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We investigate the nature of the quantum phase transition in modulated SU(N) Heisenberg spin
chains. In the odd-N case, the transition separates a trivial non-degenerate phase to a doubly-
degenerate gapped chiral PSU(N) symmetry-protected topological (SPT) phase which breaks spon-
taneously the inversion symmetry. The transition is not an Ising transition associated to the breaking
of the Z2 inversion symmetry, but is governed by the delocalization of the edge states of the SPT
phase. In this respect, a modulated SU(N) Heisenberg spin chain provides a simple example in
one dimension of a non-Landau phase transition which is described by the SU(N)1 conformal field
theory. We show that the chiral SPT phase exhibits fractionalized spinon excitations, which can be
confined by changing the model parameters slightly.

Introduction. The Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson (LGW)
paradigm provides the conceptual framework to describe
continuous phase transitions in modern condensed mat-
ter [1]. The central idea of the approach is that the
universal properties of a transition are fully character-
ized by the long-wavelength, long-time fluctuations of a
symmetry-breaking order parameter. In the past three
decades, however, many exotic quantum phase transi-
tions beyond the LGW paradigm have been proposed. A
prime example is the continuous phase transition between
two phases with the same symmetry but with different
topological orders [2, 3]. The underlying transition is not
described by the fluctuations of a Landau order param-
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FIG. 1. Cartoon pictures of the SU(3) ground states
where strong/weak antiferromagnetic couplings are depicted
as full/dashed bonds respectively. From top to bottom: (i)
δ < 0 (connected to a trivial product of singlets); (ii) δ > 0
(two possible ground states, related by inversion symmetry,
are shown with different dashed ovals); (iii)-(iv) two soliton
excitations (respectively 3̄ and 3) that can exist as domain
walls between the two possible ground states for δ > 0.

eter but stems from a drastic change in the long-range
quantum entanglement pattern of the underlying topo-
logical orders of the phases [4].

A particularly striking example of a non-Landau tran-
sition arises in the concept of deconfined quantum crit-
icality (DQC), with a possible direct continuous transi-
tion between two phases with incompatible spontaneous
broken symmetries as for the Néel to valence-bond-solid
transition of two-dimensional competing spin-1/2 mag-
nets [5–7]. The transition is described by emergent de-
confined gauge fields coupled to fractionalized degrees
of freedom, whereas they are confined in the conven-
tional phases on either side of the transition [7]. This
Landau-forbidden transition has attracted much inter-
est over the years and has recently become very relevant
with its possible experimental observation in a pressur-
ized SrCu2(BO3)2 compound [8–11]. In one dimension
(1D), there are several examples of non-Landau contin-
uous phase transitions, some of them realizing a 1D-
version of a DQC point [12–24]. These models are defined
from discrete or U(1) symmetries with a U(1) Luttinger
criticality at the transition [25].

In this Letter, we introduce a general class of 1D lattice
models with non-abelian SU(N) continuous symmetry
which display non-Landau quantum phase transitions.
We consider an SU(N) Heisenberg spin chain with an
explicit modulation of the interactions with period N :

Hδ = J

NL∑
i=1

N2−1∑
A=1

{
1 + δ cos

(
2πi

N

)}
SA
i S

A
i+1, (1)

SA
i being the SU(N) spin operators on the i-th site of

the chain which transform in the N -dimensional funda-
mental representation of the SU(N) group, normalized
as Tr(SASB) = δAB/2. In the simplest N = 2 case, the
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model corresponds to the alternating spin-1/2 Heisen-
berg spin chain with explicit dimerization which was in-
troduced by Hida in Ref. 26 to describe the main proper-
ties of the Haldane phase of the spin-1 Heisenberg chain,
the paradigmatic example of a 1D interacting symmetry-
protected topological (SPT) phase [27].

In this work, we map out the phase diagram of model
(1) for general odd N at zero temperature by means of
complementary non-abelian bosonization and numerical
approaches. The phase transition is always located at
δ = 0 and belongs to the SU(N)1 universality class with
central charge c = N − 1. It is shown that the contin-
uous transition for odd N represents a simple example
of a non-Landau transition in 1D, similarly to the re-
sult that was obtained for N = 3 in a related model in
Ref. 28. The quantum critical point separates a trivial
phase at δ < 0 from a twofold-degenerate gapped phase
at δ > 0. The latter exhibits two chiral-SPT ground
states that are protected by the projective unitary sym-
metry PSU(N) = SU(N)/ZN [29], for which the inver-
sion symmetry I (SA

NL−n → SA
n+1) of the model is spon-

taneously broken – see Fig. 1 for an illustration of the
ground state in the simplest N = 3 case. Despite this
symmetry breaking, the transition is not an Ising transi-
tion described by the fluctuations of a Z2 order parameter
related to the inversion symmetry breaking. In contrast,
the SU(N)1 quantum criticality of the transition stems
from the delocalization of the edge states of the two de-
generate chiral-SPT ground states which are exchanged
under the inversion symmetry.
Weak-coupling approach. The continuum limit of
model (1) is performed by exploiting the fact that the
low-energy properties of the uniform SU(N) Heisenberg
spin chain for δ = 0 is described by an SU(N)1 conformal
field theory (CFT) [30–32]. In the low-energy limit, the
lattice spin operators are described by:

SA
n /a0 ≃ JA

L + JA
R + iλ e

i2π
Na0

x Tr(g(x)TA) + H.c., (2)

where x = na0, a0 being the lattice spacing, and λ =
Ceiθ0 (C > 0) is a non-universal complex constant. In
Eq. (2), JA

R,L are the chiral SU(N)1 currents which gener-
ate the SU(N)1 CFT, g is the SU(N)1 primary field with
scaling dimension (N−1)/N , and TA are the SU(N) gen-
erators in the fundamental representation of the SU(N)
group. Two important discrete lattice symmetries are
the one-step translation symmetry Ta0

which is explic-
itly broken when δ ̸= 0 and the inversion symmetry I
which is always a symmetry. Using the correspondence
(2), these two symmetries are implemented in the low-
energy approach by the identification:

g
Ta0−−→ ei

2π
N g

g(x)
I−→− e−2iθ0e−i 2π

N g†(−x).
(3)

When |δ| ≪ 1, a low-energy approach for the spin-chain
model can be derived by means of the identification (2).

Its Hamiltonian density reads as follows:

Hδ =H0 + Vδ +Hcc

H0 =
2πv

N + 1

[
: JA

R JA
R : + : JA

L JA
L :

]
Vδ = δ̄

(
ei(θ0+

π
2 + π

N )Tr(g) + H.c.
)

Hcc = λccJ
A
R JA

L ,

(4)

where a summation over repeated indices is implied and
δ̄ = CNδ (CN > 0); see Supplemental Material for more
details (SM) [33]. A similar derivation has been ob-
tained in Ref. 34 in the N = 3 case. The leading con-
tribution is Vδ which is a strongly relevant perturbation
with scaling dimension (N − 1)/N and Hcc is a marginal
current-current interaction. A spectral gap is opened
for either sign of the modulation δ with an energy gap,
∆ ∼ |δ̄|N/(N+1)/(ln |δ̄|)(N−1)/N [33]. The physical nature
of the gapped phases strongly depends on the sign of δ.
When δ < 0 (i.e., δ̄ < 0), the minimization of the

strongly relevant perturbation Vδ in Eq. (4) leads to a
non-degenerate solution for every N :

gδ<0 = e−i(θ0+
π
2 + π

N )I, (5)

I being the N × N identity matrix. The solution is an
SU(N) matrix if eiNθ0 = −(−i)N , which fixes the phase
θ0 of the non-universal constant that appears in the con-
tinuous description of the spin operator (2). The ground
state, described by the solution (5), is invariant under
the inversion symmetry. The phase is a featureless fully
gapped phase which is made by a collection of singlet
states of N sites (see Fig. 1(i) for N = 3).
When N is odd and δ > 0, the minimisation of the po-

tential Vδ in Eq. (4) gives a two-fold degenerate solution:

g± = −e−i(θ0+
π
2 + π

N )±i π
N I. (6)

Under the inversion symmetry (3), we have: g±
I−→ g∓.

The phase in the odd-N case is thus twofold degenerate
and spontaneously breaks the inversion symmetry. From
the identification (3), we observe that the solutions (6)
are obtained from the trivial one (5) by a simple transla-
tion of (N ± 1)/2 sites. In an open geometry, the phase
with δ < 0 has no edge state whereas the two degen-
erate phases with δ > 0 enjoy chiral edge states due to
the translation of (N ±1)/2 sites with the left edge-state
being described by a Young tableau with a single col-
umn and (N ± 1)/2 boxes and the right one in the rep-
resentation with a single column and (N ∓ 1)/2 boxes.
These edge states are exchanged by the inversion symme-
try and belong to conjugate representations. In the sim-
plest N = 3 case, the edge states belong to the 3 and 3̄
representations of the SU(3) group and define the PSU(3)
chiral SPT phase which was found in two-leg spin ladders
with unequal spins or other 1D SU(3) spin models in the
adjoint representation of the SU(3) group [35–40]. In the
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general odd-N case, the twofold-degenerate ground state

for δ > 0 corresponds to the chiral (N±1)
2 - SPT phases

with edge states with dimension: d = N !
[(N−1)/2]![(N+1)/2]! .

The inversion symmetry is spontaneously broken in the
chiral SPT phase and remains unbroken in the trivial
phase. Despite this Z2 inversion broken symmetry, the
phase transition at δ = 0 between the trivial and chiral
SPT phases is not an Ising transition with central charge
c = 1/2 but belongs to the SU(N)1 universality class [31]
with a central charge c = N − 1. The transition satisfies
the bound c ≥ log2 d conjectured in Ref. 41 correspond-
ing to a 1D phase transition driven by a delocalized egde
mode with dimension d.

Strong coupling. In order to restrict ourselves to an-
tiferromagnetic interactions (i.e. positive coupling con-
stants), one has to limit δ < δmax = 1/ cos(π/N). Close
to this maximal value, the model maps onto an effective
SU(N) chain in theN−N̄ representation, which has been
extensively studied and is expected to be spontaneously
dimerized [42]. For any N , Affleck has shown that the
N − N̄ chain is equivalent to an N2 Potts model [42]
and hence spontaneously dimerized with a finite gap for
N > 2, generalizing the N = 3 result [43]. Moreover,
by mapping the Potts model onto an S = 1/2 XXZ
chain, it is possible to get the exact spectrum since this
model is integrable. Using these mappings, it was pos-
sible to obtain exact results for N = 3, namely a gap
about ∆ ≈ 0.173 and a quite large correlation length
ξ ≃ 21 [44, 45]. For completeness, we reproduce the
main formulas of Ref. 45 and also provide numerical val-
ues for other N values relevant to our work in SM [33].
Quite remarkably, our numerical results for the correla-
tion lengths obtained for N = 3 and N = 5 are in perfect
agreement with these predictions.

Numerical simulations. Let us now confirm the
field theory predictions by numerical simulations of the
spin chain model [Eq. (1)] using the matrix product state
(MPS) toolbox [46]. We use infinite MPS [47] with an
explicit encoding of the SU(N) symmetry, providing the
most natural and efficient parametrization of the ground
state directly in the thermodynamic limit. The MPS ap-
proximation is optimized by a combination of the iDMRG
and VUMPS algorithms [47–49], and we use software
packages [50–52] with generic non-abelian symmetry sup-
port. The accuracy of these MPS ground-state approxi-
mations is systematically controlled by the bond dimen-
sion or truncation threshold. In order to study the crit-
ical behaviour around δ = 0, we employ accurate tech-
niques [53, 54] to extrapolate our results to infinite bond
dimension. We refer to SM [33] for the details on the
MPS simulation techniques.

First, we discuss some general features for all our
SU(N) simulations. As shown in SM [33], the manifold
of infinite SU(N)-invariant MPS is divided into different
classes, where a variational optimization can determine

FIG. 2. Correlation length vs |δ| in the SU(3) case for positive
and negative δ (dots), fitted with a power law with exponents
0.824 and 0.737 respectively (solid line). The data were ob-
tained from infinite MPS, using proper extrapolation schemes.

which class is realized for a given value of δ. For all δ < 0,
we find that the ground state belongs to class ⌊0⌋, which
is consistent with a trivial state adiabatically connected
to a product state made of N -site singlets and the pre-
dicted result of Eq. (5). On the other hand, for δ > 0
we find that MPS in the class corresponding to a chiral
N±1
2 -SPT phase for odd N , in agreement with Eq. (6).

In Fig. 2 we show the correlation length as a function of
|δ| for the case of N = 3, obtained after extrapolation us-
ing data up to a truncation threshold of τ = 10−8. From
the knowledge of the ground state’s class, this is compat-
ible with a trivial phase for δ < 0 and a N±1

2 -SPT phase
for δ > 0. In the scaling region around δ = 0, we fit
a power law to our numerical estimates, and find expo-
nents that are reasonably close to the expected exponent
3/4. We attribute the discrepancies to the logarithmic
corrections to the power-law behaviour.

For δ > 0 we can measure the bond energies in the
unit cell that signal the spontaneous inversion symmetry
breaking, adiabatically connected to the strong coupling
limit. We define the order parameter as the difference of
the average energy on the equivalents bonds. For N = 3,
there is a unique order parameter while forN = 5, we can
measure the difference on two pairs of equivalent bonds.
As shown in Fig. 3, its behavior for N = 3 is compatible
with a power-law with an exponent 0.658, roughly agree-
ing with the expected result 1/2, the difference again
probably due to logarithmic corrections.

The numerical simulations become increasingly more
demanding for larger N , especially in the scaling region
around the quantum critical point at δ = 0. In SM [33]
we show additional data for N = 5, but these are less
conclusive than the ones for N = 3 in Figs. 2 and 3.

Excitation spectrum. As is often the case in 1D spin
chains, the symmetry breaking pattern in the ground
state determines the nature of the elementary excitations
[55–57]. Here we investigate the spectrum of the SU(3)
chain for 0 < δ < δmax = 2, where we have found a chiral
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FIG. 3. Inversion symmetry order parameter in the SU(3)
case for δ > 0, evaluated with infinite MPS with a truncation
threshold τ = 10−8 (dots), fitted with a power law exponent
0.658 (solid line).

SPT phase with two ground states that spontaneously
break the inversion symmetry. For large δ, the two sym-
metry breaking patterns are pictured in Fig. 1: the two
spins on the strong bond are always tightly bound into
an effective 3̄ state, which then dimerizes with the spin
to its left or right. One can consider two types of defects
in these ground state configurations (Fig. 1), i.e. domain
walls [58] carrying either an effective 3 or 3̄ charge.
The dispersion of these fractional spinon excitations

can be calculated numerically using the MPS excitation
ansatz, a variational approach for capturing excitations
on top of an MPS ground state directly in the thermody-
namic limit [58, 59]. Then, using the single-spinon dis-
persion relation, we can simply compute the lower and
upper edges of the s-s̄ continuum. Next, we determine
to what extent the full excitation spectrum can be recon-
structed from these elementary spinon states. To that
effect, we compute the spectral function

S(q, ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dteiωt ⟨Ψ0| e−iHtSA

−qe
iHtSA

q |Ψ0⟩ , (7)

where SA
q is the momentum-space spin operator. This

spectral function therefore probes the excitations in the
8 (adjoint) sector. We can compute S(q, ω) by acting
with Sα

j on an MPS ground state, performing variational
real-time evolution [60, 61], and transforming the corre-
lation function to momentum and frequency space. Re-
sults are shown in the left panel of Fig. 4, as well as the
lower and upper edges of the s-s̄ continuum. We observe
that all the dominant features of the spectral function are
nicely contained within the continuum, confirming that
the spinons are the only fundamental excitations in this
system.

As a final application we perturb the modulated SU(3)
spin chain slightly by an extra phase factor ϕ,

H = J
∑
i

(
1 + δ cos

(
2πi

N
+ ϕ

))
SA
i S

A
i+1. (8)

Such perturbation breaks the inversion symmetry explic-
itly, hence lifting the degeneracy of the two ground states.
As a result, the spinons can no longer exist as indepen-
dent particles, but are confined into bound states. This
effect is well-known for (deformed) SU(2) Heisenberg or
Ising chains [62, 63] and has been observed in inelastic
neutron scattering experiments [64–66] or after a real-
time quench in a quantum simulator [67]. In S(q, ω),
this results in the continuum being replaced by isolated
lines, which is shown explicitly in the right panel of Fig. 4.
The enthusiastic reader can interpret our current SU(3)
example as a 1D spin chain analog of the confinement of
quarks into mesonic bound states.
Summary and experimental realization. In this
work, we have have shown that the modulated SU(N)
spin chain exhibits a non-Landau quantum phase transi-
tion, both from a low-energy field theory approach and
from numerical MPS simulations. For odd N , the tran-
sition is between a trivial phase and a chiral-SPT phase
with twofold degenerate ground state. In the latter, the
excitations are deconfined spinon excitations with frac-
tional SU(N) charge, which can be confined by adding a
small phase in the modulation of the coupling strengths.
Given these exotic phenomena, it would be very in-

teresting to engineer this system in a quantum simula-
tion experiment. There are several ways to realize an
SU(N)-symmetric spin model using alkaline-earth ultra-
cold atoms such as Yb or Sr [68]. For simplicity, we
consider only the N = 3 case, in which we can start from
an optical lattice made of a set of three laser beams with
the wavelengths 2Λ, Λ, and Λ/3:

Vlat(x) = V1 cos
2

(
2π

2Λ
x

)
+ V2 cos

2

(
2π

Λ
x

)
+ V3 cos

2

(
2π

2Λ/3
x

)
. (9)

For appropriate choices of the beam strengths V1,2,3, we
obtain a lattice with three minima within a period Λ sep-
arated by large potential barriers. Now we load fermionic
atoms into the lattice and carry out the second-order per-
turbation in the hopping to arrive at an SU(3) Heisenberg
chain with modulated interactions. We can realize the
model (1) with δ < 0 by choosing large enough V2 (> 0)
and setting V1 = rV2 (r > 1), and V3 = V2/[4(r − 1)].
The last condition for J3 (triple-well condition) is neces-
sary for the three minima to have equal depths. On the
other hand, to simulate the model with δ > 0, we use
large enough V2 (< 0) and V1 = rV2 (< 0), and tune the
third beam as: V3 = |V2|/[4(1 − r)] (0 < r < 1). We
can effectively flip the signs of V1 and V2 by introducing
phase shifts in the corresponding beams.
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FIG. 4. The spectral function S(q, ω) of the SU(3) chain with δ = 1.7 and ϕ = 0 (left) and ϕ = π/100 (right), with the lower
and upper edges of the two-spinon continuum in green.
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Supplemental Material for “Non-Landau quantum phase transition
in modulated SU(N ) Heisenberg spin chains”

CONTINUUM DESCRIPTION

Here we derive the continuum limit of the SU(N) mod-
ulated spin chain (1) and of the order parameter which
describes the spontaneous breaking of the inversion sym-
metry in the δ > 0 phase. For completeness, we discuss
also the even-N case when δ > 0 phase with the emer-
gence of a non-degenerate N/2-SPT phase.

Continuum limit of the lattice Hamiltonian

We first rewrite the Hamiltonian (1) as

Hδ = HSU(N) +Hδ

= J

NL∑
i=1

SA
i+1S

A
i + Jδ

NL∑
i=1

cos

(
2πi

N

)
SA
i+1S

A
i ,

(10)

where a summation over repeated SU(N) indices (A) is
implied. The decomposition (10) enables us to perform
a continuum limit of Vδ in the vicinity of the SU(N)1
quantum critical point obtained when δ = 0. In the low-
energy limit, the lattice spin operators are described by
[30–32]

SA
n /a0 ≃ JA

L + JA
R + iλ e

i2π
Na0

x Tr(g(x)TA) + H.c., (11)

where x = na0 (a0 being the lattice spacing), JA
R,L are

the chiral SU(N)1 currents, g is the SU(N)1 primary
field with the scaling dimension (N−1)/N and λ = Ceiθ0

(C > 0) is a non-universal complex constant which stems
from the averaging of the underlying charge degrees of
freedom which are frozen in the insulating phase of the
SU(N) Heisenberg spin chain.

Using the identification (11) and dropping the marginal current-current contribution as well as the oscillatory terms,
one obtains the following density Vδ corresponding to Hδ:

Vδ =
Jδa0
2

e−i 2πn
N

[
JA
R + JA

L + iCei
2πn
N ei

2π
N eiθ0 Tr(gTA)− iCe−i 2πn

N e−i 2π
N e−iθ0 Tr(g†TA)

]
(x+ a0)

×
[
JA
R + JA

L + iCei
2πn
N eiθ0 Tr(gTA)− iCe−i 2πn

N e−iθ0 Tr(g†TA)
]
(x) + H.c.

≃ iJCa0e
iθ0

2
δ
[(
JA
R + JA

L

)
(x+ a0) Tr(gT

A)(x) + ei
2π
N Tr(gTA)(x+ a0)

(
JA
R + JA

L

)
(x)

]
+H.c. .

(12)

To simplify the above, we need the following operator
product expansions (OPE) [69]:

JA
L (z) Tr(gTA)(0, 0) ∼ −N2 − 1

4πNz
Tr(g)(0, 0)

JA
R (z̄) Tr(gTA)(0, 0) ∼ N2 − 1

4πNz̄
Tr(g)(0, 0)

Tr(gTA) (z, z̄) JA
L (0) ∼ N2 − 1

4πNz
Tr(g)(0, 0)

Tr(gTA) (z, z̄) JA
R (0) ∼ −N2 − 1

4πNz̄
Tr(g)(0, 0)

JA
L (z) Tr(g†TA)(0, 0) ∼ N2 − 1

4πNz
Tr(g†)(0, 0)

JA
R (z̄) Tr(g†TA)(0, 0) ∼ −N2 − 1

4πNz̄
Tr(g†)(0, 0)

Tr(g†TA) (z, z̄) JA
L (0) ∼ −N2 − 1

4πNz
Tr(g†)(0, 0)

Tr(g†TA) (z, z̄) JA
R (0) ∼ N2 − 1

4πNz̄
Tr(g†)(0, 0) ,

(13)

with z = vτ + ix, z̄ = vτ − ix (v being the spin velocity).

The leading contribution of Eq. (12) is then

Vδ ≃ J(N2 − 1)Ceiθ0

4πN
δ
(
ei

2π
N − 1

)
Tr(g) + H.c.

= δ̄
(
eiθ0+iπ

2 +i π
N Tr(g) + H.c.

)
,

(14)

where we have introduced δ̄ = CNδ (≪ 1) with the posi-
tive constant defined by:

CN =
J(N2 − 1)C sin

(
π
N

)
2πN

(> 0) . (15)

A spectral gap ∆ is generated by the relevant pertur-
bation with scaling dimension 1− 1/N when δ ̸= 0. The
correlation length is finite and scales as function of the
coupling constant δ:

ξ ∼ |δ̄|−N/(N+1), (16)

so that we have a gap ∆ ∼ |δ̄|N/(N+1). Logarithmic
corrections are also expected in the latter expression since
the subleading term in the Hamiltonian is marginal [70].
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These corrections have been investigated in SU(N) spin
chain in Ref. 71. We get in our case:

∆ ∼ |δ̄|N/(N+1)(ln |δ̄|)−(N−1)/N . (17)

Continuum limit of the order parameter

We now consider the order parameter used in the
numerical simulations to detect the inversion symme-
try breaking. An order parameter which measures the
inversion-symmetry breaking in the chiral SPT phases
can be defined as follows:

On = SA
Nn+1S

A
Nn+2 − SA

Nn+N−1S
A
Nn+N . (18)

It corresponds to the order parameter used in the numer-
ical simulations being the average energy on equivalent
bonds. Its continuous description can be obtained by
means of the identification (11) and the use of the OPEs
(13). The derivation is similar to the continuum limit of
the lattice Hamiltonian and we get after some cumber-
some calculations:

O ≃ 2C(N2 − 1)

πNa0
sin

(2π
N

)
sin

( π

N

)
ei(θ0+

π
N )Tr(g) + H.c.

(19)
In the δ < 0 (δ̄ < 0) phase, we have g = e−i(θ0+

π
2 + π

N )I
(see Eq. (5)) and ⟨O⟩ = 0. In contrast, the ground state
is two-fold degenerate in the δ > 0 phase with g± =
−e−i(θ0+

π
2 + π

N )±i π
N I (see Eq. (6)). The order parameter

(19) condenses in these configurations:

⟨O⟩± ≃ ∓4C(N2 − 1)

πa0
sin

(2π
N

)
sin2

( π

N

)
, (20)

which marks the spontaneous-breaking of the inversion
symmetry in the δ > 0 phase.

If we note that the ground state energy density e0 is
scaled by the correlation length ξ as e0 ∼ ξ−2, we can
deduce the scaling form of the order parameter as a func-
tion of the coupling constant δ̄ > 0. Using Eq. (16), we
obtain:

⟨O⟩ ∼ ∂e0
∂δ̄

∼ δ̄
N−1
N+1 . (21)

As in Eq. (17), the expression acquires logarithmic cor-
rection due to the marginal operator:

⟨O⟩ ∼ δ̄
N−1
N+1 /| log δ̄|2− 2

N , (22)

when keeping the leading term.

Even-N case and δ > 0

For completeness, we discuss here the even-N case
when δ > 0. When N is even, one can exploit the sym-
metry of the perturbation (4) δ → −δ (δ̄ → −δ̄) and

g → −g, which is an SU(N) matrix for even N . The
phase for δ > 0 is thus non-degenerate as for δ < 0 and it
is described in the low-energy approach by the ground-
state configuration:

gN=2p
δ>0 = −e−i(θ0+

π
2 + π

N )I, (23)

which is invariant under the inversion symmetry (3). We
note that this solution is obtained from Eq. (5) by apply-
ing N/2 one-step translation symmetry (TNa0/2) which
indeed changes the sign of g (see Eq. (3)). Physically,
it means that this phase is a collection of singlet states
that is obtained from the trivial phase with δ < 0 by
shifting the pattern by TNa0/2. In a chain with open
boundary conditions, the trivial phase has no edge state.
Shifting the singlet pattern by TNa0/2 leads to phase
with N/2 spins which are not in an SU(N) singlet at
each end of the chain. The non-degenerate phase for
δ > 0 is thus a SPT phase with edge states in the self-
conjugate antisymmetric representation of SU(N) which
is described by a Young tableau with a single column
and N/2 boxes. It corresponds to a N/2-SPT phase pro-
tected by the PSU(N) symmetry, first identified in Refs.
72 and 73. In the simplest N = 2 case, the phase is adia-
batically connected to the spin-1 Haldane phase [26, 27].
The dimension of the Hilbert space of the edge state is

d = N !/
[
(N2 )!

]2
and the central charge of the quantum

phase transition satisfies the bound c = N − 1 ≥ log2 d
predicted in Ref. 41 which stems from the delocalization
of this edge state.

MPS WITH SU(N) SYMMETRY

In order to efficiently compute numerical results, we
approximate the ground states in the thermodynamic
limit using uniform MPS, possibly with a non-trivial unit
cell:

|Ψ({Ai})⟩ =

A2A1 · · · AN· · · A2A1 · · · AN · · · (24)

As the Hamiltonian is symmetric under global transfor-
mations according to an SU(N) symmetry, we propose a
ground state ansatz that is manifestly symmetric. This
constraint translates directly to a symmetry constraint
on the local MPS tensors [46]: The structure of the vir-
tual spaces on the MPS tensors will also transform ac-
cording to an SU(N) representation, which decomposes
into a number of different irreducible representations (ir-
reps). Each irrep occurs a number of times. Therefore, in
order to find faithful MPS representations for the ground
state, we need to determine the size of the unit cell, which
SU(N) irreps occur on a given virtual bond, and the de-
generacy of each irrep.
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Importantly, the irreps of SU(N) can be partitioned
into N different classes, depending on the total number
of boxes that appear in the Young tableaux, modulo N .
If we denote these classes of irreps as ⌊0⌋, ⌊1⌋ . . . ⌊N −1⌋,
we can see that the fusion rules are graded by this par-
tition, or in other words ⌊a⌋ ⊗ ⌊b⌋ → ⌊a + b mod N⌋.
This has important consequences for the structure of the
MPS. As the local Hilbert spaces of the considered mod-
els transform according to the fundamental irrep, which
belongs to the class ⌊1⌋, the total Hilbert space of a sym-
metric MPS splits into a global superposition of N dis-
tinct states:

|Ψ(A)⟩ = A1 · · ·· · ·· · · A2 AN
b0c b1c b2c bN − 1c b0c

b1c b1c b1c

+ A1 · · ·· · ·· · · A2 AN
b1c b2c b3c b0c b1c

b1c b1c b1c

+ . . . .

(25)

These states do not mix under the application of any
symmetric local operator. When the full SU(N) sym-
metry is imposed upon the local tensors, we should thus
impose the MPS to belong to a single class of these states
by restricting the irreps that appear on the virtual level,
and simulate separately these N possible classes. We will
denote these classes by the representative class on the vir-
tual bond to the left of the first site in the unit cell ⌊a⌋. It
is interesting to note here that the action of the inversion
symmetry exchanges classes ⌊a⌋ and ⌊N − a⌋.
In order to diagnose the class of the ground state, we

can thus optimize and compare each of these N different
classes. For equivalent bond dimensions, we can expect
that the obtained energy will be lowest if we impose the
correct class. However, we can observe an interesting
result of the variational minimization: the states are all
able to mimic the correct ground state class, by using
a specific structure of the MPS tensors. Denoting the
ground state tensors from class ⌊a⌋ as A, it is possible
to construct new tensors Ã belonging to any other class
⌊a+b⌋ by taking the tensor product with a purely virtual
identity operator I⌊b⌋, where the fusion of the different
virtual spaces changes the effective class.

Ã
ba + bc ba + b + 1c

b1c

:= A

bbc

bac

b1c

ba + 1c

ba + bc ba + b + 1c

(26)

Since this extra leg is purely virtual, all expectation val-
ues for the MPS with the new tensor Ã will be exactly
the same and, specifically, will have the same variational
energy. This does come at a cost, as the effective bond di-
mension is multiplied with a factor that is equal to the di-
mension of that identity operator, which is the dimension
of the smallest irrep of that class db. Similarly, we find
a signature of this virtual identity operator both in the

degeneracies of the entanglement spectrum (the Schmidt
values will also appear db times) and in the transfer ma-
trix spectrum (there will be a degenerate eigenvalue of
magnitude 1, and the corresponding eigenvectors will
have either a trivial charge or a charge ⌊b⌋). Because
of these degeneracies, we can detect this behaviour very
clearly, as the entanglement entropy increases by log db
as compared to the ground state entanglement entropy,
and the MPS will become non-injective. The exact value
of this increase that we find in our numerics is also a clear
testament of the correctness of this intuitive picture.

Using these manifestly SU(N)-symmetric MPS, we ob-
tain the ground states through a combination of IDMRG
and VUMPS [48, 49]. The bond dimension within each
virtual irrep is determined by a two-site update scheme,
and truncate the bond dimension up to a certain thrun-
cation threshold τ ; the value of τ therefore determines
the bond dimension of the MPS.

This is done through the open-source libraries [50–52].
The results in Fig. 5 clearly demonstrate that for δ < 0,
the ground state belongs to class ⌊0⌋, which is consistent
with singlets forming between sites 1 to N , and the pre-
dicted result of Eq. (5). On the other hand, for δ > 0 our
numerical results show unambiguously that the ground
state belongs to the class ⌊N/2⌋ for even N , in agree-
ment with Eq. (23) and to the classes ⌊N±1

2 ⌋ for odd N ,
in agreement with Eq. (6). These results are in line with
those obtained from the low-energy approach obtained
from the main text.

EXTRAPOLATING MPS RESULTS

In the scaling region around the quantum critical point,
the MPS results will suffer from artefacts due to finite
bond dimension (or, in our simulations, finite truncation
threshold τ). Fortunately, we can use strong extrapola-
tion techniques to obtain reliable results, and show the
correct scaling behaviour.

As an illustration, we take the SU(3) chain with δ =
0.02, very close to the critical point. For every value of
the truncation threshold τ , we find an SU(3)-invariant
MPS approximation of the ground state with a given
bond dimension within each virtual irrep. This distri-
bution of bond dimensions is illustrated for different val-
ues of τ in the bottom panels of Fig. 6. We use the
spectrum of the MPS transfer matrix [53, 54] to extrap-
olate: The leading eigenvalue is always normalized to
one, whereas the subleading eigenvalues λi can be used
for extrapolation as follows. We can extract a first gap
ϵ1 = − log(|λ1|), which is related to the correlation length
of the MPS as ξ/N = 1/ϵ1 (whereN is the size of the unit
cell of the MPS). We can also extract the logarithm of the
second gap in the transfer matrix ϵ2 = − log(|λ2/λ1|).
Gathering (ϵ1, ϵ2)τ values for decreasing values of the
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FIG. 5. Half-system entanglement entropy vs δ for the N = 2,
3, 4 and 5 cases (from top to bottom) using different classes
of virtual spaces (see text).

truncation threshold τ , we can fit to the form [53]

ϵ1(τ) = ϵτ→0 + aϵ2(τ), (27)

from which we can extract an extrapolated estimate for
the correlation length. In Fig. 6 we show the fitting pro-
cedure, as well as three representative MPS entanglement

spectra.

SU(2) CASE AS A BENCHMARK

For N = 2, our model is simply the spin-1/2 Heisen-
berg chain with explicit dimerization δ and different
boundary conditions depending on its sign. It is well-
known that any finite δ will open a finite spin gap ∆ and
conversely a finite correlation length ξ ∼ 1/∆ ∼ |δ|−2/3.
Due to the presence of a marginal term, there also ap-
pears significant logarithmic corrections that could be
important in the numerical analysis [74, 75] so that spin
gap data could be fitted using

∆ = α1/2
gap

δ2/3

(ln δ0/δ)1/2
(28)

with αgap = 19.4 and δ0 = 115.
In our approach, we can directly obtain the correlation

length for a given δ after proper extrapolation [53]. Note
that it is not expected to scale exactly as the inverse
gap. Our data are shown in Fig. 7. They can be nicely
fitted using a single power-law as 1/δ0.71 but also with
the expected analytical exponent 2/3 when logarithmic
corrections are included:

ξ(δ) ∼ 0.24(log(2.75/δ))1/2/δ2/3 (29)

SU(4) CASE

While our paper focuses on the odd N case where there
is a spontaneous inversion symmetry breaking for δ > 0,
it can be useful to contrast this behaviour with respect
to the even N case. In this case, one can change the sign
of δ by a simple translation of N/2 sites. This maps a
trivial singlet into a non-degenerate ⌊N/2⌋ ground state
with nontrivial edge states (that transform into the self-
conjugate irrep) in full agreement with the low-energy
approach.
As discussed for N = 2 in the previous section, the

correlation length is identical for ±δ and its behavior
for N = 4 is shown in Fig. 8. Its scaling divergence as
1/δ0.95 is in poor agreement with the analytical expecta-
tion N/(N + 1) = 0.8, probably due to logarithmic cor-
rections, as we have observed for SU(2) in the previous
section.

SU(5) CASE

For completeness, we present in this section some data
obtained for N = 5. Due to the growing complexity in
the simulations, we could not fully converge the data at
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FIG. 6. Extrapolation of the correlation length for the SU(3)
chain at δ = 0.02. In the top panel, the (ϵ1, ϵ2) data is shown,
along with a fit that allows us to estimate the correlation
length. Fitting the last four points, we find ξ = 227.04±0.45.
In the bottom three panels, we show the MPS entanglement
spectra, labelled by irreps using Dynkin label, for different
truncation thresholds τ = (10−3, 10−5, 10−8) (the horizontal
lines show the thresholds). The largest total bond dimension
is around D ≈ 4× 104.

FIG. 7. Correlation length vs δ in the SU(2) case; we find an
exponent around 0.71. Data were obtained using extrapola-
tion (see text).

FIG. 8. Correlation length vs δ in the SU(4) case; we find an
exponent around 0.95. Data were obtained using extrapola-
tion.

small δ (we had to discard states with truncation thresh-
olds smaller than 10−4 typically) so that accuracy on the
inversion symmetry order parameter is not high. The cor-
relation lengths, obtained after extrapolation (see above),
are shown in Fig. 9 and are in rough agreement with the
expected power-law |δ|−5/6, probably due to logarithmic
corrections in the scaling or to our poor convergence.

Regarding the inversion symmetry breaking for δ >
0, we do measure unambiguously different bond energies
on equivalent bonds so that we can plot e.g. the order
parameter (18) in Fig. 10. This quantity is vanishing
when δ gets close to δmax. For small δ, we can fit a power-
law with an exponent consistent with the expected one
(N − 1)/(N + 1) = 2/3.

N-N̄ CHAIN

When δ is close to its maximal value δmax and for odd
N , the model maps onto an effective SU(N) chain (with
an effective coupling simply given by δmax−δ) where each
site transforms in the fundamental (respectively conju-
gate) irrep alternatively, the so-called N -N̄ chain. In
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FIG. 9. Correlation length vs |δ| in the SU(5) case for positive
and negative δ. We find exponents 0.85 and 0.95 respectively.
Data were obtained using extrapolation (see text).

FIG. 10. Inversion symmetry order parameter in the SU(5)
case for δ > 0, fitted using a power law with exponent 0.658.

particular, the N = 3 case can be mapped to a SU(2)
spin-1 chain with a purely negative biquadratic interac-
tion [43, 76].

As discussed in the main text, for any N this system is
known to be spontaneously dimerized and gapped. Fol-
lowing [44, 45], let us define

ω =
(1 +

√
N+2
N−2 )

2
α =

(
ω

ω − 1

)2

= (N − 2)2ω4

(30)
Then, the gap is given by

∆N =
√
N2 − 4

∞∏
n=1

(
1− (1/α)n/2

1 + (1/α)n/2

)2

(31)

For the correlation length, one needs first to solve the
equation:

k =
4√
α

∞∏
n=1

(
1 + (1/α)2n

1 + (1/α)2n−1

)4

(32)

related to complete elliptic integral of the first kind [77],

and then the correlation length is given by ξN =
−1/ log k.

FIG. 11. Extrapolation of the normalized inverse correla-
tion length ϵ1 = 2/ξ for the 3 − 3̄ SU(3) chain, according to
Eq. (27). The extrapolated value is very close to the exact
result (yellow star).

FIG. 12. Extrapolation of the normalized inverse correlation
length ϵ1 = 2/ξ for the 5 − 5̄ SU(5) chain, , according to
Eq. (27). The extrapolated value is very close to the exact
result (yellow star).

For N = 3, we recover the known values [45]: ∆3 ≃
0.173 and ξ3 ≃ 21. Note that using similar techniques,
another reference has found a correlation length twice
larger [76] but subtle issues with the transfer matrix spec-
trum can lead to an additional factor 2, see e.g. [77]. For
N = 5, we find ∆5 ≃ 1.576 and ξ5 ≃ 2.9. As expected
for increasing N , the correlation length becomes shorter
and the gap larger.

We have performed simulations for these systems for
N = 3 and 5 using a unit-cell of two sites for the MPS.
The correlation length can be obtained using Eq. (27)
from 2/ξ = ϵ1. Numerical data are shown in Figs. 11
and Figs. 12. Quite remarkably, when performing ex-
trapolations with respect to the next gap (see Fig. 6 and
related text), our results are in excellent agreement with
the exact ones.
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