arXiv:2001.06458v3 [math-ph] 31 Mar 2022

RATIONAL INDICES FOR QUANTUM GROUND STATE
SECTORS

SVEN BACHMANN, ALEX BOLS, WOJCIECH DE ROECK, AND MARTIN FRAAS

ABSTRACT. We consider charge transport for interacting many-body systems
with a gapped ground state subspace which is finitely degenerate and topo-
logically ordered. To any locality-preserving, charge-conserving unitary that
preserves the ground state space, we associate an index that is an integer
multiple of 1/p, where p is the ground state degeneracy. We prove that the
index is additive under composition of unitaries. This formalism gives rise to
several applications: fractional quantum Hall conductance, a fractional Lieb-
Schultz-Mattis theorem that generalizes the standard LSM to systems where
the translation-invariance is broken, and the interacting generalization of the
Avron-Dana-Zak relation between Hall conductance and the filling factor.

1. INTRODUCTION

The use of topology to study condensed matter systems is among the most
influential developments of late 20th century theoretical physics [I, 2]. The first
major application of topology appeared in the context of the quantum Hall effect [3]
[4,[5] in the early 80’, and topological concepts have since been applied systematically
to discover and classify phases of matter [6}[7, [8, @, 10 1T, [12]. The full classification
for independent fermions is well developed, in particular by K-theory [13| [14] [15],
but a framework of similar scope is lacking for interacting systems, except possibly
in 1 dimension where there is a classification of matrix product states [16], 17, [18]
and cellular automata [19] 20].

For non-interacting systems, several topological indices can be formulated as
Fredholm-Noether indices [21], 22], 23] or, equivalently, as transport through a Thou-
less pump [24]. These formulations have been influential and insightful, in partic-
ular for non-translation-invariant systems [25]. For example, the quantum Hall
conductance [26], the Zy-Kane-Mele index [27, 28], and the particle density can be
expressed as (integer-valued) Fredholm indices. Let us briefly recall the setting in
the easiest case of one-dimensional systems, playing on the Hilbert space £2(Z). It
takes as input a self-adjoint projection P, that we think of as a Fermi projection
of a local and gapped one-particle Hamiltonian, and a unitary U that commutes
with P, [P,U] = 0. The index is then defined as Tr[P(U*1yU — 1y)], provided
that [U, 1y] is trace-class, with 1y the orthogonal projection on the subspace ¢?(N).
The upshot is then that, on the one hand, this index is integer-valued, and, on the
other hand, it can be identified with the average charge transported by U across
the origin, when starting from the fermionic state defined by the projection P, i.e.
the filled Fermi sea; see [22] [29] [30] for proofs and details.
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In this paper we develop an interacting analogue to this formalism. It is similar to
the non-interacting theory in that it is very modular. Instead of a Fermi projection,
it takes as input the ground state projection of a gapped many-body Hamiltonian.
Instead of the one-particle unitary, we consider a many-body unitary U commuting
with P. We also need a notion of locally conserved charge which was absent in the
single-particle setting, as the charge there was implicitly defined as the number of
fermions. The index is then constructed out of these data (P,U and the charge)
under appropriate regularity conditions. A striking difference is the possibility
that the projector P has a higher rank p > 1, corresponding to degenerate or
quasi-degenerate ground states. In this situation, the possible values of the index
are now in %Z. There are two generic situations that lead to a finite p > 1,
namely spontaneous breaking of a discrete symmetry and topological order. The
first case can morally speaking be reduced to the case of p = 1 by restricting to
superselection sectors, in which case U can fail to be a symmetry and only some
power U™ survives as a symmetry in the superselection sector. This leads to a
rational index in a straightforward way. We cover this case explicitly in Section
The case of topological order [31, B2] is more interesting. It means that the
different vectors in the range of P cannot be distinguished by local observables.
Our framework is tailored towards this case, allowing for example for fractional
quantum Hall conductance. In [33], fractional quantization is discussed in the same
setting as here but the proof sketched there relies on a different more involved
strategy. We would however like to point out that, at present, we do not know any
model where we can rigorously confirm that this index takes a non-integer value
in a topologically ordered subspace ran(P), as one expects to happen in fractional
quantum Hall systems.

The present paper generalizes our previous work [34] which was restricted to
rank-1 projections. Just like there, different choices for U correspond to different
physical situations: Our index is the (fractional) quantum Hall conductance when
U is associated with an adiabatic increase of flux; it is the ground state filling factor
when U is a discrete translation, and the theorem is a new, fractional and multidi-
mensional version of the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem, see [30] [36] for the integral
case. We go further and also prove that the index is additive under composition
of unitaries, as it should be if it has the interpretation of a charge transport. Ap-
plied to the specific situation of a family of covariant Hamiltonians, the additivity
yields a relation between two indices. In the context of the quantum Hall effect, it
relates the filling factor to the quantum Hall conductance. This is well-known in
the non-interacting setting [37]. Here, the relation is shown to hold in the interact-
ing, possibly fractional setting, see also [38] for similar results as well as [39] for a
geometric perspective.

Finally, we mention a technical difference with the non-interacting theory briefly
discussed above. We do not formulate our theory in infinite volume from the start,
mainly because the above concepts ‘ground state projector’ and ‘many-body uni-
tary’ are in general not available in a Hilbert space setting if the volume, or more
precisely the number of particles, is infinite. When fixing a reference state, one can
consider a Hilbert space given by the GNS representation, but that is not versatile
enough for our purposes, except possibly in the nondegenerate setting, p = 1, in
general in one dimension and for some two-dimensional systems [40]. Rather, we
work here in large but finite volumes and all bounds are uniform in the volume.
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Strictly speaking, the index is therefore associated with sequences of operators
rather than just the three operators P,U and the charge.

2. SETTING

Let A be a graph equipped with the graph distance and having diameter diam(A) =
L. We write |A| for the number of vertices. With each vertex, we associate a copy
of the Hilbert space C”. We denote by Hp the total Hilbert space of the system
of dimension nlAl. We treat simultaneously spin systems, where n is the number of
components of the spin at each site, and fermionic systems, where n = 27 with f
the number of flavours of fermions.

The spatial structure of A is reflected in the algebra of observables A. To any
element O € A, we associate a spatial support supp(O) C A. The crucial property
is the following: If X, Y C A are disjoint, and if supp(Ox) C X, supp(Oy) C Y,
then [Ox, Oy| = 0. These notions of locality are completely standard and probably
well-known to most of our readers. For convenience, a short exposition is provided
in Appendix

We will consider sequences of models indexed by L € N and be interested in
their asymptotic properties as L — oo. Writing the index L everywhere would
clutter the text and we choose not to do so. We will always have such a family in
mind and the upshot of our results is that, unless otherwise specified, all constants
and parameters can be chosen independently of L. In particular, the parameters
Ry, Rg,mp,mq,v,p to be introduced below are assumed to be independent of L.
Furthermore, we will use constants ¢, C'; whose value can change between equations,
but they are also always independent of L. We will often say A = O(L~°°) which
means that the sequence of operators A = Ay, satisfies ||AL| < % pointwise for
all k € N. For completeness, we explain the large L setting in more details in
Appendix [C]

With these considerations in mind we now set up the main objects of our work.
We keep this section abstract on purpose and refer the reader to Section |5|or to [34]
for specific examples.

2.1. Hamiltonian. The Hamiltonian is a sum of local, finite range terms of the
form

H:=Y hg, (2.1)
ZCA
where
supp(hz) = Z, hz = 0 unless diam(Z) < Ry,
that are uniformly bounded: supy-, ||hz|| < mp. Note that Ry stands here for

the interaction range, not the Hall conductance. As A is assumed to be finite
dimensional, see Section 2.3 below, it follows that ||H|| < C|A].

2.2. Charge. We consider local charge operators ¢z with supp(gz) = Z satisfying
(i) gz = 0 unless diam(Z) < Rg,

(ii) supzcq llgzll < mq,
(ili) o(gz) C Z for all Z, where o(A) denotes the spectrum of A,
(iv) lgz.qz/] =0 for all Z,Z".
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FIGURE 1. A typical realization of the assumed global spatial
structure. Here A is a two-dimensional discrete torus (Z/LZ)?
and T is one half of the torus with two disjoint boundaries 0.

The total charge in S C A is defined as
05 = Yz (22)
ZCS

Finally, we assume that the Hamiltonian conserves this charge, namely

[Qa, H] = 0.
Using the properties of gz, it follows that we can choose the decomposition H =
>4 hz such that

[QA, hz] =0 (2.3)

for all Z C A. This implies in particular that, for any S C A, the commutator
[@Qs, H] is supported in a strip along the boundary of S.

2.3. Spatial structure. For a set S, we define S,y to be its r-fattening, namely
Sy = {zr € A:dist(z,S) <r} (2.4)
and its boundary to be
08 =Sy N(A\ S)).
We can now state the two conditions imposed on the graph A:

(i) A has a finite spatial dimension in the sense of sup ¢, [{z} | < C(1+7)?
for all » > 0, i.e. the size of balls grows at most polynomially with the
radius.

(ii) There is a set I' C A such that

T =0_Ud,,  dist(d_,0.) > cL. (2.5)

These assumptions are illustrated in Figure [I} in the case where A is a discrete
2-torus. We will consider the transport of the charge across one of I'’'s boundaries.

2.3.1. Almost local operators and quasi-local unitaries. We will often need to local-
ize sequences of operators approximately, in a looser sense than by their support.
To explain this, and only in this section, we keep the L-dependence explicit in order
to be maximally clear, see also Appendix[C] A sequence of operators A = Ay, is al-
most supported in a sequence of sets Z = Zy, if there are sequences A, = A ,,r € N

with supp(Az,-) C (Z1) @y, see (2.4), such that
AL = ALl = ALl ZL|O(r™).
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We denoteﬂ the set of sequences of operators that are almost supported in Z by
Az. With this notation, a sequence of unitaries U is called locality-preserving if

U*AzU C .AZ

for all sequences of sets Z.

3. THE INDEX THEOREM

With these general properties set up, we can now state the results announced
above and the assumptions they require.

Assumption 1 (Gap). Let Ey < Ey < ... < E,_ja be the eigenvalues of H,
counted with multiplicities. There are L-independent constants v > 0, A > 0 and
p such that

E, 1 —E, >~ and E, - FE <A,
and v > 2A.

We refer to the rank-p spectral projector corresponding to the spectral patch
{E1,...,E,} as P and its range is called the ‘the ground state space’.

One consequence of the gap assumption is the following exponential clustering
result.

Proposition 3.1. For any A € Ax, B € Ay with X NY =0 and for any normal-
ized Q € ran(P),

(€, ABQ) — (@, APBQ)| = [|A[||| BJ[[ X|[Y]O(d(X, Y) ™). (3.1)

This is a slightly weaker statement than [41] [42] in that the decay is only su-
perpolynomial, but also under weaker assumptions: it holds in finite volumes and
with an energy width of the ground state patch A that may remain bounded away
from 0 in the infinite volume limit. We refer to Appendix [A]for a proof of this finite
volume clustering theorem. As seen there, the condition v > 2A is of technical
nature.

The second assumption is about a locality-preserving unitary, see Section [2.3.1
As discussed in the introduction, this U is the unitary implementing the process
transporting charge, whether by translation, flux insertion, or else.

Assumption 2 (Charge and locality preserving U). There is a locality-preserving
unitary U that leaves ran(P) invariant

[U,P] = O(L™) (3.2)
and that conserves the total charge
[U,Qa] = 0.

Since U is locality-preserving and the charge is a sum of local terms, this leads
to a continuity equation: for any spatial set Z,

U'QzU —Qz € Apz.

LOur notation differs here from the tradition of reserving this symbol for the smaller algebra
of observables that are strictly supported in Z.
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In words, the net charge transported by U in or out of any set is supported near
the boundary of the set. Applying this assumption to Z = I" and using the spatial
structure introduced in Section we get

U*QrU — Qr = T_ + T (3.3)

with Ty € Ay, and ||[T4|| < CJA|. We naturally interpret T as the operators of
charge transport across the boundaries 0+. This defines T+ only up to vanishing
tails and an arbitrary additive constant. We fix a choice such that

QT 1 L O(L®),  |ITu]| < CIAl, (3.4)

where we denoted @ = Qr as we shall do from here onwards. Such a choice exists.
Indeed, for any T4 satisfying l} we have, by integrality of the spectrum of @
and the assumption (2.5) about the spatial structure, that

1 = @2miU"QU _ ezwi(Q+f_+f+) +O(L™®)

= Pri(QFT)2riQFTH) | o(1~) (3.5)
with exp(2mi(Q 4+ T4)) € Aps, . Hence there exists v such that

exp(2mi(Q + T4)) = e + O(L~™).
Then Ty := fi F ﬁ satisfies both and . We can now state our main
result. For any € > 0, we denote

Zey :={x € R : dist(z,Z) < €}.
Theorem 3.2. If Assumptions [l and[3 hold, then
Te(PT-) € Zio(p-o))-

While the trace is an integer, the physically relevant quantity is the expectation
value of charge transport in the state given by the density matrix p~'P, which
makes the above into a rational index indeed. We denote it by

Indp(U) = (T(U)-) p.

where (A)p := p~!Tr(PA), further emphasizing the mathematical fact that it is a
general index associated with the pair (U, P) of a locality-preserving unitary and a
finite-dimensional projection that commutes with the unitary.

There are two natural settings where p = rk(P) > 1: topologically ordered
ground states and spontaneous symmetry breaking with a local order parameter.
In both cases, a value of the index can be attributed to the individual ground states
themselves. We cover here the case of topological order and we postpone symmetry
breaking to Section [0}

Assumption 3 (Topological order). For any Z such that diam(Z) < C, and for
any operator A € Az of norm 1,

PAP — (A)pP = O(L~%).

This assumption prevents local order since the restriction of any local observable
to the ground state space is trivial. No local observable can be used to distinguish
between the different states in the range of P. We note that this assumption implies
that the splitting A in Assumption [I] vanishes in the infinite volume limit because
(Q,HQ) = (H)p + O(L~*°) by topological order for any normalized €2 € ran(P).
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Corollary 3.3. If, in addition to Assumptions[]] and[3, Assumption[3 also holds,
then

for any normalized ¥ € ran(P).

Proof. By (3.3) and the locality-preserving property of U, T_ can be approximated
by sums of local terms, to which Assumption [3| applies. ([

We now proceed with the proof of the theorem, postponing discussions of further
properties of the index and of applications.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

From now on, we denote by = equality up to terms of O(L~°°), in operator
norm.

4.1. Preliminaries. Recalling that @) is the charge in the half space, let us define
K = / W (t)e i[H, Qe at (4.1)

with W a real-valued, bounded, integrable function satisfying W (t) = O(|¢|~>°
and W(w) = —% for all |w| > ~, with v the spectral gap as in Assumption 1
Since, by functional calculus for ady = [H, ],

K = W(—adH)(i adg (Q)),

the properties of W yield that [K, P] = [Q, P]. By charge conservation (2.3) and
the spatial structure (2.5)), we see that

i[HaQ]:J*+J+7 J:I:GAai'

Plugging this decomposition into (4.1)) and by the Lieb-Robinson bound, we con-
clude that there are Ky € Ay, such that ||K1|| < C|A| and such that

Q=Q-K_-K, (4.2)
leaves ran(P) invariant:
@, P]=0. (4.3)
Note that while is also the generator of the ‘quasi-adiabatic’ flow, see [43, [44],
its use in the present context was introduced in [34].

We now present three lemmas before heading to the main argument. While the
first and third ones are general and purely technical, the second one refers explicitly
to the spatial structure of the problem, see Section [2.3] and plays an essential role
in the following.

We note that Lemma [£:1] is a slight modification from the published version of
the present article, which is incorrect there. In consequence, there is a small change
also in the proof of Lemma the statement of the lemma remains unchanged.
We thank Filippo Santi for pointing out the error.

Lemma 4.1. Let V' be a unitary and P an orthogonal projection. Then
(i) ||V, P]|| < € implies |PVY||*> > 1 — € and |PV*y||?> > 1 — € for all nor-
malized vectors such that Py = .
(i) |PV]? > (1 — )||PY||? and |PV*)| > (1 — €2)||Py||* implies that
IV, P]|| < 2e.
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Proof. (i) Let ¢ = P4, ||¢]| = 1. Then,
IPVY|? = (, PY) + (&, VP, V]) > 1 .

The inequality for PV*1) follows as above with V*[P, V] replaced by [V, P]V*.
(ii) For an arbitrary t,

1PYI* = VP = /(1 = P)VPy|* + || PV Py
> |1 = PYVPY|? + (1= )| Py|*.

This implies ||(1—P)V P|| < e. Exchanging V' < V*, we also get ||(1—P)V*P|| < e,
and hence ||[PV(1—P)| < e. The statement then follows from [V, P] = (1-P)VP—
PV(1-P). O

Lemma 4.2. Let Vi € Ay, be unitary operators and let V := V_V . If Assump-
tion holds, then [V, P] = 0 implies [V, P] = 0.
Proof. By Proposition [3.1] using the notation of the proposition,

|PABQ — PAPBQ| = O(d(X,Y)™), (4.4)

holds for any normalized vector €2 in the range of P.
Now, the assumption [V, P] = 0 and Lemma i) imply that ||PV,V_Q|> =1
for any normalized ground state vector €2, and we conclude by clustering (4.4)) that

1> |[PV_Q| 2 |PV,P|[|PV_Q|| > ||PV PV_Q| = 1.

Hence ||PV_Q|| = 1. The same argument but starting with the commutator [P, V*]
yields the bound ||PV*Q|| = 1. Therefore, ||[V_, P]|| = 0 by Lemma ii). O

Lemma 4.3. Let A = A* and P be an orthogonal projection. If ||[A, P]|| < €, then
le™'*4, P]|| < de.

Proof. Follows immediately from the identity
. ¢ .
[e™1%4 P = —i / e 1SA[A, Ple” (97904 4
0
and the unitarity of the exponentials. O

4.2. The main argument. We recall that the spatial setup of Section [2.3] see
also Figure [I} is such that the boundaries 0+ are separated by cL. Let now AL =
(0+)(ery NI be regions such that dist(Ay, A_) > cL (recall that ¢ can change value
from equation to equation). We denote

Q:I: = QAi7 Qm ::Q_Q*_Q%*'
For ¢ € [0, 27], we set
Z(¢) = U*e9QUe19Q = em@Ue_m@, (4.5)
as well as . B
Zi(¢) := el9Qxe7100x, (4.6)

Here we defined @ := U*QU, KY := U*K4U, and

QL =Q+— Ky, @Z =Q+ + Ty — KY. (4.7)
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To avoid later confusion, we point out that @i # U*Q_U. With these definitions,
the following identities hold:

= = — —U L =U —U
Q=0 +Qm+Q,, Q =ZQ_ +Qm+0Q,. (4.8)
The crucial point of these definitions is the commutation property
[Qm,Ax] =0,  [A_,By] =0, (4.9)

with A4, By any of the above objects carrying the subscript +. This is immediate

. . - /U .
for operators in Ay, but it also holds for Q1,Q ., Q1 € Aa,, and hence for their
exponentials by Lemma because these operators reduce to the charge away
from O4. This immediately leads to

2(9) = Z-(9)Z+(9).
By Assumption [2f and by construction of Q, see (4.3)), all four factors of Z(¢) =
U*e$QUe~ %9 commute with P, so that
[P.Z(¢)] = 0.
This and Lemma [£.2] now yield the first essential observation:
[P, Z+(¢)] = 0. (4.10)

The second one follows by recalling the integrality of the spectrum of @,,, which
implies that

[P,e?™@x] £ 0, (4.11)
again by Lemma applied to e2miQ = ¢2mQ_ eZ’T@Jr, see 1)

We now consider the function ¢ — Z_(¢) := PZ_(¢)P andlet D_ :=Q_ —Q_.
Then,

71%2_ (¢) = Pei¥Q" D_e714Q- p
= PZ_(¢)e¥Q-D_e 9Q-p
L Z (¢)Pel?@-D_719Q-p
L Z_(¢)Pe¥PD_e QP
L Z_(¢)eQPD_pei9Q,
The first two equalities are immediate calculations, the third one follows from ,

the fourth one uses the commutations (4.9), the fifth one is by property (4.3)) of Q.
The unique solution of this differential equation with Z_(0) =1 is

Z_(g) £ PP-PHQ) 00, (4.12)

Note that both unitary factors on the right independently commute with P. It
remains to study Z_(27) to conclude. By the integrality of the spectrum of @,,, Q+,

= = . . U
U*e%lQ* U= U*G2WI(Q*+Q7"+Q+)U _ e271'1(U QU K?)’
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where we used the definition 1' of Q_. Since U*QU = Q+T-— +T, the integrality
of the spectrum of charge and the commutation property (4.9)), we conclude that

U e2mQ- ] L (2mi(Q4+T4) 2mi(Q-+T-—KY) (4.13)

L 2mi(Q_+T-—-KY)
= e s

where the second equality uses the choice 1} Since the exponent is precisely @[i,
see again 1) we multiply from the right by e~2™%- to obtain
Z_(21) £ PU*e*™ Q- e 2"RQ- p. (4.14)
All four unitaries on the right hand side commute with P, see (4.11)). Moreover,
since PV*PVP — P = PV*[P,V]P for any unitary V, the condition [P,V] = 0
implies that PV P is invertible on ran(P) with (PVP)~! = PV*P. By continuity
of the determinant, we conclude that
detp(Z_(21)) =1
where detp(A) := det(PAP + (1 — P)). On the other hand, (4.12) and the relation
detp(e?) = T (P4) yield
detp(Z_(27)) £ Q2T T (PD_ P+Q) o —2miTr(Q) _ o2miTr(PD_)
We further observe that
D_=T_ -U'K_.U+K_,
see Gi so that Tr(PD_) = Tr(PT.) by the unitary invariance of the trace.
Hence Tr(PT-) € Z(1,~=)), which concludes the proof of Theorem
Remark 1. Had we not enforced the choice (3.4)) of 7.y, (4.14]) would read
Z_(2m) £ Pe?m(Qe+ T e2miQ /e =27Q- p (4.15)
see (4.13). From (3.5) we know that e=27(Q++7+) L 2mi(Q—+7-) and that they are
multiples of the identity. Taking the determinant of (4.15)), we conclude that
e2mip(T-)p L 2mip(Q-+T-) (4.16)

This means that, to check that Ty satisfies (4.14)) it suffices to verify that p(T_)p €
Z(o1,~=yy- We will use this in the proof of additivity below.

5. ADDITIVITY, FILLING, AND AVRON-DANA-ZAK RELATIONS

5.1. Additivity of the index. If Uy, U, both satisfy Assumption [2] then so does
their product, by Leibniz’ rule for the commutators and preservation of locality. It
is then natural to expect that the charge transported by the composed action of
Ui, Us is equal to the sum of the charges transported by the action of each of them
individually, see [22] for the non-interacting case. This is indeed true if we make
the choice

T(UzUl)_ = U;T(Ul)_UQ+T(U2)_. (51)
This is the content of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that Uy, Us both satisfy Assumption @ Let T(UsUy) -
be defined by (5.1). Then and hold for T(UsUy)_ and
Indp(UpU;) = Indp(Us) + Indp(Uy). (5.2)
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Proof. The definitions of or T'(Uy)+ and T(Us)+ yield
Uz Ui QULUz = Q = Uz (T'(Ur) - + T(U1)4)Uz + T(Uz) - + T(U2)+.

Since Uy is locality-preserving, the choice 1' indeed satisfies (3.3)). Using [Us, P] =
0, we get

Tr(PT(UpUy)-) £ Te(PT(Ur)-) + Te(PT(Uz) ) € Zyop-=))- (5.3)

By Remark [I] this shows that T(UyU;)_ indeed satisfies (3.4]). The additivity
is then precisely (5.3). O

5.2. The fractional Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem. Here, we constrain the
choice of graph A to have a good notion of translation. Let A’ be a d — 1 di-
mensional graph in the sense of Section Let T := Z/L1Z be a discrete circle.
Then A is of the form

A:=ToA
the cartesian product of these graphs. We write (z1,2’) € A with 1 € T, 2’ € A’
and we let © be a unitary shift along T. Finally, let

I'={(z1,2):0< 2 < L1/2,2' € \'}.

This choice is consistent with the setup of Section [2.3] provided we let Ly > cL,
with L the diameter of A. We assume that the Hamiltonian is translation invariant,
i.e. [H,0] = 0. Then so is its ground state space, namely [©, P] = 0, and since
translation clearly preserves locality, Assumption [2| holds for ©. Moreover

0"Q0 — Q = —Qo] + Q[rL, /215 (5.4)

where [z1] = {(z1,2),2’ € A’} and [L;/2] is the smallest integer not smaller than
Ly /2. We make the natural choice T = —Q[g] for which (3.4)) holds. By translation
invariance, the total charge per slab A’ is

(Quppr = 7:(Qa)p-
We then obtain the following fractional Lieb-Schultz-Mattis (LSM) theorem.
Corollary 5.2. If Assumptions|[1] holds, then
p(Qpo))p € Lyoy(-=y)-

Note that (Qg)p in the statement cannot be expected to be convergent as the
volume |A| grows, which renders the claim somewhat unfamiliar. This corollary
becomes in particular useful when one has full translation invariance, i.e. not only
in the zi-direction. To be very specific, we consider two-dimensional L; X Lo-
tori A, that is, we specify now A’ = Z/L;Z with diameter L = L%J We
specify a particular sequence of tori by picking a function L — (Lq, Ly) satisfying
L = L%j We choose this function such that L, runs through all positive
integers and that both Li,Ls > cL. Let us now assume that the total charge
density pr = ﬁ<QA> p converges to a limiting density p fast enough, namely
L(p—pr) — 0. This is a natural assumption because for gapped systems we would
expect to be able to choose the boundary conditions so that local observables in the
bulk approach their thermodynamic values (almost) exponentially fast, see [44] [45].
With this, Corollary [5.2] implies

pp € Z. (5.5)
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Indeed, from the index theorem we get that pLopy, € Z(O(Lfm)). Writing Lopp, =
Lop + La(pr, — p) and using that the assumption of fast convergence and Lo > cL,
we get (pLap) mod 1 = o(1). If Ly runs through N, rational non-integer pp is ruled
out directly and irrational p is ruled out by ergodicity of irrational rotations on the
torus. U

5.3. On the absence of topological order in one dimension. It is widely
accepted and proved in some specific settings [46, [16, [47] that there is no intrinsicﬂ
topological order in one dimension. The present paper proves a particular version
of this statement. Namely, in one dimension and with topological order as in
Assumption [3] the index Indp(U) is integer-valued, even when p > 1. For example,
in the case of the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem just discussed, this means that there
is no topological charge fractionalizatiorﬁ in the ground state sector.

Indeed, in one dimension, the region d_ is finite so that Pe*™@-P = zP for
some z € C,|z| =1, by Assumption (note that [e™@- P] = 0 in all dimensions,
but the exponential acts in general non-trivially on ran(P)). But then

Z_(27) £ PU**™R-Ue 2MQ-p L PU*PUP|z> £ P (5.6)
since U commutes with P by Assumption [2l With topological order, (4.12)) reads

Z_($) L (¢PD_P L (i¢PT_P L ei%ﬂ(PT,)P

which, with (5.6)), yields

as claimed.

5.4. Magnetic systems. We now discuss the case of systems with magnetic fields.
Our main result is an interacting version of the Avron-Dana-Zak (ADZ) relation [37]
between the Hall conductance and the filling factor. We start with an extensive
introduction of the setup and a presentation of the relation, leaving the general
rigorous result for Section See also [38] and [39] for another view on the same
results.

5.4.1. Harper/Hubbard Model. We consider again A = (Z/L17Z) 0 (Z/L27Z), i.e. the
Ly x Ly discrete torus with coordinates 1 < x12 < L; 2 and unit vectors é; =
(1,0),é2 = (0,1). We describe spinless fermions in a uniform magnetic field. Let

m

with m,n coprime integers, be the magnetic flux piercing through the unit cell and
let Lo® be the magnetic flux threaded through the torus, see Figure Then, in
the Landau gauge, the Hamiltonian is

Hg =t Z (el(¢$l—¢)c:+é2cw +Chie,Cet+ h.c.) —u Z Gz + Z W@ — Y)qzqy-
zEA zEA z,yeN
(5.8)
We have written g, = c}c, for the occupation operators and the parameters ¢, u, u(-)
are, respectively, the hopping strength, the chemical potential and the interaction
2as opposed to ‘symmetry protected’ topological order which is not considered here.
3The adjective ‘topological’ cannot be omitted here. In the case of spontaneous symmetry
breaking with a local order parameter, the index can be rational, see Section
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FIGURE 2. The parameter ¢ is the magnetic flux piercing each unit
cell on the torus, leading to a constant magnetic field. In contrast,
Lo® is the total flux threaded through a hole of the torus, it does
not result in any magnetic field on the surface of the torus.

potential. We impose L1¢ € 277 in order that the Hamiltonian is well defined on
the torus.

Let us comment on how this model fits our setup. The on-site operator ¢, is a
concrete example of the general charge introduced in Section [2.2] For w = 0, the
model is non-interacting and it is the Harper model in its second quantized version,
also known as the Hofstadter model [48]. By choosing 4 to lie in one of the gaps of
the corresponding one-particle Schrodinger operator, one obtains a gapped many-
body Hamiltonian. In that case, fermionic perturbation theory [49] [50L [51] yields
that the gap remains open for sufficiently weak v and so Assumption [I] is satisfied.
This case corresponds to p = 1. Although rigorous results are absent, it is believed
that at strong interaction, the system exhibits topological order, hence p > 1, and
it is a fractional Quantum Hall insulator, see for example [52]. The result below
applies to that case as well, but we cannot establish the validity of Assumption [T}
Below, we introduce two concrete unitaries that fit the general framework, namely
translation and magnetic flux insertion.

5.4.2. Translation and magnetic translation. The Hamiltonian is translation-
invariant in the xs-direction, but it is more interesting to consider translation in
the z1-direction

©"c0 = cpe,, 0,0 =cp e,

as well as the magnetic translation defined by
U*c,U = c$+é1e_i”32¢, Uc U = c;+éleim2¢.

At ¢ # 0, the ordinary translation is not a symmetry, but the magnetic translation
is a symmetry provided that Lo¢ € 2nZ:

[H<I>a®] 7&07 [H<I>7U} =0.

In that case, one can apply the index theorem with U being magnetic translation
and the conserved charge being the fermion number. Since, in the notation used
before Corollary we still have T_ = Q|g], we recover the result of the corollary.
However, the conclusion fails for a non integer flux ¢/(2m) because Lo must be
a multiple of n. Therefore the strongest result that can be obtained on the density
p is simply (pn)p € Z, which also follows from an application of the theorem with
©m™. A simple check with free fermions confirms indeed that no sharper result is
possible, at least not for p = 1. In other words, in the case of magnetic systems,
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the density that satisfies (5.5 is not the charge per unit cell, but the charge per
magnetic unit cell which is n times larger.

5.4.3. Fluz threading and Hall conductance. As illustrated in Figure [2] the param-
eter ® is the flux threaded through the torus, per unit length in zs-direction. If
the gap of Hg remains bounded away from 0 as the parameter ® goes from @ to
®’, then the ground state projector Pp can be parallel transported to Pg: by a
locality-preserving unitary F(®,®’) (see Section for details) namely

F(®, ) PoF(®, ') = Py (5.9)

If the total threaded flux is an integer number of elementary flux quanta, i.e. Lo(®'—
®) € 27Z, then the effect of parallel transport on Py is the same as that of a gauge
transformatiorﬁ implemented by the unitary

]:Aé _ e_iAq)ZzeA $2’nm’ A(b — q)/ _ q)
This follows because in that case
FroHoFre = Hor. (5.10)

Combining (5.9) and (5.10)), we obtain indeed
[Pp, F(®,9")Fas] = 0.

Therefore, the unitary F(®, ®')Faqe satisfies Assumption [2[ and it defines an as-
sociated index of Hg. By the Laughlin argument, this index is the number of
threaded flux quanta Lo A®/(27) times the quantum Hall conductance. This is
discussed in [34], where we also provide an explicit proof relating this index (more
precisely, an equivalent one) to the adiabatic curvature and [53] details the relation
of the adiabatic curvature to other expressions for Hall conductance in a many-body
setting.

We conclude by noting that the convenient choice A® € 277 yields Fage = 1, in
which case F(®, ®’) itself is a symmetry of Pgp. This will be exploited below.

5.4.4. The Avron-Dana-Zak relation. We are now equipped to obtain a relation
between Hall conductance and charge density, taking advantage of the fact that
flux threading can be intertwined with translations to yield a new symmetry, quite
similarly to the case of magnetic translations. Indeed, the Hamiltonian is
covariant in the sense that Hp 4 = ©*He0. Using this we get

Py = OPy 40" = OF (O + ¢, ®) Py F(® + ¢, )" 0"

so that U := OF(® + ¢, ®) is a symmetry satisfying Assumption [2 We shall later
establish that

U" =0"F(® + no, D),
see Lemma By the remarks above and (|5.7)), the two unitaries on the right-hand

side are now symmetries in their own right. By additivity of the index, Proposition
[-1] we conclude that

n
41t is often stressed that this is a ‘large’ gauge transformation, referring to the fact that it is not

connected to the identity within the gauge group. However, on the lattice, it is not straightforward
to make this distinction precise.
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The first term on the left is (Qo.n-1))P = D_,.0<s,<n(Ma) P, Which is n times the
average density per slab, namely nLsp, and the second term is n¢Ls times the
Hall conductance oy, see again [34]. Since Lo is arbitrary and if the convergence
of pr,or to their infinite-volume limits p, o satisfies Lo(p — pr), L2(0 — o) — 0,
then the argument of Section [5.2] implies that

1
p+ oo € -7,
p
which is the fractional ADZ relation.

5.4.5. A many-body Avron-Dana-Zak theorem. In this concluding section, we repeat
the discussion above under detailed assumptions and complete the proofs. The
setting as in Section with in particular the graph product A = TOA’, where T
is the discrete circle with L; sites, and we again assume that L; > cL. The unitary
O is a translation along T. The operator () continues to be the charge in a half
(along T) system. We consider a family of local Hamiltonians {Hg : ® € R} of the

form ([2.1), satisfying
Assumption 4.

(i) The parameters Ry, mp can be chosen uniform in ® and the local terms
hz are themselves C' functions of ®, such that ||0shz(®)| is bounded
uniformly in Z and L.

(ii) Periodicity:

Hyion = Hp.
(iii) Covariance:
©"HpO = Hotg, (5.11)
where
¢ = QWT, m € Z,n € N,  m,n coprime.
n

(iv) Assumption [1] holds uniformly in ®, where P = Py are the ground state
projectors. This implies in particular that the rank p = rk(Pg) is inde-
pendent of ®.

While the assumption is obviously motivated by the Hamiltonian and the
corresponding physical phenomenology, Hg below is not restricted to that specific
form; we only impose that Assumption [4] holds.

Items (i,iv) imply that ® — Py is itself differentiable and periodic,

Pyion = P (5.12)
[©", Pgs] = 0,

and hence O" satisfies Assumption [2l Furthermore, it follows that there exists a
locality-preserving, charge conserving unitary propagator F(®, ®’), see [43] [44] and
the paragraph above (5.15)), such that

PsF(®,9') = F(®,9") Py (5.13)
exactly, for any ®, ®’ € R. In particular, we get for P := P, that
[F, P] =0,

where F' := F(n¢,0). In other words, the unitary F' also satisfies Assumption
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Theorem 5.3. Let Assumption[4] hold. Then
% (Indp(0") + Indp(F)) € Zos-)-

We now turn to the proof of Theorem By the gap assumption, the self-
adjoint family Ag of so-called quasi-adiabatic generators defined by

Ap = / W (t)eltHe Hye e qg, (5.14)

where "= 0g and W was introduced after (4.1)), are such that
iPcp = [Aq>, Pq>}
The corresponding unitary propagator F(®, ®’) is the unique solution of
iF(®,d") = AgF(®,d),  F(®', ) =1,

and it is an intertwiner between Py and Pg, see (5.13). It satisfies the cocycle
relation

F(®" ®)F(®,0") = F(®", ). (5.15)
The covariance assumption and (5.14)) imply the following relation between trans-
lations and quasi-adiabatic propagator.

Lemma 5.4. For any k € Z and any ®,9" € R,
F(®,9)0" = ©"F(® + ke, @' + ko).
Proof. Assumption implies that ©* Hp© = H¢,+¢, and with
O0%Ap0 = Agp1g.
Hence, the operator Fg(®) := ©*F(®,d')O is a solution of
iFo(®) = Ap 4Fo(®),  Fo(®')=1.

By uniqueness of the solution of the differential equation, we conclude that Fg(®) =
F(®+ ¢, + ¢). In other words,

F(®,8)0 = OF(® + ¢, D' + ¢),

a k-fold application of which yields the claim. O
Lemma 5.5. Let U(®) := OF(® + ¢, ®). Then, for any ® € R,
[U(®), Ps] = 0. (5.16)

Moreover, [U(®)*, Ps] = 0, and
U®) = 0"F(® + k¢, D) (5.17)
for any k € Z.
Proof. Assumption implies O Py 440" = Po and hence by we have
OF(® + ¢, ®)Pp = OPp o F(® + ¢, ®) = PoOF(® + ¢, B).

This proves (5.16), and U(®)*Py = PpU(®)* follows by k-fold application. We
show that (5.17)) holds by induction. Assuming that the formula holds for k — 1,
we have

U®)F =U(@)O " 1F(® + (k—1)¢,®).
By Lemma we have

O IE(® + (k—1)p,®) = F(®,® — (k- 1))@+ !
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and hence by the cocycle property of the propagator
U(®)* =0F(®+¢,® — (k—1)p)0+ 1.
Another application of Lemma yields the claim. ([l
We note that by Lemma [5.4]
U®) =F(®,®—-¢)0, U@ =F®&—kp)OF.
Proof of Theorem[5.3. Since n¢ € Z, we have that
F(® + ng,®)Py = P F(® + ng, )

by (5.12)). Setting k¥ = n in Lemma we further conclude that Py is also invariant
under O". It follows from Theorem [3.2| that both indices Indp, (©™), Indp, (F') are
well defined with denominator p. Finally, the same applies to U(®) and U(®)™ by
Lemma Altogether,
Indp, (") + Indp, (F) = Indp, (0" F)
= Indp, (U(®)")
nIndp, (U(®)),

where the first equality is by Proposition the second one is by Lemma (5.5 and
the last one is additivity again. Since Indp, (U(®)) € p~'Zo(1-=), the theorem
follows. O

6. SUPERSELECTION SECTORS

In many physically relevant situations, the topological order assumption is vi-
olated, and ground states can de distinguished by a local order parameter. The
prime example thereof is dimerization, and more generally the breaking of a dis-
crete symmetry. The projection P decomposes as

P=oM_ pP,, (6.1)

where P, = P} = P2 and ran(P,,) are extremal in a sense to be made clear below.
We refer to ran(P,,) as the superselection sectors of the system and let

Dm = 1k(Pp,).
As usual, M,p,, are finite and fixed, independent of L for L large enough. We
denote (), = ptTr(Pry).
Assumption 5. The decomposition (6.1]) is such that:
(i) For any O € Az of norm 1 and with diam(Z) < C,
P OP,, =0 (6.2)
whenever m # m’.
(ii) There are self-adjoint observables Ay € Ax, Ay € Ay with diam(X) < C,
diam(Y) < C and dist(X,Y") > ¢L, such that
(A1)m = (A2)m,
for all m, while
(Ar)m = (A > >0, m#m.
(iii) Each P,, satisfies the topological order Assumption
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Remark 2. Assumption (ii) postulates the existence of observables that detect
the local order. In the case of a translation-invariant system, A is a translate of
Ay. In other situations, A; might be a linear combination of more natural physical
observables that achieves the equality of expectation values between Ay and Aj.
Points (i) and (iii) of the assumptions imply that P, are extremal in the sense that
a finer decomposition of P also satisfying (i) and (iii) cannot exist.

These assumptions imply the following specific form of the unitary U. Let Sy,

be the symmetric group on {1,..., M}.

Lemma 6.1. Let U,,; == P, UP,, and U := PUP. There is a permutation Ty €
Swr such that
UZ SN Uy (m)m-
In particular,
(1) Upm =0 unless | = 7wy (m),
(i)  tk(Pry(m)) = rk(Pm),
(itd) UPRU* = Pryy(m)-
Proof. Since [U, P] = 0 and P,, are subprojections of P,
Tr(UP,,U*O) = Tr(UP,,U* POP).

Since P = @M, P, Assumption (1) now implies that for any O satisfying the
assumption
M

Tr(UP,U*0) £ > Tr(UP,U*P,OR).
=1
By (iii) of the assumption, we conclude that

M
(U*OU)m £ pm(D{O):. (6.3)

1=1
where, for any 1 < m,l < M,
pm(l) = <U*PIU>m = <(ul,m)*ul,m>m-

For any fixed m, p,, is a probability distribution on {1,..., M}, and for O = A; as
in Assumption [5{(ii), we interpret (6.3)) as the expectation value in p,, of a random
variable a; : {1,..., M} — R given by a;(l) = (A4;);. Therefore,

(U*A;U)m = Ep(ay).

where E,, is the expectation value associated to p,,. In terms of the random
variables a1, as, Assumption ii) is rephrased as the statement that a; = ao, and
that a; is injective. Clustering, see Lemma[6.3] below, implies that

En(a1a2) = Epn(a1)Em(az),
but since, a; = aq, we simply get
Em(a%) = Em(al)z-

We conclude that a; is constant on the intersection of its support with the support
of p,,. Since a; is injective, the support of p,, is a singleton. This means that
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there is a unique 7(m) such that Us(y),m is non-vanishing. The invertibility of U
on ran(P) and (U*);m = (Unm,;)* imply that 7 is a bijection, proving (i). With this,

UP,U* = P (m)U P U" Py, (m)
so that UP,,U* is a subprojection of Py (). By the invertibility of U, the two

must have the same rank, proving (ii) and hence they are equal, proving (iii). O

For any 1 < m < M, let (my -m) denote the the cycle of the permutation 7y con-
taining m, and let £y (m) be its length. We then have the following generalizations
of Theorem [3.2

Proposition 6.2. Let Assumptions [, [4 and [ hold. Then
(i) For any normalized V., € ran(P,),

pm<\llm,T(U£U(m))7\I/m> € Zioy 1)

(ii) For any normalized ¥ € @y (ry.myran(Ppy ),
0o (m)pn (U, T(U)_W) € Zig ).

We point out that the proof of Theorem [3.2] presented in Section [] does not
require P to satisfy Assumption [1] per se. It uses only two consequences thereof,
namely (i) the clustering property and (ii) and the invariance of ran(P) under
@. The two lemmas below show that Assumption |5|implies both properties for the
subprojections Py,.

Lemma 6.3. Let U, € Ran(P,,) be normalized and let A € Ax,B € Ay be of
norm 1 and with d(X,Y) > cL. If one of A, B is an observable as in Assump-
tion [5](i), then

(U,,, A(1 — P,,)BY,,) = 0.

Proof. P,, being a subprojection of P, clustering (3.1) implies that (¥,,, A(1 —
P)BY,,) £ 0. But then P can be replaced by P, by (6.16.2). 0

Lemma 6.4. For any m, [Q, P,,] = 0.
Proof. The equality [@, P] = 0 holds by construction. But P,, = PP, P implies
[@aPm] = P[@?—Pm]Pé Pm[@apm]Pm = 0,

where the second equality is by Assumption i) and the fact that @ is a sum of
local terms. 0O

Proof of Proposition[6.3 By the above lemmas P, satisfies the clustering property
and it is invariant under @ . Furthermore, the unitary U (™) keeps P, invariant
by definition of ¢ (m), namely

[Utvm p,] = 0.
The proof and hence the result of Theorem carries step by step through with
P replaced by P,,, and U replaced by U (™). This establishes (3).
Since (my-m) is a cycle, @y (ny.myran(P) is invariant under U. By Lemmaii),
all factors have rank p,,, so that the dimension of @, ¢(r,.myran(P) is £y (m)p
and the claim follows as above.

m



20 SVEN BACHMANN, ALEX BOLS, WOJCIECH DE ROECK, AND MARTIN FRAAS

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors would like to thank an anonymous referee for his comments on the
clustering theorem which lead us to provide Proposition [3.1} The work of S.B.
was supported by NSERC of Canada. M.F. was supported in part by the NSF
under grant DMS-1907435. W.D.R. thanks the Flemish Research Fund (FWO) for
support via grants G076216N and G098919N. A.B. was supported by VILLIUM
FONDEN through the QMATH Center of Excellence (Grant No. 10059).

DATA AVAILABILITY

Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were created or
analysed in this study.

APPENDIX A. CLUSTERING IN FINITE VOLUME

We prove Proposition [3.1] under Assumption [} First of all, v > 2A implies
—v+ A < —A. We consider a smooth, real-valued function g that satisfies

0 w>-A
= - ’ Al
o) {1 N (A1)

For concreteness we take
g=9¢x0(y)2)
where, for any a € R, 1 — 0, is the shifted Heaviside function (with discontinuity
at a), —y/2 lies in the interval (—y+ A, —A), the product x denotes the convolution
and ¢ € C>°((—4,4)) is a non-negative function such that [ ¢ = 1.
Let
Q(0) = g(adu)(0)
where ady (O) = [H, O]. This is well-defined by functional calculus for self-adjoint
matrices, given that the operator O — [H, O] is self-adjoint with respect to the
Hilbert-Schmidt inner product. We claim, and shall prove below, that the Fourier
transform of g is a tempered distribution whose singular support is {0} and whose
regular part vanishes at infinity as g(t) = O(|t|~*°), and so

Q(0) = \/% /_ h g(t)e T Oe it gt (A.2)

is well defined. This expression further implies by the Lieb-Robinson bound that
Q(0) is almost supported in the support of O, see again below.
With this,
Q(O)P=0 and PQ(0O)=PO(1-P).
This follows from (A.2), namely
Q(0) = g(E; — Ex)P;OF;,
.k

where P, is the eigenprojection corresponding to the eigenvalue Ej, and (A.1).
Hence, for any A € Ax, B € Ay,
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It remains to note that Q(A) € Ax implies [Q(A), B] = O(d(X,Y) ). This
yields the claimed clustering result.

We finally turn to the technical questions left open above. The Fourier transform
of g is the tempered distribution g given by

G=6 0y, Oy =70,
The function ¢ being smooth, we have that ¢(t) = O(|t|=>). Moreover, the
Plemelj-Sochotcki formula implies that
~ m i 1
bp=4/=0+—==P| -
0 2 - vV 27T7D (t) ’

where P denotes the principle value, and we recall that

Bolv]] < V2l + v/ 2/ 7Y ]| oo (A.3)
for any Schwartz function .

The smooth operator-valued function O(t) = e'* Oe~*H is bounded since ||O(t)||
|O|l, and its derivative O'(t) = e*#i[H, Ole " is similarly bounded: ||O’(t)|| <
C||0|||supp(O)|. It follows in particular that e~17/2¢(£)O(t) is a Schwartz operator-
valued function. The expression on the right of is well-defined for any local
observable O, with

/ ()T Ot gt — Gyl 12310 (8)]
and the bound holds in operator norm.

We can finally address the locality of Q(O). We assume that O is a local operator,
the general case of an almost local one follows by approximation. The § contribution
in (/9\0 is supported on the support of O. As for the P (%) contribution, the integral
is split as |t| > T and |t| < T. The fast decay of ¢ yields a bound |O|O(T—°) for
the long time part. For the second, short time part, we write O(t) = IIr(O()) +
(O(t) —Ir(O(t))), where Il is the projectiorﬂ onto an R-fattening of the support
of O. Since IIg(O(t)) is smooth, the first contributions is well-defined, bounded
uniformly in 7', and local by construction. For the second one, the Lieb-Robinson
bound yields

cult| _ 1

110() ~ (0| < CO] Jsupp(©)fe=¢# =1,

which is integrable at 0 with f[_T ] t=1 (e« — 1) dt < 2(e’” — 1). It remains to

pick T' = ﬁR to conclude that both terms are O(R™°°). Altogether, we conclude
that Q(O) is almost localized on the support of O.

APPENDIX B. NOTIONS OF LOCALITY

We consider first the case of spin systems. Then Hjy & ®,cAC" and A &
2 . . 2
®zeAC™, and so there is a natural tensor product representation A & ®,sC" ®
®I€SC(C"2, for any S C A. The support of O € A is then the smallest set S such
that O = Og ® 1ge in this natural representation. We refer to Section 2.6 of [55],
see also Section 5.2.2.1 and Section 6.2.1 of [56] for further detailed discussions.

51t is the normalized partial trace in the case of a quantum spin system, while a similar
projection can be constructed for lattice fermions, see [54].
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For fermionic systems a bit more setup is needed. The total algebra of operators
is generated by ¢y, ¢} , and the identity, with ¢; o, ¢} , the annihilation/creation
operator of a fermion at site x € A and with label a € {1,..., f}. The label can
correspond to spin states or something else. These operators satisfy the CAR

{Cfaaa C;/,a’} = 5?6790’6%0/’ {Cr,aa Cx’,a’} = {c::,(,w C;/,a’} =0.
The Hilbert space H, is generated by acting with these operators on the vacuum
state ), which is the common eigenvector of all annihilation operators. The total
algebra of observables is graded by fermion parity: monomials in the c; o,c; , of
even/odd degree are called even/odd and the even monomials generate an algebra,

which we call a A. The support of O € A is then the smallest set S such that O is
in the linear span of even monomials with x restricted to S.

APPENDIX C. THE LARGE L ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS

In the main text we have systematically omitted the index L but at the same
time used symbols like O(L~°°) and Az that make sense only for a sequence of
operators labeled by L. We believe that the chance of misunderstanding coming
from this convention is small, but we now provide more details for the sake of
completeness.

Let A; be a sequence of operators defined on a sequence of operator algebras
A = Aj, associated with a sequence of graphs A with diameter L. Neither the
graphs nor the operators Aj, are a priori related in any way. We say that Ap =
O(L~) if for any k € N, there exists a constant C}, such that ||Az| < CrLL™* for
all L. Furthermore let Z;, C A be a sequence of sets. The sequence Ay belongs
to the set Ay, if for all r there exists a sequence of operators Ay, supported in
(ZL)(ry such that for any k € N, there exists a constant C}, with

AL — Ap .|| < Crl| ALl ZL|r ™"

for all L.

In the setting of Section [2.3] we postulate the existence of a sequence of sets I'y, C
A, with boundaries 0_ j, and 04 ; whose distance satisfies . Assumption
in particular 7 then says that T4 1 € A, ,. Assumption [1| postulates the
existence of a sequence of ground state projections P, € Ay of L-independent rank
p. Projections Py, are further constrained by Assumption [3} for any sequence of
operators Ay, € Az, such that diam(Z;) < C and ||Ar|| = 1, we have PL AP, =
p 'Tr(PLAL)PL + O(L~°°). Theorem states that there exists a sequence of
integers ny, such that for any sequence ¥, € ran(Pp,),

|p(Vr, T VL) —nr| = O(L™™).

As a final note, we point out that for an L x L torus, 0+  have 2L sites. If U
is a translation by one site in the xi-direction then T4 j, is equal to the charge in
the boundary, see , and ny, is the total charge in this circle of length L. This
shows that in a physically interesting setting, all these sets, operators, algebras may
indeed have a non-trivial dependence on L.

REFERENCES

[1] F.D.M Haldane. Nobel lecture: Topological quantum matter. Rev. Mod. Phys., 89(4):040502,
2017.
[2] R.B. Laughlin. Nobel lecture: Fractional quantization. Rev. Mod. Phys., 71(4):863, 1999.



(3]
(4]
(5]
(6]
7]
(8]
9
(10]
(11]
(12]
(13]
(14]
[15]
[16]
(17]
(18]
19]
[20]
21]
(22]
23]

[24]
[25]

[26]
27)
(28]

29]
(30]

(31]
(32]

RATIONAL INDICES FOR QUANTUM GROUND STATE SECTORS 23

D.J. Thouless, M. Kohmoto, M.P. Nightingale, and M. den Nijs. Quantized Hall conductance
in a two-dimensional periodic potential. Phys. Rev. Lett., 49(6):405-408, 1982.

Q. Niu, D.J. Thouless, and Y.-S. Wu. Quantized Hall conductance as a topological invariant.
Phys. Rev. B, 31(6):3372, 1985.

J.E. Avron, R. Seiler, and B. Simon. Homotopy and quantization in condensed matter physics.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 51(1):51-53, 1983.

R.B. Laughlin. Anomalous quantum Hall effect: an incompressible quantum fluid with frac-
tionally charged excitations. Phys. Rev. Lett., 50(18):1395, 1983.

N. Read and E. Rezayi. Beyond paired quantum Hall states: Parafermions and incompressible
states in the first excited Landau level. Phys. Rev. B, 59(12):8084, 1999.

F.D.M Haldane. Fractional quantization of the Hall effect: a hierarchy of incompressible
quantum fluid states. Phys. Rev. Lett., 51(7):605, 1983.

X.-G. Wen. Vacuum degeneracy of chiral spin states in compactified space. Phys. Rev. B,
40(10):7387, 1989.

X.-G. Wen, F. Wilczek, and A. Zee. Chiral spin states and superconductivity. Phys. Rev. B,
39(16):11413, 1989.

G. Moore and N. Read. Nonabelions in the fractional quantum hall effect. Nucl. Phys. B,
360(2-3):362-396, 1991.

J. Frohlich, U. M. Studer, and E. Thiran. A classification of quantum Hall fluids. J. Stat.
Phys., 86(3):821-897, 1997.

A. Kitaev. Periodic table for topological insulators and superconductors. In AIP Conference
Proceedings, volume 1134, 2009.

A.P. Schnyder, S. Ryu, A. Furusaki, and A.W.W. Ludwig. Classification of topological insu-
lators and superconductors in three spatial dimensions. Phys. Rev. B, 78(19):195125, 2008.
P. Heinzner, A. Huckleberry, and M.R. Zirnbauer. Symmetry classes of disordered fermions.
Commun. Math. Phys., 257(3):725-771, 2005.

X. Chen, Z.-C. Gu, and X.-G. Wen. Classification of gapped symmetric phases in one-
dimensional spin systems. Phys. Rev. B, 83(3):035107, 2011.

A.M. Turner, F. Pollmann, and E. Berg. Topological phases of one-dimensional fermions: An
entanglement point of view. Phys. Rev. B, 83(7):075102, 2011.

L. Fidkowski and A. Kitaev. Topological phases of fermions in one dimension. Phys. Rev. B,
83(7):075103, 2011.

D. Gross, V. Nesme, H. Vogts, and R.F. Werner. Index theory of one dimensional quantum
walks and cellular automata. Commun. Math. Phys., 310(2):419-454, 2012.

J.I. Cirac, D. Perez-Garcia, N. Schuch, and F. Verstraete. Matrix product unitaries: structure,
symmetries, and topological invariants. J. Stat. Mech., 2017(8):083105, 2017.

F. Noether. Uber eine Klasse singularer Integralgleichungen. Math. Annalen, 82(1):42-63,
1920.

J.E. Avron, R. Seiler, and B. Simon. The index of a pair of projections. J. Funct. Anal.,
120:220-237, 1994.

J. Bellissard, A. van Elst, and H. Schulz-Baldes. The noncommutative geometry of the quan-
tum Hall effect. J. Math. Phys., 35(10):5373-5451, 1994.

D.J. Thouless. Quantization of particle transport. Phys. Rev. B, 27(10):6083-6087, 1983.

E. Prodan and H. Schulz-Baldes. Bulk and boundary invariants for complex topological insu-
lators. Springer, 2016.

J.E. Avron, R. Seiler, and B. Simon. Quantum Hall effect and the relative index for projec-
tions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 65(17):2185-2188, 1990.

H. Katsura and T. Koma. The Zs index of disordered topological insulators with time reversal
symmetry. J. Math. Phys., 57(2):021903, 2016.

G. De Nittis and H. Schulz-Baldes. Spectral flows of dilations of fredholm operators. Canadian
Math. Bull., 58(1):51-68, 2015.

A. Kitaev. Anyons in an exactly solved model and beyond. Ann. Phys., 321:2-111, 2006.

S. Bachmann, A. Bols, W. De Roeck, and M. Fraas. A many-body Fredholm index for ground
state spaces and Abelian anyons. arXiv preprint|arXiv:1910.04908, 2019.

X.-G. Wen. Topological orders in rigid states. Int. J. Mod. Phys. B, 4(02):239-271, 1990.

S. Bravyi and M.B. Hastings. A short proof of stability of topological order under local
perturbations. Commun. Math. Phys., 307(3):609-627, 2011.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.04908

24

(33]
(34]

(35)
(36]

(37)
(38]

(39]

[40]
[41]
42]

[43]

[44]
[45]
[46]
(47)
(48]
[49]

[50]
[51]

[52]
[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

SVEN BACHMANN, ALEX BOLS, WOJCIECH DE ROECK, AND MARTIN FRAAS

M.B. Hastings and S. Michalakis. Quantization of Hall conductance for interacting electrons
on a torus. Commun. Math. Phys., 334:433-471, 2015.

S. Bachmann, A. Bols, W. De Roeck, and M. Fraas. A many-body index for quantum charge
transport. Commun. Math. Phys., 375(2):1249-1272, 2020.

M.B. Hastings. Lieb-Schultz-Mattis in higher dimensions. Phys. Rev. B, 69:104431, 2004.

B. Nachtergaele and R. Sims. A multi-dimensional Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem. Commun.
Math. Phys., 276:437-472, 2007.

I. Dana, J.E. Avron, and J. Zak. Quantised Hall conductance in a perfect crystal. J. Phys.
C, 18(22):L679, 1985.

Y.-M. Lu, Y. Ran, and M. Oshikawa. Filling-enforced constraint on the quantized Hall con-
ductivity on a periodic lattice. arXiv preprint arXiv:1705.09298, 2017.

A. Matsugatani, Y. Ishiguro, K. Shiozaki, and H. Watanabe. Universal relation among the
many-body Chern number, rotation symmetry, and filling. Phys. Rev. Lett., 120(9):096601,
2018.

S. Bachmann and Y. Ogata. C*-algebraic index for quantum charge transport. Unpublished.
2020.

B. Nachtergaele and R. Sims. Lieb-Robinson bounds and the exponential clustering theorem.
Commun. Math. Phys., 265(1):119-130, 2006.

M.B. Hastings and T. Koma. Spectral gap and exponential decay of correlations. Commun.
Math. Phys., 265(3):781-804, 2006.

M.B. Hastings and X.-G. Wen. Quasiadiabatic continuation of quantum states: The sta-
bility of topological ground-state degeneracy and emergent gauge invariance. Phys. Rev. B,
72(4):045141, 2005.

S. Bachmann, S. Michalakis, S. Nachtergaele, and R. Sims. Automorphic equivalence within
gapped phases of quantum lattice systems. Commun. Math. Phys., 309(3):835-871, 2012.
W. De Roeck and M. Schiitz. Local perturbations perturb — exponentially — locally. J. Math.
Phys., 56(6):061901, 2015.

N. Schuch, D. Pérez-Garcia, and I. Cirac. Classifying quantum phases using matrix product
states and projected entangled pair states. Phys. Rev. B, 84(16):165139, 2011.

Y. Ogata. A class of asymmetric gapped Hamiltonians on quantum spin chains and its char-
acterization III. Commun. Math. Phys., 352(3):1205-1263, 2017.

D.R. Hofstadter. Energy levels and wave functions of Bloch electrons in rational and irrational
magnetic fields. Phys. Rev. B, 14(6):2239, 1976.

A. Giuliani, V. Mastropietro, and M. Porta. Universality of the Hall conductivity in interact-
ing electron systems. Commun. Math. Phys., 349(3):1107-1161, 2017.

M.B. Hastings. The stability of free fermi Hamiltonians. J. Math. Phys., 60(4):042201, 2019.
W. De Roeck and M. Salmhofer. Persistence of exponential decay and spectral gaps for
interacting fermions. Commun. Math. Phys., 365(773-796), Jul 2019.

S.M. Girvin and R. Prange (eds). The quantum Hall effect. Graduate Text in Contemporary
Physics. Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg New York, 1987.

S. Bachmann, A. Bols, W. De Roeck, and M. Fraas. Note on linear response for interacting
Hall insulators. To appear in Contemp. Math., arXiv preprint arXiw:1811.08699, 2019.

B. Nachtergaele, R. Sims, and A. Young. Lieb—Robinson bounds, the spectral flow, and
stability of the spectral gap for lattice fermion systems. Mathematical Problems in Quantum
Physics, 717, 2018.

O. Bratteli and D.W. Robinson. Operator Algebras and Quantum Statistical Mechanics 1:
C*- and W*-Algebras, Symmetry Groups, Decomposition of States. Springer-Verlag Berlin
Heidelberg New York, 2nd edition, 1987.

O. Bratteli and D.W. Robinson. Operator Algebras and Quantum Statistical Mechanics 2:
Equilibrium States. Models in Quantum Statistical Mechanics. Springer-Verlag Berlin Hei-
delberg New York, 2nd edition, 1997.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1705.09298
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.08699

RATIONAL INDICES FOR QUANTUM GROUND STATE SECTORS 25

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, THE UNIVERSITY OF BRITISH COLUMBIA, VANCOUVER, BC
V6T 172, CANADA
Email address: sbach@math.ubc.ca

UNIVERSITY OF COPENHAGEN, DK-2100 COPENHAGEN (), DENMARK
Email address: alex-b@math.ku.de

INsTITUUT THEORETISCHE FYSIcA, KULEUVEN, 3001 LEUVEN, BELGIUM
Email address: wojciech.deroeck@kuleuven.be

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, VIRGINIA TECH, BLACKSBURG, VA 24061-0123, USA
Email address: fraas@vt.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. Setting
	2.1. Hamiltonian
	2.2. Charge
	2.3. Spatial structure

	3. The index theorem
	4. Proof of Theorem 3.2
	4.1. Preliminaries
	4.2. The main argument

	5. Additivity, filling, and Avron-Dana-Zak relations
	5.1. Additivity of the index
	5.2. The fractional Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem
	5.3. On the absence of topological order in one dimension
	5.4. Magnetic systems

	6. Superselection sectors
	Acknowledgements
	Data Availability
	Appendix A. Clustering in finite volume
	Appendix B. Notions of locality
	Appendix C. The large L asymptotic analysis
	References

