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We introduce a half-filled Hamiltonian of spin-half lattice fermions that can be studied with the efficient
meron-cluster algorithm in any dimension. As with the usual bipartite half-filled Hubbard models, the naı̈ve
U(2) symmetry is enhanced to SO(4). On the other hand our model has a novel spin-charge flip ZC2 symmetry
which is an important ingredient of free massless fermions. In this work we focus on one spatial dimension,
and show that our model can be viewed as a lattice-regularized two-flavor chiral-mass Gross-Neveu model. Our
model remains solvable in the presence of the Hubbard coupling U , which maps to a combination of Gross-
Neveu and Thirring couplings in one dimension. Using the meron-cluster algorithm we find that the ground
state of our model is a valence bond solid when U = 0. From our field theory analysis, we argue that the
valence bond solid forms inevitably because of an interesting frustration between spin and charge sectors in
the renormalization group flow enforced by the ZC2 symmetry. This state spontaneously breaks translation
symmetry by one lattice unit, which can be identified with a Zχ2 chiral symmetry in the continuum. We show
that increasing U induces a quantum phase transition to a critical phase described by the SU(2)1 Wess-Zumino-
Witten theory. The quantum critical point between these two phases is known to exhibit a novel symmetry
enhancement between spin and dimer. Here we verify the scaling relations of these correlation functions near
the critical point numerically. Our study opens up the exciting possibility of numerical access to similar novel
phase transitions in higher dimensions in fermionic lattice models using the meron-cluster algorithm.

I. INTRODUCTION

The connections between lattice models of quantum many
body physics and continuum field theories remains a forefront
topic of research in both high energy and condensed matter
physics. In high energy physics one often starts with a contin-
uum field theory, and then introduces a lattice to enable non-
perturbative numerical computations. Even though the lattice
is viewed as a calculational artifice, it has lead to many pro-
found physical insights. In condensed matter physics on the
other hand, one starts with the lattice, which is derived from
the physical crystal structure and the connection to continuum
field theories emerges in the long distance physics close to a
critical point. Despite these contrasting motivations, there are
recurring common themes across the two approaches leading
to a wonderful synergistic exchange of ideas.

Since our work here may be of interest to both commu-
nities, we explain our motivations from both viewpoints in
turn. In particle physics, there is a great interest in mecha-
nisms through which fermions acquire masses. While fermion
masses are usually thought to arise from fermion bilinear
operators, it is well known that strong four-fermion cou-
plings can also generate masses through spontaneous sym-
metry breaking [1, 2]. The role of four-fermion couplings
is still poorly understood since such couplings are irrelevant
perturbatively at the free fermion fixed point in two or more
spatial dimensions and have to be of finite strength when
they generate a mass, requiring a non-perturbative analysis.
From a Lorentz-symmetry point of view the interactions con-
structed with scalar or pseudo-scalar fermion bilinears are re-
ferred to as Gross-Neveu (GN) couplings [3], while those con-
structed with vector or pseudo-vector fermion bilinears are
called Thirring couplings [4]. These relativistic four-fermion
field theories can be studied through the following Lagrangian

L = χαγ
µ∂µχα + LGN + LThirring, (1)

where we use the Euclidean signature and we will keep this
convention through the paper. The case with two flavors of
Dirac fermions that is relevant to our paper is discussed in Ap-
pendix B. The fixed point structure of renormalization group
(RG) flows in the space of these couplings is rich and re-
veals that the GN and Thirring couplings can have very dif-
ferent physics at strong couplings depending on the number
of fermion flavors especially in 2 + 1 dimensions [5–7].

In condensed matter physics one usually works with Hamil-
tonians instead of Lagrangians, which are motivated more nat-
urally by the physics of the underlying material. For many
important systems, such as one dimensional metals and two
and three dimensional semi-metals, the long distance physics
is described by relativistic four-fermion field theories. These
Hamiltonians usually have two parts: an electron hopping
term that in certain cases can result in massless Dirac fermions
and an electron-electron interaction term that is modeled by a
four-fermion interaction. These kind of models are typified by
the iconic Hubbard model,

H = −
∑
〈ij〉

(
tijc
†
iαcjα + h.c.

)
+ U

∑
i

ni↑ni↓, (2)

where ciα destroys an electron on lattice site i with spin α and
niα = c†iαciα. While the choice of the matrix elements tij
depends on the material to be modeled, by now many phys-
ically motivated cases give Dirac fermions whose massless-
ness is protected by lattice symmetries or topology [8]. The
topic of interest is how symmetries are spontaneously broken
at strong interactions that covert the semi-metal to an insu-
lator and the nature of the quantum critical point [9]. These
models, although motivated from the physics of electrons in
crystals, are natural Hamiltonian discretizations of the four-
fermion mass generation problem in Eq. (1). The complexities
of the RG flows of the continuum theory manifest themselves
here in rich phase diagrams that are currently poorly under-
stood, making this an intensely studied area of research.
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Generally speaking the only available unbiased method to
study such strongly coupled four-fermion lattice models is the
Monte Carlo (MC) method [10, 11]. Given the great interest in
this topic, there has been a large body of work from both com-
munities that has led to important progress and also a number
of unresolved issues. Most work found in the high energy
literature has been focused on understanding phase diagrams
and fermion mass generation at strong four-fermion couplings
[12–17]. The value of the critical number of fermion fla-
vors below which fermion bilinear condensates in the Thirring
model has been an interesting quantity to compute [18–20].
Lattice calculations with a local Lagrangian typically suffer
from the fermion doubling problem. Due to this problem
simple lattice four-fermion couplings get mapped into a lin-
ear combination of many continuum four-fermion couplings,
which makes it difficult to understand which continuum model
is being explored without careful fine tuning. For example re-
cently it was recognized that the lattice Thirring model and
the lattice GN models in 2 + 1 dimensions seem to flow to the
same continuum theory at the critical point [21].

The field has become more exciting recently due to new in-
terest from condensed matter physics, which was originally
inspired in part by the physics of graphene. Again the focus
has been on mass terms generated by four-fermion interac-
tions on the honeycomb lattice Hubbard model. Here the mo-
tivation is to study the semi-metal to antiferromagnetic transi-
tion and its universality class [22]. While the original work
focused on SU(2), generalizations to SU(N) have been car-
ried out [23]. Interacting spinless lattice Hamiltonian mod-
els have also been demonstrated to be free of sign problems,
which then allows one to study the simplest fermion mass gen-
eration mechanism at a quantum critical point, the chiral Ising
transition [24, 25]. Perhaps the most striking recent result is
that strong four-fermion couplings may also create fermion
masses without symmetry breaking [26–29]. In 2 + 1 dimen-
sions there is growing evidence that this mechanism of sym-
metric fermion mass generation may be a feature of contin-
uum quantum field theory since it appears to be connected to
an exotic quantum critical point [30–33]. In 3 + 1 dimensions
it has been suggested that this mechanism may be helpful to
construct lattice chiral gauge theories [34–36]. Another inter-
esting scenario that has been proposed is the existence of sec-
ond order quantum phase transitions between different mas-
sive fermion phases [37, 38]. While such transitions cannot
easily be understood within the Landau-Ginzburg paradigm,
there is speculation that they may arise through a deconfined
quantum critical point with emergent gauge fields [39]. It is
also believed that some of them could even be driven by topo-
logical terms in the low energy bosonic theory [30, 40]. A
four-fermion realization of this transition has also been pro-
posed [41, 42], where the existence of symmetry enhancement
has also been studied at multi-critical points [43].

Despite the power of MC methods, two bottlenecks quickly
arise. The first one is the sign problem that limits the type
of fermion models that can be studied. Furthermore, even
when sign problems are solved, most traditional MC studies
of quantum critical points in fermionic systems can only be
performed on rather small lattice sizes, due to the poor scal-

ing of the computational time with system size. Given these
hurdles it is clearly of great interest to find new four-fermion
models that are sign problem free and can be accessed with
efficient MC algorithms. Recently, alternate types of fermion
MC methods have become available, which are able to reach
somewhat larger lattice sizes. For example, the recently pro-
posed fermion-bag approach [44–46] can study system sizes
involving up to 10, 000 sites [47]. The meron-cluster algo-
rithm, a precursor to the fermion-bag approach, is even more
efficient while being applicable only to a more restricted class
of models [48–50]. The main motivation behind our current
work is to design fermionic models that can be studied on
large lattices using the meron-cluster algorithm.

Interestingly the new four-fermion model we introduce in
this work is not only amenable to efficient simulations, it also
has some novel physical features. In brief we demonstrate
below a novel mechanism by which the valence bond solid
(VBS) state which breaks translations symmetry is realized in
a one-dimensional fermionic system at arbitrarily weak cou-
pling. It is well known that the Hubbard model Eq. (2) at
half filling on bipartite lattices has an explicit SU(2)s spin
symmetry and a hidden SU(2)c charge symmetry [51]. The
hopping term of the Hubbard model has an additional a spin-
charge flip symmetry ZC2 under which the two SU(2) sym-
metries are interchanged. Indeed, as is well known when U is
repulsive (attractive) the spin (charge) sector is favored result-
ing in anti-ferromagnetic (superconducting) correlations. It is
interesting to ask what is the fate of the Hubbard model when
the interactions added preserve ZC2 ? Here we show by field
theoretic arguments and explicit MC simulations that in one
spatial dimension, when the interactions preserve ZC2 , the sys-
tem releases the frustration between spin and charge sectors
by forming a VBS. This is a novel mechanism for the forma-
tion of a VBS in the one dimensional Hubbard model. From
a field theory point of view, we argue that our model can be
considered as a Hamiltonian lattice regularization of the two-
flavor chiral-mass GN model with a spontaneously broken Zχ2
chiral symmetry. Using the meron-cluster representation we
observe that our model is also related to the θ = π phase
of the CP3 model where the charge conjugation symmetry is
spontaneously broken [52]. When U 6= 0 a combination of
GN and Thirring couplings is introduced. These new cou-
plings induce a quantum phase transition to a phase where Zχ2
symmetry is restored, which turns out to be the SU(2)1 Wess-
Zumino-Witten (WZW) model perturbed by a marginally ir-
relevant coupling. The universality class of the transition in
our model has been studied earlier by Affleck et al. [53], who
has argued that at the quantum critical point the marginal cou-
pling vanishes, enhancing the symmetry of the theory. This
transition has also been well studied numerically within the
context of quantum spin-half chain[54, 55].

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section II we intro-
duce our lattice model and explain its symmetries. In Sec-
tion III A we argue that our lattice model is naturally mapped
into a continuum model with a variety of four-fermion cou-
plings. We discuss the continuum symmetries and relate them
to the lattice symmetries. In Section III B we apply non-
abelian bosonization to the continuum four-fermion theory
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and rewrite the low energy physics in terms of bosonic excita-
tions. This helps us uncover the phase diagram of our lattice
model. In Section III C, we explain how the symmetries of
the lattice model are enhanced at the critical point and derive
expressions for the spin and dimer correlation functions near
the critical point and in the conformal phase. In Section IV
we verify the theoretical analysis against MC results obtained
using the meron-cluster algorithm and determine the critical
point. We also confirm our estimate for the critical point using
an exact diagonalization method. In Section V we summarize
our results and provide an outlook for the future.

II. OUR LATTICE MODEL

In this section we introduce our lattice model and discuss its
symmetries. We focus on models with two flavors (or spins) of
lattice fermions which can be annihilated and created at each
lattice site j by the usual fermionic Fock operators cjα and
c†jα, where α =↑, ↓. The choice of our model is constrained
by the ability to use the meron-cluster algorithm as discussed
in [49]. While a variety of models fall in this class, here we
focus on a particularly simple one whose Hamiltonian is

HJ = −J
∑
〈i,j〉

H〈i,j〉↑H〈i,j〉↓, (3)

where

H〈i,j〉α =−(c†iαcjα+c†jαciα)+2

(
niα−

1

2

)(
njα−

1

2

)
− 1

2
.

(4)

The symbol 〈i, j〉 refers to a bond between nearest neighbor
sites i and j. Our model above remains solvable by the meron-
cluster algorithm in the presence of some other carefully cho-
sen interactions, for example, the Hubbard interaction,

HU = U
∑
j

{(
nj↑ −

1

2

)(
nj↓ −

1

2

)
+

1

4

}
. (5)

In this work we will study the Hamiltonian

H = HJ +HU . (6)

This model and its variants can be defined on a bipartite lattice
in any dimension and remain solvable using the meron-cluster
approach. The constraints of this solvability typically make
them strongly interacting and end up within massive phases.
However, as we will show in this work, they can still be useful
to study phase transitions to massless phases. Here we will
study this interesting quantum phase transition of Eq. (6) in
one spatial dimension as a function of U .

Our model has a variety of interesting lattice symmetries
that become manifest when written in terms of Majorana op-
erators. We define two such operators γ1j and γ2j for spin-up
fermions on each lattice site through the relations

cj↑ =
1

2
(γ1j − iγ2j ), c†j↑ =

1

2
(γ1j + iγ2j ) (7)

for even j, and

cj↑ =
1

2
(γ2j + iγ1j ), c†j↑ =

1

2
(γ2j − iγ1j ) (8)

for odd j. Note that nj↑ = 1
2 (−iγ1j γ2j + 1) in both cases.

Similarly we define two more Majorana operators γ3j and γ4j
using the spin-down fermions. In terms of the four Majorana
operators the two parts of the Hamiltonian take the form

HJ = −J
4

∑
〈i,j〉

4∏
µ=1

(1 + iγµi γ
µ
j ), (9)

HU = − U
96

∑
j

εµνρσγ
µ
j γ

ν
j γ

ρ
j γ

σ
j . (10)

Let us now argue that HJ is invariant under O(4)× Zχ2 trans-
formations, while HU is invariant under SO(4)× Zχ2 . The
SO(4) symmetry becomes obvious when we realize that the
following six operators

Γµν = i
∑
j

γµj γ
ν
j (11)

satisfy the so(4) algebra and commute with H . In fact the
four operators γµj transform as an SO(4) vector. We will ar-
gue in the next section that this symmetry is the vector sub-
group of the full chiral symmetry group in the continuum. In
addition, the HJ has a discrete symmetry generated by C↑ :=
i
∑
j γ

1
j γ

3
j γ

4
j , which we denote as ZC2 for convenience. It is

easy to verify thatC↑ flips the sign of γ2j but not the other three
Majorana operators. Hence along with C↑ the four Majorana
operators actually transform under the O(4) group. Note that
in the Dirac fermion language, C↑cj↑C↑ = (−1)jc†j↑ is the
familiar particle-hole transformation on the spin-up fermions.
Therefore it can also be viewed as the spin-charge flip trans-
formation that is more familiar in condensed matter physics.
On a regular lattice H is also invariant under translations by
one lattice site T †acjαTa = cj+1α. As we will argue in the
next section, there is a remnant discrete Zχ2 subgroup of the
continuum chiral symmetry group buried within Ta. When
U = 0, the above lattice symmetries actually lead to an inter-
esting degeneracy in the energy spectrum when the lattice size
is a multiple of four, as will be shown in Appendix A. In fact
all energy levels are evenly degenerate, and in particular the
ground state is doubly degenerate.

In order to compute quantities in our lattice model with the
meron-cluster algorithm we use the continuous time formula-
tion of the partition function,

Z =
∑
k

∫
dtk ···dt1

∑
[b]

Jk Tr
(
Hbk(tk)···Hb1(t1)

)
, (12)

where Hb(t) = etHU H〈i,j〉↑H〈i,j〉↓ e−tHU is the bond op-
erator associated with the bond b = 〈ij〉 inserted at time t.
Notice that here we use Tr to denote the trace over the full
Hilbert space. Later we will use tr to denote the trace over
local Hilbert spaces or local fields. The integrals over Eu-
clidean time are always assumed to be time ordered such that
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β > tk > .... > t2 > t1 > 0. The choice ofHb leads to a sim-
ple formula for the trace in the fermionic Hilbert space. In
particular it does not contain any determinants of large matri-
ces, as is the case in the traditional auxiliary field methods.
Instead, it can be shown that

Tr
(
Hbk(tk) · · ·Hb1(t1)

)
=
∏
i

W (`i), (13)

where {`1, `2, ...} is a set of loops and W (`i) is the weight
associated with the loop `i [49]. The loops can be identi-
fied by introducing two parallel bonds for each Hb at the
appropriate imaginary time, as illustrated in Fig. 1. As can
be seen from the figure, these bonds naturally divide the lat-
tice into disconnected loop clusters. When the trace over
the fermionic Hilbert space is performed each cluster gets a
weight W (`) = 2(1± e−Ut`/2), where t` is the linear tem-
poral size of the loop. The sign associated with each loop
is given by (−1)nt+nb/2+1, where nt is the number of tem-
poral winding of the loops and nb is the number of bonds in
the loop. The fermionic nature of the problem is hidden in
this sign. Note that when U = 0 clusters with a negative sign
(merons) are naturally forbidden. On the other hand when
U is very large all clusters are allowed and from the cluster
representation our model becomes identical to the Heisenberg
spin-half chain [56, 57].

FIG. 1. Illustration of a configuration of bonds that naturally divides
space-time into loops. The fermionic trace is given as a product of
weights associated with each loop as described in the text.

III. CONTINUUM FIELD THEORY ANALYSIS

In this section, we review the results for the non-abelian
bosonization of the Hubbard model pioneered by Affleck et al.
[53, 58], and the field theoretic picture for the phase transition
from critical to VBS in one dimension. While this scenario
is now standard, a new aspect of our model is the spin-charge
flip symmetry ZC2 which is present inHJ at a lattice level even
beyond the quadratic level. This extra symmetry appears in an
interesting way in the continuum description, the RG flow and
the resulting phase diagram.

A. Connection to the Gross-Neveu-Thirring Model

In this section we will identify the 1 + 1 dimensional con-
tinuum QFT which is described by our lattice model in one
spatial dimension, given in Eq. (6). Since the model is
strongly interacting, in principle such an identification can be
questionable. Still we can try to perform a tree level analy-
sis by expanding the lattice Hamiltonian in terms of modes
near the Fermi points of the free Hamiltonian and then in-
clude interactions perturbatively. Such an analysis will teach
us how the lattice symmetries are embedded within the contin-
uum ones [59]. In particular we show below that the HJ term
can be identified with the strongly coupled lattice-regularized
two-flavor chiral-mass GN model, while the HU term intro-
duces a combination of the usual GN coupling and a Thirring
coupling. More details of these couplings and the mapping
are explained in Appendix B.

In order to perform the tree level analysis described above,
we introduce a small parameter ε and deform HJ → Hε

J as
follows,

Hε
J = − J

4ε

∑
〈i,j〉

4∏
µ=1

(1 + iεγµi γ
µ
j ). (14)

Clearly all lattice symmetries discussed in the previous sec-
tion are maintained order by order in ε. Expanding in powers
of ε, we get

Hε
J =:

4∑
n=1

εn−1H
(2n)
J , (15)

where the leading term

H
(2)
J =− J

2

∑
〈i,j〉α

c†iαcjα + c†jαciα (16)

describes free fermions, and

H
(4)
J = J

∑
〈i,j〉

{
− (c†i↑cj↑ + c†j↑ci↑)(c

†
i↓cj↓ + c†j↓ci↓)

+
∑
α

(
niα −

1

2

)(
njα −

1

2

)}
(17)

is a four-fermion interaction. Higher order terms H(6,8)
J are

irrelevant perturbatively near the free fermion fixed point and
therefore their exact forms will not affect our discussion. By
focusing on H

(2)
J and H

(4)
J we can identify the continuum

model and also map the lattice symmetries to the continuum.
Our lattice model with ε = 1 will be regarded as merely an-
other lattice discretization of the same continuum model.

In order to analyze the low energy physics near the free
fermion fixed point, we expand our lattice fields cjα in terms
of smooth fields ψα,L(aj) and ψα,R(aj) near the two Fermi
momenta∓kF , where kF = π/2a and a is the lattice spacing.
Without loss of generality we choose

1√
a
cjα ≈ eikF aj ψα,L(aj) + e−ikF aj ψα,R(aj) (18)
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for both α. Inserting Eq. (18) into H(2)
J , we can expand in

powers of lattice spacing a to obtain the leading low energy
effective Hamiltonian in the continuum as

H
(2)cont
J = −aJ

∫
dx
(∑

α

ψ†α,Li
d

dx
ψα,L − ψ†α,Ri

d

dx
ψα,R

)
.

(19)

This is the Hamiltonian for two-flavor free massless Dirac
fermions. It is easy to verify that the above free Hamilto-
nian is invariant under O(4)L ×O(4)R which we refer to as
the full continuum chiral symmetry. The SO(4) transforma-
tion in each chiral sector can be decomposed into spin SU(2)s
and charge SU(2)c transformations, which becomes explicit
if we introduce a 2× 2 matrix of operators,

ΨL(R) =

(
ψ↑,L(R) ψ†↓,L(R)

ψ↓,L(R) −ψ†↑,L(R)

)
, (20)

and define the spin and charge transformations as ΨL(R) 7→
SL(R)ΨL(R)Q

†
L(R), where SL(R) and QL(R) are SU(2)s and

SU(2)c matrices in each chiral sector. When written in terms
of ΨL(R), the Hamiltonian

H
(2)cont
J = −aJ

∫
dx

1

2
tr
(

Ψ†Li
d

dx
ΨL −Ψ†Ri

d

dx
ΨR

)
(21)

is clearly invariant under the above transformation. How-
ever, since (−SL(R),−QL(R)) should be identified with
(SL(R), QL(R)), the symmetry group of the continuum Hamil-
tonian H(2)cont

J is actually (SU(2)s × SU(2)c)
/
Z2
∼= SO(4)

in each chiral sector. These transformations are generated on
the Hilbert space by the spin current operators

J isL(R)(x) =
1

2
(ψ†↑,L(R), ψ

†
↓,L(R))σ

i

(
ψ↑,L(R)

ψ↓,L(R)

)
, (22)

and the charge current operators

J icL(R)(x) =
1

2
(ψ↑,L(R), ψ

†
↓,L(R))σ

iT

(
ψ†↑,L(R)

ψ↓,L(R)

)
. (23)

In addition the Hamiltonian is also invariant under two inde-
pendent spin-charge flip transformations ZC2L(R): ΨL(R) 7→
Ψ†L(R), under which J isL(R) and J icL(R) exchange with each
other. Including them the free Hamiltonian is indeed invariant
under the O(4)L ×O(4)R symmetry as stated above.

We know from Eq. (18) that under lattice translation Ta,
ψαL 7→ iψαL and ψαR 7→ −iψαR. This means Ta, corresponding
to QL = Q†R = exp(iπ2σ

3) in the continuum, generates a Z4

subgroup of the chiral SU(2)c group, under which J isL(R) 7→
J isL(R), J

1,2
cL(R) 7→ −J

1,2
cL(R) and J 3

cL(R) 7→ J
3
cL(R). Note

that here since Q2
L = Q2

R = −1, T 2
a belongs to the vector

subgroup of the chiral symmetry group, and therefore Ta is
effectively a Z2 subgroup of the chiral symmetry group, hence
denoted by Zχ2 .

Using a similar analysis as above we can identify the fol-
lowing continuum operators that corresponds to H(4)

J

H
(4)cont
J = 2aJ

∫
dx M(x)2, (24)

where

M(x) = i
∑
α

(
ψ†α,Lψα,R − ψ

†
α,Rψα,L

)
. (25)

In order to understand the symmetries of this term it is useful
to express it in terms of spin and charge currents using the
relation M(x)2 =

(
J isLJ isR + J icLJ icR

)
− 1, which implies

H
(4)cont
J = 2aJ

∫
dx
(
J isLJ isR + J icLJ icR

)
. (26)

In this form it is easy to see that this term breaks the chi-
ral O(4) symmetry of the free theory down to the diagonal
O(4)L=R subgroup. However, the Zχ2 group generated by Ta
survives. Therefore H(4)cont

J has O(4)× Zχ2 symmetry.
Coming to the Hubbard interactionHU in Eq. (5), the corre-

sponding continuum Hamiltonian was already derived by Af-
fleck et al. [60] and is given by

Hcont
U ≈ 1

2
aU

∫
dx
(
J icLJ icR − J isLJ isR

− 1

3
(J isLJ isL + J isRJ isR)

)
(27)

up to irrelevant pieces. Note thatHU preserves all the symme-
tries ofHJ except the spin-charge flip symmetry which means
the O(4)× Zχ2 symmetry is reduced to SO(4)× Zχ2 . The last
two terms in Eq. (27) only renormalize the speed of light and
do not introduce any interactions, which is clearer in the lan-
guage of conformal field theory (CFT). Throwing away these
chiral terms, and normalizing the kinetic term to have a coef-
ficient of one, we obtain the final continuum Hamiltonian of
our lattice model as

Hcont =

∫
dx
(∑

α

(
− ψ†α,Li

d

dx
ψα,L + ψ†α,Ri

d

dx
ψα,R

)
+ λsJ isLJ isR + λcJ icLJ icR

)
, (28)

where λs = 2(ε− U
4J ) and λc = 2(ε+ U

4J ). Assuming the
H(6,8) terms do not modify the above analysis except perhaps
to change the couplings λs and λc, we argue that Eq. (6) is
a lattice regularization of Eq. (28). In Appendix B we con-
struct the Lagrangian of Eq. (28) and identify it with a linear
combination of GN-Thirring couplings.

In summary the above discussion shows that the O(4) sym-
metry of our lattice model in Eq. (6) can then be identified
with the diagonal O(4) subgroup of the continuum Hamilto-
nian Eq. (28). The translation by one site symmetry Ta can
be identified as the remnant chiral symmetry Zχ2 discussed
above. While it is known that lattice translation is part of the
continuum chiral symmetry, we have shown explicitly how it
is embedded along with the flavor symmetries.
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FIG. 2. Phase diagram in the λs -λc plane. Both of the couplings
are relevant when positive and irrelevant when negative. Our model
lives on the U axis. When U = 0, Our model is on the λs = λc line
due to the spin-charge flip symmetry, and is in a massive phase de-
scribed by a lattice regularized chiral-mass GN model with a sponta-
neously broken Zχ2 symmetry. When U increases to Uc, λs = 0 and
our model is at the critical point of a second order phase transition,
whose low energy physics is described by the SU(2)1 WZW model.
When U > Uc, λs < 0 and a marginally irrelevant coupling would
modify the low energy WZW theory mildly.

B. Bosonization and Phase Diagram

In order to understand the physics of our lattice model we
begin by discussing the RG flows of the continuum model
Eq. (28) near the free fermion fixed point. The one-loop β-
functions in the continuum are given by [60]

dλs(c)

d logµ
= −

λ2s(c)

2π
, (29)

which shows that the spin and charge currents are completely
decoupled in the low energy theory, i.e., terms involving both
spin currents and charge currents and respecting the SO(4)
symmetry are irrelevant. The RG flow diagram based on this
β-function is shown in Fig. 2. The couplings are relevant
when λs(c) > 0, and irrelevant when λs(c) < 0.

Our lattice model falls somewhere on the (λs, λc) plane.
For example when U = 0 the model must be on the λc = λs
line due to the spin-charge flip symmetry, which is identified
with the chiral-mass GN model with the well known physics
of asymptotic freedom. Here we expect 〈M(x)〉 6= 0 due
to the spontaneous breaking of the Zχ2 chiral symmetry [3],
which is related to the dimer order parameter and verified by
our MC results presented later. WhenU > 0 our model moves
away from the spin-charge symmetric axis towards the confor-
mal phase in the second quadrant where λs < 0 and λc > 0.
This implies the existence of a quantum phase transition at
some critical value U = Uc, which we find to be second or-
der.

The most convenient way to understand the physics of
the conformal phase is through the language of non-abelian

bosonization [61], where Eq. (28) is mapped to the following
non-linear sigma model,

S[g, h] = SWZW[g] + λs

∫
d2xJ isL(g)J isR(g)

+ SWZW[h] + λc

∫
d2xJ icL(h)J icR(h). (30)

g and h are SU(2) group-valued fields, describing the spin
and charged sectors respectively, and

SWZW[g] =
1

16π

∫
d2x tr(∂µg

−1∂µg)

+
i

24π

∫
d3xεµνρ tr(g−1∂µgg

−1∂νgg
−1∂ρg) (31)

is the action for the Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) theory in
the Euclidean signature. While the first term in SWZW[g] in-
volves an integration over 2-sphere space-time, the second
term involves an integration over a 3-disk whose boundary is
the 2-sphere. The currents J isL(R) and J icL(R) are given by

J jsL =
i

4π
tr
(
(∂g)g−1σj

)
, (32)

J jsR =
i

4π
tr
(
g−1∂̄gσj

)
, (33)

J jcL =
i

4π
tr
(
(∂h)h−1σj

)
, (34)

J jcR =
i

4π
tr
(
h−1∂̄hσj

)
, (35)

where ∂ = ∂x + i∂t and ∂̄ is the complex conjugate of ∂.
Note that although in the Euclidean space those currents are
usually called holomorphic and anti-holomorphic and denoted
byJ and J̄ , here we keep the convention from the Minkowski
space and still call the currents as left and right handed for
convenience. The bosonized action Eq. (30) enjoys almost
the same symmetries as Eq. (28), except for the fact that
(g, h) and (−g,−h) should be identified. This constraint
comes from the fact that we have written the bosonized the-
ory with an SU(2)s × SU(2)c symmetry rather than SO(4).
This means that observables in the fermionic theory will al-
ways be mapped into terms that do not violate this identifica-
tion. For example tr g itself is not an observable. Besides, the
chiral symmetries of SWZW in each sector are SO(4) instead
of SU(2)L × SU(2)R. Also note that under spin-charge flip
symmetry g ↔ h.

Armed with these bosonization results we see that when
U > 0 the charge excitations have higher energies than the
spin excitations. Thus, the long distance physics of the con-
formal phase in the second quadrant must be described by

S = SWZW[g] + λs

∫
d2xJ isL(g)J isR(g). (36)

This long distance physics can also be seen directly in the lat-
tice model, where the charge sector becomes energetically less
favorable whenU > 0 and the low energy physics is described
by a Heisenberg spin-half chain. In a famous theorem, Lieb,
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Shultz and Mattis showed that spin-half chains can only be
in one of two possible ground states [62]: a dimerized phase
where the translation symmetry is broken or a critical phase.
In fermionic viewpoint, the dimerized phase is the chirally
broken GN phase while the critical phase is the CFT described
by Eq. (36) with λs ≤ 0. This implies the universality class of
the transition at U = Uc in our model can also be understood
from simpler spin-half chain models. One such example is

HJ1 - J2 =
∑
i

{
J1Si · Si+1 + J2Si · Si+2

}
(37)

with both J1, J2 > 0. When J2 = 0, this model is the usual
Heisenberg spin chain and is well known to be described
the WZW conformal phase. Also, as Majumdar and Ghosh
pointed out long ago, when J2/J1 = 0.5 the ground state is
doubly degenerate due to dimerization, suggesting that the
theory at those couplings is in a different phase [63, 64]. Pre-
vious studies have shown that the phase transition between
the two phases occurs at J2/J1 = 0.241167(5) [55, 65]. Al-
though the phase transition has also been studied without a
sign problem in one-dimensional spin-half chain using the
J-Q idea [66, 67], our model provides a route to the one-
dimensional WZW critical phase to VBS quantum phase tran-
sition starting from a lattice fermionic Hubbard model Hilbert
space instead of a spin-half chain Hilbert space. A very nar-
row region of VBS was also reported in an extended Hubbard
model [68].

C. Symmetry Enhancement and Correlation Functions

Since the charge sector decouples when U > 0, the long
distance physics of the lattice model seems to only have the
diagonal SU(2) spin symmetry and the remnant Zχ2 chiral
symmetry, under which g 7→ iσ3giσ3. These symmetries can
be observed in the continuum low energy theory described
by Eq. (36). However, if we set λs = 0 the continuum the-
ory is invariant under the enhanced chiral transformation g 7→
SLgS

†
R where SL and SR are two independent SU(2) ma-

trices implementing the left and right spin symmetries of the
fermion model, except that SL = SR = −1 needs to be quo-
tiented out. Based on the RG flow diagram shown in Fig. 2
we see that by tuning to the critical point U = Uc we can in-
deed set λs = 0, and thus we must see the enhanced chiral
symmetry there. In our work we look for this symmetry en-
hancement, although observing it could be non-trivial since
there will always be higher dimensional operators that break
the symmetry on the lattice. Also, when U 6= Uc but close to
it, since λs is a marginal coupling, the logarithmic corrections
due to it would be visible in the lattice MC data at long dis-
tances. Here we derive the form of these corrections and use
them in our analysis.

It was explained in [58, 69] that the symmetry enhancement
is visible in correlation functions of spin and dimer operators

on the lattice defined through the relations

Szj (t) = (−1)j
1

2
(nj↑ − nj↓)(t), (38)

Dj(t) = (−1)j
1

2
(Szj S

z
j+1 − Szj−1Szj )(t). (39)

The leading continuum terms of these two operators are the
primary fields ϕS = trh tr(giσ3) and ϕD = trh tr g of the
WZW model. In the fermionic language these operators are
given by ϕS ∝ ψ†αL σ3

αβψ
β
R + h.c. and ϕD(x) ∝M(x) de-

fined in Eq. (25). We see that ϕD can be used as an order
parameter on the lattice for Zχ2 . Since ϕS and ϕD transform
into each other under the SO(4) chiral transformations, their
correlation functions will be related to each other. Using the
well known techniques in CFT [70–72], their conformal di-
mensions have been computed to be hS = hD = 1

2 , and the
two point correlation functions of the spin and dimer are

Gi(r) = 〈ϕi(r)ϕi(0)〉 ∝ r−2hi , (40)

for large values of r at the critical point U = Uc.
In order to be able to fit our MC data away from the crit-

ical point we have to include the logarithmic corrections to
Eq. (40), due to the presence of the marginal coupling λs. We
begin with the β-function of the marginal coupling λs

β(λs) =
dλs

d ln r
=
λ2s
2π

+O(λ3s). (41)

This is the same as Eq. (29) except that we have replaced the
energy scale µ with a length scale r, which reverses the sign
of the beta function. Integrating to first order, we obtain

1

λs(r)
− 1

λ0
= − 1

2π
ln

r

r0
, (42)

where λ0 is the coupling at some short distance length scale
r0. Note that the solution λs(r) above is meaningful for very
large values of r only when λ0 < 0 (i.e., when U > Uc and
the theory is in the conformal phase), and therefore the cou-
pling λs(r) is marginally irrelevant. When λ0 > 0 the cou-
pling λs(r) diverges at r = r0 e2π/λ0 , which is the remnant
of the Landau pole of perturbation theory and signals new
physics at long distances due to the formation of a fermion
mass. This means in the broken phase the above form of λs(r)
will only be valid close to the critical point and small values
of r.

With the caveats discussed above, we can use λs(r) in
Eq. (42) in both phases to derive the corrections for Gi(r).
Noting that it depends on r both explicitly and through λs(r),
we can write Gi(r) =: Gi(λs(r), r) to be more precise. We
note that it satisfies the following RG equation:

d lnGi(λs(r), r)

d ln r
= −2(hi + γi(λs(r))), (43)

where hi is the conformal dimension of ϕi at the critical point
and γi(λs(r)) is the anomalous dimension of ϕi induced by
the marginal operator. Integrating this equation we get

ln
Gi(λs(r), r)

Gi(λ0, r0)
=

∫ r

r0

−2(hi + γi(λs(r
′)))d ln r′, (44)
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from which we can derive the corrections due the presence of
the marginal operator once we know the γi(λs(r)).

First let us focus on the conformal phase and near the criti-
cal point, i.e. λ0 . 0. In 2d CFT the conformal dimension hi
of the operator ϕi can be calculated using the finite size en-
ergy Ei = 2πhi/L of the state |ϕi〉 through the state-operator
correspondence [73]. Then the anomalous dimension γi of the
operator is related to the change in this energy due to the pres-
ence of the marginal operator. In our case, to leading order in
λs, this leads to the expression [53],

γi(λs) =
bi
2π
λs +O(λ2s), (45)

where

bi =

∫
dx 〈ϕi|J jsLJ

j
sR|ϕi〉

=
1

2

∫
dx 〈ϕi|(J jsL + J jsR)2 − J jsLJ

j
sL − J

j
sRJ

j
sR|ϕi〉

=
1

2
(stot(stot + 1)− sL(sL + 1)− sR(sR + 1)). (46)

In the above formula sL = sR = 1/2 for both spin and dimer
states, while stot depends on the state |ϕi〉. The values of bi
can now be calculated for both spin and dimer fields and are
tabulated in Table I below.

Lattice Field WZW field stot sL sR hi bi

Si ϕS = trh tr gσi 1 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/4

D ϕD = trh tr g 0 1/2 1/2 1/2 −3/4

TABLE I. hi and bi for the lattice fields Si, D

Inserting these values of bi and λs(r) from Eq. (42) into
Eq. (45) we can compute γi(λs(r)). Substituting this into
Eq. (44) we get

GS(λ(r), r)

GS(λ0, r0)
=
r0
r

(
1− λ0

2π
ln

r

r0

) 1
2

, (47)

GD(λ(r), r)

GD(λ0, r0)
=
r0
r

(
1− λ0

2π
ln

r

r0

)− 3
2

. (48)

Similar expressions have been derived earlier in the context
of spin chains [55, 74] and verified numerically [55]. Note
again that for a fixed value of λ0 but large values of r, the
above expressions make sense only when λ0 ≤ 0, i.e. when
we are in the conformal phase as already mentioned above.
On the other hand when r is in a fixed range but λ0 → 0 the
above expressions give us the leading corrections to conformal
behavior on both sides of the critical point.

We could do a similar analysis in the massive phase. How-
ever, in the massive phase the anomalous dimension Eq. (45)
obtained in the conformal phase cannot be completely cor-
rect. Besides, like the β-function, it was derived in perturba-
tion theory and so there could be some non-perturbative cor-
rections to it due to the presence of the mass scale M . In
particular if we assume the correlation function to the leading

order is of the form Gi(r) ∼ e−αiMr, this would contribute
additional non-perturbative terms to the anomalous dimension
γi(λs). For example if we assume

λs(r) = − 2π

lnMr
(49)

as a possible definition for the RG invariant mass scale M ,
then it is easy to see that

γi(λs) =
bi
2π
λs +

αi
2

e−2π/λs +O(λ2s). (50)

Since we are only deriving corrections to G(r) due to the
marginal coupling perturbatively, in this work we ignore such
non-perturbative effects. Then, Eqs. (47) and (48) can still
be used in the massive phase near the critical point except
that we will find λ0 > 0 and r is constrained to be such that
λ0/2π ln(r/r0) < 1.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Monte Carlo Results

We have used the meron-cluster algorithm to compute
the equal time spin and dimer correlation functions defined
through the expressions

G̃i(r) =
1

Z
Tr
(

e−βH Oi(r)Oi(0)
)
, (51)

where Oi(r), i = S,D are the spin and dimer operators de-
fined in Eqs. (38) and (39). The symbol r is used for the spa-
tial lattice site j at some fixed time slice. In our work we
choose β = L where L is the size of our spatial lattice in lat-
tice units. Based on our estimate for the speed of light this
leads to a small effective temperature. In particular we have
evidence that physical temperatures and physical length scales
are related by Tphys ≈ 0.25(La)−1 in our lattice model. We
compute G̃i(r) at various lattice sizes and U . In Fig. 3 we
illustrate some of our results at U = 0, 0.5, 1 and 1.5 on a
lattice size of L = 128. For clarity we focus on the region of
8 ≤ r ≤ 40. The figure clearly shows a non-zero expectation
value for the dimer order parameter 〈Dj(t)〉 at U = 0 while
there is no such expectation value for the spin operator. This is
consistent with our expectations that for small values of U the
lattice model breaks the Zχ2 chiral symmetry as explained in
Section III B. Another important point to note is that the spin
and dimer correlation functions also behave very differently at
least for small values of U but slowly begin to become similar
by U ≈ 1.5.

Assuming we are in the vicinity of the critical point around
U & 1.5, we want to fit our MC data to Eqs. (47) and (48).
However, since we work on a finite lattice with periodic
boundary conditions, the correlation functions receives finite
size corrections. Fortunately, in the conformal phase the fi-
nite size corrections can be obtained using the map from an
infinite plane to a cylinder, which results in replacing r by

r → r̃ =
L

π
sin

πr

L
, (52)
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FIG. 3. Spin correlation functions GS(r̃(r)) and dimer correlation functions GD(r̃(r)) as functions of r at L = 128 for U = 0, 0.5, 1.0 and
1.5. Both correlation functions decrease exponentially (with possible multiplicative power corrections) in r. In addition, the dimer correlation
functions exhibit long range orders.

where L is the spatial size [73, 74]. Furthermore, the spin
correlation functions clearly shows oscillating behavior due
to the higher order operators in the observable with ferro-
magnetic behavior. Taking these corrections into account, we
make the following ansatz for the lattice correlation functions
at U & Uc on a finite lattice,

GS(r̃) =
A1

r̃

(
1− λ̃0

2π
ln r̃

) 1
2

− A2(−1)r

r̃2
, (53)

GD(r̃) =
B

r̃

(
1− λ̃0

2π
ln r̃

)− 3
2

, (54)

where we have introduced a single fit parameter λ̃0 =
λ0/(1 + λ0

2π ln r̃0), which is an RG invariant quantity and nu-
merically equals the coupling measured at r̃0 = 1 in the lattice
unit. The critical point is obtained when λ̃0 = 0.

We have performed a combined fit for both GS(r̃) and
GD(r̃) to the form Eqs. (53) and (54) at each fixed value
of U ≥ 1.5, which is tabulated in the combined fit column
of Table II. Each of these is a four parameter fit involving
A1, A2, B, λ̃0 and uses all data from L = 64, 80, 96, 128 and
12 ≤ r ≤ 40. As can be seen from these results, our data fit
well to the form Eqs. (53) and (54) for all couplings in the
range 1.5 ≤ U ≤ 2.0. Since at the critical point we expect
λ̃0 ≈ 0, applying conservative systematic errors related to our
fitting procedures we estimate Uc = 1.75(5). In order to visu-
alize that the correlation functions indeed obeys the power law
near the critical point, we plot them in log scale in Fig. 4. We
only plot at even r in order to avoid the distracting oscillation.

The quality of the combined fit column in Table II becomes
poor for U > 2.0, and changing the fitting range of r does not
seem to improve the fits much. In fact the fit seems to have a
very bad reduced chi-squared χ2

ν = 9.68 when U →∞. This
seems a bit surprising since the forms described by Eqs. (53)
and (54) must work well in the entire conformal phase. One

reason is that our data is very precise at U =∞, where H
is the same as the Heisenberg spin chain, and therefore the
results become sensitive to higher order terms in the lattice
model which are ignored in the theoretical analysis. In this
limit the meron clusters have the same weight as the non-
merons, and therefore we do not need to check merons and
the algorithm is much more efficient. However, we believe
there is more to the story here. Fortunately, there are precise
asymptotic results for the spin and dimer correlation functions
in the Heisenberg spin chain [74–76]:

GS(r̃ →∞) =
(ln r̃)

1
2

(2π)3/2r̃
− (−1)r

(2π)2r̃2
, (55)

GD(r̃ →∞) =
(ln r̃)

− 3
2

(2π)3/2r̃
+

(−1)r (ln r̃)
2

6π4r̃4
, (56)

and indeed they are consistent with Eqs. (53) and (54) in the
r̃ →∞ limit. More precisely in the limit U →∞, we must
observe the following constraints among the fit parameters
2πA1(−λ̃0)1/2

!
= 4π2A2

!
= 8π3B(−λ̃0)−3/2

!
= 1. However

results from the combined fit give us 2πA1(−λ̃0)1/2 ≈ 1.06,
4π2A2 ≈ 1.06 and 8π3B(−λ̃0)−3/2 ≈ 1.18. While the first
two constraints are not far from expectations, the last one
seems quite a bit off. We want to check how the fits change
if we allow for λ̃0 to be different in the spin and dimer cor-
relation functions. Therefore we performed separate fits of
our data, which are tabulated in the spin fit and dimer fit
columns in Table II, and plotted in Fig. 5. Note that in
the vicinity of the critical point both values tend to become
small as expected. Focusing on the U →∞ limit, the sepa-
rate fits now suggest 2πA1(−λ̃s0)1/2 ≈ 1.01, 4π2A2 ≈ 1.09

and 8π3B(−λ̃d0)−3/2 ≈ 0.98. Although the deviation in A2

still seems to be large, this is understandable because A2 is a
higher order correction. Now they are in much better agree-
ment with the above constraints, suggesting that for some rea-
son that we do not yet understand the values of λ̃0 for spin
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Combined fit Spin fit Dimer fit

U A1 A2 B λ̃0 χ2
ν A1 A2 λ̃s0 χ2

ν B λ̃d0 χ2
ν

1.5 0.0816(2) 0.0241(4) 0.007 47(4) 0.333(7) 0.55 0.0832(3) 0.0245(4) 0.409(11) 0.20 0.007 70(5) 0.294(9) 0.32

1.6 0.0836(2) 0.0247(4) 0.007 66(4) 0.230(7) 0.69 0.0845(3) 0.0250(4) 0.273(12) 0.73 0.007 80(5) 0.204(9) 0.46

1.7 0.0838(1) 0.0248(4) 0.008 18(3) 0.066(6) 1.10 0.0854(2) 0.0252(4) 0.145(12) 0.31 0.008 28(4) 0.047(6) 1.44

1.745 0.0839(1) 0.0249(4) 0.008 47(3)−0.019(6) 1.23 0.0858(3) 0.0253(4) 0.082(14) 0.97 0.008 57(4) −0.037(7) 1.02

1.8 0.0852(1) 0.0253(3) 0.008 46(3)−0.048(6) 1.10 0.0851(2) 0.0252(4)−0.054(13) 0.75 0.008 45(4) −0.046(7) 0.30

1.9 0.0854(2) 0.0253(3) 0.008 90(5)−0.195(9) 1.32 0.0867(2) 0.0255(3)−0.123(13) 1.21 0.009 22(7) −0.254(13) 0.99

2.0 0.0871(2) 0.0257(3) 0.008 94(5)−0.258(10) 0.78 0.0875(3) 0.0258(3)−0.234(15) 0.32 0.009 04(7) −0.278(14) 1.20

2.5 0.0911(2) 0.0262(3) 0.009 82(6)−0.670(11) 1.85 0.0929(2) 0.0265(3)−0.560(14) 2.03 0.010 54(10)−0.812(18) 0.56

4.0 0.0997(2) 0.0268(3) 0.011 29(6)−1.345(13) 1.90 0.1014(2) 0.0271(3)−1.222(15) 1.74 0.012 64(13)−1.628(27) 0.31

∞ 0.1110(2) 0.0269(2) 0.013 22(5)−1.975(10) 9.68 0.1243(2) 0.0276(2)−1.683(11) 3.94 0.016 01(11)−2.548(21) 0.31

TABLE II. Parameters in Eqs. (53) and (54) obtained by fitting the MC data for U & Uc = 1.75(5).
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FIG. 4. Spin correlation functions GS(r̃) and dimer correlation functions GD(r̃) as functions of r̃ at even r and L = 128 for U = 1.6, 1.7,
1.745, 1.8 and 1.9. Both correlation functions decrease algebraically in r̃ with log corrections.

and dimer begin to drift apart as we go away from the critical
point.

B. Exact Diagonalization Results

In order to confirm that our estimate for the critical point
is reasonable, we also use an alternate idea outlined in [54],
based on the low energy physics of the WZW model Eq. (36)
that emerges at the critical point. Since the WZW model is
invariant under the enhanced chiral transformations with two
independent SU(2) (“left” and “right”) symmetries, the en-
ergy eigenstates can be labeled with spin quantum numbers
(sL, sR). It is known that the ground state has (sL, sR) =
(0, 0) with momentum 0, while the first excited state has
(sL, sR) = ( 1

2 ,
1
2 ) with momentum π [53]. However, since

the lattice model is only invariant under the diagonal SU(2)
subgroup, the energy eigenstates on the lattice will only be la-

beled by the total spin stot. The four-fold degeneracy requires
fine tuning to the critical point where the singlet (stot = 0) and
the triplet (stot = 1) state together form an (sL, sR) = ( 1

2 ,
1
2 )

state. This suggests an alternative method to determine the
critical point: we can compute the lowest five energy eigen-
values as a function of U and L using an exact diagonalization
method and locate the coupling where the first excited state
becomes four-fold degenerate. When L is finite, the critical
coupling where the energies of these two total spin sectors
cross can be referred to as a pseudo-critical point Uc(L). This
point turns into the true critical point as L becomes large.

In order to implement the above idea we have computed
the first five eigen-energies by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian
on small lattices with the coordinate descent method [77, 78].
The behavior of the lowest five states as a function of U at
L = 14 and L = 16 is plotted in Fig. 6. We observe that in
the broken phase (small U ) the ground state and the first ex-
cited state turn out to be spin singlets with stot = 0. The next
three degenerate excited states form a triplet with stot = 1. In



11

12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
r

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14
G

S(
r(r

))
×

10
00

Lattice size
L=64
L=80
L=96
L=128

12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
r

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

5.0

G
D
(r(

r))
×

10
00

0

Lattice size
L=64
L=80
L=96
L=128

FIG. 5. MC results for the spin and dimer correlation functionsGS(r̃(r))(left) andGD(r̃(r))(right) obtained at U =∞ are shown as function
of r. The solid line that passes through the data are fits to Eqs. (53) and (54).

contrast when U > Uc, the triplet states have lower energy as
compared to the singlet state. We thus can determine Uc(L) as
the coupling where the triplet and singlet states cross, which
are tabulated in Table III and plotted in Fig. 7 as a function
of 1/L2. Based on Fig. 7 we can estimate Uc(L) ≈ 1.746(1),
which is consistent with our estimate in the previous section
and with the estimate using finite size scaling in the confer-
ence proceeding published earlier [59].

L Uc(L) L Uc(L)

4 2.539 823 88 6 1.266 992 59

8 1.860 358 76 10 1.688 343 26

12 1.757 261 71 14 1.735 292 71

16 1.745 085 77 18 1.743 089 79

20 1.745 025 94 22 1.745 311

24 1.745 996 26 1.746 393

TABLE III. Pseudo-critical couplings Uc(L) as a function of L ob-
tained using the exact diagonalization method.

Looking more closely at Fig. 6 we observe some peculiar-
ities. For example at U = 0 we note that the ground state is
degenerate at L = 16 but not at L = 14. We have explained
the reason for this degeneracy in Appendix A. In fact we show
that there is an interesting difference in the energy spectrum
when the lattice size is L = 4n versus when it is L = 4n− 2,
where n = 1, 2, · · · . Moreover, this difference permeates even
away fromU = 0 and is observed in the dramatically different
values of Uc(L) when L is small. The difference however de-
creases rapidly as L increases, and both of them approach to
the true critical point as expected. Another peculiarity comes
from the momentum quantum number k for the first five en-
ergy eigenstates. We note that k flips between π and 0 when
comparing L = 4n with 4n+ 2. This is as expected because
similar phenomena are also observed in the Heisenberg spin
chain, with k = 0 for L = 4n and k = π for L = 4n+ 2 [79].
The extra π phase in our model compared to the Heisenberg

spin chain is due to the fermionic nature of our model, since
there is an intrinsic extra minus sign when the system is trans-
lated by one site when L = 2n.

While it is not easy to extend our meron-cluster algorithm
for the more general Hamiltonian with the parameter ε intro-
duced in Eq. (14), we can extend the above exact diagonaliza-
tion method to determine the critical point for arbitrary ε. For
example, when ε = 0.1 and J = 1, Uc(L) is tabulated in Ta-
ble IV. When ε is small the perturbative analysis should be a
good guide and we obtained at leading order Uc = 4Jε = 0.4
in Section III A, which is in good agreement with Table IV.

L Uc(L) L Uc(L)

4 0.399 755 6 0.195 927

8 0.397 655 10 0.310 813

12 0.396 644 14 0.347 239

16 0.396 076 18 0.3636

TABLE IV. Pseudo-critical couplings Uc(L) as a function of L ob-
tained using the exact diagonalization method for the model defined
by Eq. (14) at ε = 0.1 and J = 1.

Using the exact diagonalization method we have also con-
firmed that our model at U = 0 is indeed in a massive phase
with spontaneously broken Zχ2 symmetry. In such phase the
energy gap to the first excited state is expected to become ex-
ponentially small as L becomes large, while the gap to the
second excited state remains non-zero at L→∞. We plot
these gaps in Fig. 8, where the solid lines are exponential fits.
These features are qualitatively visible, along with the pecu-
liar degeneracy in our model.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we constructed a strongly correlated lattice
fermion Hamiltonian that was solvable by the meron-cluster
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FIG. 6. The plot of the lowest five energy eigenvalues obtained using an exact diagonalization method as a function of U at L = 14 and
L = 16. Note that only three eigenvalues are shown because the s = 1 states are three fold degenerate.
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FIG. 7. Plot of the behavior of the pseudo-critical coupling Uc(L)
as a function of 1/L2. The values of the couplings for this plot are
given in Table III.

algorithm. We were able to add the Hubbard coupling U to
our model without losing this property. This combined lattice
model had SO(4)× Zχ2 symmetry for all values of U , and
an extra spin-charge flip symmetry Zχ2 at U = 0. While the
lattice model can be formulated in any dimension, here we
studied it in one spatial dimension. In order to study the phase
diagram of the model as a function of U we used non-abelian
bosonization to relate our model to two decoupled SU(2)1
WZW models with marginal couplings that depend on U . In
particular we discovered that the model undergoes a quantum
phase transition between a massive phase where the Zχ2 sym-
metry is spontaneously broken and a conformal phase with-
out such symmetry breaking. The massive phase is the well
known asymptotically free chiral-mass GN model with mas-
sive fermions and spontaneous symmetry breaking, while the

4 8 12 16 20 24
L

0.0

0.5

1.0
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3.5
E

Energy gaps
E01 for L = 4n
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E02 for L = 4n
E02 for L = 4n + 2

FIG. 8. Scaling of energy gaps of the first and second excited states
with the ground state at U = 0. The gaps of the first excited states
close atL→∞ for bothL = 4n and 4n+ 2. At finiteL, the former
is identically zero, while the latter closes exponentially. The gaps of
the second excited states stay open for bothL = 4n and 4n+ 2. The
curves show exponential fits.

conformal phase is the single SU(2)1 WZW model. Using the
meron-cluster method and exact diagonalization we provided
further evidence of this scenario.

We view the current study as just a first step in demonstrat-
ing that meron-cluster algorithms can be useful to study phase
diagrams of lattice fermion systems where fermions become
massive, while the low energy bosonic physics is still inter-
esting either due to frustration or the presence of topological
terms. Extending our model to 2 + 1 dimensions would be
very interesting. For example in [42] it was argued that in an
extended Hubbard model very similar to ours, there is a direct
second order phase transition between a VBS phase and an
antiferromagnetic phase, and an enhanced SO(5) symmetry
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is expected to emerge at the transition. The critical exponents
at this exotic transition were computed in the earlier studies,
but unfortunately they do not match those obtained from a
loop gas formulation of the same phase transition [80]. On
the other hand the critical exponents of the fermionic realiza-
tion seem consistent with the bounds obtained from conformal
bootstrap [81]. As far as we know, this controversy remains
unresolved, partially because the fermionic model was studied
on rather small lattices with less than 500 lattice sites, due to
difficulties associated with auxiliary field fermion MC algo-
rithm. We are currently exploring if our model and its exten-
sions allow us to study this transition more efficiently using
the meron-cluster approach.
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Appendix A: Degeneracy with lattice fermions

In this appendix we discuss a curious symmetry of a class
of lattice fermion Hamiltonians in one dimension that is gen-

eralizable to higher dimensions, which makes the degeneracy
of all energies, including that of the ground state, to be an
even number when the lattice size is a multiple of four. We
can formulate this result as the following theorem:

THEOREM. Degeneracy of all energy eigenvalues of a spin-
half fermion system on a periodic lattice with translation sym-
metry, spin and charge symmetries, spin-charge flip symmetry
and parity symmetry, will be an even number when the lattice
size is a multiple of four.

Proof. From the assumptions in the theorem, the lattice
Hamiltonian H commutes with Ta

Ta = exp
(
− ia

∑
k

k(c†k↑ck↑ + c†k↓ck↓)
)
, (A1)

where

ckα =
1√
L

∑
j

cjα eikaj , k =
2πn

aL
, n = 1, · · · , L, (A2)

and the spin and charge SU(2) generators Si, Qi, i = 1, 2, 3,

S1 =
1

2

∑
j

c†j↓cj↑ + c†j↑cj↓,

S2 =
1

2

∑
j

i(c†j↓cj↑ − c
†
j↑cj↓),

S3 =
1

2

∑
j

c†j↑cj↑ − c
†
j↓cj↓,

Q1 =
1

2

∑
j

(−1)j(c†j↓c
†
j↑ + cj↑cj↓),

Q2 =
1

2

∑
j

(−1)ji(c†j↓c
†
j↑ − cj↑cj↓),

Q3 =
1

2

∑
j

cj↑c
†
j↑ − c

†
j↓cj↓. (A3)

Further, H is also assumed to commute with the spin-charge
flip operator C↑ = C†↑ and parity operator P = P †. These op-
erators can be conveniently represented on fermion creation
and annihilation operators in the following way,

C↑ci↑C↑ = (−1)ic†i↑, C↑ck↑C↑ = c†π/a−k↑,

P ciαP = c(L+1−i)α, P ckαP = c−kα. (A4)

Note that the particle number N is not an independent opera-
tor sinceN = L− 2Q3. An example lattice Hamiltonian with
the above symmetries is HJ defined in Eq. (3).

Since H,Ta, S2, S3, Q
2 and Q3 commutes with each other,

we can label the energy eigenstates by |E, k, ls, s3, lq, q3, α〉,
where E, eiak, ls(ls + 1), s3, lq(lq + 1), q3 are eigenvalues of
H,Ta, S

2, S3, Q
2, Q3, and α denotes possible additional

quantum numbers. Since P satisfies the relationships
PTaP = T †a , PSiP = Si, and PQiP = Qi, we have

P |E, k, ls, sz, lq, qz, α〉 ∝ |E,−k, ls, sz, lq, qz, α〉. (A5)
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This implies that the pair of states with k = ±k0 but all other
quantum numbers being the same will be degenerate as long
as k0 6= 0, π/a. This is easily understandable since a state
with a fixed lattice momentum will have a partner with a neg-
ative momentum and both will have the same energy as long
as parity is a symmetry of the theory.

Interestingly, we will now show that there are additional
pairs of degenerate states due to the C↑ operator, which has
the following properties:

C↑TaC↑ = e−ia
∑
k k(C↑c

†
k↑C↑C↑ck↑C↑+c

†
k↓ck↓)

= e
−ia

∑
k k(cπ/a−k↑c

†
π/a−k↑+c

†
k↓ck↓)

= e−i
∑
k(π−ak)ck↑c

†
k↑+akc

†
k↓ck↓

= e−i
∑
k(ak−π)(c

†
k↑ck↑−1)+akc

†
k↓ck↓

= (−1)S3−Q3+L/2+1Ta, (A6)

and

C↑SiC↑ = Qi, C↑QiC↑ = Si. (A7)

Using these relations it is easy to show that

C↑|E, k, ls, s3, lq, q3, α〉

∝ |E, k + (s3 − q3 + L/2 + 1)
π

a
, lq, q3, ls, s3, α〉. (A8)

This relation shows that additional pairs of state can have the
same energy. For example when ls 6= lq or s3 6= q3, the two
states |E, k, ls, s3, lq, q3, α〉 and |E, k + (s3 − q3 + L/2 +
1)πa , lq, q3, ls, s3, α〉 are different but have the same energy ir-
respective of the value of k. Thus, the only situation where an
energy eigenstate could remain non-degenerate is when k = 0
or π/a, ls = lq = j and s3 = q3 = m. In this case Eq. (A8)
mixes the states |E, k, j,m, j,m, α〉 and |E, (k + L/2 +
1)π/a, j,m, j,m, α〉. Indeed when L = 4n− 2 these two
states are identical and C↑ cannot be used to pair degenerate
states. However, when L = 4n, C↑ mixes |E, 0, j,m, j,m, α〉
with |E, π/a, j,m, j,m, α〉. This means the whole spectrum
has an even degeneracy when L = 4n.

Appendix B: Lagrangian of the continuum model

In this appendix we construct the Euclidean Lagrangian for
the continuum Hamiltonian given in Eq. (28). For this purpose
we define two flavors of two-component Grassmann variables
χα and χ̄α, using the following map to Fock space operators,

χα :=

(
ψα,L
ψα,R

)
, χ̄α := (ψ†α,L, ψ

†
α,R)γ1 (B1)

and choose γ1 = σ1, γ2 = −σ2, γ3 = iγ1γ2 = σ3, where σi

are the Pauli matrices. The free Hamiltonian theory is then
mapped to the theory with the Lagrangian

L0 = χ̄αγ
µ∂µχα. (B2)

In order to construct the interaction terms of the Lagrangian,
we normal order the interaction terms in Eq. (28). A little bit
of algebra gives

:J isLJ isR: =
1

2
(χ̄αγ

3χα)2−1

2
(χ̄αχα)2−1

4
(χ̄αγ

µχα)2,

(B3)

:J icLJ icR: =
1

2
(χ̄αγ

3χα)2+
1

2
(χ̄αχα)2+

1

4
(χ̄αγ

µχα)2.

(B4)

Therefore the interaction Hamiltonian in Eq. (28)

Hint =

∫
dx λsJ isLJ isR + λcJ icLJ icR (B5)

is mapped to the interaction Lagrangian

Lint =
g1
2

(χ̄αγ
3χα)2 +

g2
2

(χ̄αχ
α)2 +

g3
2

(χ̄αγ
µχα)2, (B6)

where g1 = λs + λc = 4ε and g2 = 2g3 = −λs + λc =
U/J . Therefore our lattice model contains all the three
allowed four-fermion couplings in a relativistic two-flavor
fermion model: the chiral-mass GN coupling g1, the normal
GN coupling g2 and the Thirring coupling g3. Our model
is a lattice regularized chiral-mass GN model, while the
Hubbard coupling U introduces a linear combination of GN
and Thirring terms.

A natural question now is whether we can find three
independent current couplings, and three independent lat-
tice couplings, which map to the three GN-Thirring cou-
plings? Note that we know the massless Thirring model
is conformal and invariant under

(
SU(2)sL × SU(2)sR

)
×(

U(1)cL × U(1)cR
)
. Therefore in order to introduce a

Thirring coupling, we must break the charge SU(2)c sym-
metry down to U(1)c, while preserving all the other chiral
symmetries. Clearly the term J 3

cLJ 3
cR is what we need, and

indeed maps to the Thirring coupling in the Lagrangian lan-
guage,

: J 3
cLJ 3

cR : =
1

4
(χ̄αγ

µχα)2. (B7)

When analyzing the RG flow it turns out to be more conve-
nient if we introduce the three independent current couplings
as follows,

Lint = λs : J isLJ isR : +λc : J icLJ icR :

+ λ̃c : −J 1
cLJ 1

cR − J 2
cLJ 2

cR + J 3
cLJ 3

cR :, (B8)

because those are the eigen directions of the RG flow. The
beta functions of the three couplings are given by,

dλs
d logµ

= −λ
2
s

2π
,

dλc
d logµ

= −λc − λ̃c
2π

λc,

dλ̃c
d logµ

=
λc − λ̃c

2π
λ̃c. (B9)
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FIG. 9. RG flow in the three dimensional four-fermion coupling
space of two-flavor massless Dirac fermions in 2d invariant under
U(2)× Zχ2 flavor symmetries. All the axes are eigen directions of
the RG flow. In addition, the red line of the Thirring coupling g3 is a
line of fixed points.

The RG flow diagram is shown in Fig. 9.
Using the relations given by Eqs. (B3), (B4) and (B7) we

see that these couplings are related to g1, g2 and g3 via the
linear transformation g1

g2
2g3

 =

 1 1 −1
−1 1 −1
−1 1 1

λsλc
λ̃c

 . (B10)

Notice that the pure Thirring coupling g3 is obtained when
λs = λc − λ̃c = 0. This direction is special because the beta
function vanishes for all the couplings and we obtain a line of
fixed points. In Table V we summarize the symmetries that
are preserved by the various couplings.

Coupling Symmetry
λs

(
SU(2)s(L=R) × SU(2)cL × SU(2)cR

)
/Z2

λc
(
SU(2)sL × SU(2)sR × SU(2)c(L=R)

)
/Z2

λ̃c
(
SU(2)sL × SU(2)sR × SU(2)c(L=R)

)
/Z2

g1
(
SU(2)s(L=R) × SU(2)c(L=R)

)
/Z2 × Zχ2

g2
(
SU(2)s(L=R) × SU(2)c(L=R)

)
/Z2 × Zχ2

g3
(
SU(2)sL × SU(2)sR

)
×

(
U(1)cL × U(1)cR

)
TABLE V. Various interaction couplings and the subgroup of the full
chiral symmetry group of the free theory that they preserve. The free
theory is invariant under the chiral symmetry groupOL(4)×OR(L)
while a generic point in the three dimensional coupling constant
space is invariant under

(
SUs(L=R)(2)× Uc(L=R)(1)

)
/Z2.

In our lattice model we introduced two independent cou-
plings Hε

J and HU . In order to explore the full three dimen-
sional space discussed above we will need one more indepen-
dent coupling. Using the same symmetry argument above, we
need a lattice interaction which breaks SU(2)c down to U(1)c
while preserving particle hole symmetry. The most straight-
forward way to do this is to include the interaction

HV = V
∑
〈ij〉

(ni − 1)(nj − 1) (B11)

in the lattice Hamiltonian, where ni = ni↑ + nj↓ is the total
fermion number operator at the site i. At the tree level in the
continuum limit we can show that

Hcont
V =

1

2
aV

∫
dx(J isLJ isR−J icLJ icR+4J 3

cLJ 3
cR), (B12)

which maps to the Lagrangian

LV = aV

(
1

2
(χ̄αγ

µχα)2 − (χ̄αχ
α)2
)
. (B13)

Therefore we see that HU +HV gives the Thirring coupling,
while HU −HV gives the usual GN model. It’s interesting
to observe that when both U and V are positive, HU favors
the spin sector while HV favors the charge sector, and the
frustration between them gives the conformal Thirring model.
Furthermore, HV can also be included in the meron-cluster
algorithm for a range couplings.
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