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Using Quantum Monte Carlo simulations, we study spin-1/2 diagonal ladders coupled by fer-
romagnetic Heisenberg interactions. The model can also be viewed as usual ladders with ferro-
magnetic rung couplings coupled by antiferromagnetic diagonal couplings. We find that the model
hosts a striped magnetic ordered phase and two topological nontrivial Haldane phases, separated
by two quantum critical points. We show that the two quantum critical points are all in the three-
dimensional O(3) universality class irrelevant to the topological properties of the Haldane phases.
The properties of the surface formed by ladder ends in the two Haldane phases are studied. We
find that the surface states are both gapless due to the symmetry-protected topological bulk states.
We further demonstrate that extraordinary surface critical behaviors are realized at both critical
points on such gapless surfaces without enhancing the surface coupling. Notably, the surface is not
expected to be ordered in the three-dimensional classical O(3) critical point, suggesting that the
topological properties of the Haldane phases are responsible for such surface critical behavior.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson paradigm, phases of
matter are characterized by symmetry[1]. The universal-
ity class (UC) of a critical point separating two phases is
determined by the difference of symmetries on either side
of the critical point and the dimensions of the system[2].
When a surface presents, the local environment near the
boundary is different from the deep inside the bulk of the
system; However, the divergence of correlation length at
a critical point makes the influence of boundaries more
pronounced; therefore, physical quantities measured on
the surface also show universal behavior, which is called
surface critical behavior (SCB)[3].

From the classical picture, there are ordinary, special,
and extraordinary SCBs [4–6]. The singularities of the
ordinary SCB is purely induced by the bulk criticality
when the surface orders simultaneously with the bulk.
In the case that the surface couplings are sufficiently en-
hanced, the surface may order in advance of the bulk
when the temperature is lowered. The ordered surface
exhibits extra singularities at the bulk transition point.
This is called the extraordinary SCB. The special SCB
is a multicritical point between the ordinary and the ex-
traordinary transitions. For the three-dimensional (3D)
model with continuous symmetry, extraordinary SCB
does not apply since it’s not possible to have an ordered
two-dimensional (2D) surface. Recent research discov-
ered that the surface exhibits an extraordinary-log SCB
with sufficiently enhanced surface couplings at the criti-
cal point of the 3D O(N ≥ 2) UC [7–12]. Based on the
mapping between a d-dimensional quantum system and a
(d+ 1)-dimensional classical system, this general picture
of SCBs should apply to a quantum critical point (QCP).
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However, distinct topologically ordered quantum
phases that cannot be distinguished by symmetry were
discovered since the study of the fractional quantum Hall
effect. One class of such phases has symmetry-protected
topological (SPT) order, which cannot be mapped to a
product state if only symmetric perturbations are allowed
[13–15]. The symmetries of the perturbations are called
the protecting symmetries. The spin-1 Haldane chain
[16, 17] is the first example of such a system. SPT phases
are often characterized by a gap separating excitations
from the ground state in bulk and the presence of gap-
less or degenerate edge modes. This connection between
bulk and edge properties, known as bulk-edge correspon-
dence, is due to the topology of the state.

Now consider a critical point separating an SPT phase
with a symmetry G and a phase with symmetry sponta-
neously broken to H in d dimensions. We may ask the
question: Does the topological order affect the UC of the
critical point, which, according to the Landau-Ginzburg-
Wilson paradigm, should be determined by the difference
of G and H and the dimensionality d? Does the surface
state of the SPT phase affect the SCBs associated with
the critical point?

These questions have attracted recent
investigations[18–20]. For the models studied pre-
viously, it was shown that the topological order does not
affect the UC of the critical point. However, the gapless
edge modes of the SPT phases studied previously, when
merging with the bulk critical mode, lead to “nonordi-
nary” SCBs at the (2 + 1)-D O(3) bulk critical point,
which is unexpected according to the quantum-classical
correspondence. Interestingly, nonordinary SCBs char-
acterized by similar critical exponents are also found
unexpectedly at the (2 + 1)-D O(3) quantum critical
point separating topological trivial product states and
the symmetry broken phase[20–23], where the surface
formed by the dangling spin chain weakly coupled to the
bulk at the product state is also gapless according to the
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Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem [24]. The two nonordinary
SCBs both have purely quantum but different origins.

In one of these papers [20], we studied the coupled
diagonal ladders (CDLs) model, which is constructed
by coupling the spin-1/2 diagonal ladders [25] antifer-
romagnetically (AF) to form a 2D lattice, as illustrated
in Fig. 1(a) with J⊥ > 0. In nature, there are materi-
als described by quasi-one-dimensional spin-1 chains or
spin ladders[26, 27]. The diagonal ladder is the compos-
ite spin representation of a spin-1 Haldane chain, in the
sense that the low-energy spectra of the two systems are
identical[25]. When the ladders are weak AF coupled,
the ground state is a 2D SPT Haldane phase (DHAF)
[28]. We showed that the critical point separating the
topological nontrivial phase and the Néel phase is in the
(2+1)-d O(3) universality class, the same as that sepa-
rating the topological trivial rung singlet (RS) phase and
the Néel phase, see Fig. 2(a). At the QCP from the SPT
Haldane phase to the Néel phase, we found nonordinary
SCBs on the surface formed by the ends of ladders, which
is attributed to the gapless edge mode of the SPT phase.

The system can also be viewed as usual two-leg ladders
with antiferromagnetic rung couplings J⊥ that are cou-
pled by diagonal AF bonds, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b).
Both the diagonal ladder and the usual ladder have short-
ranged valence bond (VB) ground states but with differ-
ent topologies, which are defined by the parity of the
number of VBs crossing an arbitrary line vertical to the
ladder. The ground state of the diagonal ladder is odd,
which has spin-1/2’s localized at the ends of the ladder
for open boundaries, but that of the usual ladder with
AF rung couplings is even, which does not have spin-
1/2’s localized at the ends. This explains the RS phase
does not have a gapless edge mode at the ends of the
ladders while the DHAF phase has.

A natural question arises: what are the properties
of the phase that diagonal ladders are ferromagnetically
(FM) coupled, i.e., J⊥ < 0 in Fig. 1(a); or, equivalently,
what are the properties of the phase that usual ladders
with FM rung couplings (FM usual ladder with J⊥ < 0)
are diagonally AF coupled, illustrated in Fig. 1(b)?

Let us start with two limits: first, the FM usual ladders
are weakly AF coupled, i.e., 0 < J1 � 1. Note that the
usual ladder with FM rungs behaves like a spin-1 chain,
and its VB ground state is odd [25]. The ground state
should be a 2D SPT Haldane phase [19, 28] since the
couplings between ladders are weak. However, the spins
here are diagonally coupled, which may be considered
having effective FM couplings between two neighboring
spins in different ladders, thus may lead to different prop-
erties from the DHAF phase, reflected in the edge modes
due to the bulk-edge correspondence. This phase is re-
ferred to as the usual ladder Haldane (UH) phase (See
Fig. 2(b)). Second, the diagonal ladders are weakly FM
coupled, i.e., |J⊥| � 1; Again, we expect the ground
state to be a 2D SPT Haldane phase but equivalent to
FM coupled spin-1 chains. The FM coupling may lead
to different properties from the DHAF phase, especially

with different edge modes. We refer to this phase as
the FM-coupled diagonal ladder Haldane (DHFM) phase
(See Fig. 2(a)).

When the strength of the couplings between J1 and
J⊥ are comparable, it is natural to expect the system to
transfer to a magnetically ordered striped phase. We,
therefore, expect the phase diagrams sketched in Fig.
2. It is then valuable to check whether the transitions
from the two SPT Haldane phases to the striped phase
still obey the Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson paradigm. Sup-
pose the two SPT Haldane phases are topologically dif-
ferent from the DHAF phase studied in [20]; we then ask
whether the new SPTs induce different SCBs at the crit-
ical points, considering the bulk-edge correspondence.

In this work, we answer these questions using unbiased
quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) simulations [29, 30]. We
prove numerically the presence of the magnetically or-
dered striped phase and the existence of two quantum
critical points; one is between the striped phase and the
SPT DHFM phase, and the other is between the striped
phase and the SPT UH phase. The critical exponents
associated with the two QCPs are determined, showing
that they all belong to the (2+1)-D O(3) universality
class; this fact reveals that the topological properties of
the phases are irrelevant. We then show that both SPT
phases have gapless edge modes on the surfaces formed
by the ends of the ladders. We further demonstrate that
extraordinary SCBs are realized at the two bulk critical
points on the gapless surfaces without enhancing surface
couplings, instead of the nonordinary SCB found at the
DHAF and Néel QCP in the AF-coupled diagonal lad-
ders. This finding reveals that the SPT UH phase and
the SPT DHFM phase are topologically different from
the SPT DHAF phase according to the bulk-edge corre-
spondence.

The paper is organized as follows: We describe the
model and methods in Sec. II. Sec. III presents results
of the bulk phase transitions and surface properties of
the SPT phase. We show detailed analyses of the surface
critical behaviors in Sec. IV, then conclude in Sec. V.

II. MODELS AND METHODS

We study the spin-1/2 Heisenberg model on coupled
diagonal ladders; see Fig. 1(a). The system can also be
viewed as coupled usual ladders, as shown in Fig. 1(b).
For convenience, we write the Hamiltonian in terms of
coupled diagonal ladders:

H =
∑
j=0

Hj + J⊥
∑
i,j=0

Si,2j+1 · Si,2(j+1), (1)
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(b)(a)

FIG. 1. The two-dimensional coupled diagonal ladders. The
lattice is bipartite with sublattices A (yellow circles) and B
(blue circles). (a) Periodic boundary conditions are applied
in x and y directions. A diagonal ladder is shown inside the
dashed rectangular box. (b) Periodic boundary conditions are
applied in y direction, while open boundaries are applied in x
direction to expose surfaces. Open circles denote spins on the
surfaces. A usual ladder is shown inside the dashed rectangu-
lar box. The inter-diagonal-ladder couplings, or equivalently,
the rung couplings of the usual ladders, J⊥ are indicated by
blue lines, inter-usual-ladder couplings J1 by thin red lines,
and the couplings J > 0 by thick red lines.

UH Striped(b)

DHFM(a) Striped AF RSDHAF

FIG. 2. Phase diagrams for (a)J1 = 1 and (b) J⊥ =
−1, respectively. (a) The FM-coupled diagonal-ladder Hal-
dane phase (DHFM) and the striped magnetic order phase
(Striped) are separated by the QCP J⊥c in the region of
J⊥ < 0. The AF-coupled diagonal-ladder Haldane phase
(DHAF), the antiferromagnetic phase (AF), and the rung sin-
gle phase (RS) are separated by two QCPs J⊥1c and J⊥2c in
the region of J⊥ > 0. (b) The usual-ladder Haldane phase
(UH) and striped magnetic order phase (Striped) are sepa-
rated by the QCP J1c. A cartoon of a representative ground
state is graphed in each phase. The red and black solid circles
in the striped phase and AF phase represent the orientation
of spins. Thick-red lines denote spin singlets. The circles in
the Haldane phases indicate that two spin-1/2 form a spin-
1. The | and × in the Haldane phases represent the ways of
ladder coupling.

where the first sum is over the diagonal ladders with Hj

describing the j-th ladder written as follows

Hj = J
∑
l=0,1

∑
i

Si,2j+l · Si+1,2j+l

+ J1
∑
i

[Si,2j · Si+1,2j+1 + Si,2j+1 · Si+1,2j ],
(2)

where l = 0, 1 denote two legs of the j-th diagonal lad-
der, J > 0 and J1 > 0 are intra-diagonal-ladder Heisen-
berg exchange interactions. The second sum describes
the coupling of the neighboring ladders with the inter-
diagonal-ladder couplings J⊥. In terms of coupled usual
ladders, J and J⊥ are intra-usual-ladder Heisenberg ex-
change interactions, and J1 is inter-usual-ladder cou-
plings. In this work, we restrict to the ferromagnetic
case J⊥ < 0 and set J = 1 to fix the energy scale.

The lattice is bipartite, and the ferromagnetic cou-
plings J⊥ do not introduce magnetic frustration; there-
fore, the model can be studied using QMC simulations.
In this work, we use the stochastic series expansion (SSE)
quantum Monte Carlo simulations with the loop update
algorithm [29, 30] to study the bulk and surface critical
behaviors of the model. Periodic boundary conditions ap-
plied in both x and y lattice directions are used to study
bulk phase transitions. When the surface states and
surface critical behaviors are studied, periodic boundary
conditions are applied along the y direction, and open
boundary conditions are used along the x direction to
expose the surfaces, as shown in Fig. 1(b).

In our simulations, we have reached linear size up to
L = 128. The inverse temperature scales as β = 2L,
considering the dynamic critical exponent z = 1 for the
two critical points studied. Typically 108 Monte Carlo
samples are taken for each set of parameters.

III. BULK RESULTS

A. symmetry breaking phase and associated bulk
phase transitions

We study several physical quantities to investigate the
bulk symmetry-breaking phase and related phase transi-
tions. In a striped magnetic phase, the spin rotational
symmetry is spontaneously broken. The striped magne-
tization is used to describe this order,

mz
s(L) =

1

L2

∑
i

(−1)ixSzi , (3)

where ix = 1, 2, ..., L is the x coordinate of the spin i.
The Binder cumulant U2 [31, 32] is defined basing on mz

s

U2(L) =
5

6

(
3− 〈m

z
s(L)4〉

〈mz
s(L)2〉2

)
. (4)

U2(L) converging to 1 with increasing system size indi-
cates the existence of the striped magnetic order while
tending to zero with increasing system size implies that
the system is in the magnetically disordered phase. At
the critical point, U2(L) is dimensionless, thus, converges
to a constant.

The mean spin stiffness ρs(L) over the x and y direc-
tions is calculated through the fluctuations of the winding
number of spin transporting [33, 34]. Similar to Binder
cumulant U2, ρs is none zero if the state is magnetically
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FIG. 3. Binder cumulant U2 and spin stiffness multiplied by
the system size ρsL versus J⊥ or J1 for different system sizes.
Error bars are much smaller than the symbols. (a) and (b)
shows results near the critical point J⊥c for setting J1 = 1.
(c) and (d) shows results near critical point J1c for setting
J⊥ = −1.

ordered and goes to zero in the magnetically disordered
phase. The size dependence of ρs(L) exactly at a QCP
is expected to be [35]

ρs(L) ∼ L2−(d+z), (5)

with z = 1 the dynamic exponent and d = 2 the di-
mensions of the model. Thus, ρs(L)L is expected to be
dimensionless at the critical point.

We plot ρs(L)L and U2(L) as functions of J⊥ or J1 for
different system sizes in Fig. 3. Since U2(L) and ρs(L)L
are dimensionless at a QCP, the crossings of curves for
different sizes roughly indicate the transition point. Ap-
parently, the model is in the striped state when J⊥ is
less than -0.18 for the setting J1 = 1, or when J1 is
larger than 0.024 for the setting J⊥ = −1.

We adopt the standard (L, 2L) crossing analysis for
U2(L) and ρs(L)L curves to estimate the critical point
and critical properties; see, e.g., the supplemental mate-
rials of [36]. Let Q label U2 or ρsL, we define the finite-

size estimator of the critical point J
(Q)
c (L) as the crossing

point of Q curves for L and 2L, which drifts toward the

critical point Jc in the following way

J (Q)
c (L) = Jc + aL−1/ν−ω + · · · , (6)

where ν is the correlation length exponent, ω > 0 is an
effective exponent for corrections to scaling, and a is an

unknown constant. At the crossing point J
(Q)
c (L), the

finite-size estimator of exponent ν is defined as follows

1

ν(Q)(L)
=

1

ln 2
ln

(
s(Q)(2L)

s(Q)(L)

)
, (7)

where s(Q)(L) is the slope of the curve Q(L) at J
(Q)
c (L).

This estimator approaches the exponent ν at the speed
L−ω;

ν(Q)(L) = ν + bL−ω + · · · , (8)

with b an unknown constant.
The analyses basing on U2 and ρsL yield consistent

estimates of Jc and ν within error bars. The results
with higher accuracy are selected as the final results and
listed in Table I. In particular, the final estimates of the
two critical points are (J⊥ = −1, J1c = 0.02482(2)) and
(J⊥c = −0.18271(6), J1 = 1).
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42 56 72 100

S
(π
,0
)/
L
2
,C

(L
/2
,L

/2
)

L

J1c, C
J⊥c, C

J1c, S/L
2

J⊥c, S/L
2

FIG. 4. C(L/2, L/2) and S(π, 0)/L2 versus system size L at
the quantum critical points (−1, J1c) and (J⊥c, 1) on a log-log
scale. Error bars are much smaller than the symbols.

To further determine the universal properties of the
two critical points, we then calculate the static spin struc-
ture factor and the spin correlation at the longest dis-
tance in a finite system at the two estimated critical
points (J⊥c, J1 = 1) and (J⊥ = −1, J1c).

The two quantities are defined based on the spin cor-
relation function

C(rij) = 〈Szi Szj 〉, (9)

where rij is the vector from site i to j. The static spin
structure factor at wave vector (π, 0) is used to describe
the striped order, which is defined as follows

S(π, 0) =
∑
rij

(−1)ix−jxC(rij), (10)
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TABLE I. Bulk critical points and exponents. Reduced χ2 (R-χ2 = χ2/d.o.f) and p-value of χ2 (P-χ2) are listed below the
corresponding exponents. The universal exponents obtained by field theory (FT) and by Monte Carlo simulations (MC) on the
3D classical O(3) model are also listed for comparison.

Jc(U2) Jc(ρsL) ν(U2) ν(ρsL) η yh
J⊥c -0.18271(6) -0.185(3) 0.72(5) 0.70(1) 0.0350(6) 2.483(2)
R/P-χ2 0.86/0.46 0.58/0.63 0.50/0.74 1.09/0.36 0.51/0.90 1.5/0.12
J1c 0.02482(2) 0.025(2) 0.73(4) 0.70(3) 0.035(14) 2.483(2)
R/P-χ2 0.46/0.63 0.31/0.74 0.66/0.57 0.36/0.88 0.90/0.55 1.23/0.27
FT[37] 0.7073(35) 0.0355(25)
MC[38] 0.7117(5) 0.0378(3)

where ix, jx = 1, 2, ..., L are the x coordinate of the
spin i and j, respectively. The spin correlation function
C(L/2, L/2) averages C(rij) between two spins i and j
at the longest distance rij = (L/2, L/2).

Using S(π, 0) and C(L/2, L/2), we extract the scaling
dimension yh of the striped magnetic field h conjugat-
ing to the striped magnetization mz

s and the anomalous
dimension η.

At a QCP, S(π, 0) and C(L/2, L/2) satisfy the follow-
ing finite-size scaling forms

S(π, 0)/L2 ∼ L−2(d+z−yh)(1 + b1L
−ω1), (11)

and

C(L/2, L/2) ∼ L−(d+z−2+η)(1 + b2L
−ω2), (12)

respectively, in which d = 2 is the spatial dimension,
z = 1 is the dynamical critical exponent. ω1 and ω2 are
the effective exponents for corrections to scaling. The
two exponents yh and η are not independent and are
expected to obey the following scaling relation

η = d+ z + 2− 2yh. (13)

Figure 4 shows the numerical results of S(π, 0)/L2 and
C(L/2, L/2) as functions of system size L at two crit-
ical points. Fitting Eqs. (11) and (12) to the data of
S(π, 0)/L2 and C(L/2, L/2), respectively, we obtain the
critical exponents yh and η at the two critical points, re-
spectively. In these fits, we find that setting ω1 = 1 and
ω2 = 1 yield good fits. The results are also presented in
Table I. The two pairs of yh and η agree well and satisfy
the scaling relations Eq. (13) within error bars.

Comparing with the best known exponents of the 3D
O(3) universality class [37, 38], we conclude that both
critical points belong to the (2+1)-D O(3) universality
class. Combined with the previous numerical results
[20, 39], these results further support that the topological
order does not change the universality class of the bulk
phase transition, described by the Landau symmetry-
breaking paradigm.

B. The Haldane phases and their surface states

We now look into the properties of the nonmagnetic
phase closer.

10−4

10−3

10−2

64 80 96 112

C
∥(
L
/2
)

L

J1 0.016
J⊥ -0.08

FIG. 5. Surface correlation C‖(L/2) versus system size L on
a log-log scale. C‖(L/2) are calculated at (J⊥ = −0.08, J1 =
1) in the DHFM phase and (J⊥ = −1, J1 = 0.016) in the UH
phase, respectively. Algebraically decaying with L is observed
for both cases, showing two gapless surface states.

An S = 1/2 diagonal ladder, shown inside the dashed
rectangular box in Fig. 1(a), is the composite spin rep-
resentation of an S = 1 chain[25]. Its ground state is de-
scribed by the AKLT state [17], a typical configuration of
which is illustrated in Fig. 2(a) at small |J⊥|. An usual
ladder with FM rung coupling J⊥ < 0, shown inside the
dashed rectangular box in Fig. 1(b), also behaves like an
S = 1 chain with a gap to excitations. Therefore, the
ground state can also be represented by the AKLT state,
with a typical valence bond configuration shown in Fig.
2(b) at small J1. These two gapped states, corresponding
to odd integer spin chains, are well-known SPT Haldane
phases [16, 40] with the symmetry-protected topological
order[13, 41]. With open boundaries, the ground states
have two spin-1/2 spins localized at the ends of the lad-
der.

When the usual ladders with FM rung couplings are
weakly coupled, the system is still in the SPT Haldane
phase (UH) due to the gap, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b).
Similarly, weakly coupled diagonal ladders stay in the
SPT Haldane phase due to the gap. The antiferromag-
netically coupled case (DHAF), shown in Fig. 2(a)), has
been studied in [20]. In the current paper, we focus on
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the FM coupled case (DHFM), also illustrated in Fig.2
(a).

In 1D, Haldane phases are often characterized by a
“hidden” nonlocal order parameter, the so-called string
order [25, 42]. However, the string order parameter is
fragile to arbitrary weak higher-dimensional couplings
between such chains or ladders [14, 43], which has been
verified numerically recently in the 2D coupled spin-1
Haldane chains (CHCs) model[19] and in the 2D spin-1/2
CDLs model [20]. Nevertheless, the hallmark of the SPT
phase is the presence of nontrivial surface states that are
gapless or degenerate [44], which have been shown to be
present in the 2D CHCs [19] and in the 2D CDLs[20]. We
will show below that this is true also for the weakly FM-
coupled diagonal ladders and weakly diagonally coupled
usual ladders with FM rung couplings.

To study the surface states on the surfaces perpendicu-
lar to the ladders (see Fig. 1 (b)), we calculate the surface
parallel correlation C‖(L/2), which averages C(rij) be-
tween two surface spins i and j at the longest distance
L/2.

Figure 5 shows C‖(L/2) at (J⊥ = −1, J1 = 0.016)
sitting in the UH phase and that at (J⊥ = −0.08, J1 = 1)
sitting in the DHFM phase. In both cases, we see that
C‖(L/2) decays with system size L in a power law,

C‖(L/2) ∼ L−p. (14)

We find p = 2.6(1) for the former case and p = 0.62(2)
for the latter case, meaning that both surface states are
gapless.

Similar power-law decaying was found on the surface
of the DHAF phase [20]. Notably, the surface configu-
rations are different there, as already mentioned in the
introduction: In the DHFM phase, the inter-ladder cou-
plings are ferromagnetic J⊥ < 0 instead of antiferromag-
netic in the DHAF phase, while in the UH phase, the
ladders are coupled by diagonal AF couplings, inducing
effective FM couplings between two neighboring spins in
two ladders. The gapless surface states demonstrate that
the naive idea of thinking of the surface as a ferromag-
netic chain of S = 1/2 spins localized at the ends of
the ladders, which is gapped, is incorrect. The gapless
surface states purely reflect the topological order of the
bulk.

IV. SURFACE CRITICAL BEHAVIORS

We now study the surface critical behaviors at the two
bulk critical points at (J⊥ = −1, J1c) and (J⊥c, J1 = 1),
respectively.

Besides the surface correlation C‖(L/2), we calculate
another spin correlation C⊥(L/2) and the squared ferro-
magnetic surface magnetization m2

1(L). C⊥(L/2) aver-
ages C(rij) between spin i fixed on the surface and spin
j located at the center of the bulk, with rij perpendicular
to the surface and |j − i| = L/2. The surface magnetiza-

tion m1(L) is defined as follows

m1(L) =
1

L

∑
i∈surface

Szi , (15)

where the summation is restricted for spins on the sur-
face.

At a bulk critical point, for the ordinary, special, and
extraordinary SCBs, the finite-size scaling behavior of
the two correlations is characterized by two anomalous
dimensions η‖ and η⊥, respectively[4];

C‖(L/2) = C‖ + a1L
−(d+z−2+η‖) + a2L

−1 + · · · , (16)

and

C⊥(L/2) = b1L
−(d+z−2+η⊥) + b2L

−1 + · · · , (17)

where ai and bi are unknown constants, 1/L terms are
the leading correction to scaling due to analytic contri-
butions. C‖ = 0 in ordinary or special SCBs; C‖ 6= 0
characterizes the long-range order on the surface in an
extraordinary SCB. The squared surface magnetization
follows the scaling form[4]

m2
1(L) = m2

1 + c1L
−2(d+z−1−yh1) + c2L

−1 + · · · , (18)

where yh1 is the scaling dimension of the surface field
h1, 1/L is the leading contribution from analytic terms,
and ci are unknown constants. m2

1 should be equal to
C‖, corresponding to the squared magnetization on the
surface in an extraordinary SCB. For our model, d = 2
and z = 1.

The three exponents yh1, η‖, and η⊥ are different for
ordinary, special, and extraordinary transitions; but are
related through the following scaling relations:[45]

2η⊥ = η‖ + η (19)

and

η‖ = d+ z − 2yh1, (20)

with η the anomalous magnetic scaling dimension of the
bulk critical point in the d + z spacetime. We use these
physical quantities in the remainder of this section to ex-
amine SCBs. Two extraordinary SCBs at different bulk
critical are found.

For the 3D model with a continuous symmetry-
breaking critical point, classical theory does not support
extraordinary SCB since its 2D surface can not order;
hence, no special SCB is available. However, when quan-
tum mechanics sets in, it is possible that the (1+1)-D
surface becomes long-range ordered due to coupling to
a (2+1)-D O(3) QCP [46] and exhibits extraordinary
SCBs. Numerical results have found such extraordinary
SCBs in different models [21, 23].

A novel extraordinary-log SCB was proposed for a sur-
face critical state in 3D O(N) critical point by Metlitski
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[7] for 2 ≤ N < Nc, in which the spin correlation decay
logarithmically

C‖(L) ∝ log(L/L0)−q, (21)

where L0 is a nonuniversal constant. The surface magne-
tization m2

1(L) also decays logarithmically with the same
exponent q. This extraordinary-log SCB has been veri-
fied numerically in the classical 3D O(3) model [8] and
3D O(2) model [9]. This behavior was also found on
the dangling-chain surface in spin-1 dimerized Heisen-
berg model[47], suggesting that such SCB may apply to
2D QCP for the integer spin model.

Previous studies [19, 20] on QCPs between SPT phases
and O(3) symmetry-breaking phase in (2+1)-D have
found that the gapless edge modes of the SPT phases
lead to nonordinary SCBs unexpected according to the
quantum-classical correspondence. Such nonordinary
SCBs show no surface order and have different exponents
from the ordinary SCB of the 3D O(3) UC. The expo-
nents are similar to the exponents of the SCBs found at
the (2+1)-D O(3) QCPs separating the topological triv-
ial product states and the symmetry-breaking phase[20–
23], where the surface is a dangling S = 1/2 chain at
the product state, thus, is also gapless according to the
Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem.

In this work, we have shown that the QCPs between
the striped phase and the two SPT phases (the UH and
the DHFM phases) belong to the 3D O(3) UC. Both of
them have gapless edge modes on the surfaces formed
by the ends of the ladders, which are not dangling. In
the next two subsections, we will check the various SCBs
listed above on these surfaces and show that the gap-
less edge modes lead to unexpected extraordinary SCBs,
which suggests that the two SPT states, i.e., DHFM
and UH, are topologically different from the SPT state
(DHAF) studied in [20] and the SPT state of AF coupled
spin-1 chain[19].

A. Surface critical behaviors at the QCP between
the UH and the striped phases

We first study the surface critical behaviors associated
with the bulk critical point (J⊥ = −1, J1c) separating the
striped magnetic ordered phase from the SPT UH phase.

The numerical results of C‖(L/2) and m2
1(L) as func-

tions of size L are graphed in Fig. 6(a), C⊥(L/2) as a
function of L are plotted in Fig. 6(b).

Evidently, the extraordinary-log SCBs are excluded
since C‖(L/2) increases with size L. We then try to anal-
ysis C‖(L/2) according to Eq. (16).

Suppose η‖ < 0, we can ignore the L−1 term for large
L. Or, on the other hand, if η‖ > 0, the second term in
Eq. (16) can be ignored for large L. In either case, as
C‖(L/2) increases with size L, it is evident that C‖ >
0. Fitting Eq. (16) with η‖, C‖, and a1 free, ignoring

the L−1 term, we obtain C‖ = 0.0124(6). However, η‖

0
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56 72 96 128

(b)

C
∥(
L
/2
),
m

2 1

1/L
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m2
1,J⊥c

C∥,J1c
m2

1,J1c

C
⊥
(L

/2
)

L

C⊥,J⊥c

C⊥,J1c

FIG. 6. (a) Squared surface ferromagnetic magnetization m2
1

and the correlations C‖(L/2) versus 1/L and (b) The correla-
tions C⊥(L/2) versus system size L on a log-log scale at two
bulk critical points. Lines are fits according to Eq. (16)-(18)

is found close to 0, making it difficult to separate the
singular parts from the analytic term 1/L. We have also
tried to include the 1/L term in Eq. (16) in the fitting.
This does not lead to a meaningful estimate of η‖.

We fit m2
1(L) according to Eq. (18) with yh1, m2

1, and
c1 free, ignoring analytic terms. We find m2

1 = 0.013(1),
in good agreement with C‖ within error bars, supporting
long-range order on the surface. Unfortunately, in this
fitting, we find yh1 very close to 1.5. Again, it is difficult
to separate the singular parts from the analytic correction
1/L.

With the long-range order on the surface determined, it
is tempting to fix C‖ = m2

1 = 0.0127 in the fitting formula

Eq. (16) for C‖(L) and Eq. (18) for m2
1(L), respectively,

and fit for η‖ and yh1 again. By gradually excluding
small sizes, we achieve stable fits for both C‖(L) and

m2
1(L), with the analytic correction 1/L term included

and not included, respectively. The details of the fitting
procedure are presented in Table II. Our final estimate
of the exponent η‖ is η‖ = −0.30(3) and the exponent
yh1 is yh1 = 1.65(1). The two exponents obey the scaling
relation Eq. (20). However, these results are based on
assuming values of C‖ and m2

1; one should be cautious
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TABLE II. Finite-size scaling analysis of C‖(L/2), m2
1(L) and

C⊥(L/2) at bulk critical point J1c to obtain surface critical
exponents η‖, yh1 and η⊥, respectively. Correction term L−1

included in the fitting formula Eq.(16, (17), and (18) are de-
noted by ”Yes”, not included are denoted by ”No”. Reduced
χ2 (R-χ2) and p-value of χ2 (P-χ2) are also listed.

Lmin η‖ R/P-χ2 b
Yes 56 -0.33(5) 0.98/0.45 -0.05(1)

64 -0.34(8) 1.15/0.32 -0.05(2)
72 -0.3(1) 1.38/0.22 -0.05(4)

No 72 -0.29(1) 1.18/0.30 -0.07(1)
88 -0.30(2) 0.76/0.55 -0.06(1)
96 -0.30(3) 1.0/0.39 -0.06(1)

Lmin yh1 R/P-χ2

Yes 48 1.69(8) 1.34/0.20 0.04(1)
56 1.7(1) 1.08/0.37 0.036(6)
64 1.7(2) 0.42/0.86 0.03(1)

No 88 1.641(4) 1.71/0.14 0.09(1)
96 1.64(1) 1.50/0.21 0.08(1)
104 1.65(1) 0.53/0.59 0.08(1)

Lmin η⊥ R/P-χ2

Yes 80 -0.56(4) 0.55/0.70 0.06(2)
88 -0.55(6) 0.61/0.61 0.07(2)
96 -0.6(2) 0.49/0.61 0.05(2)

No 80 -0.48(1) 1.88/0.09 0.110(2)
88 -0.48(1) 0.83/0.51 0.108(2)
96 -0.48(1) 1.00/0.39 0.11(1)

about the reliability of these estimates.
The finite-size scaling form Eq. (17) is used to fit the

data of C⊥(L/2). The stable fits are obtained for suf-
ficient large sizes, and are also listed in Table II. Our
final estimate of the exponent η⊥ is η⊥ = −0.48(1). The
result is consistent with η⊥ = −0.5050(10) found in the
extraordinary transition on the dangling ladder surface
of the 2D staggered Heisenberg model [21].

Noting that the exponents η‖ = −0.30(3) and η⊥ =
−0.48(1) violate the relation in Eq. (19). This fact makes
the value of η‖ = −0.30(3), as well as yh1 = 1.65(1), more
doubtful.

B. Surface critical behaviors at the QCP between
the DHFM and the striped phases

We then check the SCBs at the critical point (J⊥c, J1 =
1) where the SPT DHFM phase transfers to the striped
magnetic ordered phase.

The numerical results of C‖(L/2) and m2
1 versus L are

plotted in Fig. 6(a).
The SPT DHFM state is the ground state of weakly

FM-coupled diagonal ladders. The diagonal ladder, like
the usual ladder with FM rungs, behaves like a spin-1
chain, and its VB ground state is also odd [25]. As dis-
cussed in the introduction, both the DHFM state and the
UH state can be regarded as FM-coupled spin-1 chains.
Therefore, we expect qualitatively the same SCBs as

TABLE III. Finite-size scaling analysis of C‖(L/2), m2
1(L),

and C⊥(L/2) at bulk critical point J⊥c to obtain surface crit-
ical exponents η‖, yh1, and η⊥, respectively. Fits with correc-

tion terms L−1 included are denoted by ”Yes”, those without
L−1 term are denoted by ”No”. Reduced χ2 (R-χ2) and p-
value of χ2 (P-χ2) are also listed.

Lmin η‖ R/P-χ2 b
Yes 44 -0.26(13) 0.34/0.97 0.018(9)

48 -0.28(16) 0.37/0.96 0.02(1)
56 -0.5(4) 0.26/0.97 0.01(1)

No 72 -0.20(4) 0.23/0.96 0.026(3)
80 -0.19(5) 0.27/0.93 0.027(4)
88 -0.22(7) 0.27/0.90 0.02(1)

Lmin yh1 R/P-χ2

Yes 72 1.70(5) 0.32/0.89 0.07(2)
80 1.71(6) 0.39/0.81 0.06(2)
88 1.7(1) 0.52/0.66 0.06(4)

No 72 1.63(1) 1.66/0.12 0.16(1)
80 1.63(1) 1.03/0.39 0.15(1)
96 1.64(1) 0.70/0.55 0.15(1)

Lmin η⊥ R/P-χ2

Yes 80 -0.52(2) 0.25/0.91 0.114(4)
88 -0.52(3) 0.34/0.80 0.113(8)
96 -0.53(4) 0.45/0.64 0.11(2)

No 80 -0.497(1) 0.86/0.51 0.128(1)
88 -0.498(2) 0.52/0.72 0.127(1)
96 -0.499(2) 0.52/0.67 0.127(1)

those at the UH and the striped phase QCP and ex-
clude the extraordinary-log scenario. Nevertheless, we
have checked the extraordinary-log behaviors. Fitting
C‖(L/2) according to Eq. (21) yields q = 0.09(20), sim-

ilar fitting to m2
1(L) yields q = 0.156(7). Hence, al-

though we can not completely exclude the extraordinary-
log SCB, we conclude that such behavior is unlikely.

Fitting these data according to Eqs. (16) and (18) with
the same procedure as at critical point (J⊥ = −1, J1c),
we obtain C‖ = 0.0275(3) and m2

1 = 0.028(2), which are
consistent within error bars. This indicates the existence
of a long-range order on the surface. Again, η‖ is found
close to 0 and yh1 ≈ 1.5. It is difficult to separate the
singular parts from the analytic correction.

We then fix C‖ = m2
1 = 0.0275 in the fitting of Eq.

(16) and (18) to C‖(L/2) and m2
1(L), respectively. We

achieve stable fit with 1/L term included or not included
in the fitting procedure for sufficiently large Lmin. The
results are listed in Table III. Our final estimate of the
exponents are η‖ = −0.22(7) and yh1 = 1.64(1). Two
exponents satisfy the scaling relation Eq. (20) and are
consistent with the results at (J⊥ = −1, J1c). Again, we
have reservations about the values of these exponents.

The numerical results of C⊥(L/2) as functions of L
are plotted in Fig. 6(b). Stable fits are obtained by
gradually excluding data of sizes smaller than Lmin. The
procedure is presented in Table III. Our final estimate is
η⊥ = −0.498(2). The exponent is consistent with the
results at J1c as well as the η⊥ = −0.5050(10) found in
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the extraordinary transition on a special surface of the
2D staggered Heisenberg model [21].

Apparently, η‖ and η⊥ also challenge the relation in
Eq. (19). This fact makes the value of η‖ = −0.22(7), as
well as yh1 = 1.64(1), suspectable, however, they agree
with the corresponding exponents found at the critical
point (J⊥ = −1, J1c).

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Using quantum Monte Carlo simulations, we have
studied the spin-1/2 Heisenberg model on the 2D CDLs
lattice with tunable ferromagnetic inter-ladder couplings.
The model can also be considered the spin-1/2 Heisen-
berg model on the 2D coupled FM usual ladders with
tunable antiferromagnetic diagonal couplings. We have
studied the phases and phase transitions when the inter-
ladder coupling is tuned. We have shown that the
model realizes two 2D SPT Haldane phases, the UH and
the DHFM phases, when the two kinds of ladders are
weakly coupled, respectively, and that the model enters
the striped magnetic ordered phase when the couplings
of ladders are strong enough. We have demonstrated
that the two quantum critical points separating the SPT
phases and the striped phase are in the 3D O(3) univer-
sality class; the topological properties of the SPT phases
do not affect the universal properties of the bulk phase
transitions.

We have also studied the surface states of the two SPT
phases and found gapless surface modes on the surfaces
formed by the ends of the ladders. Unlike the surface con-
figurations of the coupled Haldane chains[19] and that of
the spin-1/2 CDLs model with ladder coupling J⊥ > 0
[20] in the corresponding SPT Haldane phases, where

the spin-1/2 excitations at the ends of the chains/ladders
are coupled antiferromagnetically, here the spin-1/2 ex-
citations at the ends of the ladders are coupled ferro-
magnetically. However, these surface excitations should
not be viewed as a 1D ferromagnetic S = 1/2 chain,
which is gapped. Instead, the gapless surface modes in
both SPT phases should be considered to originate purely
from the bulk-edge correspondence of the topologically
ordered bulk state.

We have focused on the SCBs at the two bulk critical
points. Unlike in the CHCs model and the AF-coupled
spin-1/2 CDLs model, where the gapless edge modes of
the SPT phases induce nonordinary SCBs, we found that
the gapless surface states of the UH and the DHFM SPT
states of the current model lead to extraordinary SCBs
at the two bulk QCPs with magnetically ordered sur-
faces. This finding reveals that the SPT state of the
FM-coupled CDLs model and the SPT state of the di-
agonally AF-coupled FM usual ladders are topologically
different from the SPT state of the AF-coupled CDLs
model according to the bulk-edge correspondence of a
topologically ordered state.

Ultimately, we would like to mention that an SPT state
leading to extraordinary SCB at a QCP is a surprise. To
our knowledge, there is no theoretical explanation for
this. Therefore, further investigations are called for.
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