
ar
X

iv
:q

ua
nt

-p
h/

03
03

02
2v

1 
 4

 M
ar

 2
00

3

Q uantum states far from the energy eigenstates ofany localH am iltonian
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W hatquantum statesare possible energy eigenstatesofa m any-body Ham iltonian? Supposethe

Ham iltonian isnon-trivial,i.e.,nota m ultipleoftheidentity,and L-local,in thesenseofcontaining
interaction term s involving at m ost L bodies,for som e � xed L. W e construct quantum states  

which are\faraway" from alltheeigenstatesE ofany non-trivialL-localHam iltonian,in thesense

thatk � Ekisgreaterthan som econstantlowerbound,independentoftheform oftheHam iltonian.

PACS num bers:03.67.-a,03.65.U d,03.67.Lx

A centralproblem in physics is the characterization
ofeigenstates ofm any-body Ham iltonians. Less atten-
tion has been devoted to the com plem entary question:
which quantum statesarenottheeigenstatesofanyphys-
ically plausible Ham iltonian? The purpose ofthis pa-
peristo addressthisquestion,by explicitly constructing
stateswhich are,in a sensem adeprecisebelow,faraway
from the eigenstates ofany non-trivial,localHam ilto-
nian. Such constructionsare interesting forseveralrea-
sons. First,they place fundam entalrestrictions on the
physicsofm any-body quantum system s. Second,aswe
discuss in detailbelow,our construction gives insights
into the construction of\naturally fault-tolerant" quan-
tum system s that are able to resist the e� ects ofnoise
and decoherence.

The paper begins with a sim ple counting argum ent
showing that\m ost" quantum statesare notthe eigen-
states of any physical Ham iltonian. W e then give a
m ore powerful| albeit,stillquite sim ple | argum ent
constructing quantum states  \far away" from allthe
eigenstatesE ofany non-trivial,L-localHam iltonian.In
this statem ent,by non-trivialwe m ean not a m ultiple
ofthe identity [19],and by L-localwe m ean that each
interaction term in the Ham iltonian involves at m ost
L bodies. O f course, physically we expect that L is
a sm all constant, 2, or at m ost 3 in special circum -
stances. Q uantitatively, for an n-body system whose
constituents have d-dim ensionalstate spaces,we prove

k � Ek �
�
(L + 1)

�
n

L

�
(d2 � 1)L

��1=2
.W hatisinterest-

ing aboutthisbound isthatitisa constantlowerbound
that holds for the eigenstates ofall non-trivialL-local
Ham iltonians,even those with degenerateeigenstates.

Itisworth noting thatthe resultsreported in thispa-
per hold unchanged for any n-localobservable,not just
Ham iltonians. However,particularly in the light ofre-
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centwork characterizing the entangled propertiesofthe
ground states of lattice system s [20], the case of the
Ham iltonian is of especialinterest, and we prefer this
nom enclaturethroughout.
Interestingly,thestates weconstructarespecialex-

am plesofquantum error-correctingcodes[21];such codes
turn outto be rich sourcesofstateswhich are notclose
to being eigenstates of any non-trivial, localHam ilto-
nian.O urpaperthusillustratesa generalidea discussed
elsewhere[1,2,3,4],nam ely,thatquantum inform ation
sciencem ay provideusefultoolsand perspectivesforun-
derstanding thepropertiesofcom plex quantum system s,
com plem entary to the existing tools used in quantum
m any-body physics.
W e begin with a counting argum ent showing m ost

quantum statescannotariseasenergyeigenstatesoflocal
Ham iltonians. This counting argum ent has the advan-
tageofsim plicity,butalso hassom esigni� cantde� cien-
cies,discussed and rem edied below. Suppose an n-body
quantum system isdescribed by an L-localHam iltonian,
H . W e suppose,for sim plicity,that each quantum sys-
tem hasa 2-dim ensionalstatespace,thatis,thesystem s
are \qubits", in the language of quantum inform ation
science.Itisstraightforward to adaptthe argum entbe-
low when thecom ponentsystem shavestatespaceswith
higherdim ensionalities,and also when di� erentsystem s
havedi� erentdim ensionalities.
Itwillbe convenientto expand ourHam iltonian as

H =
X

�

h��; (1)

where h� are realcoe� cients,and the � denote tensor
products ofthe Paulim atrices I;�x;�y;�z. For an L-
local Ham iltonian, we see that h� = 0 whenever the
weightof� | thatis,the num berofnon-identity term s
in the tensorproduct| isgreaterthan L.
The num ber ofindependent realparam eters h� [22]

occurring in Eq.(1)is:

# (n;L)=
LX

j= 0

�
n

j

�

3j: (2)
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Toseethis,notethatthedi� erentterm sin thesum com e
from the interactions involving j = 0;1;:::;L bodies,
respectively. For the j-body interactions,there are

�
n

j

�

ways ofpicking out a subset of j interacting system s,
and given a particularsubsetthe num berofparam eters
is3j,correspondingto the3j non-trivialtensorproducts
ofPaulioperators. W hen L � n=2 we obtain a useful
upperbound on # (n;L)by noting that

�
n

j

�
�
�
n

L

�
,and

3j � 3L:

# (n;L)� (L + 1)

�
n

L

�

3L : (3)

For realphysicalsystem s we expect L = 2 or (rarely)
L = 3,forwhich:

# (n;2) =
9n2 � 3n + 2

2
; (4)

# (n;3) =
9n3 � 18n2 + 15n + 2

2
: (5)

M ore generally,forany � xed L,# (n;L)isa polynom ial
ofdegreeL in n.
Next,considerthesetofstateswhich can beobtained

as the non-degenerate ground state [23] of an L-local
Ham iltonian. Thissetcan be param eterized by # (n;L)
realparam eters.Since an arbitrary state ofn qubitsre-
quires 2 � 2n � 2 realparam eters to specify, provided
# (n;L) < 2 � 2n � 2,we see that there exists a state
 which cannotariseasthenon-degenerateground state
ofany L-localHam iltonian.Com paring with the bound
Eq.(3)we see thatthisisgenerically the case exceptin
thecasewhereL approachesn,thatis,unless,thenum -
berofbodiesinteractingapproachesthenum berofbodies
in the system . Forlarge values ofn this isan unphysi-
calsituation,and genericquantum stateswillnotbethe
ground stateofa non-degenerateL-localHam iltonian.
Thisargum entprovestheexistenceofquantum states

which arenoteigenstatesofany non-degenerate,L-body
Ham iltonian.However,there are m any de� ciencieswith
the argum ent. First,the argum entonly establishes the
existence ofsuch states,itdoesnottelluswhatthey are.
Second,whiletheargum entshowsthatsuch a statecan-
notbe an exact eigenstate,itdoesnotprovide any lim -
itation on how close itcan be to an eigenstate. Indeed,
phenom ena such asspace-� llingcurvesshow thata m an-
ifold ofsm alldim ension can \� llup" a m anifold oflarger
dim ension so that every point in the m anifold oflarger
dim ension isarbitrarily close to a pointin the m anifold
ofsm allerdim ension. Third,the argum entrequiresthe
eigenstatestobenon-degenerate.Thisde� ciency m ay be
partially rem edied by noting thatthe m anifold ofstates
arising aseigenstatesofHam iltonianswith up to m -fold
degeneracy is at m ost m � # (n;L)-dim ensional. How-
ever,as m increases,the bound obtained by param eter
counting becom esweakerand weaker.
A m uch strongerargum entcan be obtained using the

theory ofquantum error-correcting codes(Q ECCs).W e
now brie
 y introducetherelevantelem entsofthetheory

ofQ ECCS,and explain a sim ple observation m otivating
theconnection between L-localHam iltoniansand Q ECC
states. Then,below,we develop a strongerquantitative
version ofthe argum ent.
The idea ofquantum error-correction isto encode the

state ofa sm allphysicalsystem ,such as a qubit,in a
larger quantum system ,such as a collection ofqubits.
The hope isthatthe encoded quantum inform ation will
bem orerobustagainstthee� ectsofnoisethan ifitwere
notencoded.Thishopewasrealized in schem esproposed
by Shor[5]and Steane [6],and since developed in great
detailelsewhere[24]
For exam ple,a code encoding k qubits into n qubits

isa 2k-dim ensionalsubspaceofthe2n-dim ensionalstate
spaceofn qubits.Itisconvenientto givethecodespace
a label,V . W e say that the code can correcterrorson
up to tqubitsifthe subspaces�V are allorthogonalto
oneanother,for� ofweightup to t.Theidea isthatthe
di� erent � correspond to di� erent error processes that
m ay occur on the qubits. Because the di� erent�V are
orthogonaltooneanotheritispossibletoperform am ea-
surem enttodeterm inewhich erroroccurred,and then re-
turn thesystem to itsoriginalstate.O fcourse,thisdoes
notaddresswhathappenswhen errorsoccurthatarenot
sim ply products ofPaulim atrices on t qubits;perhaps
som e sm allrandom phase rotation occurs. Rem arkably,
it turns out that quantum error-correction also enables
usto correcterrorswhich arenotproductsofPaulim a-
trices;seeChapter10 of[7]fordetails.
Strictly speaking,we have described a specialtype of

quantum error-correcting code,and itispossible to � nd
codesnotofthistype.In particular,fora classofcodes
known asdegenerate codes,di� erenterrors� and �0m ay
have identicale� ects on the codespace,so �V and �0V

arenotorthonorm al.However,forourpurposesthenon-
degeneratecodeswe havedescribed abovearesu� cient.
In particular,there are m any usefulbounds on the ex-
istence of non-degenerate codes. W e now describe an
exam ple ofsuch a bound. The bound is the quantum
G ilbert-Varsham ov bound,which shows that a code of
thistypeencoding k qubitsinto n qubits,and correcting
errorson up to tqubits,existswhenever[25]:

# (n;2t)<
22n � 1

2n+ k � 1
(6)

In the lim itoflargen thisbecom es[8]

k

n
< 1� H

�
2t

n

�

�
2t

n
log(3); (7)

whereH (x)� � xlog(x)� (1� x)log(1� x)isthebinary
entropy,and alllogarithm saretaken to base2.
TheG ilbert-Varsham ov bound applieseven when k =

0. Thus there exists a 1-dim ensionalquantum code |
that is,a quantum state, | such that the states � 
are allorthogonalto one another. Thisistrue for� up
to weighttforany tsatisfying

# (n;2t)<
22n � 1

2n � 1
: (8)
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In thelargen lim it,thisbecom est=n < 0:0946.Sum m a-
rizing,the quantum G ilbert-Varsham ov bound tells us
thatthereexistsa quantum state such thatthe states
� form an orthonorm alset for � ofweight at m ost t,
forany tsatisfying # (n;t)< (22n � 1)=(2n � 1).
Let us return to the problem of Ham iltonians and

eigenstates. Suppose  isa state such that� form an
orthonorm alset for � ofweight at m ost t; m ight be
a Q ECC state,as above. Expanding H in the form of
Eq.(1),weseethat,provided L � t,H  containsterm s
orthogonalto  unlessh� = 0 forall� 6= I.Thus,unless
H iscom pletely degenerate, cannotbean eigenstateof
H .ThissuggeststhatQ ECC statesareinterestingexam -
plesofstatesthatcannotbe eigenstatesoflocalHam il-
tonians.Thisissom ewhatsurprising in lightofthe fact
thatQ ECC statescan beprepared e� ciently,i.e.,in tim e
polynom ialin n,on aquantum com puter[9].Indeed,the
argum entaddressestwooftheproblem swith theparam -
etercounting argum ent. Nam ely,� nding a constructive
procedureto� nd thedesired states, ,which can bedone
using them ethodsofquantum error-correction [26],and
dealing with degeneracies in H . However,it leaves the
m ostsigni� cantproblem open,nam ely,proving bounds
on how close  can be to an eigenstate ofH . Rem ark-
ably,the answerturnsoutto be \notvery",aswe now
prove.
Suppose an n-body L-local quantum system is de-

scribed by a non-trivialHam iltonian H . W e suppose H
actson qubits;theextension toothersystem sisstraight-
forward.SupposeE isany energy eigenstateforthesys-
tem ,with corresponding energy E ,and letH 0� H � E I

bearescaledHam iltonian such thatE hasenergy0.Note
that H 0 =

P

�
h0��,where h

0
I = hI � E ,and h0� = h�

forallother�. Let be a state such that� form san
orthonorm alsetfor� ofweightup to L,such asaQ ECC
state correcting errorson t� L qubits. Introducing the
operatornorm kAk� m ax�:k�k= 1 kA�k,wehave

kH
0( � E)k� kH

0
kk � Ek: (9)

Substituting H 0
E = 0,weobtain:

k � Ek�
kH 0 k

kH 0k
: (10)

W e can assum e kH 0k 6= 0,since we have assum ed that
H is non-trivial,i.e.,it is not a scalar m ultiple ofthe
identity. Now,since the states � are orthonorm alfor
all� with weightatm ostL,weseethat:

kH
0
 k =

s
X

�

h02� = kh
0
k2; (11)

where k� k2 is the Euclidean,or l2,norm for a vector.
Furtherm ore,by the triangleinequality fornorm s,

kH
0
k �

X

�

jh
0
�jk�k =

X

�

jh
0
�j= kh

0
k1; (12)

wherek� k1 denotesthel1 norm ofa vector,i.e.,thesum
ofthe absolute value ofthe com ponents. Substituting
Eqs.(11)and (12)into Eq.(10),we obtain

k � Ek�
kh0k2

kh0k1
: (13)

The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality tells us that kh0k1 �
p
# (n;L)kh0k2,where # (n;L) is the dim ension ofthe

vectorh0.Thuswe havethe generalbound

k � Ek�
1

p
# (n;L)

: (14)

Eq.(14)providesaconstantlowerbound on thedistance
of from any energy eigenstate E ofH ,com pletely in-
dependent ofany details about H ,other than the fact
thatitisa non-trivial,L-localHam iltonian,acting on n
qubits.
A strongerbound than Eq.(14)can be obtained from

Eq.(13). To obtain such a bound we need to rem ove
thedependenceoftheright-hand-sideofEq.(13)on the
(unknown)param eterE .A straightforward calculusar-
gum entshowsthat

kh0k2

kh0k1
�

1
s

1+

�P

� 6= I

jh� j

�
2

P

� 6= I

h2
�

; (15)

and thus

k � Ek�
1

s

1+

�P

� 6= I

jh� j

�
2

P

� 6= I

h2
�

; (16)

NotethatEq.(14)can berecovered from Eq.(16),using
a Cauchy-Schwartz argum ent sim ilar to that em ployed
above.
These results,Eqs.(14) and (16),carry overdirectly

to qudit system s,provided the operator basis � we ex-
pand in isunitary.The only di� erencesarethat(a)the
coe� cientsh� in Eq.(16)m ay becom plex,and thusitis
necessary to work with theirm odulus,ratherthan their
actualvalue;and (b)the value of# (n;L)in Eq.(14)is
som ewhatlargerforquditsystem s.Com bining these re-
sultsalso with Eq.(3),we m ay sum m arize these results
asa theorem :
T heorem :LetH beanon-trivialL-localHam iltonian

acting on n qudits.Let bea statesuch thatthestates
� are orthonorm alfor all� ofweight up to L. (For
exam ple, m ightbea Q ECC correcting errorson up to
L qubits.) Then thefollowingchain ofinequalitiesholds:

k � Ek �
1

s

1+

�P

� 6= I

jh� j

�
2

P

� 6= I

jh� j
2

(17)

�
1

p
# (n;L)

(18)

�

�

(L + 1)

�
n

L

�

(d2 � 1)L
��1=2

: (19)
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Itisinteresting to contrastourresultswith thetheory
ofnaturally fault-tolerantquantum system sproposed by
K itaev [10], and since developed by m any researchers.
Such system s possess a natural resilience to quantum
noise processes due to their underlying physics,rather
than requiring com plex externalcontrol. Thisresilience
m akesthem especially good candidatesforquantum in-
form ation processing.A featureofm any naturally fault-
tolerantsystem s is that the ground state ofthe system
Ham iltonianisaquantum error-correctingcode,andthus
the system has the desirable property that at low tem -
peratures it naturally sits in states of the code. O ur
results show thatunless the code is degenerate,getting
codesrequiresextrem ely non-localHam iltoniansthatare
im plausible on physicalgrounds. Thus,the degeneracy
ofthe quantum codes appearing in proposals for natu-
rally fault-tolerantquantum system sis nota 
 uke,but
ratheran essentialfeaturenecessary forthesystem to be
resilientto m ultiple errors.
To conclude, we have found interesting exam ples of

quantum statesfarfrom theeigenstatesofanynon-trivial

L-localHam iltonian. Surprisingly, the states we con-
structcan stillbeprepared e� ciently on aquantum com -
puter.O urconstruction hasim plicationsforthe physics
of locally interacting m any-body system s, and for the
theory ofnaturally fault-tolerant system s for quantum
inform ation processing.

A cknow ledgm ents

ThankstoDaveBacon,PatrickHayden,AlexeiK itaev,
John Preskill,and Ben Schum acherforenjoyableand en-
lightening discussions. W e thank DanielG ottesm an for
helpfulcorrespondenceon theG ilbert-Varsham ovbound,
and for perm ission to use the corrected form of the
bound. HLH and M AN enjoyed the hospitality ofthe
Institute forQ uantum Inform ation atthe California In-
stitute ofTechnology,where partofthiswork wascom -
pleted.

[1]M .A.Nielsen,Ph.D .thesis,University ofNew M exico

(1998),arXiv:quant-ph/0011036.

[2]M .A.Nielsen,Sci.Am .287,66 (2002).

[3]J. Preskill, J. M od. O pt. 47, 127 (2000),

arXiv:quant-ph/9904022.

[4]T.J.O sborne,Ph.D .thesis,The University ofQ ueens-

land (2002).

[5]P.W .Shor,Phys.Rev.A 52,2493 (1995).

[6]A.M .Steane,Proc.Roy.Soc.Lond.A 452,2551 (1996).

[7]M .A.Nielsen and I.L.Chuang,Q uantum com putation
and quantum inform ation (Cam bridge University Press,

Cam bridge,2000).

[8]A.R.Calderbank,E.M .Rains,P.W .Shor,and N.J.A.

Sloane,Phys.Rev.Lett.78,405 (1997).

[9]D .G ottesm an,Ph.D .thesis,California InstituteofTech-

nology,Pasadena,CA (1997),arXiv:quant-ph/9705052.

[10]A.Y.K itaev,arXiv:quant-ph/9707021 (1997).

[11]T. J. O sborne and M . A. Nielsen, Phys. Rev. A 66,

032110 (2002),arXiv:quant-ph/0202162.

[12]A.O sterloh,L.Am ico,G .Falci,and R.Fazio,Nature

416,608 (2002),arXiv:quant-ph/0202029.

[13]D . G unlycke, S. Bose, V. M . K endon, and

V. Vedral, Phys. Rev. A 64, 042302 (2001),

arXiv:quant-ph/0102137.

[14]G . Vidal, J. I. Latorre, E. Rico, and A. K itaev,

arXiv:quant-ph/0211074 (2002).

[15]J.Preskill,Physics 229: Advanced m athem aticalm eth-
odsofphysics| Q uantum com putation and inform ation
(CaliforniaInstituteofTechnology,Pasadena,CA,1998),

http://www.theory.caltech.edu/people/preskill/ph229/.

[16]A.Ekertand C.M acchiavello,Phys.Rev.Lett.77,2585

(1996),arXiv:quant-ph/9602022.

[17]D .G ottesm an,Errata for [9].
[18]D .G ottesm an (2003),private com m unication.

[19]O bviously,allquantum statesareeigenstatesofa Ham il-

tonian which isa m ultiple ofthe identity.

[20]See,forexam ple,[11,12,13,14],and referencestherein.

[21]See [7,15]fora review and references.

[22]Forsystem sofdim ension d > 2theparam etersh� m aybe

com plex,dependingon theoperatorbasisused in Eq.(1).

However,asim ilarargum enttothatbelow showsthatthe

num ber ofindependent realparam eters is stillgiven by

Eq.(2),butwith 3 replaced by d
2
� 1.

[23]W e use the ground state forconcreteness;the argum ent

which followsappliesequally to excited states.

[24]SeeChapter10 of[7]fora review and furtherreferences.

[25]A di� erent form of the G ilbert-Varsham ov bound was

originally stated in [9, 16]. G ottesm an [17] points out

thattheearlierbound requiresa slightcorrection,which

we have given here [18].

[26]Note that e� cient, i.e., polynom ial in n, m ethods for

constructing codeswhich m eetthe bound in Eq.(8)are

not known.However,a wide range ofe� cient m ethods

for constructing Q ECCs are known,and even for codes

such asthoseprovided by Eq.(8),� nding thecodesisan

exercise in the theory of� nite groupsthatcan be solved

by enum eration.

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0011036
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9904022
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9705052
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9707021
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0202162
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0202029
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0102137
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0211074
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9602022

