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A B ST R A C T

I discuss the concept ofquasi-state decom positions for ground states and equilibrium states of
quantum spin system s. Som e recent results on the ground states ofa class ofone-dim ensional
quantum spin m odelsaresum m arized and new work in progressispresented.Ialso outline som e
challenging open problem sand conjectures.

IN T R O D U C T IO N

The aim ofthis contribution is threefold. First Iwould like to review the notion ofquasi-state
decom position asitwasdeveloped and used in (Aizenm an and Nachtergaele,1993a).Ithen show
how interesting quasi-state decom positionsforthe ground statesofa classquantum spin m odels
can beobtained using a Poisson integralrepresentation ofthe G ibbskernele� �H .Secondly Iwill
try to givea shortreview oftheresultswehaverecently obtained using quasi-statedecom postions.
Theseresultsm ainly concern a classofone-dim ensionalquantum spin Ham iltoniansintroduced by
A�eck (A�eck,1985).The third and lastpartisdevoted to a discussion ofwork in progressand
som eopen problem sin the subjectaswellassom estim ulating conjectures.

2.Q U A SI-STAT E D EC O M P O SIT IO N S A N D P O ISSO N IN T EG R A L

R EP R ESEN TAT IO N S

A quantum system isdeterm ined by a C*-algebra ofobservablesA and a one-param etergroup of
autom orphism sofA representing the dynam ics. Here we are m ainly interested in quantum spin
system sde�ned on a �nite lattice � forwhich A � A � =

N

x2�
A fxg with A fxg

�= M (d;C)(the
com plex d� d m atrices),forallx 2 �.O ften � isa subsetofan in�nite lattice (e.g. 66�)and one
is then interested in properties ofthe system as � tends to the fulllattice (the therm odynam ic
lim it).The dynam icsisusually de�ned in term sofa Ham iltionian H = H � 2 A and we willgive
severalexam plesofinteresting Ham iltoniansbelow.A stateofthesystem isa norm alized positive
linearfunctionalofA . A classofphysically interesting statesare the equilibrium states: forany
�� 0 onede�nesa state ! � by

!�(A)=
TrAe� �H

Tre� �H
(2:1)

forallA 2 A . In thispaperby ground state we alwaysm ean a state which isa lim iting pointof
(2.1)as� ! 1 ,possibly underspeci�ed boundary conditions. In m ostexam plesdiscussed here
(2.1)willconvergeto a unique lim itfor�nite system sand thetherm odynam iclim itwillbe taken
afterwards.
Ithas been rem arked m any tim es thatanalyzing the structure ofequilibrium states and ground
statesofa quantum system posesextradi�cultiesascom pared to thesituation in classicalequilib-
rium statisticalm echanicswherethestatesareprobabilitym easures.Sureenough theseprobability
m easurescan be highly non-trivialaswell,butthe factthatthere isan underlying con�guration
spacewhich can be visualized in a concreteway helpsa lotin understanding theirbehaviour.
Theaim ofthissection isto explain how atleastforsom equantum spin m odelsonecan obtain a
pictorialrepresentation oftheground statesand equilibrium stateswhich resem blessom ewhatthe
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situation forclassicalsystem s.M oreprecisely we willderivea decom position of!� ofthe form

!�(A)=

Z

�(d!)E !(A) (2:2)

where�(d!)isa probability m easureon a spaceofcon�gurations!,and foreach !,E ! isa linear
functionalofA �.O fcoursesuch an integraldecom position willonlybeusefulifthestructureofthe
E ! isconsiderably sim plerthan !� itselfand ifwe areableto analysethe m easure�(d!).Below
we show that for a certain class ofHam iltonians there is a quasi-state decom position to which
one can give a stochastic geom etric interpretation. The resulting stochastic geom etric m odelhas
proved to be ratherhelpfulin revealing structuralpropertiesofthe states(see Section 3 and 4).
ThelinearfunctionalsE ! willin generalnotbe statesand forin�nitesystem sthey arein general
only de�ned on a densesubalgebra ofthe form

A loc =
[

�� �

A � (2:3)

where the union isover�nite subsets� of�.Im plicitin (2.3)isthe naturalem bedding ofA � in
A � 0 for� � � 0. Although the E ! are typically notpositive and noteven bounded,they willbe
statesofan abelian subalgebra ofA .W e thereforecallthesefunctionalsquasi-states.

2.1.Poisson integralrepresentations

In this subsection we consider a quantum spin m odelde�ned on a �nite set ofsites �,which is
com pletely arbitrary atthispoint.The setof\bonds",denoted by B,isa collection ofsubsetsof
�. Soon we willspecialize to the case where the bondsb2 B are pairsofsitesand in the case of
antiferrom agneticm odelsitwillbe im portantthat� be given a bipartite struture:� = � A [ �B ,
�A \ �B = ;. �A and �B are called the A-and the B -sublattice respectively. In that situation
a bond b= fx;yg 2 B willbe called ferrom agnetic ifx and y belong to the sam e sublattice and
antiferrom agnetic ifx and y belong to di�erent sublattices. W e denote the set offerrom agnetic
bondsby BF and the setofantiferrom agneticbondsby BA F .
A com plex Hilbert space H x is associated with each site x 2 �. Although this is not necessary
form ostofwhatfollows,we willassum e thatallH x have the sam e �nite dim ension d:H x

�= Cd.
A spin S system has d = 2S + 1,S = 1

2
;1;3

2
;:::. The observables at site x are the elem ents

ofB(H x) �= M (d;C). The Hilbertspace ofthe system is then H � =
N

x2�
H x and the algebra

ofobservables is A � =
N

x2�
M (d;C). Physically im portant observables are usually expressed

in term softhe spin m atricesS1;S2;S3 which are the generatorsofthe d-dim ensionalirreducible
unitary representation ofSU(2).They satisfy the com m utation relations

[S�;S�]= i
X



"��S
 (2:4)

where �;�; 2 f1;2;3g and " �� is the com pletely antisym m etric tensor with "123 = 1. O ne
often com bines the three spin m atrices into a vector S = (S1;S2;S3). The m agnitude ofthis
\spin-vector" isrelated to S by S � S = S(S + 1)1I.
A quantum spin m odeled isde�ned by itsHam iltonian H = H � 2 A � which wewritein the form

H = �
X

b2B

Jb(hb � 1) (2:5)

with hb 2 A b
�=
N

x2b
M (d;C),and weassum eJb > 0 forallb2 B.

To obtain a quasi-statedecom position of!�,westartfrom thefollowing Poisson integralform ula:

e
� �H =

Z

�
J
�(d!)K (!) (2:6)

where:
� �J�(d!)is the probability m easure ofa productofindependent Poisson processes,one foreach
bond b2 B,running overthe tim e interval[0;�],and with ratesJb. Forthe tim e being we draw
the con�gurations! forthisprocessasin Figure 1 (forevidentreasonsthe �guresare drawn for
thesim plestcaseofa one-dim ensionalsystem :� = [a;b]2 66 and B = ffx;x+ 1gja � x � b� 1g.
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� K (!)isa productofoperatorshb,one foreach bond occurring in ! and ordered according to
the tim es at which they occur: K (!) =

Q �
hb1hb2 � � � hbn if! is the set oftim e-indexed bonds

f(b1;t1);(b2;t2);:::;(bn;tn)g with t1 < t2 < � � � < tn.

An im portantquantity isthepartition function Z� = Tre� �H ,which by (2.6)and linearity ofthe
traceisgiven by:

Z� =

Z

�
J
�(d!)TrK (!) (2:7)

W e havefound thatfora quite largeclassofinteractionsh the following istrue:

� TrK (!)> 0 forall! and thisnum bercan be com puted in term sofrelatively sim ple geom etric
propertiesof!.

� the diagonalm atrix elem ents ofthe operators K (!) are allnon-negative in a certain tensor
productbasisofthe Hilbertspaceofthe system .

Letusconsidersom eelem entaryexam plesofthisbeforeweproceed.Foram oredetailed discussion
oftheseexam pleswereferto (Aizenm an and Nachtergaele,1993a).

Figure 1.A typicalcon�guration ofthe Poisson process�J
�
(d!).

Exam ple1

Let h be the operator which interchanges the states ofthe two sites,i.e. h’ 
  =  
 ’ for
any two vectors’; 2 Cd. In any basisofCd the m atrix elem entsare 0 or1 and a fortiorinon-
negative. K (!)representsa perm utation �(!)ofthe sitesin �,and itstrace iseasily seen to be

d# cycles in �(!). The num berofcyclesin ! becom esa geom etric property ofthe con�guration if
wereplacethe Poisson-\beeps" by two horizontallinesthatcrosseach otherasin Figure2.W ith
the convention ofperiodic boundary conditions in the verticaldirection the num ber ofcycles in
the perm utation �(!)isthen equalto the num berofloopsin !,which we willfrequently denote
by l(!).

W ith d = 2 thisinteraction isequivalentto the usualspin 1/2 Heisenberg ferrom agnet:hfx;yg =
1
2
+ 1

2
��x � ��y,where�� isthe vectorwith asitscom ponentsthe threecanonicalPauli-m atrices.
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Figure 2. A typicalcon�guration ofthe Poisson process �J
�
(d!)decorated for the ferrom agnetic

m odels ofExam ple 1.

Exam ple2

Forthesecond exam ple(which includesthespin 1/2 Heisenberg antiferrom agnet)werequire� to
bebipartiteand allbondsareassum ed tobeantiferrom agneticin thesenseofabove(so,B = BA F ).
W e considerthe interaction h de�ned by

h =
X

m ;m 0

(� 1)m � m
0

jm ;� m ihm 0
;� m 0j (2:8)

wherefjm ig isa basisofCd given by theeigenvectorsofthethird com ponentS3 ofthespin with
eigenvalues m . In the case d = 2 this is the interaction for the standard Heisenberg antiferro-
m agnet(h = 1

2
� 1

2
��x � ��y)butthe sam eexpressionsde�ne an interesting interaction forany �nite

dim ension (any m agnitudeofthespin)and was�rststudied by A�eck (A�eck,1985)and laterin
(A�eck,1990;K l�um per,1990;Batchelorand Barber,1990).Theinteraction isproportionalto the
projection operatoronto the singletvectorfora pairofspinsand henceantiferrom agnetic.Itcan
be shown thatthe diagonalm atrix elem entsofthe corresponding K (!)(butnotthe o�-diagonal
ones) are non-negative and there is again a sim ple form ula for the trace. Each Poisson-\beep"
is now replaced by two parallelhorizontallines as shown in Figure 3. Again this turns ! into
a con�guration ofloops (assum ing periodic boundary conditions in the verticaldirection) and
TrK (!)= dl(!).

Theexam plesgiven abovearenotthem ostgeneralonesthatcan betreated butthey arein som e
sense the two basic ones as willbecom e clear at the end ofthis section. Unlike their classical
analogues,quantum ferro-and antiferrom agnetsbehavein a very di�erentway and itistherefore
nota surprisethatthey lead to two very di�erentstochasticgeom etricm odels.
W ecom pletethequasi-statedecom position of!� by establishing therelation between expectation
values ofobservables for the quantum spin system on the one hand and probabilities ofevents
(or m ore generally expectations ofrandom variables) in the probability m easure describing the
stochasticgeom etricm odelon the otherhand.From (2.6)itfollowsthatforany localobservable
A forthe quantum spin chain

!�(A)�
TrAe� �H

Tre� �H
=

Z

�(d!)E !(A) (2:9)

where
�(d!)= (Z �)

� 1
�
J
�(d!)TrK (!) (2:10)
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and

E !(A)=
TrAK (!)

TrK (!)
(2:11)

�(d!)isaprobability m easureon thecon�gurations! and forA �xed E !(A)isarandom variable.
W efound thatform any im portantobservablesA thisrandom variablecan in factbegiven asim ple
geom etricinterpretation.Takee.g.A = S3xS

3
y.O nethen �nds:

E !(S
3
xS

3
y)=

�
C (S)I[(x;0)and (y;0)are on the sam e loop ] forExam ple1
(� 1)jx� yjC (S)I[(x;0)and (y;0)are on the sam e loop ] forExam ple2

(2:12)

with C (S)= (
P S

m = � S
m 2)=(2S+ 1)= S(S+ 1)=3and where(x;t)2 �� [0;�]denotesaspace-tim e

point. I[ � ]denotes the indicatorfunction ofthe eventdescribed between the brackets. Hence,
thespin-spin correlation isproportionalto theprobability,with respectto thee�ectiveprobability
m easure�(d!)on the spaceofloop con�gurations,thattwo sitesareon the sam eloop of!:

hS3xS
3
yi=

�
C (S)Prob�((x;0)and (y;0)are on the sam e loop) forExam ple1
(� 1)jx� yjC (S)Prob�((x;0)and (y;0)are on the sam e loop) forExam ple2

(2:13)

For! �xed (2.11)de�nesa functionalofthe algebra ofobservableswhich isa state on a certain
abelian subalgebra (see (2.20)). W e therefore call(2.9)a quasi-state decom position ofthe state
!�.

Figure3.A typicalcon�guration ofthe Poisson process�J�(d!)decorated forthe antiferrom agnetic

m odels ofExam ple 2.

Exam ples1 and 2 can be com bined in orderto obtain a quasi-state decom position fora classof
m odelswith m ixed ferro-and antiferrom agneticinteractions.
In the statem ent of the following theorem som e extra notation is used: for any con�guration
�= (�x)x2� wedenote by j�ithe vectorin H � given by

j�i=
O

x2�

j�xi (2:14)

where j�xiisthe eigenvectorofS3x belonging to the eigenvalue �x 2 f� S;� S + 1;:::;Sg.�(t)=
(�x(t))x2� isa piecewise constantfunction on �� [0;�]taking valuesin f� S;� S + 1;:::;Sg. A
con�guration ofthePoisson processbecom esa con�guration ofloopsifwedraw theferrom agnetic
bondsasin Exam ple 1 (Figure 2)and the antiferom agnetic onesasin Exam ple 2 (Figure 3). As
before,l(!)denotesthenum berofloopsin !.W ecall�(t)consistentwith acon�guration ofloops
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! ifthediscontinuitiesonly occuratthetim e-indexed bondsin ! (but! need notbediscontinuous
ata bond)and ifin addition foreach tim e-indexed bond b= (fx;yg;t)2 B � [0;�]:

�x(t
� )=

�
�y(t+ ) iffx;yg isa ferrom agneticbond
� �y(t� ) iffx;yg isan antiferrom agneticbond

(2:15)

�x(t
+ )=

�
�y(t� ) iffx;yg isa ferrom agneticbond
� �y(t+ ) iffx;yg isan antiferrom agneticbond

(2:16)

T heorem 2.1. Fora Ham iltonian H ofthe form (2.5)and such thathb isthe interaction of

Exam ple 1 ifb 2 BF and hb is the interaction ofExam ple 2 ifb 2 BA F we have the following

relations:

i)

h�0je� �H j�i= sign(� 0
;�)

Z

�
J
�(d!)

X

� consistent with !

I[�(�)= �
0
;�(0)= �] (2:17)

where sign(�0;�) = (� 1)N A F (�) with N A F (�) denoting the num ber oftranspositions tx;y with

fx;yg2 BA F in any perm utation � ofthe sitesin � such that� 0
x = ��(x) (the sign iswell-de�ned

becauseofthe bipartitestructureofthe m odel).

ii)the partition function isgiven by:

Z� = Tre� �H =

Z

�
J
[0;�](d!)(2S + 1)l(!) (2:18)

iii)the equilibrium expectation valuesofobservableswhich are functionsofthe operatorsS3x can

be expressed as

Trf((S3x)x2�)e
� �H

Z�

=

Z

�(d!)E !(f) (2:19)

where �(d!) = Z
� 1
�
�[0;�](d!)(2S + 1)l(!) and the expectation functionalE !(f) is obtained by

averaging,with equalweights,overallthe spin con�gurationsconsistentwith !:

E !(f)=
1

(2S + 1)l(!)

X

� consistent with !

f(�(t= 0)) (2:20)

2.2.Q uasi-statedecom positionsform oregeneralm odels

W e now show that the m ethod yielding the quasi-state decom positions ofTheorem 2.1 can be
extended,with little e�ort,to a m uch largerclassofHam iltoniansofthe form

H = �
X

b2B

hb =
X

fx;yg2B

2sX

k= 0

~Jk(x;y)(Sx � Sy)
k (2:21)

It is in fact useful to think of the bonds here as a pair fx;yg of sites together with a label
k 2 f1;2Sg. So,for a nearest neighbour m odel,we now have 2S bonds associated with each
pairofnearestneighboursitesand also 2S independentPoisson processeswith ratesJk(x;y)> 0.
The Jk(x;y) are not the sam e as the ~Jk(x;y) because it willbe necessary to reorganize the 2S
interaction term sin (2.21)asfollows:

2sX

k= 0

~Jk(x;y)(Sx � Sy)
k = �

2sX

k= 0

Jk(x;y)Q k(Sx � Sy) (2:22)

whereQ k areparticularpolynom ialsofdegreek tobespeci�ed below.HencetheJk willberelated
to the ~Jk by a lineartransform ation.
Them oststraigthforward way to obtain a stochasticgeom etricrepresentation fora quiteextensive
class ofspin S Ham iltonians ofthe form (2.21) is by representing them as a spin 1=2 system .
To this end we introduce the (up to a phase) unique isom etry V (S) :C2S+ 1

! (C2)
 2S,which
intertwinesthe spin S representation ofSU(2)with 2S copiesofthe spin 1=2 representation:

V
(S)

D
(S)(g)= (D (1=2)(g))
 2SV (S)

; g 2 SU(2) (2:23)
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V (S) satis�es:V (S)�V (S) = 1Iand V (S)V (S)� = P (S) whereP (S) isthe orthogonalprojection onto
the spin S statesin the 2S-fold tensorproductofthe spin 1=2 states.The spin S statescoincide
with the statesthat are sym m etric underperm utations ofthe 2S factorsin (C2)
 2S,and hence
P (S) can be expressed as

P
(S)

2SO

i= 1

’i =
1

(2S)!

X

�

2SO

i= 1

’�(i) ; ’i 2 C2 (2:24)

Itfollowsby di�erentation ofthe intertwining property (2.23)thatthe spin S operatorsS �;�=
1;2;3,can be expressed in term sof2S copiesofthe Paulim atrices(forS = 1

2
,S� = 1

2
��):

V
(S)

S
� = 1

2

2SX

i

�
�
V
(S) (2:25)

W ecan now de�neaclassofHam iltom iansH foraspin S system on alattice�byrepresentingitas
aspin 1=2m odelon theextended lattice~� = �� f1;:::;2Sg.W ith each x 2 �weassociateasetof
2S sitesoftheform (x;k)in ~�.Thesetofbonds ~B isconstructed asfollows.Fork = 1;:::;2S and
b= fx;yg2 B wede�ne bk = f(x;1);(y;1);:::;(x;k);(y;k)g.Then ~B = fbk jb2 B;1� k � 2Sg.
The interactions~hbk arede�ned by

~hbk =
kY

l= 1

h(x;l);(y;l) (2:26)

where h(x;l);(y;l) isone ofthe following two operators,depending on whetherb isa ferro-oranti-
ferrom agneticbond:

h(x;l);(y;l) =

�
1

2
+ 1

2
��(x;l)� ��(y;l) ifbisferrom agnetic

1

2
� 1

2
��(x;l)� ��(y;l) ifbisantiferrom agnetic

(2:27)

Itisthen straightforward to derive (asan extension ofTheorem 2.1)a quasi-statedecom position
and the corresponding stochasticgeom etricrepresentation fora Ham iltonian ofthe form

H = � V �

 
X

b2B

2SX

k= 1

Jk~hbk

!

V (2:28)

whereV =
N

x2�
V
(S)
x .W ewilldescribeto resulting stochasticgeom etricrepresentation in detail

below. But �rst we addressthe question ofhow to expressa Ham iltonian ofthe form (2.28)in
term softhespin S m atrices.In particularwhatarethepolynom ialsQ k appearing in (2.22).That
(2.28)isequivalentwith (2.22)forsom eparticualarchoiceofthe polynom ialsQ k followsdirectly
form the SU(2) invariance which one can check using the intertwining relation (2.23). Explicit
knowledgeoftheQ k isim portantifonewantsto check whethersom eparticularHam iltonian (e.g.
onethatisdiscussed in thephysicsliterature)hasastochasticgeom etricrepresentation ofthekind
developed hereornot.
So,we arelooking fortwo setsofpolynom ialsfQ F

k g and fQ
A F
k g ofdegree� 2S such that

Q
F
k (Sx � Sy)= V

�

kY

l= 1

t(x;l);(y;l)V (2:29)

Q
A F
k (Sx � Sy)= V

�

kY

l= 1

p(x;l);(y;l)V (2:30)

where

t(x;l);(y;l) =
1

2
+ 1

2
��(x;l)� ��(y;l) (2:31)

p(x;l);(y;l) =
1
2
� 1

2
��(x;l)� ��(y;l) (2:32)

Thesitesx and y in (3.29)-(3.30)justindicateany two distinctsitesand play furtherno role.W e
thereforeom ittheseindicesin the discussion thatfollows.W e also denote by V and P the tensor
productsofthe isom etry V (S) and theprojection P (S) overthe relevantsites.
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The following two lem m a’swillbe useful.

Lemma 2.2. Forany k;l;k0;l02 f1;:::2Sg;k 6= k0;l6= l0 the following relationshold:

t
2
k;l= 1I

P tk;ltk0;l= P tk;l

P tk;ltk0;ltk;l0 = P tk;l

P tk;lP =
1

(2s)2

2sX

i;j= 1

P ti;j

p
2
k;l= 2pk;l

P pk;lpk0;l= P pk;l

P pk;lpk0;lpk;l0 = P pk;lpk0;l0

P pk;lP =
1

(2s)2
X

i;j

P pi;j

Proof :.Thesetofrelationsforthet’sfollowsdirectly from (2.24)and thefactthattk;l isthe
transposition interchanging the k th factorofthe 2S-fold tensorproductassociated with the �rst
siteand thelth factorofthe2S-fold tensorproductassociated with thesecond site.Therelations
forthe p’sfollow from the relationsforthe t’sby using

pk;l= 1I� tk;l (2:33)

which in turn followsdirectly from (2.31-32).

Lemma 2.3. The operatorsQ F
k
� Q F

k
(S0 � S1)and Q A F

k
� Q A F

k
(S0 � S1)de�ned in (2.29-30)

satisfy the recursion relations

(2S � k)2Q F
k+ 1 = f(2S)2Q F

1 � 2k(2S � k)gQ F
k � k

2
Q
F
k� 1 (2:34)

(2S � k)2Q A F
k+ 1 = f(2S)2Q A F

1 � 2k(4S � k+ 1)gQ A F
k (2:35)

for1 � k � 2S � 1 and

Q
F
0 = 1I

Q
F
1 =

1

2
1I+

1

2S2
S0 � S1

Q
A F
0 = 1I

Q
A F
1 =

1

2
1I�

1

2S2
S0 � S1

(2:36)

Proof :. W e derive the recursion relation for the ferrom agnetic case. The relation for the
antiferrom agnetic operatorscan be derived in a sim ilarway. W e use the form ulasofLem m a 2.2
and the propertiesofV and P .

Q
F
1 Q

F
k = V

�
t1;1V

�
V t1;1 � � � tk;kV

=
1

(2S)2

2SX

i;j= 1

V
�
P ti;jt1;1 � � � tk;kV (2:37)

The (2S)2 term sin the RHS ofthe lastequality can be taken togetherinto three groupsofterm s
which areequal:(2S � k)2 term swherei> k and j> k,k2 term swherei� k and j� k,and the
restwhich are2(k� 1)(2S � k+ 1)term swhereeitheri� k < j orj� k < i.Theresultis:

Q
F
1 Q

F
k =

(2S � k)2

(2S)2
V
�
ti1;j1ti2;j2 � � � tik+ 1;jk+ 1

V

+
2k(2S � k + 1)

(2S)2
V
�
ti1;j1 � � � tik ;jk V

+
k2

(2S)2
V
�
ti1;j1 � � � tik� 1;jk� 1

V

(2:38)

wherefi1;i2;:::;ik+ 1gand fj1;j2;:::;jk+ 1garetwosetsofdistinctindicestaken from f1;:::;2Sg.
Thisprovestherecursion relation fortheQ F

k
.Therecursion realtion fortheQ A F

k
isderived in the

sam eway with onesm alldi�erence:when i;j� k thecasesi= j and i6= j lead to di�erentterm s
due to the relationsofLem m a 2.2.
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Fork = 0 onehasQ F
0 = Q A F

0 = V �V = 1I.Fork = 1 weusethe relations(2.25)and (3.31-32):

Q
F
1 = V

�
t1;1V = V

�
P

1

(2S)2

X

i;j

ti;jV

= 1
2
V
�
V +

1

2S2
V
�(1

2

X

i

��i)� (1
2

X

j

��j)V

=
1

2
1I+

1

2S2
S0 � S1

(2:39)

and Q A F
1 = 1I� Q F

1 by (2.33).

In particularthislem m ashowsthatQ F
k
and Q A F

k
aretwocom pleteindependentfam iliesofrotation

invariant operators on C2S+ 1

 C2S+ 1 because the recursion relations im ply that the they are

polynom ialsofdegree k in the Heisenberg interaction S0 � S1. The recursion relation can also be
used to obtain explicitexpressionsforthe polynom ialsQ F

k and Q A F
k .ForS = 1 one�nds:

Q
F
0 = 1I

Q
F
1 = 1

2
+ 1

2
S0 � S1

Q
F
2 = � 1I+ S0 � S1 + (S0 � S1)

2

Q
A F
0 = 1I

Q
A F
1 = 1

2
� 1

2
S0 � S1

Q
A F
2 = � 1I+ (S0 � S1)

2

(2:40)

Forlaterreferencewealso giveherea generalform ula forthe Q A F
k :

Q
A F
k (z)= 2k

�
(2S � k)!

(2S)!

�2 2SY

l= 2S� k+ 1

(zl� z) (2:41)

wherezl=
1

2
l(l+ 1)� S(S + 1)arethe eigenvaluesofS0 � S1.From (2.41)itim m ediately follows

thatQ A F
k (S0 � S1)isofthe form

Q
A F
k (S0 � S1)=

2S� kX

l= 0

aklP
(l) (2:42)

whereP (l) istheorthogonalprojection onto thestatesoftotalspin lin thetensorproductoftwo
spin S’s.O necan in facteasily determ inetheakl by com puting theeigenvalueQ A F

k (S0 � S1)takes
on a state oftotalspin l:

akl= 2k
�
(2S � k)!

(2S)!

�2 2SY

m = 2S� k+ 1

(zm � zl) (2:43)

It follows im m ediately that akl = 0 ifl> 2S � k and that akl > 0 ifl� 2S � k. From this
observation it also follows that the class ofinteger spin antiferrom agnetic Valence Bond Solid
(VBS) chains studied in (Arovas et al.,1988)and (Fannes et al.,1989,1992)do not alow for a
stochastic geom etric representation ofthe kind discussed here;the m easure � would notbe non-
negative.O n theotherhand theinteractionsofVBS m odelsaretuned such thatexactcancelations
in them easuresoccur,ie.,positiveand negativeconstributionsin them easurecanceleach otherin
such a way thatsom etypesofuctuationsaregreatly reduced.The sim plestnon-trivialexam ple
ofa VBS m odelisthe AK LT chain,introduced in (A�eck etal.,1988). Forthism odelone can
derive an extrem ely sim ple quasi-state decom position for its unique ground state which reveals
beautifully the structureofthe state(Nachtergaele,1993b).
W e now proceed to describe the stochastic geom etric representation which is the result ofthe
discussion above.W e considera spin S m odelon a lattice � with Ham iltonian

H = �
X

fx;yg2B F

2SX

k= 0

Jb;k(x;y)Q
F
k (Sx � Sy)�

X

fx;yg2B A F

2SX

k= 0

Jb;k(x;y)Q
A F
k (Sx � Sy) (2:44)
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Itisassum ed thatthe lattice hasa bipartite structure in the sense discussed in Section 2.1. Let
�(d!)denotethePoisson processon ~B asde�ned in Section 2.Asin Exam ples1and 2ofSection 2
TrK (!)can becom puted in a geom etricway.O neproceedsasfollows.BecauseV isan isom etry
and the cyclicity ofthe traceitisobviousthat

TrK (!)= TrH �

Y �

bk 2!
V
�~hbk V

= TrH ~�
P ~K (!) (2:45)

wherethe ~hbk arede�ned in (2.26),
Q � denotesa tim e-ordered product,and

~K (!)=
Y �

bk 2!
(~hbk P ) (2:46)

Ifthere would be no projection operatorsP in (2.46),itwould im m edately follow from Theorem
2.1 that TrK (!) = 2l(!). At each site ofthe originallattice � there would then be 2S vertical
lines,oneforeach sitein ~�.Each linescarriesa spin-1

2
degreeoffreedom .Thetim eindexed bonds

bk aregraphically represented by the diagram sshown in Figure4.

Figure 4. The diagram s representing the interactions Q F
k

and Q A F
k

. The shaded boxes represent

the perm utations �v ofthe lines in each verticalsegm ent: the index i1 at the top ofthe leftm ost

line indicates that thisline isidenti�ed with the line num beri1 under the shaded box etc.

The projection operatorsP reectthe factthatonly stateswhich are sym m etric underperm uta-
tions ofthe 2S factorsare relevant. From (2.24)it is quite obvioushow the inserted projection
operatorscan be incorporated into the stochastic geom etric representation. Itissu�cientto av-
erage over allperm utations ofthe lines between any two tim e-indexed bonds,i.e. we introduce
a random perm utation at each verticalsegm ent in !. By a verticalsegm ent v in ! we m ean a
m axim altim e intervalata site x 2 � such thatno bond bk = (fx;yg;k)occursin ! during that
tim einterval.Foreach ! wede�ne�!(d�)tobetheuniform probability m easureon con�gurations
(�v)v2! ofperm utations�v ofthesetof2S linesrunningthrough thesegm entv.Itisthen obvious
that

Tr ~K (!)=

Z

�!(d�)2
l((!;�)) (2:47:)

Itisconvenientto de�ne ~�J�(d~!)= �J�(d!)�!(d�)with ~! = (!;�).

T heorem 2.4. Fora Ham iltonian H ofthe form (2.44)with allJk(x;y)� 0 for1 � k � 2S.
W ithoutlossofgenerality wem ay assum ethatJ0(x;y)= 0.Then:
i)

h�0je� �H j�i=

Z

�
J
�(d~!)

X

~� consistent with ~!

sign(~�0;~�)I[
2SX

k= 1

~�(�)= �
0
;

2SX

k= 1

~�(0)= �] (2:48)
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where ~�= (~�(x;k)),~�(x;k) 2 f� 1

2
;1
2
g and �= (�x),�x 2 f� S;S + 1;:::;Sg,and sign(~�0;~�)isthe

sign de�ned in Theorem 2.1 (note thatthissign dependsonly on � and � 0.)

ii)the partition function isgiven by:

Z� = Tre� �H =

Z

~�J�(d~!)2
l(~!) (2:49)

iii)the equilibrium expectation valuesofobservableswhich are functionsofthe operatorsS3x can

be expressed as

Trf((S3x)x2�)e
� �H

Z�

=

Z

�(d~!)E ~!(f) (2:50)

where �(d~!)= Z � 1
�

~�J
�
(d~!)2l(~!) and the expectation functionalE ~!(f)is obtained by averaging,

with equalweights,overallthe spin con�gurationsconsistentwith !:

E ~!(f)=
1

2l(~!)

X

� consistent with ~!

f(
2SX

k= 1

~�(t= 0)) (2:51)

iv)Fora generallocalobservableA one has

!�(A)=

Z

~�(d~!)E ~!(A) (2:52)

with

E (!;�)(A)= 2� l((!;�))Tr~� V AV
�
Y �

bk ;v2!

~hbk �v (2:53)

Thereisa specialcaseofthe m odels(2.44)forwhich the stochasticgeom etricpicturesim pli�esa
lot. They are m odelson a bipartite lattice with only antiferrom agnetic bonds (BF = ;)and for
which only J2S > 0 and allothercoupling constantsvanish.Then only thediagram D A F

2S appears
and the2S linesbelongingtoonesitealwaysactin unison,and thereforecan equally wellbedrawn
asone line. Therefore we willreferto thisspecialcasesasthe single-line m odelsasoppposed to
the generalm ulti-line m odels.The integraloverthe perm utation variables�! can be carried out
explicitely and one�nds Z

�!(d�)2
l((!;�)) = (2S + 1)l(!) (2:54)

wherel(!)isnow thenum berofloopsin thecon�guration ! drawn with a singlelineateach site
and with thediagram D A F

1 ateach ofthetim e-indexed bondsasifitwereaspin-1
2
antiferrom agnet.

Up to trivialconstantsthe Ham iltoniansofthism odelisgiven by

H = �
X

b2B A F

P
(0)

b
(2:55)

where P (0)

b
denotesthe orthogonalprojection onto the singletstate atthe bond b. In fact(2S +

1)P (0)

b
isidenticalto theinteraction h given in Exam ple2 (2.8),and thequasi-statedecom position

forthese m odelscan be derived directly| withoutreference to the generalm ulti-line m odels| as
wasdonein (Aizenm an and Nachtergaele,1993a).

3.M A IN R ESU LT S FO R T H E O N E-D IM EN SIO N A L SIN G LE-LIN E M O D ELS

In thissection we only considerone-dim ensionalsingle-line m odels,i.e.� = [� L;L]� 66 and the
Ham iltonian is

H = �

LX

x= � L

JxP
(0)

x;x+ 1 (3:1)

where allJx are strictly positive and we willm ostly assum e thatJx isindependentofx oralter-
natingly takeson two di�erentvalues. Forthe proofsofthe theorem sin thissection and further
detailssee (Aizenm an and Nachtergaele,1993a).
O ne is m ainly interested in properties ofthe ground states of(3.1) in the therm odynam ic lim it
(L ! 1 ). The existence ofsom e speci�c therm odynam ic lim its is guaranteed by Theorem 0 of
ourstudy.
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T heorem 3.0. For each L � 0 the Ham iltonian H L has a unique ground state  L and if

Jx = Jx+ 2 for allx,the following two lim its exist for alllocalobservables A (�nite algebraic

com binationsofthe spin m atricesSix;i= 1;2;3 and x 2 66):

hAieven = lim
L ! 1

L even

h L jA L i

h L j L i
; hAiodd = lim

L ! 1

L odd

h L jA L i

h L j L i
(3:2)

A prioriitisnotobviouswhetherh� ieven and h� iodd representpure phasesornot,and also these
two lim itsarenotnecessarily distinct.
O urm ain resultsarethe following:

a)Long rangeorder

The interaction � P (0) is obviously antiferrom agnetic in nature: it favours states where nearest
neighbourspins are antiparallel. Itis therefore naturalto ask whether the ground states posses
long-rangeantiferrom agneticorderin the sensethat

hS30S
3
xi� (� 1)xm 2 forx large (3:3)

with m 6= 0.Thiskind ofbehaviouriscalled N�eelorder.Ignoring the quantum uctuationssuch
a state could be pictorially represented by

� � � "# " #" #" #" # "# "# "# " #" #" #" # � � �

It turns out that N�eelorder does not occur in the m odels with Ham iltonian (3.1). Absence of
N�eelorderisin factexpected to hold forany one-dim ensionalquantum antiferrom agnetbased on
the very generalargum entof(M erm in and W agner,1966).So fara rigorousproofofthe general
statem enthasnotbeen found butforthe fam ily ofm odelsunderconsideration here we have the
following theorem .

T heorem 3.1. Thein�nite volum eground statesdescribed in (3.2)do nothaveN�eelorder:

lim
x! 1

hS30S
3
xieven(odd) = 0

The interaction � P (0) could howevergive rise to anothertype oflong-range order. Although for
a chain oflength � 3 there is no state in which allnearestneighbour pairs ofspins are exactly
in the singlet state,there are two states in which halfofthe nearestneighbour pairs do form a
singlet:allthespinsatan even sitecould form a singletwith theirnearestneighbouron theright
or,alternatively,with theirnearestneighbouron theleft.Thisleadsto two statesofperiodicity 2
with respectto lattice translations.Pictorially these two stateswould look asfollows:

� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �

� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �

Thiskind oflong-rangeorderiscalled dim erization forobviousreasons.Again weareignoring the
quantum uctuationsand onecan actually notexpectthatthesearethetrueground states.Also
in caseswherethereisonly a preferenceofthespinsateven sitesto form singletstateswith their
leftorrightneighbours,we callthe state(partially)dim erized.
The stochastic geom etric representation perm its us to prove the following result related to the
A�eck-Lieb dichotom y (A�eck and Lieb,1986).

T heorem 3.2. Forthe ground statesofthetranslation invariantm odel(3.1)(Jx � J),oneof

the following holds:

i)eitherthe translation sym m etry isspontaneously broken in the in�nite volum eground states

ii)orthe spin-spin correlation function decaysslowly (non-exponential)with

X

x

jxhS30S
3
xij= + 1

In the�rstcase,thesym m etry breakingism anifested in thenon-invarianceofthepaircorrelation:

hS0 � S1ieven 6= hS1 � S2ieven = hS0 � S1iodd
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The stochastic geom etric representation in fact gives us a detailed picture ofthe correlationsin
the dim erized phase. W e �nd the following behaviour: in the state where the spins on the even
sitesarem orecorrelated with theirneighboursto therightone�ndsthatwith probability 1 som e
spinson thelefthalf-in�nitechain (� 1 ;x]form a singletwith som espinson therighthalf-in�nite
chain [x + 1;+ 1 ),foreach even x.In the sam estate thisprobability is< 1 forodd x.

b)Decay ofcorrelations

Theorem s 3.1 and 3.2 do not specify how fast hS30S
3
xi convergesto zero as x ! 1 . The decay

rate by itselfis interesting inform ation and in particular one would like to show that the decay
is exponentially fast (existence ofa �nite correlation length) in the cases where the translation
sym m etry is broken. M ore generally one can consider the truncated correlation function ofany
twolocalobservablesA and B .ForanylocalobservableC wedenotebyCx theobservableobtained
by translating C overx and letsuppC be the sm allestinterval[a;b]in the chain such thatC is
localized in [a+ 1;b� 1].W e havean estim ate forthe truncated correlation function

jhA ;B xij= hAB xi� hAihB xi (3:4)

in term softhetruncated two-pointfunction �(x;y)ofan associated two-dim ensionalPottsm odel.
For the translation invariantcase the Pottsm odelis atits self-dualpoint and for the staggered
m odelit can be taken to be in the high tem perature phase. The precise de�nition ofthis Potts
m odelisgiven in (Aizenm an and Nachtergaele,1993a).Thecom parison theorem readsasfollows.

T heorem 3.3. Leth� idenote the expectation in the ground state ofa �nite chain containing

an even num berofsites,orin oneofthelim iting statesh� ieven orh� iodd.Then,forany pairoflocal

observablesA and B ofthe quantum spin chain thereareconstantsCA and CB such that

jhA ;B xij� CA CB

X

y2 suppA

z2 suppB x

�(y;z)

In thistheorem suppA isroughly equalto thesetofsitesin thelatticeon which theobservableA
actsnon-trivially.

c)The spectralgap

O ne says that the system has a spectralgap ofm agnitude at least  > 0 in an in�nite volum e
ground stateh� iifforany localobservableA the following inequality holds

lim
L ! 1

hA �[H L ;A]i� (hA �
Ai� jhAij2) (3:5)

Thisisequivalentto theG NS Ham iltonian having a spectralgap separating theground statefrom
the restofthe spectrum . It is therefore obviousthat the existence ofa spectralgap would also
follow from an estim ate ofthetype

jhAe� tH B ij� CA CB e
� t (3:6)

O ne can actually prove the analogue ofTheorem 3.3 for the observable B being translated in
im aginary tim e instead ofin spaceand thisim pliesthe following theorem .

T heorem 3.4. W heneverthe two-dim ensionalPottsm odelassociated with the quantum spin

chain has an exponentially decaying truncated two-point function there is a spectralgap in the

ground statesh� ieven and h� iodd.

4.R ESU LT S,O P EN P R O B LEM S,A N D C O N JEC T U R ES FO R T H E M U LT I-LIN E

M O D ELS

Also here we retrict ouselves to one-dim ensionalm odels. Som e im portant questions related to
higher dim ensionalm odels were briey discussed in (Nachtergaele,1993a). W e willalso only
considertranslation invariantm odels,i.e.thecoupling constantsJk do notdepend on theposition
in the chain.So,the Ham iltoniansunderinvestigation hereare

H = �

L � 1X

x= � L

2SX

k= 0

JkQ
A F
k (Sx � Sx+ 1) (4:1)
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whereQ A F
k

isthepolynom ialofdegreek de�ned in (2.41)and weassum ethatJk � 0 for1� k �

2S.

4.1.Theexcessspin operator

In the stochasticgeom etricpicture ofthe ground stateprovided by the Poisson integralrepresen-
tation ofSection 2,itisratherclearintuitively thatthe quantity

Ŝ
�
x =

X

y> x

S
�
y

m ight indeed m ake sense when the spin-spin correlations have su�cient decay. W e callthese
quantitiesthe excessspin operators.W e would liketo givem eaning to thisin�nite sum in such a
way thatthe associated random variablesatis�es

E ~!(Ŝ
�
x )=

X

loops  in !

intersecting both (� 1 ;x ]and (x ;+ 1 )

X

(y;k)on 

1
2
�
�
(y;k) (4:2)

A crucialproperty then isthatthe totalthird com ponentofthe spin (orany com ponentforthat
m atter)on the collection ofsiteswherea given loop intersectsthet= 0 axis,isalwaysidentically
zero. So,therefore only these loopsthat intersectboth (� 1 ;x]and [x + 1;+ 1 ),appearin the
sum (4.2). Because of(2.51)decay ofthe spin-spin correlation function translatesdirectly into a
restriction on the typicalsizeofthe loopsin a con�guration !.
W e de�ne localapproxim ants Ŝ�x (")forthe excessspin asfollows:

Ŝ
�
x (")=

X

y> x

e
� "jy� xj

S
�
y (4:3)

for " > 0,x 2 66,and � = 1;2;3. The Ŝ�x (") are bounded self-adjoint operators and generate
one-param eterunitary groups,although they are notrepresentationsofSU(2).Forallg 2 SU(2)
we willdenote by g the vectorin IR 3 such thatin any strongly continuousunitary representation
U ,U (g)= expig �Ŝ,where Ŝ denotesthe vectorofgeneratorsofthe representation.
For any state h� i ofthe in�nite spin chain there is a (up to unitary equivalence) unique Hilbert
spaceH G N S,a vector
 2 H G N S and a representation �ofthealgebraofobservablesA 66 on H G N S

such that
hAi= h
 j�(A)
i (4:4)

forallA 2 A 66 .Thisiscalled the G NS representation ofthe state(Bratteliand Robinson,1981).
A naturaldensesubspaceofH G N S isde�ned by

H loc = f�(A)
 jA 2 A locg (4:5)

whereA loc isthe subalgebra ofA form ed by all�nite com binationsofthe operatorsS�
x .

T heorem 4.1. Let h� i be a ground state ofa Ham iltonian ofthe form (4.1) and denote by

H G N S itsG NS Hilbertspace.If

X

x

jx3hS�0 S
�
x ij< + 1 ; orforthe single-linem odels:

X

x

jxhS�0 S
�
x ij< + 1 (4:6)

then,forevery x 2 66 there isa strongly continousunitary representation Ux ofSU(2)de�ned by

the lim it

Ux(g) = lim
"#0

e
ig� �(̂Sx (")) (4:7)

forall 2 H G N S with the following properties:

i)Ux(g)com m uteswith A (� 1 ;x]

ii)Ux� 1(g)= eig� �(Sx )Ux(g)
iii)The dom ain ofthe generatorsofUx containsH loc.

The proofofthistheorem willbe given in (Aizenm an and Nachtergaele,1993b).
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C orollary 4.2. There are well-de�ned self-adjoint generators Ŝ�x ofthe representation Ux

which are strong lim its ofthe localapproxim ants(4.3) and they have a com m on dom ain for all

�= 1;2;3 and x 2 66.O n thisdom ain,which containsH loc,onehasthe relation

Ŝ
�
x� 1 = �(S �

x )+ Ŝ
�
x (4:8)

For situations where the excess spin operators exists one can then apply the following theorem
to prove that su�cient decay ofcorrelations in a ground state ofa quantum spin chain with a
Ham iltonian oftheform (4.1)and S = 1

2
;3
2
;5
2
;:::,necessarily exhibitsbreaking ofthe translation

invariance.

T heorem 4.3. Let! bea purestateofthespin S chain with hal�ntegralS,which isinvariant

under even translations and such that the operators Ŝ�x exist and have the properties stated in

Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.2,then ! isnotinvariantunderodd translations.

Proof :.As Ŝ�x isself-adjointthe following spectralprojection iswell-de�ned:

Px � projection onto subspacewhere Ŝ�x 2 66 + 1

2
(4:9)

(4.8)and the SU (2)-com m utation relationsofthe excessspin operatorsim ply that the Ŝ�x have
spectrum � 1

2
66 and that

Px� 1 = 1I� Px = Px+ 1 (4:10)

and hencePx com m uteswith anylocalobservable:Px 2 A 0
(� 1 ;x+ 2k]

forallk 2 66.In an irreducible
representation oftheobservablealgebrathism eansthatPx isam ultipleoftheidentityand because
itisa projection we concludethatPx = �x1Iwith �x 2 f0;1g.By (4.10)thisim plies

!(Px)=

�
1 forx even (odd)
0 forx odd (even)

(4:11)

and therefore! isnotinvariantundertranslationsoveran odd distance.

4.2.A topologicalindex asorderparam eter

The con�gurationsofloopsin the plane thatoccur in the Poisson integralrepresentation ofthe
quantum spin chains(4.1)haveinteresting topologicalpropertieswhich we expectto be ofdeter-
m ining im portanceforthebehaviouroftheirground states.W ewillbeconsidering con�gurations
ofloopsin the in�nite plane,which correspondsto studying the bulk ofthe quantum spin chain
in the ground state. Afterwards we also m ake a rem ark about topologicale�ects in �nite and
half-in�nite chains.
A possiblecon�gurationofloops~! foraspin-1chain isshown in Figure5,and in generalweconsider
con�guartionswhich are constructed using the diagram sD A F

k ,k = 0;:::;2S. O bviously one can
constructcon�gurationsoutofthese diagram sthatcontain in�nite lines.Such con�gurationsare
excluded from theconsiderationsin thissection.M oreprecisely weim posethefollowingcondition.

C ondition 4.4. Let ~! be a loop con�guration for a spin-S chain. ~! satis�es the Condition

ifallloops are �nite and any point (x;t) in the plane is surrounded by only a �nite num ber of

loops.Thesetofallcon�gurationssatisfyingthiscondition willbedenoted by 
 0.Theprobability

m easure�(d~!)satis�esthe Condition ifProb �(
0)= 1.

Here,by \surrounded by a loop",we m ean thatany continuouspath connecting (x;t)to in�nity
m ustnecessarily intersectthatloop.
In a translation invariantground stateofthequantum spin chain Condition 4.4 willbesatis�ed if
thereissu�cientdeacy ofthe spin-spin correlation function,e.g.Condition 4.4 issatis�ed if

X

x

jx!(S0 � Sx)j< 1 (4:12)
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Figure 5. A typicalcon�guration ofloops ~! for a spin 1 antiferrom agnetic chain. The loops are

shown with thecanonicalorientation with respecttox which isused in thede�nition ofthecanonical

winding num ber (4.13).

In fact(4.12)im pliesthatthe averagenum berofloopssurrounding any given pointis�nite:

X

x� 0

jx!(S30S
3
x)j=

X

x� 0;y> 0

j!(S30S
3
x)j

� 1
4

X

x� 0;y> 0

Prob(x isconnected by a loop to y)

� 1

4
IE(connected pairsx � 0;y > 0)

� 1
4
IE(loops surrounding (1

2
;0))

Let ~! be a con�guration forwhich Condition 4.4 issatis�ed.Forany (x;t)2 IR 2 such that(x;t)
does not belong to a loop in ~!,we de�ne the canonicalorientation ofthe loops  2 ~! as the
one for which the verticallines located at z 2 66 are oriented in the positive tim e direction if
sign(x � z)(� 1)[x� z]= 1 ([a]denotesthe integralpartofa),and in the negative tim e direction if
sign(x � z)(� 1)[x� z]= � 1 (seeFigure5).W ethen de�nethecanonicalwinding num ber w (x;t)(~!)
of~! with respectto (x;t)by

w(x;t)(~!)=
X

2 ~!

1

2�

Z



d�(x;t) (4:13)

where � is de�ned in Figure 5. By Condition 4.4 only a �nite num ber ofterm s in the sum are
non-vanishing and ofcourse w(x;t)(~!) is an integer. The following crucialproperties,which are
straightforward to derivefrom thede�nition ofthecanonicalwinding num ber,show thatthevalue
ofthe winding num beris actually a property of~!,i.e. itdoesnotdepend upon the point(x;t)
with respectto which itiscom puted,exceptfora trivaldependence on the parity ofx:

w(x;t)(~!)= w(x;s)(~!)� A x(~!) (4:14)

and
A x+ 1(~!)= 2S � A x(~!) (4:15)

forallx 2 IR n 66 and s;t2 IR.
W hat we have found is an index A 0(~!) which takes on integer values and which characterizes
a globaltopologicalproperty of~!. It follows that for any 66-ergodic probability m easure �(d~!)
on 
0,A 0(~!) willtake a �xed value with probability 1 with respect to �(d~!). W e claim that
the dim erization transition observed in certain antiferrom agnetic quantum spin chains can be
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interpreted asa transition between phases with a di�erentvalue for the index A 0(~!). Itcan be
shown thatforeach integerz there areindeed ~! 2 
0 forwhich A 0(~!)= z,with the exception of
the case s = 1

2
,where A 0(~!)can only be 0 or1. Butwe expectthatonly relatively sm allvalues

willoccurin theground statesoftheHam iltonians(4.1)although wehavenotbeen ableto prove
thisso far. A second im portantopen problem isto show thatthe winding num ber,which under
certain conditions on the decay ofspin-spin correlationsis certainly m easurable with respect to
�(d~!),isalso observable forthe quantum spin chain. Itisindeed nottrivialthatthere existsan
observableA 2 A ofthe quantum spin chain ofwhich the expectation value !(A)would be equal
to (ordeterm ineuniquely)thevalueofthetopologicalindex A 0 in theprobability m easure�(d~!)
related to ! by (2.52)(with �= + 1 ).
M y m ain interestin theproblem sm entioned in thepreviousparagraph stem sfrom theim plications
theyhaveforthegeneralstructureoftheground statephasediagram ofantiferrom agneticquantum
spin chains.(A�eck and Haldane,1987)m ake an thorough analyisofthatphase diagram on the
basisofan identifaction ofthelow-energy spectrum ofspin chainswith certain conform alquantum
�eld theories.Their(non-rigorous)argum entslead to som e very interesting predictionswhich we
can sum m arizeasfollows.Fortheparam etersin theHam iltonian taking valuesin thecom plem ent
ofsom esubm anifold oflessthan m axim aldim ension oneexpectsthat:i)forthe half-integerspin
antiferrom agneticchainstheground stateseitherexhibitoneofa �nitenum berofpossibletypesof
dim erization,in which casethey haveexponentialdecay and a spectralgap,ortheground stateis
uniqueand translation invariantwith slow (non-exponential)decay ofcorrelationsand no spectral
gap;ii)fortheintegerspin antiferrom agneticchainstherealso isa �nitenum berofpossibletypes
ofdim erization and there is also a translation invariant phase but one with exponentialdecay
and a spectralgap (the so-called Haldane-phase). So,apartfrom specialchoicesofthe coupling
constantswhereoneison theboundary between twoorm oredi�erentphases,oneexpectsthatthe
integerspin chainsalwayshave expontentialdecay and a spectralgap where forthe half-integer
spin chainsagaplesstranslation invariantphaseexists.O urTheorem 4.3(com bined with Theorem
4.1 and Corollary 4.3)showsthatforhalf-integerspin chainswith antiferrom agnetic interactions
oftheform (4.1)indeed thereisno translation invariantphsewith rapid decay ofcorrelations.W e
believe thatthe di�erentpossible phasescan be characterized by the value ofthe index A 0.Note
that(4.15)hasno translation invariantsolutionsforhalfintegerS butthatthere isa translation
invariantsolution A x � S forintegerS.Itfollowsthatthe gaplesstranslation invariantphasefor
half-integerspin chainsm usthave a slowly decaying spin-spin correlation function so asto m ake
(4.6)divergent.
The existence ofthe excessspin operatorsalso allowsfora naturalinterpretation ofthe \exotic"
edgestatesin �niteand half-in�niteintegerspin chains.Itwasobservedin ElectronSpin Resonance
experim entson thequasi-onedim ensionalcom pound NENP (Hagiwaraetal.,1990,1992;Hagiwara
and K atsum ata,1992)thatthe edgesinteractwith a m agneticm om entnearto itasifthey carry
spin 1/2,although the system in allother respects seem s to be m odelled very wellby a spin 1
antiferrom agnetic chain. Itwasnoted in (Hagiwara etal.,1990)thatifthe ground state ofthis
system resem blestheoneoftheAK LT m odel(forwhich theexactground stateisgiven in (A�eck
et al.,1987,1988)),the spin 1/2 nature ofthe edge states could be easily explained. O ur proof
ofthe existence ofthe excess spin operatoris valid for a quite generalclassofHam iltonians. If
one assum esthatitiscorrectthata unique translation invariantground state fora spin 1 chain
im pliesthattheindex A x isidentically equalto 1 (orequalto S forhigherintegerspin),itfollows
thattheexcessspin ishalf-integraland thattheedgestatesshould havehalf-integralspin aswell.
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