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Abstract

In the literature, abelian higher gauge symmetry models are shown to be valid in all finite

dimensions and exhibit the characteristic behavior of SPT phases models. While the ground state

degeneracy and the entanglement entropy were thoroughly studied, the classification of the ground

state space still remained obscure. Anticipating the notation of the current paper, if (C.,(‘)? )

is the chain complex associated to the geometrical content of these models, while (G.,@,G ) is its

symmetries counterpart, we show that the ground state space is classified by a H(C, G) x Hy(C, G)

group, where H%(C,G) is the 0-th cohomology group associated to its structure and Ho(C,G) is

the corresponding 0-th homology group.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Broadly speaking, the standard approach to the topological phases classification prob-
lem has been to study Topological Quantum Field Theories (TQFTs) modelled after some
specific physically motivated symmetry. For instance, the renowned Dijkgraaf-Witten clas-
sification is based on the existence of a global symmetry modelled by a gauge group [1-3].
This approach has lead to the notion of invertible topological phases |4, 5], from which the
symmetry protected topological (SPT) phases [6-13] subclass has been thoroughly studied.
The latter can be characterized as equivalence classes of gapped systems with a unique
G-symmetric ground state when embedded on closed manifolds. The classification itself is
given by bordism groups (basically cohomology)[14-16].

Moreover, the idea of symmetry has also been generalized as to include the so called
higher symmetries into the classification scheme. Interesting results have been achieved
by categorical methods (See [17] and the references therein), particularly in models based
on 2-groups and 3-groups [18-23], where SPT phases with higher symmetries have been

developed and studied. Somewhat related to the latter, we build upon the results shown in
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[24, 125], where a large class of models with higher (abelian) symmetries with SPT phases
were presented. The models are a direct generalization of the Toric Code (TC) or, more
specifically, the quantum double models (QDM) [26-29] in its abelian version, with the
particularity of being well defined in all (finite countable) dimensions. As them, they describe
gapped topological phases of matter with a degenerate ground state subspace. The most

relevant results found so far can be summarized as:

i The ground state degeneracy (GSD) is given by the cadinality of the cohomology

classes having coefficients in the chain complex of abelian groups; and

ii The bipartition entanglement entropy satisfy the area law and the sub-leading terms

are explicitly dependent on the topology of the entangling manifold.

One of the most attractive features of these models is the fact that it deeply intersects
with other fields of study. Aside from the obvious interest of these as toy models from
the condensed matter perspective, there is a well established amount of literature that
discuss the connection of these models with fault-tolerant quantum computation codes. The
link is specially patent in the case of 1-gauge models embedded in 2D spaces, which in our
terminology means having degrees of freedom associated to the links of a triangulated surface,
see for instance [30-37]. It remains to show, however, if these higher dimensional models
have novel effects interesting for quantum computation. A situation that will be elucidated
once the study of the excited states is carried out, so far postponed for future works.

It is known that error correction codes can be studied as quantum CSS stabilizer codes
[38-40]. The latter are characterized by the fact that the ground state subspace is used
to encode quantum information. Therefore, a characterization and classification of the
ground state subspace is paramount to its constructions. In our case, it is immediate that
error correction codes are included in these abelian higher gauge symmetry models and,
moreover, the ground state space has been characterized and clasified in this paper, opening
the door for studies in this direction in the future. As a hint we are headed in the right
direction, these higher version models can also be studied in terms of Homology, as it is the
case with [41-43], making these the higher dimensional versions of the homological quantum
error correction codes [44-46].

Considering the structure of the models presented (see Sec. [)), if (C., ¢ ) is the chain

complex associated to the geometrical content, while (G., o< ) is the chain complex asso-
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ciated to the symmetry(ies) content, the main result of this paper is establishing that the
ground state space is classified by a H°(C, G) x Hy(C, G) group, where H°(C, G) is the 0-th
cohomology group associated to its structure (see Eq. [[3)) and Hy(C, G) is the corresponding
0-th homology group associated to its structure (see Eq. B7). We hope to have come close
in trying to reach a balance between a rigorously formal and a physically heuristic style in
order to not to alienate any of the possible readers interested in these results.

The paper has been organized as follows: Sec. [ reviews the mathematical structure
of the gauge configuration and gauge representation, as well as an explicit construction of
their associated Hilbert spaces (p-Hilbert spaces) where the isomorphic nature of them is
emphasized; Sec. [[II reviews the formalism presented in the aforementioned references, with
an eye on the duality between the configuration and representation spaces that will pay
off in the following sections; Sec. [Vl embarks on a characterization of the ground state
subspace via homological and cohomological description, which by the end of the section
are shown to be equivalent. An optional discussion on the explicit calculation of the ground
state degeneracy for the interested reader; Sec. [V]encompasses the main result of this paper,
which is the classification of the ground state subspace via the classifying space technique;
we finish the paper with a short section (Sec. [VI)) summing up the results and discussing its

possible consequences.

II. TECHNICAL PRELIMINARIES

Let us consider two chain complexes (C., o¢ ) and (G., o¢ ):

o7 9 og oy
= Oy =0y — Chg — -+ d =Gy Gy — G
al
. C c ; G G _
with 07,00, =0 with 07,00, =0

The notation is rooted in the fact that the first chain is usually related to the geometrical
content, while the second to the gauge content of the models. However, more general models
can also be studied within this structure. In a concrete fashion, we usually take the upper
chain to be C' = C (X) the triangulation of some compact manifold X with 0 being the
usual boundary operator. In FIG. [Il we can see the building blocks for the analysis of a
surface, regarded as being isomorphic to a subset of R?. As a visual example, a sketched

figure of a triangulated 72 torus is shown in Fig. 2



o

0-simplex 1-simplex 2-simplex

FIG. 1: Basic oriented simplices for the analysis of (2D) surfaces.

FIG. 2: A triangulated 77 torus.

More abstractly, we consider each C, in the left chain complex to be the free abelian
group generated by the finite set K, such that (C’., o¢ ) is assumed to have a simplicial set
structure [47]. In order to avoid technicalities related to infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces
later on, we restrict the right chain to have well defined group homomorphisms ¢ between
finitely generated abelian groups G, (see the diagram above) satisfying the chain condition

(0%, 0 0% = 0), but otherwise no further structure is required at this level.

A. Gauge configurations and Gauge representations

We call the sequence of morphisms w, : C, — G,_, a p-map, where p € Z. In other
words, there is a local assignment K, 3>  — w, () € G,, which is performed by the simplicial
pushforward z,w := woz = w,(z) for all x € K,, . At the same time, the responsible for
the localized compact support in the triangulated space C'(X) is the simplicial pullback
z* (y) = yuo* = (z|y) = 0 (x,y) valid for all x,y € K, where 0 (-,-) is the Kronecker delta
and the notation (-|-), signifies that this is indeed an inner product in the (Ci,d¢’) chain.

Hence, we can decompose any p-map w as the formal sum:

w= Z (o) @™ | (1)

n,x€Kn



so that, for any chain a = ) yek, Ay With a, € Z , we obtain the group ring element

w(a) = Zn,yeKn Ay (y«w) , as expected.

Writing Hom(C,,, G,,—,) for the set of all maps w, : C,, = G,,—p, we can write:
hom(C, G)? := @ Hom(Cy, Gnyp) (2)

which stans for the set of all of p-maps by construction. The latter becomes an abelian

group under the binary operation:
(a+B), = an+ B, with trivial identity morphism 0, :C, - G,—, Vn (3)

which turns this structure into a vector space (assuming trivial scalar multiplication) and
provides a basis for hom(C, G)P. It is convenient to think of the elements of this set as being

represented by the diagram below:

C C C C
8n+2 anJrl an 871,1
T Cn+1 Cn Cnfl
Wn1 l Wn, l Wn—1 l
T Gn+1 Gn Gn—l
G G G
a'n—l—2 n+1 an an—l

FIG. 3: w € hom(C,G)°

We follow the convention that for p > 0 the lower chain (G., o¢ ) is shifted p steps to the
right relative to the upper chain (C., o¢ ) and similarly to the left for p < 0.

In a similar rational, we call the sequence of morphisms p, : C, — Gn_p a p-map
representation, where Gn_p is the set of irreducible representations of the elements of G,,_,
and p € Z. We decompose these as direct sums of compactly supported elements over

r € K, for all n:

p= 3 (@p) @ with zp=por=py(x) G, Yok, , (4

n,x€Kp,

and we denote the set of all p-map representations as:
hom(C, @), := @ Hom(C,y, Gry) (5)

As a consequence, we immediately have:



Proposition II.1 (dual spaces isomorphism). The spaces hom(C, G)? and hom(C,G), sat-

isfy the ismorphic relation:
hom(C,G)? = hom(C,G), , ¥V p . (6)

Proof. Since G4 = G, for any abelian group, from (2 and (Bl) and the finiteness of these

sets, we have
|lhom(C, G)?| = |hom(C, G),|
from which the result follows. O

Analogously as with the configurations, the representation space also becomes a vector

space by means of the binary operation:
(d + B) = G, + (3, with trivial representation 0, : w, — idgrvy, Vn . (7)

Above we have denoted the identity element in the linear space GL (V) as idgr(v), - Thus,

for any p € hom(C,G), and w € hom(C, G)?, the expression:

plw) = (1) @10 (yw) @Y’

zeK yeK
= Z Tp (Yuw) ® z,y" = Z Tep (Tow) ® 1
z,yeK 5(z,y) reK

(8)

[
]
3
e
R
£
i
]
>
€
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is well defined, where in the last line we have implicitly defined p (w), which stands as a
shorthand of the representation x.p € G‘n of the element z,w € G,, localized at x € K,,.

Notice that the expression () can be understood as the block diagonal matrix:

pw), 0 0 0
0 pw), O 0
p(w) = 0 0 pw), : Vo, e K . 9)
0
00 0 a,

The latter puts us in good foot to consider trace operators and consequently defining char-

acters of these quantities, which we will explore below. In passing we can see that the
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expression (@) is also a group homomorphism, satisfying:

plor+ws) =p(wi)+pw2)  and  [p1+po] (W) = p1 (W) + o2 (w)
for all w, wy, ws € hom(C, G)P and p, p1, p2 € hom(C, G),. The previous discussion motivates
a one-to-one correspondence between p-gauge configurations and p-gauge representations

and the construction of some Hilbert space, so that quantum models can be defined on it.

This will be done in the following subsection.

1. Cohomology for the p-maps.

In order to make explicit the topological features of these models a bit more of structure

will be needed. The morphism d” : hom(C, G)? — hom(C, G)P** [48] defined by:
(FPw),, = w1005 — (=1)P05_, 0w, (10)
turns (hom(C, G)*,d®) into a cochain complex:
-+ ¢ hom(C, G2 & hom(C, )P <L hom(C,G)P « -+ | (11)
i.e. the maps satisfy the relation dP*!'od? = 0 . Furthermore, using the d” morphism above,
we define:

Definition II.2 (chain homotopy). Two elements «, 5 € hom(C, G)? are said to be chain

homotopic if:
a=0+d"ly for some v € hom”™' . (12)
This relation defines an equivalence class in each degree of the cochain that we will denote

by ~P (the superscrip will be omitted if no confusion arises). Hence, in equation (34,

a and (3 are said to bel p-homotopic, denoted o ~P 3, so that cohomology groups can be

defined in the standard way:

Definition II.3 (p-cohmology groups). The cohomology of G with coefficients in C' are
defined through the quotient set:

H(C,G) = ker () /im (d"™") (13)

referred to as p-cohomology groups.

I Technically, chain homotopy is defined as the following sequence. Let f, g : Ko, — Lo be two morphisms of
chain complexes. A chain homotopy between f and g is a sequence of homomorphisms h,, : K,, = Ly41
such that f, — g, = £+1 ohy, +h,_10 8711( for all n € Z. This notion has been generalized in the obvious

way. 9



B. Construction of the ”p-Hilbert” spaces

In this subsection we introduce the usual Dirac notation for quantum states and discuss
the properties of the Hilbert spaces constructed from the p-maps and p-maps representations
in a heuristic way. We will use the fact that a Hilbert space can always be constructed by
means of defining an appropriate C* structure. The overall procedure is sketched as follows:
Let A be the C*-algebra C* (G) (See App. [B), defined to be the C*-enveloping algebra of
L' (G). Moreover, since G is discrete, the well-definiteness of the L' norm is then ensured by
having continuous representations. Consequently, any *-homomorphism from C[G] to some
C*-algebra of bounded operators on some Hilbert space, factors through C [G] — C} . (G).

Additionally, for a field k, the spaces k [G1] @ k[G2] = k[G1 @ Go], which is inductively

well defined for finite sums.

1. The p-configuration basis

From the previous discussion, and the matrix representation (@), we can construct:

1
hom (C,GF 3 w =  |w) = w09
lhom (C, G)p|'/? frehog(:c,(;)p

which is independent of the gauge representation and where the notation { stands for the
conjugate transpose (as it is usually used in physics). This process results in the effective
construction of a basis of a vector space that inherits the group structure from the p-maps.
It is then easy to show from (I4]) that its associated dual element is given by the linear

functional:

1
hom (C,G)’ 5 w — (w|:= E trof (w)odz (15)
[hom(C, G)p|1/2 #€hom(C,G),p

where tr stands for the trace operator. The latter can be used to show that the (p) inner

product:

1 . .
(Vlw), = Thom(C. G| Z trom (v) o dx Z Pl (w)

#€hom(C,G)p pehom(C,G)p

1 R R
= Tom.op]_ 2 WA

w€hom(C,G)p

- e L GFWE@) (16)

w€hom(C,G)p
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is well defined, where in the last line we have recognized the Frobenius inner product (|-) . for
linear representations. Notice that these basis vectors do not form in general an orthogonal
set. It follows that the inner product (I0) defines a norm by means of the Frobenius norm
|||  given by:
ol = (@l = o > IR (1
#€hom(C,G)p
We find a more convenient form for this expression in the next subsection.
Summing up, we have constructed a huge set of inner product vector spaces of the form
(spanwehom(a@p {lw)}, ¢ p) from which a complete space can always be obtained by means

of the Cauchy completion procedure.

Definition II.4 (p-Hilbert spaces). The Hilbert space of these models is defined by com-

pletion with respect to the norm above:

HP = Spanwehom(C,G)P {|w>} = @ Hfz,x = @ C [G"—p]x : (18)

n,x€Ky n,c€Kn

Where the last expression comes from thinking of each compactly supported space H%, ,
as a C* structure and follow the procedure sketched above. We summarized this as the
injection H? . — C[G,_,], , where the target stands for the group algebra of the abelian
group G,,_, compactly supported over the element z € K,. Hence, the dimension of the

p-Hilbert spaces is finite and again given by:
dim(#?) = [hom(C, G)| = [ [ 1Gnp/™ < o0 . (19)

As it is known for Hilbert spaces, the inner product defines an isomorphism between H? and

its dual HP*. In other words, as a byproduct we have dim (H?*) = dim (H?) .

2. The p-representation basis.

There is, however, a second possibility for a well defined inner product space with this
structure. We start by recalling that the characters of an irreducible representations r of an
element g of a group G are defined by the bounded linear functional x, (g) :=tr(r (g)) € C
[49-51]. The latter allows, by means of the Riesz representation theorem, to interpret the

irreducible characters as a realization of the inner product:

xr(9) :==(g,r):==(rlg)s € C  or, equivalently, x,:G—=C ,

11



which is reminiscent of the momentum eigenstates of usual quantum mechanics [52]. The
notation (-|-)., indicates that this is indeed an inner product in the (G,,d¢') chain. In order

to accommodate this perspective to our case, we first naively define the quantity:

W (w):=tr(#(w)) € C forany wehom(C,G)? , #chom(C,G), , (20)

as the p-character of the p-gauge configuration w in the p-gauge representation © and show
that its properties coincide with that of the definition above. We basically formalize the

latter by stating:

Definition I1.5 (p-character). The p characters are defined as the map:

X(”):”}:[px”Hp%C ,

(F,w) = X (W) (21)

#
which is a skew-symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form, such that:

X;p) : hom(C, G)? — C , x® (w) : hom(C, @), = C | (22)

are well defined as maps.

In the following, we will systematically omit the superscript (p) if no confusion arises.

Consider then the following correspondence depending only on the gauge representation:

OB Fomtro—O o5 (23)

17 (012 17 (0)]

It follows immediately from its definition that

hom(C,G), 3 7 +— |7):=

oy ol

2(0) e -
o, - itp=7

1 1
1o O 17 (Ol {0 , otherwise

=

troﬁ(O)ﬁT(O) )T

—
=
>
~
bS]
I
(o2}
—
>
>
|
3

so, if interprete:

17 (0)]l = tro 7 (0) &' (0) = tr & (0) = x (0) = [hom(C, G)”|

Y

in analogy with its group counterpart, we obtain an orthonormal basis. We can do this since
the graded group structure of (8? , G.) is preserved by the trace operator, as it is evident

from equation ({@).
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It follows by means of (I4) and (I3]) that, for any w € hom(C,G)P and p € hom(C, G),,

the quantities:

iy TP O pw-0) | trpl) | xp(
P . 1 - . = L 1 )
16 (0)I 7 lp Iz llpO)f  fhom(C,G)P|2
and
. trp(0) pf (w trp(0—w trp(—w X5 (w
Py = pf )pl( ) _ pA( l): f)( l) . p (W) @
16 (0)l7 lp Iz oz  fhom(C,G)P|2
are well defined. Furthermore, it is also straightforward to calculate:
Xr (W) Xp (w) Xi—p (W) A A
T ol e =0 = 25
2 lhom(C, G)?| 2. lhom(C, G)?| (7,p)=(%lp) ,  (25)
wehom(C,G)P wehom(C,G)P

this is, the p-characters satisfy the usual Schur orthogonality relation [49] for the charecters of
irreducible representations, while the latter also expression serves as an alternative definition
for the inner product in the gauge representation basis. By abuse of terminology and, again
in analogy with the group case, we indulge into call these p-gauge representations irreducible,
since the same irreducibility criterion is found in this context, i.e. ||7%H§ =1

At this point, and similarly as before, we upgrade the inner product vector spaces
(spanﬁehom(a@p, (\)p) (with the inner product defined as in (28)) to Hilbert space by
Cauchy completion, i.e. HP := m for all p € hom(C, G),. This implies:

| Kn|

= dim(H?) ,  (26)

N

:HG

where in the last step we have used the fact that Gn_p = G,_, for abelian groups. Since

dim(#?) = |hom(C, G),| = )hom(c, Gy

n—p

both spaces are finite dimensional it follows that H? = HP. As a consequence, the basis
{P} sehom(c.c), 18 complete and orthonormal, allowing to write (we are omitting the subscript
p subsequently):
WS W)= > (@Wp)  with L= > @ . (27)
p€hom(C,GQ)p p€hom(C,G)yp
From the discussion above, we can also give a closed form for the inner product of configu-

ration states. Given that the p-characters of irreducible p-representations of p-configurations

are well defined, from (I6]) and (20) it follows that:

= Y tros (v)al(w) _ 3 Mzg(w,y), (28)

A lhom (C, G)"| lhom (C, G)"|
w€hom(C,G)yp w€hom(C,G)p
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this is, two distinct p-configuration states are also orthogonal with normal norm. Further-
more, from (I7), any p-configuration w € hom(C, G)? has an associated Hilbert element
lw) € HP with norm Hw”i = 1, i.e. the configuration basis also becomes complete and

orthonormal. Thus:

WS )= > (Wo)|w) with L= Y |wew . (29

wehom(C,G)P wehom(C,G)P
C. Induced Homology for p-gauge representations.

For the rest of the paper we will write hom(C, G)P +— hom” and hom(C, G), — hom, to
simplify the notation. Given the expressions (24]), interpreted as inner product between the
gauge configuration states and gauge representation states, we define the dual operator T
of T € End (HP) to be the unique adjoint operator with respect to this inner product. In

other words, the operator T satisfies the relation:
0|T|w) = (9| Tw) = (To|w) = <TH>|W> , ¥V we hom?, # € hom, . (30)

Of all of the morphisms acting over hom”, we are interested in the dual morphism of

d? : hom? — hom?™" | this is:
(D|dPw) = <ch19|w> = {dyDlw) (31)

for all w € hom” and ¥ € hom,,;; . Remark that in the last term we have implicitly defined

d? := d,, for our later convenience. The latter discussion leads to:
Proposition II.6 (Compatibility for d, and d,; maps). In order for this map to be com-

patible, the diagram of FIG. []), defining a coproduct structure must be a commutative one.

~®dP _
hom,,;1 x hom” (—) im (dp11) x im (dP) &2 hom,, x hom” L

\) <Pl

FIG. 4: Compatibility conditions for d” and d,;.

Moreover,
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Proposition I1.7. The sequence of maps dP and d,., (defined above) satisfy the isomorphic

condition:
im(dP) = im (dpt1) . (32)

Proof. The latter is immediate from non-degenerate inner product (:|-), and the universal

property of the diagram [l O

Additionally, under these conditions, for any w € hom(C, G)P~!, the following chain of

equivalences must hold:
lhom(C, G| = (2]d” 0 P'w) = (dpir0|dP"'W) = (dy o dppr?lw) . (33)
The latter implies that the relation:
dyody1 =0 (34)

must be satisfied for all 7 € hom(C, G),12. In other words, the pair (hom(C, G)., ds) becomes

a chain complex:
s = hom(C, Gyt 25 hom(C, Gy 2 hom(C, Gy — -+ (35)
It follows that d,, can be used to define:

Definition IL.8 (chain comohotopy). Two elements &, 5 € hom(C, ), are said to be a

co-chain homotopic if they satisfy:
b =P+ dyd for some v € hom(C, G)ps1 - (36)

The latter also defines an equivalence class in each degree of the chain, denoted by ~,,.

Hence, homology groups can also be defined in the canonical way

Definition II1.9 (p-homology groups). The homology of G with coefficients in C' are defined
through the quotient sets:

H,(C,G) = ker (dyn) im (d,) . (37)

and are referred to as p-homology groups.

15



In an explicit way, the morphism d, can also be understood in its components as a p-map

representation by means of equation (l). So, the inner product above can be written as:

(plw) o< > (zplyw)e ® (ly)e

z,yeK

which is the direct product of two inner products. Thus, an analogous rationale to that of

the case of the p-maps, leads to the factoring:

(dps1f), = pn 00 — (=1)POF_, 0 (38)
where now 9¢ is the adjoint with respect to the (:]")¢ inner product, and 99 is the adjoint
with respect to the (:|-), inner product, this is:

(z|6Sy) = <3Sx\y> Vr,ye K, , satisfying 8S0d° =0 |,
c

(al0Sb) = <3§a\b> Va,be G, , satisfying 9S0d% =0
e

Consequently, the representation space admits a diagrammatic dual to that of the configu-

rations in Fig. [ as it is shown in Fig. [l

~ ~ ~

4o 011 o a5
& Cn+1 Cn B Cn—1 .
ﬁn-{—l l [A)n l ﬁn—l l
PP Gn+1 ~ Gn ~ Gn—l D
~ G ~
an+2 n+1 871 gfl

FIG. 5: p € hom,

III. FORMALISM FOR ABELIAN HIGHER SYMMETRY MODELS

We understand a (0—) gauge configuration to be performed by an element w € hom(C, G)°.
Similarly, a (0—) gauge representation is understood to be performed by an element
p € hom(C,G)y. In what follows, we omit the p-grade of the Hilbert spaces H since it
is understood that we are working over H’. Having said this, we describe the action of
the operators acting over the bases of this latter Hilbert space and, it is clear that general

behavior is immediately extrapolated it by linearity. Thus:
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Definition ITI.1. Given a € hom® and B € homy, we define the shift and clock operators,

respectively as:
PYlw) =[P*ow) :=|w+a) and  Qzlw)=[Qzow) :=x;(w)[w)  (39)
for all w € hom".

It is evident that the clock operator is diagonal in the configuration basis. Meanwhile,
even if the shift operator is not, it allows us to study these models in a Heisenberg picture
fashion by means of the expression |w) = P“|0), where 0 € hom" is the aforementioned
trivial map.

From (B9) we immediately obtain (so we omit the proofs):

Proposition II1.2 (algebraH for the shift and clock operators). The operators defined in
(39) satisfy the relations:

PaPa/ = Pa/Pa = Pa+al y QBQB' = QB’QB = QB-FB' 5 QBPQ = XB (a) PQQB y (40)
for all a, o € hom® and 3, 3' € homy.

Requiring the operators defined in (39) to be unitary implies that they satisfy (P*)" =
P~ and (Qd)T = ()_4 - Finally, it is a simple exercise, applying the method outlined in

B0), to check that on the representation basis these operators reverse their role:
Qzld) =[Qzo0d) =]a+ )  and  P¥|a) =|PYod) = Xa(w)|a) (41)

for all &, B € homg and w € hom®. Thus, the Heisenberg picture in this basis is given by the
clock operator, i.e. |7) = Qy|0), where 0 € homy. Accordingly, throughout the paper, we

will move freely between the configuration and representation bases when convenient.

A. Module structure over the configuration and representation bases.

In order to define the dynamical operators suitable for our models in the next subsection,

we will need to briefly describe the elements of hom™ and hom; and the mechanism in

2 The strict abelian quantum double algebra is recovered when considering the associated operators P* as

above and R" := m >pXp (W) Qpforw, pu € hom” and 5 € homg. See for instance [26].
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FIG. 6: A general element v € hom™

which they induce equivalence classes over the already discussed natural bases. Let us start
with a general element a € hom ™', represented diagrammatically in FIG.

Given hom", this set can be viewed as a hom™'-module by the action of the map d~" :
hom™" — hom’. By extension, the Hilbert space # inherits the ~° equivalence relation by

performing;:

B =|B8+d ) :=]a) , ~€&hom™

If this is the case we refer to |«) and |3) as being gauge equivalent and, by abuse of notation,
we write |a) ~° |B).

Analogously, the set homy can be viewed as a hom;-module by the action of the map
dy : hom; — homg. Consequently, over the Hilbert space # is induced the ~ equivalence

when performing the operation:

Qa4 ‘B) = ‘B +diy) :=1|&) , 4 € homy

Here, we call |&) and |3) as co-gauge equivalent, written |&) ~q |3), where a general element
of hom; can be represented as in FIG.[7]. A result that derives from the analysis at the end

of the previous section.

~ ~

80 ac aC’ AC
n+1
fin-+2 MM \ NN
n 1 4‘ ..
an+2 an—i—l 871 nfl

FIG. 7: A general element i € hom;

It will be seen later on that it is this double module structure the one that is responsible

for the topological order of these class of models. As of the usual topological order is concern,
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only the hom™ and hom; are sufficient to reproduce its effects. However, we leave open the
possibility for studying other more general hom™ and hom,-module structures (p # 0, 1),
since the formalism would allow it, modulo the definition of a proper generalization of the

map dP.

B. Dynamics of the models

We construct the operators:

Definition II1.3 (Fake-Gauge). We define the fake-gauge operator as the Fourier trans-

form:

1

1 R _ 1, R
A, =F <Pd ) (p) = m Z X, () P* for any pe€hom_; (42)
a€hom™?

where P?" is the shift operator of equation (3J).

Explicitly, the operator A, acting over an element |w) € H produces:

1

Aﬁ‘@:m

Y. G(@wt+d

achom™!

which, since |w) ~° |w +d~'a) for all @ € hom™"

, can be understood as a weighted super-
position of gauge equivalent states. We define the fake-holonomy operator in analogy with

the operator (42):

Definition ITI.4 (Fake-Holonomy). The fake-holonomy operator is the one resulting from

the inverse Fourier transform of the clock operator:

1 —
= |hom; | Z Xp (w) leg for any w € hom' | (43)

B € hom;

B = F " (Qa) ()

where d; := CZO, which is dual relative to the character inner product discussed in the last

subsection.

Notice that these operators are diagonal over the elements |v) € H of our models:

w ZBGhoml — ZBEhoml — 0 0
BY|v) = WXB (w) Xd. g (V) |v) = WXB (w) X3 (d V) lv)=4¢ (%d V) )
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where we have used the orthogonality relation for irreducible characters [49]. Concomitantly,
using the dual space # we can understand this operator as creating a weighted superposition

of co-gauge equivalent dual states:

w 1 - A A
B |a) = Thomy| Z X5 (W) ]a+diB)
B €hom;

since |&) ~q |& + d13> for all 3 € hom;, this is if these representations are co-homotopic.

The discussion so far allows us to obtain the following results presented as proposition:

Proposition IIL.5 (Algebra of the Fake-Gauge and Fake-Holonomy operators). For all
p,p € hom_y and w,w’ € hom', we can show that the operators {{3) and (73) satisfy the

algebra:

1. Pairwise commutation A;BY = B“A;

Proof: From the form of the operators above, we only need to check:
,10{ _ 710[ — *10[ *1a
leﬁpd = Xa,5 (d la) Pd leﬁ = X3 (do od la) Pd leﬁ - Pd leB 0.
In the following, we just prove the first assertions since the second are analogously derived.

2. Self-adjoint-ness A, = A = A; . BY=(BY)*=(B)" |
Proof: (As)! = Zasterty (o) P07t = Betsiest, (af) P = A,
where the last step is trivially obtained when defining —a = o' [J.

3. Orthogonality ~A;Ay =06 (p,p)Ay , B*BY =§(w,w')BY |

Proof: For a, B € hom™" we have:

> ap Xo (@) Xy (ﬁ)pd*(aw) D X (@)X (v — @)

|hom ™! |2 B |hom™! |2

AﬁAﬁ/ =

where in the last step we have defined v = o+ B € hom™" and used the orthogonality
relation (23) OJ.

4. Completeness Z A, =1y , >, B, =1y , where 14 is the identity operator in H |
Proof: 37, Ay = Easta (50,5, (a) ) P = Bacte6 (a,0) P = 1y O

|hom |hom

In other words, this pair of operators are commuting orthogonal projectors.
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These operators act over compactly supported regions of the embedded space (in and
around x € K) by means of the decompositions () and (), respectively. In fact, following

this reasoning we can calculate:

Z hl (z<p) ®x*) =—-In(2) Z (]lH - A(x*ﬁ)@)x*) (44)

n,x€Kn n,x€Kn
Z hl x*w )Rz* ) — —In (2) Z (]]-7-1 _ B(w*w)®m*) (45>
n,x€Kn, n,x€Kn,

where, in the last expressions, we have expanded the natural logarithms using the Mercator
series and we have used the fact that the localized terms A, )., and B@w)®z™ for all
x € K are projectors.

Of particular interest to us in studying the ground state subspace will be the trivial
gauge operator Ay and trivial holonomy operator B® . In order to understand why, let us
first consider the state |a) € H in the configuration basis. In here, the trivial gauge and

holonomy operators of equations (42) and ([43) act according to:

Yo PP  Eglatd)
Ao l0) = o T , ye€hom™ |
ol) |hom_1| o) = [hom™ | |hom_1| Z 7) Y om
> Qais > xs (da)
BO =y - = 7 =4 0 dO ~ h
) [hom, | ) |hom, | ) (0, &) o) ;7 € homy

On one hand, it can be seen that the second relation measures only the states in which o €
ker d°, in other words with trivial (fake) holonomies or, equivalently, with flat connections.
On the other hand, the first relation transforms the single state |a) into a homogeneous

0

superposition of states |y) for all v ~° a € hom”. Using the representation basis, for

|&) € H we obtain the reverse behavior:

Ay la) =6 (0, docd) |&) , B%|a) =

In other words, on this basis A is measuring trivial co-gauge holonomies, and B is pro-
ducing a homogeneous superposition of states |¥) for all ¥ ~q & € homg. We use these to
define:

Definition II1.6 (Hamiltonian (a la Kitaev)). We define the Hamiltonian operator H €
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End (H) aﬂ:

H:=1n(2) ( Z <]1H — A(I*())@x*) + Z (1 — B(%O)@y*)) — —In(4B") . (46)

n,c€Kn, nYyeKn
The minus sign is justified in order for the Hamiltonian to have have null associated eigen-

and

value whenever there is compactly supported gauge invariancy (enforced by A(I*O) ®x*)

compactly supported trivial (fake) holonomies (enforced by B(;,0)ge+). The projector na-
ture of these compactly supported localized terms allows us to write the following equivalent

version of the Hamiltonian operator:

e =B =B84 = [] Apgye.. [T B"O (47)

n,x€Knp n,yeKn
Denoting the algebra of observables as the closed set O = B(H). The generator of the

dynamics [53, 154] is then the closure of the operator:
§(0)=[H0] (48)

valid for any O € O, where H is the Hamiltonian operator defined in (d@). Therefore, the

operator:
U 0):=e"0) (49)
gives the time evolution for these system.

Proposition IIL.7. The dynamics of the class of systems defined by the Hamiltonian (40)

performed by the Fake-Gauge and Fake-Holonomy operators are time-independent.

Proof. From ({@S), (49), (42) and (43]) It follows that:
§(A;))=6(B“)=0 ¥V p€homy and w € hom’ |,
Thus,
U (Ap) =U (BY) =1y,
which proves the assertion. O

The fact that these same operators perform time-independent dynamics over these models

is completely desirable since the dynamical orbits defined by these flows remain unchanged.

3 The constant In (2) is usually scaled to 1 in most references, however we think this derivation is cleaner.

22



IV. TOPOLOGICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE GROUND STATE SUBSPACE

This sections follows the treatment presented in [24, 25] closely. We invite the reader
to consult them if further information on the formalism is needed. As it will be seen, this
reasoning allows us to obtain the ground state degeneracy of these models in a formal way.
It follows from the discussion above that the spectrum of the Hamiltonian operator (6] is

bounded from below as ¢ (H) > 0 with equality when the condition:

\If> _ B(x*0)®x*

A(2.0) 0. V)=[¥) , VzeK , [W)eHoCH , (50

is satisfied. Where H, is the ground state subspace which is spanned by all of the states
satisfying the condition (B0) above.

Definition IV.1 (Projector into the Ground state). The operator T3 : H — Ho, defined
by:

), W) e Ho

= is a projector, such that I8 |W) =

o ; (51)

0 , otherwise

condition equivalent to that of (50)) and, consequently, it becomes the ground state projector.

Notice that the latter is exactly the operator defined in (47) and trivially satisfies the
commutation [Hg,H ] = 0, i.e. both operators have the same spectral resolutions. Given
the general decomposition of an element of H, we have:

mw)y = > VwQw)
wehom(C,G)0
so, it is necessary and sufficient to study the behavior over the basis {w}wehom(C,G)O or,
equivalently, over the basis {|9) } schom(c,q),-

We notice that, thus defined, the ground state degeneracy (G\SD) is given by:
Tr (1)) = > X\ =GSD (52)
where )\; are the eigenvalues of Hg listed according to their algebraic multiplicity. In this
case, \; = 0,1 out of being a projector and 4 (1) (multiplicity of A\; = 1) is exactly the

GSD. At the same time, from (7)) we can calculate partition function associated to the

embedded manifold X to be:

Z(X) =T (1) =Tx (19)") = 3N =GSD*  with = KLT . (53)
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It follows that, if the GSD is topological, the partition function becomes topological as
well, which is a general characteristic of TQFTs. Furthermore, the thermodynamic energy

associated to these models is:

which, under the same assumptions, it also renders topological. However, notice that the

usual thermodynamic entropy is always null:
S=rkp(InZ(X)+p(E)=0 |,

ergo, the necessity of defining new entropy like functions for the study of topological order.
For a comprehensive approach on the context of these models see [25] where the topological

entanglement entropy is defined and calculated.
A. Natural bases for the Ground State Subspace
Let us introduce some notation for later convenience. Let:

lag) == Az la) ( resp (Ba| = (al Aj ) for a€hom’ and fB€hom_; , (54)

so that, in our models, we can characterize any two gauge equivalent states as satisfying
lag) = o) for a,a’ € hom, which, can be easily checked to be valid if, and only if,

a ~% o', Analogously, let:
&%) .= B%|a) (resp. (a|:=(a|B” ) where & €homy, f#€hom' .  (55)
Consequently, two co-homotopical representations & ~y 3 € homy are fake co-gauge equiva-

lent if, and only if, |a°) = |3°).

1. Configuration basis for the ground state subspace (cohomological)

We first remark that the ground state subspace Hy is non empty since it always has at
least one element. Indeed, we can see this in the configuration basis when analysing the

state |05), which is always present and immediately satisfies the condition ITg [05) = |05), i.e.
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10) € ’HUH In fact, since:
112, P¥] =0 & w € ker (d°) ,
the ground state subspace Hy turns out to be composed by states of the form:
lwg) = P |0g) restricted to 0#w € ker (d°) . (56)

By the discussion above, these states are understood as a superposition of all configuration
states gauge equivalent to w. This turns out to be a complete characterization of H, since
every configuration is exhausted by the elements w € hom’. Notice also that the state
|05) € Ho is intrinsic to all of the |w) € H,, this justifies |0y) being called the seed state for
configurations (see for instance its use in [57)]).

As we have already discussed, the elements of Hy can be classified by the equivalence
classes of the relation ~° . Physically, this represents the number of distinct elements in H,,

which entails a natural basis for the ground state subspace. Therefore, we are interested in

the equivalence classes of the set:
ker (d°) / ~ = ker (d°) /im (d”') = H°(C,G) (57)

where the second equality follows from the fact that any two «,3 € ker(d°) satisfying
lag) = 13;) , will belong to the same equivalence class if and only if a« — 8 € im (d~'). More
formally, the quotient space ker (d°) / ~Y is characterized by the commuting diagram shown
in FIG[|, where the injection map going downwards is natural. The result then follows from

the universal property.

ker (d%) —Z— ker (d°) /im (d~1) = H (C, @)

ker (d°) / ~0

FIG. 8: Commutative diagram for equation (57).

This discussion leads to:

4 The latter condition is sometimes referred in the condensed matter literature as frustration free property
[55]. Concretely, given the Hamiltonian operator of equation (@G) we have the equivalent condition

H Hg = 0, fashionable in the quantum theory community [56].
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Proposition IV.2 (GSD-1). the dimension of the ground state subspace Ho (GSD) as the
quantity:

GSD = |H"(C,G)| | (58)

which is the main result of [24]. It is clear that the last expression is topological in the

strict mathematical sense, given that is defined by the specific cohomology group H°(C, G).

It is then evident that one suitable basis for Hy can be labelled by the equivalence classes

w € H°(C,G), where w is a representative element. This basis is immediately orthonormal,

by virtue of equation (28]).

2. Representation basis for the ground state subspace (homological)

In analogy with the previous section, we see that the state |0°) immediately satisfies the
condition IT] 0°) = |0°), i.e. [0°) € Ho. Furthermore, other ground states in this basis are
obtained by the commutation condition [Hg, Qﬁ} =04 p € ker(d;), so a general element

of the ground state can be written as:
17°) := Q, 0% restricted to 0 # p € ker (dy) . (59)

where |0°) is now called the seed state for representations. This is also a complete character-
ization of Hy, since every configuration is exhausted by the elements p € homg. Following an
equivalent rational as in the case of the configuration basis, the number of distinct elements

in 7, is given by the equivalence classes of the set:
ker (dy)/ ~o = ker(dy) /im(dy) = Ho(C,G) , (60)
where the last identification is obtained by constructing the commuting diagram of FIG Q.

ker (d1) —2°— ker (dy) /im (do) = Hy (C, G)

ker (dl) / ~0
FIG. 9: Commutative diagram for equation (60]).
Hence, another basis of H, is labelling by the equivalence classes v € Hy(C, G), where

v is a representative element. Analogously as in the representation case, this new basis is

immediately orthonormal. Notice that, in this case, this discussion leads to:
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Proposition IV.3 (GSD-2). The GSD is given by the cardinality of the set:

it remains to show that this result is equivalent to that of (5g]).

B. Compatibility between the homological and co-homological description of the

ground state subspace.

As before and, for economical reasons, we simplify the notation once more and write

H?(C,G) — H? and H,(C,G) — H, whenever no confusion arises.

Proposition IV.4 (Compatibility between bases of the ground state subspace). The bases

{lw)}epo and {|é>}ﬁ€Ho are complete and equivalent as bases for the ground state H,.

Proof. Recall that, from ([32) with p = 0, we have shown that im (d') = im (dy). At the

same time, from the first isomorphism theorem, we have the isomorphisms:
im (d) = hom"/ ker (d°) and im (d;) = homy/ ker (d;)
Given that hom” 2 hom, (see (@) for p = 0), it follows that:
ker (d") = ker (d;) and, consequently H® =~ H, . (62)
Furthermore, it also follows that:
GSD = |Hy| = |H°| . (63)
In other words, the gauge representation basis is also a complete basis for H,. O

This reconciles the two bases for the ground state subspace found on the previous subsec-
tion. However, this dualization between homology and cohomology falls into a more general

framework. In fact, given the definitions used in this paper, the same rationale leading to

(63)), implies:

Proposition IV.5 (duality for p-homology and p-cohomology). The mathematical structure

of these abelian systems imply the isomorphism:

P (64)



Proof. The latter follows from the previous results:
im (d"~") = im (d,) and  ker (&"") = ker (d,)

which is induced by the bilinear form (22]) (mixed inner product). O

This duality can be thought of as a consequence of the deep symmetry in the structure
of these models. Basically, this construction carries the property that the dual of a group
and the group itself are again isomorphic when abelian [51] to the level of topology.

Even though the ground state is sufficiently characterized at this point, and its degeneracy
can be analytically computed (modulo the group structure of the (G.@,G ) chain, see App.
IV _C), these bases are not enough for classification purposes. In fact, from a purely algebraic

perspective, we can state some immediate facts derived from the previous sections. Firstly,

from (49) it follows that:
S(P)=0(Qy) =1y < U(P)=U;(Qs)=1y¢ ; YweH’, p€H,

Hence, these operators also perform dynamical transformations over the ground state space,
which can be recognized as the generators from a so called seed state (recall (56]) and (59)).
At the same time, it is easy to show that the following commutation relations are satisfied

for the operators above:
[Hga Pﬂ] =0 > [H87 Q2:| =0 , [H87 H] =0 > [Q27 Pg]g X X (g) ) (65)

where the last expression is reminiscent of the momentum eigenstates commutation, and
where we have denoted [-, -] p for the group commutator. It follows then that the operators
P¥ and @ do not conform a complete set of commuting observables for the ground state
subspace projected by Hg. In addition, since P% and (); were obtained by equivalence
classes of homotopic and co-homotopic states, when acting over the bases they do not retain
their abelian group operation properties and, instead one can imagine that they act by
some conjugation operation over the elements of the groups H° and Hy, respectively. This
certainly complicates the analysis. The strategy will be to bypass this complication by

interpreting this space in a more algebro-topological way in the following section.
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C. On the Ground state Degeneracy Calculation (*)H

Before embarking on the classification problem, we briefly explore the ground state degen-
eracy calculation in an explicit dimensional way. We focus on its cohomological description
since the use of the Universal Coefficient Theorem is immediate. However, as proven in the
previous subsection, homology should equally adequate to study this description. To begin,

it follows from (BA]) that:
Ho 2 |wy) = Pu0p) where  we H° . (66)

and hence, the structure of of the basis is decoded in the operator P, appearing in (66]) which,
when studied from a Heisenberg picture perspective, can be understood as a generator of the
configuration basis. On one hand, any ground state basis as can be decomposed as:
H>w= @gn where  w, = @ (zaw)z®™ . (67)
n ze€Kn
On the other hand, for the sake of definiteness, consider the (not necessarily natural) injec-

tion map ¢ : [[, H"(C, H,(G)) — H°(C, G) defined as:

W= L= ang where o € H H"(C,H,(G)) with mo=w, , (68)

where the latter is understood as a formal sum. A similar map is used in [24] and it is proved
in [48] to be an isomorphismH. Hence, the ground state operator of equation (G6) allows the

associate decomposition:

szp@nﬂngPZnﬂng:HPan%HP&n

In other words, P, is performing many operations in different dimensions simultaneously.

As a byproduct, the elements of the cohomology groups themselves define an n-dimensional

decomposition:

lwo) = Pu|0g) = [ P, 106) = P Imucg) = @) lwno)  + ma € H'(C, Ha(G))
The same reasoning can be employed to understand ); with p € Hy(C,G), such that:

Ho > ‘é0> = Qé |QO> where é c H(](C, G) ,

5 This section can hepmitted without compromising the rest of the reading of the paper.
6 As it is shown in 48], such isomorphism exists for all [[, H"(C, H,—,(G)) — HP(C,G) in any degree p.
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as the generator of the dual basis and, consequently, decompose any dual space basis as:
5, = Q1o o) with p=id and o€ [[H"(C,H(G))

At the same time, the inner structure of H"(C, H,,—,(G) for all n can also be understood

by means of the universal coefficient theorem [58]:
H"(C,H, (G)) =Hom (H, (C), H, (G)) ® Ext' (H,—1 (C), H, (G)) , (69)

which makes explicit the fact that the ground state is completely independent of the partic-
ular triangulation C'(X) used.

Let us first tackle the (C’., ¢ ) chain. Most of the examples worked so far in the literature
have considered free modules H, (C') for some simplicial complex C(X) [24,25]. This results
in the trivialization of the Ext' (H,_; (C),—) functor in (69) for all n. The same result
holds more generally for all H, (C) projective (free = projective) [59]. By means of the
fundamental theorem of finitely generated abelian groups, any Homology group can be

decomposed into:

H,(C)=F,®T, with F,=27% and T,2H7/{p},Z . (70)
{r},
where F,, is the free part and T,, is the torsion part of the n-th Homology group H, (C).
The n-th free part is isomorphic to Z°*, where 3, is the n-th dimensional Betti number.
The n-th torsion part is isomorphic to a direct sum of cyclic groups of prime power group
orders which we have collectively denoted by {p}, .

Now, obtaining H,, (G) from the (G., ¢) chain is usually non-straightforward. In general,
given a group G, the homology groups H, (G) are defined as H, (G) = H, (Z ®z¢ F.) for
n € N, where ZG is the free Z-module generated by the elements of G and F, is any free
(or projective) resolution for G [60]. However, the problem of constructing a free resolution
for general abelian groups is highly non-trivial. Moreover, it is known to be carried out
directly in the cases where the resolution is small (or minimal) so that several computation
algorithms have been devised [61, 62].

In our case, as typical examples of the type of chains (G., o¢ ), a cyclic group G of order
m are usually considered. Several structures can be embedded in this basic framework. For

instance, the usual alternative is considering G' to be the graded group G = |_|p Gy, such
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that each G}, = N, x G,_; (semi direct product), where N, is a normal subgroup and the
action of G,_; is performed via the inverse group morphisms (81? )_1. As it is known, this
decomposition is not unique and obtaining its resolution is usually cumbersome. Instead,
let us consider a known resolution of the cyclic group G of order m, which is characterized

by its single generator ¢ so that F, is given by:
SRR (e RNy [e ANy [ BNy [ Sy S| N

which, for definiteness, we take to coincide with the chain (G,,d%), where N = 1+t +
t2 + 3 4 .- +t" ! is the normal element of ZG. The latter produces the homology groups
(n>0):

VA , n=>0
H,(G)=S27/nzZ n odd (71)
0 , n even

When inserting these back into equation (69]), we obtain the following expression in terms

of the n-th group homology:

77 Dy 1,2 . n=0
Hn (Ca Hn (G)) = Zg" ®{p}n71 chd(m,{p} 71) @{p}n {p}nzn y n Odd . (72)
7% 69{p}n,l Ziny, @{p}n {p}nZ ; n even

where we have written Z; = Z/dZ with d € N and we have denoted as ,G the subgroup
{g € G : hg = 0} of elements of G of order h (or some divisor of h) and gcd (a, b) stands for

the greatest common divisor between a and b.

V. CLASSIFICATION OF THE GROUND STATE SUBSPACE

Coming back to the ground state subspace bases, we will first show that they are not
only related by an endomorphism, but they are unitarily equivalent. Let us start by focusing
on the representation space, since the configuration space case is analogous. Consider two
elements |a°) = B°|4) , \§0> = B°|B) of the cohomological basis (See [VAZ) for H,, where
a, @ € Hy. Taking its inner product, yields:

("ald") = 6 (a.5) + o 3 s@an=i(ad)
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where the term under sum is identically null since & ¢ im(d;). Thus, this is indeed an
orthonormal basis. The situation is completely analogous for the basis {|ag)},cz0 . Conse-

quently:

Proposition V.1 (Restriction to the ground state subspace). Restricting the inner product

to the ground state subspace Ho (denoted (-|-),, ), we have:

1. The dimension of the groundstate subspace to be given by xx (Q)|H0 = |H°| ,

2. The string of relations for the mized inner product:

(0wlZ”)yy, = (Wl AB°12)y, = (Wl B"Ag|2)5,, = (Wl2)y, =~ (73)

and

3. the following resolutions of the identity (completeness relations):
1% := |wy) ® (s such that Z 1% = 14, and
weHO

I, = %) @ (°7| such that Z II, = 1y, ; (74)

pEHo
where 1% and I1; are projectors into the subspaces U% := span|a6>awog€Ho and Uy =

spcm|30) | 3moperr, Of Ho, respectively.

The proofs are straightforward so we also omit them here. However, from (G3) it is clear
that 1% and II, are still non commuting projectors. Nevertheless, the completeness of the
bases imply that the closed indexed sets {W}ge o and {@}ge H, decompose the ground
state subspace as:

o= @ = O
weHO AT 0
This decomposition implies that the space H, is at at least connected trough the class |0g)
~0
or |0), respectively. This is not enough for our purposes, so we embark on studying some

of its topological properties as to ensure that the classification space is well defined.

A. Unitary equivalence, path-connectedness and open covers

Given that we known two complete bases, it is sufficient to study them and extend by

linearity any results obtained. Let us first show that the bases of H transform unitarily.
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Proposition V.2 (Unitary equivalence). The bases found in the previous section are uni-

tarily equivalent.
Proof. Using the completeness relations (74]) and relations (73]) above, we can show that the
basis elements transform into each other as:

_ Xa(W)
|HO|2

) = [U1216%  and 1% = (012)' 1) where (U]

w

, (75)

SIS

written in matrix notation. Notice then, that [U]% is a unitary matrix, i.e.

w w w

01 (012)" = (W12) 012 = 1, (Schur orthogonality in Ho).

Unitarity in this context is basically expressing the isometric (and co-isometric) equivalence

of the natural bases. The latter result will be useful in our next task. O
Proposition V.3 (Path connectedness). The ground state space Ho is path connectecH.

Proof. We will show that, path connectedness follows Prop. V.2l In the following, we
will use a standard construction that briefly summarize here. If we write the projection
Ve =12 |U) for w € H® and ¥, := II, |¥) for v € Hy , by completeness a general ground

state |¥) € Hy can be decomposed as:

|W) = Z U |wy) = Z W4]a%  where the projectors transform as ¥, = [U]2 0%

4 w
w€eHO a€Hy

Thus, the expression: U« (p) := (1 — p) U + p Iy %2, for p € [0,1] ,
is a convex path connecting the identity I3;,x3, and the projection W£. At the same time,

since [U ]i is a unitary matrix, it can be diagonalized by some matrix S in the form:
U ]i = S7'DS where D is now a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues in S* .

Now, we can path-connect D to Iy, xw, by rotating each element of the diagonal A;, i.e.

each eigenvalue, around the unit circle to 1 in the standard way:
Aj

St
(1—q) +ql)l

for ¢qe€[0,1] , we call this path D (q)

7 Another well known connectedness construction can also be achieved by means of the bases {|ws)},, CHO

(or {|QO>}é cp,) and the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure.
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Therefore, [U]i(q) = S7'D(q) S connects the identity Ip,x%, to the original matrix [U]i

without passing through 0. Finally, the composite:
Uy (t) = [UIS(t) U= (t) for te[0,1] connects any Wsq to I | (76)
which completes the proof. O

Now, we will construct a suitable open cover for Hy using the operators studied so far.

Proposition V.4 (Open Cover). The sets {U2(\Us}

&eHy , BEHO conform an open cover of

the ground state subspace H.
Proof. Notice that, by completeness, we have that the projectors ([74]) also satisfy the ex-
pressions:

) mf =1 and > =1

a€Ho BeHO &eHo feHO

Where, it is straightforward to show that IT°TI,; and TI4I1? satisfy:

;
Xa (B) . Xa (0 ) i
112 = (_1) 6% ® (8] = (_1) B, @ ("al | = (%) . (77)
[0 [HO]2
Therefore, it follows that the operators:
38 1 5 5 ~B ITs + 2
== — (IIEI14 + [I4 112 d =
O3 5 ( o+ 11s ) an Ch VOEA (78)

are self adjoint, and satisfy:

Y ei-1 oY er-1 . (79)

&€eHo feHO &eHo BeHO

In other words, each set of operators {@g} and {ég} conform a positive operator
a8 a8

valued measure (POVM) [63-65] for § € H°, & € HyH Now, consider a general ground state

|U) € Ho, the application @g |U) € U2 Us, similarly for the (:)g operator. It follows that

the open sets {Uéﬂ UQ}&EHO BeHO conform an open cover of H,. O

Even though we have [@g, Hg} = [ég, Hg} = 0 by construction, the operators (78]
do not yet conform a complete set of commuting observables. Basically, we have all the
ingredients to build the classifying space. Furthermore, the previous discussion hints to a
classification characterized by some structure depending on the jointed elements of H® and

Hy. We follow this argument in the following subsection.

8 This behavior also hints at the presence of a monoidal category. The braiding will be explored on future

works.
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B. Classifying space for abelian higher symmetry models

First, we briefly review the ingredients of a classifying space so we can later identify that
the ground state subspace Hj is indeed characterized by one. Recall that a principal G-
bundle is a local trivial fibration where the charts are compatible with a group action. More
concretely, for G a topological group, a principal (right) G-bundle is the triple (F, B, p),
where p : E — B is a map, together with a continuous right action r : £ x G — F

satisfying:
i) For all x € E and g € G we have p(zg) = p(x).

ii) For every b € B there is an open neighbourhood V, and a G-homeomorphism fj, :
p ' (V3) = Vi, x G (where G acts on p~! (V}) by restriction of r and acts on Vj, x G by

((v,2),9) = (v,zg)) such that the following diagram commutes:

p (V) — i x G
p‘vbl %
Vi

The action of G on p~! (V}) is well defined by the first condition. By the same reason, the
map p induces a map p : E/G — B. The second condition implies that G acts freely on
E and that the map p : F/G — B is a homeomorphism. A right G-space is said to be
locally trivial if it has an open covering by trivial G-subspaces. If F is locally trivial, then
E — E/G is a principal G-bundle.

A classifying space BG of a topological group G is then constructed from the quotient of
a weakly contractible space EGi] by a proper free action of GG. Finally, a principal G-bundle
p: EG — BG is called universal if it is numerable trivial and if for every numerable trivial
principal G-bundle ¢ : E — B there exist up to homotopy a unique bundle map from ¢ to
p [66].

We now fit this picture into the ground state space:

Proposition V.5 (trivial H° x Hy-subspaces). The ground state subspace Ho admits trivial

H° x Hy-subspaces.

9 Weakly contractible means a topological space with all of its homotopy groups being trivial.
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FIG. 10: The picture shows a geometric representation of a principal G-bundle. ~ is a
path in V, = U; N U; with U;, U; elements of an open cover, while 7 is a horizontal lift on

p~1 (V). The straight dashed lines crossing 4 represent the G structure of the section

Proof. Consider the following identifications:
o Take ' =H, ,

e Take B=J Usemo UL (M Ua with the a newly defined label b := (8, 4) ,

acHo
o Take p|,, = @g so that V;, = UEN Uy ,
o Take f, = fg as the local trivializations f, (|¥) g) = f, (|¥)) g, g € H® x Hy

e Finally, take 1, = Q4 ® P2 which is a continuous right action by addition on their
respective bases (see equation (B9) and (AT)) .

O

Proposition V.6 (principal H° x Hy-bundle). The ground state subspace Ho has a principal

H° x Hy-bundle structure.

Proof. From Prop[\V.3], it is immediate to construct the following principal H" x Hy-bundle

in the following way:
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e Since the set {UZ( UQ}@GHO sepo 18 an open cover of M (see Prop. I.4), Hy becomes

a trivial H° x Hy-space ,

e Given H, to be locally trivial, Ho — Ho/ (H® x Hy) is indeed a principal H® x Ho-
bundle.

Now we are in position to present the main result of this paper:
Theorem V.7. The ground state space Ho is classified by the topological group H° x H.

Proof. We interpret the H, structure in the language of classifying spaces:

e By virtue of the discussion in Prop. V.3], we have that H, is path-connected. Equiv-

alently, H, is weakly contractible ,

This observation allows us to:

e Take EG = Hy and BG = Ho/ (H® x Hy) ,

e Since H® x H, is a discrete group, there exists a CW-complex K (H® x Hy,1) (See
App. [A) such that the first homotopy group m K (H® x Hy,1) = H® x Hy and all
other homotopy groups of K (H® x Hy, 1) vanish.

which proves our result. O

Rephrasing, K (H® x Hy, 1) characterizes H° x Hy up to homotopy equivalence. Even
though, this last construction is highly non-trivial, it is a standard result in algebraic topol-

ogy (we refer to a classic book like [58] for the interested reader).

C. Some insights from the GNS construction approach.

In order to motivate the identification of the superselection sectors of these models, we
make use of the complementary GNS construction [67, [68] perspective. As to avoid any
confusion, we will differentiate between states used in the sense of the previous sections, i.e.
merely as elements |1)) of H, and states in the technical sense of the GNS formalism (see

App. Bl for express definitions, or |53, [54] for a more in depth treatment of the subject),
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which we will call these gns-states. Naively, for the case of the Hamiltonian operator ({6,

the condition (B2) is equivalent to that of the frustration-free condition (V z € K):
® (A(m*f])x*> = (B(x*o)x*) =1, e= {g ceH pve HO} for H, = {H,”;':l} , Tesp.

Compare the latter with the characterization (B0). Equivalently, from (GIl) and (@T), any
gns-ground state is distinguished by its behavior under the projector Hg. Hence, its gns-
characterization is given by 1 = ¢ (Hg) for all p € K.

Following Doplicher-Haag-Roberts (DHR) [69, [70] in the context of algebraic quantum
field theory, from a vacuum state one could recover all physically relevant properties of the
charges, in accordance with the global gauge group by using a specific physically motivated
superselection criterion. This has been carried out into the 2D quantum double models
succesfully (See, for instance, |71, [72]. Analogously, the role of the vacuum is played by the
translation invariant frustration free ground state. However, the discussion presented in [V B]
underpins a structure that combines gauge configuration and gauge representation in a joint

way. Furthermore, if e = {w € H°, 0 € Hy } is a generator, so is:
e:=be H'x Hy with [b):=]|wg)®[2") and m, (1)) =10 @I ,  (80)

although this choice is not unique. This new basis is also orthonormal and, even more

important, maximal since the following injections are natural:
~0 R R
wo) = lwp) @ 107) . [2%) = |0p) @ [2°) . (81)
Thus, by virtue of (80), the functional (B2) admits the gns-states maximal superposition:

p(O)= > MO, ,  where Oy :=Trgoum, (b7, (O)[b) (82)

be HYx Hy
are pure gns-states. Notice that the ground state space projector Hg acting on pure gns-

states yields:
(Hg)b = Tryox s, (ﬂ'@ (Hg) o ﬂb) = Tryox s, (ﬂb> =1 , where I, := |b) @ (b (83)

is a projector operator into into the space spanned by the basis |b). Thus, the decomposition

(B2) satisfies the condition:

p(M)= > M@M),= >, Nn=1, (84)

beHOx Hy beHO x Hy
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i.e. the gns-ground state space K defined in (BI) is closed and conver and consists of
|Hy| |H°| pure gns-states |73, [74]. We can consider this result to be the n-dimensional
higher abelian gauge version of that appearing in Theorem 2.2 of [75]. Moreover, since the
pure gns-states are in one-to-one correspondence with the elements of the classifying space
of Hg, the pure gns-states constructed from the generators (80) are a suitable representation
of the superselection basis. Furthermore, the convergence of the sum (84]) and the projector

operator defined in (83)) allows the following string of equalities:

1= Z )\bTI'HO x Hy (ﬂb) = TI'HO x Hy Z )\bﬂb

beHO x Hy beHO x Hy

This is, the set of numbers {\},c oy 1, can be interpreted as probabilities defining the

mixed density operator of the ground state space H :
/aHOXHo = Z )\bﬁb y (85)

associated to a gns-ground state ¢ € K. Notice that these do not evolve with time, as it is

attested by the Von-Neumann equation:

ap 1 R 1 A
% = % [71'%0 (H) 7pH0><H0] = —% [111 (71'%0 (Hg)) 7pH0><H0} ,

where we have used (46]) and the fact that [7@0 (Hg) ,f[b} — 0. Moreover, the projectors II,
are recognized as the measuring operators for the different sectors of the ground state space
and become the prototype for studying the superselection sectors in future works.

To complete the picture, writing explicitly A\, = >\% for b = (Hv 2) € H° x Hy, we show
that the description of the ground state given in Secfm is recovered when performing the

following partial traces:

Pry = Trpo (Proxm,) = Z AT,  with AZ:= Z e and Z AZ=1 |

ey LEH ey
pro = Try, (Prosm,) = Z AII? where A, = Z A2 and Z A,=1 . (86)
weHO veHy weHO

In terms of quantum computing, considering the unitary equivalence of the {gﬁ}ge 1o
and {2}, bases shown in subsection VAl plus the set of relations (8, it follows that
{wo}pepo and {2}, are ancilla to one another [76, [77]. This last observation explains

why only |H°|, or equivalently |Hy|, appear in the calculation of the GSD.
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VI. FINAL REMARKS

The main result of this paper is the recognition of the topological group H® x Hj as the
classifying group of the ground state subspace H, for the abelian higher gauge symmetry
models defined in [24, 25]. If we allow ourselves to hypothesize a bit, analogous arguments
of those leading to Prop. V.1l shows that we can equivalently consider quotient spaces:

Q:=hom’/ ~*= H'®im (d) / ~° and

N

B = hOIIlQ/ ~0 = HQ ¢ im (dl) / ~0 5 (87)

as the space of gauge equivalent configuration and co-gauge equivalent representations, re-
spectively. Where, in the last lines of the set (87)) we have used the first isomormphism
theorem, along with equations (57) and ([60).

Similar arguments to those leading to the classifying space of the ground state subspace
Ho can be generalized as to include the entire Hilbert space H. If this is the case (modulo
the conditions of subsection [VAl are satisfied), the classifying set H should be given by
QP up to isomorphisms. If we consider the decompositions (87), the following sectors are

obtained:
Q® P =
(H°® Ho) & (H" @ (imd1/ ~)) & ((imd’/ ~") ® Ho) & ((imd’/ ~") @ (imd/ ~)) -
The latter decomposition can be analyzed by terms as follows:

1. H°® Hy: is recognized as the classifying group for the ground state subspace Hy. This
group is topological and has been properly studied in this paper;

2. H'®(imd;/ ~p) and (imd°/ ~°)® Hy: can be recognized as classifying semi-topological
excited states. We refer to these sectors as semi-topological because of the presence of
H° and Hy, while the sets imd;/ ~y and imd°/ ~°, being in principle isomorphic to
one another, need further topological structure analysis. Notice also that these spaces

should be related by a braided monoidal category;
3. (imd°/ ~%) ® (imd;/ ~p): is recognized as classifying pure excited states.

We will tackle the study of semi-topological excited states (the ones we expect to be

classified by 2) in throughout the following papers.
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APPENDICES
Appendix A: A brief on CW-complex of the K (G,n) type.

Let write D™ to be the n-dimensional closed unit ball and S"~! the (n — 1)-dimensional
unit sphere (or the boundary of D). A CW-complex is a topological space X and a collection
of continuous maps ¢% : D" — X, called characteristic maps, and e = ¢ (Int (D™)) called

n-cells of X obeying the following properties:
i) X =Uns0,va
ii) ey ej = unless ¢yl pny is @ homeomorphism and a = S and n=m
iii) An n-skeleton X" = | Jos:5 va €
This construction exhibits:

e Closure finiteness (C): The closure of each cell of X is contained in finitely many other

cells; and

o Weak topology (W): A C X is open or closed if and only if A N X" is open or closed

for all n.

Hence, the name C'W-complex. We refer to a subcomplex of a C'W-complex X as a union

A of cells in X such that the closure of each cell is also contained in A, in other words, A is

also a CW-complex. A CW-pair (X, A) is CW-complex X and subcomplex A.

Definition A.1 (K (G,n) CW-complex). For a group G, we say a topological space X is
a K (G,n), or Filenberg-MacLane space, if m; (X) is isomorphic to G for i = n and trivial

otherwise.

Definition A.2 (n-connectedness). A space X is said to be n-connected if m; (X) = 0 for

all i < n. Likewise, a pair (X, A) is n-connected if m; (X, A) = 0 for all i < n.

The following are important theorems that will be stated without a proof for the sake of

brevity. For a general reference we refer the reader to [58].

Theorem A.3 (van Kampen). Let X be a union of path-connected open sets A,, each con-

taining the basepoint xy with the intersections Ao N Ag and A, NAgNA, path connected. Let
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iap T (Ao N Ag) = m (As) be the homomorphism induced by the inclusion map of A, NAg
in Ay and let N be the normal subgroup generated by elements of the form i, g (w) zg}) (w) .

Then, m (X) is isomorphic to xom (Ay) /N, where x is the free product.

Theorem A.4 (Cellular approximation). Given two CW-complexes X and Y , every map
f: X =Y is homotopic to a map g : X — Y with the property that g (X™) C Y™ for all n.
A map g with this property is called a cellular map. Moreover, g may be taken to equal f

on any subcomplex for which f is already cellular.

Theorem A.5 (Excision). Let X be a CW-complex which can be decomposed as a union of
subcomplexes A and B with their intersection C nonempty and connected. Then, if (A, C) is
m-connected and (B, C) is n-connected, the map m; (A, C) — m; (X, B) induced by inclusion
s an isomorphism for i < n + m.

Theorem A.6 (Whitehead). Let X and Y be CW-complexes. If a map f: X — Y induces

isomorphisms in each homotopy group, then it is a homotopy equivalence.

The previous theorems ensure the construction of a K (G,n) CW-complex when the base

space is path-connected, which is the case for H,.

Appendix B: Some basic elements of the GNS-construction

The Gelfand-Naimark-Segal (GNS) construction states that, every C*-algebra is iso-
metrically *-isomorphic to a *-subalgebra of bounded linear operators on some Hilbert
space H. The latter uses a positive linear functional ¢ and the left regular representa-
tion A — Endc¢ (A) to produce a cyclic (irreducible if ¢ is a pure state) representation

p:A— B(H).
Definition B.1 (C*-algebra). A C*-algebra A is a unital Banach algebra. This is, a com-
plete normed linear space over C with continuous associative multiplication A x A — A and
1|l = 1, along with a map * : A — A satisfying (for all a,b € A):

(CL*)* =a

(aa+b)" =aa*+0* aeC |

(ab)" =b*a*

2
la*all = o]
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If ‘H is a Hilbert space, which is our case, then B (#) is known to be a C*-algebra with
* beig the usual adjoint defined by (z|Ty) = (T*z|y).

Definition B.2 (C*-algebra representation). A representation of a C*-algebra is a *-

homomorphism 7 : A — B(H).

Two representations m : A — B(Hi) , m : A — B(H3), are said to be unitarily
equivalent if there is a unitary operator U : H; — Ha such that Um (a) = w3 (a) U for all
a € A. A representation 7 is said to be cyclic if there exists e € H such that {7 (a)e: a € A}
is dense in H. Finally, a representation is said to be topologically irreducible if it has no
proper, nontrivial closed invariant subspaces.

Quantum mechanically, given a bounded linear functional ¢ : O — C such that, for
O € O the set observables, we have ¢ (O) > 0 if O > 0 and ¢ (1) = 1. The set of all
gns-states is denoted O} ;. Extremal points of O ; are called pure gns-states in this paper.

A gns-ground state set space is then given by:
K={pec0,, | YO€O:9(0%(0) >0} |, (B1)

where we have used the time evolution (49). The above set is known to be compact and
closed in the weak™ topology. The gns-states and the states in the rest of the paper are

related in the ground state space by the linear functional:
¢ (0) :=Tr(e|m, (O)le) for Oe€ O and e agenerator of H, |, (B2)

where 7, is an irreducible representation of the algebra O (trivial in the configuration basis

or its representation analog in our case) and Tr is the total trace operator.

Definition B.3 (Unitarily Equivalent). If 7 : A — H is another cyclic representation with

generator €’ such that ¢ (a) = Tr. (¢/| 7 (a) |¢/), then 7 and 7, are unitarily equivalent.

Lemma B.4. It follows immediately that the bases {|wp)}t,cpo and {|&)}sep, of section

[V A are unitarily equivalent in the sense of Def. [B.3.
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