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We present an exactly solvable model for one-dimensiomahsgtry-protected topological phases witkr x
Zn symmetry. The model works by binding point topological d@tfe(domain walls) of one symmetry to
charges of the other and condensing these bound statesn@sidgle topological defects to charges leads to
symmetry-protected topological phases, while bindingtipiel topological defects to charges leads to phases
with a combination of symmetry-breaking and topologicaipgarties.

I. INTRODUCTION which live on odd-indexed sites and those which live on even-
indexed sites. For each variable, we write the Hamiltonian

Over the past few years, Symmetry Protected Topologicdp terms ofZy genera_lizations of th_e Pauli matrices, which
phases (SPTs) have generated a lot of research intetest.We call Z and X. Matrix representations of and X can be
Much of this interest has been devoted to the subclass of Spfaund in Ref(3. They have the following properties:
which are constructed of weakly interacting fermions, in-pa xt— xN-1 xN_q 1)
ticular the topological insulatofs> One advantage of study- ’ ’
ing such systems is that one can make progress by applyirend similarly forZ. They also have the following commuta-
well-known techniques from band theory. When an SPT idion relation:
composed of strongly interacting particles, new theoattic _iomN
techniques are needed. One approach is to construct mod- XZ=wZX, w=e : )
els of SPTs by condensing bound states of charges and poig},- Hamiltonian is as follows:
topological defects. We have used this approach succhssful
in the past to construct models for bosoni(ggeractingines H = Hoaa + Heven
of the quantum Hall effect in two dimensi d topological 1 . .
insula’?or in three dimensioHs. Pood Hoaa = 9 Z [(Zitl) X{Zi 0+ h‘c‘} )

In this work we apply this philosophy to one-dimensional =21
systems with discrete symmetry. The relevant point togelog Heovon = 1 Z [Z-C,le(ZT )+ h.c.} _
cal defect is a domain wall, pictured in Fig. 1. The system has 2 ’ A
Zn x Zx symmetry, and its ground state can be viewed as a i )
condensate of objects which are bound states of chargegof ohi€reéc andd are integers if0, 1, ..., N — 1]. One can check
Zx symmetry and domain walls of the other. Such a modefhat all the terms in this Hamiltonian commute.
with N = 2 was presented by Réf. 8. The present work ex- The Hamiltonian also commutes with the operators
tends this model to general and phases beyond purely SPT - B
phases. Th&s x Zs case of our model realizes the same Ooda = H Xi, Oeven = H Xi, (4)
topological phase as th&l/(2) AKLT chain? and the phase =2+l =2
realized by theZ; x Zs version of our model has also been re- which generate thEy x Z symmetry.
alized in anSU (3) AKLT-like model2 Models withZ y x Zx When eitherc = 0 or d = 0 the Hamiltonian is clearly
symmetry can havé&/ different topological phasé$,and our  topologically trivial, but we will show that other values of
model can realize all of them by binding domain walls to dif- andd lead to topological phases. A domain wall in the order
ferent numbers of charges. parameter of one ‘species’ (even or odd) can be detected with

Itis also possible to consider binding multiple domain wall gperators |ik@J,1Zi+1; coupling these operators 16; oper-
to a single charge. In higher dimension this has led to phasegors has the effect of binding these domain walls to charged
with intrinsic topological order, also known as Symmetry En particles of the other species. This is how our Hamilton&n r

riched Topological (SET) phases. In this one dimensiors#ca ajizes the physical mechanism behind SPT phases discussed
such topological order is not possible. Instead we find thafn the introduction.

bindingd domain walls (with/ a divisor of N) to each charge
partially breaks the symmetry froy x Zy to Z, X Z,,

wherer = N/d. In this case- different topological phases
are possiblé} and our model can realize all of them as well.
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The Hilbert space of our model is shown in Figlite 2. WeFIG. 1. The dashed lines are examples of domain walls in a hobde
have a chain 0% variables, which can be divided into those Zs variables.

II. MODEL


http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.1580v1

L
i+1

i i+2  i+3

FIG. 2. The Hilbert space of the model. There is one speci&yof
variables on lattice sites with odd labels, and anotherispemn sites
with even labels.

Let us now try to find the ground state of this Hamiltonian.
Here and below we will work in the basis, such that:

X[¢) = lew™). (6)
We will first study the case with periodic boundary condition
Consider the following wave function:

Z a[gla'“aglz] |§11"'1§L>-
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(7)

here. We begin by decomposing the symmetry operators in
Eq. [4) into left and right part®)oqqa = LoaaRodd, OQeven =
LevenReven, Which act only at the ends of the open chain.
These operators may belong to a projective representation o
Zn x Zy. To see this we Comput.yen Lodd Lovsn Loy = -

If two phases of matter have differepthen they are topologi-
cally distinct phases; the topologically trivial phase has 1.

To put our Hamiltonian in EqI{3) on an open chain with
sites labelled from to L, we only allow terms which are cen-
tered on sites frord to L — 1. To compute the projective rep-
resentation, consider the action®f44 on the ground state.
We will first consider the case where= 1. For concrete-
ness, we will assume that the length of the chainis even.
O,44 hasX operators on the odd sites, and we are free to in-

sert identities of the fornzgj(Z;j)c on the even sites. After
doing this©,44 is a product of termszf_l)CXiZfH, which

in the ground state have eigenvaluand can therefore be “re-
moved”. On a periodic chain all dd,qq can be removed in

Here L is the length of the system (which is assumed tothis way and therefor®.qq [Wo) = [¥o); we can also argue
be even), and since we have periodic boundary condition§0om this that the ground state is unique. On an open chain

1 =&

Consider acting with one of the terms of the Hamiltonian
on the above wave function, for example a term fréfgpg
where theX operator acts on a site indéexThe result is:

(2] ) XPZe 19y = > (&) (&) alér, o 6L

L GwTd e (8)

The statg¥) is an eigenstate of this term with eigenvalye
if, for all spin configuration§¢;, ..., &1 }:

)\ia[glv "'7§’iw_d7 "'7§L] =
= (&) (1) frs s i oo €L 9)

A similar condition must be satisfied f¢¥) to be an eigen-
state ofH,qq4, though we can see from the Hamiltonian that
the ;1 variable with be complex conjugated. The periodic-
ity of the X; operators sets some constraints on the Ap-
plying the above operata¥ times gives us the constraint that
AT

there are no terms in the Hamiltonian which are centered at
the ends of the chain, therefore after removing all termbef t

form (ijl)cXiZ;;l, we are still left with terms on the ends:

Ooaa [ Wo) = X1 Z5(Z})° [ Vo), (10)
and therefore
Loqa = X175, Rodd = (ZZ)C- (11)
Similarly
Leven = (Z])°,  Road = Z§_1X1. (12)
Using the above and Ed.](1) we can easily see that:
LovenLoddLayon Loty = W, (13)

and a similar result holds for tH#e operators. This result im-
plies that the ground state of the model realizes a topadbgic
phase wher: # 0 andd = 1. Furthermore, since there are
N different choices for: the model can realizév different

1. The Hamiltonian on each site has the eigenvaludopological phases, in agreement with the literatdre.

—(\: +Af)/2 [after also including the Hermitian conjugateto ~ The above projective represention tells us that on an open
the operator in Eq[]8)]. The ground state is the state with alchain, there are degenerate states at each end of the chain. |

\; = 1, and thea’s chosen to satisfy EqJ9). We will discuss ¢ and V' are mutually prime there ar& degenerate states.
properties of this ground state below. In general the number of degenerate states on each end is

given by N/¢, with ¢ the greatest common divisor ofand

N, ¢ = ged(e, N). We can also directly see this from our
Hamiltonian. On an open chain the siteand L have noX
operator acting on them, and their values can be fixed for any

Models with different: andd can realize different phases, eigenstate. This gives aN-fold degeneracy associated with

and both topology and symmetry breaking must be used t§ach end site. However this degeneracy may not be stable to

characterize them. We begin by considering the case wheferturbations. When > 1, the following symmetry allowed
only one domain wall is bound to each charge, and there iperturbation is possible, and commutes with the rest of the

no symmetry breaking. This happens wheand N are mu-  Hamiltonian:
tually prime. We can identify the topological nature of the

phase by computing its projective representation of thbajlo

symmetries on a system with open boundary conditions. Th&his perturbation reduces the degeneracyM¢: for each
method for doing this is well-know#? but briefly summarized edge, in agreement with the robust prediction from Eqg. (13).

III. SPT PHASES WITH NO SYMMETRY BREAKING

§H = —h X;°. (14)
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Whend > 1 and mutually prime withN, the sameN  for all sitesi andj. Therefore there is long-ranged order in
topological phases are realized. To see this, we again staitie Z" operators, and since these do not commute withethe
with ©,44 but insert identities on the even sites of the formoperators th&y x Zx symmetry is broken. However, there
Zgj(ZgTj)cs, wheres is an integer such thatl = 1 (all arith- s still some symmetry left. The following operators commeut
metic is done modV). If N andd are mutually prime thes  with the Hamiltonian, and have no effect when they act on the
exists and is mutually prime withV. SinceX;iS = X, Ovada degenerate ground states:
becomes a product of terms from the Hamiltonian, raised to

the s-th power, and such terms still have eigenvalu&imilar Ooaa= [] X Buven = II x¢, (21)
arguments to those above then give: i=2j+1 i=2j
Loda = X17Z5°, Leven = (ZI)CS, v =w, (15)  These operators generate the symmélryx Z,, so when

d > 1,theZy x Zy symmetry is spontaneously broken down

to Z, x Z,. Using the above arguments, we find that when

d > 1, each species can be divided intsectors, which are

not connected to each other by an operator in the Hamiltonian
and which have the same energy. In total there are therefore
d? ground states. As in higher dimensions, we have found
that binding multiple topological defects to a charge letads

a ground state degeneracy. In this one-dimensional case the

, , . . ground state degeneracy comes not from intrinsic topo#bgic
Finally we must deal with the case where multiple domaing,qer but from spontaneous symmetry breaking.

walls bind to each charge._ In this case the resulting phases \wnen the symmetry is broken down @, x Z,, there
have both symmetr_y-breakmg and topological content. Mult 4, predicted to be a maximum of different topological
ple domain walls bind to a charge wheneweand N are not  hhased and all of these phases can be realized through dif-
mutually prime, i.e. whenever ferent choices of. To see this, we take a similar approach to
d= ged(N, d) > 1. (16) that above. We insert into t.k(éodd.expression identities~of
the formZgj-(Z;j)cs, wheres is an integer such thatl = d
In this case, if we start with a clock variable with sofe  (modr). It can be easily showsnexists and is mutually prime
eigenvaluet, we cannot generate all other eigenvalues by apwith r. In this case
plying X to it, we can only generate= N/d of them. N . N .
At first glance this seems to lead to a macroscopic degen- Loda = X{Z5°, Loven = (Z]), v =wi =a%. (22)
eracy: all the eigenvalugscan be divided int@l classes, and _
we are free to choose one member of each class for each sifefininga = ¢™/7, we see that different values ofy are
leading to a total degeneracy @fF. Hamiltonians with such possible and all can be realized by different choices dhis
macroscopic degeneracy are poorly defined since their grourimplies the existence of distinct topological phases. Note
state is extremely sensitive to perturbations. that there aréV values ofc but onlyr topological phases, this
This is in fact not a problem. Let us first consider the casds because differents which are related by adding multiple
wherec andd are mutually prime. We can apply terms from factors ofr realize the same. On an open chain, we find a
the Hamiltonian- times to the ground state and see that thedegeneracy of* due to the spontaneous symmetry breaking,

for ©,q4 acting on the ground state. Sinees mutually prime
with N, the N different possible: generate the samg topo-
logical phases as theé= 1 case.

IV. PHASES WITH BOTH SYMMETRY BREAKING AND
SPT ORDER

following must be true: and a further degeneracy 6f/&')?, [whered = ged(c, )]
due to the topological properties giving rise to the edgesta
(&) (i) alr, o €] = alér, - € 17) When ¢ andd in the Hamiltonian of Eq.[{3) are not mu-
. tually prime, the argument in Eq$._(17)-[18) no longer hplds
Forc andd mutua”y prime, this condition is satisfied if and we may have macroscopic degeneracy. In some cases we
B dx (integer) can fix this, since, as shown above, models wittlifferent
§i-1 = Cipiw : (18) by a multiple ofr realize the same. Therefore if a given

Thus we find tha of the same species (even or odd) must be’ < [0, — 1] is not mutually prime withi we may be able

valent t h oth 1o a factorsf. In oth d to realize the same with a different Hamiltonian that has
equivaient 1o each other up 1o a 1aclodl. In OtNerworas, — gpigeaq byr to be mutually prime withi. This still does not
after choosing one of degenerate states fgs and¢&;, all

ther choi fixed and the d i< reduodd t allows us to realize phases whetel andr all share a com-
other choices are ixed and (n€ degeneracy IS redu O mon factor. In this case we need to add an extra term to the
We can also see that

Hamiltonian to remove the macroscopic degeneracy:
ZI X337 VM = (2] Zi), (19)
(i XiZin) (ZiaZi) OH' = ~J > [(Z], Ziy1)" + hecl. (23)
wherem is some integer satisfying.c — nd = 1 (which al- i

ways exists whem andd are mutually prime). We can use ) o o
this to show that: Such a term commutes with the original Hamiltonian, and

does not change anything about the ground states wiedd
(Do (ZZZJ»)T [To) =1, (20)  are mutually prime. Wheaandd are mutually prime, its only
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effect is to reduce the degeneracylfoand make the problem can be broken down t@, x Z,, wherer is a divisor of N,
well defined. Therefore we can assume such terms have beand in this case topologically distinct phases can be realized.
added and we do not need to worry about the macroscopicike other models of topological phases, these models work
degeneracy. by binding topological defects (domain walls) to charged an
proliferating the resulting bound states. The ease of study
ing our models, which are exactly solvable and can also be
V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION easily studied numerically, may make them useful tools for
exploring ideas related to the interactions between symymet
One can of course imagine perturbing the Hamiltonian inand topology. One possible extension would be to study the
Eq. @), for instance by adding terms suchgsor Z/ | Z; . critical properties of the transitions between these togichl
Since the model is one-dimensional we can study the effect8hases.
of such terms using density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG), and in addition the model can also be accessed
using sign-free Monte Carlo simulations. We find that the
phases described above are stable to such perturbatioas. Th
phases can be identified by measuring appropriate stritigror
parameterd? or by computing the projective symmetry group  We would like to thank V. Quito for useful discussions.
from the entanglement spectrifh. This research is supported by the National Science Fowndati
In summary, we have constructed a class of onethrough grant DMR-1206096, and by the Caltech Institute of
dimensional models witl.y x Zx symmetry. These mod- Quantum Information and Matter, an NSF Physics Frontiers
els realizeN different topological phases, which respect theCenter with support of the Gordon and Betty Moore Founda-
symmetry. In addition, wheV is not prime the symmetry tion.
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