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Abstract

We study the spin-1/2 XX model extended with three-spin interactions of the XZX+YZY and
XZY-YZX types. We solve the model exactly and obtain the ground state phase diagram as a
function of the two three-spin coupling strengths. We show that even in absence of external elec-
tric and magnetic fields there is a phase which exhibits spontaneous magnetoelectric order when
both XZX+YZY and XZY-YZX interactions are present. Specifically, in this regime, we show
that there exists not only a non-zero magnetization and a scalar chirality but also a vector chi-
ral order. Further, we show the existence of a plaquette vector chirality, or circulating chiral
spin current loops, in the plaquettes n, n+1, n+2 with the sense of the current being opposite
in adjacent plaquettes. Analogous to charge current loops giving rise to orbital magnetic dipole
moments, the circulating spin current loops give rise to orbital electric dipole moments - a novel
orbital antiferroelectricity. We characterize this phase by a higher-dimensional scalar and vector
toroidal order. Such a novel phase with higher dimensional order arises because of the non-trivial
topological connectivity resulting from the presence of both the three-spin interactions. We also
study the combined effect of both types of three-spin interactions on the entanglement entropy.

Keywords: spin chain, chiral spin currents, topology, antiferroelctricity

1 Introduction

In recent years, the interplay of electric and mag-
netic order in quantum spin systems has attracted
a lot of attention, motivated by the direct cor-
relation between ferroelectricity and noncollinear
spin order discovered in several multiferroics [1].
This direct correlation implies the existence of

an intrinsic magnetoelectric effect (MEE) in these
systems [2, 3]. Studies of the MEE are of great
experimental interest today due to the possibil-
ity of being able to manipulate magnetism with
electric fields [4], which is very useful for practical
applications such as in magnetic storage devices,
magnetic memories [5] etc.
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The spin-1/2 Heisenberg Hamiltonian,
with bilinear interactions between nearest-
neighbouring spins, has occupied a paradigmatic
position in theoretical studies of frustrated mag-
netism [6]. When spin-orbit interactions are taken
into account at the atomic level, an additional
spin exchange interaction emerges in the effec-
tive spin Hamiltonian, the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya
interaction (DMI) [7, 8]:

HDM = ~Dij · ~Si × ~Sj

While the Heisenberg exchange coupling is sym-
metric under exchange of spins (for real couplings)
and gives rise to collinear (parallel or antiparal-
lel) magnetic ordering, the DMI is antisymmetric
under exchange of spins and induces canting of
spins which can lead to noncollinear magnetic
order. The competition between the canting of
spins due to DMI and the parallel/antiparallel
magnetic ordering due to the Heisenberg exchange
coupling provides a mechanism for frustration
in the magnetic system, independent of geom-
etry of the lattice. A lattice-form-independent
microscopic theory of the MEE, the so called
spin current or inverse DM mechanism, has been
successfully used to explain the origin of mag-
netically induced ferroelectricity in many spiral
magnets [9]. The electric polarization operator ~Pij
has been shown to take the form [9]:

~Pij ∼ γ êij × (~Si × ~Sj),

where êij is the unit vector along the bond join-

ing spins at sites i and j, and ~Si × ~Sj is the spin
current.

It is well known that external magnetic fields
drive quantum phase transitions in the Heisen-
berg spin model. In previous studies, we showed
that the spin-orbit coupling or the DMI can also
drive phase transitions [10, 11]. Interpreting the
DMI as an electric field coupling to the polar-
ization operator, we observed two types of MEE.
There is a ‘trivial’ MEE with noncollinear spin
ordering and a consequent finite electric polariza-
tion induced by the external electric field or DMI,
and tunable by magnetic fields. The other type of
MEE we observed is a ‘nontrivial’ MEE, where a
transverse magnetic field induced a noncollinear
ordering of spins and a consequent staggered elec-
tric polarization. What is common in both these

cases is that the magnetic/electric order was pro-
duced by an external electric/magnetic field, and
vanished in the absence of the field. A natural
question to ask is - whether spontaneous magnetic
and/or electric order can exist in such systems
in absence of external fields (and without explicit
breaking of parity through lattice geometry). We
have partially answered this question in our ear-
lier studies [12, 13] where we considered a spin-
1/2 XX chain with additional three-spin interac-
tions: one of the type SxnS

z
n+1S

x
n+2+SynS

z
n+1S

y
n+2

denoted XZX + Y ZY , along with one of the
type SxnS

z
n+1S

y
n+2−SynSzn+1S

x
n+2, denoted XZY −

Y ZX , and showed that there is a phase with spon-
taneous magnetic and electric order, i.e. in the
absence of any external electric or magnetic fields.

Multi-spin interactions were first studied in
the context of integrable low-dimensional spin
models [14–16]. The purpose of study has also
been the exploration of the unique phases that
these models host and the transitions between
them [17]. Three-spin interactions, specifically, are
the simplest nontrivial case and have been inves-
tigated in a variety of contexts: critical behaviour
of these models and the relation to the underly-
ing conformal field theory [18], exact solution in
presence of Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction [19],
quantum phase transitions [20, 21], dynamical
properties [22], magnetocaloric effect [23] and
magnetoelectric effect [24].

The model with three-spin interactions of the
XZX+Y ZY andXZY −Y ZX types [14, 15] has
been shown to exhibit a rich phase diagram [20,
21]. In the presence of three-spin interactions,
there is a Lifshitz transition, with a change in the
Fermi sea topology which in this one dimensional
system is characterized by change in the number
of Fermi points from two to four at a certain crit-
ical three-spin coupling strength. The model with
three-spin interactions of the XZX + Y ZY type
was shown to have spontaneous magnetization [20]
in one of its phases, while the model with three-
spin interactions of the XZY − Y ZX type was
shown to have spontaneous scalar chiral order [21],
in a certain parameter regime. More recently, a
nontrivial MEE was reported in these models [24],
where an external electric field influenced the mag-
netic order in absence of an external magnetic
field, and a magnetic field influenced the ferroelec-
tric order in the absence of an electric field. In the
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absence of external fields however, they showed
that the total electric polarization is zero.

In this paper, we revisit the model and show
that when both the types XZX + Y ZY and
XZY − Y ZX are present, the model exhibits
exotic ground state behaviour, with a novel higher
dimensional magnetoelectric order even in the
absence of external fields. In earlier studies, we
showed that when both the types XZX + Y ZY
and XZY − Y ZX are present, the model shows
a phase with spontaneous magnetic and electric
order [12]. In this paper, we elaborate on the
rich properties of this phase. We show that even
though the model is one-dimensional, a higher
dimensional magnetoelectric order emerges due to
a nontrivial topological connectivity. Specifically,
we find a novel orbital antiferroelectric order [13].
We show that in this novel phase, in addition
to a spontaneous magnetization and scalar chi-
rality, there are non-vanishing plaquette scalar
and vector chiral orders, which arise due to non-
coplanar ordering of spins in a plaquette of three
adjacent spins. We characterize the higher dimen-
sional magnetoelectric order by scalar and vector
toroidal order parameters. Further, we probe the
bipartite entanglement entropy in the presence of
both types of three-spin interactions. We observe
an interesting non-trivial dependence of the entan-
glement entropy on the strength of the XZY −
Y ZX interaction, in the presence of the XZX +
Y ZY interaction.

The plan of the paper is as follows. We begin
in Sec. 2 by defining the model, and discuss the
various symmetries of the model. We also map the
model to the corresponding free spinless fermion
model via the Jordan-Wigner transformation and
define the various quantities of interest. This is
followed by our results in Sec. 3. where we begin
by first discussing the ground state phase diagram
of the model. We then describe our results for the
various physical quantities of interest like the mag-
netization, polarization, scalar and vector chiral
orders, plaquette vector chirality, etc. We show the
existence of a novel phase with an ‘orbital’ anti-
ferroelectricity which arises due to the non-trivial
topological connectivity. In Sec. 4, we describe
the non-trivial topological order by studying the
behaviour of the bipartite entanglement entropy.
Sec. 5 summarizes our results.

2 The Model

The Hamiltonian for a N-site spin-1/2 XX-chain
with three-spin interactions of the XZX + Y ZY
and XZY − Y ZX types can be written as [15]:

H0 = HXX +HA +HB,where

HXX =

N
∑

n=1

J(SxnS
x
n+1 + SynS

y
n+1),

HA =

N
∑

n=1

A(SxnS
z
n+1S

x
n+2 + SynS

z
n+1S

y
n+2), and

HB =

N
∑

n=1

B(SxnS
z
n+1S

y
n+2 − SynS

z
n+1S

x
n+2) (1)

Here, A and B denote the strengths of the three-
spin exchange interactions of the XZX + Y ZY
and XZY − Y ZX types respectively. We also
assume periodic boundary conditions ~SN+1 = ~S1.
A uniform external magnetic field hz in the z
direction couples as usual to the total spin oper-
ator Sz =

∑N
n=1S

z
n giving rise to the additional

Zeeman interaction in the Hamiltonian: −hzSz.
We also consider an external electric field which
couples, within the KNB mechanism[9], to the

electric polarization operator, ~̂Pn,m = ~enm×~̂jn,m,

where ~̂jn,m is the spin current operator between
sites n and m, given by

~̂jn,m = ~Sn × ~Sm (2)

and all material-dependent constants have been
absorbed in the corresponding electric field. The
spin current operator can be obtained from the
equation of motion for the Szn operator as [12, 24]:

dSzn
dt

= −i [Szn, HXX +HA +HB]

= −i[Szn, HXX ]− i [Szn, HA +HB] (3)

The first commutator is as given by:

−i[Szn, HXX ] = −
(

ĵzn+ 1

2

− ĵzn− 1

2

)

= −div ĵzn (4)

where ~ has been set to 1, and

ĵzn+ 1

2

= ĵzn,n+1 = J(SxnS
y
n+1 − SynS

x
n+1) (5)
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while the second commutator can be obtained as:

− i [Szn, HA +HB] = − ̂zn+1 − ̂zn−1

2
= −div ̂zn

(6)
where

̂zn−1 = 2A(Sxn−2S
z
n−1S

y
n − Syn−2S

z
n−1S

x
n)

−2B(Sxn−2S
z
n−1S

x
n + Syn−2S

z
n−1S

y
n) (7)

Note the difference between the symbol ĵ rep-
resenting the spin current originating from the
two-spin interaction and the symbol ̂ representing
the spin current originating from the three-spin
interactions, e.g. in Eqs. 4 to 7. The electric
polarization operator P̂ y can therefore be written
as:

P̂ y = P̂ y1 +P̂
y
2 ; P̂

y
1 = −

∑

n

ĵzn+1; P̂
y
2 = −

∑

n

̂zn+1

(8)
Hence, the Hamiltonian in the presence of an

external electric field Ey (= E) along the y direc-
tion and a magnetic field hz along the z direction
is given as:

H = H0 − EP̂ y − hzS
z

=

N
∑

n=1

[J(SxnS
x
n+1 + SynS

y
n+1)

+E(SxnS
y
n+1 − SynS

x
n+1)− hzS

z
n

+(A− 2BE)(SxnS
z
n+1S

x
n+2 + SynS

z
n+1S

y
n+2)

+(B + 2AE)(SxnS
z
n+1S

y
n+2 − SynS

z
n+1S

x
n+2) ] (9)

Alternately, redefining A− 2BE as A and B+
2AE as B, we can express the Hamiltonian as:

H =

N−1
∑

n=1

(
1

2
J̃eiφ

1

S+
n S

−
n+1 + h.c)− hz

N
∑

n=1

Szn

+

N−1
∑

n=1

(
1

2
Ãeiφ

2

S+
n−1S

−
n+1 + h.c)Szn (10)

where J̃ =
√
J2 + E2, φ1 = tan−1 E

J , Ã =√
A2 +B2, φ2 = tan−1 B

A , and the operators S±
n

are defined as S±
n = Sxn ± iSyn, hence the absence

of boundary terms in the above equation.
It is useful to analyze the symmetries of the

Hamiltonian before studying the solutions[22].
Under a local rotation of the spin operators by

angle φn about the z axis, the spin operators
transform as:

S+
n → S′+

n = eiφnS+
n

S−
n → S′+

n = e−iφnS−
n

Szn → S′z
n = Szn (11)

and defining

ψn ≡ φn+1 − φn; θn ≡ φn+1 − φn−1, (12)

the Hamiltonian (Eq. 10) transforms as:

H =

N−1
∑

n=1

(
1

2
J̃ei(φ

1+ψn)S
′+
n S

′−
n+1 + h.c)− hz

N
∑

n=1

Szn

+

N−1
∑

n=1

(
1

2
Ãei(φ

2+θn)S+
n−1S

−
n+1 + h.c)Szn (13)

Thus, we can transform the J,E,A,B model
into one with modified parameters J ′, E′, A′, B′ by
the gauge rotation (Eq. 11). The hz term does not
change under the rotation. We consider now the
interdependence of E, A, and B through the gauge
symmetry defined above. It is useful to define some
specific cases of models of interest as:
(i) A = 0, B = 0 (JE model),
(ii) E = 0, B = 0 (JA model),
(iii) E = 0, A = 0 (JB model),
and (iv) E = 0, A,B 6= 0 (JAB model),which
corresponds to a model with no external fields:
hz, E = 0.

Starting from the JE model, we can elimi-
nate the DMI term or equivalently the phase φ1 in
Eq. 10 by a rotation of the spin operators about
the z axis by an angle φn = −nφ1 = −n tan−1 E

J
leading to a Hamiltonian with a modified Heisen-
berg exchange coupling J ′ =

√
J2 + E2. Starting

from the JA model, it is possible to eliminate
the three-spin A interaction term through a gauge
rotation of the spin operators about the z axis
by φn = nπ/4 and obtain a model with J ′, B′, E′

terms, where J ′ = 1√
2
J, E′ = − 1√

2
J, B′ = A.

Similarly, the J,B model can be rotated by a
gauge rotation φn = −nπ/4 into a J ′, A′, E′

model, where J ′ = 1√
2
J,E′ = − 1√

2
J,A′ =

1√
2
B. Consider now the JAB case where both

A and B are present but no E. Then φ1 = 0
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but φ2 = tan−1 B
A In this case we can elimi-

nate either A or B by a gauge rotation but at
the cost of introducing an E′. For example, we
can eliminate the phase φ2 or equivalently the B
term through a rotation of the spin operators by
φn = − 1

2nφ
2. But this rotation modifies the phase

φ1 to φ′1 = − 1
2φ

2. Thus the Hamiltonian gets
rotated into one with modified parameters: J ′ =
J cos

(

1
2 tan

−1 B
A

)

, E′ = −J sin
(

1
2 tan

−1 B
A

)

, A′ =√
A2 +B2, B′ = 0. Thus we can rotate into

a model with only J ′, E′, A′ terms. Similarly,
if we rotate the spin operators by φn =
− 1

2nφ
2 + nπ/4, then we can eliminate the A

term and obtain a Hamiltonian with modified
parameters: J ′ = J cos

(

π/4− 1
2 tan

−1 B
A

)

, E′ =

J sin
(

π/4− 1
2 tan

−1 B
A

)

, A′ = 0, B′ =
√
A2 +B2.

Thus we get a model with only J ′, E′, B′ terms.
Again, in both these cases, the E′ terms cannot be
further gauged away to get pure J,A or J,B mod-
els. We note here that E′ is not arbitrary but fixed
by the gauge transformation and cannot be further
gauged away. We emphasize here that the J,A,B
model cannot be transformed into pure J ′, A′ or
J ′, B′ models without any additional DMI term.
(For the sake of completeness, when we consider
the JEAB case, where there is an additional E
present, we can eliminate E by making the rota-
tion: φn = −nφ1 which transforms the model to
one with modified J,A,B terms. Or we can make
a rotation transformation like in cases (ii) and (iii)
and eliminate either A or B, in which case we end
up with modified J,B,E or J,A,E models.)

The Hamiltonian (Eq. 9) can be converted
into a fermionic tight binding Hamiltonian by a
Jordan-Wigner transformation of the spin opera-
tors:

cn ≡ exp

[

πi

n−1
∑

m=1

S+
mS

−
m

]

S−
n ;

c†n ≡ S+
n exp

[

−πi
n−1
∑

m=1

S+
mS

−
m

]

(14)

It follows that c†mcm = S+
mS

−
m leading to the

inverse transformations:

S−
n = exp

[

−πi
n−1
∑

m=1

c†mcm

]

cn;

S+
n = c†nexp

[

πi

n−1
∑

m=1

c†mcm

]

(15)

and the spin operator Szn is expressed as:

Szn = S+
n S

−
n − 1

2
= c†ncn − 1

2
(16)

Using these we convert the Hamiltonian (Eq. 9)
into a tight binding Hamiltonian for spinless
fermions with nearest neighbour (NN) and next
nearest neighbour (NNN) hopping:

H0 =

N
∑

n=1

[
J

2
(c†ncn+1 + c†n+1cn)− hz(c

†
ncn − 1

2
)

−E
2i
(c†ncn+1 − c†n+1cn)

− (A− 2BE)

4
(c†ncn+2 + c†n+2cn)

− i(B + 2AE)

4
(c†ncn+2 − c†n+2cn)] (17)

A subsequent Fourier transformation of the
fermion operators to momentum space (a is the
lattice constant) results in a diagonalized Hamil-
tonian for non-interacting spinless fermions:

H =
∑

k

(εk)c
†
kck +

Nhz
2

(18)

with the sum over the wave vectors k being
restricted to the first Brillouin zone: π/a ≤ k <
π/a. The single particle energies εk satisfy the
dispersion relation:

εk = −hz + ǫk

= −hz + J cos(ka)− E sin(ka)

−A− 2EB

2
cos(2ka) +

B + 2EA

2
sin(2ka) (19)

It can be seen from the above dispersion relation
that the three-spin exchange interactions and the
external electric field or the DMI, E, modify the
single particle excitation energy while the external
longitudinal magnetic field, hz, acts like a chem-
ical potential. In the thermodynamic limit (N →
∞), the ground state configuration of the system
has all k-states with εk ≤ 0 occupied, and those
with εk > 0 unoccupied. For a one-dimensional
system, the Fermi surface is zero-dimensional; the
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Fermi energy occurs at the points εk = 0 and the
wave-vectors, kF , at which the energy εk vanishes,
are the Fermi points.

The partition function for the non-interacting
fermion system is readily obtained as:

ZN(T,A,B, hz, E) = Tre−βH = e
Nhz

2kBT

∏

k

(1+e
−ε

k

kBT )

(20)
Henceforth, we set kB = 1 and the lattice constant
a = 1. The Helmholtz free energy per site is given
as:

fN(T,A,B, hz, E) ≡ − lim
N→∞

T lnZN (T,A,B, hz, E)

N

= const.+
1

2π

∫ π

−π
dk (εk + T lnnk) (21)

where nk ≡ 1/(eεk/T + 1) is the fermion occupa-
tion number which at T = 0, has the expectation
value 1 for the occupied states and 0 for the unoc-
cupied states. One can now calculate the various
thermodynamic quantities from the derivatives of
the free energy, e.g. the thermodynamic entropy
s(T,A,B, hz, E) per spin is obtained as

s(T,A,B, hz, E) ≡ −∂f(T,A,B, hz, E)

∂T

= − 1

2π

∫ π

−π
dk

(

lnnk +
εk
T
eεk/Tnk

)

(22)

In the rest of the chapter, we restrict to the case
where there are no external fields, i.e. hz = 0,
E = 0. We also discuss only the ground state
properties.

3 Ground state properties

3.1 Ground state phase diagram

In this section, we describe the various ground
state phases and their dependence on the three-
spin interactions A and B. The phase diagrams
for the case where only one of the three-spin
interactions is present have been discussed previ-
ously [20, 21]. We show here that presence of both
A and B types of three spin interactions leads to
qualitatively new physics. We show, in the upper
panel of Fig. 1, a schematic phase diagram for the
general case when both A and B are present. The
critical transition curve, denoted by C, identifies a

−4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3 4
B

−4

−3

−2

−1

0

1

2

3

4

A

SL1

SL2

C

(ii)(i)

(iii) (iv)

(a)

(b)
Fig. 1 (Upper panel) A schematic phase diagram mark-
ing the transition (critical curve C) between the two phases
SL1 and SL2. (Lower panel) The energy-dispersion ε

versus wave vector k in the presence of both three-spin
interactions. The subpanels (i),(ii),(iii) and (iv) of the
lower panel are dispersion plots at the corresponding points
marked in upper panel.

Lifshitz transition [25], characterized by a change
in the topology of the Fermi sea, and separating
two different phases Spin-liquid-I (SL1) and Spin-
liquid-II (SL2) in the B − A plane [20]. The SL1

phase is characterized by a simply connected 1d
Fermi sea, while the SL2 phase is characterized
by a 1d Fermi sea made of two disjoint pieces.
The boundaries of the Fermi sea are called Fermi
points. For the parameter regime A < Ac;B < Bc,
lying within the critical curve, there are two Fermi
points as shown through the plots for the energy-
momentum dispersion (Eq. 19 in subpanel (i)) of
the lower panel of Fig. 1 for representative val-
ues, while for the parameter region lying outside
the critical curve, there are four Fermi points as
can be seen from subpanel (iv) of the lower panel.
(In the case of a single three-spin interaction,
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the values of the Fermi points can be obtained
analytically[20, 21].)

Subpanels (ii) and (iii) show the dispersion at
points on the critical curve. It can also be seen
that when both A and B are non-zero, the disper-
sion is not invariant under parity. The Fermi sea is
a connected region for A < Ac, B < Bc, while for
A > Ac, B > Bc, the Fermi sea becomes discon-
nected into two separate pieces. A second order
QPT occurs at each critical point lying on the crit-
ical curve with the ground state stiffness showing
a divergence. The regions interior to the critical
curve (with two Fermi points) and exterior to the
critical curve (with four Fermi points) are both
gapless and believed to be described by conformal
field theories with central charge c = 1 and c = 2
respectively [20]. The spin correlation functions
have power law behaviour in both phases with dif-
fering exponents which depend now on both A and
B.

One can in fact obtain the ground state phase
diagram from the zero temperature thermody-
namic entropy. In the upper panel of Fig. 2, we
show the B −A dependence of the zero tempera-
ture thermodynamic entropy, s, per unit spin and
in panel (b) of the figure, we plot the B depen-
dence of the entropy for fixed A values, i.e. along
horizontal segments of the panel. We can see that
the entropy is maximum along the critical curve
C(Bc, Ac). C(Bc, Ac) is a nephroid, given by the
equation (B2

c + A2
c − 1)3 = 27A2

c/4. Further, we
observe that the critical curve or equivalently the
maximal entropy curve is not smooth at the points
where the global maxima occur; the curvature
diverges at these points. Also, we find the ratio
of the entropy at the non-smooth points (Ac = 0,
Bc = ±1) to that at other QCPs along the critical
curve C to be approximately 3 : 1 as can be seen
from the same figure panel.

In the next subsection we describe various
physical properties of the model, focussing on the
magnetization, electric polarization, scalar chiral-
ity and vector chirality properties.

3.2 Magnetization, electric

polarization, scalar chirality and

vector chirality

While collinear magnetically ordered phases
are typically characterized by the uniform or
staggered magnetization, several different order

−4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3 4
B

−4

−3

−2

−1

0

1

2

3

4

A

SL1

SL2

C(Bc, Ac)

s

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.06

0.07

0.08

0.09

s

(a)

 0

 0.02

 0.04

 0.06

 0.08

 0.1

-4 -3 -2 -1  0  1  2  3  4

s

B

A = 0.0
0.8
2.0

2.05
2.5

T = 0.01

(b)
Fig. 2 (a) The B − A dependence of the entropy, s. (b)
The B dependence of the entropy for different fixed values
of A. Comparing the height of the entropy peaks, the peak
height for Bc = ±1, Ac = 0 is approximately 0.1, whereas
at the QCP, say, at Bc = 0, Ac = 2.0, the peak height is
∼ 0.035.

parameters like the scalar chirality, vector chi-
rality, plaquette vector chirality etc. have been
introduced to describe noncollinear magnetically
ordered systems. We discuss in this subsection
the behaviour of the magnetization, electric polar-
ization, scalar chirality, vector chirality, plaquette
vector chirality etc. The (uniform) magnetization
per unit spin, Mz, can be obtained from the free
energy (Eq. 21) as:

Mz = lim
N→∞

1

N

N
∑

n=1

〈Szn〉

= −∂fN
∂hz

=
1

2π

∫ π

−π
dk

(

nk −
1

2

)

(23)

where we have suppressed the arguments of fN .
In Fig. 3(a), we show the A − B dependence of
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the magnetization. The behaviour of the magne-
tization as a function of A(B) for fixed values
of B(A) is shown in panels (b,c). It can be seen
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M
z
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 0.09

 0.12
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-Mz

B = 0.0
    1.0
    2.0
    3.0
    4.0

(b)

 0
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 0.06

 0.09
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-Mz

A = 0.0
    0.5
    1.0

    1.85
    1.9

    1.95
    2.0
    3.0
    4.0

(c)
Fig. 3 (a)The B−A-dependence of the magnetization per
spin Mz at T = 0.001. (b) The A-dependence of Mz for
different values of B, and (c) the B-dependence for dif-
ferent values of A, with T = 0.01 for both these panels.
We see that inside the SLI phase and in the vicinity of
its boundary, Mz is zero in the absence of A, but nonzero
otherwise.

from Fig. 3 that the magnetization vanishes if

A = 0. The maximum value of the magnetization
occurs along the critical curve C. The magne-
tization decays for very large A and B values.
For non-vanishing A, there is a finite magnetiza-
tion with a non-monotonic A dependence. In the
presence of a finite B, the magnitude of the mag-
netization decreases from that in the absence of B
as can be seen from Fig. 3(a,b). From the B depen-
dence of the magnetization shown in Fig. 3(c),
we can again see that the magnetization becomes
finite as soon asA is finite and then reaches a max-
imum at the critical value. We also note that the
magnetization is odd with respect to A and even
with respect to B.

We next study the chiral properties of the
model. The scalar chirality operator χ̂lmn is
defined as:

χ̂lmn = ~Sl.~Sm × ~Sn (24)

We also introduce the plaquette scalar chirality χ
defined as

χ = lim
N→∞

1

N

∑

n

〈χ̂n,n+1,n+2〉 (25)

and is given as:

χ = −OB(1− 4OJ) + 2jz(Mz − 2OA) (26)

where we have defined:

OJ =
1

2π

∫ π

−π
dk nk cos k; (27)

jz = − 1

2π

∫ π

−π
dk nk sin k (28)

and OA, OB are given as:

OB = lim
N→∞

1

N

∑

n

〈
(

Sxn−1S
z
nS

y
n+1 − Syn−1S

z
nS

x
n+1

)

〉

=
1

4π

∫ π

−π
dk nk sin 2k (29)

and

OA = lim
N→∞

1

N

∑

n

〈
(

Sxn−1S
z
nS

x
n+1 + Syn−1S

z
nS

y
n+1

)

〉

= − 1

4π

∫ π

−π
dk nk cos 2k (30)
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We plot the scalar chirality χ as a function of
B and A in Fig. 4. From Fig. 4(a) we can see that

−4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3 4
B

−4

−3

−2

−1

0

1

2

3

4

A

SL1

SL2

χ

−0.20

−0.15

−0.10

−0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

χ

(a)

(b)

(c)
Fig. 4 (a) The B − A-dependence of the scalar chirality
(T = 0.001). Scalar chirality as a function (b) of B for
different values of A, and (c) of A for different values of B,
both at T = 0.01.

the scalar chirality vanishes identically if B = 0. It
can be seen from Fig. 4(a, b) that in the absence
of A, for a finite B, χ vanishes in the SL1 phase,
i.e. when B < Bc, while for B > Bc, there is a

finite scalar chirality which saturates to a constant
value with increasing B. For non-vanishing A and
B, there is a finite scalar chirality even in the SL1

phase. A finite A value leads to a decrease in the
magnitude of the scalar chirality in the SL2 phase
as shown in Fig. 4(a,b,c).

We next define the vector chirality operator
K̂n,m as:

K̂n,m = ~Sn × ~Sm (31)

The z component of the NN vector chirality order
is defined as < Kz

n,n+1 >≡ 〈ĵz〉 = jz (Eq. 28).
The electric polarization P y (Eq. 8) is then given
as:

P y = −∂fN(T,A,B, hz, E)

∂E
= 〈P̂ y1 〉+ 〈P̂ y2 〉

where

〈P̂ y1 〉 = −Jjz; 〈P̂ y2 〉 = −2AOB + 2BOA (32)

Substituting the expressions for jz, OB andOA
in Eq. 3.2, we have

P y =
1

2π

∫ π

−π
dk nk (J sin k −A sin 2k −B cos 2k)

=
1

2π

∫

Λ

dk (J sin k −A sin 2k −B cos 2k) (33)

Here Λ is the momentum region enclosing
the occupied states, i.e. where εk < 0, and is
bounded by the Fermi points at which εk van-
ishes. Since the antiderivative of the integrand is
−J cos k + A

2 cos 2k − B
2 sin 2k = −εk, it vanishes

at the limits of integration (the Fermi points).
We thus observe that, in the absence of external
fields, the total polarization P y (Eq. 3.2) is zero
for any B and A, as also noted in Ref. [24].

However, there exists a parameter regime in
the A−B plane where 〈P̂ y1 〉 and 〈P̂ y2 〉 do not van-

ish individually, even though the total polarization
P y = 〈P̂ y1 〉 + 〈P̂ y2 〉 itself vanishes. The non-zero

spin current jz = 〈P̂ y1 〉 = −〈P̂ y2 〉 is related to the
existence of a vector chiral order. We describe now
the behaviour of the NN spin current jz as a func-
tion of A and B. In contrast to the behaviour of
the magnetization or the scalar chirality which is
finite for non-zero A(B) even when B(A) is zero,
jz vanishes when either A or B is zero. This can
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be seen from Fig. 5(a) where we show the depen-
dence of the NN spin current on the values of B
and A. However, when both A and B are non-zero,
there is a finite NN vector chirality for a range of
parameters as can be seen from Fig. 5. The spin
current shows a non-monotonic A and B depen-
dence, going to a maximum along the critical curve
(except when A = 0 or B = 0). Again, for large
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(c)
Fig. 5 (a) The B −A dependence of the NN spin current
jz, with T = 0.001. The spin current as a function of (b)
B for different values of A (c) A for different values of B,
both at T = 0.01.

values of B and A, the spin current vanishes. The
spin current is odd with respect to both B and A.
Thus, as seen from the figures above, there exists
a parameter regime in the A−B plane where, even
though P y itself vanishes, jz does not vanish. This
signifies the existence of a vector chiral order.

We also find interesting extended chiral order.
We define the z-component of the next-nearest-
neighbour vector chirality jzNNN as:

jzNNN ≡< Kz
n+2,n >= −4[jzOJ +mzOB ] (34)

We show the B − A dependence of jzNNN in
Fig. 6(a). jzNNN shows a similar behaviour as jz,
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(b)
Fig. 6 BA-dependence of (a) the next-nearest neighbour
spin-current jz

NNN
, and (b) the plaquette vector chirality

Xz , both at T = 0.001.

in that it vanishes unless both A and B are non-
zero as can be seen from the figure. In general,
it has a non-monotonic B −A dependence. jzNNN
vanishes as B and A become very large. We note
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here that such a NNN spin current arises only
due to the presence of the higher order three-spin
interactions.

We next introduce the plaquette vector chiral-
ity as:

~X = lim
N→∞

1

N

∑

n

〈( ~Kn,n+1+ ~Kn+1,n+2+ ~Kn+2,n)〉

(35)
The z component of the plaquette vector chirality,
Xz, can be easily seen to be given as:

Xz = 2jz + jzNNN (36)

We plot the plaquette vector chirality Xz as func-
tion of A and B in Fig. 6(b). Again, unlike the
behaviour of the magnetization or the scalar chi-
rality which is finite for non-zero A(B) even when
B(A) is 0, the plaquette vector chirality vanishes
when either A or B is zero. However, when both
A and B are non-zero, then we find that there is
a finite plaquette vector chirality for a range of
parameters as can be seen from the figure. Thus,
we find interesting behaviour that when both A
and B are present, there is an additional pla-
quette vector chiral order for a certain parameter
regime in the A − B plane. The non-vanishing
of the vector chiral order Xz is due to the non-
vanishing of both the NN and NNN spin currents.
We can therefore identify this regime as a phase
with circulating chiral spin currents in the trian-
gular plaquettes n, n+1, n+2 as shown in Fig. 7.
We can also check that the sign of the circulating
current is opposite in adjacent plaquettes. Such

n

n + 1

n + 2

Fig. 7 Schematic depiction of plaquettes and the associ-
ated sense of the spin current.

circulating orbital spin currents arise due to the
noncollinear ordering of the spins at the lattice
sites n, n+ 1, n+ 2.

We argue that analogous to charge cur-
rent loops giving rise to orbital magnetic dipole
moments, the orbital spin currents give rise to
orbital electric dipole moments or an electric flux
through each plaquette and therefore such a phase

gives rise to orbital anti-ferroelectricity (due to
opposite signs of the electric flux in adjacent pla-
quettes) in the one-dimensional system. Thus we
find that even in the absence of any external fields,
a spontaneous orbital anti-ferroelectricity arises
when both A and B are present. The emergence
of such a novel orbital electric flux phase is due to
the chiral non-coplanar spin structure. It is quan-
tified by both a non-zero plaquette scalar chirality
and a persistent chiral spin current loop or the
non-zero plaquette vector chirality (which occurs
due to a non-zero NN spin current and a non-zero
NNN spin current).

We can understand the existence of this novel
phase using the fermionic picture. The presence
of two-spin and three-spin interactions imply in
the equivalent fermion model, the presence of the
NN and NNN hopping with the NNN hopping
strength becoming complex (with a non-zero real
part) when both types (XZX+Y ZY and XZY −
Y ZY ) of three-spin interactions are present. Non-
trivial closed loops connecting NN and NNN sites
or a non-trivial topological connectivity arises
because of the complex higher range interaction
(schematically shown in Fig. 7). This non-trivial
topological connectivity gives rise to a higher
dimensional toroidal order. The toroidal order of
this novel phase can be characterized by a scalar
toroidal order parameter and a vector toroidal
order parameter. The scalar toroidal parameter is
defined as τS = χMz; from the behaviour of χ and
Mz, we can see that τS is either positive or neg-
ative depending on the relative signs of A and B.
Defining the vector toroidal moment ~τ = ~P1 × ~M ,
we can further characterize the phase by a vec-
tor toroidal order parameter τV = P y1M

z along
the x-direction. Thus, a higher dimensional non-
trivial magnetoelectric order emerges even though
the model itself is one-dimensional. Such a con-
nection between higher range interactions and
higher dimensionality was noted in Ref. [26]. We
do not discuss this here but one can also show
that the various orders can be tuned by external
electric and magnetic fields as discussed earlier in
Refs. [12, 13]. We again mention here that the
existence of a non-trivial MEE and the tunabil-
ity of magnetization by external electric fields in
the JAE model was discussed in Ref. [24]. We
emphasize however that the novel orbital antifer-
roelectricity in the absence of external fields that
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we discuss in this paper has not been reported ear-
lier. In the next section, we describe the non-trivial
topological properties of the model by a study of
the entanglement entropy.

4 Entanglement entropy and
topological order

In the conventional approach to the study of QPT,
the focus is on studying how local observables
change across the QPT and identifying a non-
trivial local order associated with the change of
symmetry across the QPT. The discovery that dis-
tinct phases of matter can occur without change in
symmetry has led to a more general notion of order
associated with the global topology of the ground
state wave functions. The QPT which occurs in
the model considered above is one such example
of a QPT where no change of symmetry occurs
across the QPT. The two phases SL1 and SL2

are both gapless; however they are distinct even
though there is no change of symmetry across the
QPT. As pointed out earlier, at long wavelengths,
the two phases are believed to be described by
two CFTs with central charge c = 1 and c = 2
respectively. The central charge c is a universal
number characterizing the CFT and can be loosely
thought of therefore as a non-trivial order param-
eter characterizing the two phases. What clearly
changes across the QPT is the number of Fermi
points. The change in the Fermi sea topology
across the transition makes this a so-called Lif-
shitz transition[25]. The ‘connectedness’ property
of the Fermi sea is the most obvious topological
invariant that distinguishes the two phases across
the Lifshitz transition. As shown in Sec. 3.1, the
SL1 phase corresponds to a phase with two Fermi
points and a single ‘connected’ Fermi sea while the
SL2 phase corresponds to that with four Fermi
points and a ‘disconnected’ Fermi sea with two
disjoint pieces. The QPT thus ought to be charac-
terised by an order parameter that captures this
change in Fermi sea topology[22]. In the following,
we make an attempt to capture the change in the
Fermi sea topology by studying the behaviour of
two non-local quantities, namely (i) the new occu-
pied k-space volume that gets opened up due to
the emergence of additional Fermi points and (ii)
the entanglement entropy, and probe how these
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(b)
Fig. 8 (a) Increase in size of the new “piece” of k-space,
∆k, beyond the Lifshitz transition in the presence of both
B and A. The black region in the second panel denotes
the situation where the Fermi sea is simply connected. (b)
Square-root dependence of ∆k on the three-spin interaction
strength.

quantities behave as a function of the three-spin
coupling strengths A and B.

We begin by studying the behaviour of the
new occupied region (volume of k-space) which
emerges in the SL2 phase due to the additional
Fermi points. In Fig. 8(a), we plot the B − A
dependence of size (length) of the new piece ∆k
of the Fermi sea. ∆k is zero in the SL1 phase (the
black region). It becomes finite as we cross into the
SL2 phase. Near the QCP, ∆k shows a square root
dependence on the three-spin coupling strengths.
The non-analytic square root behaviour can be see
explicitly in panel (b) where we plot ∆k for the
cases B = 0 and A = 0. (In the latter case, we
have plotted ∆k scaled suitably.) ∆k saturates to
the value π/2 for very large A,B.

Another non-trivial quantity which has been
used as a diagnostic to detect non-trivial topologi-
cal order in gapless phases is the the entanglement
entropy (EE). The properties of entanglement
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entropy in one-dimensional conformal field theo-
ries (CFT) has been studied for a very long time
now. The EE of a one-dimensional CFT with
central charge c has the feature of universal scal-
ing behaviour. For a system of non-interacting
fermions, the entanglement entropy of a block of
fermions in a region of size l is given as:

S(l) = −Tr [M lnM + (1−M)ln(1 −M)] (37)

where the matrix of fermionic correlations, M is
defined as [27]:

Mij(l) = 〈c†i cj〉 =
1

2π

∫ π

−π
dk nke

−ik(i−j) (38)

Here l is the length of the subsystem (the number
of sites) selected from inside the long chain. In the
absence of three-spin interactions, the EE for long
subsystem sizes l → ∞ has been shown to be of
the form[28]:

S(l) ∼ m

3
ln(l) + constant (39)

where m, the prefactor of the leading logarith-
mic term is half the number of Fermi points and
determines the central charge of the underlying
CFT.

                   S(l)
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Fig. 9 The B − A-dependence of entanglement entropy
for a subsystem of 11 sites.

In Fig. 9, we show the A − B-dependence of
S(l). A dramatic rise in S(l) is observed inside
the SL2 phase, in the vicinity of the critical curve
that demarcates the transition between phases
SL1 and SL2. The rate of rise in the SL1 and SL2

phases is different. The change in S(l) with three-
spin coupling strength is more or less regular in the
SL1 phase, while in the SL2 phase, the EE rises
and saturates for very large coupling strengths.

This can be seen better from Fig. 10 where we
show the dependence of the EE on the three-spin
couplings for different lengths.

The magnitude of the EE changes with
length, but some common qualitative features are
observed. For the pure A case (Fig. 10(a)), the EE
decreases for A < Ac ≈ 2, with very small but
constant slope, shows an abrupt jump at A = Ac
and then saturates to a constant value for large A
(different for different lengths). The abrupt jump
marks the Lifshitz transition [29], separating the
phases with different Fermi sea topologies. For
the pure B case shown in Fig. 10(b), it can be
seen that the magnitude of the EE shows a more
marked length dependence compared to that for
the pure A case. But again, some common fea-
tures are observed. For B < Bc ≈ 1.0, EE is
a length-dependent constant (although not seen
very clearly in the figure shown due to the scale),
independent of B unlike that for the pure A
case where there was a small negative slope. At
B = Bc, there is a jump in the EE indicating the
Lifshitz transition. For large values of B beyond
Bc, the EE becomes flatter and tends towards a
saturation value.

In Fig. 10(c), we plot the B-dependence of
EE for a nonzero fixed value of A for different
subsystem lengths l = 5, 20, 50. The EE again
shows abrupt change in the value at the critical
coupling value where the QPT occurs. It can be
seen from the plot that S(l) shows a nontrivial
B-dependence inside the SL1 phase unlike that
for the pure A or pure B cases. One finds that
for B < Bc, the EE now shows an approximately
linear increase with B, with the rate of increase
increasing with subsystem length. For B > Bc the
behaviour of the EE is qualitatively similar to that
for the pure B case. In Fig. 10(d), we plot the A-
dependence of EE for a nonzero fixed value of B.
Again, one can see that the EE has a non-trivial
non-linear A dependence in the SL1 phase.

We mention here that that the EE for the case
of a pure three-spin interaction of the XZX +
Y ZY type was computed and shown to fit to a



Springer Nature 2021 LATEX template

14 Orbital antiferroelectricity and higher dimensional magnetoeletric order in a spin chain

 1

 1.5

 2

 2.5

 3

 3.5

 4

 0  1  2  3  4  5  6  7

S(
l)

A

B = 0.0

l = 5
  11
  20
  50

(a)

 0

 5

 10

 15

 20

 25

 30

 35

 0  2  4  6  8  10

S(
l)

B

A = 0.0

l = 5
  11
  20
   50

(b)

 0

 5

 10

 15

 20

 25

 30

 35

 0  2  4  6  8  10

S(
l)

B

(A = 1.0)

l = 5
  20
  50

(c)

 1.5

 2.5

 3.5

 4.5

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5
 1.5

 2.5

 3.5

 4.5

 0  0.5  1  1.5  2  2.5

S(l) S(l)

A

B

B=0.8
A=1.0

(d)
Fig. 10 Dependence of EE (a) on B (A = 0), (b) on A (B = 0), and (c) on B (A = 1.0)), all plotted for different lengths.
Abrupt jumps are observed at the critical points marking the Lifshitz transition. (d) A- and B-dependence of entanglement
entropy for subsystem size l = 11, in the presence of the other 3-spin coupling. There is a nontrivial B-dependence of S(l)
in the SL1 phase in the presence of A.

form[29, 30]:

S(l) = α(A)
1

3
ln(l) + b(A) (40)

In particular, it was shown that for large subsys-
tem sizes, the prefactor α(A) jumps from the value
1 to the value 2 across the QCP indicating the
change in the central charge from c = 1 to c = 2
across the Lifshitz transition.

5 Conclusion

In conclusion, we have studied the spin-1/2 XX
model extended by the three-spin interactions
of the XZX + Y ZY and XZY − Y ZX types
and described its exotic physical properties when
both kinds of three spin interactions are taken
into account. We solved the model exactly and
obtained the ground state phase diagram as a
function of the two three-spin coupling strengths.
An intriguing observation that we made in this

context is that the critical curve corresponding to
the maximal entropy curve is not smooth at the
points where the global maximum of the entropy
occurs; the curvature diverges at these points. We
showed that even in the absence of external elec-

tric and magnetic fields there is a phase which
exhibits spontaneous magneto-electric order when
both XZX + Y ZY and XZY − Y ZX types of
interaction are present. Specifically, in this regime,
we showed the existence of a non-zero magneti-
zation as well as scalar and vector chiral orders.
Further, we showed the existence of a plaquette
vector chirality or in other words circulating chiral
spin current loops in the plaquettes n, n + 1, n +
2 with the sense of the current being opposite
in adjacent plaquettes. Analogous to charge cur-
rent loops giving rise to orbital magnetic dipole
moments, the circulating spin current loops give
rise to orbital electric dipole moments. This gives
rise to a novel orbital antiferroelectricity. We char-
acterize this phase by a scalar and vector toroidal
order. This new phase with higher dimensional
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order arises because of the non-trivial topolog-
ical connectivity resulting from the presence of
both the three-spin interactions. We also studied
the non-trivial topological properties by study-
ing the the entanglement properties of the model.
We observe an interesting nontrivial dependence
of the entanglement entropy on the strength of
the XZY − Y ZX interaction in the presence of
XZX + Y ZY interaction.

We also mention here that there is a lot of
experimental interest in the study of models with
higher-order multilinear spin interactions [31].
Three-spin interactions have been shown to be
experimentally accessible in cold atom set-ups
coupled with optical lattices [32]. Appropriate
tuning of the couplings in such set-ups allows for
the free variation of the multi-spin terms in the
corresponding Hamiltonian. The nontrivial topo-
logical connectivity that arises in our model due
to higher-order spin interactions is an example of
synthetic dimensionality that can be realized in
cold atom experiments which use ultrafast peri-
odic driving [26, 33]. Recently, it has been shown
that a three-spin scalar-chiral interaction, which
can be either topology-induced or induced by spin-
orbit coupling, can by itself lead to stabilization
of noncollinear magnetic textures in some mate-
rials [34]. We expect our study to prove useful in
these contexts.
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