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We present microscopic models of spin ladders which exhibit continuous critical surfaces whose
properties and existence, unusually, cannot be inferred from those of the flanking phases. These mod-
els exhibit either “multiversality” – the presence of different universality classes over finite regions
of a critical surface separating two distinct phases – or its close cousin, “unnecessary criticality”–
the presence of a stable critical surface within a single, possibly trivial, phase. We elucidate these
properties using Abelian bosonization and density-matrix renormalization-group simulations, and
attempt to distill the key ingredients required to generalize these considerations.

Quantum criticality [1, 2] plays a central role in our un-
derstanding of zero-temperature phases of matter. The
existence of critical points or surfaces can usually be in-
ferred even without probing the transition region, by ob-
serving suitably distinct quantum ground states in dis-
joint parameter regimes. When continuous, their univer-
sal scaling properties are likewise assumed to be uniquely
determined by the flanking phases, unless fine-tuned.
These ideas are thought to hold even when the Landau
picture of broken symmetries is modified to include topo-
logical distinctions between phases, or in transitions, such
as those proposed between distinct broken-symmetry or-
ders, whose fluctuating critical degrees of freedom are not
natural excitations of either adjacent phase [3].

Recently, attention has focused on a pair of converse
questions: namely (1) whether a phase distinction is nec-
essary for a critical surface to exist; and (2) when two
distinct phases straddle a critical surface, if this distinc-
tion uniquely fixes the universality class of the transi-
tion between them. Surprisingly, the answer to both
these questions is in the negative. First, it is possible to
have a critical surface within the same phase, accessed
by tuning a single parameter, whose presence is not de-
manded by phase structure. Second, there exist generic
(i.e. non-fine-tuned) transitions between the same pair
of phases with distinct universality classes depending on
the path in parameter space taken across the critical sur-
face. These phenomena have been identified in a hand-
ful of models, usually invoking topology in an essential
way. The first class of models with “unnecessary critical-
ity” [4–7] can emerge upon modifying symmetries to re-
move a topological distinction [8–11] between two phases:
a continuous critical surface required by the distinction
becomes unnecessary in its absence. Identifying crite-
ria for the second phenomenon — evocatively dubbed
“multiversality” by Bi and Senthil [6] — is more elu-
sive. An early classical example leveraged topological
distinctions within the disordered phase of an XY model
in d = 2 spatial dimensions augmented with half-vortex
defects [12, 13]. More recent quantum settings involve
Dirac fermions perturbed by topological mass terms and
strong interactions in d = 2 [14] or coupled to fluctuat-
ing non-Abelian gauge fields in d = 3 [6]. However, the

FIG. 1. (a): The Hamiltonian HM , obtained by perturbing

Hδ by HM
⊥ , [cf eqs. (1) and (5), ∆ ∈

(
− 1√

2
, 0
)

], yields a

phase diagram exhibiting multiversality. Solid lines along the
δ = 0 line denote distinct universality classes separating the
same two gapped phases, as reflected by the different central
charges c of the respective conformal field theories. Dashed
lines denote first-order phase transitions. (b): If instead Hδ
is perturbed by HU

⊥ [cf eq. (6), with JM⊥ < 0 fixed to a value
leading to the c = 1 segment in fig. 1.a], the phase diagram
hosts an unnecessary critical line along δ = 0 with c = 1. The
critical line terminates into into lobes of distinct c = 1 critical
Luttinger liquid phases through a c = 3

2
phase transition (red

dot). The shaded region hosts stable boundary modes and is
separated from the rest of the phase diagram by a boundary
transition.

critical field theories and scaling properties of these ex-
amples of multiversality and unnecessary criticality can
be challenging to access analytically or even numerically,
especially in the d > 1 quantum setting. It is thus de-
sirable to identify microscopic models that exhibit both
phenomena in an analytically tractable regime, ideally in
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d = 1 where the density-matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) allows accurate numerical simulations.

Here, we show that both phenomena arise in d = 1
spin ladder models, that can be accessed analytically via
(Abelian) bosonization, and numerically via DMRG. We
employ both strategies to map out their phase structure,
and comment both on their relation to existing work and
the possibility of generalizing these ideas to a broader
set of models. Our work thus provides a basis for deeper
investigations of the link between symmetry-protected
topological order, criticality, and phase structure, and
suggests the ingredients needed to identify further in-
stances of multiversality and unnecessary criticality.

Models.— We begin with a class of two-leg ladder Hamil-

tonians of the form HM/U = Hδ +H
M/U
⊥ . Here,

Hδ =

L∑

j=1

∑

α=1,2

(1 + δ(−1)j)hαj , with

hαj = SxαjS
x
αj+1 + SyαjS

y
αj+1 + ∆SzαjS

z
αj+1, (1)

where ~Sαj = 1
2~σαj are spin- 12 operators written in terms

of Pauli matrices σµαj . Hδ describes two identical de-
coupled XXZ spin chains, whose couplings are staggered

when δ 6= 0. We fix the anisotropy ∆ ∈
(
− 1√

2
, 0
)

,

for reasons discussed below. In this decoupled limit,
each leg hosts two gapped phases: a trivial paramagnet
for δ < 0 and a symmetry-protected topological (SPT)
phase [15, 16] with gapless boundary modes – related
to the celebrated Haldane phase [17–19] – for δ > 0,
separated by a continuous transition at δ = 0. In the
fully dimerized, fully decoupled limits δ = ±1 the exact
ground states of Hδ are

|GS(δ = ±1, J⊥ = 0)〉 =
∏

α=1,2

∏

j∈J±

|[α, j;α, j + 1]〉, (2)

where |[α, i;β, j]〉 represents an SU(2) singlet entangling
sites (α, i) and (β, j), and J+ and J− denote the set of
even and odd sites, respectively. On Abelian bosoniza-
tion of Hδ [20], keeping only the most relevant terms, we
have

Hδ ≈
v

2π

ˆ

dx

2∑

α=1

[
1

4K
(∂xφα)

2
+K (∂xθα)

2

]

+A2δ

ˆ

dx (cosφ1 + cosφ2) (3)

where φα ∼= φα+2π and θα ∼= θα+2π are canonically con-
jugate compact boson fields satisfying [∂xφα(x), θβ(y)] =
2πiδαβδ(x − y), A is a bosonization prefactor whose
precise value is unimportant, and the Luttinger pa-
rameter K = π

2 (π − arccos ∆)
−1

and velocity v =
K

(2K−1) sin
(
π
2K

)
are determined from the Bethe ansatz

solution of the XXZ chain [21]. For ∆ ∈
(
− 1√

2
, 0
)

, we

have K ∈ (1, 2) and thus the vertex operators U1,2 ≡
cosφ1,2, which have scaling dimensions

[U1] = [U2] = K, (4)

are relevant [22] and open a gap for any δ 6= 0, pinning the
fields at 〈φ1,2〉 = π

2 (1 + sgn(δ)). Thus, the bosonized de-
scription recovers the J⊥ = 0 phase structure discussed
above, with a critical point at δ = 0. The decoupled
model enjoys an O(2)× O(2) symmetry generated by in-
dependent U(1) spin rotations S±αj 7→ e±iχαS±αj and spin

reflections {S±αj 7→ S∓αj , S
z
αj 7→ −Szαj} on each leg, and

Z2 leg exchange symmetry ~S1j ↔ ~S2j which enforces the
critical points for both legs to coincide.

We now show analytically and verify numerically that
introducing two distinct forms of interlayer coupling that
preserve different subsets of these symmetries,

HM
⊥ = JM⊥

∑

j

Sz1jS
z
2j , (5)

HU
⊥ = JM⊥

∑

j

Sz1jS
z
2j + JU⊥

∑

j

(
Sx1jS

x
2j + Sy1jS

y
2j

)
, (6)

leads to the phase diagrams in Fig. 1 that respectively
exhibit multiversality and unnecessary criticality.

Multiversality.— HM
⊥ preserves layer exchange and in-

dependent spin rotations but only retains simultaneous
spin reflections thereby breaking the on-site O(2)× O(2)
symmetry down to (U(1)×U(1)) oZ2. This preserves the
JM⊥ = 0 phase structure although it reduces the degener-
acy of boundary modes in the non-trivial SPT phase, as
the system crosses over from a O(2)× O(2) SPT phase to
a (U(1)× U(1)) oZ2 SPT phase without any bulk phase
transition. To study the effect of HM

⊥ on the δ = 0 crit-
ical point, we consider its bosonized form (B is another
bosonization prefactor),

HM
⊥ ≈ B2JM⊥

ˆ

dx (cos (φ1 − φ2)− cos (φ1 + φ2))

+
JM⊥
4π2

ˆ

dx (∂xφ1∂xφ2) , (7)

from which we see that it introduces two new vertex op-
erators, V± ≡ cos (φ1 ± φ2) which involve combinations
of the boson fields that are respectively symmetric and
antisymmetric under layer exchange. For JM⊥ = 0, both
V± have scaling dimension 2K, and are hence irrelevant

for our choice of ∆ ∈
(
− 1√

2
, 0
)

: the critical theory re-

mains a c = 2 two-component Luttinger liquid for small
|JM⊥ |. As |JM⊥ | is increased, it changes operator scaling
dimensions through its coupling to the exactly marginal
operators ∂xφ1∂xφ2: perturbatively in JM⊥ ,

[V±] ≡ K± ≈ 2K

(
1∓ JM⊥ K

2πv

)
, (8)
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FIG. 2. Values of 〈φ1,2〉 pinned by Hδ for δ < 0 (squares),
δ > 0 (triangles) and by HM

⊥ (circles). Since the triangles
and squares are a subset of the circles, Hδ and HM

⊥ have
compatible ground states.

suggesting that ∓ cos (φ1 ± φ2) become relevant for the

critical values ±JM∗⊥ ≈ ± 2πv(K−1)
K2 respectively and gap

out either the leg-symmetric or leg-antisymmetric com-
ponents of the Luttinger liquid. The resulting single-
component Luttinger liquid corresponds to a critical the-
ory with c = 1. In order to show that we have the multi-
versal line shown in fig. 1a, we must verify that the δ 6= 0
gapped phases remain unchanged away from the critical
line as we turn on JM⊥ . To do so, we first observe that
although the scaling dimensions of U1,2 are modified to

[U1,2] =





K+

4 for JM⊥ < −JM∗⊥
K++K−

4 for |JM⊥ | < |JM∗⊥ |
K−
4 for JM⊥ > +JM∗⊥

, (9)

from eq. (8), they remain relevant as JM⊥ is tuned through
±JM∗⊥ . Now, Hδ pins the fields to the values 〈φ1,2〉 =
π
2 (1 + sgn(δ)) (the minima of U1,2), while HM

⊥ pins 〈φ1 +

sgn(JM⊥ )φ2〉 = 2πZ for |JM⊥ | > |JM
∗

⊥ | (the minima of
V±). Since the minima of HM

⊥ are compatible with those
of Hδ (see fig. 2), there will be no qualitative change in
the nature of the δ 6= 0 gapped phases across JM

∗
⊥ .

The nature of the ordered phases at large |JM⊥ | are
easily determined from first-order perturbation theory
on HM [23]. Since the ground states of these ordered
phases belong to a different total layer-magnetization sec-
tor Sztot,α =

∑
j S

z
αj , we expect a first-order transition

between them and the original small-JM⊥ gapped phases.
Combining these results, we obtain the phase diagram

in Fig. 1a with a multiversal critical line, described by
a c = 2 or c = 1 conformal field theory (CFT) depend-
ing on the path taken in (δ, JM⊥ ) space between the two
straddling phases.

This phase diagram can be numerically verified via
IDMRG [24], most efficiently by restricting attention to
the δ = 0 line [23] and JM⊥ > 0 (the latter since JM⊥ →
−JM⊥ is a unitary transformation). We extract K±, the
scaling dimensions of V±, via the correlation functions of
two independent scaling operators S+

1jS
±
2j ∼ ei(θ1±θ2) [23]

and the central charge c through finite-entanglement scal-

2

3

K
± K+

K°

0.0

0.5

O
S
C

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6
JM

?

1

2

c

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 3. Multiversality. From top to bottom– (a) Luttinger
parameters K±, (b) string order parameter OSC and (c) cen-
tral charge c computed along the δ = 0 line of HM for various
JM⊥ > 0 with fixed ∆ = −0.25 using iDMRG [23]. The ver-
tical dotted line (JM∗⊥ ≈ 0.5) denotes where K+ = 2 and the
critical CFT changes from c = 2 to c = 1.

ing [25, 26]. We also use the string order parameter

OSC = lim
r→∞

〈 j+r∏

l=j

σz1lσ
z
2l

〉
, (10)

which picks up an expectation value when 〈φ1 ± φ2〉 =
0 [23, 27] and the central charge changes to c = 1. By
tracking the evolution of K±, OSC and c along the δ = 0
line (fig. 3), we see that the central charge drops from
c = 2 to c = 1 as JM⊥ is tuned through ±JM∗

⊥ while Hδ

remains relevant [cf eq. (9)].

Unnecessary criticality.— We now considerHU
⊥ in eq. (6),

with a fixed value of JM⊥ < −JM∗
⊥ (such that c = 1

when JU⊥ = 0, cf fig. 1a). This preserves the leg-exchange
symmetry of HM

⊥ but breaks the on-site symmetry down
to the O(2) generated by simultaneous spin rotations and
reflections in both legs. HU

⊥ eliminates the distinction
between the gapped regions of HM

⊥ [23] for different signs
of δ. The easiest way to see this is by observing that both
exact ground states in eq. (2) evolve to the same product
state as JU⊥ →∞, without a bulk phase transition:

|GS(δ = ±1, JU⊥ →∞)〉 =

L∏

j=1

|[1, j; 2, j]〉, (11)

where |[1, j; 2, j]〉 denotes a singlet along the jth rungs
of the ladder (fig. 1b). A similar result obtains for
JU⊥ → −∞ but with the singlet replaced by a different
entangled Bell pair. This implies that there is a single
gapped phase in the periphery of the entire (δ, JU⊥ ) re-
gion. To determine the fate of the system closer to the
origin δ = JU⊥ = 0, we use the bosonized version of HU

⊥ ,

HU
⊥ ≈ HM

⊥ + JU⊥C2
ˆ

dx cos(θ1 − θ2), (12)
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c
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FIG. 4. Unnecessary Criticality. From top to bottom– (a)
Luttinger parameter K+, (b) string order parameter OSC and
(c) central charge c along the δ = 0 line of HU for vari-
ous JU⊥ > 0 with fixed ∆ = −0.05 and JM⊥ = −5.2 using
iDMRG [23]. The dotted line (JU⊥ ≈ 3.27) denotes the c = 3

2
point when the XY2 critical line transitions to XY1 lobes .
The dashed line (JU⊥ ≈ 5.5) denotes the point where K+ = 2
when the system transitions to a trivial gapped phase.

with HM
⊥ as in (7) and C again an unimportant prefactor.

For nonzero JM⊥ and JU⊥ , at least one ofW− ≡ cos(θ1−θ2)
or V− is always relevant; if V+ is irrelevant the system
flows to a gapless c = 1 theory. However, the nature of
this theory depends on which of the two operators dom-
inates at large distances. When W− dominates, θ1 − θ2
is pinned, while φ1 − φ2 fluctuates. Instead, when V−
dominates, θ1 − θ2 fluctuates while φ1 − φ2 is pinned.
Following the terminology of Ref.[28], we refer to these
Luttinger liquids as XY1 and XY2 respectively. We find
that there exists a range of values of fixed ∆ ∈ (−1, 0)
and JM⊥ < −JM∗⊥ such that we get a stable extended XY2

unnecessary critical line extending from the origin along
δ = 0. For δ 6= 0 away from this line, U1,2 are relevant
and drive the system to a gapped phase. While there
are other possible ways for this line to terminate [23], for
the chosen parameters, the XY2 line first transitions to
XY1 on each end and then terminates. In the XY1 re-
gions, U1,2 decay exponentially and Hδ cannot gap out
the system. As a result, the XY1 line opens up into small
islands of gapless phases, that persist until V+ becomes
relevant and drives the system to a fully gapped trivial
phase. The two XY1 lobes on each end of the critical
line correspond to 〈θ1 − θ2〉 = 0 or π (depending on the
sign of JU⊥ ) in fact represent distinct phases which cannot
be connected without a phase transition due to different
symmetry charges carried by the gapless degrees of free-
dom [23, 29].

A schematic of the phase diagram is shown in fig. 1b.
We can once again numerically verify all aspects of the
phase diagram via DMRG at δ = 0 (Fig. 4). OSC (the
same string operator defined in eq. (10)) now picks up
an expectation value in the XY2 critical region and in
the trivial gapped phase, but not the XY1 lobes. Since

JU⊥ 7→ −JU⊥ is a unitary transformation, we restrict our
attention to JU⊥ > 0. We see that indeed a stable XY2

line with c = 1 persists until it transitions to XY1. In
the numerics this is marked by a jump in the central
charge: indeed the transition from XY1 to XY2 is known
to happen through a c = 3

2 critical point corresponding
to the gapped sector undergoing an Ising transition [30].
Finally, at larger values of JU⊥ , K+ dips below 2 and the
system gaps out.

We have thus embedded a c = 1 CFT as an unneces-
sary critical line not demanded by the phase structure
(as there is a unique gapped phase in the phase diagram)
that can be accessed by tuning a single parameter.

Boundary transitions meet the bulk : A curious feature
of the phase diagram of HU

⊥ is the presence of stable
boundary modes above the unnecessary critical line. This
can be seen in the limiting case δ = 1, where the effective
boundary Hamiltonian on each end acts on two spins and
has the form (suppressing site labels for brevity)

H∂ = JM⊥ S
z
1S

z
2 + JU⊥ (Sx1S

x
2 + Sy1S

y
2 ) . (13)

This has a twofold degenerate ground state for |JU⊥ | <
−JM⊥ so that HU has boundary modes, and a unique
ground state for |JU⊥ | > −JM⊥ so that HU has no bound-
ary modes. We can numerically verify [23] that the
boundary modes are stable even as we reduce δ (shaded
region in fig. 1b). Remarkably, the boundary transition
(at |JU⊥ | = −JM⊥ for δ = 1) terminates at the c = 3

2
point, the same as the unnecessary critical line. If the
bulk and boundary transitions are treated on equal foot-
ing, the unnecessary critical line becomes part of a phase
boundary separating “boundary-obstructed” topological
phases [31], leading to a more conventional-looking phase
diagram.

We conjecture that unnecessary critical lines in the
bulk generically terminate by turning into boundary criti-
cal lines and enclose regions with stable boundary modes.
While this is true in all known one-dimensional exam-
ples [4, 7], it would be interesting to verify in higher-
dimensional examples too [6, 32], as it suggests an in-
triguing universal connection between unnecessary criti-
cality, boundary criticality, and stable gapless modes.

Stability of phase diagrams: The field theories shown in
eqs. (3), (7) and (12) already contain the most relevant
symmetry-allowed scaling operators. As a result, the
phase diagrams shown in fig. 1 are stable to arbitrary
(but small) symmetry allowed perturbations and small
variations of existing parameters. These can only intro-
duce corrections to parameters of the field theory which
in turn only quantitatively change fig. 1. In particular,
both the critical lines hosting unnecessary criticality and
multiversality can be reached by tuning a single param-
eter with no additional fine-tuning.

Discussion: We conclude by sketching conditions to gen-
erate models with multiversality and unnecessary criti-
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cality. It is illuminating to anchor the discussion to the
region on the critical surface where the universality class
is about to change or the surface is about terminate.
Broadly, we need two ingredients (i) a single parameter
δ that couples to all relevant operators that lead to the
gapped phase(s) and (ii) a marginal operator OM whose
energy can be minimized simultaneously with that of the
operators coupled to δ. The change along the critical sur-
face occurs when OM changes from marginally irrelevant
to marginally relevant. For the examples in this work, δ
couples to U1,2 and OM ∝ V± in the bosonized language.
These conditions are neither necessary nor sufficient, but
are useful guides. Two additional ingredients also serve
to simplify our analysis. The first is the existence of an
exactly marginal operator ∂xφ1∂xφ2 that can tune the
scaling dimension of OM along the critical surface. The
second is the “failed SPT” premise [4, 6, 7, 32, 33] which
provides a template to construct phase diagrams using
results from the classification of SPT phases [23, 34]. Us-
ing similar ingredients, it is likely that one can engineer
examples of both phenomena in higher dimensions.

Finally, we flag some possible extensions of this work.
First, note that our two-leg models can be straightfor-
wardly generalized to 2N legs where the possible criti-
cal phenomena are richer [23]. Second, note that we re-
stricted our focus to multiversality on the critical surface
of a phase transition separating a trivial from a nontriv-
ial SPT phase, which lies outside the Landau paradigm
of symmetry-breaking orders. It would be equally in-
teresting to find examples where the transition is not
Landau forbidden, but one of the multiversality classes
is [23, 35]. Third, we conjectured that unnecessary crit-
icality, boundary criticality, and stable boundary modes
are intimately connected. It would be useful to make this
more concrete, e.g. via a field-theoretic formulation, par-
ticularly in higher dimensions. A fourth open question
is whether phase diagrams analogous to those studied
in this Letter can be obtained in models with quenched
randomness. Finally, it would be particularly exciting to
find experimental examples of either of these phenomena.
Given the simplicity of the models presented here, we are
optimistic that this is a question that can be answered
positively in the not-too-distant future.

Note added: In the final stages of the preparation of this
manuscript, we became aware of an upcoming indepen-
dent work [36] which also studies unnecessary criticality
in spin chains. We thank the authors for alerting us
about their results.
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models.
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A. Absence of additional critical lines in the phase diagram of HM

2

3

K
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JM⊥
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FIG. S1. Left: Schematic phase diagram of HM . The lines in marked with a question mark would eliminate multiversality
and turn the phase diagram into a conventional one if present as critical lines. Right: The Luttinger parameters K±, string
order parameter OSC defined in the main text and central charge for various JM

⊥ > 0 along the δ = 0 line also shown in the
main text. The vertical line marks J∗M⊥ ≈ 0.6 where the central charge changes from c = 2 to c = 1.

Let us begin with HM which is defined as

HM =
L∑

j=1

2∑

α=1

(
1 + (−1)jδ

) [
SxαjS

x
αj+1 + SyαjS

y
αj+1 + ∆SzαjS

z
αj+1

]
+ JM⊥

∑

j

Sz1jS
z
2j , (1)

with fixed ∆ ∈
(
− 1√

2
, 0
)

(we take ∆ = −0.25 in all our numerical studies). The phase diagram for HM , shown in

the main text, is reproduced in fig. S1 (left) for convenience. First, we consider the possibility that we are missing
additional critical lines in the phase diagram (marked by dotted red lines labeled with a question mark fig. S1)
which, if present, would eliminate multiversality leaving a more conventional phase diagram. This is not the case, as
can be determined in two ways. First, the value of the Luttinger parameters extracted numerically (fig. S1 (right))
shows that there are no relevant operators allowed by symmetry apart from those considered in the main text i.e.
U1+U2 ≡ cosφ1+cosφ2 and V± ≡ cos (φ1 ± φ2). For example, the operator with the next smallest scaling dimensions,

[cos(2φ1) + cos(2φ2)] =





K+ for JM⊥ < −J∗M⊥
K+ +K− for |JM⊥ | < |J∗M⊥ |
K− for JM⊥ > J∗M⊥

(2)

is always irrelevant (recall that J∗M⊥ labels the value of JM⊥ where the central charge changes from c = 2 to c = 1 on
the δ = 0 line). Therefore, we do not expect any additional phases or transitions. In the rest of this subsection, we
will also also verify this numerically.

Before doing so, first we argue that the only shape the putative additional critical lines can take has the topology
shown in fig. S1 (left). First, observe that δ 7→ −δ and JM⊥ 7→ −JM⊥ are related by unitary transformations and
therefore, the phase diagram is expected to be symmetric about the δ and JM⊥ axes. Next, for the limit of δ = ±1,
eq. (1) is exactly solvable as it splits up into local terms with support on four spins (let us consider periodic boundary
conditions to keep things simple) . The local four-spin Hamiltonian is

h(∆, JM⊥ ) = 2
2∑

α=1

(
SxαjS

x
αj+1 + SyαjS

y
αj+1 + ∆SzαjS

z
αj+1

)
+ JM⊥

(
Sz1jS

z
2j + Sz1j+1S

z
2j+1

)
. (3)

The phase diagram in this limit can be determined by diagonalizing eq. (3) where there exists a single level-crossing
between a unique ground state (representing the trivial and SPT phases in the phase diagram of fig. S1) to a degenerate

ground state (representing the magnetic phases in the phase diagram of fig. S1) at ±J̃M⊥ = ± (1−∆2)
|∆| . This is

interpolated to the full phase diagram shown in the main text as a single first-order line separating the magnetic
phases from the trivial and SPT phases. Thus, the concrete alternative we wish to rule out is that the points
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(
δ = ±1,±J̃⊥

)
could extend into the phase diagram through the multiple critical lines as shown in the left panel of

fig. S1 (marked with a question mark).
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FIG. S2. Left: correlation length ξ of HM for various δ across a cut at JM
⊥ = 1.2 > J∗M⊥ which corresponds to a c = 1 region

for δ = 0. Right: energy gap between the ground state, lying in the (
∑

j S
z
1j ,

∑
j S

z
2j) = (0, 0) sector, and the lowest energy

state in the (
∑

j S
z
1j ,

∑
j S

z
2j) = (1, 0) sector. L denotes the number of unit cells in the system. The jump of the estimated gap

for δ & 0.75 and L = 50 is due to a metastability of the first excited state in the DMRG algorithm. The numerical plots are
performed for HM in eq. (1) with fixed ∆ = −0.25. These plots tell us that there are no additional critical points apart from
δ = 0 and therefore the lines marked with a question mark in fig. S1 do not exist.

To rule out this possibility numerically, we compute the correlation length ξ for fixed JM⊥ = 1.2 > J∗M⊥ that cuts
through the c = 1 region on the δ = 0 line. ξ(χ) can be directly computed as the second-largest eigenvalue of the
transfer matrix of the matrix-produce-state (MPS) [1]. As shown in fig. S2 (left), within the accuracy of our numerical
analysis, we can rule out the possibility of additional second-order phase transitions for δ 6= 0 since the correlation
length ξ remains finite throughout this line except at δ = 0. Furthermore, we rule out the possibility of a first-order
phase transition by studying the energy gap between the zero-magnetization (

∑
j S

z
1j ,
∑
j S

z
2j) = (0, 0) sector, where

the expected ground state lies, and the (
∑
j S

z
1j ,
∑
j S

z
2j) = (1, 0) sector. We show in fig. S1 (right) that this gap

always remains finite away from δ = 0.

B. Distinguishing the trivial and non-trivial SPT phases using string order parameters

We now provide details of how the trivial and non-trivial SPT phases are distinguished using a string order param-
eter [2]. Since the non-trivial SPT phase in eq. (1) descends from two copies of the dimerized XXZ chain, we can use
the same string order parameters that can distinguish between the SPT phases in a single chain. As usual, we can
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FIG. S3. String order parameters R1
Triv = R2

Triv = RTriv and R1
SPT = R2

SPT = RSPT , defined in eqs. (4) and (5) as a function
of δ for HM at JM

⊥ = 1.2 and ∆ = −0.25. Curves at different bond dimensions are meant to show that the numerical evaluation
is converged in bond dimension.
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consider the following two string order parameters:

RαTriv = lim
r→∞

〈
σzα,2j+1σ

z
α,2j+2



j+r∏

j′=j

σzα,2j′+1σ
z
α,2j′+2


σzα,2j+2r+1σ

z
α,2j+2r+2

〉
(4)

RαSPT = lim
r→∞

〈
σzα,2j+2



j+r∏

j′=j

σzα,2j′+1σ
z
α,2j′+2


σzα,2j+2r+1

〉
. (5)

where ~σαj are Pauli matrices ~σαj = 2~Sαj . R
α
Triv and RαSPT pick up non-zero expectation values for the trivial and

non-trivial SPT phases respectively. α labels the two legs of the spin ladders and we can pick any one for our purposes.
Figure S3 shows the string order parameters eqs. (4) and (5) evaluated on the ground state for JM⊥ = 1.2 where we
see that they can sharply distinguish between the trivial and non-trivial SPT phases.

II. CONFIRMING THE PHASE DIAGRAM OF HU

In this section we provide additional numerical data confirming the phase diagram of HU shown in the main text
and also reproduced in the left panel of fig. S4 for convenience.
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FIG. S4. Left: Schematic phase diagram of HU . The shaded region above the XY2 line denotes the presence of stable
two-fold degenerate boundary modes. The dashed line surrounding the shaded region indicates the boundary transition where
the boundary modes eliminated. The dotted line represents an entanglement transition where the dominant value of the
entanglement spectrum changes from two-fold degenerate to unique. Right: (from top to bottom) Luttinger parameter K+,
string order parameter OSC and central charge c along the δ = 0 line of HU for various JU

⊥ > 0 with fixed ∆ = −0.05 and
JM
⊥ = −5.2. The dotted line (JU

⊥ ≈ 3.27) denotes the c = 3
2

point when the XY2 critical line transitions to XY1 lobes . The

dashed line (JU
⊥ ≈ 5.5) denotes the point where K+ = 2 where the system transitions to a trivial gapped phase.

A. Effect of δ 6= 0

Let us begin with HU which is defined as

HU
⊥ =

L∑

j=1

2∑

α=1

(
1 + (−1)jδ

) [
SxαjS

x
αj+1 + SyαjS

y
αj+1 + ∆SzαjS

z
αj+1

]
+ JM⊥

∑

j

Sz1jS
z
2j + JU⊥

∑

j

(
Sx1jS

x
2j + Sy1jS

y
2j

)
, (6)

with ∆ and JM⊥ fixed to some value such that, when δ = JU = 0 the Hamiltonian correspond to a c = 1 point with
pinned φ− in the multiversality phase diagram (we fix ∆ = −0.05 and JM⊥ = −5.2 for all our numerical analysis).

In the main text, we argued that for JU . 2.27 and δ = 0, the system is described by a XY2 Luttinger liquid where
φ1 − φ2 is pinned, while φ1 + φ2 is not subject to any relevant perturbations, thus giving rise to a c = 1 CFT. In
this case, δ constitutes a relevant perturbation, coupling to an operator with scaling dimension K+/4. Therefore, the
system becomes immediately gapped for any δ 6= 0. We confirm this numerically by studying the correlation length
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FIG. S5. Left: Correlation length ξ as a function of δ for JU
⊥ = 2. ξ appears to be finite for any δ > 0, in agreement with the

phase diagram S4 for the parameter region where we have an XY2 unnecessary critical line.
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FIG. S6. Left: (from top to bottom) Luttinger parameter K+, string order parameter OSC and central charge c along the
δ = 0.1 line of HU for various JU

⊥ > 0. The dashed lines (JU
⊥ ≈ 3.76 and JU

⊥ ≈ 5.46) denote the transition points when the
XY2 critical region gaps out, in correspondence of the points where K+ = 2. Right: Correlation length and central charge as
a function of δ for JU

⊥ = 4.3. The correlation length is finite when |δ| & 0.25, whereas, for |δ| . 0.25 finite-entanglement scaling
is compatible with c = 1. Both plots are for fixed ∆ = −0.05 and JM

⊥ = −5.2. The two figures together are consistent with the
phase diagram shown in the left panel of fig. S4.

as a function of δ in fig. S5 for a fixed JU⊥ = 2. Indeed, we see that the correlation length attains a finite value already
for |δ| = 0.05, giving strong evidence that the gapless XY2 region is a critical line.

Conversely, for 2.27 . JU . 5.5 and δ = 0 we argued in the main text that the system is described by a XY1

Luttinger liquid phase where θ1−θ2 is pinned, while the field φ1 +φ2 is again not subject to any relevant perturbations
and gives rise to a c = 1 CFT. In this case U1,2 are not a scaling operators: their two-point functions decay exponentially
over a finite correlation length ξ−. We then expect δ(U1 + U2) to be an irrelevant perturbation and the system to
remain gapless up to finite δ, thus producing the gapless area in the phase diagram of fig. S4. We confirm this by
fixing JU⊥ = 4.3 and studying the correlation length ξ as a function of δ in the right panel of fig. S6. In agreement
with our expectations, the system appears to be described by a c = 1 theory for −0.25 . δ . 0.25, whereas the
correlation length ξ is finite outside this range. As a further confirmation of the phase diagram at finite δ, we can
similarly study a cut through the phase diagram along the line with δ = 0.1. As the left panel of fig. S6 shows,
HU is gapped for small values of JU⊥ , and becomes gapless for 3.76 . JU⊥ . 5.46. We show that this region —whose
edges are marked by dashed lines in Fig. S6— is compatible with c = 1 and can be further identified by the condition
K+ > 2 or, alternatively, OSC = 0, giving strong evidence in favour of the phase diagram shown in fig. S4.
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FIG. S7. Left: Spectrum of the effective boundary Hamiltonian of HU for δ = 1 shown in eq. (7) where we see a transition
at (|JU

⊥ | = |JM
⊥ |). Right: Schmidt values for the bipartite Schmidt decomposition of the ground state of the effective bond

Hamiltonian shown in eq. (8). We used the same parameters used for numerical analysis– JM
⊥ = −5.2 and ∆ = −0.05. The

solid black curve for both plots represents a level with two-fold degeneracy. Vertical lines represent boundary (dashed) and
entanglement (dotted) transitions
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FIG. S8. From top to bottom: log(λ0/λ1), log(λ0/λ2) denoting the gap in the entanglement spectrum, and the energy gap
between the Sz = 0 and Sz = 2 sector for δ = 0.5 (left) and δ = 0.1 (right). Here λ0, λ1 and λ2 are the three highest Schmidt
values for a cut between two unit cells and E2 and E0 are the ground state energies in the Sz = 0 and Sz = 2 symmetry sectors.
In the left panel, the dashed and dotted lines represent boundary and entanglement transitions at JU

⊥ ≈ 4.85 and JU
⊥ ≈ 4.3

respectively. In the right panel, the boundary transition (dashed line) occurs at JU
⊥ ≈ 3.6 and entanglement transition (dotted

line) occurs at JU
⊥ ≈ 3.58. The two additional solid lines denote the boundary of the XY1 region, as determined in Fig. S6(left).

B. Boundary and entanglement transition for δ > 0

Finally, we turn our attention to the region of the phase diagram of HU with boundary modes. As discussed in the
main text, this can be analyzed analytically in the limiting case of δ = 1 where the effective boundary Hamiltonian
on each end can be described as

H∂ = JM⊥ S
z
1S

z
2 + JU⊥ (Sx1S

x
2 + Sy1S

y
2 ) . (7)

By diagonalizing eq. (7), as shown in the left panel of fig. S7, we can see that the region with two-fold degenerate
boundary modes (|JU⊥ | > |JM⊥ |) terminates at (|JU⊥ | = |JM⊥ |) when the system undergoes a boundary transition where
boundary modes become three-fold degenerate. Here we provide numerical evidence that the region with boundary
modes persists for other values of δ and the boundary transition merges with the bulk transition at the c = 3/2 point,
as highlighted in fig. S4 in the form of dotted lines on the boundary of the shaded region.

The boundary modes can be detected numerically by computing the lowest energy states in distinct symmetry sectors
where the boundary modes live– Sz = 0,±2 as determined from diagonalizing eq. (7) where Sz ≡∑j S

z
1j +

∑
j S

z
2j .

So long as the boundary modes exist, the ground state in these sectors are degenerate. When the boundary modes
are eliminated, only the Sz = 0 sector contains the unique ground state of the system. The bottom panels of fig. S8
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shows the difference between the ground state energies of the Sz = 0 and Sz = +2 sectors away from the exactly
solvable limit, for δ = 0.5 (left) and δ = 0.1 (right). We indeed see that the boundary modes persist and approach
the c = 3

2 point as δ is reduced.
A useful bulk probe that serves as a proxy for boundary modes is the entanglement spectrum [3–6] corresponding

to the Schmidt values {λα} for a Schmidt decomposition across a cut between two unit cells. Note that we have
implicitly defined a unit cell to contain four qubits enclosing lattice points labelled {(1j), (1, j + 1), (2j), (2j + 1)}
where j is odd. The presence of boundary modes is signalled by the degeneracy of the largest Schmidt value. In the
limiting case of δ = 1, this can be obtained from the following effective 4-qubit Hamiltonian across a bond between
two unit cells

Hbond = JM⊥
(
Sz1jS

z
2j + Sz1j+1S

z
2j+1

)
+ JU⊥

(
Sx1jS

x
2j + Sy1jS

y
2j + Sx1j+1S

x
2j+1 + Sy1j+1S

y
2j+1

)

+ 2
2∑

α=1

(
SxαjS

x
αj+1 + SyαjS

y
αj+1 + ∆SzαjS

z
αj+1

)
. (8)

As shown in fig. S7, by tracking {λα} for a Schmidt decomposition between two unit cells, in the regime of interest
studied in the main text, we see that for small |JU⊥ | the largest Schmidt value is doubly-degenerate and for large
|JU⊥ |, it is unique. These two regimes are separated by an entanglement transition where the leading Schmidt value
is triply degenerate. This is consistent with the expectation [3] that the entanglement spectrum reflects the nature
of the low-lying boundary spectrum. Curiously however, the entanglement transition occurs at a value |JU⊥ | < |JM⊥ |
which is different from (and smaller than) the boundary transition, similar to the phase diagram of [7].

For δ < 1 i.e. away from the exactly solvable limit, by tracking the three leading Schmidt values (λ0, λ1, λ2) we can
verify numerically that the same picture qualitatively holds. In the top two panels of both plots in fig. S8, we report
log(λ0/λ1) and log(λ0/λ2) as a function of JU⊥ for δ = 0.5 (left) and δ = 0.1 (right). For δ = 0.5, we see qualitatively
the same picture as for δ = 1 although the separation between the boundary and entanglement transition has reduced.
For δ = 0.1, we can distinguish four regions from the view of the entanglement spectrum. Starting from JU⊥ = 0
and increasing its value, we first encounter a gapped region where λ1 = λ0, signalling the presence of edge modes.
At JU⊥ ≈ 3.58, we have λ2 = λ1 = λ0 denoting the entanglement transition. This is very close to the boundary
transition (JU⊥ ≈ 3.6) At larger values of JU⊥ (3.76 . JU⊥ . 5.46), the system enters the XY1 region. Here the gap
of the entanglement spectrum is finite for any finite bond dimension χ, but tends to zero in the χ → ∞ limit, as
expected for critical theories. Finally, for JU⊥ & 5.46, the system enters a gapped phase without edge modes. Both
the boundary and entanglement transitions are expected to get progressively closer to the bulk transition to the XY1

phase with decreasing values of |δ| and meet when δ = 0 at the c = 3/2 point (at JU⊥ ≈ 3.27) separating the XY1 and
XY2 regions. Note that all the observations above are consistent with the proposed phase diagram shown in the left
panel of fig. S4.

III. FURTHER NUMERICAL DATA

A. Extraction of the Luttinger parameter from iDMRG

In this section we provide additional details on the estimation of the Luttinger parameters K± reported in Fig. 3
and 4 of the main text. We do this by computing the two-point correlation functions of suitable lattice operators
whose scaling form can be obtained from bosonization. The lattice operators we use and their bosonized forms are as
follows

S+
1 S

+
2 ∼ ei(θ1+θ2), S+

1 S
−
2 ∼ ei(θ1−θ2). (9)

The form of their two-point correlation functions can be written as

C+ = 〈
(
S+

1jS
+
2j

) (
S−1j+rS

−
2j+r

)
〉 ∼ r−2/K+ , (10)

C− = 〈
(
S+

1jS
−
2j

) (
S−1j+rS

+
2j+r

)
〉 ∼ r−2/K− . (11)

By numerically computing C± using iDMRG, we can extract K±. The behaviour of C± for some representative values
of JM⊥ of the Hamiltonian HM (eq. (1)) is reported in fig. S9 (top row). When the ± sectors are gapless the correlators
C± are compatible with power-law scaling when r is large enough that the asymptotic form in the equation above
holds, while remaining smaller than the correlation length ξ(χ) introduced by the finite bond dimension employed in
the iDMRG simulations. In practice we find that for most of the bond dimensions we used, there is a good agreement
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FIG. S9. Top: Examples of the behaviour of C± shown in eqs. (10) and (11) for some representative values of JM
⊥ of the

Hamiltonian HM (eq. (1)). Coloured continuous lines denote the iDMRG data for bond dimension χ = 1500. Black dashed
lines in the interval r ∈ [5, 50] are used for the fit to a power law. Note that for JM

⊥ & 0.5 the + sector is gapped and therefore
we expect C+ to ultimately cross over to an exponential decay at large distances. Nonetheless, for JM

⊥ . 0.7 we can still define
an approximate K+ by fitting C+ to a power law in the crossover region. Bottom: Examples of the extrapolations of K̃±(χ)
(eq. (12)) to the χ → ∞ limit, which coincides with the ξ(χ) → ∞ limit. In the figure different points denote different bond
dimensions χ ∈ {300, 400, 550, 800, 1000, 1500}.

with a power-law scaling for 5 ≤ r ≤ 50 (see fig. S9, top row). Therefore by fitting C± in this interval to the power-law

form shown in eqs. (10) and (11) we obtain K̃±(χ) as an estimate of the true K± for bond dimension χ.
Note that, even if the correlation length for a given bond dimension χ is much larger than the length of the interval

r used to fit the power-law scaling, the estimates K̃±(χ) still has a spurious dependence of χ, and the exact values
K± are recovered only in the χ → ∞ limit. Since at the maximum bond dimensions we can access the estimate of

K̃±(χ) are not converged, we can extrapolate our results to the χ→∞, by fitting the χ dependence as

K̃±(χ) = K± +
A±
ξ(χ)

+
B±
ξ2(χ)

. (12)

Here ξ(χ) can be directly computed as the second-largest eigenvalue of the transfer matrix of the MPS. We report
the data used for the extrapolation in fig. S9 (bottom row) for some representative values in the multiversality case.

The same fitting and extrapolation procedures has been used to determine K+ in HU (eq. (6)). Sample plots for
representative JU⊥ are shown in fig. S10.

B. Convergence of the central charge

In this subsection we present further data related to the convergence in bond dimension of the central charge
estimates for HM and HU reported in Fig. S1 and Fig. S4 respectively. We ran numerical simulations for HM for the
following bond dimensions χ ∈ {150, 200, 300, 400, 550, 800, 1000, 1500}. Similarly, we ran simulations for HU with
χ ∈ {150, 200, 300, 400, 550, 800}. For each bond dimension we estimated the correlation length of the MPS ξ(χ) and
its (Von Neumann) entanglement entropy S(χ). For a Hamiltonian whose low-energy properties are decribed by a
conformal field theory, both ξ(χ) and S(χ) are expected to grow as a function of χ. Furthermore, they are related
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FIG. S10. (left panel) Examples of the behaviour of C± for some representative values of JU
⊥ in the unnecessary criticality case.

Colored continuous lines denote the iDMRG data for bond dimension χ = 800. Black dashed lines show the fit to a power law
with r in the interval r ∈ [5, 50]. (right panel) Examples of the extrapolations of K̃+(χ) to the χ → ∞ limit, which coincides
with the ξ(χ)→∞ limit. In the figure different points denote different bond dimensions χ ∈ {300, 400, 550, 800}.

by [8–10]

S(χ) ∼ c

6
log ξ(χ). (13)

The central charge c can then be estimated through a linear fit. Fig. S1 and Fig. S4 have been obtained by using data
from all bond dimensions above. To test the convergence of c we performed the finite-entanglement-scaling fit using
only bond dimensions within a variable range [χmin, χmax], as reported in Fig. S11 (middle and right panel).

For concreteness we begin by discussing the estimate of c for HM . Here we see that the central charge estimate is
well converged in bond dimension away from the transition point at JM⊥ = J∗M⊥ ≈ 0.6. Instead, near the transition
point, c is supposed to have a discontinuous jump from c = 2 to c = 1 as JM⊥ is increased. This discontinuous jump
is smoothed out in numerical simulation as an effect of the finite bond dimension employed and is supposed to be
recovered only in the limit of χ → ∞. The expected behaviour is sketched in the leftmost panel of Fig. S11: as
the bond dimension χ is increased the jump becomes sharper and drifts towards the actual transition point. The
underlying intuition is that at the right of the transition point there is a crossover lengthscale ξcr, such that running
the RG up to lengthscale ξcr the relevant coupling driving the transition has not grown to be O(1) yet. According to
BKT scaling this length scales as [11]

ξcr ∼ exp


 const.√

JM⊥ − J∗M⊥


 (14)

Therefore the state is effectively described by a CFT with c = 2 up to lengthscales ξcr. For the entanglement scaling
this means that

S(χ) ∼
{

1
3 log ξ(χ), ξ(χ) . ξcr
1
6 log ξ(χ), ξ(χ) & ξcr

(15)

Estimating the central charge using only a finite window of ξ(χ) one would then obtain an estimate qualitatively
similar to the left panel of Fig. S11.

We see that such a qualitative picture is consistent with the overall behavior of the estimate of c for HM (Fig. S11
middle panel). A similar discussion applies to HU , where c is supposed to jump from 1 to 0 as JU⊥ is increased. Also
in this case, the smoothing of the jump at finite bond dimension is qualitatively consistent with the discussion above
(Fig. S11 right panel).

Finally, as already stressed in the main text, we remark that for HU our simulations are not sufficient to reliably
extract the central charge of the transition at JU⊥ ' 3.27, which we nonetheless expect to be c = 3/2 from theoretical
considerations (see main text).
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FIG. S11. (left panel) Sketch of the bond-dimension dependent smoothing of the jump in the estimated central charge, as
explained in text. A dashed vertical line denotes J∗⊥ where the c would jump discontinuously in the χ→∞ limit. (middle and
right panels) Analysis of the convergence of the central charge c on the bond dimension for HM (left) and HU (right). Each
dot is obtained by using only a subset of all the available bond dimensions (see text), as specified by the range [χmin, χmax].

IV. MORE BOSONIZATION ANALYSIS

A. Bosonization convention

Let us first begin by specifying the bosonization convention used throughout the work. This is most transparently
done by stating the formulas for spin operators:

Szαj ≈
1

2π
∂xφα + (−1)j

√
2B sinφα + . . . (16)

S±αj ≈ exp (±iθα(x))
[
C(−1)j +D cosφα(x)

]
+ . . . . (17)

φα ∼= φα+2π and θα ∼= θα+2π are canonically conjugate pairs of compact bosons satisfying the commutation relation

[∂xφα(x), θα(y)] = 2πiδαβδ(x− y). (18)

The precise values of the real prefactors B, C and D will not be important to us. Other details such as the handling
of Klein factors follow standard treatments [12], but are not explicitly discussed here.

B. Effective field theory for the critical surface of HM

Let us begin by writing down the effective bosonized form of the Hamiltonian HM .

HM ≈ v

2π

ˆ

dx
2∑

α=1

[
1

4K
(∂xφα)

2
+K (∂xθα)

2

]
+A2δ

ˆ

dx (cosφ1 + cosφ2)

+ B2JM⊥

ˆ

dx (cos (φ1 − φ2)− cos (φ1 + φ2)) + JM⊥

ˆ

dx
∂xφ1∂xφ2

4π2
(19)

The action of various symmetries on the boson fields are as follows

1. U(1)× U(1) spin rotations: θα 7→ θα + χα, φα 7→ φα,

2. Z2 spin reflections: θα 7→ −θα, φα 7→ −φα,

3. Z2 Layer exchange: φ1 7→ φ2, θ1 7→ θ2.

As seen in the phase diagram shown in fig. S1, the critical surface of HM , obtained by tuning δ = 0, has three
segments, two with central charge c = 1 separated by a c = 2 region. We use ±JM∗⊥ to indicate the values of JM⊥
when the critical surface of HM transitions from c = 2 to c = 1. A perturbative expression for scaling dimensions of
cos(φ1 ± φ2) can be written as

K± ≈ 2K

(
1∓ JM⊥ K

2πv

)
. (20)
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This gives us JM∗⊥ ≈ (K − 1) 2πv
K . When −JM∗⊥ < JM⊥ < JM∗⊥ all operators are irrelevant and the critical c = 2 theory

can be thought of as a non-linear sigma model with the target space of a squashed torus

H ≈ v

2π

ˆ

dx

2∑

α=1

[
1

4K
(∂xφα)

2
+K (∂xθα)

2

]
+ JM⊥

ˆ

dx
∂xφ1∂xφ2

4π2
. (21)

When JM⊥ > JM∗⊥ , cos(φ1 + φ2) becomes relevant and pins 〈φ1 + φ2〉 = 0. To describe the residual effective field
theory, we use the following canonical SL(2,Z) transformation

ϕ1 = φ1 + φ2, ϑ1 = θ1, ϕ2 = φ2, ϑ2 = θ2 − θ1 (22)

which preserves both the compactification ϑα ∼= ϑα + 2π, ϕα ∼= ϕα + 2π and the commutation in eq. (18),

[∂xϕα(x), ϑα(y)] = 2πiδαβδ(x− y). (23)

When ϕ1 = φ1 + φ2 is pinned to 〈ϕ1〉 = 0, we are left with an effective theory in terms of ϕ2 and ϑ2 as follows

H ≈ veff

2π

ˆ

dx

[
1

4Keff
(∂xϕ2)

2
+Keff (∂xϑ2)

2

]
. (24)

The action of symmetries on the low-energy degrees of freedom are as follows

1. U(1)× U(1) spin rotations: ϑ2 7→ ϑ2 + χ2 − χ1, ϕ2 7→ ϕ2,

2. Z2 spin reflections: ϑ2 7→ −ϑ2, ϕ2 7→ −ϕ2,

3. Z2 Layer exchange: ϕ2 7→ −ϕ2, ϑ2 7→ −ϑ2.

On the other hand, when JM⊥ < −JM∗⊥ , cos(φ1−φ2) becomes relevant and pins 〈φ1−φ2〉 = 0. To describe the residual
effective field theory, we use a slightly different canonical SL(2,Z) transformation

ϕ1 = φ1 − φ2, ϑ1 = θ1, ϕ2 = φ2, ϑ2 = θ1 + θ2 (25)

When ϕ1 = φ1 − φ2 is pinned to 〈ϕ1〉 = 0, we are left with an effective theory in terms of ϕ2 and ϑ2

H ≈ veff

2π

ˆ

dx

[
1

4Keff
(∂xϕ2)

2
+Keff (∂xϑ2)

2

]
. (26)

The action of symmetries on the low-energy degrees of freedom are as follows

1. U(1)× U(1) spin rotations: ϑ2 7→ ϑ2 + χ1 + χ2, ϕ2 7→ ϕ2,

2. Z2 spin reflections: ϑ2 7→ −ϑ2, ϕ2 7→ −ϕ2,

3. Z2 Layer exchange: ϕ2 7→ ϕ2, ϑ2 7→ ϑ2.

In summary, the three segments of the critical surface of HM are described by the theories shown in eqs. (21), (24)
and (26). Observe that the two critical theories with c = 1 are inequivalent since they carry distinct symmetry
charges (for example, ϕ2 7→ ∓ϕ2 and ϑ2 7→ ∓ϑ2 under layer exchange) and therefore cannot be connected which
further justifies the presence of the intervening c = 2 region on the critical surface.

C. Effective field theory for the critical surface of HU

Let us begin by writing down the effective bosonized form of the Hamiltonian HU

HU ≈ v

2π

ˆ

dx
2∑

α=1

[
1

4K
(∂xφα)

2
+K (∂xθα)

2

]
+A2δ

ˆ

dx (cosφ1 + cosφ2) + C2JU⊥

ˆ

dx cos (θ1 − θ2)

+ B2JM⊥

ˆ

dx (cos (φ1 − φ2)− cos (φ1 + φ2)) + JM⊥

ˆ

dx
∂xφ1∂xφ2

4π2
(27)

The action of various symmetries on the boson fields are as follows

1. U(1) spin rotations: θα 7→ θα + χ, φα 7→ φα,
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2. Z2 spin reflections: θα 7→ −θα, φα 7→ −φα,

3. Z2 Layer exchange: φ1 7→ φ2, θ1 7→ θ2.

As seen in the phase diagram fig. S4, the critical surface, obtained by tuning δ = 0 consists of a c = 1 XY2 line
and two c = 1 XY1 phases. We use ±JU∗⊥ to indicate the values of JU⊥ when the scaling dimensions [cos (θ1 − θ2)] =
[cos (φ1 − φ2)] and the critical surface of transitions from XY2 to XY1. Let us begin with −JU∗⊥ < JU⊥ < JU∗⊥ when
cos (φ1 − φ2) pins 〈φ1 − φ2〉 = 0. This critical theory was already studied in section IV B and shown in eq. (26). The
action of symmetries on the low-energy degrees of freedom are as follows

1. U(1) spin rotations: ϑ2 7→ ϑ2 + 2χ, ϕ2 7→ ϕ2,

2. Z2 spin reflections: ϑ2 7→ −ϑ2, ϕ2 7→ −ϕ2,

3. Z2 Layer exchange: ϕ2 7→ ϕ2, ϑ2 7→ ϑ2.

Now let us consider |JU⊥ | > JU∗⊥ . cos (θ1 − θ2) becomes relevant and pins 〈θ1 − θ2〉 to either 0 or π for JU⊥ < 0
and JU⊥ > 0 respectively. The resulting effective theory can be obtained using the following canonical SL(2,Z)
transformation

Θ1 = θ1 − θ2, Φ1 = φ1, Θ2 = θ2, Φ2 = φ1 + φ2 (28)

when Θ1 = θ1 − θ2 is pinned to any value, we are left with an effective theory in terms of Θ2 and Φ2

H ≈ veff

2π

ˆ

dx

[
1

4Keff
(∂xΦ2)

2
+Keff (∂xΘ2)

2

]
. (29)

However, the action of symmetries on the low-energy fields depends on the value to which 〈Θ1〉 is pinned to as follows

1. U(1) spin rotations: Θ2 7→ Θ2 + χ, Φ2 7→ Φ,

2. Z2 spin reflections: Θ2 7→ −Θ2, Φ2 7→ −Φ2,

3. Z2 Layer exchange: Θ2 7→ Θ2 + 〈Θ1〉,Φ2 7→ Φ2

We see that the local operator eiΘ carries a trivial or non-trivial charge under layer exchange symmetry depending
on whether 〈Φ1〉 is pinned to 0 or π and therefore represent distinct phases. In terms of the lattice operators, this
is reflected in the nature of correlations of appropriate local operators. For example, S+

1j + S+
2j ∼ eiΘ2

(
ei〈Θ1〉 + 1

)

which carries trivial charge under layer exchange has two-point correlations that decay algebraically when 〈Θ1〉 = 0
and exponentially when 〈Θ1〉 = π. On the other hand, S+

1j −S+
2j ∼ eiΘ2

(
ei〈Θ1〉 − 1

)
which carries a non-trivial charge

under layer exchange has two-point correlations that decay algebraically when 〈Θ1〉 = π and exponentially when
〈Θ1〉 = 0.

D. Topological response to gauge fields: the SPT phase in HM

A useful diagnostic for SPT phases is studying their topological response to background gauge fields. This can
be determined easily using the continuum bosonized theory. Consider HM whose continuum theory is shown in
eq. (19). The phase diagram of HM , shown in fig. S1 contains an SPT phase corresponding to when 〈φα〉 = π. Since
the system has two independent U(1) symmetries, we can couple it to two independent U(1) gauge fields to get a
partition function written as a Euclidean path integral as follows [13]

Z[A1, A2] =

ˆ

Dφ1 Dφ2 exp[−S[φ1, φ2, A1, A2]] (30)

S[φ1, φ2, A1, A2] = S[φ1, φ2, 0, 0] +
i

2π

ˆ

M2

d2x (φ1F1 + φ2F2) (31)

where, Fi ≡ εµν∂
µAνi is the dual electromagnetic field strength for the gauge field Ai . Let us assume that M2 has

no boundaries. When 〈φα〉 = π, we have

S[φ1, φ2, A1, A2] ≈ S[φ1, φ2, 0, 0] +
i

2

ˆ

M2

d2x (F1 + F2) ≈ S[φ1, φ2, 0, 0, ] + iπ (n1 + n2) (32)
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where we have used the flux quantization condition
ˆ

M2

d2x Fi = 2πni (33)

and nα ∈ Z denotes the quanta of magnetic fluxes circulating in the closed Euclidean spacetime M2. This gives us
the topological response of the SPT phase to background U(1) gauge fields

Z[A1, A2]

Z[0, 0]
= (−1)

n1+n2 . (34)

We see that the response is non-trivial when n1 + n2 is odd. When we have open boundaries, ∂M2 6= 0, we have

Z[A1, A2] = Z[0, 0] exp

(
i

2

ˆ

∂M2

dxµA
µ
1 +

i

2

ˆ

∂M2

dxµA
µ
2

)
. (35)

In other words, the response to each gauge field comes from the boundary via an anomalous ‘improperly quantized’
0+1 dimensional Chern-Simons term for each gauge field. This signals the presence of stable boundary modes.

E. Topological response to gauge fields: the region with boundary modes in HU

We now consider HU which has a single gapped phase. However, depending on whether the physics is controlled
by XY1 or XY2 which represent qualitatively distinct fixed points, the physics can be different. This will help us
understand the stable boundary modes seen in the shaded region of fig. S4 above the XY2 line. The system has a
single U(1) symmetry and thus we can couple it to a single U(1) gauge field A as follows

Z[A] =

ˆ

Dφ1 Dφ2 exp[−S[φ1, φ2, A]] (36)

S[φ1, φ2, A] = S[φ1, φ2, 0] +
i

2π

ˆ

M2

d2x (φ1 + φ2)F (37)

Let us begin outside the shaded region in fig. S4. This is described by 〈φ1 + φ2〉 = 0, 〈θ1 − θ2〉 6= 0. The response
to gauge fields becomes trivial:

S[φ1, φ2, A] ≈ S[φ1, φ2, 0] +
i

2π

ˆ

M2

d2x 〈φ1 + φ2〉 F ≈ S[φ1, φ2, 0] (38)

In other words, the response is trivial indicating the absence of any boundary modes. On the other hand, inside the
shaded region which is described by 〈φ1〉 = 〈φ2〉 = π, we have

S[φ1, φ2, A] ≈ S[φ1, φ2, 0] +
i

2π

ˆ

M2

d2x 〈φ1 + φ2〉 F ≈ S[φ1, φ2, 0] + i

ˆ

M2

d2x F. (39)

When M2 has no boundaries, we get
ˆ

M2

d2x F = 2πn (40)

and therefore a trivial response:

Z[A] = Z[0]e2πin = Z[0]. (41)

With open boundary conditions, ∂M2 6= 0, we get

Z[A] = Z[0] exp

(
i

ˆ

∂M2

dxµAµ

)
. (42)

We see that the boundary responds via a properly quantized 0+1 dimensional Chern-Simons term. This is the response
of a 0+1 dimensional SPT phase. Since 0 + 1 dimensional SPT phases are classified by irreducible representations
(irrep) of the symmetry group [14], this means that the boundary contains a non-trivial irrep of O(2) since the U(1)
that is responding to the gauge field is contained in it. All non-trivial irreps of O(2) are two-dimensional which shows
that the edge modes are atleast two-fold degenerate on each end.
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F. String order parameters

We use bosonization to briefly explain the behaviour of various string order parameters used in this work. Let us
begin with the string operators in eqs. (4) and (5) that can respectively distinguish between the trivial and non-trivial
SPT phases of HM . Their bosonized form can be written as [15, 16]

RαTriv ∼ lim
|x−y|→∞

〈
cos

(
φα(x)

2

)
cos

(
φα(y)

2

)〉
+ . . . , (43)

RαSPT ∼ lim
|x−y|→∞

〈
sin

(
φα(x)

2

)
sin

(
φα(y)

2

)〉
+ . . . (44)

We see that when 〈φα〉 = 0, we have RαTriv 6= 0 and RαSPT = 0 whereas when 〈φα〉 = π, we have RαTriv = 0 and
RαSPT 6= 0 as seen in section I B.

The string order parameter used in the main text, OSC that helped us distinguish between the different segments
of the critical surface can be bosonized as [15]

OSC ∼ lim
|x−y|→∞

A+

〈
cos

(
φ1(x) + φ2(x)

2

)
cos

(
φ1(y) + φ2(y)

2

)〉
+A−

〈
cos

(
φ1(x)− φ2(x)

2

)
cos

(
φ1(y)− φ2(y)

2

)〉
+. . .

(45)

We see that when either 〈φ1 ± φ2〉 = 0, we get OSC 6= 0 as seen in the main text.

V. PROXIMATE PHASE DIAGRAMS

We now look at phase diagrams of HM and HU proximate to the parameter regimes considered in the main text.

A. Proximate phase diagrams of HM

In the main text, we studied the phase diagram of HM eq. (1) with the value of ∆ fixed to ∆ ∈
(
− 1√

2
, 0
)

. We now

sketch the phase diagrams for other values of ∆. Recall that a useful way of determining our phase diagrams was to
start with the decoupled limit JM⊥ → 0 where HM reduces to two independent copies of bond-dimerized XXZ chains
and then studying the effect of the rung-couplings JM⊥ 6= 0. We will use the same strategy here.

We begin by writing down the Hamiltonian of a single spin- 1
2 XXZ chain with bond dimerization,

HXXZ,δ =
L∑

j=1

(
1 + (−1)jδ

) [
Sxj S

x
j+1 + Syj S

y
j+1 + ∆Szj S

z
j+1

]
, (46)

and sketching its phase diagram, which is shown in fig. S12. Qualitative features of this phase diagram can be found
in [17] for δ > 0 but can understood straightforwardly by bosonizing the Hamiltonian eq. (46) as

H ≈ v

2π

ˆ

dx

[
1

4K
(∂xφ)

2
+K (∂xθ)

2

]
+A2δ

ˆ

dx cosφ− B2∆

ˆ

dx cos 2φ. (47)

Here, the Luttinger parameter K and velocity v are obtained from the Bethe ansatz solution of the XXZ model [18]
for ∆ ∈ [−1, 1] as

K =
π

2 (π − arccos ∆)
, v =

K

2K − 1
sin
( π

2K

)
(48)

where A and B are the same unimportant coefficients that also appear in the main text. The various phases in fig. S12
can be understood by tracking the relevance of the operators cosφ and cos 2φ which have scaling dimensions K and

4K respectively. In what follows, we will use fig. S12 to first determine the phase diagram for J
M/U
⊥ = 0 line and

then extrapolate the results to J
M/U
⊥ 6= 0
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FIG. S12. Schematic phase diagram of a single XXZ spin chain with bond-dimerization, whose Hamiltonian is shown in eq. (46)

FIG. S13. Phase diagram of HM shown in eq. (49) for various values of ∆.

Let us begin by writing down HM again,

HM =
L∑

j=1

2∑

α=1

(
1 + (−1)jδ

) [
SxαjS

x
αj+1 + SyαjS

y
αj+1 + ∆SzαjS

z
αj+1

]
+ JM⊥

∑

j

Sz1jS
z
2j , (49)

which can be bosonized as shown in eq. (19)

whose phase diagram we determined for ∆ ∈
(
− 1√

2
, 0
)

in the main text (also reproduced in the left panel of fig. S1).

We now consider other values of ∆. We will use the values of K± plotted in the right panel of fig. S1, which correspond
to the scaling dimensions of cos(φ1 ± φ2) whose perturbative form was shown in eq. (20). Another helpful piece of
information is the nature of the ordered phase of HM (eq. (49)) in limit of strong interlayer coupling JM⊥ → ±∞. In



16

this limit, the dominant part of the Hamiltonian is

HM ≈ JM⊥
∑

j

Sz1jS
z
2j (50)

whose ground state is extensively degenerate and is spanned by two states on each rung which we will label as
| ⇑〉 ≡ | ↑1↓2〉, | ⇓〉 ≡ | ↓1↑2〉 for JM⊥ → +∞ and | ⇑〉 ≡ | ↑1↑2〉, | ⇓〉 ≡ | ↓1↓2〉 for JM⊥ → −∞. The nature of the phase
for JM⊥ → ±∞ is determined by projecting the Hamiltonian HM in eq. (49) onto the ground space of eq. (50). This
results in an effective Ising interaction to leading order.

Heff ≈ PHP = 2JM⊥ ∆
∑

j

Szj S
z
j+1 where P =

∏

j

(| ⇑j〉〈⇑j |+ | ⇓j〉〈⇓j |) . (51)

The specific broken-symmetry ground states of Heff depend on the signs of JM⊥ and ∆; for each choice, we have a
two-fold degenerate ground state as listed below:

∆ > 0 : |GS(JM⊥ → +∞)〉 =

∣∣∣∣
· · · ↑ ↓ ↑ ↓ · · ·
· · · ↓ ↑ ↓ ↑ · · ·

〉
,

∣∣∣∣
· · · ↓ ↑ ↓ ↑ · · ·
· · · ↑ ↓ ↑ ↓ · · ·

〉
, (52)

∆ > 0 : |GS(JM⊥ → −∞)〉 =

∣∣∣∣
· · · ↑ ↓ ↑ ↓ · · ·
· · · ↑ ↓ ↑ ↓ · · ·

〉
,

∣∣∣∣
· · · ↓ ↑ ↓ ↑ · · ·
· · · ↓ ↑ ↓ ↑ · · ·

〉
, (53)

∆ < 0 : |GS(JM⊥ → +∞)〉 =

∣∣∣∣
· · · ↑ ↑ ↑ ↑ · · ·
· · · ↓ ↓ ↓ ↓ · · ·

〉
,

∣∣∣∣
· · · ↓ ↓ ↓ ↓ · · ·
· · · ↑ ↑ ↑ ↑ · · ·

〉
, (54)

∆ < 0 : |GS(JM⊥ → −∞)〉 =

∣∣∣∣
· · · ↑ ↑ ↑ ↑ · · ·
· · · ↑ ↑ ↑ ↑ · · ·

〉
,

∣∣∣∣
· · · ↓ ↓ ↓ ↓ · · ·
· · · ↓ ↓ ↓ ↓ · · ·

〉
. (55)

Using these pieces of information, we can determine the proximate phase diagrams for various ∆:
• ∆ ∈ (0, 1) : From fig. S12, we see that when JM⊥ → 0, we have the trivial and non-trivial SPT phases for δ 6= 0

separated by a c = 2 transition. From eqs. (20) and (48), we see that since K ∈
(

1
2 , 1
)
, we have K± ∈ (1, 2)

and therefore both operators cos(φ1 ± φ2) are relevant for JM⊥ 6= 0. This drives the system to the phases
obtained for large |JM⊥ | which have ground states shown in eqs. (52) and (53). Since both ordered ground states
belong to the same Sztot,1 =

∑
j S

z
1j and Sztot,2 =

∑
j S

z
2j sectors as the trivial and non-trivial SPT phases, the

transition between the latter phases and the ordered phases is expected to be second-order and belong to the
Ising universality class [19]. Putting all these together, we get the phase diagram shown in fig. S13 (top, right).

• ∆ ∈
(
−1,− 1√

2

)
: From fig. S12, we see that when JM⊥ → 0, we have the trivial and non-trivial SPT phases for

δ → ±1 separated by a c = 2 line around δ = 0 where cosφ1,2 are irrelevant. For JM⊥ 6= 0, no relevant operators
are introduced and the c = 2 critical line extends to a c = 2 critical phase. For δ 6= 0, this phase terminates
when cosφ1,2 become relevant and drives the system to the trivial or non-trivial SPT phase depending on the
sign of δ. For δ = 0, the c = 2 line persists until one of cos(φ1 ± φ2) becomes relevant, depending on the sign
of JM⊥ and changes the gapless phase to c = 1 which describes a transition between the trivial and non-trivial
SPT phases. For large |JM⊥ |, we get the ordered phases with ground states shown in eqs. (54) and (55). Since
both ordered ground states belong to different Sztot,1 =

∑
j S

z
1j and Sztot,2 =

∑
j S

z
2j sectors as compared to the

trivial and non-trivial SPT phases, the transition between the latter phases and the ordered phases is expected
to be first-order. Putting all these together, we get the phase diagram shown in fig. S13 (top, left).

• ∆ > 1: From fig. S12, we see that when JM⊥ → 0, we have the trivial and non-trivial SPT phases for δ → ±1
separated by an ordered system with four degenerate ground states shown in eqs. (52) and (53). This represents
a first-order phase transition between the ordered phases with two-fold degenerate ground states eq. (52) for
JM⊥ > 0 and eq. (53) for JM⊥ < 0. The ordered phases are straddled by the trivial and non-trivial SPT phases
with a second-order transition between them belonging to the Ising universality class [19]. The phase diagram
is shown in fig. S13 (bottom, right).

• ∆ < −1: From fig. S12, we see that when JM⊥ → 0, we have an ordered system with four degenerate ground
states shown in eqs. (54) and (55) for all δ. This represents a first-order phase transition between the ordered
phases with two-fold degenerate ground states eq. (54) for JM⊥ > 0 and eq. (55) for JM⊥ < 0. The phase diagram
is shown in fig. S13 (bottom, left).
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B. Proximate phase diagrams of HU

FIG. S14. Phase diagram of HU shown in eq. (56) for various values of ∆ and JM
⊥ .

We now move on to HU whose form we write below

HU =

L∑

j=1

2∑

α=1

(
1 + (−1)jδ

) [
SxαjS

x
αj+1 + SyαjS

y
αj+1 + ∆SzαjS

z
αj+1

]
+ JU⊥

∑

j

(
Sx1jS

x
2j + Sy1jS

y
2j

)
+ JM⊥ S

z
1jS

z
2j , (56)

which can be bosonized as shown in eq. (27), whose phase diagram we determined for ∆ ∈ (−1, 0) and JM⊥ < JM∗⊥ in
the main text (also shown in the left panel of fig. S4 ). We now consider phase diagrams for other values of ∆ ∈ (−1, 1)
and JM⊥ (restricting ourselves to the range of parameters such that there exists a critical point at δ = 0). We use
±JM∗⊥ to indicate the values of JM⊥ beyond which the δ = 0 theory for HM transitions from c = 2 to c = 1.

First, let us note that the edges of the phase diagram can be determined to consist of a single trivial phase as in the
main text. The differences between the phase diagrams all occur in the region surrounding the origin. The JU⊥ = 0
line corresponds to a cut across the phase diagram of HM shown in fig. S13 with a fixed value of JM⊥ . This helps us
determine the phase diagrams of HU by extrapolation.

• ∆ ∈
(
− 1√

2
, 0
)
, JM⊥ ∈

(
−JM∗⊥ , JM∗⊥

)
: for JU⊥ = 0, the phase transition at δ = 0 corresponds to a c = 2 point

where both cos (φ1 ± φ2) are irrelevant. For JU⊥ 6= 0, the relevant operator cos (θ1 − θ2) reduces the theory to
an XY1 phase with c = 1. Consider the dimerization operator ,

cosφ1 + cosφ2 = cos

(
(φ1 + φ2) + (φ1 − φ2)

2

)
+ cos

(
(φ1 + φ2)− (φ1 − φ2)

2

)
. (57)

Since cos (θ1 − θ2) pins θ1− θ2, φ1−φ2 fluctuates and a two-point correlation function of cosφ1 + cosφ2 decays
exponentially. Therefore, dimerization is not a scaling operator and no longer opens up a gap. As a result, just
as in the phase diagram of the main text, the XY1 theory opens up into lobes of a critical phase as shown in
the leftmost panel of fig. S14.

• ∆ ∈
(
−1,− 1√

2

)
, JM⊥ ∈

(
−JM∗∗⊥ , JM∗∗⊥

)
: ±JM∗∗⊥ denotes the point on the δ = 0 line where the c = 2 phase

changes to a line in the top, left figure of fig. S13. The JU⊥ = 0 line corresponds to a cut across the c = 2 phase
in the phase diagram shown in the upper left panel of fig. S13. Thus, the c = 2 point at the origin of the phase

diagram for ∆ ∈
(
− 1√

2
, 0
)
, JM⊥ ∈

(
−JM∗⊥ , JM∗⊥

)
opens up into a line as shown in the middle panel of fig. S14.

• ∆ ∈ (−1, 0), JM⊥ > JM∗⊥ (note that the case studied in the main text is instead JM⊥ < −JM∗⊥ ): for JU⊥ = 0,
the phase transition at δ = 0 corresponds to a c = 1 point where cos (φ1 + φ2) is relevant while cos (φ1 − φ2)
is irrelevant. For JU⊥ 6= 0, cos (θ1 − θ2) is relevant and immediately gaps the theory out to the trivial phase.
This gives us a phase diagram with an isolated c = 1 unnecessary critical point at the origin as shown in the
rightmost panel of fig. S14.

We end by observing that the two lobes of XY1 are always separated by an intermediate c = 1 XY2 regime or a c = 2
phase transition consistent with the analysis of section IV which shows that they are distinct phases.
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C. Other possible terminations of the unnecessary critical line

FIG. S15. Two scenarios by which the unnecessary critical line can terminate. Fields in angular brackets are pinned. The thick
continuous and broken lines represent second and first order phase transitions respectively. Shaded regions denote the presence
of boundary modes and the thin dotted lines denotes a boundary transition. Left: Scenario 1 which was realized in the phase
diagram of HU . The solid line and extended bulb denotes an XY2 line and XY1 phase respectively both with c = 1. The dot
where the boundary transition terminates corresponds to a c = 3

2
critical theory corresponding to an Ising CFT stacked on top

of a compact boson. Right: Scenario 2 where the critical XY2 line changes to a first-order line via a KT transition and then
terminates via an Ising transition (orange dot). The boundary transition is expected to meet the bulk critical line at the Ising
point.

Finally, let us now look at other ways the unnecessary critical line could have terminated. Recall that the trivial
phase corresponds to θ1 − θ2 and φ1 + φ2 being pinned. In the phase diagram shown in the left panel of fig. S4, the
XY2 critical line, where only φ1 − φ2 was pinned first transitioned to an XY1 critical phase where θ1 − θ2 was pinned
until the scaling dimension K+ reduced sufficiently that cos (φ1 + φ2) became relevant pinning φ1 + φ2. Let us call
this scenario 1. A phase diagram realizing this is schematically shown in the left panel of fig. S15. An alternative
possibility is that cos (φ1 + φ2) first becomes relevant, pinning φ1 + φ2 along with φ1 − φ2. This changes the second-
order unnecessary critical line to first-order, which can then terminate when θ1 − θ2 gets pinned instead of φ1 − φ2

through an Ising transition [19]. Let us call this scenario 2. A schematic phase diagram of this scenario is shown in
the right panel of fig. S15. While it has not been realized in the parameter regimes of the model we studied, a scenario
similar to this was seen in the unnecessary critical phase diagram in Ref.[7]. Stable boundary modes are expected to
exist above the critical line so long as φ1 − φ2 is pinned. It is curious that in both scenarios, the boundary transition
terminates on the unnecessary critical line, at an Ising transition.

VI. THE ‘FAILED SPT’ PREMISE

The phase diagrams for multiversality and unnecessary criticality were constructed using a template built from the
results of the classification of symmetry protected topological (SPT) phases [14, 20]. In this section, we briefly review
important results from this program and how they were used in producing the phase diagrams studied in the main
text. To keep the discussion concrete, we will restrict our attention to SPT phases of 1+1 D bosons with unitary
on-site symmetries.

A. The classification of 1+1 D bosonic SPT phases

To begin, let us recall that a 1+1 D Hamiltonian H which has a global symmetry G is said to belong to a non-
trivial SPT phase protected by G if H has a unique gapped ground state with periodic boundary and degeneracies
arising from protected boundary modes with open boundary conditions. Furthermore, we require that the non-trivial
properties of H are parametrically stable to any weak deformations H 7→ H + εV using any symmetry preserving
perturbations V . For example, the Haldane phase of the Hamiltonian in eq. (46) shown in fig. S12 can be thought of
as a non-trivial SPT phase protected by an on-site O(2) symmetry discussed in the main text. The Haldane phase
is said to have a Z2 classification. This means two things: (i) A stack of two copies of a Hamiltonian belonging to
the Haldane phase can be adiabatically connected to the trivial SPT phase, in a path preserving a diagonal O(2)
symmetry without encountering a phase transition. This adiabatic path was explicitly demonstrated with HU , the
model for unnecessary criticality (eq. (6)) (ii) The Haldane phase is the only non-trivial 1+1 D bosonic SPT phase
protected by an on-site unitary O(2) symmetry.
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More generally, 1+1 dimensional bosonic SPT phases protected by a unitary on-site symmetry G are completely
classified by H2(G,U(1)), the so-called second group cohomology group [14, 20]. H2(G,U(1)) is an Abelian group
whose elements label distinct SPT phases protected by G where, in particular, the identity element labels the trivial
phase. The group structure of H2(G,U(1)) encodes the information about the ‘stacking rules’ of SPT phases i.e. given
two Hamiltonians belonging to distinct SPT phases, what SPT phase the composite system obtained by stacking the
two belongs to. The Haldane phase and trivial phase in fig. S12 corresponds to the trivial and non-trivial group
elements of H2(O(2), U(1)) ∼= Z2.

B. Unwinding 1+1 D bosonic SPT phases

A powerful device to understand aspects of SPT phases is to enumerate the conditions under which they become
trivial, which we will call unwinding. Below, we enumerate various ways in which this can be achieved. More details
can be found in Refs.[21–23]

Inversion: This is essentially related to the group structure of the classification of SPT phases described above.
Given a Hamiltonian belonging to a non-trivial SPT phase, labelled by some non-trivial element of [ω] ∈ H2(G,U(1)),
by stacking another Hamiltonian belonging to the inverse element [ω−1] ∈ H2(G,U(1)), the composite system can be
deformed to a trivial phase without breaking the diagonal G symmetry.

Symmetry breaking : By explicitly breaking the G symmetry down to one of its subgroups H ⊂ G, a Hamiltonian
belonging to a non-trivial G SPT phase can be adiabatically connected to the trivial phase. For example, by breaking
the spin reflection symmetry of the Hamiltonian eq. (46) by adding a magnetic field h

∑
j S

z
j , the O(2) symmetry is

reduced to U(1) and the Haldane phase can be connected to the trivial one.

Symmetry extension: By appropriately extending the G symmetry to an appropriately larger symmetry G̃ (eg: by
embedding the bosonic Hilbert space into a fermionic one), a Hamiltonian belonging to a non-trivial G SPT phase
can be adiabatically connected to the trivial phase. For example, by extending the O(2) symmetry of the Haldane
phase of eq. (46) to its double cover[24], Pin(2) , it can be connected to the trivial phase.

Let us now present a slightly more mathematical exposition of the above results. A group homomorphism ϕ between
two groups G1 and G2

ϕ : G1 → G2 (58)

induces a group homomorphism ϕ∗ between H2(G2, U(1)) and H2(G1, U(1)) by pullback as follows

ϕ∗ : H2(G2, U(1))→ H2(G1, U(1)). (59)

Concretely, for {g1, h1} ∈ G1, we have {ϕ(g1), ϕ(h1)} ∈ G2. Given a set of representative cocycles [14] ω(g2, h2) ∈
H2(G2, U(1)), we can get ϕ∗ω(g1, h1) = ω(ϕ(g1), ϕ(h1)) where ϕ∗ω(g1, h1) ∈ H2(G1, U(1)).

Consider the case when H is a subgroup of G. This means that there exists an injective group homomorphism

i : H → G, (60)

which induces a group homomorphism between H2(G,U(1)) and H2(H,U(1))

i∗ : H2(G,U(1))→ H2(H,U(1)). (61)

AG-SPT phase can be unwound by explicitly breaking symmetry toH if the image of the group element ofH2(G,U(1))
the SPT phase belongs to is the trivial element in eq. (61). This is always possible, for example by choosing to break
all symmetries i.e. H ∼= {1}.

Now, consider the case when there exists a surjective group homomorphism between G̃ and G

s : G̃→ G, (62)

which induces a group homomorphism between H2(G,U(1)) and H2(G̃, U(1))

s∗ : H2(G,U(1))→ H2(G̃, U(1)). (63)

A G-SPT phase can be unwound by extending the symmetry to G̃ if the image of the group element of H2(G,U(1))
the SPT phase belongs to, is the trivial element in eq. (63). While the condition is relatively easy to phrase, the proof

that there always exists atleast one suitable G̃ is non-trivial (see Refs. [21, 23, 25, 26]).
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Finally, consider two non-trivial G-SPT phases labelled by some non-trivial elements ω1, ω2 ∈ H2(G,U(1)). A
decoupled stack of Hamiltonians belonging to the two phases has a G×G symmetry whose SPT phases are classified
by H2(G×G,U(1)), which can be expanded using the Künneth formula as

H2(G×G,U(1)) ∼= H2(G,U(1))×H2(G,U(1))×H1(G,H1(H,U(1))). (64)

The composite system belongs to a non-trivial G × G SPT phase labelled by the element {ω1, ω2, 1} for each group
in the expansion on the right hand side of eq. (64). Now consider the diagonal subgroup G ∈ G × G which gives us
the following injective group homomorphism

i : G→ G×G (65)

and furnishes the following pullback group homomorphism

i∗ : H2(G×G,U(1))→ H2(G,U(1)). (66)

To see which SPT phase the composite system belongs to when the G ×G symmetry is broken to a diagonal G, we
need to determine the image of {ω1, ω2, 1} ∈ H2(G×G,U(1)) under i∗ in eq. (66). This is easily determined to be

i∗ ({ω1, ω2, 1}) = ω1ω2. (67)

Equation (67) essentially recovers the stacking rule for SPT phases. In particular, when ω2 = ω−1
1 , we get

i∗
(
{ω1, ω

−1
1 , 1}

)
= 1, (68)

which tells us how to understand unwinding SPT phases via inversion.

C. From unwinding SPT phases to unnecessary criticality

In the main text, the Hamiltonian in eq. (6) can be understood starting in the totally decoupled limit JM,U
⊥ = 0

where the model reduces to two copies of eq. (46). From the discussions above in section VI B, since JM,U
⊥ 6= 0 breaks

the O(2)×O(2) down to a diagonal O(2) and thus, the JM,U
⊥ = 0, δ > 0 region which has boundary modes is a ‘failed

SPT’ and can be unwound (via inversion) to connect to the δ < 0 region without any bulk phase transitions. Under
the right conditions as described in the main text, we can stabilize an unnecessary critical region on the δ = 0 surface.
A failed SPT premise based on unwinding by inversion has been used to produce higher dimensional field theoretic
models hosting a phase diagram with unnecessary criticality in Refs. [27, 28].

The other ways of unwinding SPT phases can also serve as a failed-SPT template to build phase diagrams with
unnecessary criticality. For example, the possibility of unwinding the Haldane phase via symmetry extension, by
embedding the spins into a fermionic Hilbert space was originally noted by Anfuso and Rosch [29] and more recently
explored in Ref.[7, 30]. All these phase diagrams contain unnecessary criticality.

D. Resurrected SPT phases and multiversality

In the main text, we considered eq. (1) which can be understood starting in the decoupled limit JM⊥ → 0 where
the model reduces to two copies of eq. (46) which has O(2)×O(2) symmetry. The distinction between the δ < 0 and
δ > 0 gapped phases however is retained for JM⊥ 6= 0 which preserves a (U(1)× U(1)) o Z2 subgroup of O(2)×O(2).
The edge modes are reduced in number on each end and the system crosses over from a O(2) × O(2) SPT phase to
a (U(1)× U(1)) o Z2 SPT phase. The Hamiltonian eq. (1) is obtained in a submanifold of the Hamiltonian space of
eq. (6) where the failed SPT phase of eq. (6) is resurrected. Under the right conditions discussed in the main text,
we see that the critical surface exhibits multiversality.

On a more technical level, we can understand this within the group cohomology framework in section VI B. We
have the following injective group homomorphism

i : (U(1)× U(1)) o Z2 → O(2)×O(2), (69)

which induces the following group homomorphism via pullback

i∗ : H2(O(2)×O(2), U(1))→ H2((U(1)× U(1)) o Z2, U(1)). (70)

The fact that breaking symmetry from O(2)×O(2) to (U(1)× U(1))oZ2 leaves the system behind in a non-trivial SPT
phase means that the image of the non-trivial group element of H2(O(2)×O(2), U(1)) representing the δ > 0, JM⊥ = 0
SPT phase under the map i∗ is a non-trivial element of H2((U(1)× U(1)) o Z2, U(1)).
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VII. GENERALIZATION TO 2N-LEG LADDERS

FIG. S16. Schematic representation of the Hamiltonians in eqs. (71) and (72) for N=3. The various lines denote Hamiltonian
couplings.

The two-leg ladder models studied so far can easily be generalized to 2N legs arranged in the form of a symmetric
tube as shown in fig. S16. The Hamiltonians take the form

HM
N =

L∑

j=1

2N∑

α=1

(1 + δ(−1)j)
[
SxαjS

x
αj+1 + SyαjS

y
αj+1 + ∆SzαjS

z
αj+1

]
+

L∑

j=1

N∑

k=1

JM⊥,k

2N∑

α=1

SzαjS
z
βj , (71)

HU
N = HM

N +
L∑

j=1

N∑

k=1

JU⊥,k

2N∑

α=1
β=α+k

[
SxαjS

x
βj + SyαjS

y
βj

]
. (72)

where α ∈ 1, . . . , 2N labels the legs of the ladder, with α + 2N ∼= α identified. A generalization of the bosonization
arguments used for the two-leg models [31, 32] suggests that HM

N and HU
N exhibit multiversality and unnecessary

criticality in appropriate parameter regimes. Since the symmetries preserved are now larger, the critical surface
would be richer.

Let us begin with the totally decoupled limit JM,U
⊥,k = 0. The Hamiltonian is now symmetric under independent

spin rotations and reflections on each leg generating an on-site O(2)2N symmetry group, while the Z2 layer exchange

symmetry is now enhanced to S2N permutations of the legs. Restricting ∆ to ∆ ∈
(
− 1√

2
, 0
)

, yields similar results

in the decoupled limit to the two-leg case i.e. a trivial gapped phase for δ < 0 and a collection of Haldane SPT
paramagnets for δ > 0, but now separated at δ = 0 by a c = 2N conformal field theory (CFT) corresponding to a
2N -component Luttinger liquid. Switching on JM⊥,k 6= 0 reduces the S2N layer permutation symmetry to Z2N and

on-site symmetries to U(1)2N o Z2. Bosonization [31, 32] tells us that the c = 2N theory is perturbatively stable
for small |JM⊥,k|. In appropriate parameter regimes, depending on the relevance of the vertex operators introduced

by JM⊥,k, we expect a critical surface with multiversality driven by a cascade of transitions to conformal field theories
with c < 2N .

On the other hand, also switching on JU⊥,k 6= 0 preserves the Z2N layer exchange symmetry but reduces the on-site

symmetry to a diagonal O(2) generated by simultaneous spin rotations and reflections. This eliminates the distinction
between the δ < 0 and δ > 0 gapped phases of the JU⊥,k = 0 limit. The phase diagram on the periphery JU⊥,k →∞ and

|δ| = 1 can be determined to comprise of a single adiabatically connected trivial phase just as before. We expect the
region near the origin, JU⊥,k ≈ 0, δ ≈ 0 to exhibit unnecessary criticality in appropriate parameter regimes, including
stable boundary modes. We also expect the boundary transition to merge with the unnecessary critical surface.

VIII. A POSSIBLE SYNTHESIS OF MORE GENERAL PHASE DIAGRAMS WITH MULTIVERSALITY

In the examples studied in the main text, we considered multiversality on the critical surface separating a trivial
from a non-trivial SPT phase. An interesting possibility to consider is whether multiversality is possible on a critical
surface separating other, possibly more conventional phases, such as those characterized by spontaneous symmetry
breaking. In Ref.[33], the authors study field theoretic models where the critical theory of the spontaneous breaking
of an Ising symmetry did not correspond to the expected Ising universality class, but a more complex deconfined
quantum critical [34] theory— a phenomenon they dub ‘Landau-beyond-Landau’. An interesting possibility that we
could envision is a single critical surface corresponding to an Ising symmetry breaking phase transition with multiple
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FIG. S17. Phase diagram of the Hamiltonian shown in eq. (73). The c = 1
2

segments on the δ = 0 critical surface represents

the Ising universality class whereas c = 3
2

represents a critical theory containing both Ising CFT as well as a compact boson.

universality classes, one of which is the usual Ising universality class. Here, we present a fine-tuned version of such
phase diagrams. These are obtained by stacking a model with unnecessary criticality containing a trivial phase, on top
of any phase diagram in such a way that the critical surfaces coincide. Since the model with unnecessary criticality
does not change the phases of the model it is stacked upon, the only effect it will have is on the critical surface. For
example, consider a three-leg spin 1

2 ladder with the following Hamiltonian

H =
L∑

j=1

2∑

α=1

(
1 + (−1)jδ

) [
SxαjS

x
αj+1 + SyαjS

y
αj+1 + ∆SzαjS

z
αj+1

]
+ JU⊥

∑

j

(
Sx1jS

x
2j + Sy1jS

y
2j

)
+ JM⊥

∑

j

Sz1jS
z
2j

−
L∑

j=1

(
(1− δ)Sx3j + 2 (1 + δ)Sz3jS

z
3j+1

)
. (73)

This is nothing but the transverse field Ising model stacked on top of the Hamiltonian with unnecessary criticality,
HU defined in eq. (6). The phase diagram of this model is shown in fig. S17 for fixed values of ∆ and JM⊥ that gives
us unnecessary criticality for HU . We see that the critical surface separating the Ising paramagnet and ferromagnet
contains, in addition to the Ising universality class, a ‘beyond-Landau’ critical theory with central charge c = 3

2
corresponding to the compact boson CFT stacked on the Ising CFT.

At this stage, the model eq. (73) and its phase diagram in fig. S17 is fine-tuned and its stability to perturbations
is unclear. An intriguing possibility is that by imposing suitable symmetries, aspects of the phase diagram fig. S17
coming from eq. (73) or a similar model can be made stable to generic symmetry-preserving perturbations. In this case,
it is no longer a fine-tuned phenomenon and would constitute an example of a ‘Landau-beyond-Landau’ multiversal
phase diagram.
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