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Topological quantum matter is typically associated with gapped phases and edge modes protected
by the bulk gap. In contrast, recent work (Phys. Rev. B 104, 075132) proposed intrinsically gapless
topological phases that, in one dimension, carry protected edge modes only when the bulk is a
gapless Luttinger liquid. The edge modes of such a topological Luttinger liquid (TLL) descend from
a nonlocal string order that is forbidden in gapped phases and whose precise form depends on the
symmetry class of the system. In this work, we propose a powerful and unbiased entanglement-based
smoking gun signature of the TLL. In particular, we show that the entanglement entropy profile of a
TLL lacks Friedel oscillations that are invariably present in other gapless one dimensional phases such
as ordinary Luttinger liquids, and argue that their absence is closely related to a long-ranged string
order which is an intrinsic property of the TLL. Crucially, such a diagnostic is more robust against
numerical errors and relatively easier to measure in experiments as it relies on the entanglement
entropy rather than entanglement spectrum, unlike the entanglement-based diagnostics of gapped
topological phases in one dimension.

Introduction.– Topological quantum matter is defined
by the obstruction to smooth deformation into a product
state, and is usually associated with gapped phases ac-
companied by gapless edge modes. Symmetry protected
topological phases (SPTs) are a subset of gapped topo-
logical phases that are only non-trivial in the presence of
certain global symmetries [1–9]. In one dimension (1D),
the symmetry and the bulk gap together protect localized
zero modes on the edge even if the presence of interac-
tions. Interestingly, the last decade has revealed many
instances where the edge modes survive even when the
bulk gap closes [10–39].

On the other hand, a recent breakthrough demon-
strated the existence of intrinsically gapless SPTs [40].
Such a phase is defined by the appearance of a quan-
tum anomaly in its bulk low energy, local theory and can
emerge when the microscopic symmetry is on-site. In 1D,
appears as a Luttinger liquid. However, it differs from a
trivial or ordinary Luttinger liquid (OLL) – and forms a
topological Luttinger liquid (TLL) instead – through the
presence of a long ranged string order and protected edge
modes. These features are reminiscent of gapped SPTs,
but they cannot be viewed as remnants of a gapped SPT
whose bulk gap has closed [41], resulting in what we refer
to as gapless SPTs. On the other hand, unlike gapped
SPTs where the string order and edge modes rely on a
bulk gap, these topological features in a TLL require the
bulk to be gapless, and disappear if the TLL transitions
into a gapped insulator. In this work, we reserve the term
TLL for intrinsically gapless SPTs only.

For the topological phases, entanglement properties
such as the entanglement spectrum and the entanglement
entropy [42–56] provide powerful alternate diagnostics of
the topological phase. The former reveals the topology
through gapless modes and degeneracies and the latter,
through universal sub-leading corrections to the area law.

These diagnostics are unbiased as they do not require
knowledge of the precise form of the string order pa-
rameter. This inspires the question, “what entanglement
properties, if any, are unique to TLLs and distinguish
them from other gapped and gapless phases in 1D?”

In this work, we show that TLLs have a distinct en-
tanglement entropy (EE) profile SvN (j) as a function of
the subsystem size j. While it was shown to grow log-
arithmically with j as expected for a gapless phase [40],
we find that it conspicuously lacks the Friedel oscillations
that invariably occur in the EE profiles of OLLs [57] and
gapless SPTs [41]. Thus, we propose the absence of oscil-
lations in the EE profile as a diagnostic for distinguishing
TLLs from other gapless phases in 1D.

All computations were performed using the density
matrix renormalization group (DMRG) [58]. We mainly
study two models: (i) an Ising-Hubbard chain of length
L = 64 with 222 sweeps and final maximum bond dimen-
sion χ ≈ 500 resulting in truncation error ε ≈ 10−8; (ii) a
spin-1 doped Haldane chain, implemented as a t-J ladder
with L = 40 rungs, with χ ≈ 4000 resulting in ε ≈ 10−9.
We also present brief results on two other realizations of
TLLs L = 50 described later.
Ising-Hubbard.– The Ising-Hubbard model we use is

given by H1 = HIsing +HHub +Hinv where

HIsing =
∑
j

JzS
z
j S

z
j+1 + hxS

x
j (1)

HHub = −t
∑
j,s

Asj + U
∑
j

nj↑nj↓ − µN (2)

Hinv = −tc
∑
j,s

(ic†j+2,scj,s + h.c.) (3)

with c†j,s creating a fermion at site j with spin s, njs =

c†j,scj,s, A
s = c†j+1,scj,s + h.c. and Sαj = 1

2c
†
j,sσ

α
s,s′cj,s′ .

At tc = 0, H1 reduces to the pure Ising-Hubbard model
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FIG. 1. The EE profile of the TLL (hx = 0) and the OLL
(hx = 2.5) in the Ising-Hubbard chain. As a function of the
left subsystem size j, indicated inset, the former shows no
oscillations whereas the latter shows clear oscillations that
can be checked to correspond to twice the Fermi wavevector.

studied in Ref. [40]. The key symmetry of this model is

Z4 = {1, Rx, R2
x, R

3
x}, where Rx = exp

(
iπ
∑
j S

x
j

)
flips

Sz and squares to fermion parity: R2
x = (−1)N ≡ P .

At tc = 0 and Jz > 0, the ground state at half-filling
is a Mott insulator – either an Ising anti-ferromagnet at
small hx or a paramagnet at large hx. Tuning U and µ
drives the paramagnetic insulator into an Sx-polarized
OLL, whereas the Ising Mott insulator transitions into
a TLL protected by the Z4 symmetry. In this work,
we add second nearest neighbor imaginary hopping Hinv

that breaks inversion symmetry but preserves Rx. Since
the TLL is protected by Rx, it remains robust up to mod-
erate strengths of this hopping.

The TLL can be viewed as a hidden symmetry break-
ing state in which arbitrary number of holes or doublons
are inserted between anti-ferromagnetically aligned spins,
thus reducing the long-ranged antiferromagnetic order
to a quasi-long range order [40]. Removing the holes
and doublons, which can be accomplished by the string
order 〈Sij〉 = 〈Szi (

∏
i<k<j Pk)Szj 〉 with on-site fermion

parity operator Pk, recaptures anti-ferromagnetic corre-
lations [40, 59, 60]. Since the operators at the ends of the
string, Szi and Szj , flip under Rx and the bulk has well-
defined fermion parity P , a non-vanishing string order
that extends across the entire chain with open bound-
aries implies localized edge modes with 〈Sz1 〉, 〈SzL〉 6= 0.
Such edge modes emerge only if the spins are quasi-long
ranged ordered, indicating that the non-trivial topology
is contingent on the bulk being gapless.

We now fix the parameters tc = 0, U = 5, µ = 0.5, and
t = Jz = 1.0 and tune hx to generate Figs. 1 and 2. At
hx = 0.0, the model yields a TLL ground state while a
larger value, hx = 2.5, results in an OLL.

Fig. 1 shows the EE of a finite chain SvN (j) as a func-
tion of left subsystem size j for the TLL and the OLL.
The EE profile of OLL shows clear Friedel oscillation in-
duced by the boundary. However, such oscillations are
absent in the TLL.

To examine whether the absence of EE oscillations is
related to any correlations, we plot the absolute value of

FIG. 2. Correlations in the TLL (a) and the OLL (b). In
the TLL, most correlations of local operators are quasi-long-
ranged and oscillating, p-wave correlations are quasi-long-
ranged and lack oscillations and the string order is long-
ranged and non-oscillating. In the OLL, string order decays
exponentially, charge correlations are quasi-long-ranged with
Friedel oscillations while p-wave correlations are quasi-long-
ranged and non-oscillating. In both figures, the only local
correlation with non-vanishing disconnected part 〈O†

i 〉〈Oj〉 is
Oj = Ocd

j due to conserved Rx and total particle number.

various correlation functions in the TLL and the OLL
in Fig. 2. In the TLL , all correlators of local oper-
ators show quasi-long ranged order whereas the string
order has nearly constant magnitude and hence, domi-
nates at large distances. Moreover, all the local corre-
lators except correlations between p-wave Cooper pairs
show clear oscillations. The absence of oscillations in the
latter – which was also pointed out in Ref. [40] – sug-
gests that EE profile lacks oscillations because the lowest
energy excitations are p-wave Cooper pairs. However,
an inspection of correlations in the OLL, which contains
EE oscillations, indicates otherwise. Indeed, Fig. 2(b)
shows that p-wave correlations still lack oscillations even
though the EE oscillates in Fig. 1.

To unambiguously disentangle the absence of oscilla-
tions in p-wave correlations from the absence in EE, we
break inversion symmetry weakly in the TLL by setting
tc = 0.1 in Hinv. This term is expected to mix s-wave and
p-wave Cooper pairs but leave the TLL robust since it is
protected by Rx symmetry. Indeed, as shown in Fig. 3,
p-wave pairing correlations also show oscillations when
tc 6= 0 while the string order and the EE profile remain
oscillation-free. Therefore, the absence of EE oscillations
in the TLL is a more fundamental property than the exis-
tence of local operators with non-oscillating correlations.

We next investigate the connection between the ab-
sence of oscillations in the EE profile and the presence of
protected edge modes. To do so, we consider a gapless
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FIG. 3. Correlations, EE and string order with (tc = 0.1) and
without (tc = 0) inversion symmetry breaking in H1. With
broken inversion, s- and p-wave Cooper pairs mix and both
correlations show oscillations whereas p-wave correlations are
non-oscillating when inversion is preserved. In both cases, the
EE profile and the string order lack oscillations.

phase that also has edge modes but is not a TLL, namely,
a doped spin-1 Haldane chain [41]. We briefly describe
the model below before presenting our results on it.

Doped Haldane.– To facilitate a comparison with the
Ising-Hubbard chain, we consider a fermionic realization
of the doped spin-1 Haldane chain as a t-J type ladder
Hamiltonian, H2 = Ht +HJ :

Ht = −t
∑
j

∑
α=1,2

∑
s

(c†α,j+1,scα,j,s + h.c.) (4)

HJ = J
∑
i

∑
α=1,2

Sα,i · Sα,j+1 + J⊥
∑
j

S1,j · S2,j+1(5)

with the constraint that there is at most one electron per
site [41]. Here α = 1, 2 labels the two chains. In the
regime J⊥ < 0, J > 0, |J⊥| � J, |t|, electrons on sites
connected by a rung effectively form a spin-1 boson that
can hop to neighboring rungs with amplitude O(t2/|J⊥|)
and is coupled anti-ferromagnetically to its neighbors. If
t = 0, the ground state is the well-known Haldane SPT
with a bulk gap and spin-1/2 excitations on the edge. In
the opposite limit, t2/|J⊥| � J , Ref. [41] showed that
the ground state can be understood as a spin-1 anti-
ferromagnet but on a “squeezed” lattice, i.e., a lattice
with holes removed, and has gapless charge excitations.
Remarkably, the edge modes survive this limit, which is
reminiscent of the TLL derived from the Ising-Hubbard
model. However, the physics of the two phases is fun-
damentally different: the edge modes from the gapped
Haldane chain survive gaplessness in the doped Haldane
chain whereas gaplessness is necessary for edge modes to
appear in the TLL.

In Fig. 4, we show results for t = 1, J = 0.3,
J⊥ = −3 and 10% doping, some of which were pre-
sented in Ref. [41] for 5% doping which is computa-
tionally more taxing. In Fig. 4(a), we plot the corre-
lations along chain α = 1 as well as the EE as a func-
tion of the entanglement cut position as indicated, while
Fig. 4(b) provides evidence that edge modes are indeed
present. Interestingly, the EE profile shows clear oscilla-

FIG. 4. (a) Correlations, string orders and EE profile in the
doped Haldane chain (depicted inset along with the entan-
glement cut). The EE profile, Sz-correlations and string or-
der 〈S1j〉 show oscillations, while the string order from the

Haldane SPT phase,
〈
Sz
1 exp

(
iπ
∑

1<k<j S
z
k

)
Sz
j

〉
decays ex-

ponentially. (b) Finite-size scaling of spin gaps. The gap for
∆Sz = 1 (∆Sz = 2) vanishes (is finite) in the thermodynamic
limit, which is consistent with a spin-1/2 zero mode at each
end but not with spin-1 excitations being gapless.

tions, proving that the mere presence of edge modes can-
not suppress EE oscillations in a gapless phase. Fig. 4
also shows that the string order along one of chains,
〈Sij〉 = 〈Szα=1,i(

∏
i<k<j Pα=1,k)Szα=1,j〉 and has Friedel

oscillations with a similar wavelength as the EE profile.
These observations lend further support to the hypoth-
esis that the absence of EE oscillations is tied to the
presence of a long-ranged string order.

Discussion— Having provided evidence that the ab-
sence of EE oscillations is closely associated with the
string order, we now provide an intuitive picture for this
connection.

The EE of a region can be understood as the aver-
aged behavior of all correlation functions in that sub-
system. For example, the second Renyi entropy is
precisely the (negative logarithm of the) mean square
expectation value of all operators in the region, and
the Von Neumann entropy can be intuitively under-
stood similarly. To see how this idea results in
the non-oscillating EE profile, we show the behav-
ior of more long-ranged string-like functions with non-
vanishing magnitude in TLL. In particular, we show
the products of two adjacent strings, 〈S1,iSi+1,j〉, in
Fig. 5(a) and pairs of short strings separated by a

string of fermion parity,
〈
S1,i

∏j−i
k=i+1 PkSj−i+1,j

〉
in

Fig. 5(b). The latter can also be written as a sin-
gle string flanked by local operators on either side,



4

FIG. 5. (a) Absolute value of several products of two strings
showing long-range order with negligible fluctuations inher-
ited from the single string order S1j in Fig. 1. (b) String
products separated by fermion parity insertions show larger
fluctuations. However, the fluctuations are out-of-phase, so
the sum of their absolute values is significantly smoother.

〈(
Sz1
∏i−1
k=2 Pk

)
Si,j−i+1

(∏j−1
k=j−i+2 PkS

z
j

)〉
. All these

correlations inherit long-range order from the fundamen-
tal string order Si,j . As the subsystem size j varies, the
products of adjacent strings do not fluctuate while the
products of separated short strings fluctuate with unre-
lated phase. Thus, in the presence of long-range string
order – a defining property of the TLL – the EE receives
dominant contributions from the non-oscillating string
order and the large number of two-, three- and higher
string-products which either lack spatial variations or ex-
hibit fluctuations that cancel out upon summation. As a
result, the EE profile lacks oscillations too.

Finally, we study the EE profile of two other TLLs,
a charge-conserving topological superconductor [61] and
fermions with attractive triplet pairing interactions [62].
The respective Hamiltonians are:

HTSC =
∑
j,s

−Asj + g(Asj)
2 +

∑
j

Bj + gB2
j (6)

Htriplet = −t
∑
j,s

As + U
∑
j

∆†j∆j (7)

where Bj = c†j,↑c
†
j+1,↑cj,↓cj+1,↓ + h.c. and ∆j =

cj,↑cj+1,↓ + h.c.. The ground state of HTSC is a TLL
at g = 0.9 at half-filling [61], while the ground state
of Htriplet is a TLL at t = −U = 1.0 at density n =
N↑+N↓

L = 0.2 [62]. Htriplet is also known to have long-
range string order without Friedel oscillations [40, 63].

For both models, we perform DMRG calculations with
222 sweeps and χ ≈ 500, resulting in truncation error
ε ≈ 10−10 for system size L = 50. Fig. 6 shows the re-
sults. Clearly, the absence of Friedel oscillations in the

FIG. 6. EE profiles of two other TLLs, the charge conserv-
ing topological superconductor and fermions with spin-orbit
coupling and triplet pairing defined in Refs. [61] and [62], re-
spectively, alongside the Ising-Hubbard TLL and OLL from
Fig. 1. EE oscillations are clearly absent in all TLLs.

EE profile is prevailing in these models too, further sup-
porting our claim that TLLs generically lack Friedel os-
cillations in the EE.

Conclusion– We have shown that the EE profile of
TLLs lacks Friedel oscillations and argued that this be-
havior is closely related to the long-ranged string order
present in this phase. Thus, it forms an unbiased signa-
ture of the phase as it does not require precise knowledge
of the string order parameter. First, we noted that p-
wave pairing correlations were the only local correlations
that were non-oscillating in the Ising-Hubbard TLL. We
then broke inversion symmetry in the model, which in-
duced oscillations in the p-wave correlations due to mix-
ing with s-wave pairing while the EE profile and string
order remained non-oscillating. This ruled out non-
oscillating p-wave correlations – and all non-oscillating
local correlations by extension – as the cause of the ab-
sence of EE oscillations in the Ising-Hubbard TLL, while
indicating a deeper connection to the string order. Next,
we investigated the role of edge modes in suppressing EE
oscillations by studying a gapless SPT, the doped spin-1
Haldane chain, which also has edge modes. However, EE
oscillations exist in this phase, implying that the mere
presence of edge modes cannot suppress EE oscillations.
Finally, we described an intuitive picture for the absence
of EE oscillations in TLLs in terms of expectation values
of composite strings. Specifically, we argued that the EE
in TLLs is dominated by the expectation values of prod-
ucts of strings, all of which inherit long-range order from
the fundamental string. Since long-ranged string order
is a defining property of TLLs, the absence of Friedel
oscillations in its EE profile likely is too. It would be
interesting to ask whether EE oscillations are also ab-
sent in gapless topological phases protected by nonlocal
symmetries, e.g., the triplet paired phase in the mass im-
balanced Hubbard chain that has a string order protected
by global inversion but no edge modes [64]. We leave this
question for future work.

We acknowledge financial support from the National
Science Foundation grant DMR 2047193.
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