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We analyze a series of interacting Majorana Fermion chains with finite range pair interactions with coupling
strength g that all exhibit a tri-critical point that separates an Ising critical phase from a supersymmetric gapped
phase. We first notice that the interacting models exhibit an even-odd asymmetry depending on the number of
sites, δ, over which the interaction ranges. The even case exhibits competing order, thereby making it numer-
ically untractable while the odd case exhibits an exactly solvable point at g = −0.5 where the entanglement
entropy vanishes. By introducing a swirling geometrical twist, we map our 1D δ-range chains to a series of
2D δ/2-width models. Our new 2D models possess a unique helical boundary condition, constructed from 1D
chains with the end of one connected to the start of another. We propose that the phase transition in the 1D
system can be understood as a finite-system size transition in 2D. That is, the gc − δ behavior is controlled by a
2D tri-critical universality class at δ → ∞ limit and is predicted by finite-size scaling theory.

Introduction Self conjugacy of Majorana excitations
greatly restricts how they interact. For example, in lat-
tice models, there is no Hubbard analogue with Majorana
Fermions. The simplest lattice model with interacting Ma-
joranas places them on four neighboring sites. In 1D, Rah-
mani, Zhu, Franz and Affleck (RZFA)[1] considered such a
model and showed that it has an emergent massive supersym-
metric phase. In particular, the model has a tri-critical Ising
(TCI) point which separates a critical phase in the Ising uni-
versality class from a supersymmetric massive phase. The
central charge is c = 7/10 as opposed to the standard value of
c = 1/2 of the Ising model. Further, this tri-criticality appears
only when the coupling constant for the interactions is roughly
250 times the kinetic energy of the non-interacting problem.

A central question that has arisen from this work is why
should the coupling constant be so large to generate such uni-
versal physics? Just two years after RZFA, O’brien and Fend-
ley (OF)[2] considered a related model with a slight change.
They skipped a site in the interaction term, giving rise to an
interaction spread over 5 sites. Remarkably, this small change
shrunk the critical value of the coupling constant down to
something on the order of unity, roughly 0.856[2]. As density-
matrix renormalization group (DMRG) is the dominant tool
for such 1D systems[1, 2], a critical coupling of O(1) greatly
reduces the bond dimension required. Nonetheless, the pre-
cise origin of the shift in the coupling constant remains unre-
solved and is precisely the problem we investigate here.

Part of the attraction of Majorana models is their relation-
ship to spin models via Jordan-Wigner(JW) transformations.
While early field-theoretic arguments based on a ϕ6 theory
suggested that the TCI phase requires precise multi-parameter
fine-tuning [3]—a constraint evident in many preceding lattice
models—Majorana systems provide a more robust platform.
In these systems, the self-duality bypasses the need for deli-
cate adjustments, effectively relaxing the conditions required
to access the TCI critical point [4]. This is amply illustrated
in the work of RZFA[1] as they demonstrated a mapping to a
4-spin interacting model and successfully fixed the transition
line exactly through large-scale DMRG calculations. Their

analysis of the universal spectrum ratio allowed them to eluci-
date the ‘Ising CFT to TCI-CFT to Gapped‘ phase diagram,
confirming the model as a possible realization of the TCI-
CFT.

In this letter, we focus on the odd-integer δ sector, a choice
motivated by the spin structure of the O’Brien-Fendley (OF)
model [2]. While our DMRG simulations for small δ reveal a
monotonic decrease in the critical coupling |gc/tc|, the com-
putational cost diverges with interaction range and prevents
direct numerical extrapolation. To overcome this bottleneck,
we develop a theoretical framework mapping the 1D variable-
range problem to a family of 2D lattice models with width
W ∼ δ and helical boundary conditions (HBC). This mapping
allows us to identify the observed δ-dependent shifts as finite-
size effects of a single underlying (2+1)D transition. By an-
alyzing the universality of these effective 2D models, we can
asymptotically extrapolate the phase diagram to the infinite-
range limit, explaining the robustness of the phase diagram
and the drift of the critical point within a common picture.

The Model and Symmetries We study a generalized inter-
acting Majorana fermion chain of length 2L, described by Ma-
jorana operators γj satisfying the Clifford algebra {γi, γj} =
2δij . The Hamiltonian is given by

H = it

2L−1∑
j=1

γjγj+1 + g

2L−δ−1∑
j=1

γjγj+1γj+δγj+δ+1, (1)

where t represents the nearest-neighbor hopping amplitude
(which we set to t = 1 as our energy unit), and g parame-
terizes the strength of a four-fermion interaction with range
δ ≥ 2. The standard non-interacting critical free Majorana
point corresponds to g = 0.

To elucidate the connection of H to familiar spin models,
we employ the JW transformation. We map the Majorana op-
erators to spin-1/2 degrees of freedom via

γ2j−1 =

∏
k<j

σx
k

σz
j , γ2j = −iσx

j γ2j−1. (2)
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This mapping enables us to rewrite the nearest-neighbor bi-
linear terms as the components in the transverse-field Ising
terms. That is, γ2j−1γ2j = iσx

j and γ2jγ2j+1 = iσz
jσ

z
j+1.

Consequently, the free Majorana chain becomes a critical
transverse-field Ising model (TFIM):

H0 = i
∑
j

(γ2j−1γ2j + γ2jγ2j+1) = −
∑
j

(σx
j + σz

jσ
z
j+1).

(3)
However, the form of the four-fermion interaction in the

spin basis depends fundamentally on the parity of the range
δ. For example, the interaction term generates two distinct
classes:

H(odd δ)
int = −g

∑
j

(
σz
jσ

z
j+1σ

x
j+ δ+1

2

+ σx
j σ

z
j+ δ−1

2

σz
j+ δ+1

2

)
,

(4a)

H(even δ)
int = −g

∑
j

(
σz
jσ

z
j+1σ

z
j+ δ

2
σz
j+ δ

2+1
+ σx

j σ
x
j+ δ

2

)
,

(4b)

which illustrates that the even δ series has competing interac-
tions whereas the odd δ has a structure consistent with that of
the OF[2] model. It is not surprising that these models give
rise to vastly different physics. Our choice to focus on the odd
δ series is justified by a remarkable property. Namely, simi-
lar to the δ = 3 case [2], we find that all models with odd δ
share a common, exactly solvable ground state at g/t = −0.5
as illustrated in Fig. (1). At this coupling, the ground state
becomes a simple, unentangled product state, characterized
by zero entanglement entropy. This shared feature provides a
stable analytical anchor point across the entire odd-δ family.
This constitutes our first substantial result in this work. As a
consequence, we focus exclusively on the family of models
with odd δ = 3, 5, 7, . . . . Our primary goal is to track the
shift of the TCI critical point gc(δ) within this more tractable
family.

FIG. 1. Numerically calculated entanglement entropy S as a func-
tion of coupling g for several odd interaction ranges δ. A clear feature
is the drop to zero entropy at g/t = −0.5 for all odd δ considered,
indicating a shared exact product ground state at this point.

1D Numerical Results as Benchmark To determine the
phase diagram of the model, specifically the location of the
TCI point, we employ DMRG calculations using the ITensor
library[5]. We perform simulations with a maximum bond di-
mension of χ = 400 ∼ 1600 to ensure convergence. Such
a large bond dimension which is particularly crucial as the
interaction range δ increases. For moderate interaction ranges
(δ = 5, 7), we can precisely locate the critical points by adopt-
ing the universal energy ratio method utilized by RZFA [1].
At play here is that at a conformal critical point, the finite-size
energy gaps scale universally according to the scaling dimen-
sions of the underlying CFT[6]. By comparing the ratios of
excitation energies in different sectors, we can distinguish the
TCI phase (c = 0.7) from the standard Ising phase (c = 0.5).
The specific universal ratios used in our analysis are summa-
rized in Table I.

TABLE I. Universal Energy Ratios from CFT. Universal energy
gap ratios for the Ising (c = 1/2) and Tricritical Ising (TCI, c =
7/10) conformal field theories. The states are labeled as Bτ

n, where
B ∈ {P,A} denotes periodic or anti-periodic boundary conditions,
the superscript τ ∈ {+,−} indicates the even or odd parity sector
with respect to the global flip

∏
j σ

x
j , and the subscript n ∈ {0, 1}

refers to the ground state and the first excited state within that sector,
respectively.

CFT (c) A−
0 −P+

0

P+
1 −P+

0

P−
0 −P+

0

P+
1 −P+

0

P−
1 −P+

0

P+
1 −P+

0

Ising (0.5) 0.5 0.125 1.125
TCI (0.7) 3.5 0.375 4.375

Using this method, we successfully obtained precise phase
diagrams for δ = 5, 7 (see Fig. S1). However, as δ increases,
the system inherently requires larger system sizes L to illus-
trate the effects related to the interaction range, which simul-
taneously demands larger bond dimensions for convergence.
This renders the precise ratio method computationally pro-
hibitive for larger δ. For the cases of δ = 9, 11, 17, we re-
sorted to an estimation method based on entanglement entropy
scaling. Based on Cardy’s formula[7] for the entanglement
entropy in a CFT, S ∼ c

6 lnL, and given that the TCI CFT has
a central charge c = 7/10, we can estimate gc as illustrated in
Fig. S2.

Our 1D numerical results reveal two key features:

1. The ”Ising → TCI → Gapped” phase diagram structure
observed by OF[2] for δ = 3 is robust against increas-
ing the interaction range δ.

TABLE II. Critical coupling strengths gc for varying δ.

δ(W ) 3(2.5) 5(3.5) 7(4.5)

gc −0.428 −0.370 −0.335

δ(W ) 9(5.5) 11(6.5) 17(9.5)

gc −0.30 ∼ −0.29 −0.28 ∼ −0.27 −0.25 ∼ −0.24
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2. The critical |gc| monotonically decreases towards zero
as δ increases, as shown in Table II.

(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 2. Geometric mapping from a 1D variable-range chain to a 2D
locally alike system. (a) A 1D chain with interaction range δ as in our
Hamiltonian. (b) The corresponding 2D swirling lattice constructed
by wrapping the chain helically with a period of δ−1

2
, δ+1

2
· · · . (c)

Corresponding 2D model when apply anti-helical-boundary condi-
tion to the swirling chain in (b).

These observations naturally lead to profound questions:
What is the exact functional dependence of gc on δ? In the
infinite-range limit (δ → ∞), do the Ising and TCI phases
remain stable, or do they eventually collapse? The numerical
difficulties encountered at large δ necessitate a new theoreti-
cal approach to answer these questions, which we introduce
in the next section.

2D Finite-Size Effect from Helical Twist Establishing the
phase diagram in the infinite-range limit (δ → ∞) presents a
significant challenge for numerical methods such as DMRG,
where computational costs scale prohibitively with the inter-
action range. To rigorously access this thermodynamic limit,
we move beyond simple numerical extrapolation and estab-
lish a theoretical framework that maps our family of variable-
range 1D models onto a single representative 2D local model
of varying widths. This mapping enables us to interpret the
δ-dependent critical behavior not as an arbitrary finite-range
effect, but through the well-established lens of 2D finite-size
scaling (FSS)[8].

The geometrical transformation is achieved by wrapping
the 1D chain helically, a technique that fundamentally rein-
terprets the 1D interaction range δ as the circumference W of
a 2D cylinder as in Fig 2. Note we recover one extra site on
each row after imposing anti-helical boundary conditions. By
setting the width W = δ+2

2 = ∆/2 (the average number of
site for even and odd rows), we find that the variable-range
1D term is mapped to a strictly local nearest-neighbor bond
(or gate) in the transverse (ŷ) direction of the 2D lattice.

Under this mapping, we find that the original 1D Hamilto-
nian is exactly equivalent to a 2D model defined on an infinite
height plane of circumference W , subject to helical bound-
ary conditions (HBC). The HBC, which is initially used in
2D-DMRG calculations[9], introduces a specific twist, con-
necting site (W, y) to (0, y + 1), which ensures that the 1D
chain topology is preserved. Crucially, as W → ∞, this twist
becomes negligible, and the system approaches true 2D bulk
behavior. This is the principal innovation in this work.

A crucial insight arises from this construction: in the limit
of infinite chain length (L = H × W → ∞). Namely,
the HBC maps the finite 2D lattice onto a single, translation-
ally invariant 1D system. This offers a unique ”advantage”
over 2D open boundary conditions (OBC). Namely, while the
g = 0 parallel critical TFIM chains appear gapped in 2D with
OBC due to finite-size correction, the HBC provides a gen-
uine 1D thermodynamic limit for realizing the gapless phase
for correlations along the chain (x-direction in 2D).

However, the HBC cannot escape the overall 2D finite-size
effect. Once the inter-chain interaction is turned on by our
g-terms, the system is still subject to an energy scale imposed
by the effective width (or interaction range δ). Similar to OBC
and PBC, the HBC cannot avoid the frustration arising from
the overlap of “correlation disks” whose terminus lies outside
the circumference of the cylinder. That is, regions of the sam-
ple that exceed the correlation length are effectively truncated.
This structural frustration, where the system energetically dis-
favors certain ground states or excitations, is the root of the
phase transition after projection onto our 1D infinitely long
system. Consequently, we can claim that, while we measure
a true thermodynamic phase diagram for the effective 1D sys-
tem, the behavior of the critical point gc(δ) has the same root
cause as that of the 2D finite-size transitions under OBC or
PBC. The trajectory of gc is thus governed by the finite-size
scaling (FSS) laws of the underlying (2+1)D bulk universality
class.

To determine the resultant scaling laws, we first analyze the
intrinsic physics of the (2+1)D bulk Hamiltonian. The model
retains a Kramers-Wannier self-duality (X ↔ ZZ). We also
observe two distinct limiting behaviors:

1. At g = −0.5, the system resides in a trivial, gapped
paramagnetic phase with local, gapped excitations.

2. At g = 0, the model decouples into an infinite set of par-
allel, non-interacting 1D Transverse-Field Ising Models
(TFIMs), each at its own critical point in the Ising Uni-
versality Class.

The existence of a gapped phase (g < gc) and a contin-
uous critical line (gc < g < 0) necessitates the presence
of another quantum tricritical point (QTCP) separating them.
This (2+1)D QTCP is equivalent to a 3D classical tricritical
point. Such a system is described by a ϕ6 Landau-Ginzburg-
Wilson (LGW) theory[3]. The upper critical dimension dc
for a ϕ6 theory is precisely dc = 3.[10] Our (2+1)D system
is therefore exactly at its upper critical dimension. In this
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FIG. 3. Linear fit of the finite size critical coupling gc(W ) against
the scaling width W−2 and determination of the infinitely long range
limit gc(∞)

special case (d = dc), mean-field theory exponents become
exact, but they are modified by multiplicative logarithmic
corrections[11] [12]. However, as this correction emerges in
higher order loop RG calculations, we can simply use power
law dependence here[13] of the form,

gc(δ) = gc(∞) + C ·W−2 + · · · . (5)

Here gc(∞) is the bulk (2+1)D tri-critical point and C is a
non-universal amplitude.

Building upon this theoretical claim, we now proceed to
benchmark our numerical data against the scaling law derived
in Eq. 5. Our gc(δ) data points, presented in Table II (entan-
glement or universal ratio methods), are fit to this form. This
allows us to perform a robust two-parameter fit to extract the
non-universal amplitude C and the infinite variable-range tri-
critical point gc ≡ gc(δ → ∞). From Fig. 3, we see that
gc(∞) is non-zero and roughly −0.2. That this limiting value
of the critical coupling is non-zero is one of our key results.

This data is inevitably contaminated by non-universal con-
tributions from higher-order, irrelevant scaling terms that are
not captured in Eq. 5. Nevertheless, as illustrated in Fig. 3,
the theoretical curve provides a collapse to the numerical data
points. The agreement between the predicted scaling law and
the benchmark data serves as a strong consistency check.

Conclusion and Outlook In this work, we have system-
atically investigated a family of finite-range interacting Ma-
jorana fermion models. By focusing on the odd interaction
range series (δ = 3, 5, . . . ), we identified a robust class of lat-
tice realizations of TCI conformal field theories. These mod-
els share the same universal critical physics.

Our numerical results reveal a monotonic drift of the TCI
critical point |gc(δ)| towards smaller values as the interaction

range increases. To overcome the severe computational chal-
lenges in the large-δ regime, we introduced a novel theoreti-
cal framework that maps these variable range 1D chains onto
locally similar 2D lattice models with helical boundary con-
ditions. This mapping proved to be more than just a compu-
tational convenience; rather, it provides a powerful physical
bridge. By applying 2D finite-size scaling theory to our 1D
data, we discovered a connection between lower-dimensional
finite range and its hidden higher dimensional geometrical
structure.

Looking forward, this 1D-2D embedding framework holds
significant promise for broader applications. An immediate
next step is to apply this perspective to the more challenging
even-δ series. It is plausible that the ”frustration” observed
in 1D for even δ maps onto geometric frustration in the
corresponding 2D lattice, offering a new geometric intuition
for their complexity. More generally, this methodology could
be adapted to other classes of 1D chains with long-range
interactions, potentially unveiling hidden higher-dimensional
structures in a wide range of ostensibly quantum many-body
systems.
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Supplemental Material: 2D Helical Twist Controls Tricritical Point in an Interacting Majorana
Chain

In this Supplemental Material, we present detailed numerical evidence supporting the robustness of the phase diagram for
larger interaction ranges and get accurate or approximate value of gc.

S-I. UNIVERSAL SPECTRUM RATIOS

In the left column of Fig. S1, we perform a fine-grained scan (interval 0.001) of the ratio P−
0 −P+

0

P+
1 −P+

0

. The data clearly illustrate

that for small |g|, the scaling of the system tends towards the Ising CFT limit, while near the critical point gc, the ratio exhibits
a remarkably flat dependence on the size of the system L, closely matching the prediction of tricritical Ising (TCI). In the right
column, we compare all three ratios (as defined in Table I of the main text) with the theoretical CFT values at the identified critical
points; all three show excellent agreement. These results confirm that the “Ising CFT (|g| < |gc|) → TCI CFT (g ≈ gc)” behavior
persists for these δ values. Combined with the analysis of the trivial gapped state at g = −0.5 in the main text, this establishes
the robustness of the phase diagram. And we can also yield the critical points gc(δ = 5) = −0.370 and gc(δ = 7) = −0.335.
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FIG. S1. Finite-size scaling analysis of the spectrum ratios for δ = 5 (top row) and δ = 7 (bottom row). The left panels show the scan of
the selected ratio versus coupling g, while the right panels show the comparison of three different ratios against TCI CFT predictions at the
determined critical points.
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S-II. SUBTRACTED ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY

To extend our analysis to larger interaction ranges (δ = 9, 11, 17), we employ the Cardy-Calabrese formula discussed in
the main text to approximate the location of the critical point gc. This approach provides an estimation with a precision of
approximately 0.1, establishing a crucial numerical benchmark for subsequent theoretical predictions. Notably, by comparing
these estimated values with the precise results from the earlier section, we observe a trend where the magnitude of the critical
point |gc| decreases towards 0 as the interaction range δ increases.

FIG. S2. Diagnostic plot for the central charge approximation. By plotting the subtracted entanglement entropy S(L)− 0.7
6

lnL, we highlight
the estimated bounds of the critical point, represented by the red (upper) and blue (lower) curves. The flat dashed line marks the theoretical
reference value (c = 0.7). The background green lines correspond to other interaction strengths g with a separation of 0.1.
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