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Q uantum states far from the energy eigenstates of any localH am iltonian
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W hat quantum states are possible energy eigenstates of a m any-body H am iltonian? Suppose the
Ham ilftonian is non-trivial, ie., not a m ultiple of the identity, and L -Jocal, in the sense of containing

Interaction tem s involving at m ost L bodies, for som e

xed L. W e construct quantum states

which are \far away" from allthe eigenstatesE ofany non-trivial L -localH am iltonian, in the sense

thatk
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A central problem In physics is the characterization
of eigenstates of m any-body Ham iltonians. Less atten-—
tion has been devoted to the com plem entary question:
w hich quantum statesarenot the eigenstatesofany phys-
ically plausible Ham ittonian? The purpose of this pa—
per is to address this question, by explicitly constructing
stateswhich are, in a sensem ade precise below , faraw ay
from the eigenstates of any non-trivial, local Ham iltto—
nian. Such constructions are interesting for several rea—
sons. First, they place findam ental restrictions on the
physics of m any-body quantum system s. Second, aswe
discuss In detail below, our construction gives insights
nto the construction of \naturally faul—tolerant" quan—
tum system s that are abl to resist the e ects of noise
and decoherence.

The paper begins wih a simple counting argum ent
show Ing that \m ost" quantum states are not the eigen—
states of any physical Ham iltonian. W e then give a
m ore pow erfiil | abeit, still quite sin ple | argum ent
constructing quantum states \far away" from all the
elgenstatesE ofany non-trivial, L-JocalH am iltonian. In
this statem ent, by non-trivial we m ean not a multiple
of the identity [19], and by L-localwe m ean that each
Interaction tetm in the Ham iltonian involves at m ost
L bodies. O f course, physically we expect that L is
a anall constant, 2, or at most 3 in special circum -
stances. Quantitatively, for an n-body system whose
constituents have d-din ensional state spaces, we prove
k Ek @©+1) 7 @ D' " .W hatis interest
Ing about thisbound is that it is a constant lowerbound
that holds for the eigenstates of all non-trivial L-local
Ham iltonians, even those w ith degenerate eigenstates.

Tt is worth noting that the resuls reported in this pa—
per hold unchanged for any n-local observabl, not jist
Ham iltonians. However, particularly in the light of re—
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E k isgreater than som e constant low erbound, independent ofthe form oftheH am iltonian.

cent work characterizing the entangled properties of the
ground states of lattice systam s [20], the case of the
Ham ittonian is of especial interest, and we prefer this
nom enclature throughout.

Interestingly, the states we construct are special ex—
am plesofquantum error-correcting codes R211; such codes
tum out to be rich sources of states which are not close
to being eigenstates of any non-trivial, local Ham ilto—
nian. O ur paper thus illistrates a general idea discussed
elsew here [1,12,13,14], nam ely, that quantum nform ation
science m ay provide usefiil tools and perspectives for un—
derstanding the properties of com 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 show ing m ost
quantum states cannot arise asenergy eigenstatesoflocal
Ham iltonians. This counting argum ent has the advan-—
tage of sim plicity, but also has som e signi cant de cien-
cles, discussed and rem edied below . Suppose an n-body
quantum system isdescribed by an L-localH am ittonian,
H . W e suppose, Por sim plicity, that each quantum sys—
tem hasa 2-din ensional state space, that is, the system s
are \qubis", in the language of quantum infom ation
science. It is straightforward to adapt the argum ent be—
low when the com ponent system s have state spaces w ith
higher dim ensionalities, and also when di erent system s
have di erent din ensionalities.

Tt w il be convenient to expand our H am iltonian as

X
H = h 5 @)

where h are real coe cients, and the denote tensor
products of the Paulim atrices I; 4; y; ». Foran L-
local Ham iltonian, we see that h = 0 whenever the
weight of | that is, the num ber of non-identiy tem s
In the tensor product | isgreaterthan L.

T he num ber of independent real param eters h  [24]
occurring in Eq. [) is:

n )
# (n;L) = _ 33 @)
J
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T o see this, note that thedi erent termm s in the sum com e
from the interactions involing j =

respectively. For the jdbody interactions, there are I;
ways of picking out a subset of j Interacting system s,
and given a particular subset the num ber of param eters
is 33, corresponding to the 33 non-trivial tensor products
of Pauli operators. W hen L n=2 we obtain a useful

upper bound on # (n;L) by noting that " . »and
3 3k

n g
# ;L) w+ 1) L 3 3)

For real physical system s we expect L =
L = 3, forwhich:

2 or (rarely)

9n® 3n+ 2
¥ 0;2) = ——mMmMm; 4)
2
on3 18n®+ 15n+ 2
# ;3) = > : ()

M ore generally, forany xed L, # (n;L) is a polynom ial
ofdegree L In n.

N ext, consider the set of states which can be obtained
as the non-degenerate ground state R3] of an L-local
Ham itonian. This set can be param eterized by # ;L)
real param eters. Since an arbirary state of n qubits re-
quires 2 2" 2 real param eters to gpecify, provided
# ;L) < 2 2" 2, we see that there exists a state

which cannot arise as the non-degenerate ground state
of any L-JlocalH am ittonian. C om paring w ith the bound
Eq. [@) we see that this is generically the case except in
the case where L approachesn, that is, unlss, the num —
berofbodies interacting approaches the num ber ofbodies
In the system . For large values of n this is an unphysi-
calsituation, and generic quantum states w illnot be the
ground state of a non-degenerate L -localH am ilttonian.

T his argum ent proves the existence of quantum states
w hich are not eigenstates of any non-degenerate, L -body
Ham iltonian. H owever, there are m any de ciencies w ith
the argum ent. F irst, the argum ent only establishes the
existence of such states, it doesnot tellusw hat they are.
Second, w hile the argum ent show s that such a state can—
not be an exact eigenstate, i does not provide any lin —
fation on how close it can be to an eigenstate. Tndeed,
phenom ena such as space— ling curves show that am an—
ifold of an alldin ension can \ 1lup" am anifold of larger
din ension so that every point in the m anifold of larger
din ension is arbitrarily close to a point In the m anifold
of sm aller dim ension. Third, the argum ent requires the
elgenstates to be non-degenerate. Thisde ciency m ay be
partially rem edied by noting that the m anifold of states
arising as eigenstates of H am ittonians w ith up to m -fold
degeneracy is at m ost m # (0;L)-dmensional. How-—
ever, asm Increases, the bound obtained by param eter
counting becom es weaker and w eaker.

A much stronger argum ent can be obtained using the
theory of quantum error-correcting codes QECCs). W e
now brie y introduce the relevant elem ents of the theory

ofQECCS, and explain a sin ple observation m otivating
the connection between L-localHl am itoniansand QECC
states. Then, below , we develop a stronger quantitative
version of the argum ent.

T he idea of quantum error-correction is to encode the
state of a sn all physical system , such as a qubi, In a
larger quantum system , such as a collection of qubits.
T he hope is that the encoded quantum inform ation will
bem ore robust against the e ects ofnoise than if it were
notencoded. Thishope w as realized in schem esproposed
by Shor [H] and Steane [€], and since developed In great
detail elsew here 24]

For exam ple, a code encoding k qubits into n qubits
is a 2X-din ensional subspace of the 2° -din ensional state
space ofn qubits. It is convenient to give the code space
a label, V. W e say that the code can correct errors on
up to t qubits if the subspaces V are all orthogonalto
one another, for ofweight up to t. The idea is that the
di erent correspond to di erent error processes that
m ay occur on the qubits. Because the di erent V are
orthogonalto one another it ispossible to perform am ea-
surem ent to determm ine w hich error occurred, and then re—
tum the systam to its origihalstate. O foourse, this does
not addressw hat happensw hen errors occur that are not
sim ply products of Pauli m atrices on t qubits; perhaps
som e an all random phase rotation occurs. Rem arkably,
it tums out that quantum error-correction also enables
us to correct errors which are not products of Paulim a—
trices; see Chapter 10 of [I] for details.

Strictly speaking, we have described a special type of
quantum error-correcting code, and it ispossbl to nd
codes not of this type. In particular, for a class of codes
know n as degenerate codes, di erent errors  and “m ay
have identical e ects on the codespace, so V and %7
are not orthonom al. H ow ever, for our purposes the non—
degenerate codes we have described above are su client.
In particular, there are m any usefil bounds on the ex—
istence of non-degenerate codes. W e now descrbe an
exam ple of such a bound. The bound is the quantum
G ibertVarsham ov bound, which shows that a code of
this type encoding k qubits into n qubits, and correcting
errors on up to t qubits, exists whenever R23]:

22n 1

In the lin i of large n thisbecom es [E]

k 2t 2t
—<1 H — — Iog (3); (7)
n n n

whereH (x) xbgx) @1 x)log(l x)isthebinary

entropy, and all logarithm s are taken to base 2.

T he G ibert-Varsham ov bound applies even when k =
0. Thus there exists a 1-din ensional quantum code |
that is, a quantum state, | such that the states
are all orthogonalto one another. This is true for up
to weight t or any t satisfying

2n

# m;2y < ®)
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In the largen lim it, thisbecom est=n < 0:0946. Summ a—
rizing, the quantum G ibert-Varsham ov bound tells us
that there exists a quantum state such that the states
form an orthonom al set for ofweight at most t,
frany t satisfying # q;t) < % 1)=* 1).

Let us retum to the problem of Ham iltonians and
elgenstates. Suppose is a state such that form an
orthonom al set for ofweight atmostt; m Ight be
a QECC state, as above. Expanding H in the form of
Eq. [l), we see that, provided . t,H containstem s
orthogonalto unlkssh = 0forall % I.Thus,unlkss
H iscom pletely degenerate, cannotbe an eigenstate of
H . Thissuggeststhat Q ECC statesare nteresting exam —
ples of states that cannot be eigenstates of local H am ik
tonians. This is som ew hat surprising in light of the fact
that QECC statescan beprepared e ciently, ie, intine
polynom ialin n, on a quantum com puter [@]. Indeed, the
argum ent addresses tw o ofthe problem sw ith the param —
eter counting argum ent. Nam ely, nding a constructive
procedureto nd thedesired states, ,which can bedone
using the m ethods of quantum error-correction [2€], and
dealing w ith degeneracies in H . However, i leaves the
most signi cant problem open, nam ely, proving bounds
on how close can be to an eigenstate of H . Rem ark-
ably, the answer tums out to be \not very", as we now
prove.

Suppose an n-body L-local quantum system is de-
scribed by a non-trivial Ham iltonian H . W e suppose H
acts on qubits; the extension to other system s is straight-
forward. Suppose E is any energy eigenstate for the sys—
tem , w ith corresponding energy E ,and etH? H EI

be a rescaled H am iltonian such that E hasenergy 0. Note
that H % = h® ,whereh? = hy E,andh’ = h
forallother . Let be a state such that form s an

orthonom alset for ofweightuptolL,suchasaQECC
state correcting errorson t L qubits. Introducing the
operatornom kAk max j x-1KkA k,wehave

ke % E)k kx#H%k Ek: )

Substituting H % = 0, we obtain:

kHOk_

k Ek :
kH %

10)

We can assume kH %k 6 0, shoe we have assum ed that
H is non-trivial, ie., i is not a scalar multiple of the
dentity. Now, since the states are orthonom al for
all wih weightatmost L, we see that:

X

kH® k= h® = kh%,; (11)

where k  k is the Euclidean, or L, nom for a vector.
Furthem ore, by the trianglk nequality for nom s,

X
kH % 1% k= 1%3= ka’k; (12)

wherek kdenotesthe ; nom ofa vector, ie., the sum
of the absolute value of the com ponents. Substiuting
Egs. [[) and @) into Eq. [0), we cbtain

kh%, )
kh%;

he Cauchy-Schwartz inequality tells us that kh%;
# ;L)kh%,, where # ;L) is the dim ension of the
vector h®. T hus we have the generalbound

1
joae———
# ;L)

Eq. [[@) provides a constant low er bound on the distance
of from any energy eigenstate E ofH , com pletely In—
dependent of any details about H , other than the fact
that it is a non-trivial, L-localH am iltonian, acting on n
qubits.

A strongerbound than Eq. [[4) can be obtained from
Eqg. [3@). To obtain such a bound we need to rem ove
the dependence of the right-hand-side of Eq. [[3) on the
(unknown) param eter E . A straightforward calculus ar-
gum ent show s that

k Ek

13)

k Ek 14)

kh%, 1 s)
khokl S P s > 4
6 1 J
1+ P &r- ~
hZ
61
and thus
1
k Ek s ; 16)

Note that Eq. [[4) can be recovered from Eq. [[d), using
a Cauchy-Schwartz argum ent sim ilar to that em ployed
above.

These resuls, Egs. [[4) and [[8), carry over directly
to qudit system s, provided the operator basis we ex—
pand in isuniary. The only di erences are that (a) the
coe cintsh i Eq.[[A) m ay be com plx, and thus it is
necessary to work w ith their m odulus, rather than their
actualvalue; and () the value of # ;L) n Eq. [4) is
som ew hat larger for qudit system s. Com bining these re—
sults also wih Eq. [@), we m ay summ arize these resuls
as a theoram :

Theorem : LetH beanon-triviall-localH am ittonian
acting on n qudis. Let be a state such that the states

are orthonom al for all ofweight up to L. For

exam ple, mightbe a QECC ocorrecting errorson up to
L qubits.) Then the follow ing chain of inequalities holds:
. 1
k Ek s—p - 17)
B
1+ B s1° °~
L 7
1
— 18)
# ;L)
1=2
@+ 1) @ 1t 19)



Tt is interesting to contrast our results w ith the theory
ofnaturally ault-tolerant quantum system sproposed by
K taev [L0], 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 extemal control. T his resilience
m akes them especially good candidates for quantum in-
form ation processing. A feature ofm any naturally aul-
tolerant system s is that the ground state of the system
Ham iltonian isa quantum error-correcting code, and thus
the system has the desirable property that at low tem -
peratures i naturally sits In states of the code. Our
results show that unless the code is degenerate, getting
codes requires extrem ely non-localH am iltoniansthat are
In plausble on physical grounds. Thus, the degeneracy
of the quantum codes appearing In proposals for natu—
rally faulttolerant quantum system s isnot a uke, but
rather an essential feature necessary for the system to be
resilient to m ultiple errors.

To conclude, we have found interesting exam ples of
quantum states far from the eigenstatesofany non-trivial

L-local Ham iltonian. Surprisingly, the states we con-—
struct can stillbe prepared e ciently on a quantum com —
puter. O ur construction has in plications for the physics
of locally interacting m any-body system s, and for the
theory of naturally fault-tolerant system s for quantum
Inform ation processing.
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R0] See, for exam pl, [11,112,113,114], and references therein.

R1] See [1,1158] for a review and references.

R2] Forsystem sofdin ension d > 2 theparam etersh m ay be
com plex, depending on the operatorbasisused n Eq. M) .
H owever, a sin ilar argum ent to that below show sthat the
num ber of ndependent real param eters is still given by
Eq. B, but with 3 replaced by & 1.

R3] W e use the ground state for concreteness; the argum ent
which follow s applies equally to excited states.

R4] See Chapter 10 of [I] for a review and further references.

R5]1 A di erent form of the G ibert-Varsham ov bound was
origihally stated in [, [1€]. Gottesm an [17] points out
that the earlier bound requires a slight correction, which
we have given here [1§].

R6] Note that e cient, ie. polynom ial In n, m ethods for
constructing codes which m eet the bound in Eq. B) are
not known. However, a wide range of e cient m ethods
for constructing Q ECC s are known, and even for codes
such asthose provided by Eq. B), ndingthe codes isan
exercise in the theory of nite groups that can be solved
by enum eration.
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