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We study the attractive SU(N) Hubbard model with particle-hole symmetry. The model is defined
on a bipartite lattice with the number of sites NA (NB) in the A (B) sublattice. We prove three
theorems that allow us to identify the basic ground-state properties: the degeneracy, the fermion
number, and the SU(N) quantum number. We also show that the ground state exhibits charge
density wave order when |NA − NB | is macroscopically large. The theorems hold for a bipartite
lattice in any dimension, even without translation invariance.

Introduction.— The (fermionic) Hubbard model [1–
3] is one of the most important models for describing
strongly correlated fermions. Despite its apparent sim-
plicity, the model has proved to be notoriously difficult
to analyze analytically, and rigorous results are few and
far between [4–7].

Recently, the SU(N) generalization of the Hubbard
model has attracted much attention since it was realized
with ultracold atoms in optical lattices [8–21]. In partic-
ular, attractive SU(N) Hubbard models are predicted to
host a variety of exotic phases that do not appear in the
SU(2) counterpart, including color superfluid and trion
phases with N = 3 [22–25].

In the SU(2) case, the spin-reflection positivity method
invented by Lieb [26] is a powerful tool to establish rig-
orous results. It exploits the symmetry between up-spin
and down-spin electrons. When the interaction is attrac-
tive and the number of electrons is even, the ground state
was shown to be unique and a spin singlet [26]. When
the lattice is bipartite and the difference in the number
of sites in the two sublattices is macroscopically large,
the coexistence of superconductivity and charge density
wave was proved [27–30]. This method has also been used
to study the ground state of other strongly correlated
electron systems [30–40], such as the periodic Anderson
model and the Kondo lattice model.

However, the method in its original form is not ap-
plicable to the SU(N) Hubbard model with N ≥ 3.
Thus, a new approach has to be developed. Here, we
use a method based on the Majorana representation
of fermions, called Majorana reflection positivity [41].
While the spin-reflection positivity method uses the sym-
metry between up-spin and down-spin electrons, the Ma-
jorana reflection positivity method relies on the symme-
try between two species of Majorana fermions, γ(1) and
γ(2). It has been used to solve the fermion sign problem in
quantum Monte Carlo simulations [42–45]. For example,
the SU(3) attractive Hubbard model on the honeycomb
lattice was numerically studied, and a quantum phase
transition from a semimetal to a charge density wave
phase was observed [46]. The method was also used to
discuss the ground state degeneracy of interacting spin-
less fermions [47].

In this letter, we extend the method of Majorana re-
flection positivity and prove three theorems on the at-
tractive SU(N) Hubbard model with N ≥ 3. First, we
will identify the degeneracy, the fermion number, and the
SU(N) quantum number of the ground state (Theorem
1). This is a natural generalization of Lieb’s theorem on
the SU(2) Hubbard model [26]. Next, we will prove an in-
equality for a correlation function, which is a measure of
the charge density wave order (Theorem 2). Finally, com-
bining Theorems 1 and 2, we will show that the system
exhibits the charge density wave order when |NA −NB |
is macroscopically large, where NA (NB) is the number
of sites in the A (B) sublattice (Theorem 3). This is a
natural generalization of Tian’s theorem on the SU(2)
Hubbard model [29].

The model and main results.— We consider the attrac-
tive SU(N) Hubbard model on a finite bipartite lattice Λ.
Bipartiteness means that the lattice Λ can be divided into
two sublattices, A and B, and if two sites x, y ∈ Λ belong
to the same sublattice, the hopping matrix element tx,y is
zero. Let us write the number of sites in the whole lattice
Λ as Ns and the number of sites in the A (B) sublattice as
NA (NB). For each site x ∈ Λ, we denote by c†x,σ and cx,σ
the creation and annihilation operators, respectively, of a
fermion with flavor σ = 1, · · · , N . We define the number

operators by nx,σ = c†x,σcx,σ and nx =
∑N
σ=1 nx,σ. Let

us consider the standard Hamiltonian of the attractive
SU(N) Hubbard model

H = Hhop +Hint, (1)

Hhop =
∑

x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

tx,y(c†x,σcy,σ + c†y,σcx,σ), (2)

Hint =
∑
x∈Λ

Ux

(
nx −

N

2

)2

. (3)

The on-site interactions may depend on sites, as long as
Ux < 0. We assume that the hopping matrix elements
tx,y are real. We also assume that the lattice is con-
nected via nonvanishing hopping matrix elements, i.e.,
for any x, y ∈ Λ such that x 6= y, there exists a finite se-
quence z1 · · · zn ∈ Λ with z1 = x, zn = y, where tzj ,zj+1

are nonvanishing for all j = 1, · · ·n − 1. Note that the
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Hamiltonian is invariant under the particle-hole transfor-
mation cx,σ → (−1)xc†x,σ, where (−1)x = 1 if x ∈ A and
(−1)x = −1 if x ∈ B.

To state our first theorem, let us define SU(N) sin-
glet states. To this end, we introduce the operators
Fσ,τ =

∑
x∈Λ c

†
x,σcx,τ . Here, Fσ,σ is the total number

operator of fermions with flavor σ, while Fσ,τ (σ 6= τ) are
flavor-raising and lowering operators. Since all Fσ,τ oper-
ators commute with the Hamiltonian H, it has the global
U(N) = U(1) × SU(N) symmetry. A state |Φsinglet〉 is
an SU(N) singlet with the total fermion number Nf if
Fσ,τ |Φsinglet〉 = 0 for all σ 6= τ and Fσ,σ |Φsinglet〉 =
Nf
N |Φsinglet〉 for all σ = 1, · · · , N [48]. Our first theorem

is stated as follows.
Theorem 1.— Consider the attractive SU(N) Hubbard

model with the Hamiltonian (1) with N ≥ 3. When
NA 6= NB , there are exactly two ground states in the
whole Fock space. The two ground states are SU(N)
singlets and their total fermion numbers are NNA and
NNB , respectively. When NA = NB , there are at most
two ground states, each of which is an SU(N) singlet and
whose total fermion number is NNA (= NNB).

We can also show an inequality for a correlation func-
tion for the ground state. Let us define an operator Sx,y
for a pair of sites x, y ∈ Λ (including the case x = y) as

Sx,y = (−1)x(−1)y
(
nx −

N

2

)(
ny −

N

2

)
, (4)

where (−1)x = 1 if x ∈ A and (−1)x = −1 if x ∈ B.
Then, our second theorem is stated as follows.

Theorem 2.— Under the same conditions as in The-
orem 1, we have for any ground state |ΦGS〉 and for
x, y ∈ Λ that

〈ΦGS|Sx,y |ΦGS〉 > 0. (5)

The correlation function 〈ΦGS|Sx,y |ΦGS〉 is a measure
of the charge density wave order. Note that this inequal-
ity does not necessarily imply the presence of the long-
range order in the thermodynamic limit.

However, when |NA − NB | is macroscopically large,
we can prove the presence of the long-range order. As-
sume that |NA−NB | = aNs with a constant a such that
0 ≤ a < 1. Note that Ns = NA +NB . The order param-
eter for the charge density wave is

SCDW =
∑
x∈Λ

(−1)x
(
nx −

N

2

)
. (6)

Then, our third theorem is stated as follows.
Theorem 3.— Under the same conditions as in Theo-

rem 1, we have for any ground state |ΦGS〉 that

〈ΦGS| (SCDW)2 |ΦGS〉 >
(
aNNs

2

)2

. (7)

Since the right hand side of the inequality (7) is propor-
tional to N2

s for 0 < a < 1, this theorem shows that the
system has long-range order.

Theorem 3 follows from Theorems 1 and 2.
Proof of Theorem 3.— First one finds

(SCDW)2 =
∑
x,y∈Λ

Sx,y. (8)

By using the inequality (5),

〈ΦGS|
∑
x,y∈Λ

Sx,y |ΦGS〉

> 〈ΦGS|
∑
x,y∈Λ

(−1)x(−1)ySx,y |ΦGS〉

= 〈ΦGS|

 ∑
x,y∈Λ

(
nx −

N

2

)(
ny −

N

2

) |ΦGS〉

= 〈ΦGS|

[∑
x∈Λ

(
nx −

N

2

)]2

|ΦGS〉 .

(9)

From Theorem 1, the total fermion number of the ground
state is NNA or NNB . Substituting

∑
x∈Λ nx = NNA

or NNB into (9) and using |NA −NB | = aNs, we obtain
(7). �

To prove Theorems 1 and 2, we use a matrix represen-
tation of eigenstates introduced by Wei et al. [47]. First,
we will show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.— Consider the attractive SU(N) Hubbard
model with the Hamiltonian (1) with N ≥ 3. When NNs

is odd, there are exactly two ground states. When NNs

is even, there are at most two ground states.
In the following discussion, we only consider the case

where NNs is odd. For even NNs, see the Supplemental
Material [49].

The Majorana representation.— A complex fermion
can be decomposed into two Majorana fermions. We de-

fine γ
(1)
x,σ = cx,σ+c†x,σ, γ

(2)
x,σ = −i(cx,σ−c†x,σ) at sublattice

A and γ
(1)
x,σ = −i(cx,σ − c†x,σ), γ

(2)
x,σ = cx,σ + c†x,σ at sub-

lattice B. They satisfy the relations

γ(j)†
x,σ = γ(j)

x,σ,
{
γ(j)
x,σ, γ

(k)
y,τ

}
= 2δj,kδx,yδσ,τ (10)

for all x, y ∈ Λ, σ, τ = 1, · · · , N , j, k = 1, 2. Using the
Majorana representation, we can rewrite (2) and (3) as

Hhop =
∑

x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

tx,y

(
i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,σ −

i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
y,σ

)
,

(11)

Hint =
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

Ux

(
i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
x,τ

)(
− i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
x,τ

)
. (12)

The operators on the whole Fock space form a complex
vector space. We write this vector space as O. Note that
the dimension of O is 2NNs . We introduce the Hilbert-
Schmidt inner product for O1, O2 ∈ O as

(O1, O2) =
1

2NNs
Tr
[
O†1O2

]
. (13)
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Then, operators defined by

Γ(1)
α = ibl(α)/2cγ(1)

x1,σ1
· · · γ(1)

xl(α),σl(α)
, (14)

Γ(2)
α = (−i)bl(α)/2cγ(2)

x1,σ1
· · · γ(2)

xl(α),σl(α)
. (15)

form an orthonormal basis of O. Here, α =(
(x1, σ1), · · · , (xl(α), σl(α))

)
denotes a subset of Λ ×

{1, 2, · · ·N} ordered according to an arbitrary order in-
troduced in Λ × {1, 2, · · ·N}. We wrote the length of α
as l(α), and bl(α)/2c is the largest integer less than or
equal to l(α)/2. We write the set of α as C , and the set
of even (odd)-length α as Ceven(odd). Here, |C | = 2NNs

and |Ceven| = |Codd| = 2NNs−1 [50]. We also define the
parity operators,

∆(1) = ibNNs/2c
∏
x∈Λ

N∏
σ=1

γ(1)
x,σ, (16)

∆(2) = (−i)bNNs/2c
∏
x∈Λ

N∏
σ=1

γ(2)
x,σ, (17)

which commute with the Hamiltonian. Here, we assumed

that the product is ordered in the same order as Γ
(1)
α and

Γ
(2)
α . Note that ∆(1) commutes (anticommutes) with ∆(2)

when NNs is even (odd), and (∆(1))2 = (∆(2))2 = 1.
Next, define eigenoperators of the Hamiltonian.
Definition 5.— An operator O ∈ O is said to be an

eigenoperator of H with eigenvalue E when HO = OH =
EO. We denote by OE the subspace of O spanned by
the eigenoperators of H with eigenvalue E.

Let us consider the relation between the eigenoperator
formalism and the ordinary eigenvector formalism. Let{
|E, j〉 |j = 1, · · ·nE

}
be the complete set of eigenvec-

tors of H with eigenvalue E. Then, the subspace of O
spanned by

{
|E, j〉 〈E, k|

∣∣j, k = 1, · · ·nE
}

corresponds

to OE . Therefore, if the degeneracy of the ground state
eigenvectors is nE , the degeneracy of the ground state
eigenoperators is n2

E .
The eigenoperator can be decomposed into four sec-

tors, because the Hamiltonian preserves the parity (even
or odd) of the number of γ(1) and γ(2), respectively.

O = Oeven,even ⊕ Oeven,odd ⊕ Oodd,even ⊕ Oodd,odd, (18)

where Oeven (odd),even (odd) is the subspace of O spanned

by
{

Γ
(1)
α Γ

(2)
β

∣∣α ∈ Ceven(odd), β ∈ Ceven(odd)

}
.

When NNs is odd, each parity operator ∆(1) and ∆(2)

contains an odd number of Majorana operators. Thus
they define maps between different sectors. For example,
if O is in the even-even sector, ∆(1)O, ∆(2)O, ∆(1)∆(2)O
are in the odd-even sector, even-odd sector, odd-odd sec-
tor, respectively. Furthermore, these are maps between
eigenoperators with the same energy because they com-
mute with the Hamiltonian. Therefore, if the ground
state eigenoperator is unique in the even-even sector, the
total degeneracy of the ground state eigenoperators is

four. This means that the ground state eigenvectors are
two-fold degenerate.

In the following discussion, we focus on the even-even
sector. In this sector, an operator is expressed as

O(W ) =
∑

α,β∈Ceven

Wα,βΓ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β , (19)

where W is a |Ceven| × |Ceven| matrix. This matrix rep-
resentation plays an essential role in the proof.

Let an operator O(W ) ∈ Oeven,even be an eigenoperator
of H with eigenvalue E. Then W satisfies the following
two equations. The derivation is summarized in the Sup-
plemental Material [49].

KW +WK +
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

UxLxx,στWLxx,στ = EW, (20)

K>W +WK> +
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

UxL
>
xx,στWL>xx,στ = EW,

(21)
where > denotes the transpose. Lxy,στ and K are
|Ceven| × |Ceven| Hermitian matrices defined by

(Lxy,στ )α,β =

(
Γ(1)
α ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τΓ

(1)
β

)
, (22)

(K)α,β =
∑

x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

tx,y(Lxy,σσ)α,β . (23)

Since Lxy,στ and K are Hermitian, we find W † also sat-
isfies (20) and (21) and hence O(W †) is also an eigenop-
erator with eigenvalue E. Thus W can be symmetrized
or antisymmetrized to be Hermitian.

Let us define the normalization condition for opera-
tors O ∈ O as (O,O) = 1, where the inner product is
defined by (13). Since (O(W ), O(W )) = Tr

[
W †W

]
, the

normalization condition for Hermitian W is Tr
[
W 2
]

= 1.
Under the normalization condition, the expectation value
of H with respect to O is defined by (O,HO). We define
E(W ) = (O(W ), HO(W )) for a normalized Hermitian
matrix W . Then E(W ) is calculated as

E(W ) = 2Tr[KW 2] +
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

UxTr[WLxx,στWLxx,στ ].

(24)
For a Hermitian matrix W , by diagonalizing it
by a unitary matrix U like W = UDU†, D =
diag(λ1, . . . λ|Ceven|), we can define a new matrix |W | =

U |D|U†, where |D| = diag(|λ1|, . . . |λ|Ceven||). Then we
have E(|W |) ≤ E(W ). If W is normalized, |W | is also
normalized. Therefore, by the variational principle, if
O(W ) is a ground state eigenoperator, then O(|W |) is
also a ground state eigenoperator.

Implication of connectivity.— Here we prove the fol-
lowing lemmas, which is essential in the proof of Lemma
4 and Theorem 2.
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Lemma 6. — Consider the attractive SU(N) Hubbard
model with N ≥ 3. If a positive semidefinite matrix W
satisfies (20) and (21), then W is either positive definite
or zero.

See the Supplemental Material for a proof [49]. The
condition N ≥ 3 comes from this lemma. From Lemma
6, we can show the following lemma.

Lemma 7. — Consider the attractive SU(N) Hubbard
model with N ≥ 3. If a ground state eigenoperator is
O(W ), then W is either positive or negative definite.

Proof of Lemma 7.— Let O(W ) ∈ Oeven,even be a
ground state eigenoperator in the even-even sector. Then
O(|W |) is also a ground state eigenoperator. Thus
|W | −W is a positive semidefinite matrix which satisfies
(20) and (21) with E = EGS. Here, EGS is the ground
state energy. From Lemma 6, |W | −W is either positive
definite or zero. If |W |−W is positive definite, all eigen-
values of W is strictly negative, which means that W is
negative definite. If |W | − W is zero, then W = |W |.
By using Lemma 6, |W | is positive definite because |W |
is a nonvanishing positive semidefinite matrix which sat-
isfies (20) and (21). Thus W is also positive definite.
Therefore, W is positive or negative definite. �

We can prove Lemma 4 from Lemma 7.
Proof of Lemma 4 for odd NNs.— Suppose that the

ground state eigenoperators in the even-even sector are
degenerate. Then, we pick two orthogonal ground state

eigenoperators O(W1) and O(W2). Then, Tr
[
W †1W2

]
=

(O(W1), O(W2)) = 0. But Lemma 7 implies that

Tr
[
W †1W2

]
6= 0 [51]. Since this is a contradiction, the

ground state eigenoperator is unique in the even-even
sector. Therefore, there are exactly two ground states in
total. �

We will complete the proof of Theorem 1 for odd NNs

by identifying the SU(N) quantum number and the total
fermion number of the ground states.

Proof of Theorem 1 for odd NNs.— First, we deter-
mine the SU(N) quantum numbers of the ground states.
Note that the ground state degeneracy in an SU(N) in-
variant model is at least N unless the ground states are
SU(N) singlets. This, together with Lemma 4, implies
that the two ground states are SU(N) singlets.

To determine the fermion number, we consider a toy
model on the same lattice with long-range interactions.
The Hamiltonian of the model is

Htoy =
∑

x∈A,y∈B

(
nx −

N

2

)(
ny −

N

2

)
. (25)

The ground states of the model are two-fold degenerate.
Let us write the two ground states as |Φ±〉. Then,

nx |Φ±〉 =


(N ±N)

2
|Φ±〉 if x ∈ A,

(N ∓N)

2
|Φ±〉 if x ∈ B.

(26)

As shown in Ref. [22] (see the Supplemental Mate-
rial [49]), |Φ+〉 and |Φ−〉 are also the ground states of the
attractive SU(N) Hubbard model in the large-Ux limit.
The fermion numbers of |Φ+〉 and |Φ−〉 are NNA and
NNB , respectively. The eigenoperators are written as

O± = |Φ±〉 〈Φ±| = 2−NNs
∏
x∈Λ

∏N
σ=1

(
1± iγ(1)

x,σγ
(2)
x,σ

)
.

Then, 2NNs−1(O+ +O−) is in Oeven,even sector and writ-
ten as O(I), where I is the identity matrix of size |Ceven|.
Let O(WGS) ∈ Oeven,even be the ground state eigenop-
erator of the original Hamiltonian H. By Lemma 7,
(O(I), O (WGS)) = Tr [WGS] 6= 0, because WGS is pos-
itive or negative definite. Suppose we expand O (WGS)
in an orthonormal basis of O including |Φ+〉 〈Φ+| and
|Φ−〉 〈Φ−|. Since (O(I), O (WGS)) 6= 0, the coefficient of
either |Φ+〉 〈Φ+| or |Φ−〉 〈Φ−| is nonzero.

Let PA(B) be the projection operator onto states with
NNA (NNB) fermions. Then, either PAO (WGS)PA or
PBO (WGS)PB is nonzero. Since PA(B) commutes with
the Hamiltonian, the projected operators are also ground
state eigenoperators. Therefore, there is a ground state
whose fermion number is NNA or NNB . Due to the
particle-hole symmetry, if there is a ground state with
the fermion number NNA (NNB), there must be another
ground state with the fermion number NNB (NNA).
Note that NNA 6= NNB when NNs is odd. This, to-
gether with Lemma 4, implies that there are exactly
two ground states, and the fermion numbers of the two
ground states are NNA and NNB , respectively. �

To prove Theorem 2, we use the following lemma [52].
Lemma 8.— Let M,M ′ be D×D Hermitian matrices.

If M is positive or negative definite and M ′ is nonvan-
ishing, then

Tr[MM ′MM ′] > 0. (27)

Proof of Theorem 2 for odd NNs.— We consider the
ground state expectation value of the operator Sx,y de-
fined as (4). First, using the Majorana representation,
Sx,y is expressed as

Sx,y =

N∑
σ,τ=1

(
i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τ

)(
− i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
y,τ

)
. (28)

When NNs is odd, the ground state eigenoperators are
four-fold degenerate in total and in Oeven,even, Oeven,odd,
Oodd,even, Oodd,odd sectors, respectively. Let us first con-
sider Oeven,even sector. Assume that the ground state
eigenoperator in this sector is expressed as O(WGS),
where WGS is a Hermitian matrix. Then, the expectation
value for Sx,y is calculated as

(O(WGS), Sx,yO(WGS)) =

N∑
σ,τ=1

Tr [WGSLxy,στWGSLxy,στ ] ,

(29)
where Lxy,στ is a Hermitian matrix defined as (22). From
Lemma 7, WGS is positive or negative definite. Us-
ing Lemma 8, we obtain Tr [WGSLxy,στWGSLxy,στ ] > 0.
Thus one finds (O(WGS), Sx,yO(WGS)) > 0.
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We next note that the ground state eigenoperators in
Oeven,odd, Oodd,even, Oodd,odd sectors are ∆(1)O(WGS),

∆(2)O(WGS), ∆(1)∆(2)O(WGS), respectively. Since both
of ∆(1) and ∆(2) commute with Sx,y, the expectation
value of Sx,y does not depend on the choice of the ground
state. If two operators O1, O2 ∈ O are in different sec-
tors, (O1, Sx,yO2) is zero because each term of Sx,y has

the even number of γ(1) and γ(2) fermions. Therefore, we
obtain (5) for any ground state when NNs is odd. �

Summary.— We presented the degeneracy, the fermion
number, and the SU(N) quantum number of the ground
state of the attractive SU(N) Hubbard model with
particle-hole symmetry. We also showed that the ground
state has the charge density wave long-range order when
|NA − NB | is macroscopically large. One can easily ex-

tend our results to include attractive (repulsive) interac-
tions between two sites in the same (different) sublattice.
Although we focused on a model with SU(N) symmetry,
we expect that our approach will find further applications
to N -component fermionic models with flavor-dependent
hopping and interaction [53]. It would also be interesting
to consider the application of the method to other multi-
component fermionic systems such as SO(5) symmetric
models [54].
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I. THE DERIVATION OF EQUATIONS (20) AND (21)

Let O(W ) =
∑
α,β∈Ceven

Wα,βΓ
(1)
α Γ

(2)
β be an eigenoperator of H with eigenvalue E. By definition, O(W ) satisfy

HO(W ) = O(W )H = EO. We will rewrite it by using the Majorana representation of the Hamiltonian (11), (12).

First, since
(

Γ
(1)
α Γ

(2)
β ,Γ

(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′

)
= δα,α′δβ,β′ , one finds

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,σ

∑
α,β∈Ceven

Wα,βΓ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β =

∑
α,β,α′,β′∈Ceven

Wα,β

(
Γ

(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′ ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,σΓ(1)

α Γ
(2)
β

)
Γ

(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′

=
∑

α,β,α′,β′∈Ceven

Wα,βδβ,β′

(
Γ

(1)
α′ ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,σΓ(1)

α

)
Γ

(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′

=
∑

α,β,α′∈Ceven

(
Γ(1)
α ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,σΓ

(1)
α′

)
Wα′,βΓ(1)

α Γ
(2)
β

=
∑

α,β,α′∈Ceven

(Lxy,σσ)α,α′Wα′,βΓ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β ,

(S1)

where L is defined as

(Lxy,στ )α,β =

(
Γ(1)
α ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τΓ

(1)
β

)
. (S2)

If (x, σ) 6= (y, τ), then Lxy,στ is Hermitian because

Tr

[
Γ(1)
α

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τΓ

(1)
β

]
= Tr

[(
Γ

(1)
β

(−i)
2

γ(1)
y,τγ

(1)
x,σΓ(1)

α

)†]
= Tr

[(
Γ

(1)
β

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τΓ(1)

α

)†]
= Tr

[
Γ

(1)
β

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τΓ(1)

α

]∗
.

(S3)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217979296001835
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217979296001835
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http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00023-014-0311-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.241117
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http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217984906012213


7

Similarly,

− i
2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
y,σ

∑
α,β∈Ceven

Wα,βΓ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β = −

∑
α,β,α′,β′∈Ceven

Wα,β

(
Γ

(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′ ,

i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
y,σΓ(1)

α Γ
(2)
β

)
Γ

(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′

= −
∑

α,β,α′,β′∈Ceven

Wα,βδα,α′

(
Γ

(2)
β′ ,

i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
y,σΓ

(2)
β

)
Γ

(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′

= −
∑

α,β,β′∈Ceven

(
Γ

(2)
β ,

i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
y,σΓ

(2)
β′

)
Wα,β′Γ

(1)
α Γ

(2)
β .

(S4)

The inner product in the final line of (S4) can be rewritten as(
Γ

(2)
β ,

i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
y,σΓ

(2)
β′

)
= (−1)

−l(β)+l(β′)
2

(
Γ

(1)
β ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,σΓ

(1)
β′

)
, (S5)

where we used (14), (15), β, β′ ∈ Ceven and the symmetry between γ(1) and γ(2) fermions. Since
(

Γ
(1)
β′ ,

i
2γ

(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,σΓ

(1)
β

)
is real (pure imaginary) for odd (even) l(β)+l(β′)

2 , we get(
Γ

(1)
β ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,σΓ

(1)
β′

)
=

(
Γ

(1)
β′ ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,σΓ

(1)
β

)∗
= −(−1)

l(β)+l(β′)
2

(
Γ

(1)
β′ ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,σΓ

(1)
β

)
.

(S6)

Combining (S4), (S5) and (S6), one finds

− i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
y,σ

∑
α,β∈Ceven

Wα,βΓ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β =

∑
α,β,β′∈Ceven

Wα,β′(Lxy,σσ)β′,βΓ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β . (S7)

The interaction terms can be rewritten as(
i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
x,τ

)(
− i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
x,τ

) ∑
α,β∈Ceven

Wα,βΓ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β

=
∑

α,β,α′,β′∈Ceven

Wα,β

(
Γ

(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′ ,

(
i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
x,τ

)(
− i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
x,τ

)
Γ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β

)
Γ

(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′

=
∑

α,β,α′,β′∈Ceven

Wα,β

(
Γ

(1)
α′ ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
x,τΓ(1)

α

)(
Γ

(2)
β′ , −

i

2
γ(2)
x,σγ

(2)
x,τΓ

(2)
β

)
Γ

(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′

=
∑

α,β,α′,β′∈Ceven

Wα,β(Lxx,στ )α′,α(Lxx,στ )β,β′Γ
(1)
α′ Γ

(2)
β′

=
∑

α,β,α′,β′∈Ceven

(Lxx,στ )α,α′Wα′,β′(Lxx,στ )β′,βΓ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β .

(S8)

To Summarize (S1), (S7) and (S8), the equation HO(W ) = EO is rewritten as∑
x∈A,y∈B

tx,y
∑

α,β,α′∈Ceven

[(Lxy,σσ)α,α′Wα′,β +Wα,α′(Lxy,σσ)α′,β ] Γ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β

+
∑
x∈Λ

Ux
∑

α,β,α′,β′∈Ceven

(Lxx,στ )α,α′Wα′,β′(Lxx,στ )β′,βΓ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β = E

∑
α,β∈Ceven

Wα,βΓ(1)
α Γ

(2)
β .

(S9)

Since each Γ
(1)
α Γ

(2)
β is orthogonal, we find

KW +WK +
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

UxLxx,στWLxx,στ = EW, (S10)
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where

(K)α,β =
∑

x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

tx,y(Lxy,σσ)α,β . (S11)

The matrix K is Hermitian because Lxy,σσ is Hermitian and tx,y is real. Similarly, the equation O(W )H = EO is
rewritten as

K>W +WK> +
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

UxL
>
xx,στWL>xx,στ = EW. (S12)

II. PROOF OF LEMMA 6

Here, we provide a proof of Lemma 6. Assume that W is a positive semidefinite matrix which satisfies (20) and
(21). Suppose that W is not positive definite. Then there exists a vector v ∈ KerW\{0}. Then, by sandwiching (20)
by v† and v, we find

∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

Uxv
†Lxx,στWLxx,στv = 0. (S13)

Since each term in the sum can be rewritten as v†Lxx,στWLxx,στv =
∣∣∣√WLxx,στv

∣∣∣2,

Lxx,στv ∈ KerW, (S14)

for all Lxx,στ . By operating v on (20) from right hand side and using (S14), we have

Kv ∈ KerW. (S15)

Similarly, from (21), we obtain

L>xx,στv ∈ KerW, K>v ∈ KerW. (S16)

Next, we identify a vector v ∈ C|Ceven| with an operator Ξ =
∑
α∈Ceven

vαΓ
(j)
α (j = 1, 2) such that (v)α = vα. Let

us choose j = 1 and define an isomorphism ϕ from a vector to an operator as

ϕ(v) =
∑

α∈Ceven

vαΓ(1)
α , ϕ−1

( ∑
α∈Ceven

vαΓ(1)
α

)
= v. (S17)

For notational simplicity, we abbreviate Γ
(1)
α as Γα and γ

(1)
x,σ as γx,σ. Let us rewrite (S14), (S15) and (S16) in terms

of operators. Since (Γα,Γβ) = δα,β and Γα is Hermitian, we see that

ϕ(Lxx,στv) =
∑

α,β∈Ceven

(Lxx,στ )α,βvβΓα =
∑

α,β∈Ceven

(
Γα,

i

2
γx,σγx,τΓβ

)
vβΓα =

i

2
γx,σγx,τ

∑
β∈Ceven

vβΓβ , (S18)

and

ϕ(L>xx,στv) =
∑

α,β∈Ceven

(Lxx,στ )β,αvβΓα =
∑

α,β∈Ceven

(
Γβ ,

i

2
γx,σγx,τΓα

)
vβΓα =

 ∑
β∈Ceven

vβΓβ

 i

2
γx,σγx,τ . (S19)

Similarly,

ϕ(Kv) =

 ∑
x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

i

2
tx,yγx,σγy,σ

 ∑
β∈Ceven

vβΓβ , (S20)

ϕ(K>v) =
∑

β∈Ceven

vβΓβ

 ∑
x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

i

2
tx,yγx,σγy,σ

 . (S21)
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From (S14), (S15) and (S16), we see that, if ϕ−1(Ξ) ∈ KerW ,

ϕ−1(γx,σγx,τΞ), ϕ−1(Ξγx,σγx,τ ) ∈ KerW, (S22)

ϕ−1
(
K̃Ξ

)
, ϕ−1

(
ΞK̃

)
∈ KerW, (S23)

where K̃ =
[∑

x∈A,y∈B
∑N
σ=1 tx,yγx,σγy,σ

]
. The following lemma follows from (S22) and (S23).

Lemma 9.— Let W be a positive semidefinite matrix which satisfies (20) and (21). Assume that N ≥ 3. If
ϕ−1(Ξ) ∈ KerW , then

ϕ−1(γx,σγy,τΞ), ϕ−1(Ξγx,σγy,τ ) ∈ KerW, (S24)

for all (x, σ), (y, τ) ∈ Λ× {1, · · ·N}.
Proof of Lemma 9.— Let us write as N (x) the subset of Λ which is directly connected with a site x ∈ Λ through

a nonvanishing hopping matrix element. If x belongs to the sublattice A,

[γx,σγx,τ , K̃] =
∑

y∈N (x)

tx,y[γx,σγx,τ , (γx,σγy,σ + γx,τγy,τ )] = 2
∑

y∈N (x)

tx,y(γx,σγy,τ − γx,τγy,σ). (S25)

Since N ≥ 3, we can take a flavor υ which is different from σ and τ . Then, for a site z ∈ N (x),[
γz,υγz,σ, [γx,σγx,τ , K̃]

]
= 2

∑
y∈N (x)

tx,y
[
γz,υγz,σ, (γx,σγy,τ − γx,τγy,σ)

]
= 4tx,zγz,υγx,τ . (S26)

Similarly, if x belongs to the sublattice B,[
γz,υγz,σ, [γx,σγx,τ , K̃]

]
= −4tz,xγz,υγx,τ . (S27)

From (S22) and (S23),

ϕ−1
([
γz,υγz,σ, [γx,σγx,τ , K̃]

]
Ξ
)
, ϕ−1

(
Ξ
[
γz,υγz,σ, [γx,σγx,τ , K̃]

])
∈ KerW. (S28)

Since tx,z and tz,x are nonvanishing,

ϕ−1(γx,τγz,υΞ), ϕ−1(Ξγx,τγz,υ) ∈ KerW. (S29)

To summarize (S22) and (S29), we have shown that ϕ−1(γx,σγy,τΞ), ϕ−1(Ξγx,σγy,τ ) ∈ KerW for all
(x, σ), (y, τ) ∈ Λ× {1, · · ·N} which satisfies

x = y, or (tx,y 6= 0 and σ 6= τ). (S30)

Consider arbitrary two pairs of a site and a flavor (x, σ), (y, τ) ∈ Λ× {1, · · ·N}. Since we have assumed that
the lattice Λ is connected via nonvanishing hopping matrix elements, there exists a finite sequence of sites and
flavors (z1, υ1), · · · , (zn, υm) ∈ Λ× {1, · · ·N}, such that (z1, υ1) = (x, σ), (zm, υn) = (y, τ) and all neighboring pairs
{(zj , υj), (zj+1, υj+1)} (j = 1, · · ·m− 1) satisfy the condition (S30). Noting that

m−1∏
j=1

γzj ,υjγzj+1,υj+1 = γx,σγy,τ , (S31)

where the product on left hand side is ordered in ascending order of j, we find that ϕ−1(γx,σγy,τΞ), ϕ−1(Ξγx,σγy,τ ) ∈
KerW for an arbitrary pair (x, σ), (y, τ) ∈ Λ× {1, · · ·N}. �

Consider a monomial Γα which contains even number of Majorana operator. Then,

γx,σγy,τΓα =

{
Γαγx,σγy,τ if (x, σ), (y, τ) ∈ α or (x, σ), (y, τ) /∈ α,
−Γαγx,σγy,τ otherwise.

(S32)

From the above relations, we can define a projection acting on Ξ =
∑
α∈Ceven

vαΓα,

P(x,σ),(y,τ)Ξ =
1

2
[γy,τγx,σΞγx,σγy,τ + Ξ] . (S33)
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This is a projection to a space spanned by {Γα |α ∈ Ceven, (x, σ), (y, τ) ∈ α or (x, σ), (y, τ) /∈ α}. From Lemma 9, if
ϕ−1(Ξ) ∈ KerW ,

ϕ−1(P(x,σ),(y,τ)Ξ) ∈ KerW, (S34)

for all (x, σ), (y, τ) ∈ Λ× {1, · · ·N}. Now we are ready to prove Lemma 6.
Proof of Lemma 6.— Let W be a positive semidefinite matrix which satisfies (20) and (21). Suppose that W is not

positive definite. Then, there exists a vector v ∈ KerW\{0}. Define a corresponding operator as Ξ = ϕ(v) =
∑
α∈Ceven

vαΓα. Let vβ be a nonzero component of v. By successively operating γx,σγy,τ , where (x, σ), (y, τ) ∈ Λ× {1, · · ·N},
we can bring Γβ to Γ0 = 1, since the length of β is even. Then we obtain a new vector v′ ∈ KerW\{0} such that
v′0 6= 0. Here, v′0 is the component of v′ corresponding to Γ0.

Next, we use (S34) to Ξ′ = ϕ(v′). If NNs is odd, by successively applying projections to Ξ′, we can drop all the
terms other than v′0Γ0. Then, we find that ϕ−1(Γ0) ∈ KerW .

Finally, by successively operating γx,σγy,τ , we can bring Γ0 to Γα for any α ∈ Ceven. Thus ϕ−1 (Γα) ∈ KerW .

Therefore, for any vector w ∈ C|Ceven|,

w = ϕ−1

( ∑
α∈Ceven

wαΓα

)
=

∑
α∈Ceven

wαϕ
−1 (Γα) ∈ KerW, (S35)

which means that W is zero. �

III. THE GROUND STATES IN THE LARGE-Ux LIMIT

In the the large-Ux limit, the effective Hamiltonian of the one-dimensional attractive SU(N) model with N ≥ 3 is
derived in Ref. [22]. Here we generalize it to general bipartite lattices and show that the ground states correspond
to (26). In the large-Ux limit, we treat Hint as the unperturbed Hamiltonian and the hopping Hamiltonian Hhop as
a perturbation.

Hint =
∑
x∈Λ

Uxnx (nx −N) , (S36)

Hhop =
∑

x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

tx,y(c†x,σcy,σ + c†y,σcx,σ). (S37)

where we shifted Hint by a constant to make the ground state energy zero. Note that Ux < 0.
We first consider the unperturbed Hamiltonian Hint. Then the number operator nx at each site x ∈ Λ commutes

with the Hamiltonian. The energy is minimized when nx = 0 or N for all x ∈ Λ. Thus the ground states are 2Ns -fold
degenerate. We define a new classical variable sx on each site to write down the effective Hamiltonian.

sx =

{
1 if nx = N,
−1 if nx = 0.

(S38)

Let us examine the effect of the perturbation Hhop. Since the first order vanishes, we consider the second order
perturbation. Let P0 be the orthogonal projection to the ground states of Hint. Then, the low energy effective
Hamiltonian is

Heff = −P0HhopH
−1
intHhopP0. (S39)

Let |ψ〉 be a ground state of Hint. Then,

H−1
intHhop |ψ〉 =

∑
x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

tx,y
(N − 1) (|Ux|+ |Uy|)

(c†x,σcy,σ + c†y,σcx,σ) |ψ〉 , (S40)

because c†x(y),σcy(x),σ |ψ〉 is a state with one fermion at site x (y) and N − 1 fermions at site y (x) if it is nonzero, and

Hintc
†
x(y),σcy(x),σ |ψ〉 = (N − 1)(|Ux|+ |Uy|) |ψ〉 . (S41)
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One thus finds

P0HhopH
−1
intHhopP0 = P0

∑
x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

t2x,y
(N − 1) (|Ux|+ |Uy|)

(c†x,σcy,σ + c†y,σcx,σ)(c†x,σcy,σ + c†y,σcx,σ)P0

= P0

∑
x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

t2x,y
(N − 1) (|Ux|+ |Uy|)

[nx,σ(1− ny,σ) + ny,σ(1− nx,σ)]P0.

(S42)

If nx = ny = 0 (N), then nx,σ = ny,σ = 0 (1). Thus

nx,σ(1− ny,σ) + ny,σ(1− nx,σ) = 0. (S43)

If nx = 0 (N) and ny = N (0), then nx,σ = 0 (1) and ny,σ = 1 (0). Thus

nx,σ(1− ny,σ) + ny,σ(1− nx,σ) = 1. (S44)

Therefore, the effective Hamiltonian reads

Heff =
∑

x∈A,y∈B

Nt2x,y
(N − 1) (|Ux|+ |Uy|)

(
sxsy − 1

2

)
, (S45)

if restricted to the ground states of the unperturbed Hamiltonian Hint. The effective model turns out to be the
antiferromagnetic Ising model on Λ. This is qualitatively understood as follows: the energy of each N -fermion bound
state is decreased by quantum fluctuations where one of the fermions virtually hops to one of the neighboring sites.
These quantum fluctuations are reduced if N -fermion bound states sit next to each other. In the ground states of the
effective Hamiltonian,

sx =

{
1 if x ∈ A,
−1 if x ∈ B, or sx =

{
−1 if x ∈ A,
1 if x ∈ B. (S46)

These states correspond to (26).

IV. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1 AND 2 FOR EVEN NNs

Here we provide proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 for even NNs. When NNs is even, two parity operators ∆(1) and
∆(2) commute. Since H also commutes with ∆(1) and ∆(2), H is block-diagonal in the basis where ∆(1) and ∆(2)

are diagonal. Note that the eigenvalues of ∆(1) and ∆(2) are ±1. Then the eigenoperators can be classified into four
sectors as

O ∈ Op1p2 ⇔ ∆1O = O∆1 = p1O, ∆2O = O∆2 = p2O (p1, p2 = ±). (S47)

The following lemma shows that all the eigenoperators are in Oeven,even sector.
Lemma 10.— Let Op1p2 (p1, p2 = ±) be subsets of O defined by (S47). Then,

O++ ⊕ O+− ⊕ O−+ ⊕ O−− = Oeven,even. (S48)

Proof of Lemma 10.— By definition, all the elements of Op1p2 commute with ∆(1) and ∆(2). On the other hand,

a basis operator Γ
(j)
α (j = 1, 2) commutes (anticommutes) with ∆(j) when the length of α is even (odd). Thus

O++ ⊕ O+− ⊕ O−+ ⊕ O−− ⊂ Oeven,even.

For any even-length configuration α ∈ Ceven, we can symmetrize or antisymmetrize Γ
(j)
α and ∆(j)Γ

(j)
α as

Γ(j,±)
α =

1√
2

[1±∆(j)]Γ(j)
α , (S49)

Note that
(

Γ
(j,p1)
α ,Γ

(k,p2)
α

)
= δj,kδp1,p2 . Since Γ

(1,p1)
α Γ

(2,p2)
β is in Op1p2 sector, O++ ⊕ O+− ⊕ O−+ ⊕ O−− ⊃

Oeven,even. Therefore, we obtain O++ ⊕ O+− ⊕ O−+ ⊕ O−− = Oeven,even. �
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For an even-length configuration α ∈ Ceven, we define a configuration α ∈ Ceven which satisfy Γ
(j)
α = ±∆(j)Γ

(j)
α ,

where ± comes from the anticommutativity of Majorana operators. We identify α with α and write the quotient set
of Ceven by this identification as C ′even.

For p1, p2 = ±, an operator in each sector Op1p2 is expressed as

Op1p2(W ) =
∑

α,β∈C ′even

Wα,βΓ(1,p1)
α Γ

(2,p2)
β . (S50)

Like in the odd NNs case, the eigenequations read as follows.

Kp1W +WKp2 +
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

UxL
p1
xx,στWLp2xx,στ = EW, (S51)

Kp1>W +WKp2> +
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

UxL
p1>
xx,στWLp2>xx,στ = EW, (S52)

where Lp1xy,στ and Kp1 are |C ′even| × |C ′even| Hermitian matrices defined by

(Lp1xy,στ )α,β =

(
Γ(1,p1)
α ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τΓ

(1,p1)
β

)
, (S53)

(Kp1)α,β =
∑

x∈A,y∈B

N∑
σ=1

tx,y(Lp1xy,σσ)α,β . (S54)

Next, we consider the expectation value of the Hamiltonian H. Since (Op1p2(W ), Op1p2(W )) = Tr
[
W †W

]
, the

normalization condition for operators (O,O) = 1 can be rewritten as Tr
[
W 2
]

= 1 with a |C ′even| × |C ′even| Hermitian
matrix W . We define Ep1,p2(W ) = (Op1p2(W ), HOp1p2(W )) for a normalized Hermitian matrix W . Then, Ep1,p2(W )
is calculated as

Ep1,p2(W ) = Tr
[
(Kp1 +Kp2)W 2

]
+
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

Ux Tr
[
WLp1xx,στWLp2xx,στ

]
. (S55)

Within each Op1p2 sector, we can show that the lowest energy eigenoperator is unique in much the same way as in
the case of NNs odd (The small difference is that we have identified α ∈ Ceven and α ∈ Ceven).

Lemma 11.— Within each Op1p2 (p1, p2 = ±) sector, the lowest energy eigenoperator is unique. If the lowest energy
eigenoperator in each sector is expressed as Op1p2(W ), then W is either positive or negative definite.

We define the lowest energy in Op1p2 sector as Ep1p2GS . Then the following lemma shows that the degeneracy of the
ground states is at most two in total. Thus Lemma 4 was proved.

Lemma 12.— Consider the lowest energy in each sector, Ep1p2GS (p1, p2 = ±). Then,

E+−
GS = E−+

GS >
1

2

(
E++

GS + E−−GS

)
. (S56)

Proof of Lemma 12.— Let the lowest energy eigenoperator in O+− sector be O+−(W ), where W is a |C ′even|×|C ′even|
positive or negative definite matrix. See (S50) for the matrix representation of operators in each sector. By (S55),
E−+(W ) = E+−(W ) = E+−

GS , and hence E−+
GS ≤ E+−

GS . Since we can similarly show that E+−
GS ≤ E−+

GS , we obtain

E+−
GS = E−+

GS and O−+(W ) is the lowest energy eigenoperator in O−+ sector.

For the same matrix W , we consider operators O++(W ) ∈ O++ and O−−(W ) ∈ O−−. We would like to compare
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the energy expectation values of O++(W ), O+−(W ), O−+(W ) and O−−(W ). Using (S55), one finds[
E+−(W ) + E−+(W )

]
−
[
E++(W ) + E−−(W )

]
= Tr

[(
K+ +K−

)
W 2
]

+
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

Ux Tr
[
WL+

xx,στWL−xx,στ
]

+ Tr
[(
K− +K+

)
W 2
]

+
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

Ux Tr
[
WL−xx,στWL+

xx,στ

]
− Tr

[(
K+ +K+

)
W 2
]
−
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

Ux Tr
[
WL+

xx,στWL+
xx,στ

]
− Tr

[(
K− +K−

)
W 2
]
−
∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

Ux Tr
[
WL−xx,στWL−xx,στ

]
= −

∑
x∈Λ

N∑
σ,τ=1

Ux Tr
[
W (L+

xx,στ − L−xx,στ )W (L+
xx,στ − L−xx,στ )

]
.

(S57)

The matrix elements of L±xx,στ are calculated as

(L+
xx,στ )α,β =

1

2

([
1 + ∆(1)

]
Γ(1)
α ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τ

[
1 + ∆(1)

]
Γ

(1)
β

)
=
i

4

(
Γ(1)
α , γ(1)

x,σγ
(1)
y,τΓ

(1)
β

)
+
i

4

(
∆(1)Γ(1)

α , γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τ∆(1)Γ

(1)
β

)
+
i

4

(
Γ(1)
α , γ(1)

x,σγ
(1)
y,τ∆(1)Γ

(1)
β

)
+
i

4

(
∆(1)Γ(1)

α , γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τΓ

(1)
β

)
,

(S58)

(L−xx,στ )α,β =
1

2

([
1−∆(1)

]
Γ(1)
α ,

i

2
γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τ

[
1−∆(1)

]
Γ

(1)
β

)
=
i

4

(
Γ(1)
α , γ(1)

x,σγ
(1)
y,τΓ

(1)
β

)
+
i

4

(
∆(1)Γ(1)

α , γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τ∆(1)Γ

(1)
β

)
− i

4

(
Γ(1)
α , γ(1)

x,σγ
(1)
y,τ∆(1)Γ

(1)
β

)
− i

4

(
∆(1)Γ(1)

α , γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τΓ

(1)
β

)
.

(S59)

Then we can calculate L+
xx,στ − L−xx,στ as

(L+
xx,στ − L−xx,στ )α,β =

i

2

(
Γ(1)
α , γ(1)

x,σγ
(1)
y,τ∆(1)Γ

(1)
β

)
+
i

2

(
∆(1)Γ(1)

α , γ(1)
x,σγ

(1)
y,τΓ

(1)
β

)
= i
(

Γ(1)
α , γ(1)

x,σγ
(1)
y,τ∆(1)Γ

(1)
β

)
= ±i

(
Γ(1)
α , γ(1)

x,σγ
(1)
y,τΓ

(1)

β

)
,

(S60)

where we noted that ∆(1) commutes with Γ
(1)
α and Γ

(1)
β to get the second line. From (S60), L+

xx,στ − L−xx,στ is Hermitian

and nonvanishing. This, together with Lemma 8, implies that Tr
[
W (L+

xx,στ − L−xx,στ )W (L+
xx,στ − L−xx,στ )

]
> 0.

Therefore, from (S57),
[
E+−(W ) + E−+(W )

]
−
[
E++(W ) + E−−(W )

]
> 0. Since E+−(W ) = E+−

GS , E−+(W ) =

E−+
GS , E++(W ) ≥ E++

GS , E−−(W ) ≥ E−−GS and E+−
GS = E−+

GS , we obtain (S56). �
Here we have completed the proof of Lemma 4. For even NNs, Theorem 1 can be derived from Lemmas 4 and 11.
Proof of Theorem 1 for even NNs.— Because the ground state degeneracy is at most two, any ground state must

be an SU(N) singlet. To determine the fermion number, we consider the states |Φ+〉 and |Φ−〉 characterized by
(26), whose fermion numbers are NNA and NNB , respectively. The eigenoperors are written as O± = |Φ±〉 〈Φ±| =

2−NNs
∏
x∈Λ

∏N
σ=1

(
1± iγ(1)

x,σγ
(2)
x,σ

)
. Then, 2NNs−1(O+ + O−) is in Oeven,even sector and written as O(I), where I is

the identity matrix of size |Ceven|. O(I) can be expanded as

O(I) =
(1 + ∆(1))

2

(1 + ∆(2))

2
O(I) +

(1 + ∆(1))

2

(1−∆(2))

2
O(I)

+
(1−∆(1))

2

(1 + ∆(2))

2
O(I) +

(1−∆(1))

2

(1−∆(2))

2
O(I).

(S61)
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Note that (1±∆(1))/2× (1±∆(2))/2 is a projection operator to O±± sector. With the matrix expression (S50), (S61)
is rewritten as

O(I) = O++ (I ′) +O+− (I ′) +O−+ (I ′) +O−− (I ′) , (S62)

where I ′ is the identity matrix of size |C ′even|. Let O++(WGS) be the lowest energy eigenoperator in O++ sector. By
Lemma 11, (O(I), O++ (WGS)) = Tr [WGS] 6= 0, because WGS is positive or negative definite. As in the case of NNs

odd, the fermion number of the lowest energy state in O++ sector is NNA or NNB . Similarly, the fermion number
of the lowest energy state in O−− sector is NNA or NNB . If NA 6= NB , by Lemma 4 and the particle-hole symmetry
of the model, there are exactly two ground states and the fermion numbers are NNA and NNB , respectively. If
NA=NB , by Lemma 4, there are at most two ground states and whose total fermion number is NNA (= NNB). �

Finally, we prove Theorem 2 for even NNs.
Proof of Theorem 2 for even NNs.— When NNs is even, the lowest state eigenoperators in each Op1p2 sector

(See (S47) for the definition) is unique. We already know that the ground state eigenoperator is in O++ ⊕ O−−

sector. Assume that the ground state eigenoperator is in O++ sector and expressed as O++(W++
GS ), where W++

GS is a
Hermitian matrix. Then, the expectation value of Sx,y is calculated as

(
O++(W++

GS ), Sx,yO
++(W++

GS )
)

=

N∑
σ,τ=1

Tr
[
W++

GS L
+
xy,στW

++
GS L

+
xy,στ

]
. (S63)

Here, L+
xy,στ is a Hermitian matrix defined by (S53). By Lemma 11, W++

GS is positive or negative definite. This,

together with Lemma 8, implies that Tr
[
W++

GS L
+
xy,στW

++
GS L

+
xy,στ

]
> 0. Thus one finds that(

O++(W++
GS ), Sx,yO

++(W++
GS )

)
> 0. Similarly, if the ground state eigenoperator is in O−− sector and expressed as

O−−(W−−GS ), then
(
O−−(W−−GS ), Sx,yO

−−(W−−GS )
)
> 0. Therefore, we obtain (5) for any ground state.
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