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The properties of fractional Chern insulator (FCI) phases and the phase transitions between FCI and Mott
insulators (MI) in bosonic systems are well studied. The continuous transitions between FCI and superfluid (SF),
however, despite the inspiring field theoretical predictions [1–5], have not been directly verified. The existing
numerical results of the FCI-SF transition are either indirect or clearly first-order. Here, by simply tuning the
bandwidth of the Haldane honeycomb lattice model, we find direct transitions from a bosonic FCI at ν = 1/2
filling of a flat Chern band to two SF states with bosons condensed at momenta M or Γ, respectively. While the
FCI-SF(M ) transition is first-order, the FCI-SF(Γ) transition is found continuous, and the bipartite entanglement
entropy at the critical point with the area-law scaling is consistent with the critical theories. Through finite size
criticality analysis, the obtained critical exponents β ≈ 0.35(5) and ν ≈ 0.62(12) are both compatible with
those of the 3D XY universality class within numerical uncertainty and possibly more exotic beyond-Landau
ones. This letter thence presents a direct numerical demonstration of a continuous FCI-SF transition between
topologically ordered phase and spontaneous continuous symmetry-breaking phase, and further indicates the
zero-field bosonic FCI might be realized from a SF state by gradually flattening the dispersion of the Chern
band, through the (quasi)adiabatic preparation in ultracold atom systems.

Introduction.— The fractional quantum Hall (FQH) effect is
one of the focal topics of strongly correlated systems in the
past decades [6–15], whose low-energy physics is governed
by the Chern-Simon gauge theory [16–20]. Further, fractional
Chern insulators (FCIs) without magnetic field have been pro-
posed [21–29] and recently realized in experiments of Moiré
materials [30–35].

In bosonic systems, although the ground-state properties
of FQH/FCI states are well studied [22, 36–40], the knowl-
edge of related phase transitions are relatively limited, espe-
cially in concrete lattice model systems. Despite the well-
understood continuous transition between Mott insulator (MI)
and superfluid (SF) [41, 42] and the existing studies of contin-
uous transitions between FQH/FCI states and MI [2, 17, 43–
47], an important question still remaining open is whether
the transition between FQH/FCI (topological order) and SF
(Landau order) can be continuous [46–48]. Theoretically, this
could be another example of transitions beyond the Landau-
Ginzburg paradigm [1–3, 5, 49–55] which could require emer-
gent gauge field and fractional excitations, and render ex-
otic consequences such as continuum in spectra [56], univer-
sal jump in resistivities [5, 57] and fractionalization of sym-
metries [58], compared to more well-understood continuous
quantum phase transitions between symmetric and symmetry-
breaking phases [59, 60].

Although the field theoretic proposals of such continuous
transitions have been put forward [1–5], the proposed sup-
porting evidence of possibly continuous FCI-SF transition by
tuning the band dispersion of a square-lattice model is only
indirect [3], where the authors perturbatively break the sug-
gested quantum-critical-point-protecting inversion symmetry
and introduce an intermediate MI state. Therefore, the direct
proof of possible continuous FCI-SF transition is still lack-
ing. Other attempts of finding the direct FCI-SF transitions,

such as by softening the Hubbard repulsion in a topological
flat band model [47], tuning the band topology through stag-
gered potential [46], and changing the interaction strength in
a coupled-wire model [48], appear to be first-order.

Experimentally, ultracold systems on optical lattices are
promising avenues to realize bosonic FQH/FCI states [61–
65]. However, in such quantum optical systems, it could be
more difficult to reach the ground state than to realize the
appropriate Hamiltonian [66–68]. One potential challenge is
that it might be difficult to cool down the system by an ex-
ternal bath, and to circumvent it, the (quasi)adiabatic prepa-
ration scheme is invented and believed to overcome the prob-
lem [3, 46, 47, 69–72]. This is because in bosonic lattices, SF
and MI states are simpler to realize experimentally and could
serve as an initial state for adiabatic evolution. Indeed, FQH
states have been realized in finite systems with a few bosonic
atoms or photons through adiabatic preparation from local-
ized states [73, 74]. Therefore, the direct evidence of contin-
uous FCI-SF transition might provide further perspectives for
the realization of zero-field bosonic FCI in even larger Chern-
band systems, which also motivates us to verify such theoret-
ical predictions via large-scale numerical simulations.

In this work, we use density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) [75, 76] and exact diagonalization (ED) [77] meth-
ods to study the Haldane model on the honeycomb lattice [78]
with hard-core bosons half filling the lower Chern band.
When the Chern band is flat, the ν = 1/2 FCI ground state can
be robustly realized even without further neighboring interac-
tions [23, 39]. We start from the flat-band setting and gradu-
ally tune the band dispersion with a single hopping parameter.
We find two quantum phase transitions: a first-order transi-
tion from FCI to a SF state with bosons condensed at one M
point (broken C3 rotational symmetry), dubbed SF(M ); and
a continuous transition from FCI to a SF state with bosons
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FIG. 1. Model and phase diagram. (a) The honeycomb lattice
with zigzag geometry (N = 3 × 3 × 2 for example here), where
blue(red) sites refer to A(B) sublattice, respectively. (b) The single-
particle energy bands with the flat-band parameters in Eq. (1). We
show the contour plot of the lower single-particle Chern band with
(c) t′′ = −1 and (d) t′′ = 0, which are dispersive. The energy
minimum is at (c) M point and (d) Γ point, respectively. Boson
occupation n(k) in the Brillouin zone (BZ) with (e) t′′ = −1 and (f)
t′′ = 0 from DMRG simulations, and the Fourier transformation is
done using the central Ny ×Ny = 10 × 10 sites in the bulk. In the
two SF phases, the condensed momenta are in agreement with the
single-particle energy minima. The red dotted lines in (c-f) represent
the first BZ. (g) Phase diagram when the lower Chern band is half
filled with hard-core bosons when tuning t′′ with V1 = V2 = 0. The
gray solid line represents a first-order FCI-SF(M ) transition, while
the gray dashed line represents the continuous FCI-SF(Γ) transition.

condensed at Γ point, dubbed SF(Γ). We further analyze the
quantum critical behavior of the FCI-SF(Γ) transition through
approximately (2+1)D finite-size scaling analysis and find the
critical exponents β ≈ 0.35(5) and ν ≈ 0.62(12). Within
numerical uncertainty, they might be compatible with those of
the 3D XY universality class while remaining possible to be
more exotic beyond-Landau ones. We note, to completely de-
termine whether the exact values of critical exponents should
deviate from those of the 3D XY universality class, more ac-
curate simulations are still needed. Besides, the behavior of
bipartite entanglement entropy at the quantum critical point
satisfies the area law, consistent with that of (2+1)D critcal

theories [2, 5, 51, 79, 80]. Moreover, we find that the FCI-
SF(Γ) transition through tuning band dispersion is also ro-
bustly continuous in the presence of different neighboring re-
pulsive interactions (even when they are much larger than the
single-particle band gap). To the best of our knowledge, these
results provide the long-sought direct evidence and critical-
ity analysis for continuous FCI-SF transition, and we propose
such a transition could provide more perspectives for the ex-
perimental realization of zero-field bosonic FCI in ultracold
systems through (quasi)adiabatic preparation.
Model and Methods.— We study the Haldane honeycomb-
lattice model [78] with extended hoppings:

H =−
∑
⟨i,j⟩

t(b†i bj + H.c.)−
∑
⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

t′(eiϕb†i bj + H.c.)

−
∑

⟨⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩⟩

t′′(b†i bj + H.c.) + V1

∑
⟨i,j⟩

ninj + V2

∑
⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

ninj ,

(1)
where b†i (bi) creates (annihilates) a hard-core boson at the i-
th site. We consider a zigzag geometry as shown in Fig. 1 (a)
and set nearest-neighbor (NN) t = 1, next-nearest-neighbor
(NNN) t′ = 0.6, next-next-nearest-neighbor (NNNN) t′′ =
−0.58 and ϕ = 0.4π, which are found as optimal flat-band pa-
rameters in this model [23] and the Chern bands at this setting
are shown in Fig. 1 (b). In this work, we focus on fixed t and
t′ while tuning only t′′ to control the bandwidth of the lower
band. V1 (V2) refers to the amplitude of NN (NNN) repulsive
interactions. We define the primitive vectors a1 = (

√
3, 0)

and a2 = (
√
3
2 , 3

2 ).
The results in the main text are from DMRG simulations

with U(1) symmetry of the conserved total number of bosons,
and we consider finite-length cylinders with Ny×Nx unit cells
and total lattice sites N = Ny ×Nx× 2. We focus on the half
filling of the lowest Chern band ν = Nb/(Ny × Nx) = 1/2
where Nb is the number of bosons. We consider Ny =
4, 6, 8, 10 respectively for the periodic direction along a2. For
the length of cylinders, we consider up to Nx = 30. We keep
the bond dimensions up to D = 4096, and the maximum trun-
cation error for Ny = 10 is of order 10−5.
Phase diagram with V1 = V2 = 0.— We mainly focus on
the hard-core bosons without neighboring interactions (V1 =
V2 = 0), where the robust FCI ground state at the half-
filled flat Chern band (t′′ = −0.58) is numerically veri-
fied [23, 39]. When increasing the magnitude of NNNN hop-
ping from |t′′| = 0.58, the single-particle energy minimum
of the dispersive lower band locates at the M point of the
hexagonal BZ, while it is at the Γ point when decreasing |t′′|
from the flat-band setting, as shown in Fig. 1 (c) and (d), re-
spectively. The ground-state phase diagram obtained from
DMRG simulation is shown in Fig. 1 (g). When the Chern
band gradually goes dispersive, the resulting state from FCI is
either SF(M ) or SF(Γ), where the condensed momenta are in
agreement with the single-particle dispersion. We plot the bo-
son occupation n(k) = nα(k) = 1

N

∑
i,j e

−ik·ri,j⟨b†i,αbj,α⟩
(where α = A/B specifies the sublattices, and we sum over
only B sublattice for symmetry simplicity in the bulk region
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that consists of Ny ×Ny sites ) in the BZ in Fig. 1 (e) and (f)
at t′′ = −1 and t′′ = 0 respectively to illustrate the SF phases.
In our DMRG results of the SF(M ) state, the bosons sponta-
neously condense at a single M point, and the C3 rotational
symmetry is broken.

-1 -0.5 0
0

5

10

15

-1 -0.5 0
0

5

10

15

-0.6 -0.5 -0.4
-8

-6

-4

-2

0

-1 -0.5 0
-0.5

0

0.5

FCISF(M) SF(Γ)

FCI SF(Γ)

FCI

SF(M)

SF(Γ)
FCISF(M)

SF(Γ)

0 0.5 1

2

3

4
SE ∼ 0.4 Ny

-1 -0.5 0
1

2

3

4

5

t′￼′￼= − 0.495

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 2. Nature of the quantum phase transitions. The DMRG re-
sults of (a) first derivative of per-site energy ∂E

∂t′′ , (b) second deriva-
tive of per-site energy ∂2E

∂t′′2 , boson occupations at the (c) M point
and (d) Γ point, and (e) bipartite entanglement entropy SE as a func-
tion of t′′ from cylinders up to Ny = 10, are shown. We use the grey
solid and dashed lines to label the first-order FCI-SF(M ) transition at
t′′ ≈ −0.7 and the continuous FCI-SF(Γ) transition at t′′c ≈ −0.495,
respectively in these panels. (f) The scaling of SE at critical point
t′′ ≈ 0.495 for different Ny , which is agreement with the area law
without the logarithm dependence of x.

To elucidate the nature of the quantum phase transitions in
Fig. 1 (g), we show the detailed DMRG results in Fig. 2. We
plot the first and second derivatives of per-site energy ∂E

∂t′′ and
∂2E
∂t′′2 , the boson occpation n(M) and n(Γ), and bipartite en-
tanglement entropy SE as functions of t′′ from DMRG sim-
ulations in Fig. 2 (a-d). The discontinuity of the FCI-SF(M )
transition is getting more clear when increasing the width of
cylinders, as shown from ∂E

∂t′′ , n(M), and SE (the first-order
nature is rather weak for the small Ny = 4). While the dis-
continuous transition point is slightly drifting, we directly take
the value (t′′ ≈ −0.7) from the data of Ny = 10 for this first-
order transition. On the other side, the continuous behavior
of ∂E

∂t′′ and SE as well as the condensed bosons n(Γ) for all
considered system sizes support the continuous nature of the
FCI-SF(Γ) transition. Besides, for this continuous transition,

the peak of ∂2E
∂t′′2 becomes sharper and more pronounced as the

system size increases [Fig.2(b)]. Moreover, we show the scal-
ing of entanglement entropy at the critical point t′′ = −0.495
in Fig. 2(f). Here, our DMRG simulations consider cylin-
ders with fixed Nx = 24 and increasing Ny . Interestingly,
at critical point, there is no quasi-1D logarithm dependence
of x for all system sizes, and the entanglement entropy scales
with area law with smooth boundary [51, 79–82], which is
consistent with existing (2+1)D critical theories with Dirac
cones [2, 5]. We provide supplementary information in the
SI [83].
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FIG. 3. Finite-size criticality analysis of FCI-SF(Γ) transition.
(a) Rescaled per-site occupation at Γ point of the BZ n(Γ)/N ′ as
a function of t′′, which show good crossing at t′′c ≈ −0.495. (b)
Scaling collapse obtained by plotting L2β/νn(Γ)/N ′ as a function
of L1/ν(t′′ − t′′c )/|t′′c |. The critical exponents in (a) and (b) are from
(c), which shows the loss function of data collapse with changing β
and ν, defined as the squared deviation of the fitted scaling function
away from the data points. With t′′c ≈ 0.495, the optimal critical
exponents exist in a range of parameter space with β ≈ 0.35(5) and
ν ≈ 0.62(12), denoted by the deep blue contour, which is from the
nearest extremum of the loss function gradient. The pink triangle
labels the exponents used in (a) and (b), while the green circle labels
the critical exponents of the 3D XY universality class, directly using
which we further show the data collapse in (d).

Quantum criticality of the FCI-SF(Γ) transition.— To further
characterize the continuous FCI-SF(Γ) transition, we proceed
with the finite size scaling analysis.

To approximate the (2+1)D finite size scaling analysis,
when obtaining n(Γ) by taking the Fourier transformation of
⟨b†i,Bbj,B⟩, we choose a 2D bulk region including N ′ = L×L
lattice sites where L = Ny depending on the width of the
cylinders. Therefore, we are scaling from 6× 6 to 10× 10 in
the DMRG data [we do not use Ny = 4 due to the more se-
vere finite-size effect indicated by the relatively different be-
havior of entanglement entropy in Fig.2(e)]. Using the critical
exponents ν ≈ 0.62 and β = 0.35, we plot the rescaled oc-
cupation at Γ point of the BZ as a function of t′′ in Fig. 3
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(a), with obvious crossing at t′′c ≈ −0.495. We also show
the scaling collapse of three system sizes obtained by plotting
L2β/νn(Γ)/N ′ as a function of L1/ν(t′′ − t′′c )/|t′′c | in Fig. 3
(b), with good quality. The exponents in Fig.3(a,b) are ob-
tained by optimizing the loss function of the finite-size data
collapse, which is the squared deviation of the fitted scaling
function away from the data points (the closer to the critical
point, the higher weight for the deviation) [84]. As shown
in Fig. 3 (c), the optimal critical exponents exist in a range
of parameter space: β ≈ 0.35(5) and ν ≈ 0.62(12), within
numetical uncertainties.

The critical theories of such a continuous transition consist
of Dirac fermions coupled to a Chern-Simons gauge field [2–
5], but the knowledge of critical exponents is so limited. If
there are no gauge fluctuations as for a simple XY transi-
tion, the critical exponents are well known, including β ≈
0.34869(7) and ν ≈ 0.67175(10) [85, 86]. As shown in the
loss function of critical exponents in Fig.3(c) and the data col-
lapse using the critical exponents of the 3D XY universality
class in Fig.3(d), the obtained optimal critical exponents are
possibly consistent with those of the 3D XY universality class,
since the difference is not so huge. But it remains possible that
the exponents, especially ν might deviate from that of the 3D
XY universality class and might need more accurate simula-
tions.
FCI-SF(Γ) transition with neighboring interactions.— In the
above sections, we mainly focus on the hard-core bosons
without neighboring interactions. We then study how ro-
bust this continuous FCI-SF(Γ) is against neighboring inter-
actions by studying a two dimensional V1(V2) − t′′ phase
diagram with fixed V2 = 0.375V1. The maximum interac-
tions considered here is V1 = 4.8 and V2 = 1.8 (12 sets of
gradually increasing interactions apart from V1 = V2 = 0),
since further increasing the V2 interaction would lead to quan-
tum phase transitions out of FCI even at the flat-band set-
ting (t′′ = −0.58), but the nature of the larger-V2 states is
still under debate [23, 39, 87]. Therefore, we choose inter-
action regions where the ground-state at flat-band limit is ro-
bustly FCI. The V1(V2) − t′′ phase diagram confirmed from
DMRG results of cylinders with width up to Ny = 4, 6, 8, 10
is shown in Fig.4(a). Interestingly, we find the continuous
FCI-SF(Γ) transition is robust against neighboring interac-
tions even much larger than the single-particle band gap, and
the Chern band is getting more dispersive at critical t′′c when
the interactions increase. We show the second derivative of
per-site energy ∂2E

∂t′′2 with V1 = 2.4 and V2 = 0.9 in Fig.4(b)
as an example to further demonstrate this continuous transi-
tion, and the peaks are getting sharper and more prominent
when increasing Ny . We also note that the peaks of ∂2E

∂t′′2

are getting less pronuonced than the case without neighboring
interactions [Fig.2 (b)], suggesting the continuous transition
might get more smooth when increasing interactions. This
V1(V2)− t′′ phase diagram indicates that the (quasi)adiabatic
preparation of FCI state in cold atom experiments might be
possible with neighboring interactions as well, and the FCI
could be realized even further away from the flat-band limit.

Besides the SF(M ) and SF(Γ) states in this model, we also
find another SF state with bosons condensed at the K point of
the BZ by introducing NN attractive interactions with the flat-
band parameters. The interaction-driven transition from FCI
to finite-momentum SF(K) is just first-order and we discuss it
in the SI [83].
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FIG. 4. Continuous FCI-SF(Γ) transition with neighboring in-
teractions. (a) The V1(V2 = 0.375V1)−t′′ phase diagram shows the
continuous FCI-SF(Γ) transition is robust against neighboring inter-
actions and critical line extends to strong V1/V2 regions. The dashed
line is the critical boundary from DMRG simulations up to Ny = 10
and the gray diamonds label the different simulated values of V1/V2.
(b) The second derivative of per-site energy ∂2E

∂t′′2 at V1 = 2.4 and
V2 = 0.9 from cylinders of Ny up to 10.

Discussions— In summary, we find a direct and continuous
FCI-SF(Γ) transition in hard-core boson Haldane model on
the honeycomb lattice by simply tuning the bandwidth of the
flat-band. The obtained critical exponents β ≈ 0.35(5) and
ν ≈ 0.62(12) are not only compatible with those of the
3D XY universality class, but also have room for more ex-
otic ones beyond Landau-Ginzburg paradigm. Although the
single-particle energy at Γ and M both changes linearly and
monotonically with t′′, the FCI-SF(M ) transition by tuning t′′

as well turns out to be first-order. We think the difference of
the two transitions is that the bosons in SF(M ) state from our
results spontaneously condense at one single M point and the
C3 rotational symmetry is broken as well. In contrast, for the
FCI-SF(Γ) transition, there is only U(1) symmetry breaking.
However, it is still an interesting open question to study the
phase transition from an isotropic FCI to a fragmented SF(M )
[88, 89] where the bosons equally condense at all M points or
the possible phase transition from anisotropic/nematic FCI to
the rotational-symmetry-broken SF(M ).

Furthermore, it is also intriguing to study the V1(V2) − t′′

phase diagram with even larger neighboring interactions since
there will be phase transitions from FCI to translational sym-
metry breaking states at the flat-band limit [23, 39, 87]. Con-
sidering more dispersive Chern bands when tuning t′′, the
phase diagram would become more complex and might in-
clude possible supersolid states. For example, it is interesting
to study whether the roton modes in FCI would survive in the
continuously obtained SF(Γ) state, and whether the supersolid
could be (quasi)adiabatically realized by softening the possi-
ble roton mode in SF(Γ), realizing a sequence of continuous
FCI-SF-supersolid transitions, which we leave for future in-
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vestigations. We notice the softening of roton modes in SF
is a proposed scheme for the preparation of supersolids being
intensively studied, such as in dipolar gas systems [90–95].

The continuous FCI-SF(Γ) transition, potentially of “be-
yond Landau” type [1–5, 49, 50], would have many other
exotic yet detectable features as well, which are meaning-
ful for future investigations. For example, we notice that the
charge-density-wave (CDW) fluctuations and emergent SO(3)
symmetry are predicted at the critical point of the continuous
transitions between composite Fermi liquid and Fermi liquid
and between chiral spin liquid and topological superconduc-
tors [4, 5].

Experimentally, this work further suggests the feasibility
and provides new perspectives of the (quasi)adiabatic prepara-
tion of FCI states from SF states in ultracold atom systems [3].
And we believe the realization of zero-field bosonic FCI in a
Haldane-model Hamiltonian is feasible since the up to NNNN
hoppings and non-trivial single-particle topology can be real-
ized in optical lattices by periodic modulation on the phases
of the lattice beams and the on-site as well as NN interac-
tions can be realized by conventional s-wave Feshbach reso-
nance [96–98]. Our V1(V2) − t′′ phase diagram should sug-
gest versatile routes of such continuous preparations. With the
great achievements in realizing topological models with dif-
ferent geometries in ultracold systems and using circuit quan-
tum electrodynamics techniques [99–103]. It might be worth-
while to numerically check whether at least the continuous
transition between FCI and SF (breaking only U(1) symme-
try) states could apply to other topological models with differ-
ent geometries by similarly tuning the band dispersion.
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[72] C. Carcy, G. Hercé, A. Tenart, T. Roscilde, and D. Clément,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 045301 (2021).
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[91] L. Tanzi, E. Lucioni, F. Famà, J. Catani, A. Fioretti, C. Gab-
banini, R. N. Bisset, L. Santos, and G. Modugno, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 122, 130405 (2019).
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION FOR

CONTINUOUS TRANSITION BETWEEN BOSONIC FRACTIONAL CHERN INSULATOR AND SUPERFLUID

In the Supplementary Information, we further show the absence of CDW orders in SF states, the entanglement entropy scaling
in the SF(Γ) state, the correlation length of the continuous FCI-SF(Γ) transition, the supplementary ED results, and the first-order
FCI-SF(K) transition with attractive interactions.

Section I: Absence of CDW order in the SF states

The ν = 1/2 FCI state in this model has been well studied and there is no CDW order in the parameter-rigme that we have
considered in this work [23, 39]. In this section, we show that there is no CDW order in the SF states either.
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FIG. S1. Absence of CDW order with V1 = V2 = 0. (a) The maximum of ρ(k) as a function t′′. (b) The maximum of S(q) as a function t′′.
(c) The density-density correlations at t′′ = −0.495 as a function of distance di,j between two sites, showing the exponential-decay behavior.
(d) Uniform real-space boson distribution of 10× 10× 2 sites in the bulk of a Ny = 10 cylinder at t′′ = −0.495.

We define ρ(k) =
∑

i,j e
−ikri(⟨ni,α⟩ − n̄)/N ′ to detect the real-space distribution of the bosons, where α refers to the

sublattices and we take B sublattice for example. Still, we do the Fourier transformation in a bulk region of N ′ = Ny × Ny

sites. If there is any spontaneously translational-symmetry-breaking, there will be Bragg peaks in ρ(k) in the order of n̄ = 0.25
(half-filling the lower Chern band). As shown in Fig.S1(a), the maximum of ρ(k) is almost 0 across the V = 0 phase diagram
when tuning t′′. Therefore, the translational symmetry is not spontaneously broken in the SF states either. To further rule out the
possibility of CDW orders, we define the static structure factor S(q) = 1

N ′

∑
i,j e

−iqri,j (⟨ni,αnj,α⟩ − ⟨ni,α⟩⟨nj,α⟩) (the way
we do Fourier transformation is the same as that for n(k)) and show its maximum value as a function of t′′ in Fig.S1(b). Such
small values of S(q) further verify the absence of long-range order or density-density correlations across the phase diagram.
Furthermore, the density fluctuations are even decreasing with system size in the SF states (except the finite-size effect for
Ny = 4). Besides this, these structure factors still provide some other information about the density fluctuations. For example,
its evolution is continuous across the FCI-SF(Γ) transition while it is more and more discontinuous across the FCI-SF(M )
transition when system size increases.

We notice that the density fluctuations are relatively stronger around the FCI-SF(Γ) transition, so we provide further infor-
mation of the density-density correlations. We plot the absolute value of ⟨ninj⟩ as a function of the distance between the two
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sites at t′′ = −0.495 in Fig.S1 (c). The density-density correlations show clear exponential decay for all system sizes. We also
show the uniform real-space boson distribution in the bulk of 10× 10× 2 lattice sites at t′′ = −0.495 to further demonstrate the
translational invariance.

0

0.5
(a) (b) (c)

n(k) S(q)

FIG. S2. Absence of CDW order with strong neighboring interactions. We take V1 = 4.8, V2 = 1.8, and t′′ = −0.08 as an example of
the SF(Γ) state, which refers to the strongest neighboring interactions considered in this work. (a) The momentum-space boson occupation in
the bulk of a Ny = 6 cylinder (the Fourier transformation is conducted among the central 6 × 6 = 36 sites to obtain n(k)). (b) The uniform
real-space boson distribution. (c) The static structure factor without any Bragg peaks, showing the absence of CDW order or strong density
fluctuations.

We have introduced in the main text that the continuous FCI-SF(Γ) transition extends to parameter regions with strong neigh-
boring interactions, and there is no CDW order in the SF(Γ) state within the considered parameter regimes. We take the strongest
interactions (V1 = 4.8 and V2 = 1.8) that are considered in this work as an example for demonstration. To rule out the possible
CDW in the SF(Γ) state with strong interactions, we show the results at t′′ = −0.08 and the boson condensation is shown in
Fig.S2(a). The uniform boson distribution in the real-space, as shown in Fig.S2(b) supports that the translational symmetry is
preserved. Besides, we show the static structure factor in Fig.S2(c), and there are no Bragg peaks or strong density fluctuations.

The interplay of CDW orders between these states might be interesting for future investigations by further considering larger
neighbor interactions.

Section II: Entanglement entropy in the SF(Γ) state

In the main text, we have shown that the entanglement entropy at the critical point of the FCI-SF(Γ) transition satisfies
the area law without the logarithm dependence of x, which supports that our DMRG results well capture the (2+1) D nature
of this continuous transition. Here, we provide the supplementary data of entanglement entropy in the SF(Γ) state and take
V1 = V2 = t′′ = 0 as an example.

0 0.5 1
1.4

1.6

1.8

2

2.2

2.4

2 4 6
1.4

1.6

1.8

2

2.2

2.4t′￼′￼= 0 t′￼′￼= 0(a) (b)

FIG. S3. Entanglement entropy of SF(Γ) at V1 = V2 = t′′ = 0. (a) The entanglement entropy for Ny = 4, 6, 8 cylinders, which clearly
show the logarithm dependence of x. (b) The entanglement entropy versus conformal distance (defined as Nx

π
sin( πx

Nx
)). The slope of the

dashed lines with the respect to the conformal distance is 1/6, showing the central charge c = 1.

As shown in Fig.S3, apart from the Ny-dependence, the logarithm dependence of x for all Ny is clear and the fitted central
charge is c = 1 from SE(x) ∼ c

6 ln[
Nx

π sin( πx
Nx

)] for every Ny .
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Section III: Correlation length of the continuous FCI-SF(Γ) transition

-0.55 -0.5 -0.45
2
4
6
8
10
12 V1 = V2 = 0

FIG. S4. Correlation length of the FCI-SF(Γ) transition. Results are obtained from iDMRG similuations of Ny = 6 systems across this
continuous transition with V1 = V2 = 0. The bond dimensions of the simulations are up to D = 4800.

To demonstrate the behavior of the correlation length ξ of the FCI-SF(Γ) transition, we implement infinite DMRG simulations
(iDMRG) and obtain ξ by diagonalizing the transfer matrix [105], instead of fitting the two-point correlation functions from the
finite DMRG simulations. We take an unit cell of Ny = 6 and Nx = 1 (thus 12-leg infinite cylinder) for the simulations, and
the results are shown in Fig.S4. In the insulating FCI state, the correlation length is rather small and does not increase with
bond dimension (converged). Approching the critical point and in the SF(Γ) state, the correlation length keeps increasing with
bond dimension, in agreement with the critical nature. At finite bond dimension, since the formation of off-diagonal long-range
order, the correlation length in SF(Γ) state increases faster than that at the critical point. We also note that, for a fixed and finite
bond dimension, the evolution (increase) of ξ seems continuous across this transition from FCI to SF(Γ). And this behavior is
different from those transitions between two insulators where the correlation length diverges only at the critical point.

Section IV: Supplmentary results from ED

-1 -0.5 0
-20

-10

0

-1 -0.5 0
0

2

4(a) (b)

FCISF(M ) SF(Γ)FCI

SF(M ) SF(Γ)

FIG. S5. ED results of the phase transitions with V1 = V2 = 0. (a) The second derivative of per-site energy and (b) the momentum-space
boson occupation number as functions of t′′ for different tori, and the data points of ED results are taken very densely. The solid and dashed
lines refer to the two phase boundaries determined from the DMRG results. The singular values of ∂2E/∂t′′2 inside the FCI state are due to
the cross of the 2-fold ground states themselves under the periodic boundary conditions and do not refer to any phase transition. In pabel (b),
the n(M) of N = 36 is much higher than those of other system sizes due to the different geometries of tori (the N = 36 torus includes only
one M point in the BZ while the other tori include all M points).

In this section, we show the ED results of the phase transitions with V1 = V2 = 0 including the second derivative of per-site
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energy and the momentum-space boson occupation number in Fig.S5. Overall, the ED results suffer from a severe finite-size
effect, since it is hard to totally determine whether the FCI-SF(M) transition is first-order or not. This is in agreement with the
DMRG results in Fig.2 that the nature of first-order transitino is hard to distinguish from the results of Ny = 4 cylinders. And
the larger the system size, the first-order nature of the FCI-SF(M ) transition is more obvious. But the ED results still show some
difference of the two transitions from the behavior of ∂2E/∂t′′2 in Fig.S5(a). Unlike those of the FCI-SF(Γ) transition, although
the values (second derivative of the energy per site) at the FCI-SF(M ) transition point are not discontinuous when the data points
are taken very densely, they diverge too fast for such small system sizes, suggesting weakly first-order transitions.

Section V: FCI-SF(K) transition

-4 -2 0
0

2

4

0

0.5

1

-6 -4 -2 0
0

0.5

1

k = 1
FCISF(K )Phase 

separationFCI

SF(K )

Phase 
separation

(a) (b) (c)

(d)

N = 32 V1 = − 1.6

V1 = − 3.5

n(k)

FIG. S6. We show the phase diagram with flat-band parameter (t′′ = −0.58) and attractive V1. (a) Energy spectrum obtained by ED
simulations of a N = 32 torus, and the orange points are from the momentum sector k = 1 (Γ point in the BZ). (b) n(k) obtained from
DMRG simulations of a Ny = 6 cylinder at V1 = −1.6. (c) Occupation n(K) as a function of V1 from DMRG simulations. (d) Real-space
distributions of bosons in the phase separation with V1 = −3.5.

In the main text, we focus on the continuous FCI-SF(Γ) transition and the first-order FCI-SF(M ) transition by tuning the
band dispersion. Here, we show that with the same ν = 1/2 filling of the lower flat band (fixed t′′ = −0.58), when gradually
switching on the attractive NN interaction, there is another SF state with bosons condensed at K point in the Brillouin zone.
The ED spectrum of a N = 32 and change of n(K) from DMRG simulations of a 6 × 18 × 2 cylinder as functinos of V1 are
shown in Fig.S6(a,c) respectively. We show the occupation of the SF(K) phase in the momentum space with V1 = −1.6 as an
example in Fig.S6(b). The direct and first-order transition between FCI and SF(K) is clearly shown from the ground-state level
crossing and the jump of occupation n(K). When the attractive interaction is further strengthend, there is a phase separation and
we show the real-space occupation pattern with V1 = −3.5 in Fig.S6(d) as an example.
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