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A stable physical system has an energy spectrum that is bounded from below. For quantum systems, the
dangerous states of unboundedly low energies should decouple and become null. We propose the principle of
nullness and apply it to the bootstrap study of Hermitian and non-Hermitian anharmonic oscillators.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The bootstrap is an ambitious program that attempts to clas-
sify and solve physics by basic principles and consistency re-
lations of observables. The governing role of basic principles
can be viewed as a reduction at the conceptual level, instead
of the usual model-building level. On the other hand, the em-
phasis on the consistency of all observables, rather than a con-
struction based on some smallest building blocks, is closer to
the spirit of emergence.

The first concrete bootstrap program came from early inves-
tigations of the strong nuclear force. In the 1960’s, Chew pro-
posed the S-matrix bootstrap to determine the scattering am-
plitudes by unitarity and some subtle analyticity conditions.
This is not a simple program due to the strong coupling nature
and became dormant later. In the 1970’s, the bootstrap idea
also appeared in the study of conformal field theory (CFT)
[1, 2]. In two dimensions, the conformal bootstrap program
has achieved considerable progress [3, 4]. One of the most
beautiful results is the complete classification of 2d minimal-
model CFTs. They describe the critical behaviour of statistical
physics models, such as the Ising, Yang-Lee and Potts models.
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The conformal bootstrap in d > 2 is more challenging and
thus not many results had been obtained until the modern nu-
merical approach was proposed in [5]. In this seminal work,
the unitarity assumption and the crossing equation are formu-
lated as inequalities, so one can rule out the inconsistent the-
ory space. One of the impressive results is the most precise
determination of the 3d Ising critical exponents [6–9]. More
recently, the positivity principle 1 has also been applied to the
studies of matrix models and quantum mechanical systems
[10–24].

In the 2d bootstrap studies, positivity does not play such a
dominant role. In particular, since statistical physics models
do not need to obey reflection positivity, they can be naturally
related to non-unitary quantum systems. A notable example
is the 2d bootstrap results of the Yang-Lee edge singularity
[25, 26]. To study the non-positive systems in d > 2, we are
led to the following question:

Is there a bootstrap principle for non-positive systems?

II. THE PRINCIPLE OF NULLNESS

Let us start with the two-dimensional conformal field theo-
ries. They are among the most well-understood nonperturba-
tive quantum systems at strong coupling. A particularly sim-
ple class of the 2d CFTs is the minimal modelsM(p, p′) [4].
Furthermore, the discrete series of unitary CFTs corresponds
to the minimal models with |p − p′| = 1 [27]. In unitary
theories, the norm of a state is either positive or zero. Positiv-
ity can be viewed as a basic principle for bootstrapping these
unitary systems.

Why does the unitarity condition lead to a subset of mini-
mal models? Since the minimal models are characterized by
the existence of many null states, our interpretation is: The
would-be dangerous states are removed as they become null
and orthogonal to the positive norm states. In this way, the
resulting truncated space of states is compatible with the uni-
tarity condition.

However, unitarity is not a necessary property of physical
systems. A celebrated example is the non-unitary iφ3 the-
ory describing the critical behaviour of the Yang-Lee edge
singularity [28]. In 2d, the corresponding CFT is the mini-
mal modelM(5, 2). There are many more examples of non-
unitary physical systems, such as polymer and percolation

1 By positivity constraints, we mean some quantities should be either posi-
tive or zero.
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physics. The non-unitary CFTs can be associated with sta-
tistical physics models that are not reflection positive. More
generally, the positivity condition can be violated in analyti-
cally continued or complex systems.

Is there a principle for these equally important non-positive
systems? The 2d minimal models clearly suggest a principle
based on nullness, i.e. there exist many null states. 2 In 2d,
the principle of nullness is more general than the principle of
positivity because the unitary models are a subset of minimal
models when the central charge is less than one. In 3d, the
phenomena of operator decoupling have also been noticed in
the positive bootstrap studies of the Ising CFT [6, 7].

As concrete examples, we will consider some interacting
quantum mechanical (QM) systems. As mentioned in the in-
troduction, several Hermitian systems have been recently re-
visited using the positivity principle. In this work, we will
use the null bootstrap to solve the anharmonic oscillator with
a quartic term. To show its broader applicability, we will also
consider a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, which is closely re-
lated to the Yang-Lee edge singularity mentioned above.

For the harmonic oscillator, the null state conditions can be
derived from a well-known fact: The vacuum state is anni-
hilated by lowering operators. Should the null states present
in more complicated problems? In an algebraic formulation
of quantum mechanics, one can construct lowering operators
that generate lower energy eigenstates from a given eigenstate.
If the energy spectrum is unbounded from below due to these
lowering operators, then the stability of the physical system is
destroyed. 3 In addition, one can extract an infinite amount
of energies by repeatedly lowering the energy of the quantum
system. Therefore, we need a termination mechanism for a
physical space of quantum states. 4 This can be naturally re-
alized by null state conditions. If the lowering operators are
associated with Lie algebra generators, the null state condi-
tions reduce to the highest weight conditions in representation
theory.

Roughly speaking, there are two types of null state condi-
tions:

1. The first type is related to the model definitions, such
as O(H − E)|ψE〉 = 0 from the Schrödinger equation
and “equations of motion” in field theory.

2. The second type removes the dangerous states in the
spectra.

In this work, the first type will be called trivial as they fol-
low directly from the definition of Hamiltonian. 5 An unsta-
ble model may have unbounded spectra in all choices of state

2 Some properties of non-minimial models are also constrained by the null
state conditions.

3 In a more general context, the boundedness requirement on the real part of
energies can be associated to different kinds of spectra, such as twists.

4 The state space is not necessarily a Hilbert space because the norm of a
state is allowed to be negative.

5 Alternatively, they may be viewed as operator equations or properties of a
concrete representation of an abstract operator algebra. Note that the first
type is non-trivial in the conformal bootstrap.

spaces, so the null state conditions of the first type also re-
move dangerous states and the division is not completely def-
inite. The two types of null state conditions are unified into
the principle of nullness.

III. THE NULL BOOTSTRAP FOR QUANTUM
MECHANICS

In the bootstrap approach, we study the relationships of
physical observables and extract the predictions from some
basic principles. For a QM system, we will assume that the
Hamiltonian is diagonalizable and consider the expectation
values associated with an energy eigenstate |ψE〉. By defi-
nition, they satisfy the consistency relations

〈ψE |OH|ψE〉 = E〈ψE |O|ψE〉 = 〈ψE |HO|ψE〉 , (1)

where the Hamiltonian will be assumed to take the form
H = p2 + V (x). We assume that the position and mo-
mentum operators satisfy the canonical commutation relation
[x, p] = i~, where ~ = 1. The choice of a state corresponds
to a representation of the operator algebra. The space of states
is generated by the action of operators on |ψE〉. Below we
will also use a shorthand notation for the expectation values
associated with the energy eigenstate ψE

〈O〉E = 〈ψE |O|ψE〉 . (2)

The first equality in (1) can be easily derived from the
Schrödinger equation H|ψE〉 = E|ψE〉. To obtain the sec-
ond equality of (1), we need to specify an inner product. 6

A natural choice will depend on the properties of the Hamil-
tonian H . If H is Hermitian, we will use the standard Her-
mitian inner product, i.e. 〈ψ1|ψ2〉H =

´
dx [ψ1(x)]

∗ ψ2(x)
in the position representation. For a non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian with space–time reflection and matrix transposition
symmetries, we will instead use the PT inner product, i.e.
〈ψ1|ψ2〉PT = C

´
dx [ψ1(−x)]∗ψ2(x), where C is a con-

stant. In this way, we also have (1) and the orthogonality of
eigenstates is preserved in the non-Hermitian case.

To make physical predictions using consistency relations,
the bootstrap approach will follow some basic principles. For
Hermitian systems, one can use the unitarity condition and the
associated positivity constraints. For non-Hermitian systems,
the norm of a state is allowed to be negative, then the principle
of positivity can be violated. As proposed above, a more gen-
eral principle is to impose the existence of many null states.
They satisfy

〈ψtest|ψnull〉 = 〈OtestOnull〉E = 0 , (3)

where the test and null states are generated by the action of
operatorsOtest,Onull on the energy eigenstate ψE . For a given
null state |ψnull〉 = Onull|ψE〉, the inner product (3) should

6 The notion of null states should be independent of the choice of inner prod-
ucts, but it is useful to introduce inner products to detect them.
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vanish for arbitrary test operator Otest. 7 We will not consider
the dual version 〈ψnull|ψtest〉 = 0, as it is not independent.

To show that the principle of nullness captures both positive
and non-positive physics, we will apply it to some classic ex-
amples of Hermitian and non-Hermitian quantum systems in
Sec. IV. Below we discuss the procedure of the null bootstrap
in more detail.

A. Complete vs reduced procedure

In the complete procedure of the null bootstrap, one first
determines the spectrum and then imposes the null state con-
ditions on the dangerous eigenstates. In terms of expectation
values, the spectrum {Ek} is defined by the consistent rewrit-
ing of (1) into the Schrödinger-like form

〈ψtest|(H − Ek)|ψk〉 = 〈Otest(H − Ek)Lk〉E = 0 , (4)

where the eigenstates are labelled by the abstract index k.
Note that Otest is again arbitrary and the ladder operator Lk

connects different eigenstates, i.e. Lk|ψE〉 = |ψk〉. Then we
impose the null state conditions on the dangerous states with
unboundedly low energies.

As an explicit example, let us consider the simple harmonic
oscillator H = p2 + x2. 8 The rewriting of (1) into (4) leads
to the spectrum Ek = E + 2k where k is an integer. The
lowering operators can be represented by L−n = (x + ip)n

with n = 1, 2, · · · . 9 Since a null state has zero norm and
〈(x− ip)n(x+ ip)n〉E = 〈1〉E

∏n−1
k=0(E − 2k − 1), the null

state conditions on the dangerous states with unboundedly low
energies implyEn = 2n+1 with n = 0, 1, 2, · · · . In this way,
we solve the exact energy spectrum of the harmonic oscillator
using the complete procedure of the null bootstrap.

We can also consider a reduced procedure. In general, the
lowering operators are expected to be much more complicated
than polynomials of finite degrees, so it is hard to determine
the precise spectrum in the first step of the complete proce-
dure. Nevertheless, it is possible to impose the existence of
many null states without specifying the explicit expressions of
the dangerous states. A crucial point is that certain superpo-
sition of many null states can be well approximated by simple
polynomials. Therefore, we can carry out the search for null
states using a simple ansatz in the η minimization described
below.

B. η minimization

In the numerical implementation, we will consider trun-
cated null state conditions

〈ψ(L)
test |ψ

(K)
null 〉 ≈ 0 , (5)

7 We neglect some minor convention issues associated with inner products
and define 〈ψtest| = 〈ψE |Otest.

8 The discussion here was partly inspired by the positive bootstrap in [20].
9 The lowering operators are not completely determined by the Schrödinger-

like equation (4) because one can always add a trivial null state O(H −
E)|ψE〉 .

where the candidate null states are truncated to order K and
the test states 〈ψtest| are truncated to order L

|ψ(K)
null 〉 =

K∑
m=0

K−m∑
n=0

amn x
m(ip)n|ψE〉 , (6)

〈ψ(L)
test | =

L∑
m=0

L−m∑
n=0

bmn 〈ψE |xm(ip)n . (7)

Here we assume that the Hamiltonian is expressed in terms of
the position and momentum operators x, p, but it is straight-
forward to generalize (6), (7) to the case with more operators.
The orders K,L are associated with the polynomials in x, p
acting on the energy eigenstate ψE .

To have a nontrivial system of constraints, the number of
independent constraints should be greater than that of inde-
pendent parameters. Usually we are not able to solve all trun-
cated null state conditions at the same time, so we write ≈ in
(5). Now we introduce the η function

η =

√√√√ L∑
m=0

L−m∑
n=0

∣∣∣∣∣ 1

m!n!

∂〈ψ(L)
test |ψ

(K)
null 〉

∂bmn

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (8)

which measures the violation of null constraints by summing
the squares of different components. The null constraints
of higher orders are suppressed by (m!n!)−2. 10 To avoid
the trivial solution amn = 0, we will impose the constraint∑

m,n amn = 1. For a given set of independent expectation
values, the η minimization can be carried out easily by linear
least squares methods. 11

As a simple example, let us consider again the harmonic
oscillator H = p2 + x2. After solving (1), all the expectation
values 〈xmpn〉E are functions of E. If we choose K = 1 and
L ≥ 1, the minimization of the η function has a unique zero
at E = 1 and the null state is given by |ψ(1)

null〉 = (x+ ip)|ψE〉.
For K = 2 and L ≥ 2, we find two zeros of ηmin and they
are at E = 1, 3. One can see that the η minimization leads
to exact results in this simple example. In addition, a larger
K captures more excited states. For K = 2, we impose an
additional constraint a00 = 0 to remove the trivial solution
Otrivial

null = H − E. 12

10 One may consider more sophisticated weights.
11 In the conformal bootstrap, the η minimization was proposed in [29] as a

more systematic formulation of the truncation approach initiated in [30].
The truncation of operator product expansions can be reinterpreted as ap-
proximate null operators. As shown in [31], one can also rule out the incon-
sistent solutions using the η minimization. Recently, the η minimization
was implemented with reinforcement-learning algorithms [32, 33].

12 We have imposed the constraint
∑

m,n amn = 1. In a different weighted
sum, one may also find solutions with E = −1,−2,−3, · · · , which cor-
respond to a spectrum bounded from above. In the dual case, the null
conditions are for the positive energy eigenstates. From the perspective of
wave functions, the boundary conditions are imposed at x → ±i∞. It
would be fascinating to further study the relations between the choices of
coordinates and null state conditions.
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In general, an energy eigenstate can correspond to a non-
trivial lowering operator, so it is much more complicated
than finite degree polynomials. Can we still study the null
state conditions using the polynomial ansatz? The crucial
point mentioned earlier is that the null states form a high-
dimensional subspace for physical solutions. 13 In the η min-
imization, we are allowed to consider a linear combination of
all of them and the polynomial ansatz becomes a good ap-
proximation. The minimized η function is particularly small
around the physical solutions, so we can extract the precise
predictions using the reduced procedure of the null bootstrap.

Below we apply the simple η minimization to Hermitian
and non-Hermitian anharmonic oscillators. We obtain high
precision results despite severe truncations.

IV. APPLICATION TO ANHARMONIC OSCILLATORS

In this section, we will study the Hamiltonian

H = p2 + V (x) (9)

using the null bootstrap. We will consider two different po-
tentials V (x).

A. V (x) = x2 + gx4

Let us add a quartic term to the harmonic oscillator. The
Hamiltonian becomes

H = p2 + x2 + gx4 , (10)

where we will set g = 1 in the concrete computation. This
simple model can be viewed as the 0 + 1 dimensional version
of the φ4 quantum field theory and has long served as a testing
problem for new field theory methods [34].

Using the consistency relations (1), we can express
〈xmpn〉E in terms of {E, 〈x2〉E , 〈1〉E}, where m,n =
0, 1, 2, · · · . 14 The expectation value 〈1〉E determines the nor-
malization of the inner product and we will set 〈1〉E = 1 for
convenience. The null bootstrap is not sensitive to this nor-
malization convention as long as 〈1〉E 6= 0. For instance, the
results remain essentially the same even if we set 〈1〉E = −1.

In the null bootstrap, we minimize the η function with
K = 1, 2, 3, 4 and L = K + 2. 15 To remind the reader,
the candidate null operatorOnull is approximated by a degree-
K polynomial in x, p. The degree of the test operator Otest
is given by L. As long as the system is over-constrained, we

13 The null operators form a left ideal in the operator algebra because the
action of any operator on a null state also gives a null state. From the math-
ematical perspective, the null bootstrap can be viewed as a classification
program based on the ideals in operator algebra.

14 For parity symmetric solutions, we have 〈xmpn〉E = 0 when m + n
is an odd number. It would also be interesting to consider the analytic
continuation of m,n to the non-integer or complex domain.

15 In this example, the system is under-constrained if L = K + 1.

can remove some high order constraints and the results will
be more precise, but we do not present them for the sake of
simplicity. We can also consider more constraints by choos-
ing a larger L. The results are qualitatively the same if L is
not significantly greater than K. In this way, we verify that
the local minima are not coincidences and the null subspace is
indeed of high dimensions.

In Fig. 1, we present the K = 2 results of log10 ηmin as a
function of the two independent parameters, i.e. E and 〈x2〉E .
The two local minima correspond to the ground state and the
first excited state. For a given E, the η minimization with re-
spect to 〈x2〉E is quite straightforward, so we present the ηmin
at different E with K = 1, 2, 3 in Fig. 2. As we increase
K, more exited states are captured by the η minimization. We
further summarize the numerical predictions in Table I and II.
One can see that the errors in the E, 〈x2〉E results decrease
rapidly with K. Here the reference results are derived from
the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian in a truncated basis of
60 harmonic oscillator eigenstates. As in the case of the har-
monic oscillator, we set a00 = 0 at K = 4 in order to avoid
the trivial solution Otrivial

null = H − E.

FIG. 1. The ηmin landscape for the Hermitian Hamiltonian H =
p2 +x2 +x4 withK = 2, L = 4. The two local minima correspond
to the ground state and the first excited state. We plot log10 ηmin as
a function of the energy E and the expectation value 〈x2〉E . As a
height function, ηmin increases rapidly outside of the presented re-
gion. We use black color to denote the region with ηmin < 10−2.
The exact solutions are indicated by the red points.

Instead of rigorous bounds in the positive bootstrap, the null
bootstrap gives an ηmin landscape. At the price of rigorous-
ness, the null bootstrap results are more precise than those of
the positive bootstrap. For instance, the size of the E0 error
bar from the rigorous island is δE(K)

0 = ∞, 3 × 10−2, 1 ×
10−4, 5 × 10−10 with K = 1, 2, 3, 4. 16 In the positive boot-
strap, one asks if the positivity condition 17 is violated and

16 Recently, the quartic anharmonic oscillator has been revisited in the pos-
itive bootstrap [12, 16] in the basis of {xn} and [20, 21] in the basis of
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FIG. 2. The minimized η as a function of energy E with the Hermi-
tian Hamiltonian H = p2 + x2 + x4 and L = K + 2. The degrees
of the polynomial approximations for null states are K = 1, 2, 3.
We carry out the minimization with respect to 〈x2〉 as well. As we
increase K, the minima give sharper predictions and capture more
excited states. Here we change the weight in (8) to one.

∆E
(K)
n K = 1 K = 2 K = 3 K = 4

n = 0 −1× 10−3 −2× 10−3 −4× 10−10 −7× 10−12

n = 1 3× 10−3 −3× 10−5 2× 10−11

n = 2 5× 10−6 6× 10−7

n = 3 1× 10−7

TABLE I. The null bootstrap predictions for the low-lying energies of
anharmonic oscillator with the Hermitian potential V (x) = x2 + x4

and L = K + 2. We present the first digit of the error ∆E
(K)
n =

E
(K)
n − E?

n. The reference energies E?
0 = 1.39235164153029,

E?
1 = 4.648812704212, E?

2 = 8.65504995776 and E?
3 =

13.1568038980 are computed from diagonalizing the Hamiltonian
with size 60× 60 in the basis of harmonic oscillator eigenfunctions.

there is no smooth change in the answer. 18 Then it requires
some care to determine the boundaries of the positive regions,
especially when an isolated region has a tiny size. In the null
bootstrap, it is relatively easy to find the local minima thanks
to the smooth ηmin landscape. 19

Before moving to the non-Hermitian case, let us explain

{xmpn}. In [21], the corresponding results are more precise because they
define K as max{m,n}. The degrees of their polynomials are twice of
ours.

17 To be more precise, some matrices should be positive semidefinite as null
states are allowed.

18 But one might introduce a measure of positivity violation based on the
dangerous states, such as the lowest eigenvalues of the should-be-positive
matrices. See also the navigator function in the conformal bootstrap [35].

19 We also consider a negative coefficient for the quadratic term. i.e. the
double-well potential V (x) = −5x2 + x4 with L = K + 2, which was
also revisited in the positive bootstrap [16, 18, 38]. The K = 1 trunca-
tion does not give a physical minimum due to the near-degeneracy of the
first two energies with E0 ≈ −3.4101428, E1 ≈ −3.2506754. For
K = 2, 3, we find K local minima, corresponding to the first K en-
ergy levels. For K = 4, we obtain 6 minima associated with the low
energy eigenstates. The errors are ∆En = {−1×10−4, 3×10−6,−1×
10−3, 3× 10−4, 3× 10−1, 1× 100}. Using the results ofE and 〈x2〉E ,
the ladder operators and matrix elements can be determined as in the case

∆〈x2〉(K)
n K = 1 K = 2 K = 3 K = 4

n = 0 −1× 10−2 −1× 10−4 2× 10−9 1× 10−11

n = 1 1× 10−3 −1× 10−6 1× 10−11

n = 2 −3× 10−6 6× 10−8

n = 3 2× 10−8

TABLE II. The null bootstrap predictions for 〈x2〉n with the Hermi-
tian potential V (x) = x2 + x4 and L = K + 2. We present the
first digit of the error ∆〈x2〉(K)

n = 〈x2〉(K)
n − 〈x2〉?n. The reference

values 〈x2〉?0 = 0.3058136507176, 〈x2〉?1 = 0.8012505955411,
〈x2〉?2 = 1.155440519200 and 〈x2〉?3 = 1.4675232154 are com-
puted using approximate wave functions from the diagonalization of
the Hamiltonian with size 60× 60 in the harmonic oscillator basis.

FIG. 3. The relation between the positive and null bootstrap meth-
ods. For Hermitian Hamiltonians, the positive bootstrap results can
be deduced by the null bootstrap method. Along a path in the param-
eter space, the norm of some state |ψ〉 changes sign after crossing the
boundary of the positive region. The zero-norm states on the bound-
ary should be null in the Hermitian theories, so the positive boundary
can be studied directly by the null bootstrap.

in Fig. 3 from a different perspective why the positive boot-
strap results can be derived from the null bootstrap. In the
positive bootstrap, one finds some regions satisfying the pos-
itive semidefinite condition. For some state, the norm will
change sign after crossing a boundary, so it has zero norm
precisely at the crossing point. In Hermitian systems, zero-
norm states must be null, i.e. they should be orthogonal to the
positive norm states. 20 Therefore, we can directly search for
the boundary of positive solutions using the null bootstrap. 21

For the case of (10), we expect the positive islands shrink to
points as K goes to infinity, so they are captured by the local
minima of the η function. 22

of (10). The precision of the double well predictions is lower than that of
(10) with g = 1, but still unexpectedly good, especially that of E1.

20 One can see that by inserting a complete set of basis. From 〈ψ|ψ〉 =∑
n〈ψ|φn〉〈φn|ψ〉 =

∑
n |〈φn|ψ〉|2 = 0, we have 〈φn|ψ〉 = 0. One

can further rule out the boundary if the null conditions are not satisfied.
21 In fact, the null-state conditions are stronger than the zero-norm conditions.
22 At finiteK, the space of states is truncated. The boundary of a tiny island is

associated with a family of zero-norm states. Although an exact solution in
a positive island has no zero-norm states in the truncated space, the small-
ness of the island size indicates that the null and the truncated subspaces of
states have a short distance, measured by the η function (8).
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B. V (x) = igx3

Since we propose that nullness is a more general principle
than positivity, we should apply the null bootstrap to a non-
positive system. Here we consider a simple non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian

H = p2 + igx3 , (11)

which is PT symmetric, i.e. invariant under the space–time
reflection. We will set g = 1 in the concrete computation.

In the textbooks of quantum mechanics, a standard axiom
is that a fundamental Hamiltonian is Hermitian. 23 The Her-
miticity assumption ensures that the energy spectrum is real
and the Hermitian norm is non-negative. Furthermore, the
eigenfunctions are guaranteed to be orthogonal and complete.

For non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, the Hermitian norm does
not need to have a definite sign 24, but Bessis and Zinn-Justin
noticed that the Hamiltontian (11) may have a real energy
spectrum. Their unpublished numerical study was motivated
by the properties of the Yang-Lee edge singularities, whose
critical behaviour is described by the iφ3 quantum field theory.
It was later shown by Bender and Boettcher that the energy
spectrum is real for a large class of non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nians with unbroken PT symmetry [39]. Curiously, an imag-
inary cubic coupling constant also appeared in the study of
Reggeon field theory [40].

When g is small, the Hermitian case (10) can be viewed as
a deformation of the harmonic oscillator, so it seems natural
to find qualitatively similar results. 25 By contrast, the non-
Hermitian case (11) has no mass term and cannot be viewed
as a deformed harmonic oscillator. 26 Without knowing much
about the lowering operators and spectra, it is a leap of faith
to apply the null bootstrap to the non-Hermitian system (11).
Surprisingly, the results of the η minimization again exhibit a
similar pattern. 27

23 Note that non-Hermitian Hamiltonians have been widely used in phe-
nomenological descriptions.

24 It is possible to construct a CPT norm that is positive [36], but the C
operator takes a non-trivial form, which makes the consistency conditions
too complicated. Another approach is to consider the V norm (see [37] and
references therein).

25 The main difference is that the harmonic oscillator case has only one non-
trivial parameter, i.e. E, but the quartic case (10) has two, i.e. E and
〈x2〉E . If we require the g → 0 limit of 〈xmpn〉E is regular, we ob-
tain constraints on the small g expansion of E, 〈x2〉E , so the number of
independent parameters is reduced.

26 They are connected by analytic continuation in the power of ix.
27 This suggests the existence of ladder operators but with the form

[H, a±] = f±(H) a±, where f+(H) and f−(H) are functions of the
Hamiltonian, so the energy spacing is not constant. Furthermore, one may
generate an operator algebra by a± with [a−, a+] = ~ and define the
Hamiltonian H in terms of a±.

∆E
(K)
n K = 1 K = 2 K = 3

n = 0 4× 10−4 −8× 10−7 1× 10−11

n = 1 2× 10−3 −3× 10−9

n = 2 −1× 10−4

TABLE III. The null bootstrap predictions for the low-lying en-
ergies of anharmonic oscillator with the non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian H = p2 + ix3 and L = K + 1. The errors are defined
as ∆E

(K)
n = E

(K)
n − E?

n and we present only the first digits.
The reference energies E?

0 = 1.156267072, E?
1 = 4.109228752,

E?
2 = 7.562273854 were obtained with the Runge-Kutta method in

[41]. A more precise value E?
0 = 1.156267071988 is computed by

diagonalizing the Hamiltonian with size 60× 60.

∆〈x〉(K)
n K = 1 K = 2 K = 3

n = 0 −3× 10−2i 2× 10−6i −2× 10−11i

n = 1 −8× 10−4i 1× 10−8i

n = 2 2× 10−6i

TABLE IV. The null bootstrap predictions for 〈x〉n with the non-
Hermitian potential V (x) = ix3 and L = K + 1. The errors
are defined as ∆〈x〉(K)

n = 〈x〉(K)
n − 〈x〉?n and only the first dig-

its are provided. The reference values 〈x〉?0 = −0.590072533091i,
〈x〉?1 = −0.9820718380i, 〈x〉?2 = −1.20548075i were obtained by
diagonalizing the Hamiltonian of size 60× 60.

After solving the consistency relations (1), we can ex-
press 〈xmpn〉E in terms of {E, 〈x〉E , 〈1〉E}. We again set
〈1〉E = 1. However, this choice does not guarantee the non-
negativity of the PT norm. As in the Hermitian example,
the η minimization for the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian (11)
also captures more excited states as K increases. In Table
III and IV, we present the η minimization results of the low-
lying energy spectrum and the corresponding 〈x〉 = i Im〈x〉.
28 Again, the precision increases rapidly with the cutoff pa-
rameter K. We set a00 = 0 at K = 3 to avoid the trivial
solution Otrivial

null = H − E.
Above, we successfully derived the real spectrum of the

complex Hamiltonian (11) using the η minimization. A curi-
ous question is: Are there η minima with complex energies? It
turns out that there indeed exist conjugate pairs of local min-
ima with complex E and complex 〈x〉E . 29 These minima
persist as we increase L−K, so they should not be numerical
coincidences. They might be related to other boundary con-
ditions for the wave functions, but we do not fully understand
the physical implications of these complex solutions.

28 Since a PT symmetric wavefunction satisfies [ψ(−x)]∗ = ±ψ(x), the
real and imaginary parts of ψ(x) have opposite parity. We also have
〈1〉E = ±C

´
dx [ψE(x)]2 = 1, 〈x〉E = ±C

´
dxx [ψE(x)]2. As

a result, we expect that C is a real number and 〈x〉E is purely imaginary
for PT symmetric solutions.

29 This is also related to the fact that we do not introduce the complex conju-
gate of E in (1). A more systematic study should treat the imaginary part
of every variable more carefully.
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V. LADDER OPERATORS AND MATRIX ELEMENTS

In the previous section, we have derived the precise
values of low-lying spectra En and expectation values
〈ψE |xmpn|ψE〉 using the null bootstrap. Can we also com-
pute the non-diagonal matrix elements? 30 To address this
question, let us remind the reader that we have introduced the
ladder operators in Sec. III, which generate different energy
eigenstates from a given one

|ψE′〉 = LE′E |ψE〉 . (12)

If one can determine the expressions of ladder operators, then
the matrix elements are not independent parameters

〈ψE |xmpn|ψE′〉 = 〈xmpnLE′E〉E . (13)

We will again approximate the ladder operators by finite de-
gree polynomials

L
(M)
E′E =

M∑
m=0

M−m∑
n=0

cmn x
m(ip)n . (14)

The coefficients cmn are determined by the η minimization
for the null constraints 31

〈ψ(L)
test |(H − E′)L

(M)
E′E |ψE〉 ≈ 0 , (15)

which is an approximate version of the Schrödinger-like equa-
tion (4). We will choose a normalization such that the absolute
norm of |ψE′〉 is one and the signs of the lowest non-diagonal
matrix elements are positive.

In Fig.V, we present some results of the quartic potential
(10) based on the K = 4 results. Naturally, the low-lying
observables are more precise than the high-lying ones. For
M < K, one can see that the results improve with the approx-
imation order M . If M > K, the precision will decrease as
the input parameters were derived from a truncation of order-
K.

∆〈0|xm|n〉(M) m = 1 m = 2 m = 3 m = 4

n = 1,M = 1 4× 10−6 1× 10−5

n = 2,M = 2 3× 10−7 1× 10−6

n = 1,M = 3 1× 10−11 2× 10−11

TABLE V. The null bootstrap predictions for the low-lying ma-
trix elements of anharmonic oscillator with the Hermitian poten-
tial V (x) = x2 + x4. We use a shorthand notation 〈0|xm|n〉 =

〈ψE0 |xm|ψEn〉. The differences are defined as ∆〈0|xm|n〉(M) =

〈0|xm|n〉(M) − 〈0|xm|n〉?. The reference values from the
Hamiltonian diagonalization are 〈0|x1|1〉? = 0.552565959314,
〈0|x3|1〉? = 0.456180404562, 〈0|x2|2〉? = 0.406699817396,
〈0|x4|2〉? = 0.62270464561. Some matrix elements should van-
ish due to the unbroken parity symmetry of the energy eigenstates.
Their numerical values are of order 10−11 or smaller, which are not
presented here.

30 This question was inspired by the interesting work [38].
31 The inner product 〈ψ(L)

test |ψ
(K)
null 〉 in (8) is replaced by 〈ψ(L)

test |(H −
E′)L

(M)
E′E |ψE〉.

Since the parity symmetry of (10) is unbroken, the ladder
operators have numerically small coefficients for the parity
violating terms. For example, the numerical coefficients of
1, x2, p2, xp in L(M=3)

E1,E0
are of order 10−15. We do not present

the results of n = 1,M = 2 in Table V, because the precision
is similar to the case of n = 1,M = 1. These parity con-
straints also explain the precision pattern of Table I and II as
we increase K. For consistency, the parity-forbidden matrix
elements indeed take negligible numerical values. In addition,
we have also verified the approximate orthogonality of differ-
ent eigenstates, i.e. 〈0|n〉(M) ≈ 0 for n > 0.

For the completeness of eigenfunctions, it is natural that the
party of |n〉 is given by (−1)n as in the harmonic case. Then
the level-j ladder operator that connects |n〉 and |n+j〉 should
consist of only parity-even (odd) monomials for even (odd) j.
This also applies to the non-Hermitian case of V (x) = igx3:
The terms violating PT -symmetry make negligible contribu-
tions to the ladder operators, as they should be composed of
monomials with the same PT eigenvalues, up to a phase fac-
tor 32. By taking into account the global symmetry, the poly-
nomial ansatz of (14) takes a more restricted form.

We can further study the algebraic properties of the lad-
der operators using their approximate expressions. Although
L
(M)
EE′L

(M)
E′E are finite degree polynomials with non-zero ex-

pectation values, we observe that

〈O(L)
test [H,L

(M)
EE′L

(M)
E′E ]〉E ≈ 0 , (16)

so these commutators are close to a linear combination of null
operators. Note that L(M)

EE′ is not derived from the Hermitian
conjugation of L(M)

E′E . The action of LE′E and then LEE′ on
|ψE〉 should leave it invariant up to some numerical factor.
These product operators LEE′LE′E can be interpreted as the
interacting counterparts of the number operator of harmonic
oscillator.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this work, we proposed the principle of nullness for boot-
strapping quantum systems. The existence of many null state
conditions can guarantee that the energy spectrum is bounded
from below, so the quantum system is stable. 33 As concrete
examples, we use the η minimization to obtain high precision
results for both Hermitian and non-Hermitian anharmonic os-
cillators.

It would be interesting to apply the null bootstrap to quan-
tum many body problems. Recently, the positive bootstrap
has made some initial steps in this direction [13, 22]. Since
we argue that the null bootstrap can deduce the positive boot-
strap results, it should also furnish a new method for studying
many important but challenging lattice models, ranging from
high energy physics to condensed matter physics.

32 One should be careful about the phase as i → −i under the action of the
T operator. The PT norm is not sensitive to the phase choice.

33 One may further impose stability under deformations of the Hamiltonians.
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Previously, we constrained the Ising and Yang-Lee CFT
data by imposing the operator decoupling in the intermediate
spectrum of identical correlators [42]. In light of the results in
this work, it would be interesting to consider a system of cor-
relators such that their superposition gives rise to an external
null state. This approach can be viewed as a d > 2 gener-
alization of the Virasoro null state constraints on correlators
that lead to the Belavin-Polyakov-Zamolodchikov differential
equations.

In the end, we list some questions that we find interesting:

• Can we interpret the large number of null state condi-
tions as a kind of “integrability”? 34 It would be in-
teresting to further study the algebraic properties of the
null and ladder operators. 35 At the end of Sec. V,
we presented some preliminary results concerning this
question.

• Our bootstrap study is based on the operator-algebra
formulation and we do not use the explicit expressions
of the eigenfunctions. What are the algebraic counter-
parts of many important concepts in the wave function
formulation, such as boundary conditions, Stokes sec-
tors and WKB method? 36

• The non-Hermitian models can be extended to non-

integer powers. Can we also study them from the boot-
strap perspective? This will require the introduction of
non-integer “power” to the operator algebra. This is
closely related to the analyticity of the expectation val-
ues.

• Can a physical operator algebra has a bounded-from-
below representation without resorting to some null
state conditions? 37 So the vacuum state is NOT an-
nihilated by any lowering operators?

• Projection techniques play a significant role in both
high energy physics and condensed matter physics,
such as the GSO projection in superstring theories
[45] and projective construction of quantum spin-liquid
states [46]. Can we view them as special cases of the
nullness principle and make more general classifica-
tions? 38
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