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We investigate the ground-state phase diagram of the spinful extended Haldane-Hubbard model
on the honeycomb lattice using an exact-diagonalization, mean-field variational approach, and fur-
ther complement it with the infinite density matrix renormalization group, applied to an infinite
honeycomb cylinder. This model, governed by both on-site and nearest-neighbor interactions, can
result in two types of insulators with finite local order parameters, either with spin or charge order-
ing. Moreover, a third one, a topologically nontrivial insulator with nonlocal order, is also manifest.
We test expectations of previous analyses in spinless versions asserting that once a local order pa-
rameter is formed, the topological characteristics of the ground state, associated with a finite Chern
number, are no longer present, resulting in a topologically trivial wave function. Our study confirms
this overall picture, and highlights how finite-size effects may result in misleading conclusions on
the coexistence of finite local order parameters and nontrivial topology in this model.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological phases, which evade the paradigm of the
conventional Landau-Ginzburg theory of spontaneously
broken symmetries associated with the onset of a lo-
cal order parameter, have been paramount to charac-
terize and classify a large class of materials [1–4]. In
the past few years, the classification of topologically
ordered states in noninteracting systems is believed to
be complete [5, 6]. Nonetheless, interacting topologi-
cal models are expected to display much richer phenom-
ena [7], such as antiferromagnetic topological insulating
states [8–11] or interaction-driven topological Mott insu-
lators, in otherwise topologically trivial models [12–20].
Some of these results, obtained via mean-field methods,
have been disputed [21–25], but two-dimensional systems
with quadratic band crossings and weak interactions may
yet allow the observation of interaction-induced nontriv-
ial topology [26–32].

In the scope of strong interactions, topologically or-
dered states were seen to be absent when the system
develops either charge or magnetic ordering [33–43]. Re-
cently, however, a new class of exotic states has been
shown, where in an interacting spinful version of the
Haldane model it is possible to observe spontaneous
SU(2) symmetry breaking. This is manifested as one
spin species yet remaining topological, whereas the other
turns trivial upon the increasing of a control parameter,
resulting in a phase with Chern number equal to 1 [44–
47].

In this paper, we further investigate the possibilities
that finite local order parameters can coexist with a topo-
logical phase, obtaining the phase diagram of the half-
filled spinful Haldane model (see Fig. 1), in the pres-
ence of both on-site and nearest-neighbor repulsive in-
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teractions on a honeycomb lattice. Sufficient local in-
teractions are known to spontaneously induce a symme-
try breaking [48, 49] resulting in an antiferromagnetic
(Mott) insulator, whereas its nearest-neighbor counter-
part induces a charge density wave (CDW) insulator if
large enough, associated with a discrete (inversion) sym-
metry breaking. Our main finding is that, in general,
when the development of either order occurs, the topo-
logical characteristics of the wave function, encoded on a
finite Chern number, are no longer present. Exceptions
to this, however, may occur in finite lattices, and only a
careful investigation for large lattice sizes with suitable
point group symmetries can clarify its occurrence in the
thermodynamic limit [50].

One of the main challenges in investigating the inter-
play of topology and interactions is to unbiasedly com-
pute the ground-state properties, and thus the topologi-
cal invariants for the model of interest. If the model lacks
time-reversal symmetry, as the Haldane-Hubbard model,
quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) methods are largely lim-
ited due to the presence of a severe sign problem [51–53].
Cluster dynamical mean-field theory (DMFT), on the
other hand, has been very successful [44, 54, 55], but the
necessity to employ QMC as an impurity solver, also lim-
its the low-temperature regime with larger cluster sizes,
where again, a vanishing average sign is detrimental to
simulations [55].

Density matrix renormalization methods, on the other
hand, are particularly reliable in investigating topological
properties, but more easily applicable to ladder or cylin-
der geometries if beyond one dimension [23, 56–60]. We
have chosen thus a combination of three numerical meth-
ods. The first is the exact diagonalization (ED), which in
spite of the small lattice sizes amenable to computations
has been proven to be extremely useful in characteriz-
ing topological interacting systems [29, 33, 34, 61, 62].
In particular, previous investigations indicate that on a
honeycomb lattice, clusters with reciprocal lattices con-
taining the K high-symmetry point are able to grasp the
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fundamental critical features owing to the closing of the
excitation gap at this point during the topological phase
transition [33, 34]. To put these results in perspective,
we complement with a mean-field analysis of the model,
qualitatively corroborating the onset of the ordering de-
pending on the interaction parameters. Lastly, to finally
identify whether or not a spontaneous SU(2) symme-
try breaking can occur when approaching the thermo-
dynamic limit (associated with a Chern number equal to
1 as observed in [44–47]), we complement these results
with the infinite density matrix renormalization group
(iDMRG) [63, 64].

The presentation is organized as follows: In Sec. II,
we introduce the model and all the quantities we use
to characterize the different phases, using the three dif-
ferent numerical methods. Sections III and IV, respec-
tively, present the results using exact methods (ED and
iDMRG) and mean field, respectively. Lastly, Sec. V
summarizes and discusses the results.

II. MODEL AND MEASUREMENTS

We study the extended Haldane-Hubbard model
(EHHM), which is a combination of the Haldane
model [65] and the extended Hubbard model on the hon-
eycomb lattice [66, 67],

Ĥ =− t1
∑
〈i,j〉,σ

(ĉ†i,σ ĉj,σ + H.c.)

− t2
∑
〈〈i,j〉〉,σ

(eiφij ĉ†i,σ ĉj,σ + H.c.)

+ U
∑
i

n̂i,↑n̂i,↓ + V
∑

〈i,j〉,σ,σ′

n̂i,σn̂j,σ′ . (1)

Here, ĉ†i,σ (ĉi,σ) represents the electronic creation (anni-

hilation) operator at site i with spin σ =↑, ↓, and n̂i,σ ≡
ĉ†i,σ ĉi,σ, the corresponding number operator. t1 (t2) de-

notes the nearest-neighbor (next-nearest-neighbor) hop-
ping energy scale; U and V are the on-site and nearest-
neighbor interactions, respectively. A complex phase
φi,j = ±φ representing the loops in the clockwise
(anticlockwise) direction is added to the next-nearest-
neighbor hopping term. This phase, if chosen such that
0 < φ < π, originates a model which breaks time-reversal
symmetry. In the non- and weak-interacting regimes,
the ground state can thus be characterized by a topo-
logical invariant, the Chern number [65]. Throughout
the paper, we focus on the ground-state phase diagram
of Eq. (1), at half filling, with periodic boundary con-
ditions (PBCs), using both exact methods and mean-
field techniques, in lattices containing N unit cells (and
2N sites). In particular, when using iDMRG, we focus
on an infinite-cylinder geometry, thus preserving PBCs
along one direction while already assessing the thermody-
namic limit on the other. Below, we briefly describe their
methodology and how the observables are computed.

A. Exact diagonalization in real space

By employing periodic boundary conditions, we make
use of translational symmetries, reducing the Hilbert
space size by a factor of N . We proceed with a large-
scale diagonalization, where we apply either Arnoldi [68]
or Krylov-Schur methods [69, 70] to extract the ground
state, and a few excited states of Eq. (1), for lattices with
up to N = 9, i.e., 18 sites. As will later become clear,
such lattice sizes are essential for the analysis, since clus-
ters with a reciprocal lattice that contain the zone corner
(K high-symmetry point) could exhibit the characteristic
first-order phase transition from the topological to the
topologically trivial phase, while others may miss this
feature, displaying it as a second-order one [33, 55]. In
the next section, we report results for clusters encom-
passing both cases, and this will become more evident.

The characterization of the quantum phase transition
is done via computing different quantities, such as the
ground-state fidelity metric, the charge and spin struc-
ture factors, and the Chern number. The first is defined
as [71–73]

g(x, δx) ≡ 2

N

1− |〈Ψ0(x)|Ψ0(x+ δx)〉|
(δx)2

, (2)

where x represents the interaction parameters U or V ,
and |ψ0(x)〉 [|ψ0(x+δx)〉] the ground state of Ĥ(x) [Ĥ(x+
δx)]. This quantity is expected to produce a diverging
peak with the system size, and has been routinely used
to characterize different phase transitions, since it makes
no underlying assumptions about the associated order
parameter [34, 74–76]. In what follows, we set δx = 10−3

for either x = U or V .
To probe the onset of the different local orders, with

either spin-density wave (SDW) or charge-density wave
(CDW), we define structure factors in a staggered fash-
ion,

SSDW =
1

N

∑
i,j

(−1)
η〈(n̂i,↑ − n̂i,↓)(n̂j,↑ − n̂j,↓)〉,

SCDW =
1

N

∑
i,j

(−1)
η〈(n̂i,↑ + n̂i,↓)(n̂j,↑ + n̂j,↓)〉, (3)

with η = 0 (η = 1) if sites i and j are in the same
(different) sublattice, i.e., A or B.

The topological invariant is quantified by the
Chern number. If using twisted boundary conditions
(TBCs) [77], it can be defined as an integration over the
Brillouin zone [78],

C =

∫
dφxdφy

2πi

(
〈∂φx

Ψ∗|∂φy
Ψ〉 − 〈∂φy

Ψ∗|∂φx
Ψ〉
)
, (4)

with |Ψ〉 being the many-particle wave function, and φx
(φy) the twisted phase along the x (y) direction. Pro-
vided there are no degeneracies in the ground-state man-
ifold E0(φx, φy), Eq. (4) results in a Z integer num-
ber. An immediate drawback is that this expression re-
quires the computation of derivatives and integrals of the
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wave function with respect to the continuous variable.
It has been shown, however, to already converge to the
true Chern number if using a sufficiently discretized ver-
sion [34, 79, 80]. In what follows, we report results using
a mesh of 6 × 6 phases (φx, φy) over the Brillouin zone.
A comparison with finer meshes is exemplified in the Ap-
pendix.

B. Infinite density matrix renormalization group

We further check the quantized Hall conductance in
some regions of the phase diagram for an infinitely long
cylinder at zero temperature, with the goal of charac-
terizing the Chern number C of the ground-state wave
function via a charge pumping scheme. This can be re-
alized by the infinite-DMRG method in a natural way
when employing a geometry with finite circumference Ly
and an infinite Lx. After inserting a finite θ flux along
the positive/negative x axis, a certain number of charges
are pumped to the left/right side and the statistic of the
accumulative discrepancy is defined as [57]

Q(θ) =

∣∣∣∣∣∑
l

Λ2
l (θ)(Q

L
l (θ)−QRl (θ))

∣∣∣∣∣ , (5)

where Λl is the singular value after decomposition of the

whole cylinder into two semi-infinite parts, Q
L/R
l is the

charge degree of freedom on the left/right side marked for
the l-th renormalized basis, and l runs over all truncated
bond dimension m. In general, Q(0) 6= 0 if the ground
state breaks the inversion symmetry, such as in the CDW
phase of the model we study here.

C. Mean-field method in momentum space

To contrast the results obtained via ED and iDMRG,
we report in Sec. IV mean-field (MF) calculations. For
that, we employ a two-site unit cell computing the corre-
sponding fields in momentum space, owing to the trans-
lational invariance of the problem. We choose a1 =

a(− 1
2 ,
√
3
2 ) and a2 = a( 1

2 ,
√
3
2 ) as the basis vectors in

real space; their counterparts in reciprocal space are
b1 = 1

a (−2π, 2π√
3
) and b2 = 1

a (2π, 2π√
3
). By introduc-

ing the operators a†k,σ = 1√
N

∑
i∈A c

†
i,σe

ik·ri and b†k,σ =
1√
N

∑
i∈B c

†
i,σe

ik·ri , the Hamiltonian (1) can be expressed

as follows:

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + ĤI, (6)

with,

Ĥ0 =
∑
k,σ

(
m+(k)a†k,σak,σ +m−(k)b†k,σbk,σ

−t1g(k)a†k,σbk,σ − t1g∗(k)b†k,σak,σ
)
, (7)

and,

ĤI =
U

N

∑
k,k’,q

c†k+q,↑ck,↑c
†
k′−q,↓ck′,↓

+
V

N

∑
σ,σ′

∑
k,k’,q

g(q)a†k+q,σak,σb
†
k′−q,σ′bk′,σ′ , (8)

where g(k) = 1 + e−ik·a1 + e−ik·a2 , and m±(k) =
−2t2 [cos(k · a1 ∓ φ) + cos(k · a2 ± φ) + cos(k · (a1 − a2)± φ)].

After a mean-field decoupling of the four-fermion terms
(including both Hartree and Fock terms), we arrive at the
following mean-field Hamiltonian,

ĤMF =Ĥ0

+
∑
k

ψ†k


εa↑ ξ↑↑(k) εa↑↓ ξ↑↓(k)

ξ∗↑↑(k) εb↑ ξ∗↓↑(k) εb↑↓
(εa↑↓)

∗ ξ↓↑(k) εa↓ ξ↓↓(k)

ξ∗↑↓(k) (εb↑↓)
∗ ξ∗↓↓(k) εb↓

ψk

where we have used the spinor notation ψ†k =

[a†k,↑, b
†
k,↑, a

†
k,↓, b

†
k,↓] as a basis for each lattice momen-

tum k. Now, by making use of the variational mean-field
approach, we end up with the following set of mean-field
equations, which complemented by the charge conserva-
tion, need to be solved self-consistently:

ξσσ′(k) = −V
N

∑
q

g(k− q)〈b†q,σ′aq,σ〉MF,

εaσ = Una−σ + 3V
∑
σ′

nbσ′ ,

εbσ = Unb−σ + 3V
∑
σ′

naσ′ ,

εa↑↓ = −U
N

∑
q

〈a†q,↓aq,↑〉MF,

εb↑↓ = −U
N

∑
q

〈b†q,↓bq,↑〉MF, (9)

with densities naσ = 1
N

∑
q〈a†q,σaq,σ〉MF and nbσ =

1
N

∑
q〈b†q,σbq,σ〉MF. In the expressions above, the aver-

ages 〈· · · 〉MF are taken in the grand-canonical ensemble
by accounting for the Boltzmann factor in the mean-field
Hamiltonian.

Once convergence for the free energy has been
achieved, we can compute the CDW and SDW order pa-
rameters,

OCDW =
∣∣(na↑ + na↓)− (nb↑ + nb↓

)∣∣ ,
OSDW =

∣∣∣∣12 (〈~Sa〉MF − 〈~Sb〉MF

)∣∣∣∣ , (10)

where ~Si = 1
2

∑
αβ c

†
iα~σαβciβ , and ~σ = (σx, σy, σz) is the

vector of spin-1/2 Pauli matrices. Even though we com-
pute other order parameters related to different broken-
symmetry phases, these two turned out to be the most
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FIG. 1. [(a)-(d)] Phase diagrams in the parametric space (U ,
V ) of the extended Haldane-Hubbard model on the 18-site
(a) and 16-site (b) lattice, and two types of 12-site lattices
(c) and (d), respectively, based on the ED calculations. As
with elsewhere in the paper, the parameters are t2 = 0.2
and φ = π/2. The set of k points for each finite cluster is
schematically represented in (e) along with the marked high-
symmetry points Γ, M , and K. The horizontal dashed lines
depict the continuous set of momentum values attainable in
the infinite-cylinder geometry with L = 6. Panel (f) depicts
the clusters used in the ED analysis; all such clusters form
a bipartite lattice in the presence of PBCs, but only clusters
12A and 18A contain the K Brillouin zone corner as a valid
momentum point.

stable. For the calculation of the Chern number, we use
the discrete formulation in its multiband (non-Abelian)
version [79]. In what follows, t1 is set to be the unit of
energy and t2 = 0.2. We further fix the Haldane phase φ
to π/2, in order to maximize the Chern insulating (CI)
phase [33, 65].

III. RESULTS OF THE EXACT METHODS

We start by directly presenting the phase diagram
[Fig. (1)] obtained via ED using four different clusters
18A, 16B, 12A and 12C [see Fig. 1(f)], and the partic-
ular characterization of each phase will be presented af-
terward. These clusters are selected in such a way that
they are able to accommodate a Néel state (i.e., they are

bipartite if considering PBCs), and we notice that clus-
ters 12A and 18A also exhibit the K point as a valid
momentum point in the reciprocal lattice, unlike clusters
12C and 16B [Fig. 1(e)]. These can result in systematic
finite-size effects, as we argue below.

The phase diagrams are characterized by phases with
the formation of a local order parameter as a result of
the interactions: large U and V result in SDW and CDW
phases, respectively. At the regime of weak interactions,
a topologically nontrivial CI phase with Chern number
C = 2 distributes at a closed area. That is, the par-
ent spinful noninteracting model possess a ground state
characterized by a topological invariant which survives
in the presence of both interactions, as long as they are
sufficiently small or compete, preventing the onset of the
formation of a local order parameter. The transition to
a charge-ordered phase is fairly consistent across the dif-
ferent system sizes, whereas the one to a spin-ordered
one suffers from slightly larger finite-size effects. These
finite-size effects are not merely related to the number of
sites in the lattice but rather if the cluster under study
contains or not the K point in its reciprocal lattice. For
that reason, clusters 12A and 18A present a quantita-
tively similar SDW transition, while for 12C and 16B
this transition is systemattically deviated to smaller on-
site interactions U .

These phase diagrams are constructed from the anal-
ysis of several quantities mentioned in Sec. II. In order
to display all relevant features, we focus on a typical line
with V = 1, which successively crosses the CDW, CI, and
SDW phases when increasing U from U = 0 to U = 10.
The results are shown in Fig. 2 for cluster 18A on the
left panels, whereas the right panels display the corre-
sponding quantities for cluster 16B. The lattices with 12
sites present similar results to their larger counterparts,
in what concerns the presence or absence of the previ-
ously mentioned K point.

To start, we characterize the type of the transition,
by analyzing the low-lying energy spectrum dependence
across the different phases. The first four energy levels,
i.e., Eα with α = 0, 1, 2, 3 (E0 is the ground-state energy),
are plotted in Figs. 2 (a) and 2 (e). A careful inspection
shows that level crossings occur at the two phase bound-
aries (CDW-CI and CI-SDW) for the 18A cluster, result-
ing in first-order phase transitions. These are absent in
the 16B cluster, and we reemphasize the carefulness re-
quired in selecting lattices with the most suitable point-
group symmetries. These crossings are more easily iden-

tified if defining the excitation gaps ∆
(α)
ex = (Eα−E0)/L,

as shown in Figs. 2 (b) and 2 (f) for α = 1 and 2, and
clusters 18A and 16B, respectively. In the CI-SDW tran-
sition for the 18A cluster, due to the fact that the ground

state is nondegenerate, a vanishing ∆
(1)
ex precisely marks

the phase boundary.
The CDW-CI transition, on the other hand, is more

easily characterized by the vanishing of the second exci-

tation gap, ∆
(2)
ex . The reason behind this is that in the

CDW phase, the ground state is twofold degenerate in the
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thermodynamic limit (and nearly degenerate in the finite
cluster we deal with), with a level crossing occurring be-
tween E2 and E0 (or E1) as the transition is approached.
In contrast, in the 16B cluster, such many-body gaps
never close, but the transitions can be yet pinpointed by
peaks in the fidelity metric g, displayed in Fig. 2 (h).
In turn, for the 18A cluster [Fig. 2 (d)] a proper peak
is missing (a discontinuity is instead observed) precisely
due to the fact the transition is first order, and one needs
a resolution of the control parameter (in this case U) that
is small enough to capture the very narrow δU -dependent
peak, gpeak = 2/

(
NδU2

)
[34]. Again for the 16A clus-

ter, the ‘hump’ depicting the CI-SDW transition becomes
wider and smaller in magnitude for larger V , making the
characterization of this transition more challenging [see
dashed lines in Figs. 1(b) and 1(d)], and thus accounting
for the difference between the phase diagrams of clusters
containing or not the K point.

Lastly, we report in Figs. 2 (c) and 2 (g) the structure
factors corresponding to each order, CDW and SDW,
which display a characteristic discontinuous behavior as
similarly found elsewhere for other models manifesting
a transition between topologically nontrivial and trivial
phases [29, 33, 34]. The inset in Fig. 2 (c) shows the ex-
tensive nature of SCDW and SSDW within each phase, by
contrasting the 18A cluster with its counterpart that also
contains the K point in its reciprocal space, the lattice
12A.

Back to the phase diagram in Fig. 1, we are now in po-
sition to characterize the phase that displays a nonlocal
order parameter, the topologically nontrivial Chern insu-
lating phase. We present in Fig. 3 an overlay of the com-
puted Chern number, using a discrete version of Eq.(4)
(See also the Appendix), and the original boundaries for
the phases presented in Fig. 1. For the clusters 12C and
16B, a C = 2 phase gives way to a C = 0 (thus topologi-
cally trivial) roughly at the same positions as the fidelity
peak signals the CI-SDW phase transition, at large U
values. For the CDW phase, on the other hand, such
change of the topologically invariant number is not seen
in the ranges of V ’s computed, but in the spinless version
of the present model, such coexistence of a C 6= 0 with
a local order parameter has been attributed to the fact
that K is not in the set of k points available for some
finite clusters, precisely as here [33, 34].

The most interesting features of this computation are
thus the ones that come from the calculation in clus-
ters 12A and 18A, which contain the K in its reciprocal
lattice. Although for the 12A case [Fig. 3(c)] the com-
puted Chern number closely follows the general belief
that once the local order parameters develop the topo-
logical characteristics vanish, results from cluster 18A
[Fig. 3(a)] are much richer. In this case, we find that
in part of the CDW phase, at smaller U values, there
is a coexistence regime of a finite CDW order with the
presence of a SU(2) symmetry-breaking C = 1 phase, ob-
served in variants of this model that include a staggered
on-site energy term [44–47]. A physical interpretation

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

E 2N

(a)

18A V = 1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0 (e)

16B V = 1.0

E0

2N
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0.00
0.02
0.04
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0.08

∆
ex

(b)

0.00

0.04

0.08

0.12 (f) ∆
(1)
ex

∆
(2)
ex

0
2
4
6
8

10

S

(c)

0

2

4

6

8 (g) SCDW

SSDW

0 2 4 6 8 10
U/t

0.000

0.002

0.004

g

(d)

0 2 4 6 8 10
U/t

0.00

0.01

0.02 (h)

SCDW on 12A

SSDW on 12A

FIG. 2. Four lowest-lying energy levels Eα [(a) and (e)], ex-

citation gaps ∆E(α)ex [(b) and (f)], structure factors S [(c)
and (g)], and the fidelity metric g [(d) and (h)] of the ex-
tended Haldane-Hubbard model with V = 1 on the 18-site
(left panels) and 16-site (right panels) clusters. First-order
phase transitions are only seen for the 18A cluster (see text).
The inset in panel (c) includes the structure factors for the
cluster 12A, highlighting the extensive nature of the corre-
sponding correlators’ sum within the ordered phases.

of this result is that in such area of the phase diagram
one pseudospin component of the spinful model remains
topologically nontrivial whereas the other does not.

Whether this coexistence also occurs in the thermo-
dynamic limit cannot be clarified by the ED method,
specially in view of the fact that the cluster 18A does
not possess all point group symmetries of the honeycomb
lattice, albeit clearly possessing one of the essential in-
gredients, the manifestation of the K-point physics. In
the Appendix, we further present more details on the
numerical computation of the Chern number using the
ED, in particular for this lattice size, highlighting that
the presence of the C = 1 phase is neither due to a po-
tentially coarse discretization of the Berry curvature in

Eq.(4) nor that the first-excitation gap ∆E
(1)
ex of the dou-

blet states in this phase closes when performing the sum-
mation, which could eventually explain the unexpected
results displayed in Fig. 3(a).

Yet, the C = 1 to C = 0 transition within the CDW
phase for this cluster size requests further inspection.

Figure 4(a) shows ∆
(1)
ex along the V = 1.5 line. There,

the Chern number changes its value precisely because the
doublet states display a level crossing, before the CDW-
CI takes place with a second, first-order phase transition.
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FIG. 3. Chern number results overlaid with the phase bound-
aries originally displayed in Fig. 1 for the 18A (a), 16B (b),
12A (c), 12C (d) lattices. The solid square, triangle, and cir-
cle markers represent C = 0, 1, and 2, respectively, obtained
via ED. The corresponding empty markers in panel (a) denote
the iDMRG results obtained on an infinite-cylinder geometry
with L = 6. The dashed line in panel (a) is drawn as a guide
to the eye, delimiting the region where the C = 1 regime is
found within the CDW phase using ED, and not confirmed
by iDMRG.

10−7

10−4

10−1

∆
(1

)
ex

(a)

V = 1.5

0 2 4 6 8 10
U

0

5

10

15

S

(b)

SCDW

SSDW

0

1

2

C

FIG. 4. (a) First-excitation gap ∆
(1)
ex and Chern number along

the V = 1.5 cut. In (b), the corresponding ground-state struc-
ture factors, to facilitate the visualization of the transitions.

Nonetheless, by using the scheme of pumped charges
(see Sec. II B) on an infinite cylinder, composed of three
unit cells along its circumference (Ly = 3), we finally
clarify that the apparent SU(2)-symmetry-broken phase
with C = 1 is likely due to a finite-size effect. To monitor
the adiabatical insertion of a magnetic flux, we define an
overlap between two wave functions at θ and θ + δθ, the

fidelity F (θ) = |〈Ψ0(θ)|Ψ0(θ+ δθ)〉|. Here the interval δθ
is set at a small value, such as δθ/π = 0.1 in Fig. 5, in
order to preserve adiabaticity along the process, which
has F ≈ 1 [Fig. 5(a)]. The pumping procedure results
in different outcomes depending on topological charac-
teristics of the underlying phase. For example, the adia-
batic insertion of a 2π flux in the CDW phase does not
pump any charges, i.e., ∆Q = Q(2π)−Q(0) = 0, yielding
C = 0, thus topologically trivial if V = 3 and U = 0 or 2
[Fig. 5(b)]. On the hand, in the CI phase, the pumping
charge ∆Q = 4 confirming C = 2. As a result, no C = 1
has been found for the parameters investigated using this
scheme.

IV. RESULTS OF THE MEAN-FIELD
CALCULATION

To contrast the previous results, and to further under-
stand finite-size discrepancies in the ED results for the
Chern number in comparison to iDMRG ones, we now
report the outcomes when casting the interactions in a
mean-field form (see Sec. II). The phase diagram, con-
structed by taking into account the onset of the order
parameters OCDW,SDW [Eq.(10)], is shown in Fig. 6 (a)
on 180×180 and 30×30 lattices. We first notice that the
finite-size effects are rather small, and the phase bound-
aries are qualitatively very similar to the ones obtained
from the ED method; i.e., the Chern insulating phase
gives way to SDW or CDW once the on-site or nearest-
neighbor interactions are sufficiently large.

A line cut in this phase diagram with V = 1 clearly
demonstrates the different phases and associated orders,
and is shown in Fig. 6(b). The sharpness of the tran-
sitions indicates that the coexistence of a topological

0.9
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1.1

F
(θ

)

(a)

U = 0 V = 3 (CDW)

U = 2 V = 3 (CDW)

U = 6 V = 1 (CI)

U = 4 V = 0.5 (CI)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
θ/π

−4

−3

−2

−1

0

〈Q
(θ

)〉

(b)

FIG. 5. (a) Fidelity F and (b) accumulative discrepancy Q
as a function of the inserted magnetic flux θ in an adiabatical
way with a small interval δθ/π = 0.1. Here Ly = 3 (or L = 6)
and the truncated bond dimension m = 1024.
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FIG. 6. (a) The phase diagram of Eq. 1 under the mean-
field approximation. (b) A line cut of the phase diagram at
V = 1, showing the local order parameters OCDW and OSDW

together with the corresponding Chern number C. Panels (c)
and (d) display the smallest band gap ∆(k) along the lines
U = 2 and V = 0.5, respectively, and are highlighted by the
dotted lines in panel (a).

phase with the formation of a local order parameter is
reduced to a very small region close to the transition
line, unlike presented in some of the previously shown
ED results. To see how this is connected with the gen-
eral picture of the change of a topological invariant af-
ter a single-particle gap closing when increasing a con-
trol parameter, we show in Figs. 6(c) and 6(d) the gap
∆(k) = min[E2(k′) − E1(k′)] along line cuts U = 2 and
V = 0.5, respectively. We first observe that the gap is
not very sensitive to changes either in V or U inside the
CI phase. The sharp drop in the gap at a critical value
of the control parameter signals the onset of the local or-
der parameters. After that, the gap closes quickly (with
small finite-size corrections) and it does corroborate the
change of the topological invariant at these points shown
in Fig. 6(b). It is in the reduced region where the gap
sharply drops to zero that long-range order and nontrivial
topology coexist. Note, however, that despite its sharp-
ness, the gap closes continuously and the phase transition
into ordered phases is seemingly second order at the MF
level. Nonetheless, this gap closing occurs, in both tran-
sitions, around the Dirac point, k ' K.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We studied the extended Haldane-Hubbard model in
the honeycomb lattice, at unity filling. Depending on
the magnitude of the repulsive interactions (either on-
site or nearest-neighbor) the ground state displays insu-
lating behavior, with the presence of phases with finite
local order parameters, as charge-density and (antiferro-
magnetic) spin-density waves, in addition of a topological

phase, with its corresponding non local order parame-
ter associated with a topological invariant. Besides, the
transitions among all such different phases are first order,
when computed with ED [81]. This picture is numerically
inferred in small lattices employing the exact diagonal-
ization, and complemented by a variational mean-field
analysis. In the former method, due to the small system
sizes amenable to computations, some of the clusters may
not display all the point group symmetries of the lattice
in the thermodynamic limit. For that reason, we must
caution that some of the results we present might suffer
from systematic finite-size effects. Among those, a sur-
prising result is the manifestation of an SU(2) symmetry
breaking, where the appearance of a C = 1 phase concurs
with a charge-density wave in a large part of the phase di-
agram, when dealing with the largest cluster manageable
to ED calculations. Such phase is absent in the varia-
tional mean-field results, and we show to be also absent
when computing the topological charge in infinite cylin-
ders, using iDMRG: a demonstration of how dramatic
finite-size effects can alter conclusions obtained in finite
clusters.

This symmetry-broken phase, however, has been de-
scribed in the Haldane-Hubbard model (i.e., with finite
U and V = 0) in the presence of a staggered potential ∆,
sandwiched in between the standard antiferromagnetic
Mott-insulating phase at large on-site interactions, and a
band-insulating one [44, 45]. An immediate investigation
one could follow would be to test these predictions using
infinite cylinders, and we leave this for future studies. In
particular, a topological model in the presence of both
U and V interactions such as ours has anticipated that
by using mean-field calculations, the C = 1 phase is yet
manifest for a finite staggered potential [47].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors acknowledge insightful discussions with
P. Sacramento, H. Guo, H. Lu, and H.-Q. Lin. C.S.
acknowledges support from the China Postdoctoral Sci-
ence Foundation (Grant No. 2019M650464). R.M. ac-
knowledges support from NSFC Grants No. 11674021,
No. 11851110757, and No. 11974039. C.S., S.H., and
R.M. further acknowledge support from Grant NSAF-
U1930402. The computations were performed on the
Tianhe-2JK at the Beijing Computational Science Re-
search Center (CSRC).

Appendix A: The C = 1 phase for cluster 18A

We argue in Sec. III that for the case of the 18A cluster,
the Chern number in parts of the CDW phase displays a
surprising value of C = 1, i.e., a spontaneous symmetry
breaking occurs, in line with what has been found in re-
lated spinful models possessing a checkerboard potential
instead [44, 45]. To better understand this result for this
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FIG. 7. Left panels display the excitation gap between the

ground state and the first-excited many-body states ∆
(1)
ex

across the torus formed by the TBCs, {φx, φy}, for V = 1.5.
Similarly, the right panels depict the corresponding Berry cur-
vature, normalized by 2π. From top to bottom, the on-site
interactions are U = 2, 2.5, 3, 3.5, obtained for the 18A clus-
ter.

finite cluster, we describe in more detail the procedure
we follow in order to compute the topological invariant.
The calculation is based on the prescription presented
in Refs. [34, 79], where a discretized version of Eq. 4 is
employed. For that, we introduce twisted boundary con-
ditions [77, 78], in which the many-body ground state
|Ψ0
φx,φy

〉 is obtained on a torus {φx, φy} ∈ [0, 2π). In the

numerical computations, this range is discretized in Nx
and Ny intervals, resulting in φx = 2πm

Nx
and φy = 2πn

Ny
,

with the integers m,n chosen such that m ∈ [0, Nx) and
n ∈ [0, Ny), and the ground state in such points is speci-
fied as |Ψ0

m,n〉.
As a result, the discrete version of the Berry curvature

0
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FIG. 8. The Berry curvature normalized by 2π, F̃m,n/2π, for
the cluster 18A with parameters U = 2 and V = 2, along
the TBC torus {φx, φy}. In (a), Nx,y = 6, whereas in (b)
Nx,y = 12. General features are maintained albeit the much
finer mesh in the latter, and the resulting Chern number is
C = 1 in both cases [see Fig. 3(a)].

can be written as

F̃m,n = −i log

(
Uxm,nU

y
m+1,n

Uxm,n+1U
y
m,n

)
, (A1)

where the complex numbers U
x(y)
m,n are the normalized

overlaps of the wave functions in consecutive points of
the patched torus,

Uxm,n =
〈Ψ0

m,n|Ψ0
m+1,n〉

|〈Ψ0
m,n|Ψ0

m+1,n〉|
, Uym,n =

〈Ψ0
m,n|Ψ0

m,n+1〉
|〈Ψ0

m,n|Ψ0
m,n+1〉|

,

(A2)

with F̃m,n chosen in the branch (−π, π].
Finally, the topological invariant is thus written as a

normalized summation of the Berry curvatures,

C =
∑
m,n

F̃m,n
2π

, (A3)

which, for a sufficiently large discretization Nx,y, con-
verges to the correct Chern number.

A necessary condition for the validity of this method is

that the first-excitation gap ∆
(1)
ex is always finite along the

torus formed by the phases {φx, φy}. That is, the phases
do not yield a gap closing; otherwise the Berry curvature
defined above would display a singularity. In Fig. 7, left

panels, we show an example of ∆
(1)
ex (φx, φy) when patch-

ing {φx, φy} using Nx = Ny = 6. The four consecutive

∆
(1)
ex ’s are chosen across a cut in the phase diagram with

V = 1.5 and on-site interactions U = 2.0, 2.5, 3.0 and
3.5. In this range, the computed Chern number from
Eq. A3 is given, respectively, by C = 1, 0, 0 and 2. From
U = 2 to U = 2.5, although gaps are all finite in {φx, φy}
(and much larger than the tolerance on the convergence
set in the Krylov-Schur diagonalization), the correspond-
ing Berry curvatures present a systematic change; see the
two top right panels in Fig. 7. In turn, the second change
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of the Chern number along this V = 1.5 line is less sur-
prising, and is related to the first-order phase transition,
when the nearly degenerate doublet of states in the CDW
phase crosses the third lowest eigenvalue in the Hamilto-
nian, entering in the Chern insulating phase.

We have further tested the unexpected C = 1 to C = 0
transition for other values of V , but it results in simi-
lar outcomes. Another possibility that may explain such
SU(2) symmetry-broken phase on cluster 18A is related

to the small number of patches Nx,y used in the cal-
culation of the topological invariant. Figure 8 displays
a direct comparison of the Berry curvature for a typi-
cal point in the phase diagram that resulted in C = 1:
(U, V ) = (2, 2). Increasing the number of patches from
Nx,y = 6 to 12 does not alter the computed Chern num-
ber, so this technical aspect is not responsible for its ap-
pearance in this finite cluster.
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[21] Noel A. Garćıa-Mart́ınez, A. G. Grushin, T. Neupert,
B. Valenzuela, and E. V. Castro, “Interaction-driven
phases in the half-filled spinless honeycomb lattice from
exact diagonalization,” Phys. Rev. B 88, 245123 (2013).

[22] M. Daghofer and M. Hohenadler, “Phases of correlated
spinless fermions on the honeycomb lattice,” Phys. Rev.
B 89, 035103 (2014).

[23] J. Motruk, A. G. Grushin, F. de Juan, and F. Pollmann,
“Interaction-driven phases in the half-filled honeycomb
lattice: An infinite density matrix renormalization group
study,” Phys. Rev. B 92, 085147 (2015).

[24] S. Capponi and A. M. Läuchli, “Phase diagram of in-
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[76] R. Mondaini, P. Nikolić, and M. Rigol, “Mott-insulator–
to–superconductor transition in a two-dimensional super-
lattice,” Phys. Rev. A 92, 013601 (2015).

[77] D. Poilblanc, “Twisted boundary conditions in clus-
ter calculations of the optical conductivity in two-
dimensional lattice models,” Phys. Rev. B 44, 9562
(1991).

[78] Q. Niu, D. J. Thouless, and Y.-S. Wu, “Quantized Hall
conductance as a topological invariant,” Phys. Rev. B
31, 3372 (1985).

[79] T. Fukui, Y. Hatsugai, and H. Suzuki, “Chern numbers
in discretized Brillouin zone: Efficient method of com-
puting (spin) Hall conductances,” J. Phys. Soc. Japan
74, 1674 (2005).

[80] Y.-F. Zhang, Y.-Y. Y., Y. Ju, L. Sheng, R. Shen, D.-
N. Sheng, and D.-Y. Xing, “Coupling-matrix approach
to the Chern number calculation in disordered systems,”
Chinese Phys. B 22, 117312 (2013).

[81] In mean-field, however, the continuous closing of the gap
(on a small scale of the control parameter) is suggestive
of a second order transition.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.235129
https://www.mcs.anl.gov/petsc
https://www.mcs.anl.gov/petsc
https://www.mcs.anl.gov/petsc
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.74.031123
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.74.031123
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.095701
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.095701
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.100603
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.76.180403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.125113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.013601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.44.9562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.44.9562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.31.3372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.31.3372
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.74.1674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.74.1674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-1056/22/11/117312

	Interplay of local order and topology in the extended Haldane-Hubbard model
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Model and measurements
	A Exact diagonalization in real space
	B Infinite density matrix renormalization group
	C Mean-field method in momentum space

	III Results of the exact methods
	IV Results of the mean-field calculation
	V Summary and Discussion
	 Acknowledgments
	A The C=1 phase for cluster 18A
	 References


