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Abstract

Kubo’s canonical correlation functions (canonical correlators) describe the static

response of a system in equilibrium to infinitesimal local perturbations. Know-

ing their decay properties with respect to spatial distance is important for many

theoretical and experimental applications. For a thermal state of a system with

short-range interactions, we prove that any knowledge of the decay rate of ordinary

correlators readily translates into that of canonical correlators. As the former have

been extensively studied, our result can lead to many new results on the latter.

Throughout the paper, we use the framework of infinite-volume quantum lattice

model. However, the method we use is adaptable for other physical scenarios not

considered in this paper.

1 Introduction

Condensed matter experiments often measure the linear response to a small local pertur-

bation of a system in thermodynamic equilibrium in order to gain information about the

unperturbed system. One of the simplest quantities to measure is the static response [1]

to an infinitesimal perturbation H → H + λB on the Hamiltonian by an observable B.

The change in the equilibrium expectation value of an observable A is determined by a

function 〈〈A,B〉〉 called Kubo’s canonical correlation function. It is natural to measure

the rate at which this function decays with respect to the spatial distance between A

and B. In the theoretical study of quantum many body systems, knowledge of this decay

rate is important. For example, the assignment of a local temperature to a subsystem
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relies crucially on the exponential decay of canonical correlators [2]. Another example is

the proof of the energy Bloch’s theorem [3] which assumes a fast enough decay rate as

well.

A study of decay rates of canonical correlators in general quantum systems is, there-

fore, warranted. While there has been some progress for finite quantum spin system

at high temperature (see [2]), our understanding of the topic is far from complete. On

the other hand, a lot is known about ordinary correlation functions and their decay in

thermal states. In 1969, Araki [4] proved the exponential and uniform clustering of ordi-

nary correlators for one dimensional quantum spin chains at positive temperature. The

clustering of ordinary correlators has been proved for certain higher dimensional spin

systems, both classical [5] and quantum [6]. It would be interesting to prove analogous

results for canonical correlators. There could be two applications if such results exist.

Firstly, it would justify the theoretical assumptions about rapid decay of canonical corre-

lators away from phase transition. Secondly, near a continuous phase transition, ordinary

correlators have power-like decay. The exponents of the decay rates are believed to be

universal. A natural question is whether this translates into power-like decay with the

same exponents for canonical correlators. The answer is affirmative for classical systems

where ordinary and canonical correlators are exactly equal. It would be interesting to

verify if this result holds also for quantum systems at positive temperature.

In this article we prove such results in the framework of infinite-volume quantum spin

systems at positive temperature. We believe our methods can be adapted to many other

discrete or continuous models.

Acknowledgements: I would like to express my gratitude towards Anton Kapustin

for suggesting the problem and for his invaluable guidance and support. I also thank

Nathaniel Sagman, Tamir Hemo and Alexandre Perozim de Faveri for discussions on

decay rates.

2 Setup and statement of the main result

2.1 Setup and notation

We consider a quantum spin system defined on an infinite discrete metric space (Γ, d).

Let P0(Γ) be the set of finite subsets of Γ. For a finite subset X ∈ P0(Γ), we define

Br(X) = {y ∈ Γ : d(y,X) < r}. We also assume there is a constant D > 0, such that

for all X ∈ P0(Γ) there exists C > 0 with

|Br(X)| ≤ C|X |(1 + r)D. (1)
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The algebra of local observables is

Aloc = lim
−→

X∈P0(Γ)

⊗

x∈X

Mdx , (2)

where Mdx is the algebra of dx × dx matrices with supx∈X dx < ∞. We also denote
⊗

x∈X Mdx by AX for all X ∈ P0(Γ). The C
∗-algebra A of quasi-local observables is the

norm completion of Aloc. For A ∈ Aloc, its support supp A is the smallest X ∈ P0(Γ)

such that A ∈ AX .

In a system of finite volume, time evolution is generated by a self-adjoint operator

called the Hamiltonian. This is replaced by an interaction in an infinite-volume system.

An interaction Φ is a function from P0(Γ) to A such that Φ(X) = Φ(X)∗ ∈ AX . In order

to determine a time evolution on the infinite system, an interaction has to be reasonably

local. Mathematically, this translates into a decay condition on ‖Φ(X)‖ as X grows in

size. Various viable conditions have been explored by others (see [7, 6, 8, 9]). For clarity

we shall follow a single convention and assume for all x ∈ Γ the following holds:

∑

Z∋x

‖Φ(Z)‖ |Z|exp(µdiam(Z)) ≤ v/2 < ∞, (3)

where diam(Z) = maxy,z∈Z d(y, z) for Z ∈ P0(Γ). Under this condition, we are able to

determine an infinite-volume time evolution τ : R → Aut(A) as a strongly continuous

one-parameter group of C∗-algebra automorphisms. Specifically, it is shown (see [10, 11,

12, 13]) that for all A in a dense subset of A, the following limit is well-defined

δ(A) = lim
|Λ|→∞

∑

X⊂Λ

[Φ(X), A], (4)

where Λ ∈ P0(Γ) grows to eventually include any point in Γ. Then τt is obtained on

a dense subset by the exponentiation of δ through a Taylor series. The convergence of

both δ and τ are shown in the references above. In particular, τt(A) is differentiable with

respect to t ∈ R for all A ∈ Aloc (see lemma 3.3.5 in [13]). We will use this fact later.

When working with the algebra of observables (instead of the Hilbert space of pure

states), a state φ : A −→ C is a positive linear functional of norm 1, or equivalently φ is

bounded with ‖φ‖ = φ(1) = 1. This immediately implies that for any observable A ∈ A,

we have a bound |φ(A)| ≤ ‖A‖ .

Given a time evolution τ and an inverse temperature β ∈ [0,∞], a state φ is called

β-KMS 1 if for all A,B ∈ Aloc there exists a function FA,B(t) holomorphic and bounded

1KMS stands for Kubo-Martin-Schwinger
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on the strip Sβ = {z ∈ C|0 ≤ Imz ≤ β} such that

FA,B(t) = φ(Aτt(B)) (5)

and

FA,B(t+ iβ) = φ(τt(B)A), (6)

for all t ∈ R. The KMS condition implies that φ is invariant under the automorphisms τ

[11]. The KMS states are well studied as an infinite-volume thermal state at temperature

T = 1/β. In particular, it has been shown [14] that such a state always exists in a

quantum spin system for any β. More detailed exposition on the topic can be found in

[11, 12] . For a fixed β-KMS state the ordinary and Kubo’s canonical correlators are

respectively

〈A,B〉φ = φ(AB) − φ(A)φ(B) (7)

and

〈〈A,B〉〉φ =
1

β

∫ β

0

FA,B(ib)db− φ(A)φ(B). (8)

2.2 Main result

Given a KMS state at positive temperatrue, we establish spatial decay for its canonical

correlators assuming spatial decay for the ordinary correlators. Only two other ingre-

dients are needed: approximate locality (see the next section) and the KMS condition.

The large number of existing results on correlators decays often come in two forms: ex-

ponential clustering or power-like decay (see [6, 8, 9, 4, 5, 2, 15]). We choose to use a

general monotone decreasing function g : R≥0 → R≥0 as the decay rate instead. While

this has the benefit of generality, it may appear opaque for applications. Thus, we also

discuss our result for g(l) = e−l/ξ and g(l) = l−n with some n, ξ > 0.

Theorem 1. In a quantum spin system as defined above, let φ be a β-KMS state with

0 ≤ β < ∞. Given X,Y ∈ P0(Γ) with l = d(X,Y ) > 0, if for all A ∈ AX , B ∈ AY ,

|〈A,B〉φ| ≤ c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min{|X |, |Y |}g(l), (9)

where c is a constant, then

|〈〈A,B〉〉φ| ≤ c′ ‖A‖ ‖B‖min{|X |2, |Y |2}g′(l), (10)

where c′ is another constant and g′(l) is g(l/4) or e−µl/2 whichever one has slower decay.

In particular, if g(l) = l−n then g′(l) = l−n. If g(l) = e−l/ξ, then g′(l) = e−l/ξ′ where ξ′

is another constant independent of A, B and l.
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3 Approximate Locality

Locality in a physical system broadly refers to a limit on the propagation speed of

information. In relativistic systems, no information is allowed to travel faster than the

speed of light. However, non-relativistic systems often do not possess such a sharp bound.

Nevertheless, an approximate version of locality can emerge in a multitude of many body

systems. In this section, we first define approximate locality for a quantum spin system.

Then we state the Lieb-Robinson bounds which guarantees approximate locality for the

spin systems considered in this article.

Definition. In a quantum spin system with time evolution τ , we say the system is

approximately local if for any A ∈ AX and r > 0, there exists a family of operators

Ar(t) ∈ ABr(X) differentiable with respect to t ∈ R, such that Ar(0) = A and

‖τt(A) −Ar(t)‖ ≤ c ‖A‖ |X |e−2µr(ev|t| − 1), (11)

where c, µ, v are positive absolute constants.

Remark. The condition can be interpreted as a bound on information leaked out of an

effective light-cone. In relativistic field theory, the condition above holds without any

leakage.

It turns out a large class of non-relativistict quantum spin systems possess approxi-

mate locality. This fact was originally observed by Lieb and Robinson in [16] and become

known as the Lieb-Robinson bounds. There exists many improved versions of this result

for example in [17, 7, 9, 18] just to name a few. Below, we state a version discussed in

[17].

Theorem 2. In a quantum spin system on (Γ, d), assume the interaction Φ is such that

for all x ∈ Γ, the following holds:

∑

Z∋x

‖Φ(Z)‖ |Z|exp(µdiam(Z)) ≤ v/2 < ∞, (12)

for some positive constants c, µ and v. Let A,B be operators supported on sets X,Y ,

respectively. Then, if l = d(X,Y ) > 0,

‖[B, τt(A)]‖ ≤ c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |, |Y |)e−µl(ev|t| − 1). (13)

Proposition 1. A spin system satisfying the Lieb-Robinson bounds possesses approxi-

mate locality and vice versa.
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Proof. (⇒): Given quasi-local A ∈ A and X ∈ P0(Γ), we define for an integer n > 0

T n
X (A) =

∫

Bn(X)\X

dUUAU †, (14)

where the integral is over all unitary matrices of the form U =
⊗

x∈Bn(X)\X Ux with

Ux ∈ A{x} using the Haar measure. We also assume the Haar measure in the integral is

normalized so that

‖T n
X (A)‖ ≤

∫

Bn(X)\X

dU‖UAU †‖ = ‖A‖

∫

Bn(X)\X

dU = ‖A‖. (15)

Moreover, {T n
X (A)}n is a Cauchy sequence: Given ε > 0, there exists T ∈ Aloc such that

‖T −A‖ < ε/2. For any large m,n such that supp T ⊂ Bn(X) and m > n,

‖T m
X (A)− T n

X (A)‖

≤

∫

Bn(X)\X

dU‖U(T m−n
Bn(X)(A)−A)U †‖

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Bm(X)\Bn(X)

dWWAW † − T + T −A

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

Bm(X)\Bn(X)

dWW (A− T )W †

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ ‖T −A‖ < ε, (16)

where the last step relies on the fact [T,W ] = 0 for all W ∈ ABm(X)\Bn(X). Let

TX(A) = limn→∞ T n
X (A). It is easy to see that

‖TX(A)‖ ≤ ‖A‖. (17)

Thus TX is a bounded linear operator on A.

We are now ready to show approximate locality. Given A ∈ AX and r > 0, we define

Ar(t) = TBr(X)(τt(A)), (18)

and for n > r,

Ar
n(t) = T n−r

Br(X)(τt(A)), (19)

Clearly Ar(0) = A. From (17),

‖Ar(t)‖ ≤ ‖A‖. (20)
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Since Uτt(A)U
† = τt(A) + U [τt(A), U

†], theorem 2 implies

‖τt(A) −Ar
n(t)‖ ≤

∫

Bn(X)\Br(X)

dU
∥

∥[U †, τt(A)]
∥

∥ ≤ c‖A‖e−µr(ev|t| − 1). (21)

Let n → ∞ on both sides, we have

‖τt(A) −Ar(t)‖ ≤ c‖A‖e−µr(ev|t| − 1). (22)

As τt(A) is differentiable with respect to t for local A ∈ AX and TBr(X) is bounded and

linear, Ar(t) = TBr(X)(τt(A)) is also differentiable.

(⇐): Given A ∈ AX , B ∈ AY with l = d(X,Y ) > 0, we can take r = l/2 and deduce

from approximate locality the following:

‖[B, τt(A)]‖ ≤ ‖[B, τt(A)−Ar(t)]‖ ≤ c ‖A‖ ‖B‖ |Y |e−µl(ev|t| − 1), (23)

where we assume min(|X |, |Y |) = |Y | without loss of generality. In the first step, we

used the fact [B,Ar(t)] = 0 for r = l/2.

4 Proof of Main Result

By the KMS condition, f(z) := FA,B(z) is bounded and analytic on Sβ . At positive

temperature β is finite, so the interval [0, β] is compact. It is, therefore, sufficient to

establish the desired decay for the integrand f(ib)− φ(A)φ(B). As long as the bound is

uniform in b ∈ [0, β], it survives after the integration. This approach would not apply to

system at zero temperature where β = ∞.

x = Re(z)

y = Im(z)

iβ

TO−T
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4.1 Contour Integration

Fix b ∈ [0, β] and let w(z) = e−z2−b2 . The function w is bounded and analytic on the

strip Sβ. Its exponent is conveniently chosen so that w(ib) = 1. We integrate the function
f(z)w(z)

z−ib along the contour ΓT shown on the figure above. By the residue theorem,

2πif(ib)w(ib) =

∫

ΓT

f(z)w(z)

(z − ib)
dz

=

∫ T

−T

f(t)w(t)

t− ib
dx+

∫ β

0

f(T + iy)w(T + iy)

T + iy − ib
dy

−

∫ T

−T

f(t+ iβ)w(t+ iβ)

t+ iβ − ib
dt−

∫ β

0

f(−T + iy)w(−T + iy)

−T + iy − ib
dy. (24)

f(z) and w(z) are bounded on Sβ, therefore, the 2nd and 4th terms vanish as T → ∞.

f(ib) =
1

2πi

(
∫ ∞

−∞

f(t)w(t)

t− ib
dt−

∫ ∞

−∞

f(t+ iβ)w(t+ iβ)

t+ iβ − ib
dt

)

=
1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t)f(t)(t + iβ − ib)− w(t+ iβ)f(t+ iβ)(t− ib)

(t− ib)(t+ iβ − ib)
dt

=
1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t + iβ)(f(t)− f(t+ iβ))

t+ iβ − ib
dt

+
1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t)f(t)iβ + (w(t) − w(t + iβ))f(t)(t− ib)

(t− ib)(t+ iβ − ib)
dt

=
1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t + iβ)φ([A, τt(B)])

t+ iβ − ib
dt

+
1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t)f(t)iβ + (w(t) − w(t + iβ))f(t)(t− ib)

(t− ib)(t+ iβ − ib)
dt, (25)

where in the last equality we used the fact f(t+iβ) = φ(τt(B)A). If we substitute A = I,

the above identity reduces to

1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t)φ(B)iβ + (w(t) − w(t+ iβ))φ(B)(t − ib)

(t− ib)(t+ iβ − ib)
dt = φ(B), (26)

or
1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t)iβ + (w(t) − w(t+ iβ))(t− ib)

(t− ib)(t+ iβ − ib)
dt = 1, (27)

This identity can be verified more directly using the residue theorem bearing in mind

that w(ib) = 1. With this identity we write
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f(ib)− φ(A)φ(B)

=
1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t+ iβ)φ([A, τt(B)])

t+ iβ − ib
dt

+
1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t)(f(t) − φ(A)φ(B))iβ + (w(t) − w(t+ iβ))(f(t)− φ(A)φ(B))(t − ib)

(t− ib)(t+ iβ − ib)
dt

=
1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t+ iβ)φ([A, τt(B)])

t+ iβ − ib
dt

+
1

2πi

∫ ∞

−∞

〈A, τt(B)〉φ(w(t)iβ + (w(t) − w(t + iβ))(t− ib))

(t− ib)(t+ iβ − ib)
dt. (28)

Therefore,

2π|φ(τ−ib(A)B) − φ(A)φ(B)|

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t + iβ)φ([A, τt(B)])

t+ iβ − ib
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

−∞

〈A, τt(B)〉φw(t)

(t− ib)
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

−∞

〈A, τt(B)〉φw(t+ iβ)

(t+ iβ − ib)
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (29)

We proceed to bound each term separately. Throughout the next sections, we absorb all

constant coefficients into a symbol c. Thus c may change from step to step.

4.2 First Term

The decay for this term relies completely on approximate locality:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t+ iβ)φ([A, τt(B)])

t+ iβ − ib
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

|w(t+ iβ)| ‖[A, τt(B)]‖

|t+ iβ − ib|
dt

+

∫

|t|>µl/2v

|w(t + iβ)| ‖[A, τt(B)]‖

|t+ iβ − ib|
dt

≤

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

|w(t+ iβ)| ‖[A, τt(B)]‖

|t|
dt

+ 2 ‖A‖ ‖B‖

∫

|t|>µl/2v

|w(t+ iβ)|

|t|
dt (30)
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Finally we substitute |w(t+ iβ)| = e−t2+β2−b2 and then use approximate locality (or the

Lieb-Robinson bounds) to show exponential decay:

eβ
2−b2

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

‖[A, τt(B)]‖

|t|
e−t2dt

≤c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |, |Y |)eβ
2−µl

∫ µl/2v

0

evt − 1

t
e−t2dt

≤c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |, |Y |)eβ
2−µl

(
∫ 1

0

evt − 1

t
e−t2dt+

∫ µl/2v

1

evtdt

)

=c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |, |Y |)eβ
2−µl

(
∫ 1

0

evt − 1

t
e−t2dt+

eµl/2

v
+

ev

v

)

≤c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |, |Y |)e−µl/2. (31)

The second integral becomes

4 ‖A‖ ‖B‖

∫

t>µl/2v

eβ
2−b2−t2

t
dt

≤c ‖A‖ ‖B‖

∫

t>µl/2v

e−t2

t
dt. (32)

This decays exponentially in l2 which is faster than the previous integral, so overall

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

−∞

w(t + iβ)φ([A, τt(B)])

t+ iβ − ib
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |, |Y |)e−µl/2. (33)

Note this term decays exponentially with l regardless of the rate of decay assumed for

the ordinary correlator. The bound obtained is manifestly independent of b.

4.3 Second and Third Terms

Bounding the second and third terms similar, so we only provide the detail of the former:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

−∞

〈A, τt(B)〉φw(t)

t− ib
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

〈A, τt(B)〉φw(t)

t− ib
dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2 ‖A‖ ‖B‖

∫

|t|>µl/2v

|w(t)|

|t|
dt. (34)

We have used the simple bound |〈A, τt(B)〉φ| = |φ(Aτt(B)) − φ(A)φ(B)| ≤ ‖Aτt(B)‖ +

‖A‖ ‖B‖ ≤ 2 ‖A‖ ‖B‖ for the last step.
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Since w(t) = e−t2−b2 , the second integral clearly decays exponentially with respect

to l2.

By approximate locality, let B3l/4(t) be the local approximation to τt(B). Then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

w(t)

t− ib
〈A, τt(B)〉φdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

w(t)

t− ib

(

〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ + φ(A(τt(B)− B3l/4(t))) − φ(A)φ((τt(B)−B3l/4(t)))
)

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

w(t)

t− ib
〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ 2 ‖A‖

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

|w(t)|

|t− ib|

∥

∥

∥
τt(B)−B3l/4(t)

∥

∥

∥
dt. (35)

By approximate locality, the second integral is bounded as follows,

2 ‖A‖

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

|w(t)|

|t− ib|

∥

∥

∥
τt(B)−B3l/4(t)

∥

∥

∥
dt

≤2 ‖A‖

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

e−t2

|t|

∥

∥

∥
τt(B)−B3l/4(t)

∥

∥

∥
dt

≤c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |, |Y |)e−3µl/2

∫ µl/2v

0

evt − 1

t
e−t2dt

≤c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |, |Y |)e−3µl/2

(
∫ 1

0

evt − 1

t
e−t2dt+

eµl/2

v
+

ev

v

)

≤c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |, |Y |)e−µl. (36)

We are now left with
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

e−t2−b2

t− ib
〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

(37)

whose decay rate depends on g the decay rates of ordinary correlators.

By (9), we have

|〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ| ≤ cmin(|X |, |Y |) ‖A‖ ‖B‖ g(l/4), (38)

Remark. We have min(|X |, |Y |) above instead of |X | because we could have switched

the roles of A and B in the entire proof.

11



Now, we fix an ǫ > 0 and estimate

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ µl/2v

−µl/2v

e−t2−b2

t− ib
〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ µl/2v

0

e−t2−b2

t− ib
〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ −

e−t2−b2

t+ ib
〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ǫ

0

e−t2−b2

t− ib
〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ −

e−t2−b2

t+ ib
〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ µl/2v

ǫ

e−t2−b2

t− ib
〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ −

e−t2−b2

t+ ib
〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ǫ

0

e−t2−b2

t− ib
〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ −

e−t2−b2

t+ ib
〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∫ ∞

ǫ

e−t2

t
|〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ|+

e−t2

t
|〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ|dt. (39)

To get the desired decay of the last term in eq. (39), we apply (38) to |〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ| as

well as to |〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ|. Note
∫∞

ǫ
e−t2

t dt is a finite constant for a fixed ǫ, so

∫ ∞

ǫ

e−t2

t
|〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ|+

e−t2

t
|〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ|dt ≤ cmin(|X |, |Y |) ‖A‖ ‖B‖ g(l/4).

(40)

Finally, we are left with the terms

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ǫ

0

e−t2−b2

t− ib
〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ −

e−t2−b2

t+ ib
〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φdt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ ǫ

0

e−t2−b2 |〈A,B
3l/4(t)〉φ(t+ ib)− 〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ(t− ib)|

t2 + b2
dt

≤

∫ ǫ

0

|〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ|b+ |〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ|b

t2 + b2
dt

+

∫ ǫ

0

t|〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ − 〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ|

t2 + b2
dt (41)

To the first integral, apply (38) again while noting that the remaining integral
∫ ǫ

0
b

t2+b2 dt

gives arctan(ǫ/b) which is bounded for any b. Therefore,

∫ ǫ

0

|〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ|b+ |〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ|b

t2 + b2
dt ≤ cmin(|X |, |Y |) ‖A‖ ‖B‖ g(l/4). (42)

To estimate the final integral, recall that B3l/4(t) is differentiable with respect to t. By

12



the mean value theorem,

∫ ǫ

0

t|〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ − 〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ|

t2 + b2
dt

≤

∫ ǫ

0

|〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ − 〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ|

t
dt (43)

≤4ǫ sup
−ǫ<t<ǫ

∣

∣

d

dt′

∣

∣

∣

∣

t′=t

〈A,B3l/4(t′)〉φ
∣

∣ = 4ǫ sup
−ǫ<t<ǫ

∣

∣〈A,
dB3l/4(t′)

dt′

∣

∣

∣

∣

t′=t

〉φ
∣

∣. (44)

Since B3l/4(t′) is supported on B3l/4(Y ) for all t′, the support of dB3l/4(t′)
dt′

∣

∣

t′=t
is also

contained in B3l/4(Y ). Next we bound its norm,

∥

∥

∥

∥

dB3l/4(t′)

dt′

∣

∣

t′=t

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

d

dt′

∣

∣

∣

∣

t′=0

τt+t′(B)

∥

∥

∥

∥

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

lim
|Λ|→∞

∑

Z⊂Λ

[Φ(Z), τt(B)]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ lim
|Λ|→∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

Z⊂Λ:Z∩Y 6=∅

[Φ(Z), τt(B)]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

+ lim
|Λ|→∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

Z⊂Λ:Z∩Y =∅

[Φ(Z), τt(B)]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

. (45)

We bound the former term using (3),

lim
|Λ|→∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

Z⊂Λ:Z∩Y 6=∅

[Φ(Z), τt(B)]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 2 ‖B‖
∑

y∈Y

∑

Z∋y

‖Φ(Z)‖ ≤ v|Y | ‖B‖ . (46)

As for the latter, apply (13) and then (3)

lim
|Λ|→∞

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∑

Z⊂Λ:Z∩Y=∅

[Φ(Z), τt(B)]

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
∑

Z∩Y =∅

‖[Φ(Z), τt(B)]‖

≤
∑

Z∩Y =∅

2 ‖Φ(Z)‖ ‖B‖ |Z|e−µd(Z,Y )(ev|t| − 1)

≤2 ‖B‖ (evǫ − 1)
∑

Z∩Y=∅

‖Φ(Z)‖ |Z|e−µd(Z,Y )

≤2 ‖B‖ (evǫ − 1)
∞
∑

r=1

e−µr
∑

d(z,Y )∈(r−1,r]

∑

Z∋z

‖Φ(Z)‖ |Z|

≤v ‖B‖ (evǫ − 1)

∞
∑

r=1

e−µrD(r), (47)

where |t| < ǫ and D(r) := |{z ∈ Γ : d(z, Y ) ∈ (r − 1, r]}|. Clearly, D(r) grows polynomi-
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ally with respect to r, so
∑∞

r=1 e
−µrD(r) is bounded by a constant linearly dependent

on D(1). This is dominated by |Y | due to (1). Overall,

∥

∥

∥

∥

dB3l/4(t′)

dt′
∣

∣

t′=t

∥

∥

∥

∥

< C(µ, v, ǫ) ‖B‖ |Y |. (48)

Then we apply (9) to
∣

∣〈A, dB3l/4(t′)
dt′

∣

∣

t′=t
〉φ
∣

∣ and obtain

∫ ǫ

0

t|〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ − 〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ|

t2 + b2
dt ≤ c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |, |Y |)|Y |g(l/4). (49)

Furthermore, the canonical correlator is symmetric, so if we swap A and B from the

very beginning, we get the same overall bound except an additional factor of |X | instead

of |Y |. Thus, we actually have

∫ ǫ

0

t|〈A,B3l/4(t)〉φ − 〈A,B3l/4(−t)〉φ|

t2 + b2
dt ≤ c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min(|X |2, |Y |2)g(l/4). (50)

The procedure for bounding the third term is entirely similar.

4.4 Summary

In summary,

|〈〈A,B〉〉φ| ≤ c ‖A‖ ‖B‖min{|X |2, |Y |2}g′(l), (51)

where g′(l) is the slower decaying one between g(l/4) and e−µl/2.

5 Discussion

In the present paper, we focus on quantum spin systems with short-range interactions.

In particular, interactions are assumed to satisfy a concrete condition (3). However,

our analysis can be adapted readily if we substitute (3) with many other conditions for

short-range interactions such as those analyzed in [6, 7]. Lieb-Robinson bounds have

also been proven for certain spin systems with long-range interactions (see [6, 7, 19]).

However, these bound may not lead to approximate locality defined here. For example,

[19] demonstrates that systems with long-range interactions could have unbounded in-

formation propagation speeds. Therefore, it is interesting to investigate decay rates of

canonical correlators in systems with long-range interactions.
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