the
Hilbert space of S z

t = 0. The floating phase is incommensu-
rate and gapless, which is incompatible with the preinstalled
condition for iDMRG [54, 55]. Thus we adopt the finite-chain
algorithm in DMRG [10, 11]. In Fig. 10, the spin gap ∆(s) ex-
hibits an exponential dependence on the chain length L, i.e.,
∆(s) ∝ exp(−L/Lh) when D ≳ 0.02. This signal indicates that
the energy discrepancy between two quasi-degenerate states
diminishes as a consequence of the breaking of the space-
inversion symmetry. And Lh represents the healing size. Con-
sequently, it can be posited that the floating phase is unstable
and can undergo a transition to the vector chiral phase in the
presence of a minimal amount of D ≲ 0.02.

C. CPD-CVBS, CPD-CSHD boundaries

Analogous to the pseudo 1st-order PD-SHD transition men-
tioned in Subsec. III C, the edge and no-edge states of CPD,
CSHD, and CVBS phases can be adiabatically connected
separately. Therefore, on the CPD-CSHD and CPD-CVBS
boundary lines, the dimerization strength |D| disappear. It
follows that these three phases can be divided by two lines
where |D| = 0. In Fig. 1, we use the non-edge states to de-
termine the zero-dimerization lines when the truncated bond
dimension m = 800 is applied. Two things are noticed: (i) the
CPD-CSHD border is the extension of the PD-SHD transition
line for a slight growth of J2, while the border accelerates the
increasing along the D-axis when J2 ≳ 0.5. (ii) The extrapo-
lation of the CPD-CVBS border to the limit of D = 0 also hits
the PD-floating transition point J2 ≃ 0.55.

Moreover, in the CPD phase region, |D| is extremely weak,
and it remains challenging to determine whether a pure chiral
phase exists even using the most advanced techniques.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the spin-3/2 J1-J2-D model in the re-
gion with positive D and J2 using various methods. In the
groundstate phase diagram, a Luttinger liquid (LL) phase re-
mains stable in the presence of D > 0. The frustration in-
troduced by the J2-term gives rise to the three distinct dimer-
ized phases: the valence bond solid (VBS) phase, the par-
tially dimerized (PD) phase, and the spin-1/2-like dimerized
(SHD) phase, which can be distinguished by the spectra of
reduced density matrices. A pseudo 1st-order transition is
found between the PD and SHD phases. The Berezinskii-
Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT)-type transition lines between the
LL, PD and SHD phases are determined using the level spec-
troscopy method. As J2 increases, regions of phase coexis-
tence between dimerized and vector chiral orders emerges in
a chiral PD (CPD) phase, a chiral SHD (CSHD) phase, and a
chiral VBS (CVBS) phase. The transitions between PD and
CPD, and between SHD and CSHD are of Ising type, while



8

the transition between VBS and CVBS is of 1st order. The
floating phase rapidly vanishes when the vector chiral order
appears upon introduction of D, illustrating its instability. Fi-
nally, two zero-dimerization boundaries are identified, which
partition three phase coexistence regions.

Several questions remain unanswered. First, in the limit of
J2 = +∞, the competition between the VBS phase and the
vector chiral phase may lead to a complicated scenario, the
details of which are currently unclear. Second, it is difficult to
determine the exact boundaries of the floating phase and the
VBS phase in the groundstate phase diagram.
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B 72, 054433 (2005).
[26] S. Hu, A. M. Turner, K. Penc, and F. Pollmann, Physical Re-

view Letters 113, 027202 (2014).
[27] A. Metavitsiadis and S. Eggert, Physical Review B 95, 144415

(2017).
[28] T. Ogino, R. Kaneko, S. Morita, and S. Furukawa, Physical

Review B 106, 155106 (2022).
[29] Q. Luo, S. Hu, J. Zhao, A. Metavitsiadis, S. Eggert, and

X. Wang, Physical Review B 97, 214433 (2018).
[30] J. Almeida, M. A. Martin-Delgado, and G. Sierra, Physical

Review B 77, 094415 (2008).
[31] O. A. Starykh and L. Balents, Physical Review Letters 98,

077205 (2007).
[32] S.-S. Gong, W. Zhu, K. Yang, O. A. Starykh, D. N. Sheng, and

L. Balents, Physical Review B 94, 035154 (2016).
[33] A. Metavitsiadis, D. Sellmann, and S. Eggert, Physical Review

B 89, 241104(R) (2014).
[34] L. Wang and A. W. Sandvik, Physical Review Letters 121,

107202 (2018).
[35] A. A. Nersesyan, A. O. Gogolin, and F. H. L. Eßler, Physical

Review Letters 81, 910 (1998).
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