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Quantum gas microscopy has developed into a powerful tool to explore strongly correlated quan-
tum systems. However, discerning phases with topological or off-diagonal long range order requires
the ability to extract these correlations from site-resolved measurements. Here, we show that a
multi-scale complexity measure can pinpoint the transition to and from the bond ordered wave
phase of the one-dimensional extended Hubbard model with an off-diagonal order parameter, sand-
wiched between diagonal charge and spin density wave phases, using only diagonal descriptors. We
study the model directly in the thermodynamic limit using the recently developed variational uni-
form matrix product states algorithm, and draw our samples from degenerate ground states related
by global spin rotations, emulating the projective measurements that are accessible in experiments.
Our results will have important implications for the study of exotic phases using optical lattice

experiments.

Introduction.— Quantum gas microscopy for ultracold
atoms in optical lattices, in which high-resolution real-
space snapshots of the many-body system are accessible,
is a prominent tool for studying strongly-correlated sys-
tems [1-3]. These projective measurements can be an-
alyzed ‘by hand’ with traditional counting to compute
observables, both local or extended spin and charge cor-
relations [1-8]. The snapshots are often termed ‘diagonal’
since they comprise measurements of density observables
Niy = (c;racw>, where c;ro (¢;,) is the spin-o fermion cre-
ation (destruction) operator at site 4, which have match-
ing row and column indices of the Greens function GY;.

The same is true for the outcome of large-scale
programmable quantum simulators based on Rydberg
atoms, which allow arranging a large number of qubits in
arbitrary lattice geometries and controlling the Hamilto-
nian evolution of the system [9-15]. A crucial open ques-
tion is whether the fact that these experiments do not at
present capture ‘off-diagonal’ information encoded in the
full G7; will limit the insight they can yield.

Recent advances in machine learning methods [16-18]
hold promise for answering this question. Convolutional
neural networks and hybrid supervised-unsupervised ap-
proaches have been used to classify quantum gas mi-
croscopy data in emulations of the two-dimensional
Fermi-Hubbard model [19], to visualize and identify
multi-particle diagonal correlations [20, 21], and to detect
new diagonal ordered phases in Rydberg atom quantum
simulators [22]. Momentum-space images of cold atoms
have also been analyzed to identify quantum phase tran-
sitions [23, 24].

Machine learning methods are able to capture order
parameters or relevant thermodynamic quantities in clas-
sical as well as quantum systems, and therefore, detect
symmetry-breaking phases [25-32]. In contrast, it is

much harder to identify topological phase transitions in-
volving off-diagonal long range order. In the realm of
classical statistical physics, the two-dimensional XY and
g-state clock models have been investigated to identify
Berenzinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) transitions [33—
35]. However, much less is known for BKT-type quantum
phase transitions.

The simplest context in which this issue can be ex-
plored is that of quasi-one-dimensional materials, e.g. or-
ganic conductors, carbon nanotubes [37-41], for which
the one-dimensional extended Hubbard model is a mini-
mal description [42-47]:
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where U and V are on-site and nearest-neighbor Coulomb
interactions and ¢ = 1 sets the unit of energy. An in-
finitesimally small U drives a transition to a regime with
quasi-long range spin order [47]. We will refer to this as
a ‘SDW’, but emphasize that the ground state spin corre-
lations decay as a power law. Similarly, an infinitesimally
small V' induces charge density wave (CDW) order with
staggered empty and doubly occupied sites [47]. How-
ever, much less obvious is the existence, between these
two phases, of a narrow bond ordered wave (BOW) re-
gion with alternating large and small kinetic energy on
adjacent sites, and a BKT-type transition separating it
from the SDW phase [36, 45, 48-53] (see Fig. 1 (¢)). Con-
verged results on the exact location of this BKT-type
transition have not been obtained [54-57]. The model
thus offers a unique opportunity to test machine learn-
ing tools for examining subtle quantum phase transitions
characterized by non-diagonal order.
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FIG. 1. (a) Energy E; on two bonds B;(i = 1,2) associated with one two-site unit cell and (b) von Neumann entanglement

entropy S; computed via partitioning along these two bonds vs. nearest-neighbor interaction V' at fixed U = 5 and U = 6.
(c) Phase diagram of the one-dimensional extended Hubbard model at half filling in the U — V plane. Phase boundaries are
determined using the structural complexity C (blue diamond) and corroborated by the entanglement entropy S (red circle) at
select U’s. The blue shaded region denotes the BOW phase which is characterized by off-diagonal long-range order. Orange
star indicates a tri-critical point where the nature of BOW-CDW transition switches from second-order to first-order, based on
Ref [36]. The red square indicates a direct first-order transition from SDW to CDW at U = 10, determined using the structural

complexity C. Bond dimension D = 2000 is employed.

In this paper, we use the state-of-the-art variational
uniform matrix product states (VUMPS) algorithm [58-
60] to obtain the ground state of the model at half filling,
directly in the thermodynamic limit (TDL). We then em-
ulate projective and diagonal measurements on optical
lattice experiments by sampling spin-resolved occupancy
snapshots from the VUMPS wavefunction. These snap-
shots are first analysed using principal component analy-
sis (PCA), and then using a recently proposed structural
complexity measure [61, 62]. We find that while PCA ac-
curately captures the first and second order transitions
between the BOW and CDW phases and the associated
CDW order parameter, it fails to identify differences be-
tween the SDW and BOW samples. The structural com-
plexity, on the other hand, starts off with a long bitstring
consisting of concatenated samples and through a series
of coarse-graining steps, is able to deduce the location of
both transitions.

Variational uniform matriz product states.— Inspired
by tangent space ideas [58, 63, 64], VUMPS optimizes
a translational invariant matrix product state (MPS)
directly in the TDL, in contrast to the more tradi-
tional infinite size density matrix renormalization group
(iDMRG) [65—67] algorithm which starts from a small
system and grows the state one site at a time.

Similar to DMRG, the energy minimization problem is
reformulated as a series of local eigenvalue problems of
effective Hamiltonians projected into the MPS basis. In
practice a linear solver is used to perform the sum of the
formally infinite number of Hamiltonian terms to obtain
the effective Hamiltonians. By working directly with a
translational invariant ansatz in VUMPS, we can remove
the solitonic excitation induced by the use of open bound-
ary conditions [55, 57]. In practice, all of our VUMPS
calculations of the extended Hubbard model use a single-

site update with a two-site unit cell, and we constrain our
states to conserve U (1) particle number and spin projec-
tion symmetry [59, 69]. We also constrain our states to
be in the S, = 0 symmetry sector. Results of convergence
with bond dimension are shown in the Supplemental Ma-
terials [68].

Fig. 1 (a) shows the energy E on two bonds B; (i =
1,2) that are associated with a two-site unit cell, com-
puted using VUMPS. It shows clear signals of both phase
transitions. For each fixed U, energies F; and Es inside
one unit cell are exactly equal to each other in the SDW
phase when V is small. As V is gradually increased, F1
and Fs split, which reflects the broken translational sym-
metry of the BOW phase. The phase boundary between
SDW and BOW can be determined quantitatively by set-
ting a small threshold, e.g., where | E1—Es| ~ 1075. As V
is further increased, the smooth or sudden changes in the
energy per bond characterize the second-order (U = 5)
or first-order (U = 6) phase transitions from BOW to
CDW.

We can use the two bonds in a unit cell to partition
the infinite system into two half-infinite subsystems and
compute the von Neumann entanglement entropy S;. As
shown in Fig. 1(b), in the BOW phase, S; has differ-
ent values computed using different partitionings. This
corresponds to the spontaneously dimerized phase of the
spin chain and the Z, degeneracy of the two types of
polarization [36, 52]. In sharp contrast, the entangle-
ment entropies computed in different ways of partition-
ing have exactly the same value in the SDW and CDW
phases. Therefore, the point where entanglement en-
tropies deviate from one another can be used to locate
the BOW phase boundaries, which gives results consis-
tent with those obtained from the two energies.
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FIG. 2. Principal component analysis of the samples generated at U = 6 and different values of V' € [2.8,3.3] in a uniform grid
with separation AV = 0.1. (a) The relative weight of the eigenvalues of the covariance matrix for two values of concatenated
samples N. (see [68]). The inset shows the amplitude of the first principal component for N. = 200, averaged over the
concatenated samples. (b) Projection of the input features to the first two principal components both when N, = 1 and
N. = 200. The color indicates the value of V' to which each projected feature belongs. (c) Average projection of the input
features corresponding to a fixed V' to the first (blue) and second (orange) principal components for N. = 200. The shaded
region shows the variance of the average, measuring the spread of the projected input features at a fixed V. Vertical dashed
lines indicate the phase transition points obtained form the entanglement entropy.

Sampling— We obtain our emulated experimental
data by sampling finite subsystems of the translational
invariant states found by VUMPS. To obtain a sam-
ple, we repeat the tensors of the unit cell, and sample
the resulting subsystem as one would sample a finite
MPS [70, 71]. More specifically, we start by tracing our
system down to a single site and sampling from the re-
sulting density matrix, projecting onto the local state
that was found and iterating the procedure over the fi-
nite subsystem. The unit cell is repeated sixteen times,
providing samples that correspond to a chain of length
L = 32 sites. For each value of U and V, Ny = 50000
samples are collected. The sampled spin-resolved occu-
pancy is stored in a feature array x of length 2L, where
even and odd entries represent the spin-up and spin-down
occupancy for each lattice site.

Spontaneous symmetry breaking considerations— The
states found by VUMPS spontaneously break the SU(2)
symmetry of the model, and the spin direction of the
state found by VUMPS will depend on details of the
optimization, such as the initial state. Therefore, get-
ting multiple samples from the same state obtained by
VUMPS can be biased by the arbitrary spin direction of
the state. To reduce this effect, we apply a random local
SU(2) spin rotation uniformly to each site of the state
before we obtain each sample.

While the continuous SU(2) symmetry is restored when
producing the samples, the discrete Z5 symmetry present
in BOW and CDW phases is broken in the VUMPS wave
function [see Fig. 1 (a) and 1(b)]. Even if the exper-
imental procedure does not break the Z; symmetry in
the CDW phase (the wave function is the homogeneous
linear combination of both configurations), each individ-
ual sample will reflect which of the two ground states

it comes from. There, the symmetry can be explicitly
broken by post processing the samples, i.e., by translat-
ing by one site those that do not share the same pat-
tern. Furthermore, the use of an even number of lat-
tice sites, together with open boundary conditions (as
commonly done in experiments) will break the Z; sym-
metry in the BOW phase. Open boundary conditions
effectively provide a pinning field in the kinetic energy,
forcing the strong bonds to be adjacent to the edges of
the lattice [57] (see [68] for a demonstration using exact
diagonalization on chains of finite length). Therefore, the
conclusions obtained with our emulated projective mea-
surements are applicable to experimental data without
loss of generality.

Principal component analysis.— Fixing the value of
U, we run PCA on samples generated for different values
of V' to explore fixed-U cuts of the phase diagram. As
a dimensional reduction method, PCA projects samples
onto directions of largest variance in the data. It has been
applied to detect phase transitions based on Monte Carlo
samples for classical and quantum models [30, 32, 72, 73].

We find that the spread of the projected samples at
fixed V' can be reduced, leading to a better resolution,
if the input features x contain NN, concatenated spin-
resolved samples. Fig. 2 (a) shows the relative weight of
the eigenvalues of the covarience matrix of data, which
represents the variance along the principal components,
for samples generated at U = 6 and different values of
V for N, = 1 and N, = 200. The increase in concate-
nated features reveals only one relevant principal com-
ponent. The inset of Fig. 2 (a) shows the average of the
first principal component, revealing its average action on
the spin-resolved occupancy as the m component of the
Fourier transform of the total charge distribution. This
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FIG. 3. (a) Procedure for computing the structural complexity. N, samples are produced for a single ground state for a fixed
value of U and V. The samples are then: concatenated together, or translated by one lattice site and concatenated together.
The multi-scale structural complexity is computed for both resulting bitstrings. One coarse-graining step is shown in the box,
consisting in the computation of the average of adjacent groups of 2" bits. (b) Multi-scale structural complexity C as a function
of nearest-neighbor interaction V at fixed U = 5, U = 6, and U = 10. The connected blue circles and red squares correspond
to the upper and lower branches of the complexity measure in the BOW phase. The two branches are obtained by computing
the structural complexity from the samples extracted directly from the emulated ground-state wave function and the samples
obtained after translation by one lattice site as shown in panel (a).

quantity is the order parameter for the CDW phase.

Fig. 2(b) shows the effect of the concatenation of the
input features on their projection to the first two princi-
pal components. We observe that the first principal com-
ponent resolves two clusters. The first one corresponding
to samples in SDW and the BOW phases and the second
one containing samples from the CDW phase. Fig. 2 (c)
shows, for a fixed value of U and V, the average projec-
tion of the input features to the first and second principal
components (N, = 200). As expected by the connection
of the first pr1nc1pal component with the CDW order pa-
rameter, PCA can only resolve the BOW-CDW phase
transition and its nature, first- or second-order (see [68]
for the PCA of the samples at different values of U).
However, it shows no signal for the BKT-type transition
between SDW and BOW phases.

Multi-scale  structural complezity.— Recently, the
multi-scale structural complexity measure [61] has been
used to obtain off-diagonal information about quantum
states through projective measurements in a single ba-
sis [62]. As shown schematically in Fig. 3 (a), the idea
consists of concatenating all available samples for the
same quantum state (creating a bitstring), performing
several coarse-graining steps, and computing the dissim-
ilarity Dy between consecutive coarse-graining steps k
and k +1 [62, 68]. These dissimilarities are added ex-
cept for the first step to obtain the so-called multi-scale
structural complexity C.

For each (U,V) point, the Ny spin-resolved samples
are concatenated in two ways: (1) concatenation with-
out shifting and (2) concatenation after translating all
samples by one site (two bits with spin resolution) con-
sidering a periodic boundary for the bitstring. These
form two sets of bitstrings of length 2 - L - N each.

As shown in Fig. 3 (b), the multi-scale structural com-
plexity captures both phase transitions. The two sets
of complexity analyses give essentially the same, almost
constant, C (up to a constant shift) inside the SDW
phase. As V is increased, the transition to a BOW phase
is clearly indicated by the splitting of the complexity
measures into two branches. One branch increases as V' is
increased while the other branch decreases, correspond-
ing to the two types of polarization of strong and weak
kinetic energy bonds in the BOW phase. The higher
(lower) value of C is associated with a higher (lower) num-
ber of high kinetic energy bonds in the chain of length L.
As we keep increasing V', the two branches collapse into a
single curve, indicating the transition to the CDW phase.
The absence of the BOW phase for U = 10 is indicated
by the lack of bifurcation of the complexity measure.

It is worth noting that if we generate samples with
equal probability from degenerate states in the BOW
phase, the complexity does not bifurcate in the BOW
phase like it does in Fig. 3 (b). This is shown in the Sup-
plemental Materials [68]. It is then concluded that for the
resolution of the BKT-type transition from the complex-
ity analysis of single-basis projective measurements, we
need samples that come from only one of the degenerate
ground states. As discussed above, this can be achieved
by imposing open boundary conditions [57, 68] or diago-
nal edge pinning fields [55, 74, 75].

Phase diagram— Fig. 1(c) compares the phase bound-
aries determined by the entanglement entropy S; (red tri-
angles) with those determined using the structural com-
plexity C, computed from samples directly (blue squares).
The complexity analysis gives accurate results and quan-
titatively agrees with the off-diagonal observables com-
puted from the wave function in the TDL within er-



ror bars. Our results are also consistent with previous
works [36, 52]. Furthermore, obtaining the ground-state
wave function in the TDL and combining local observ-
ables with machine learning approaches can shed light on
the challenges of quantitatively locating the BKT-type
transition [52, 53, 55-57].

Conclusion.— In this work, we use the VUMPS algo-
rithm to generate the 1D ground-state wave-function of
the extended Hubbard model directly in the TDL, which
allows us to determine phase boundaries with high preci-
sion without considering boundary effects and finite-size
scaling. We sample real-space snapshots of finite length
and use them along with unsupervised learning methods
to characterize the BKT-type phase transition between
SDW and BOW phases as well as the first-order and
second-order phase transition between BOW and CDW
phases. We find that off-diagonal long-range order can-
not be detected by the PCA even after concatenation of
samples. However, using the structural complexity anal-
ysis, the off-diagonal long-range order can be detected us-
ing spin-resolved fermion density snapshots if these snap-
shots are generated from one of the degenerate ground
states of the BOW phase. We argue that in optical lat-
tice experiments, this can be achieved by imposing open
boundary conditions. Our results indicate the potential
of machine learning techniques in revealing microscopic
mechanisms and hidden orders using projective measure-
ments of corresponding thermal density matrix in quan-
tum gas microscopes. While detection of phases with
off-diagonal long-range order using diagonal descriptors
has been demonstrated, further work is required to see
if ML methods such as multiscale complexity can also
differentiate between BKT and second order transitions
from which they emerge. Likewise, it should be noted
that while the structural complexity effectively locates
transitions, it does not directly yield the physical nature
of the order.
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PRINCIPAL COMPONENT ANALYSIS

PCA computes the eigenvalues A\ and eigenvectors
w(*) of the covariance matrix of the samples. Then,
the samples are projected onto the eigenvectors with the
largest eigenvalues according to y; = x - w(*). In Fig.
2 of the main text, we show the normalized eigenvalues,
the eigenvector corresponding to the largest eigenvalue,
and projections of data onto the first two principal com-
ponents.

CORRELATION LENGTH AND VON NEUMANN
ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY

Tensor network techniques allow us to efficiently ap-
proximate the state of systems composed of many de-
grees of freedom with a manageable number of relevant
ones. For matrix product states (MPS), the connected
correlation function asymptotically decays exponentially
with distance [76, 77]

C(r) ~e /5, (1)

The correlation length can be computed using the trans-
fer matrix T

1

$= g e/l

(2)
where [\ > [A2] > |A3] > ... > |Ap2]| are the eigenvalues
of T and D is the bond dimension [76].

As shown in panel (a) of Fig. S1, the correlation length
¢ is large and grows with the bond dimension in the SDW
phase (which is spin gapless) and diverges exactly at the
continuous phase transition between the CDW and the
BOW phase. In sharp contrast, the correlation length
¢ has negligible dependence on the bond dimension and
remains short distance in the CDW in which both the
charge and spin excitation are gapped. Inside the BOW,
& has clear dependence on the bond dimension near the
BKT-type transition and gradually becomes bond dimen-
sion independent.

In addition to the correlation length &, the entangle-
ment entropy is also a measure of correlations [78-80].
The von Neumann entropy of a pure state of a bipartite
system AB is defined as,
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FIG. S1. (a) Correlation length & and (b) entanglement en-
tropy S vs. nearest-neighbor interaction V' with fixed U = 5
using different bond dimensions. The second-order phase
transition from BOW to CDW is located at V.o = 2.659,
where sharp peaks in £ and S are observed. The BKT-type
transition from SDW to BOW is located V.1 = 2.52.

S = —Trpalogpa = —Trpplog pp (3)

where pa(pp) is the reduced density matrix of subsystem
A(B). Inside a two-site unit cell, there are two bonds,
along which we can divide an infinite chain into two half-
infinite chains and then compute the entanglement en-
tropy. We denote the entanglement entropies computed
by these two divisions &; and Sy correspondingly, as
shown in Fig. S1.

In panel (b) of Fig. S1, we show how the von Neumann
entanglement entropy S evolves along a vertical cut with
U = 5 fixed on the phase diagram shown in Fig. 1(c).
The entanglement entropy peaks exactly at the BKT-
type and continuous quantum phase transitions. In the
CDW phase, S decreases rapidly below S =1 as V is in-
creased, which indicates the system becoming more and
more classical. Most importantly, given the broken trans-
lational invariance in the BOW phase, the two entangle-
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FIG. S2. Principal component analysis of the samples generated at U = 5,6,7,8,10 as indicated on each row of figures and
different values of V' on a uniform grid with separation AV = 0.1. (a) Explained variance ratio measured by the relative
weight of the eigenvalues of covariance matrix of data comparing two values of concatenated samples N.. The inset shows the
amplitude of the first principal component for N. = 200, averaged over the concatenated samples. (b) Projection of the input
features to the first two principal components both when N, = 1 and N. = 200. The color indicates the value of V' to which
each projected feature belongs. (c¢) Average projection of the input features to the first (blue) and second (orange) principal
components for N. = 200. The shaded region shows the variance of the average value, measuring the spread of the projected
input features at a fixed V. Vertical dashed lines indicate the phase transition points obtained form the entanglement entropy.



ment entropies deviate from each other, which reflects
the Z5 degeneracy of two types of polarization.

PCA FOR ALL U VALUES CONSIDERED IN
THIS STUDY.

This section shows the results obtained from PCA at
different values of U. Panel (a) of Fig. S2 shows the vari-
ance ratio, defined as the relative weight of the eigenval-
ues of the covariance matrix, for N. = 1 and N, = 200.
The effect of increasing the number of concatenated sam-
ples on the input features is to improve the resolution of
the variance profile in the space defined by the samples.
For N. = 200, only one principal component is neces-
sary to describe the variance properties of the data, for
every value of U. As shown by the inset on panel (a)
of Fig. S2, the first principal component is nearly iden-
tical for all values of U. As discussed in the main text,
this particular profile for the first principal component
computes the CDW order parameter for the samples.

Fig. S2 (b) shows the input features projected to the
first two principal components for N, = 1 and N, = 200.
In both cases, two clusters are resolved along the first
principal component. The first cluster corresponds to
samples that belong to SDW and BOW phases, while
the second cluster contains mostly samples that belong
to the CDW phase. The effect of increasing the number of
concatenated samples of the input features is to provide
a better distinction between the two clusters.

Panel (c) in Fig. S2 shows, for five fixed values of U
and V, the average projection to the first and second
principal components of the input features for N, = 200.
For all values of U the average projection as a function
of V remains featureless in the SDW and BOW phases,
and increases rapidly in the CDW phase. It must be
noted that this rapid increase is continuous at U = 5,
while it is discontinuous at U = 6,7, 8, 10, reflecting the
second (U = 5) and first (U = 6,7,8,10) order nature of
the BOW-CDW transition. This observation comes as no
surprise at the projection of the input features to the first
principal component is analogous to the computation of
the CDW order parameter.

STRUCTURAL COMPLEXITY OF SAMPLES
WITH MIXED POLARIZATIONS

In the main text, we show how to apply the structural
complexity analysis to samples that are drawn from the
same Zo degenerate ground state. When periodic bound-
ary conditions (PBC) are used or the TDL is reached,
sampling from one specific state among degenerate states
is not possible. In Fig. S3(a), we show results of the
structural complexity when samples drawn from differ-
ent degenerate ground states are mixed. In the BOW and

<

10

CDW states, we sample the two-fold degenerate ground-
state wavefunctions simultaneously and select samples as
the input data with equal probability. As a result, the
structural complexity is featurelesss near the quantum
phase transition from SDW to BOW. No kink or sudden
change of slope is observed, compared to the case where
samples with different polarizations are not mixed. In
contrast, the structural complexity is still able to capture
the second-order transition from BOW phase to CDW
phase, although the signal is weaker when samples are
selected from both degenerate states.
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FIG. S3. Multi-scale structural complexity C as a function
of nearest-neighbor interaction V' at fixed (a) U = 5 and (b)
U = 7. Blue circles and red triangles are results obtained
by analyzing samples drawn from single ground state selected
from the Z, degenerate ground states. Teal diamonds show
results when samples are drawn from both of the degenerate
states with equal probability.

As shown in Fig. S3(b), the details of how the lower
branch of the structural complexity transits from the
BOW phase to CDW phase as V' is increased depends
on the nature of BOW to CDW transition. For a second-
order transition, e.g., at U = 5, the lower branch shows
a dip before entering the CDW phase. In contrast, if the
transition is first-order, e.g., at U = 7, there is no dip
appearing in the lower branch.

WEAK-COUPLING REGIME

In the main text, our analysis centers on the
intermediate- to strong-coupling regime, characterized
by on-site interaction strengths of U = 5, U = 6, and
U = 10. Drawing on the findings of previous studies
[36, 55], we posit that between U = 5 and U = 6, the
system approaches a tri-critical point where the transi-
tion between BOW and CDW shifts from a second-order
to a first-order transition. At U = 10, a direct first-order
transition from SDW to CDW is anticipated, bypassing
the BOW phase entirely.



To validate the efficacy of our methodology, we have

calculated the ground-state wave function at weak cou-
pling, specifically for U = 2. As shown in Fig. S4(a)-
(b), Ep, and Syx enable the identification of both BKT-
type and second-order phase transitions with great pre-

cision. Fig. S4(c) shows that the structural complexity

is again able to pinpoint both phase boundaries in this
case. Hence, we find the VUMPS algorithm and the com-
plexity analysis remain robustly effective even when, at
U = 2, the BOW phase is exceedingly narrow.
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FIG. S4. In the weak-coupling regime, we investigate: (a)
the energy E¢, (b) the von Neumann entanglement entropy
Syn per bond for a single two-site unit cell at a constant on-
site interaction strength of U = 2, and (c) the complexity
analysis of samples derived from sampling the ground-state
wave function.

OPEN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS AND THE
BOW ORDER

Using exact diagonalization (ED) on finite systems we
demonstrate that open boundary conditions (OBC) pin
the bond order wave patterns in one dimensional chains
as long as the number of sites of the chain L is even.

Fig. S5 shows the kinetic energy on each bond between
chain sites ¢ and i+ 1, both for open and periodic bound-
ary conditions, at two points in the phase diagram be-
longing to the BOW phase. When the boundary condi-
tions are chosen to be periodic, the ground state found by
ED is the uniform mixture between the two Z5 degener-
ate ground states of alternating high and low kinetic en-
ergy bonds. This translates into a flat profile of kinetic
energy across the chain. For open boundary conditions,
alternating bonds show a pattern of alternating high and
low kinetic energies. The edges of the chain always have
high kinetic energy (strong bond).
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FIG. S5. Kinetic energy between sites i and ¢ + 1 at each
bond of the one-dimensional lattice, both for open boundary
conditions and periodic boundary conditions. Panels (a) and
(b) correspond to (U = 5;V = 2.58) and (U = 6;V = 3.08)
respectively. Both points are inside the BOW phase. Different
chain lengths are shown: blue (L = 6), orange (L = 10) and
green (L = 14).

This can be explained by the following argument: OBC
are the pinning field of infinite amplitude for BOW. OBC
can be understood as forcing the kinetic energy at both
bonds just outside of the chain to be zero. If the phase
of the system is that of alternating high and low kinetic
energies on neighboring bonds, it is easy to convince one-
self that for even L, the kinetic energies at the end bonds
of the chain have to be high. Furthermore, at fixed parti-
cle number, the kinetic energy is a semi-definite negative
term in the Hamiltonian (it lowers the energy). For L
even, the number of strong kinetic energy terms (nega-
tive terms) is maximized by having the bonds on both
edges to have high kinetic energy. Therefore, that con-
figuration of kinetic energy bonds is the one that lowers
the energy, and therefore the true ground state of the
system.
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