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We provide a guiding principle to generate entanglement of quantum many-body states by applying key ideas of the Higgs mechanism to systems without gauge structures. Unitary operators
associated with the Higgs mechanism are constructed, named as mean-operators, and employed
to prepare entangled many-body states out of a trivial state. We uncover a symmetry-protectedtopological state with two Ising symmetries on a square lattice and find entangled states with
different symmetries and lattices. Plausible applications to quantum simulators such as Rydberg
atoms and trapped ions, are also discussed, interpreting the mean-operators as the Ising coupling
gates.

Introduction :
The Higgs mechanism plays a central role in modern physics of gauge bosons [1]. Mass of
gauge bosons is generated by coupling the bosons to low
energy excitations such as Goldstone modes from global
symmetries. In superconductors, the condensation of the
Cooper pairs generate the mass of U(1) electromagnetic
gauge fields, explaining the Meissner effect [2], and the W
and Z bosons of the electroweak symmetry become massive by the SU(2) doublet field in the Standard model
of particle physics [3]. Extensive research has been done
in quantum many-body systems, deepening out understanding in gauge particles [4–7].
In the Higgs mechanism, the unitary gauge choice plays
a special role because decoupling between gauge bosons
and matter fields manifests. In terms of a superconductor
with U(1) electromagnetism, the decoupling is readily
revealed in the action,
Z
Z
S=
ns (∂µ θ − aµ )2 + · · · ⇒ Su =
ns (aµ )2 + · · ·
x,t

x,t

where aµ is for the electromagnetic gauge field, θ is for
the phase field of Cooper pairs, ns is for the superfluid
density, and the integration is over space-time. In the
unitary gauge choice with the subscript u, the decoupling
between aµ and θ is obvious, explaining the Meissner
effect of superconductors.
In this work, we apply key ideas of the Higgs mechanism to systems without gauge structures, demonstrating
that the mechanism becomes one useful guiding principle to construct entangled many-body states. Our main
strategy is to find unitary transformations which decouples between physical degrees of freedom in systems without gauge structures, which correspond to the unitary
gauge choice of the Higgs mechanism. The construction
is done by the two steps. First, consider a system made
of two kinds of degrees of freedom, whose coupling mimics the Higgs mechanism. In lattice systems, this step is
readily done by considering site and link variables. Second, introduce the minimal model and find a unitary operator to decouple the two types of degrees of freedom.
We name the unitary operator as the mean-operator in
connection with the previously proposed mean-operator

theory [8]. Importance of a global symmetry in our construction is emphasized. The ground state of the constructed Hamiltonian can become trivial unless a proper
global symmetry is imposed due to the celebrated Higgsconfinement in gauge theories [9]. We note that a similar
strategy has been applied to one dimensional systems, for
example, by connecting the Kitaev chain with introduced
gauge fields, so called a gently gauged model [10].
One of our main results is an explicit construction of
a symmetry-protected-topological (SPT) state with the
global Z2 × Z2 on a square lattice. Such a SPT state
has intriguing entanglement structures [11–21], and we
demonstrate that our construction can be easily extended
to systems with different symmetries and lattices by relying on the universal nature of the Higgs mechanism.
The Model : To demonstrate our construction, we
consider a system with qubits on a square lattice with the
periodic boundary condition where site qubits with the
Pauli matrices (ρx,y,z
) live on sites with the index (i, j)
i
and link qubits with the Pauli matrices (σlx,y,z ) live on
links with the index (l, m). The size of the total Hilbert
space is 2Nsite +Nlink , and the global symmetry,
Y
Y
Z2 × Z2 = {I, Sρ ≡
ρxj , Sσ ≡
σlx , Sρ Sσ },
j

l

is considered with the identity operator (I). The trivial
symmetric Hamiltonian and its ground state are,
X
X
Y
Y


Htriv = −
ρxj −
σlx , |0i ≡
|ρxj = 1i ⊗
|σlx = 1i .
j

j

l

l

The ground state is a unique product state without entanglement and the symmetry action is independent of
the presence of boundaries.
We construct an entangled many-body state by finding
the ground state of the minimal Hamiltonian,
X
X
HGH = −
Gj −
Hl ,
(1)
j

with Gj =

ρxj (

Y
l∈j

l

σlz ),

Y
Hl = σlx ( ρzj ),
j∈l

2
vious since any qubit flips of |0i cost energy. The uniqueness is in sharp contrast to the ground state degeneracy
of topologically ordered states. The symmetry properties
are checked by the relations,
†
Sρ,σ |ΨGH i = MGH
Sρ,σ |0i = |ΨGH i,
2
with the property of the mean-operator, MGH
= I [8].
Note that the periodic boundary condition is important
2
in the relation, MGH
= I, which is related to the anomalous symmetry action at boundaries as shown below.

FIG. 1. (a) The interaction terms of the minimal model, HH .
The circles (crosses) are for the site (link) qubits, respectively.
The blue dotted box is for the Higgs term while the red dotted
box is for the Gauss term. (b) The square lattice on the
cylinder geometry.

whose graphical representation is given in Fig. 1(a). The
product in Gj is over the four links connected to a site
j, and the product in Hl is over the two sites connected
to a link l. We note that generalization to d dimensional
hyper-cubic lattices is straightforward. The first term,
called Gauss term, consists of 2d + 1 qubits, and the
second term, called Higgs term, consists of three qubits
independent of d.
The Hamiltonian enjoys not only the global Z2 × Z2
symmetry but also the Z2 local transformation generated
by Gj at a site j. In spite of the presence of the gauge
transformation, we stress that the entire Hilbert space is
considered, not the gauge invariant one. The effects of
the interaction terms such as (ρzi ρzj , σlx ) which breaks the
local transformation explicitly will be discussed later. It
is still useful to consider the correspondence. The condition of the Gauss term, Gj = 1, corresponds to the
conventional Gauss law, and the Higgs term describes the
Higgs mechanism associated with the Z2 gauge structure.
The minimal model is exactly solvable since all the
terms of HGH commute with each other. Its ground state
is obtained by finding the mean-operator,
Y
 Y −i π σz 
π z z
MGH =
e−i 4 ρj σj(j+α)
e 2 l .
j,α=±x̂,±ŷ

l

The second part of the mean operator, a global π rotation of link qubits, is introduced to simplify the notation. Namely, the action of the mean operator is
precisely mapped to the unitary gauge choice, giving
†
x z z
x
MGH
(σij
ρi ρj )MGH = σij
. However, the presence of
the second term is not crucial for construction of entangled states. The operator gives the transformation of the
Hamiltonian and the ground state,
†
MGH
HGH MGH = Htriv ,

|ΨGH i = MGH |0i,

and all excited states and spectrums are easily obtained.
We first show that |ΨGH i is unique and symmetric under the global Z2 × Z2 symmetry. The uniqueness is ob-

Next, we investigate entanglement of |ΨG i by evaluating the strange correlator,
C ∗ (i, j) ≡

h0|ρzi ρzj MGH |0i
h0|ρzi ρzj |ΨGH i
=
,
h0|ΨGH i
h0|MGH |0i

which is shown to identify a symmetry-protectedtopological state in two spatial dimensions [21]. To evaluate the correlator, we expand the mean-operator,
X
MGH ≡
α(O)O,
O

where α(O) is a complex number coefficient associated
with the operator O. Since all the operators contain either ρzj or σlz , we find the relation, C ∗ (i, j) =
α(ρzi ρzj )/α(I). This procedure is also convenient to see
the recently proposed sign-structure of SPT states [22],
which can be done by comparing signs of two coefficients.
The key property to evaluate the coefficients is (ρzj )2 =
= 1, indicating that only closed strings of the operators (ρz σ z ) contribute to α(I). Thus, the evaluation is
precisely mapped to the counting problem of the number
of closed strings. Similarly, the other coefficient α(ρzi ρzj )
counts the number of closed strings accompanied with an
additional string between the end sites (i, j). Thus, the
strange correlator is C ∗ (i, j) = 1. Our evaluations can
be formulated mathematically, which contain interesting
properties of group and set theories (see SM).
(σlz )2

Introducing a physical boundary is another way to find
the entanglement structure of |ΨG i. Since the shapes
of the boundary depend on how to cut, we choose bulk
sites (links) as the sites j (links l) to have the four links
(two sites) connected to the sites j (links l). Our choice
guarantees the same number of qubits at the boundary
once the translational symmetry of a square lattice is
inherited.
To be specific, let us consider a cylinder geometry as
shown in Fig. 1(b). We focus on how the global symmetry
acts on the top edge for simplicity since the inclusion of
the bottom edge is straightforward. We introduce the
projection operator (P ) whose action on quantum states
enforces the conditions Hl = Gj = 1 for all l, j in the bulk.
The symmetry actions at the edge with the superscript

3
We find the transformation,
X
X
MU† (1) HU (1) MU (1) =
n2j −
cos(aij ) ≡ H0,U (1) .

(e) become
Y

Sρ(e) = P Sρ P = P

z
P =
ρxj σj(j−ŷ)

Sσ(e) = P Sσ P = P

ρ̃xj ,

j

j∈edge

j∈edge

Y

Y

ρzj P =

j∈edge

Y

ρ̃zj ,

j∈edge

introducing the edge qubit Pauli operators, ρx,y,z ≡
†
P MGH ρx,y,z MGH
P . Thus, the two Ising symmetries act
projectively on the edge qubits with the relations,
→ −ρy,z
Sρ(e) : ρy,z
j
j ,

ρxj → +ρxj ,

Sσ(e) : ρx,y
→ −ρx,y
j
j ,

ρzj → +ρzj .

Then, the gapless excitations of the site qubits are protected by the projective representation of the Z2 × Z2
symmetry at the edge, as shown by the recent development of the Lieb-Schutlz-Mattias theorem with discrete
symmetries by Ogata and Tasaki [23]. We note that the
translational symmetry of the edges of a square lattice
is crucial to protect the gapless excitations, which is a
signature of topological crystalline states [24].
Generalization : Our results on a square lattice are easily generalized by the universal nature of the Higgs mechanism. For a qubit chain, the minimal model transforms
to the cluster model because both of the Gauss and Higgs
terms have three qubit interactions. It is well known that
the ground state of the cluster model [25] is a symmetryprotected-topological state protected by the Z2 ×Z2 symmetry. For a hypercubic lattice, the same mean-operators
upto the unimportant global rotation factors can be easily constructed. We find that the strange correlator is
unity in all dimensions and the degenerate ground state
is protected by the Z2 ×Z2 symmetry (see Supplementary
Material (SM)). Thus, we propose that the ground states
are candidate states of symmetry-protected-topological
phases with the Z2 × Z2 symmetry on a hypercubic lattice.
Generalization to different symmetry groups are also
straightforward. To be specific, let us consider the global
U(1) × U(1) symmetry and its model Hamiltonian on a
square lattice,
X
X
HU (1) =
G2j −
cos(θi − θi+α + ai(i+α) ),
j

i,α=x̂,ŷ

with the oriented link variables (El , al ) and Gj = nj −
Ej(j+x̂) + E(j−x̂)j − Ej(j+ŷ) + E(j−ŷ)j . The commutation relations are conventional, [nj , eiθj ] = eiθj and
[El , eial ] = eial , and the symmetry actions are
Sθ (α) = eiα

P

j

nj

,

SE (β) = eiβ

P

l

al

,

with two real values α, β. The Hamiltonian is exactly
solvable and has gapless excitations, which can be shown
by introducing the corresponding mean-operator,
MU (1) = e−i

P

j

θj (−Ej(j+x̂) +E(j−x̂)j −Ej(j+ŷ) +E(j−ŷ)j )

.

hi,ji

The gapless excitation appears because the one P
of the
2
U(1) symmetries suppresses the conventional
l El
term. In fact, we find that gapless excitations even
exist with the lower symmetry U(1) × Z as shown
in SM. Besides the gapless excitations, the presence
of anomalous symmetry actions at the boundaries is
apparent by the condition aij → θi − θj for the ground
state. Namely, both of the conjugate variables (nj , θj ) at
the boundary transform non-trivially. Thus, we expect
that the ground state of the Hamiltonian describes the
gapless systems with symmetry protected edge modes.
Note that the recent work in one dimensional spin
chain finds critical states with topologically protected
edge modes between topological phase transitions [26].
The connections with our model and topological phase
transitions is an interesting open question.
Discussion and Conclusion :
We stress that the
ground state |ΨG i respects the Gauss law condition,
Gj = 1 for all j, and the knowledge of well-developed
gauge theories is applicable to deepen understanding in
the properties of |ΨG i. We consider the modified minimal model,
X
X
X
H = HGH − hσ
σlz − hρ
ρzj − J
ρzi ρzj .
l

j

hi,ji

The terms with two Zeeman couplings (hρ,σ ) breaks the
global Z2 × Z2 symmetry while the term with J is symmetric. On the other hand, only the term with hσ respects the local Z2 transformation while the other two
terms break. It is well known that the term with hσ induces the confinement in the Ising gauge theory, giving
the crossover between the Higgs phase and the confined
trivial phase [9]. In our system, the crossover is prohibited by the global Z2 ×Z2 symmetry, indicating that |ΨG i
cannot be adiabatically connected to a trivial confined
state unless the global symmetry is broken. Similarly, the
interaction terms of the other coupling constants can provide a state adiabatically connected to a trivial product
state but the global symmetry must be broken explicitly
or spontaneously.
Another interesting limit is accessed by turning
on the
P
transverse field term of the site qubits, − j ρxj , which
is invariant under both the global and local symmetries.
Since it does not commute with the Higgs term, quantum
fluctuations are introduced and the effects of the Higgs
term are suppressed. The suppression of the Higgs term
by the transverse field term may provide the route to the
Z2 topological order from the link qubits once the gauge
invariant interactions are introduced. This is also consistent with the celebrated Higgs-confinement phenomena

4
[9].
We propose that the mean-operator associated with
the Higgs mechanism is applicable to quantum simulators
such as Rydberg atoms and trapped ions by using the
Ising coupling gates [27] along the z direction with the
Pauli matriices Zi,j ,

P
U (t) = e−it J hi,ji Zi Zj .
The exchange interaction between nearest neighbor
qubits are known to be implemented in Rydberg atoms
and trapped ions. In experiments with the arrays of
Rydberg atoms, the time scale is tRydberg ≈ 0.5µs for
large principal quantum numbers (n ≈ 50) at distances
between atoms around 5 µm [28] while it is tT rapped ≈
0.1ms for trapped ions [29]. We remark that our proposal
contains two qubits in contrast to the previous proposal
with three nearest neighbor qubits [8] to construct the
Levin-Gu states [19]. Manipulations of atom arrays to
construct various graphs are already achieved by using
Rydberg atoms [30], and our theory may be applicable to
quantum simulators with the hybrid quantum-classicalapproximate-optimization [31].
In conclusion, we provide a guiding principle to construct entangled states by applying the Higgs mechanism
to systems without gauge structures. One entangled
state with two Ising symmetries on a square lattice is
uncovered by showing the presence of protected gapless
excitations on edges and calculating the strange correlator, signatures of symmetry-protected-topological states.
Generalization to different lattices and symmetries are
discussed, and applications to quantum simulators are
also proposed.
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Supplementary Material for
“Construction of Entangled Many-body States via the Higgs Mechanism”
1.MATHEMATICAL DESCRIPTIONS OF MEAN-OPERATORS

In this section, we discuss properties of a mean-operator which connects a trivial state with a non-trivial symmetryprotected-topological state. To be specific, we start with the trivial Hamiltonian and its ground state,
X
Y
Ht = −
Xj , |0i ≡
|Xj = +1i,
j

j

with the Pauli matrices (Xj , Yj , Zj ) at a site j.
Considering a mean-operator, M , we are interested in the target Hamiltonian, HTarget = M Ht M † , and its ground
state, M |0i. We impose a symmetry group, G = Z⊗n
2 , with a positive integer n whose representation uses the
Pauli strings of Xj . Thus, an eigenstate of the Pauli strings of Xj is symmetric, and the ground state of the trivial
Hamiltonian is symmetric. We consider a class of mean-operators whose form is expressed as,
M = e−i

P

a

θa Aa

,

(1)

where a indexes Z-type Pauli strings Aa and real numbers θa . We call Aa a source with an index a. For a generic
value of θa , the mean-operator breaks G, but a certain combination of θa makes the mean-operator symmetric.
∀
We define the set of all the sources, source set, A = {Aa |Q
a} whose size is Ns . For a group element g ∈ G,
−1
we can consider set Ag ≡ {Aa ∈ A|gAa g = −Aa } and Mg = Aa ∈Ag e−iθa Aa . Then the following theorem is useful.
Theorem 1. M |trivi is symmetric if and only if Mg2 = I for all g ∈ G.
Proof of Theorem 1:
• ( =⇒ ) For all group elements g ∈ G, gMg g −1 = Mg† and gMg† M g −1 = Mg† M because of the definition of Mg .
By acting the group element g, we have the relations,




g M |0i = gMg g −1 gMg† M g −1 g|0i = (Mg† )2 M |0i = M |0i, Mg2 |0i = |0i.
Since the trivial state is the linear combination of all configurations of Zj ({zj }), the last equation becomes

1 X
1 X
1 X
Mg2 √
|{zj }i = √
c({zj })|{zj }i = √
|{zj }i,
2N {zj }
2N {zj }
2N {zj }
with the number of sites, N . The eigenvalue of Mg2 for the eigenstate |{zj }i is c({zj }). The linear independency
of all the eigenstates enforces c({zj }) = 1, which gives the relation, Mg2 = I.
• ( ⇐= ) For a group element g ∈ G, we have the relations,





g M |0i = gMg g −1 gMg† M g −1 g|0i = gMg g −1 Mg† M |0i.
The condition, Mg2 = I, gives the relation, Mg = Mg† , and thus M |trivi is symmetric under G. 2
If we only consider a class of mean-operators whose sources are all in the same non-trivial irreducible representation
of G, the following proposition is particularly useful.
Proposition 1. M |trivi is symmetric if and only if M 2 = I.
Proof of Proposition 1: For all group elements g ∈ G, Ag are equal to A or ∅ because all the sources are in
the same non-trivial representation. It implies Mg are equal to M or I. Therefore, the condition , Mg2 = I for all

2
group elements g ∈ G, is equal to M 2 = I in this case. 2
The proposition provides the two-step recipe to construct an entangled symmetric many-body state with G,
1. to group the Z-type Pauli strings which are in the same non-trivial representation.
2. to find values of θj to satisfy M 2 = I.
Note that the one parameter Hamiltonian,
H(α) = αHt + (1 − α)M Ht M † ,
satisfies the duality condition,
H(1 − α) = M H(α)M † .
At α = 1/2, we have the commutation relation, [H(α = 1/2), M ] = 0, and the self-duality.
We also provide information on how to evaluate α(O) by using group and set theories. Recall that the mean-operator
in Eqn. (1) is expressed as
M=

Y
a

e−iθa Aa =

Ns
Y

(cos θa − iAa sin θa ) ≡

a=1

X

α(O)O,

(2)

O

where a Z-type Pauli string O and its coefficient α(O) ∈ C are introduced. The set of complex numbers is denoted
as C. We only consider non-trivial θa such that cos θa , sin θa 6= 0. We consider two sets, B ≡ {O} and C ≡ {α(O)},
for all operators O and α(O). The set B is a group with the matrix multiplication between Z-type Pauli strings. The
source collection is defined as follows.
Definition 1 (Source colletion) the source collection S is a collection of all subsets of A,
S = {S|S ⊂ A}.
Q
Its element, SO ∈ S, is determined by the condition, Aa ∈SO Aa = O.
S
T
We consider the multiplication ∗ defined as SO1 ∗ SO2 ≡ SO1 SO2 − SO1 SO2 for SO1 , SO2 ∈ S, which
makes (S, ∗) an abelian group. Next, let us define a normal subgroup of S,
Definition 2 (Identity collection) the identity collection I is the collection such that,
Y
I = {I ∈ S|
Aa = I}.
Aa ∈I

The quotient group S/I is naturally introduced by the two definitions. We introduce the homomorphism f : S → B
such that f (SO ) = O, and then its kernel is I. The first isomorphism theorem of the group theory gives that S/I is
isomorphic to B. This indicates that the mapping, g : S/I → C, such that g(SO ∗ I) = α(O), exists. The factor map
play a key role to find the map g.
Definition 3 (Factor map) The factor map F : S → C is defined as
Y
Y
F (SO ) =
(cos θa0 )
(−i sin θa ).
Aa0 ∈S
/ O

Aa ∈SO

The following proposition and the theorem with the factor map hold.
Proposition 2. For θa = θ, the factor map satisfies the relation,

F (A ∗ B) = (cos θ)Ns

F (A)F (B)
T ,
F 2 (A B)

A, B ∈ S.
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Proof of Proposition 2 : The definition of the factor map gives
F (A ∗ B) = (cos θ)Ns −n(A∗B) (−i sin θ)n(A∗B) ,

for θa = θ,

with the number of the elements of A, n(A). The relation, n(A ∗ B) = n(A) + n(B) − 2n(A
map becomes

T

B), holds. The factor

T

F (A)F (B)
(−i sin θ)n(A) (−i sin θ)n(B)
(cos θ)2n(A B)
T
×
= (cos θ)Ns 2 T . 2
F (A ∗ B) = (cos θ)
n(A)
n(B)
2n(A
B)
F (A B)
(cos θ)
(cos θ)
(−i sin θ)
P
By definition, the coefficient α(O) is obtained by the relation, α(O) = SO F (SO ). The following theorem gives an
alternative way to evaluate α(O).
Ns

Theorem 2. The coefficient α(O) in M is given by,
α(O) =

X

F (SO ∗ I).

(3)

I∈I

Proof of Theorem 2 : Considering the two collections,
A = {SO | for all SO ∈ S},

B = {SO ∗ I| for a fixed SO , all I ∈ I},

we prove the theorem by showing A = B.
• (B ⊂ A) Given SO and I, the following equations are satisfied,
Y
Y
Y
O=
Aa Aa0 , I =
Aa ∈(SO −I) Aa0 ∈(SO

T

I)

Y

Aa00 ∈(I−SO ) Aa0 ∈(I

T

Aa00 Aa0 .
SO )

Consider an element of B with SO and I,
B ≡ {Aa |Aa ∈ (SO − I)}

[

{Aa00 |Aa00 ∈ (I − SO )} ∈ B.

Since A2a0 = I, we have the relation,
Y

Y

Aa Aa00 = O.

Aa ∈(SO −I) Aa00 ∈(I−SO )

Thus, B ∈ A.
• (A ⊂ B) Consider two arbitrary elements of A, SO and S̃O . The following equations are satisfied,
Y
Y
Y
Y
Aa00 Aa0 = O.
Aa Aa 0 =
Aa ∈(SO −S̃O ) Aa0 ∈(SO

T

S̃O )

Aa00 ∈(S̃O −SO ) Aa0 ∈(SO

T

S̃O )

Since all the operators are the Pauli strings, we have the relation,
O×O =

Y

Y

Aa Aa00 = I,

Aa ∈(SO −S̃O ) Aa00 ∈(S̃O −SO )

which gives the element of I
I0 ≡ {Aa |Aa ∈ (SO − S̃O )}
Then, we have the relation, S̃O = SO ∗ I0 ∈ B.

[
{Aa00 |Aa00 ∈ (S̃O − SO )} ∈ I.
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Since B ⊂ A and A ⊂ B are shown, A = B and Eqn. (3) are proven. 2
We note that the theorem 2 and proposition 2 are valid only for mean-operator whose all cos θa , sin θa 6= 0.
Therefore, in general case, we should extract the parts where cos θa or sin θa = 0 before use the theorem and
proposition.

Strange correlators and sign structures of HGH on hypercubic lattices

Let us consider the minimal model on a d-dimensional hypercubic lattice. The corresponding mean-operator with
the notation of the main-text is
Y
YY
X
X
Y
π z
π z z
dπ z 
†
e−i 2 σl
e−i 4 ρj σl , MGH
HGH MGH = −
ρxj −
σlx .
MGH =
e−i 2 ρj
j

j

l

j

l∈j

l

where N is the number
of sites Q
of a d-dimensional hypercubic lattice. We can check that MGH |trivi is invariant under
Q
Z2 × Z2 = {Sρ ≡ j ρxj , Sσ ≡ l σlx , Sρ Sσ , I} by applying the theorem 1. We rewrite the operator as
MGH = M ×

Y
j

e−i

dπ z
2 ρj

 Y

π z
e−i 2 σl ,

M≡

YY
j

l

π

z

z

e−i 4 ρj σl =

l∈j

1 YY
(I − iρzj σlz ).

2dN

j

l∈j

We evaluate the strange correlator, C ∗ (i, j) = αMGH (ρzi ρzj )/αMGH (I) = αM (ρzi ρzj Z)/αM (Z) where Z ≡
Q z
z d
j (ρj )
l σl . The source set and factor map of M are

Q

A = {ρzj σlz | for all site j, link l ∈ j}, F (S) =

1
(−i)n(S) ,
2dN

We can set SZ ,
z
SZ = {ρzj σj,j+x̂
| for all site j, for all unit vector x̂ of the lattice },

and Sρzi ρzj consists of elements of line connecting ρzi to ρzj . Then we note that two relations,
n(SZ ) = n(SZ ∗ Sρzi ρzj ) = dN,
\
n(Sρzi ρzj
I) = even for all I ∈ I.

(4)
(5)

From the proposition 2, and Eqn. (4), (5), we can show that F (Sρzi ρzj ∗ SZ ∗ I) = F (SZ ∗ I) for all I ∈ I. Finally, by
using the theorem 2, we can get C ∗ (i, j),
P
z z
αMGH (ρzi ρzj )
αM (ρzi ρzj Z)
I∈I F (Sρi ρj ∗ SZ ∗ I)
∗
P
= 1.
C (i, j) =
=
=
αMGH (I)
αM (Z)
I∈I F (SZ ∗ I)
To check sign problem, we can set SΣj where Σj ≡

Q

l∈j

σl ,

SΣj ≡ {ρzj σlz | for all l ∈ j}

(6)

n(SΣj ∗ SZ ∗ Sρzi ρzj ) = dN ± 2,
\
n(SΣj
I) = even for all I ∈ I.

(7)

Again, we can find relations,

(8)

From the proposition 2, and Eqn. (7), (8), we can show that F (SΣj ∗ Sρzi ρzj ∗ SZ ∗ I) = −F (Sρzi ρzj ∗ SZ ∗ I) for all
I ∈ I. Finally, by using the theorem 2, a sign problem is checked,
P
Q
Q
z z
αM (Zρzi ρzj l∈j σlz )
αMGH (ρzi ρzj l∈j σlz )
I∈I F (SΣj ∗ Sρi ρj ∗ SZ ∗ I)
P
=
=
= −1.
z
z
z
z
z
z
αMGH (ρi ρj )
αM (Zρi ρj )
I∈I F (Sρi ρj ∗ SZ ∗ I)
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2. ENTANGLED STATES WITH CONTINUOUS SYMMETRIES

In this section, we provide detailed information on the models with continuous symmetry. First, let us consider a
model Hamiltonian on a square lattice,
X
X
X
H = −J
cos(θj − θj+α + aj(j+α) ) +
(nj − (Ej(j+x̂) − E(j−x̂)j + Ej(j+ŷ) − E(j−ŷ)j ))2 + α
(El − Em )2 .
j

j,α=x̂,ŷ

hl,mi

We consider the Hilbert space with the following conditions of the variables,
θj = θj + 2π,

El , nj ∈ Z.

al = al + 2π,

The commutation relations of the corresponding operators are given
[El , eial ] = eial .

[nj , eiθj ] = eiθj ,

The model enjoys the global U(1) × U(1) symmetry whose actions are
Sθ (α) = eiα

P

nj

0

P

SE (α0 ) = eiα

α ∈ R,

al

α ∈ R.
P
Note that one of the global symmetry forbids the presence of the conventional term, l El2 . Considering the mean
operator,
j

,

M = e−i

P

j

l

θj (Ej,x̂ −Ej−x̂,x̂ +Ej,ŷ −Ej−ŷ,ŷ )

,

,

the Hamiltonian becomes,
H = M † H0 M,
with
X

H0 = −J

cos(al ) +

X

n2j + α

j

l

X

(El − Em )2 .

hl,mi

It is easy to show that the Hamiltonian contains gapless excitations since the number of the conjugate E fields is
smaller than the one of the al fields.
If the symmetry is lowered to the global U(1) × Z symmetry, then a model Hamiltonian with the lowered symmetry
is
H = −J

X

cos(θj − θj+α + aj(j+α) ) +

X

(nj − (Ej(j+x̂) − E(j−x̂)j + Ej(j+ŷ) − E(j−ŷ)j ))2 − α

j

j,α=x̂,ŷ

X

cos(2πEl ).

l

The symmetry actions are
Sθ (α) = eiα

P

j

nj

,

α ∈ R,

SE (m) = eim

P

l

al

,

m ∈ Z.

By using the same mean-operator, we find the relation,
H = M † H0 M,
with
H0 = +

X
j

n2j − J

X
l

cos(al ) − α

X

cos(2πEl ).

l

Since the site and link degrees of freedom are separable in H0 , the ground state is a product state. At each link, the
Hamiltonian,
Hl = −J cos(al ) − α cos(2πEl ),
is the Hofstadter Hamiltonian with a fixed flux, which hosts gapless excitations.
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I
ρ +
ρy +
ρz +
x

(e)

(e)

(e)

(e)

Sρ Sσ Sρ Sσ
+ −
−
− −
+
− +
−

(e)

(e)

TABLE I. The behaviors of ρx,y,z under transformation Sρ , Sσ .

3. Protected Gapless Edge Modes of HGH on the Square Lattice

The most dramatic distinction between the two types of paramagnets is that HGH has protected gapless edge modes,
Edge
Bulk
while Htriv does not. We split HGH into the bulk part HGH
and edge part HGH
in the cylinder geometry. The
Edge
Bulk
bulkt part HGH include only sites which have complete connections with the nearest sites. The edge part HH
can
be any symmetric Hamiltonian with local interactions which acts on the spins on or near the boundary. We show
Edge
P HGH
P have the gapless ground state protected by the symmetry where P is the projection operator of the bulk
ground state,





 
 Y 1
 Y 1

Y 1
Y 1
Y



x z z
z
ρxj
σi,j
ρj ρj + 1
ρzghost + 1
σghost
+1
,
σlz + 1
P =





2
2
2
2
j
hi,ji

l∈j

ghost

ghost

by assuming a particular convention that there is a “ghost” spin in the exterior of the cylinder. The summation runs
over bulk sites i, j. For degree of freedom in only edge sites in the projected space, we consider ρex,y,z
≡ M ρx,y,z
M †,
j
j
x,y,z
x,y,z
x,y,z
x,y,z
Bulk
, and P can be expressed as,
σ
el
≡ M σl
M † . From ρej , σ
el
, the Hamiltonian of bulk part HGH
Bulk
HGH
=−

X
j

ρexj −

X
l

σ
elx , P =

(


)
Y 1
 Y1
 Y 1




z
(e
σlx + 1)
,
ρexj + 1
ρezghost + 1
σ
eghost
+1




2
2
2
2


Y 1


j

ghost

l

ghost

(e)

(e)

where j, l are site and link indices of the bulk parts. The symmetry actions at the edge Sρ , Sσ become, by defining
ρx,y,z
= P ρex,y,z
P for each edge sites j,
j
j
Y
Y
z
ρxj ,
Sρ(e) = P Sρ P = P
ρxj σj(j−ŷ)
P =
j∈edge

Sσ(e) = P Sσ P = P

Y

j∈edge

ρzj P =

j∈edge

Y

ρzj .

j∈edge
(e)

(e)

We can check that behaviors of ρx,y,z under transformation Sρ , Sσ are TABLE I. Note that two Ising symmetries
Z2 × Z2 behave effectively π-rotations about the three axes for ρx,y,z at the boundary. This symmetries that can
be decomposed nontrivial projective on-site representations protect the gapless excitations of the edge site qubits, as
shown by the recent result [23].

