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Equality of magnetization and edge current for
interacting lattice fermions at positive temperature
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Abstract

We prove that the bulk magnetization is equal to the edge current in the
thermodynamic limit for a large class of models of lattice fermions with finite-range
interactions satisfying local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state, a condition
known to hold for sufficiently high temperatures. Our result implies that edge
currents in such systems are determined by bulk properties and are therefore stable
against large perturbations near the boundaries. Moreover, the equality persists
also after taking the derivative with respect to the chemical potential. We show that
this form of bulk-edge correspondence is essentially a consequence of homogeneity
in the bulk and locality of the Gibbs state. An important intermediate result is a
new version of Bloch’s theorem for two-dimensional systems, stating that persistent
currents vanish in the bulk.
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1 Introduction

We show that extended fermion systems subject to homogeneous magnetic fields exhibit
a form of bulk-edge correspondence in the thermodynamic limit, namely exact equality
of bulk magnetization and edge current, at positive temperatures. Roughly speaking, our
assumptions are finite-range interactions, homogeneity in the bulk of the Hamiltonian,
and local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state. The first two are explicit assumptions
on the Hamiltonian, the last is known to hold for sufficiently high temperatures [15] and
expected to hold much more generally.

Since the bulk magnetization as an extensive quantity is insensitive even to large local
perturbations near the boundary, its exact equality with the edge current implies that
the latter is also insensitive to changes of the Hamiltonian localized near the boundary.
In short, our result thus shows how a homogeneous bulk can enforce a current along the
edges of a macroscopic system that is independent of local perturbations near the edges.

In [4] a similar result was established for non-interacting fermion systems. There it is
also shown, how this result relates to the better known bulk-edge correspondence of the
transport coefficients: Under the assumption of a gapped ground state and in the zero
temperature limit, the derivative of the bulk magnetization with respect to the chemical
potential converges to the Hall conductivity and the derivative of the edge current with
respect to the chemical potential converges to the edge conductance. In this paper we
establish the differentiability of the bulk magnetization with respect to the chemical
potential also for interacting systems and thus also the equality of the corresponding
derivatives.

Let us now be more specific. We consider a system of interacting fermions modelled by
a sequence of finite range Hamiltonians (H (b)), defined on boxes Ay, = {—L,..., L} X
{0,...,2L} and dependent on a homogeneous magnetic field b perpendicular to the
plane. We think of A; as a subset of the upper half plane of Z? and consider a strip



{=L,...,L} x{0,...,D —1} of fixed width D as the edge region and its complement as
the bulk. In the bulk we assume translation invariance of the Hamiltonian with respect
to magnetic translations.

For inverse temperature 8 > 0, chemical potential i € R, and magnetic field b € R
the Gibbs, or thermal, state is defined as

e BHL(®b)—pNL)
ZL(B?HH b) 7

where the partition function is Zp (8, u,b) = tr(e*B(HL(b)*“NL)). In the absence of
interactions, pr (5, i, b) is naturally a local object, namely it has an integral kernel in
which it is possible to identify a bulk and an edge region, see e.g. [4]. However, in
the interacting setting, the locality of pr (8, i, b) is a delicate issue, which has been
investigated e.g. in [5, 6, 13, 15, 23|, see also the more recent [3|. In the present work
locality of the Gibbs state in the form of local indistinguishability is one of the crucial
assumptions: Let X C A" C Ar, then we assume that the expectation value of an
observable A € Ax can be approximated by the Gibbs state of the Hamiltonian restricted
to A,

pr(B, 1, b) = (1)

tr(pL(B8, 1, b) A) ~ tr(pa (B, 1, b) A),

up to terms that vanish in the distance of X to the boundary 0A’ of A’. A subtle point
here is that the definition of 0A’ depends on whether we consider A’ as a subset of
Z? or as a subset Ap. In the first case 9A’ could include parts of the physical edge
{=L,...,L} x {0} and local indistinguishability is only demanded for X in the bulk of
the system. In the second case local indistinguishability is also required for X located at
the edge of the system. For this reason we speak of local indistinguishability in the bulk
for the former case and local indistinguishability everywhere for the latter. Note that
in our setting a sufficient condition implying local indistinguishability everywhere is a
sufficiently high temperature [15]. However, for systems with short range interactions,
one may generally expect local indistinguishability to hold away from critical points,
i.e. whenever the system has a unique thermal state in the thermodynamic limit. Such a
state has decaying correlations [21, chapter 4], which implies local indistinguishability, at
least if the decay is sufficiently fast [3].

The bulk magnetization is defined as the derivative of the bulk grand canonical

pressure pr(8, i, b) == —|Ap|7t 71 ln(ZL(B, I, b)) with respect to the magnetic field b,
namely
)
m(B, 1, b) := = pL(B, 1, b).

Our main result states that whenever the family of finite volume Gibbs states satisfies
local indistinguishability in the bulk then the bulk magnetization approximately equals
the current ]nge(ﬁ , b, b) flowing along the edge of the sample

m (B, 1, b) = I;%°(8, 1, b)| = O(L ™). (2)

The size of the error depends also on the scale over which the edge current is measured,
see (8) and Theorem I. Furthermore, if the finite volume Gibbs state satisfies local



indistinguishability everywhere, then we show that the thermodynamic limit m(3, i, b) :=
limy, 0 mz (B, it,b) exists and obtain an equality between the edge current 1°%°(3, 1, b)
and the magnetization m(f, i, b) in the infinite volume system, see Theorem II. Finally,
in Theorem III we establish the differentiability of m(f, u, b) with respect to p.

A crucial ingredient to our proofs is a new version of Bloch’s Theorem for two-
dimensional systems. We show that local indistinguishability together with current
conservation implies that currents decay quickly with the distance to the edge, or, put
differently, that in equilibrium currents can only flow near the edge of a sample. See |2,
22| for recent related results and the discussion below.

Let us end the introduction with a few more comments on the literature. As already
mentioned, analogous mathematical results relating magnetization in the bulk with edge
currents for non-interacting systems were obtained in [4], with predecessors e.g. in [1,
16, 17]. The existence and properties of edge states of magnetic Schrédinger operators
were studied e.g. in [7, 9]. The mathematical literature on bulk-edge correspondence
for transport coefficients is vast but concerns almost exclusively non-interacting systems
at zero temperature and with a gap in the bulk, e.g. [8, 20]. In [10-12] the authors
derive, starting from the assumption of an incompressible bulk, effective actions for the
bulk and the edge system. While they do not start from a many-body fermion model
as we do, they are able to derive much more far-reaching consequences for quantum
Hall systems from a seemingly innocuous assumption about the bulk. In microscopic
models of interacting fermions the bulk-edge correspondence of transport coefficients was
established at zero-temperature for weakly interacting gapped systems in [14, 18].

2 Mathematical framework and main results

2.1 The Hamiltonian

Let Zy =7ZnN|0,00) and Z3 = Z x Z, both equipped with the 1-metric dist(xz,y) :=
|z1 — y1] + |72 — yo|. For any finite subset X € Z? let hx := £*(X,C™) be the one-body
space and §x = §F (hx) the corresponding fermionic Fock space. By Ax we denote
the algebra of all bounded operators in £(§x) that commute with the number operator
Nx =3 ex@ha, =3 x> i a;;a,; and by Ajpe := Uxz2 Ax the algebra of all

local observables that preserve particle number. Its closure

A= EH'H

is a C*-algebra and called the quasi-local algebra.
We consider sequences (Hp(b)) e of Hamiltonians defined on boxes Ay, := ([—L, L] x



[0,2L]) NZ? that are of the form

Hy(b)= Y atTy™(z,y)a,+ Y " (X)
z,y€AL XCAg
+ > AT (@ y)a, + Y PE(X) 3)
z,YEAL XCAp

=: Z a, Ty(z,y) a, + Z d(X).

x,yGAL XCAL

We sometimes need to restrict this Hamiltonian to other finite sets A" C A;. In this case
we write Hp,(b)| ,, which means that the sums in (3) only run over z,y € A" and X C A,
respectively.

The Hamiltonian is split into a “bulk” part, which is invariant under magnetic
translations and an “edge” part, which lives on the lower edge. Each consists of two
contributions: The kinetic terms

22+Y2

T;ulk/edge<x7y) — o3 b(z1—y1) Tblﬂk/edge(g;’y) (4>

are a Peierls phase times a hopping amplitude TPuk/edse: 72 x 72 — £(C™), which
is uniformly bounded sup%yeZg”Tb“lk/ edge(:z:,y)H < O and satisfies TPuK/edee(z /) =
Thulk/edee(y, )" The interactions

@bulk/edge: {X c ZQ} — Alom X = ¢blﬂk/edge (X) € AX

are self-adjoint, the terms are uniformly bounded, supy;|#°%°(X)|| < C, and the
corresponding operators Yy, @P/d(X) are assumed to commute with all local
number operators N,y for z € Ay. The last condition is satisfied, e.g., for density-density
interactions or external potentials.

Furthermore, all terms are assumed to be of finite range R € N, i.e. TP/ edee (g y) =
0 if dist(z,y) > R and @PuK/edee(X) = 0 if diam(X) > R. As mentioned above,
the bulk contributions are assumed to be invariant under magnetic translations, i.e.
TPk (g — 2, y—2z) = TP (z, y) only depends on the difference z —y and ¢*"* satisfies (15).
And the edge contributions are supported on a strip of fixed width D along the lower
edge, i.e. T°%°(z,y) = 0 unless z,y € Z x {0,1,..., D — 1} and ¢*%°(X) = 0 unless
X CZx{0,1,...,D — 1}. Without loss of generality we choose D > R, since the
presence of the boundary already modifies the Hamiltonian in Z x {0,1,..., R — 1}.

The key hypothesis for our results is that the Gibbs state is locally determined by
the local terms in the Hamiltonian. This property is often called local indistinguishability
and made precise in the following definition.

Definition 1 (Local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state). Let ¢: Ny — R, be non-
increasing with lim,,_,o {(n) = 0 and g: Ry — R, non-decreasing with g((2R+1)*+1) =
1. The family of Hamiltonians (Hp (b)) ren is said to satisfy local indistinguishability of
the Gibbs state at (B, u,b) with (-decay,
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(a) in the bulk if and only if for all Le N, X C A" C A, and A e L(Fx)C A

[tr(pr(B, 1, b) A) —tr(p[HL(0)] , ] (8, 12) A)| < [|A]l g(1X]) ¢ (dist(X, Z*\ A)), (5)

(b) everywhere if and only if for all Le N, X C A/ C Ap and A€ L(Fx)C A
o0 (0108, 1,5) A) — (o (L) ] B, 1) 4)] < 1411 9(1X]) ¢ (dist (X, 42\ 1) (6)

Note the difference between Z? \ A" and Ar, \ A’ in the distance in (5) and (6), if A’
includes parts at the boundary of Az. In particular dist(X,Z? \ A") = min{dist(X, Az \
A", dist(X,Z%\ Ap)}, so indistinguishability everywhere implies the property in the bulk.
This distinction is useful, because we expect a better decay in the bulk and a worse
decay at the boundary due to the presence of edge states. For some of the statements we
however need local indistinguishability also near the boundary and might accept a slower
decay. In particular, local indistinguishability directly implies decay of correlations, see
Lemma 13, and we do not expect that to hold with good decay near the boundary due
to edge states, see e.g. [18].

Local indistinguishability everywhere with exponential decay function ¢ is known
to hold for sufficiently high temperature in systems with finite range interactions [15,
Corollary 2]. As is shown in [3]|, decay of correlations at some positive temperature
implies local indistinguishability at the same temperature, and the converse also holds,
see Lemma 13.

For most of our results, we will require local indistinguishability with decay ¢ € ¢!. In
specific cases the function g might be linear [13] or an exponential [15]. But whenever we
use the specific (-decay, we always restrict to sets |X| < (2R+1)*+ 1 so that g(]X|) < 1,
which is the reason for the chosen normalization in Definition 1.



Figure 2: The figure shows a small section of

€9 1
A and two points z and 2/ € Ay with e
their dual edges e; . and ey ./, respec- ¢ “ ° ¢ ./:’ ¢
tively. For z, also all lines 7o which con- z . .
tribute to Ji ;(b) for R = 2 are drawn. Z. .
The light blue lines only intersect the
° ¢ ) ° ° °

endpoints of €, and thus come with a
prefactor 1/2 in (7).

2.2 The edge current and the magnetization

Denote by Bf({) := {y € Ap| dist(z,y) < £} the ball around = in A; with radius ¢.
The set B (R) contains all points which have non-vanishing interaction with z. Then
the current operator Jp,(b) has components (k = 1,2)

Jin(b) =1 [X,@L,HL(b)] =i Z zraia,, Z ay Ty(z,y) a,

z€EAL x,y€Ar,

=iy > (- a T(x,y)a,

x€AL yeBE(R)

We now rewrite this sum as a sum of currents through edges of the dual lattice. For that,
denote by e . C R? the dual edge which intersects the edge between lattice points 2 and
z + ¢ and by e, the edge together with the attached vertices (see Figure 2). Here, &
denotes the unit vector in k direction, e.g. & = (1,0). Moreover, denote by 7y C R? the
line connecting x and y. We define the current through the dual edge ey . as

1 . X
Tip(b) = 5( > sen(ze —yi) a; To(z,y) a, + Y sen(ex — yi) @ To(x, y) ) (7)
z,y€AL: z,yeAL:
TGN ek, A0 TGN er A0
and rewrite
2L—1
= X 3K wd D= Y Y A0
m=—L n=0 m=—L n=0

by summing over all edges. Each Ty intersects |z — yi| vertical lines, and whenever Ty
intersects a dual vertex, the contribution is counted half in both attached dual edges.
Note, that the L-dependence of Jg | (b) only stems from missing hopping terms near the
boundary, and we define
Ji(b) := J 1(b)
for all L > |z1| + R and 2L > z3 + R consistently.
Moreover, for d € N, we define the edge current as

d—1
]Eljedge(ﬁ, L, b) - Ztr(pL(ﬂ7 uw, b) Jl(?i/n)(b)) (8)
n=0



and introduce the shorthand Izdge = ff edge

system Aj.

It remains to recall the definition of (orbital) magnetization. For inverse temperature
B > 0, chemical potential u € R, and magnetic field b € R denote the grand canonical
partition function by (we abbreviate N, := Ny, )

Zi(B,p,b) == Z[H ()] (B, ) and  Z[H](B, p) := tr(e PH#NL)),
the Gibbs state by

for the current along the lower half of the

e_/B(H_H/NL)

pr(B, 11,b) == p[HL(b)] (8, 1) and p[H](B, p) := Z b

the grand canonical pressure by

pL(ﬁnua b) = _(2[’ + 1)_25_1 ID(ZL(B,,U?b)),

and the magnetization by
0
me (B, p,0) = o pL(B, 1, b)-

2.3 Main results

Our first main result deals with the magnetization and the edge current at finite volume.
For this type of result only local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state in the bulk is
needed.

Theorem I. Let ("% € (* and (Hp(b))ren be a family of Hamiltonians of the form (3).
Then, there exists a null sequence 6 and a constant C' > 0 such that the following holds:
If (HL(b))Len satisfies local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state in the bulk at (3, i1, b)
with (P -decay in the sense of Definition 1, then

(B, 1, b) — I5°%°(8, 1,0)| < O(L)  for all L > D+ R. (9)

Moreover, the edge current is localized near the edge in the sense that for all L > d > R+D

1298, 1.5) — I8, . )] < €3 ™) (10)

n=d—R—D

Remark 2. The sequence 6 is given as a function of ¢"" by (29). If (Pk(r) < C/(r+1)"!
with n > 1, then (L) < C”L™ "2 Thus, the best possible decay according to
Theorem I is 1/L, which results from the fact that the fraction of the total area occupied
by the boundary also scales like 1/L in two dimensions. However, unless both the
magnetization and the edge current vanish, no better decay can be expected even in the
non-interacting case, cf. [4].



Figure 3: Pictorial representation of our main
results: For locally interacting fermions on
a two-dimensional lattice with perpendicular
magnetic field b, satisfying local indistinguisha-
bility (see details in section 2.1) at positive
temperature, the edge current 15 is localized
near the boundary and approximately equals
the magnetization my (Theorem I). The lat-
ter is a bulk quantity, i.e. it converges in the
thermodynamic limit . — oo and does not
depend on the details near the boundary (The-
orem II). The rough edges in the picture can
be modelled by removing all interactions with
these sites (including the hoppings from the
kinetic term), and the current is the same as
in a square geometry.

Then, if we further assume local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state everywhere
we can also analyse the thermodynamic limit of (10). First, notice that if the family
of Hamiltonians (Hp(b))pey satisfies local indistinguishability with (°d#-decay every-
where, then for all finite X C Z2 and all observables A € Ay the expectation values
tr(pL(ﬂ, i, b) A), which are defined if A; D X, form a Cauchy sequence in L, and we
define poo (5, 11,b)(A) to be its limit. Thus, there exists a unique thermodynamic limit
state poo(, i1, b) on Ape, and we can define the edge current in this state by

]dedge(ﬁa/”h ) ‘= Poo 57Ma (Z (On) > (11)

Theorem II. Let ("% € (1 and ¢*¢° tend to zero. Let (Hp(b))ren be a family of
Hamiltonians of the form (3) satisfying local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state at
(B, i1, b) with ¢P*-decay in the bulk and (°%°-decay everywhere, in the sense of Definition 1.
Then the thermodynamic limit

m(/87 s b) = lim mL(/Ba K, b)
L—oo
exists, and the total edge current
155, ,8) = lim 15, 1, b), (12
—00

satisfies

m(B, 11, b) = 1°°(B, 1, b).
The edge current is localized near the edge in the sense that there is C' > 0 so that for all
d>D+R

[19°°(8, 1, b) — I°%°(8, p, b)| < CZC'“”“ (13)

n=d—R—-D



Moreover, m(B, u,b) and I°%(3, u,b) are independent of the specific edge contribu-
tions Ty " and d°dee.

Note, that local indistinguishability everywhere with (°4%°-decay implies local indis-
tinguishability in the bulk with decay at most (" < ¢°d&°. But we assume the decay
in the bulk separately in order to take into account the possibility that the localization
properties of the edge current might be better than its speed of convergence in the
thermodynamic limit, cf. Proposition 10, which is the situation in the non-interacting
setting [4, 19].

Specific bounds for the independence from the edge Hamiltonian are given in Propo-
sition 12.

Remark 3. We present Theorems I and II with an edge interaction only at the lower
boundary for simplicity. The proof allows for a more general setting: For each L € N let
LY he g finite range interaction supported on Q, := Ay \[—L+D, L—D]x[0,2L— D],
a strip of width D around the remaining boundaries of A, commuting with all local
number operators Ny, and with interaction terms bounded uniformly in L, and let
Tfoundary be a hopping as in (4) with 7P°mdary sypported on Q. Let (Hp(b))ren be a
family of Hamiltonians of the form (3) and assume that the family of the Hamiltonians

]:IL(b) = HL(b) + Z CL; TbeundarY(l,jy) a, + Z gplzoundary(X)

z,yeAL XcAy,

satisfies local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state at (3, u,b) with (-decay in the
sense of Definition 1. Then the respective statements of Theorem I and II also hold
for the Hamiltonian (H (b)) en, and m(B, 1, b) and I°9€¢(3, 11, b) are independent of any
boundary terms.

Theorem III. Let n — n?(%(n) € (1. Let (Hp(b))ren be a family of Hamiltonians
of the form (3) satisfying local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state everywhere with
¢ _decay at (B, u,b), for p in some open interval. Then m(B3, u,b) and I1°%°(5, u,b)
defined in Theorem Il are differentiable, and thus

0um (B, 11, b) = 0, I°%*(8, 11, b).

Remark 4. As we already know from Theorem II that m(3, u, b) = I°%¢(3, u, b), Theo-
rem I1I will follow from differentiability of 1°°(3, i, b), see Proposition 17. Additionally,
we prove a quantitative bound for the difference of the two quantities in finite volume in
Propositions 18, and localization near the boundary in Proposition 17.

An important ingredient in the proof of Theorem I is the vanishing of the equilibrium
current in the bulk. This result is known in the literature as Bloch’s theorem (see e.g. [2,
22| and references therein) and has an importance on its own. In our setting with open
boundary conditions, it is just a consequence of current conservation coupled with the
local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state. This allows for better decay rates than in
the setting with periodic boundary conditions.

10



Proposition 5 (Bloch’s Theorem). Let ("% be a null sequence and (Hr(b))ren be a
family of Hamiltonian of the form (3). There exists Cg > 0 such that the following holds:
If (HL(b))Len satisfies local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state in the bulk at (53, i, b)
with ("*-decay in the sense of Definition 1, then

|tr(pr(B, 11, b) Ji 1 (D))] < Cs Cbulk<[dist(z, ZP\ AL) - D — RL). (14)

3 Proofs

3.1 Bloch’s theorem

This section is devoted to the proof of Bloch’s theorem, namely Proposition 5. The proof
is based on the bulk homogeneity of the system and on the continuity equation for the
current provided by Lemma 6, together with the local indistinguishability assumption for
the Gibbs state. The homogeneity in the bulk of the system is encoded in the invariance
under magnetic translation, which we briefly recall in the next section.

3.1.1 Magnetic translations

On the one-particle Hilbert space h = ¢%(Z?) of the full lattice Z?, for y € Z? and b > 0
the magnetic translation U, (b) is defined by its action on ¢ € b as

(U, (0) ¥) () = €™ p(x —y)  with adjoint (U} (b)) (z) = e 2@ ) (2 +y).
Then, in second quantization, for which we use the same symbol, we obtain

* * —iyobxry %
U, (b)a, U,(b) = e " a

T—Yy"
With this definition, the kinetic part of the bulk Hamiltonian (3) is invariant under
magnetic translations since

Hem) P ) U2 (0) 0, U, ()

2z9x1 ., 229Y7
S—+ib—5 Tbulk(l’ — 2,y — Z)CL

—a’ TP"™(x—2,y—2)a

r—z

* % rrbulk o * ks
Uz (b) ay Tb (1’, y) ay Uz(b) - Uz (b) Qg Uz(b) € 2

. + .
elb 22 5 Y2 (@1—y1)—ib

=a y—z

*
r—z
*
y—z

Moreover, we assume that the bulk interaction ®"¥ is invariant under magnetic transla-
tions, namely

Uz (b) 9" X) U, (b) = " (X — 2). (15)

Hence, the complete bulk part of the Hamiltonian (3) is invariant under magnetic
translations, and

UZ(0) Hy (b)| Ua(b) = HL (D) _,

for X C Ay and z € Z? such that dist(X,Z?\ Ar) and dist(X — 2,Z?\ Az) > D. This
property carries over to the local Gibbs state in the sense, that

U (b) p[HL(b)| ] (B, 1) U.(b) = p[HL(D)|__] (B, ).

11



Moreover, the above calculation also shows that U (b) J{(b) U.(b) = J¢ *(b) for all
Yo, 22 > R+ D, due to the simple structure of J}/(b). Then, it follows that

tr(p[HL(0)] (] (8, 1) TV (b)) = tr(p[HL(b)| ] (B, ) I} (b)) (16)

if X, y and z fulfil all mentioned conditions.

3.1.2 The continuity equation

We prove the continuity equation for the local currents defined in (7) and the resulting
current conservation for stationary states. These two facts play a key role in the proof of
Bloch’s theorem.

For this purpose, let us define the dual edge boundary of a set Z C Ay, as

{—L,...,L—1}>

0,7 = { (k,2) € {1,2} x (X{O,...,QL— 1}

ze€Zand z+¢é, € AL\ Z or
zeA\Zand z+ ¢, € Z ‘

This is exactly the set of labels (k, z), such that the union of the dual edges e is the
boundary of the set (.., z +[=1/2,1/2* in U.¢,, 2+ [-1/2,1/2].

Lemma 6 (Continuity equation). For any z € Ay, the currents defined in (7) satisfy the
continuity equation

d . .
_iaelHL(b)t./\/’{z} e—lHL(b)t ., _ lez J]iL(b)

= Ji 1 (0) = JEL7(b) + J5 1 (0) — T3 (D).

(17)

Proof. Calculating the derivative, we find

d . .
—i a elHL(b)tN{Z} e—lHL(b)t

= HL(0), N

= Z [a:: Tb(xa y) a’yaN{z}}

x:yeAL

= Z ayTy(z,z)a, — Z a; Ty(2,9) a,
zeAr\{z} yeAL\{z}

= Z ayTy(z,z)a, —a. Ty(z, x)a,,
weAL\{z}

where we used that [}, , ®"8(Z), N3] = [ 404, P°%(Z), Niz3] = 0 by assump-
tion.

It is left to rewrite the sum in terms of J{ ; (b). Each 7z in the sum will cross the
rectangle around z formed by the four dual edges €7, €1 ,—%,, €2, and e3¢, of the dual
lattice at one point. If this point lies within a dual edge e 4, the term in the sum will
contribute to Jy ; (b) with weight 1. Otherwise, Tz crosses the rectangle at a corner and
the contribution is attributed evenly to the two adjacent dual edges with weight 1/2. The

12



sum on the right-hand side of (17) still contains some more terms coming from elements
x,y € A \ {¢} such that the line Ty intersects two of the four dual edges. As can be
easily checked, the corresponding contributions come with different signs and cancel each
other. For example, the term a} Ty(x,y) a, for x = z + & and y = z + &, appears with
negative sign in Ji ; (b), because z; — y; < 0, and with positive sign in J5 ; (b), because
To — Yo > 0. ]

As a simple consequence, in a stationary state it follows that the net current into any
set Z C Ap is zero. This is an important ingredient for the following proof.

Corollary 7 (Current conservation). For any Z C Ay and stationary state' p, current

conservation holds
ST (S0 tr(p 7 (1) = 0. (18)
(k?,Z)EaAL Z

Here 6,cz = 1 if z € Z and 0 otherwise, takes the role of the normal vector in the

continuous analogue.

Proof. Taking the expectation value of (17) and summing over z € Z yields

. d —i i z z—&
0=—i at U"(e HL(b)tPeHL(b)tNZ> ‘t:() - Z tr(/) Jk,L(b)) - tr(ﬂ Jr.L k(b))>
ke{1,2}
z€Z
due to stationarity of p and cyclicity of the trace. In the sum, the positive term for z € Z
is cancelled by the negative one for z + &, € Z and only (18) remains. m

3.1.3 Proof of Proposition 5

Proposition 5 (Bloch’s Theorem). Let ("% be a null sequence and (Hp(b))ren be a
family of Hamiltonian of the form (3). There exists Cg > 0 such that the following holds:
If (HL(b))Len satisfies local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state in the bulk at (5, u,b)
with ("*_-decay in the sense of Definition 1, then

’tr(pL(ﬂ, ,b) J,ij(b))| < Ch Cbulk<[dist(z, 7P\ AL) — D — RL). (14)

Proof. We do the proof for £ = 1, i.e. currents in z;-direction, since the case k = 2 is
analogous. Let d > D + R. By current conservation for the rectangle A, N {x; > 0},
whose boundary in Ay is simply the vertical line at 21 = 0 (see yellow edge set in Figure 5

!The statement actually holds for all bounded operators p € A4, but is naturally interesting for
states or similar objects (see section 3.4).

13



for m = 0), we find

2L
0= tr(p(B. 1 b) 15" (1))
n=0
_ Ztr pr(B,1,0) I (0)) + tr(pr(B, 1, 0) I (1)
2L—d
+ 2t (pn(8, 1. 0) K 0)) = 0 (0 [HL0)] o] (810) 11 (0)
n=d
2L—d
+ Z tr |B(0 n)(z)} (8, )Jl(o’n)(b))
=: A1 + Az + As,

where B*(¢) := {y € Z*| dist(x,y) < £} is the ball in Z*, R < ¢ < d — D and we
replaced J{;(b) = JT in the last two sums in view of the previous remark that the
L-dependence of Ji ; (b) only stems from missing hopping terms near the boundary. Due

to their structure, Jl(TZ’n)(b) are bounded operators with norm bound HJl(TZn)(b) | < Cy
uniform for all m and n. Hence, also [tr(pL (8, 1, b) J1(7mL’n)(b))| < Cj and |A,| is bounded
by 2dC;. For the second sum A, notice that Jl(jz’”)(b) € Apmm (g Thus, by using the
local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state, see Definition 1, we have

2L—d
Aol <> Cy "M (= R) = (2(L — d) + 1) C; "™ (¢ - R).

n=d

And by the translation invariance of the Gibbs state, namely (16), we get

(2(L = d) + 1) tr(p[HL(0)| oy ) (8. 10) LD (1)) = Ag = (A1 + 4g),
which together with the previous bound on A; and A,, implies

C;d

L_d+CJ§bulk(£—R). (19)

tr P[HL(b)|B<07L>(e](67 w1 m)| <
o

As the left-hand side is actually independent of L, it is bounded by the infimum C'; (P (¢—
R) of the right-hand side.

We can now prove the same for every Jl(j?n)(b) with z = (m,n) in a finite box by
using (16) together with

PLHLO) s ) (B 1) T ) = [H () ] (5 1) 1 0)

14



if dist((m, n),Z*\ Ay) > R+ D. Indeed, we have

(o (8, 1,0) I3 1) |
< [tr(pe(8, 1,6) I ) = 6 (0 [HE ()] i) (B 10) T 1)

+ [t (p[HL(B)] giosr ] (B 1) T (1) ‘
< QCJ Cblﬂk(ﬁ . R)

by using local indistinguishability and the bound for Jl(?iL)(b). We can now choose ¢ =
dist ((m,n), Z*\ Ar) — D, which proves the statements for dist((m,n),Z*\ A;) > R+ D.
And since we argued above that the LHS of (14) is in any case bounded for all z € Ay,
the full statement follows with Cg = C; max{¢**(0)~!,2}. O

3.2 Proof of Theorem I

We split the proof of Theorem I in two parts: we briefly discuss the localization of the
edge current first and then the equality between the magnetization and the current.

3.2.1 Localization of the current

The localization of the edge current near the edge is a straightforward consequence of
Bloch’s Theorem.

Proposition 8. Let (P € 1, (Hp(b))ren be a family of Hamiltonians of the form (3)
and Cg be the constant from Bloch’s Theorem. If (HL(b))pen satisfies local indistinguisha-
bility of the Gibbs state in the bulk at (8, i, b) with (""¥-decay in the sense of Definition 1,
then for all L >d > D + R,

19955, 1, ) — 1558, 1, )] < Cin 3 ") (20)

n=d—D—R
Proof. For the proof we just apply Bloch’s Theorem to obtain

L-1

|[gedge _ Izdge‘ S Z

n=

tr(p(8,.0) JOVB))| < Co > 50— D~ R).
n=d

3.2.2 Magnetization in finite systems

Let us compute the magnetic derivative of the Hamiltonian. Notice that for every fixed L
the Hamiltonian H(b) is a smooth function of b in the operator norm topology. Taking

15



into account (4), we find that

0 = 0 = Y Y 5t ) (4w @l T ),

z€AL yeBE(R)

- f in T (b). (21)

m=—L n=0

Where Jl(j}f’n)(b) has been defined in (7). For the last equality notice that the mean
%(xg + y2) is exactly the mean of all n such that Zy N ey, # 0.

By using Duhamel’s formula and (21), we can explicitly compute the magnetization
as follows

mr (8, pu,0) = —(2L+1)2 g~ ln(tr( (HL(b)—uNL))>

_ I o 0 o8 -uN)
2L + 128 2,(B, 1 b)  \db

1 1
_ t ds e sBHLO)—uNL) [ (1) o= (1=8)B(HL()—nNL)
(L + 1) Z,(5. 1,b) r(/o * 0)e

= ﬁtr(m(ﬂ,%b) H/L<b))
(2% Z Z“tr pr(B, . b) I (1)), (22)

Proposition 9. Let (" € ! and (Hp(b))ren be a family of Hamiltonians of the
form (3) satisfying local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state in the bulk at (3, j1, b) with
¢Puk_decay in the sense of Definition 1. Then

o0

2
ma (B, 0) = I8, 1,b)| < i (ﬂ +) ") )

n=d—R—D
for all d > D + R with Cg from Bloch’s Theorem.
Proof. We decompose the sum from (22) into five regions (see Figure 4)
2L+ 1 — Z Zntr oL B ,U/, )J(mn ( )) — Abulk—l-Aleft—|—Aright+AbOttom+AtOp. (23>
m=—L n=0

We will show that APk Aleft and Areht are small and that AP and AP°t°™ resemble the
edge current. Abbreviating j,i’ji’”) = tr (pL(ﬁ i, b) J éﬁ’n)(b)), the individual contributions
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Figure 4: Depicted are Ay, for L = 4 (dots) : | :
and the corresponding dual edges e; () ) | )
(lines) as defined above (7). They were
used to define the current Jl(’"g’n) (b) in (7). : | :
Since there are less vertical dual edges
than vertices in Ay, the right most ver-
tices have no corresponding dual edge. |
The coloured boxes group the dual edges
into the five groups of the decomposi- ; | '

|
|

tion (23) for d = 2.

are

L—d—1 2L—d
bulk .
A= el DI SR s
m=—L+d n=d
1 —L+d—1 2L .
Aleft - ___ - Z nj m,n
2 1,L >
(2L + 1) m=—L n=0
1 L—-1 2L
Aright — Z nj(m n)
2 1,L >
<2L - 1) m=L—d n=0
L—d—-1 d—-1

Abottom — <2L i Z Z n](m n)) an

L+dn0
L—d-1

Atop . 2L+ Z Z nle ’

m=—L+dn=2L—d+1

where APY¥ is the bulk part, A" and A"8" are the sum over the left and right edge
regions, AP°'™ and AP are the sum over the upper and lower edge regions. Note that
d>R+D.

By Bloch’s Theorem, |57 ;| < ¢(dist(z, Z*\Ap)) with {(r) := Cg (""" (r—D—R). Thus,
we can bound the inner part A"* by summing over shells { z € Ay | dist(z, 22\ AL) =7}

L—d—1 2L—d

‘Abulk‘ < 2L+1 Z Z|j(mn

m=—L+d n=d r=d

Mh

(24)

Then, let us consider the right and left edge regions, A" and A"#"*, We write only
the case of A"8M since the other one is analogous. First, using a discrete version of
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Figure 5: The picture shows Ay for L =6
and all dual edges. A few connected sets
of dual edges are highlighted. Together

|
|
- - with the boundary all these sets are rect-
|
|

angles, and we use current conservation

. I . | . .1
_|_|_|_|_ I _(T’_nl)._ I through the edges in the proofs. More
I o
_____ (OL)___ T
BRSNS Lo )
I 2 i+ _Z 1 0
e e
||||||I||I|| Z'(M”)*(
_____________ J., =0 and
e mrd
i |||||||0|||| L m
— ) =r—'_t____v_ 1 T p— 0, .(m',L
.(;zln. l). I - | - | ) | I '(’In I)’I - | - | - Z( J( n)+](mn>)+ ngﬂ; ):O.
n=0 m/=1
partial integration, we find
L-1 2L L-1 2L 2L
Do donirt= >0 YD i
m=L—d n=0 m=L—d n=1n'=n

and by current conservation (see blue edge set in Figure 5) and | jgjz/’n)} < Ch,

2L L
m,n .(m/ ,n—1
e =1 30 g < (L - m) G
n'=n m/=m+1
Hence,
L-1 2L
. 1 d*Cp
Arlght — -(m,n) < '
= e 22 | S e

Let us now consider the contributions coming from the lower and upper edge regions.

The contribution AP°"*°™ is small due to the prefactor n ~ 0:
L—d—1 d—1
1 d?>C
- mnl <~ (L —d)ddCp < —2
(2L+1)2m§;+dn 0”]1L =~ (2L +1)2 ( ) BSor 1

We have now proven that all contributions up to A*P are small. In A"*P we replace n
with 2L making again an error of

L—d-1

m,n dQCB
2L+1 Z Z (n—21) ji" SSLa1
=—L+dn=2L—d+1
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It now seems, that the magnetization only stems from the top part. That, however, is
only due to our choice of the gauge. Indeed, the top and bottom contributions would
equal in a gauge with Peierls phase e R -y) iy (4) — which corresponds to exactly
our Hamiltonian but on boxes Ay = [~ L, L]* centered around the origin.

However, also with our natural choice of gauge, we can rewrite the magnetization in
terms of the currents near the bottom edge using current conservation (see yellow edge

set in Figure 5) and vanishing of the currents in the bulk:

L—d-1 L—d-1 d-1

1 1
—_— 2L 3, —_— 2L
(2L +1)2 Z Z (2L + 1 Z Z JlL
m=—L+dn=2L—d+1 mf—L—&—dn 0
L—d—1 2L—d

s > b

m*—L—f—d n=d

The last step here follows exactly from the calculation (24) for the inner part.
So far, we have proven that

—d—1 d—
=0

It remains to show that all contributions equal the one at m = 0. Using current
conservation once more (now for the red edge set in Figure 5), for any m > 0

S (AR ED iF i BT

n=

_4d’Cy =
<o +;C(n>- (25)

d—

> (i) | <

n=0

and similarly for m < 0. Thus, by using (26) and the analogue estimate for m > 0, we
can estimate the error that we make by replacing j§ L ) with g Ln in (25). The error has
three terms coming from the estimate (26) and each of them can be bounded using again
the strategy from (24):

L—d-1 00
QH 5 > Z\J§m">}<2<<n>
m=—L+ n=d
L—d— L [e's)
2L+1 Z Z}ho”)}<24(n)
m=—L+d n=d
—d— L—d—-1 [eS)
2L+1 Z Z\JJZ“}<Z<L m') <Y ().
m=—L+dm/=1 n=d
As a final step, we bound
_ — (om| _4d2C
(s ) S| < 42




Hence, altogether we have proven that

8 d* .
dedge bulk
() = 50| < G (P 0+ Y w). e
n=d—R—D
O
We conclude this section with the proof of Theorem I.
Proof of Theorem I. Combining Propositions 8 and 9, gives
edge 4 d2 - bulk
[me(8,m,b) = (8, p,b)] < C | —— +2) " (n) (28)
n=d—R—D
for all d > R+ D. Taking the minimum over d gives (9) with
O(L) =2Cp min 2& + i ¢PIE () (29)
P ripzd<r\ L = ’

which tends to zero for L — oo (choose, e.g., d = L'/*). The bound (10) follows directly
from Proposition 8. n

3.3 Proof of Theorem II

Theorem II is basically the thermodynamic limit version of Theorem I plus some additional
remarks. We split the proof into three parts: in the first part we show the localization
of the edge current in the thermodynamic limit, namely Proposition 10, in the second
part we prove the equality with the thermodynamic limit of the magnetization, that is
Proposition 11, and in the last part we show the independence of the edge interaction,
see Proposition 12.

Let us start with an important remark. In section 2.3 we already discussed that
local indistinguishability everywhere with (°%°-decay implies existence of a unique
thermodynamic limit state poo (3, i1, b). More precisely, for finite X C Z2 and A € Ax
the convergence is given by

|0 (B, 11, 0) (A) = tr(pr(B, 11, b) A) | < [|A[l g (| X[) ¢ (dist (X, Z2 \ A))  (30)

due to local indistinguishability.

3.3.1 Localization of the current in the thermodynamic limit

We first note that Bloch’s Theorem and the localization of the edge current carry over to
the thermodynamic limit.
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Proposition 10. Let (P& € ¢* ¢4 g null sequence and (Hp(b))ren be a family of
Hamiltonians of the form (3) satisfying local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state at
(B, i, b) with ¢"-decay in the bulk and *%°-decay everywhere, in the sense of Definition 1.
Then the unique thermodynamic limit state poo(B, i, b) on Ay satisfies Bloch’s theorem,
that is, for all z € 73

[9oe (B, 11, 0) (JE ()| < 2C gbu1k<[dist(z, 72\ 7%) — D — RL),

with Cyg from Bloch’s Theorem. Hence, also the infinite edge current, defined in (12), is
localized near the boundary in the sense that

1953, 1, b) — 153, 1, b)] < 2C 3 C¥()

n=d—D—R
for alld > D + R. Moreover, for all L> R and d < L
‘Igedge<5’ 1, b) . Idedge(/@j n b)| < dCedge(L _ R)
Proof. Combining (30) with Bloch’s Theorem we find for all z € Z2 and L such that
z € A g (remember that then J(b) = J7 (b)) that
| oo (B, 11, 6) (J5 (1)) |

< ‘pm(ﬁa 22 b) (Jf,L(b)) - tr(pL(Bv K, b) JIZ,L<b)) ‘ + ‘tr(pL(ﬂv M, b) JIZ,L(b)) |

< ¢odE (dist(z, Z2 \ A) — R) + Cp gbulk([dist(z, 72\ Ap) - D — RL),
where the first quantity converges to zero, and dist(z, Z? \ Ay) = dist(z, 2%\ Z3) for L

large enough. The localization of the current now follows exactly as in Proposition 8.
For the convergence in L, we estimate

d—1
(B 1,0) = 18, 1, 6)| < 3 [or (o8, 1,8) TV ®)) = o8, 0) (0 ) |
n=0
Sdcodgo(L_R)' ]

3.3.2 Magnetization in the thermodynamic limit

Proposition 11. Let ("W € 1 and ¢°%° tend to zero. If (Hp(b))ren is a family of
Hamiltonians of the form (3) satisfying local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state at
(B, i, b) with ¢"-decay in the bulk and (°%°-decay everywhere, in the sense of Definition 1,
then

lim my (B, p, b) = I°%°(3, u, b).
L—oo
Proof. We combine Propositions 9 and 10 to obtain

2
a8, .0) = 1920, .0)] < G (M4 D¢ ) 4 det Lo R), G

n=d—R—D

o0

which will tend to zero as L. — oo for an appropriate choice of d, depending on L. [
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3.3.3 Independence of the specific edge Hamiltonian Tbedge and ¢edee

In order to complete the proof of Theorem II it remains to show that the thermodynamic
limit of the magnetization and the current does not depend on the specific edge contri-
butions T7% and ¢°%°. We prove this by showing that the edge currents of two finite
systems with different edge Hamiltonians are asymptotically equivalent and then taking
the thermodynamic limit.

Taking into account the differentiability result with respect to u of Theorem III,
this also implies the insensitivity to boundary perturbations of the p-derivatives in the
thermodynamic limit.

Proposition 12. Let (" € (', ¢*%° tend to zero, and let (Hy(b))pen and (Hi(b))pen
be two families of Hamiltonians of the form (38) that only differ in the definition of
the edge contributions T %, &% and T, &°de°.  Assume that both satisfy local
indistinguishability of the Gibbs state at (3, ui,b) with (" -decay in the bulk and (°°-
decay everywhere in the sense of Definition 1. Then, denoting the quantities of FIL(b)
with an additional tilde,

1°9°(8, 1, b) = 1°%°(B, 11, b).

This result shows, that a local perturbation near the edge might change, where exactly
the edge current flows, but it does not change the total net current near the boundary.
In this sense, the edge current 7°%°(3, u, b) is dictated by the bulk.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to use current conservation and Bloch’s Theorem to show
that the current along the lower and upper edge are the same up to a sign (for both
interactions). Using local indistinguishability we can then prove that the currents along
the upper edge are almost the same for both edge interactions. Thus, also the currents
along the lower edge almost agree.

As in section 3.2.2, we abbreviate jlgnz "= tr(pr(B, 1, b) Jy (m" (b)). And for better
readability, we drop the arguments (3, i, b) in the following. The current flowing in the
upper edge of the box can be written as

d—1
dup.edge ., .(0,2L—n)
I; = g J1, .

n=0
By current conservation (see yellow edge set in Figure 5) and Bloch’s Theorem we find

2L—d

Z| On)l <2C Zcbulk

n=d—R—D

’]g edge Id up. edge

forall L > d > D+R. Then, using local indistinguishability for A" = B (02L=n) (2L—n—D),
with 0 < n < d — 1, which is chosen such that Tnge and ¢@edee vanlsh on A’, we find

.(0,2L—n
‘]i,L - tr(P[HL

AAEE)| <@L —n - R - D).
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And the same also holds for the corresponding properties of H; denoted by an additional
tilde. Due to the choice of A, Hy |, = HL|A/, and we also have J10L2L n) _ J1(0L2L ") for
2L —n > D + R. Hence,

dedge 7d edge du edge Fdup. edge dedge dup. edge Fd up. edge 7d edge
|17 — I} g\<\ P-eCBC [} UPCCBC| o | TP O8C 4 I P OCEe| o | TP B - [0

d—
02L n) 02L n)

+ 40 Z Cbulk

n=0 n=d—R—D

S Qdcedge(QL—{— 1—-d—-—D —R) +4CBZ€bUIk(TL)

n=d—R—D

The statement now follows from Proposition 10. m

3.4 Proof of Theorem II1

In this section, we discuss the p-derivative of the edge current. Defining

«FL(ﬁnuvb) = au PL(B,PJ; b) = 5 (NL - <NL>pL(ﬁ,,LL,b)) pL(ﬁ>Mab)7 (32)

we find
Oy tr(p1 (B, 1, b) T 1 (8)) = tr(FL(B, 1, b) J7 (1)) (33)

because J§ ; (b) does not depend on .

To prove Theorem III we use the same strategy of the proofs of Theorems I and 11,
whose main ingredient is Bloch’s Theorem. Therefore, we start by proving a similar
statement to Bloch’s Theorem for the “state” Fr(3, u,b). A key point in the proof of
Bloch’s Theorem is the use of local indistinguishability for the Gibbs state. However,
since it is not clear whether Fp, (3, u, b) satisfies local indistinguishability, we need to
adapt the strategy a bit.

Let us start by showing that F. (3, i, b) has a thermodynamic limit. As a starting
point, note that local indistinguishability everywhere implies decay of correlations, a
property needed in the following.

Lemma 13. Let (Hp(b))ren be a family of Hamiltonians of the form (3) satisfying local
indistinguishability of the Gibbs state everywhere at (8, i, b) with (*%°-decay in the sense
of Definition 1.

Then the Gibbs state satisfies decay of correlations, that is for all X, Y C Ap, with
dist(X,Y) > R, A€ Ax and B € Ay the covariance

COVpL(ﬁ,u,b) (A7 B) = tr(PL(B7 H, b) A B) - tr(ﬂL(& 1y b) A) tr(ﬂL(ﬁ7 22 b) B)
18 bounded by

Cov (4. ) < 39(1X1+ 1) il 1= ( |

dist (X, YQ) ~R- 1J> |
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Proof. Let ¢ = | (dist(X,Y) — R—1)/2] and A’ = X, UY, with the {-neighbourhoods
X, ={z¢ /IL‘ dist(z, X) < ¢} and Y,. For better readability we again drop the
arguments (3, p,b). Then, for all Q € Ay y

tr(pr @) — tr(p[Hrlw] Q)] < 9(1X] + V) QU ¢(0).

Moreover, p[Hplnv] = pl[HLlx,] ® p|[HLly,], since dist(X,,Y;) > R, and thus
tr(p [HL|A/] AB) = tr(p [HL|A/] A) tr(p [HL|A/] B). The statement then follows
from the triangle inequality. O]

This allows us to prove convergence in the thermodynamic limit of the expectation
value in the state Fp(f3, i, b) of observables that may be supported near the boundary.
We denote by

Bi(0) :={yeZ:| dist(z,y) <}

the ball in Z2, similar to how we denoted with Bf(¢) and B*(¢) the balls in A;, and Z?,
respectively.

Lemma 14. Let n +— n?(%%(n) € (* and (Hp(b))ren be a family of Hamiltonians of
the form (3). There exists a non-increasing & € (1, explicitly given in (36), such that
the following holds: If (HL(b))Len satisfies local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state
everywhere at (3, p, b) with (*%°-decay in the sense of Definition 1, then, for all x € 72,
A € Apz(ry and L' < L such that BY(R) C Ay, it holds that

2 (Fu(B, 11, 0) A) — tr(Fp (B, 11, b) A)‘ < B|A| &(dist(x, AL\ Ap) — R).  (34)

Proof. For the prooflet X = BY(R), { = |dist(X, A \Ar)/3] and Z = B (R+2() C Ap.
The main idea of the proof is to write the number operators as sums of single-site operators.
Then we can use local indistinguishability (for the single-site operators supported in Z)
and decay of correlations (for the single-site operators supported outside Z) of the Gibbs
state to conclude the result. For better readability we drop the arguments (5, u1, b). Then

<tr(.7:L A) — tr(fL/ A))/ﬁ
= S tr(pr AN) — tr(p ANY)

z2€Z
— Ztr(pL A) tr(pL .N;) — tr(pL A) tr(pL/ Nz)
z€Z
+ Ztr(py A) tr(py Nz) — tr(pL A) tr(py Nz) (35)
z€Z
+ Z tr(pL ANZ) — tr(pL A) tr(pL./\fZ)
z€AN\Z
— Z tl”(pL/ ANZ) - tl"(pL/ A) tl”(pL/ Nz)
z€AN\Z
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Since A has bounded support, the first three sums can now be bounded using local
indistinguishability of the Gibbs state because p;, = p[H L AL,}, while the last two can
be bounded using decay of correlations in the form of Lemma 13. Using || V.| = 1 and
g(|X|+1) <1, we find

tr(F2 A) = tr(Fu A)| /(B ]141)
S 3 Z Cedge(dist(X U {Z},AL \ Ay))

z2€Z
dist(X,z) — R—1
()
ZEAL\Z 2
dist(X,z) — R—1
()
ZEAL/\Z 2

Summing over shells as in (24), the sum over z € Z is bounded by

20
D ¢t (dist (X U {2}, AL\ Ap)) < 4(R+20)> (% (n) + (2R + 1) (**(20),

z2€Z n=>~{

and each of the other sums can be bounded by

12 Z n+ R) (% (|(n— R—1)/2]) f: 2m + 2+ R) ¢**®(m — [(R—1)/2]).

n=20+1

Defining
12 57 @m 424 R) ¢ (m — [ (R—1)/2]) + (2R + 1)? (2% 212)’ (36
)=3(12 3 (m=L(R=1)/2])+ @R+ 1P ¢ @0)| . (30)
which is in ¢! since n +— n? (¢ (n) € ¢}, yields the claim. O

We will use this Lemma later to prove differentiability of I°4%°. But first, we adjust
the proof to show that also the p-derivative of the local bond currents decay in the
bulk, i.e. a Bloch’s Theorem for F(5, u,b). However, the two simplest approaches to
adjust the proof of Bloch’s Theorem do not work. At first, one might want to use local
indistinguishability of the Gibbs state and view N, — (N1) as part of the operator in (6).
This fails, since N7, — (N7) is supported over all A7 and not bounded uniformly in L.
Alternatively, one could try to use local indistinguishability of the “state” Fp (5, 1, b) and
follow the proof of the Bloch’s Theorem afterwards. And while Lemma 14 already looks
similar to local indistinguishability, it can only be used to compare 9, pr(5, i, b) with
FHLD)| ] (B, ) := 0up[HL(b)| ] (B, ) for A’ = Ap,. But within the proof of Bloch’s
Theorem we also need to compare to more general sets A" C Ay, in particular to sets
that include an edge of A (not only the lower one).
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One might hope to adapt the proof of Lemma 14 to prove local indistinguishability.
However, that needs decay of correlations in F [Hp(b)| ] (5, 1) which we could not prove.
It would follow from local indistinguishability everywhere of p[H L(b)} A/} (B, ), which
might be a viable assumption since the Hamiltonian is translation invariant. To avoid
these more general assumptions, we take a different approach for which we introduce

FAHL®)| 4] (B, 1) = B (Nz = Nz2) ot isa0) PLHEO)] ] (Bop) — (37)

for Z ¢ A" € Ar. These “states” can be handled easily since the problematic sum is not
present. We prove the following statement which is similar to local indistinguishability
in the state Fr (53, i, b).

Lemma 15. Let n + n?¢®%(n) € (1, (HL(b))ren be a family of Hamiltonians of the
form (38) and &€ € 0* as in Lemma 14. If (H(b))ren satisfies local indistinguishability of
the Gibbs state everywhere at (3, p, b) with °%°-decay in the sense of Definition 1, then,
forallz € A, £ €Ny, Z = Bf(R+2(), /' = Bi(R+3() and A € Aps(r)

)u(ﬁ(@, 1,b) A) — tr (FZ[Hy(b)

6.0 A)| < BlAIEGo.

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as the proof of Lemma 14 but with p;. replaced by
p[H L A,] and without the last sum in (35). Hence, we only need decay of correlations in
pL, which is provided by Lemma 13. [

Lemma 15 allows us to prove an analogous statement to Bloch’s Theorem for the
“state” Fy,(3, u, b), namely that [tr(Fp(8, . b) J{7™ (b))| decays rapidly inside the bulk.
In particular, we also prove boundedness of the p-derivative of local bond currents, which
is not clear a priori because N, — (N7) is not uniformly bounded in L.

Proposition 16. Let n — n?(®(n) € (', (Hy(b))ren be a family of Hamiltonians of
the form (3) and € € £* as in Lemma 1. There exists Cx > 0 such that the following
holds: If (HL(b))ren satisfies local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state everywhere at
(B, p, b) with ¢¢%-decay in the sense of Definition 1, then

[tr (FL(8, 11, 0) Tz ()| < O;ﬁg([dist(z,ZQ \A;) - D — RL).

Proof. For better readability, we drop the arguments (5, y1, b) in the proof. And as in the
proof of Bloch’s Theorem in section 3.1.3 we only do the proof for k£ = 1, i.e. currents in
xz1-direction.

We first prove uniform boundedness of the left-hand side. Recall that J ; € Ag: (r)
and ||Jf || < Cy. For £ =0, Lemma 15 with B (R) = Z = A’ yields

|tr(FL J5 )| <

o (Fe Jin) — o (FA (AL ,) i )|
+ |t (FA[Hel ] Jin)]

< BCE0)+B(2R+1)*Cy

=. BCO
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To prove decay in the bulk, note that F is stationary due to stationarity of the
Gibbs state and since H; commutes with the full number operator N, appearing in the
definition of F;. Hence, we have current conservation in the “state” Fp, see Corollary 7,
which we apply for the rectangle A, N {x; > 0}. Then we choose d > D + R and
0<{¢{<(d—D— R)/3 to obtain

2L
0= Ztr(}"L T

— Ztr(fLJ M) te(Fp )

2L—d

n Z (7, Jl(o,n)) — tr( FBON (R420) [He| yom (R+30} Jl(O,n))
2L7d o)
0,n n
+ Z ‘FB 20 [HL‘B(O”) R+3£} Jl(o )>

which is the same decomposition as in the proof of Bloch’s Theorem. The first sum is
bounded by 2d 8 Cy. With Lemma 15, the second sum is bounded by

(2(L —d) + 1) BC,&(30).

All terms in the third sum equal the one at (0, L) due to translation invariance of the
Hamiltonian. Thus,

CopBd
L —

‘ (‘FB(OL) (R+20) [HL }J(OL)‘

‘B(o L)(R+3¢ (36) - ﬁ CJ 5(36)
for L — oo.

We can now relate this result back to any point z € Ay. Choosing d = dist(x, Z*\ Az),
{=[(d—D— R)/3] we find

’tr(]—"L J7)

< [or(Fp g7) = e (FEE0 [,

BZ(R+3£)} J7)
X ’tr (]_—Bm,m(mze) [HL|B(07L)(R+3Z)] Jl(O,L))

<280, £(30),

which proves the claim with Cr = max{Cy£(0)™*,2C,}, using &(k) = £(3k/3]) due
to the explicit form (36). O

We can now prove differentiability of I°e.

Proposition 17. Let n — n?¢®(n) € ¢, (HL(b))ren be a family of Hamiltoni-
ans of the form (3). If (HL(b))ren satisfies local indistinguishability of the Gibbs
state everywhere with (°¢°-decay at (B, p,b) for all p in an open interval M, then
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I°d8°(B3 u,b), 14°9°(3, i, b) are differentiable functions of p € M. Moreover, the deriva-
tive of 1°9¢(3, u, b) is localized near the boundary, with the decay estimate

‘8“ ]edge(ﬁ“%b) . a” Idedge(ﬁ,,u, b)| < BCr Zf(n), (38)

n=d—R—D
where C'r, € are as in Proposition 16.

Proof. In finite volume, it is clear that I7°*® is differentiable in p. We will thus use
local indistinguishability, respectively Proposition 16, to take the limit L — oo and then
d — oo uniformly in p.

We abbreviate j(o " (p) = tr(p(8, 1, b )JI(OL’n (b)) and O™ () = poo(B, 1, b)(Jl(O’”)(b))
as before (the first will only be used for n < L so that Jlo n)(b) = JI(O’")(b)). First, by
Lemma 14,

0,3 (1) = tr(Fo(8.1.0) SV (1))

is a Cauchy sequence in L. Denoting its limit by cg"’”) (1), we have

10 () — 0, 55 ()| < BCsE(L — R).

By local indistinguishability we know that ijL") (i) converges to its limit 79 (1), and

this convergence is uniform since (¢ is 1nde%aendent of u Hence by completeness of
CY(M), j (0 ")( ) is differentiable in p and 8uj10 = c1 ( ). Thus, I9°%€¢(3, 1, b) is
dlfferentlable and satisfies

|0, 1%°9%°(8, 1, b) — 0, 11 (B, p,b)| < BACsE(L — R). (39)

To take d — 0o, observe that by Proposition 16

|8u] On) w)| < ‘auh (N) au]lL }'{' ‘au (N)|

(40)
< BCJS(L—R)JrOfﬁé(n—D—R),

which converges to BCr&(n — D — R) as L — oco. Summation over n shows that
I°98°( 3, 1, b) is differentiable and satisfies (38). O

Note that Proposition 17 together with the equality m(3, u, b) = I1°4¢(3, i, b) from
Theorem II proves Theorem III. Additionally, we provide a bound on the difference of
d,mr(B, i, b) and 0, 15%°(3, 1, b) in finite volume, which is analogous to the bound from
Theorem 1.

Proposition 18. Let n+— n2(%%(n) € /1, (HL(b))ren be a family of Hamiltonians of
the form (3). There exists a null sequence 1 so that the following holds: If (Hp(D))Len
satisfies local indistinguishability of the Gibbs state everywhere with (*%°-decay at (3, i, )
for w in some open interval, then

Oum(B, 1, b) — 0, I7°%°(B, 11, b)| < Bn(L).
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Proof. Differentiating (22) by using (33), we obtain

dump(B,u,b) = 2L+1 Z Zntr Fr(B, 1, ) ())

=—L n=0

Following the proof of Proposition 9, where we only used Bloch’s Theorem and cur-
rent conservation in pr (3, i, b), whose analogues here are Proposition 16 and current
conservation in Fr (53, i, b) (the latter holds, because Fr(f3, i, b) is stationary), we obtain

o0

2}@)

n=d—R—D

dedge 4d2
Oumu (B, 10,5) = 0, IL% (B, 1,0)| < BCr (=

Combining this with Proposition 16 to compare 0, 195, 11, b) and oy I%°(3, ) b),
proves the claim with

24 &
o0 =20 min (223 )

n=d—R—D

]
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