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Abstract

I first give an overview of the thesis and Matrix Product States (MPS) representation
of quantum spin systems on a line with an improvement on the notation.

The rest of this thesis is divided into two parts. The first part is devoted to eigen-
values of quantum many-body systems (QMBS). I introduce Isotropic Entanglement
(IE) and show that the distribution of QMBS with generic interactions can be accu-
rately obtained using IE. Next, I discuss the eigenvalue distribution of one particle
hopping random Schrédinger operator in one dimension from free probability theory
in context of the Anderson model.

The second part is devoted to ground states and gap of QMBS. I first give the
necessary background on frustration free Hamiltonians, real and imaginary time evo-
lution of quantum spin systems on a line within MPS representation and the numer-
ical implementation. I then prove the degeneracy and unfrustration condition for
quantum spin chains with generic local interactions. Following this, I summarize
my efforts in proving lower bounds for the entanglement of the ground states, which
includes partial results, with the hope that it will inspire future work resulting in
solving the conjecture given. Next I discuss two interesting measure zero examples
where the Hamiltonians are carefully constructed to give unique ground states with
high entanglement. This includes exact calculations of Schmidt numbers, entan-
glement entropies and a novel technique for calculating the gap. The last chapter
elaborates on one of the measure zero examples (i.e., d = 3) which is the first exam-
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ple of a Frustration Free translation-invariant spin-1 chain that has a unique highly
entangled ground state and exhibits signatures of a critical behavior.

Thesis Supervisor: Peter W. Shor
Title: Professor
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Chapter 1

Many-Body Physics and an

Overview

Physics is concerned with specification and evolution in time of the state of particles
given the laws of interactions they are subjected to. This thesis is devoted to better

understanding of quantum aspects of Many-Body Systems.

1.1 Phase Space

The phase space of a classical system of N particles is a 6/N dimensional space where
each particle contributes 3 spatial coordinates and 3 momenta. A point in this space
fully specifies the state of the system at any given time; the motion of this point
in time specifies the time evolution of the system. Even if the laws of interaction
are precisely formulated, the analytical solution of the equations of motion, given

the exact initial state, can be daunting !. The complexity is due to interactions.

IUncertainties in the initial conditions can give rise to further complications such as chaotic
behavior for positive Lyapunov exponents
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For example general solution of the 3—body problem has been an open problem
for roughly 350 years[l]. Despite the interaction being 2—body, the correlation in
time, of the distances between pairs of masses makes the analytical solution hard to
obtain. In such a case, one can resort to computational methods to simulate and

make predictions with controllable accuracy by keeping track of 6N real parameters.

The state of a quantum system of N interacting particles is defined by a ray in the
Hilbert space, the dimension of which is a multiplicative function of the dimension
of individual Hilbert spaces (see [14, 2, section 2.1] for nice expositions of quantum

theory). Mathematically,

N
¥) € QHs, (1.1.1)

where we denote the Hilbert space of the ith particle by #; and, following Dirac’s
notation [14, section 20|, the pure state of the system by the vector ¥). We restore |
only when ambiguity of the label of the vector with linear operators preceding it may
arise. To fully specify the system one needs to specify d¥ complex numbers (assuming
each particle has d degrees of freedom), which makes the study of quantum many-
body systems (QMBS) computationally intractable. This, compared to simulation of
classical many-body systems, is an additional obstacle we face. Hence, the complexity

in studying QMBS is in interactions as well as state specification.

It is worth mentioning that there are quantum systems that are particularly
simple, without having as simple a classical analogue. An example of which is a

quantum bit (qubit), whose state consists of only two points in the phase space.

In this thesis we confine ourselves to finite dimensional Hilbert spaces where a

general pure state of an N—body problem each of which having d states is

20



P) =W ) @iz) ® - ®in). (1.1.2)

where repeated indices are summed over. 2

In classical physics one can pick a single particle among N interacting particles,
specify its state at some time and predict its evolution subject to the fields of the
other particles. If after some time the fields impressed on this particle by the remain-
ing particles diminish, the particle becomes free and uncorrelated from the remaining
N —1 particles. In contrast, in quantum mechanics, interaction can lead to quantum
correlations (entanglement) that persist even if the interaction strength diminishes,
by say taking the particles far apart. For example two electrons can interact for
some time and end up in the entangled state 1;2) = 00) + 11) [23, see discussions
on EPR pairs|. This peculiar feature of quantum mechanics, as of yet unexplained
by classical physics, is a radical departure from the latter. Quantum computation
and quantum information science make use of entanglement as a resource to do tasks
that are classically difficult or impossible to do in reasonable time such as 3, 4]

Whether, for a given real linear operator, any eigenvalues and eigenvectors exist,
and if so, how to find them is in general very difficult to answer [14, p. 32].

In this thesis I mainly focus on QMBS systems with Hamiltonians (except in
chapter 3)

N-1

H=> Tg1®Hiyp1 ® Ipvoica. (1.1.3)
=1

See Figure 1.1.1 for the sparsity pattern of H.

Eq. 1.1.2 is the most general equation for a pure state of N particles irrespective

2Qne could further simplify the notation by denoting the state by } = %) = %™ )i )i, -+ )iy,
but I do not think it is worth the trade offs.
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nz = 53248

Figure 1.1.1: Sparsity pattern of H. The nonzero elements for k£ odd are shown in
blue and k even in red.

of the type of interactions or configuration (see Fig. 1.3.1). However, the state of a
system for any given problem has inherent constraints such as an underlying lattice
that reduces the spatial degrees of freedom, a range of interaction, or underlying
symmetries that the system has to obey. It is therefore, reasonable to suspect that
the physical properties of any given problem could be well approximated by a re-
duced number of parameter say ~ poly (N) if one understood the effective degrees

of freedom well enough.

Non-commutativity of the interaction in QMBS is responsible for the richness
of possibilities such as various phases of matter and quantum computing. Simulta-
neously, it is accountable for formidability of finding eigenvalues and corresponding
eigenvectors. The exact computation of eigenvalues alone, on a line, has shown to be
QMA-Hard [15]. Energy eigenvalue distributions are needed for calculating the par-
tition function and calculating other transport properties (Part I). The eigenvectors

specify the corresponding states of the system. Bulk of matter usually finds itself in

22



its lowest energy [11, p. 48]; hence, the urge to comprehend the low lying states in

condensed matter research (Part II).

1.2 Part I: Eigenvalues

Consider the general problem of predicting the eigenvalue distribution of sums of
matrices from the known distribution of summands. In general this is impossible to
do without further information about the eigenvectors. However, any progress in this
direction is extremely desirable as many problems are modeled by non-commuting
matrices. For example, the Schrédinger equation has a kinetic term and a potential
term; often the former is diagonalizable in the Fourier and the latter in position
space. However, the sum does not have an obvious global basis nor a distribution
that can trivially be inferred from the known pieces.

For the sake of concreteness suppose we are interested in the distribution of the
random matrix M = M; + M, where the distributions of M; and M, are known.

There are two special cases worth considering:

1. The summands commute. In this case, one can find a simultaneous set of
eigenvectors that diagonalizes each of the summands. In the language of linear
algebra of diagonal matrices, the eigenvalues add. When the eigenvalues are
random, this connects us to the familiar classical probability theory where the
distribution of the sum is obtained by a convolution of the distribution of the

summands.

2. The summands are in generic positions. In this case, the eigenvectors of the
summands are in generic positions. It is a fascinating fact that this case also

has a known analytical answer given by Free Probability Theory (FPT) [68][32].
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The eigenvalue distribution of M is given by “free convolution” of the distri-

bution of M; and M.

There are many interesting questions that one can ask. How “free” are general non-
commuting matrices? What is the relationship between commutation relation and
freeness of two matrices? To what extent does the Fourier matrix act generic? Can
a large class of non-commuting matrices be analyzed using a convex combination of
the two extreme cases discussed above (see Isotropic Entanglement)?

Suppose the local terms in Eq. 1.1.3 are generic (i.e., random matrices), can we
utilize the existing tools of random matrix theory to capture the eigenvalue distribu-
tion of H given the distribution of Hj;;,’s? Despite, the local terms being generic,
H is non-generic. The number of random parameters grow polynomially with NV
whereas H is d¥ dimensional. Fraction of sparsity of H is < (N — 1) d~ =2 (Figure
1.1.1).

Since the exact evaluation of the density of H is very difficult [15], one can use
two known approximations. As far as parameter counting is concerned the quantum
problem falls nicely in between the two extreme case (Figure 1.2.1 and Isotropic
Entanglement).

Chapter 2 gives a detailed description of Isotropic Entanglement which gives the
distribution of Eq. 1.1.3 and elaborates on the discussion of this section.

Chapter 3 is on the distribution of one particle hopping random Schrédinger

equation and Anderson model.

1.3 Part II: Eigenvectors

Is it possible to capture the essential physics of the system accurately enough with

an efficient simulation with a much smaller x ~ poly(/N), spanning only a small part
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The Orthogonal Group O(dV)

isotropic quantum classical

exp(N) poly(N) 0

~N I 7

Number of random parameters

Figure 1.2.1: Parameter counting

of the full Hilbert space of the system? In our case, the qudits are arranged on a
1D lattice and only have nearest-neighbor interactions. We could thus expect that
a reduced space might suffice for our needs. This concept is common for the vari-
ous approaches proposed for efficient (tractable on a classical computer) numerical
investigation of quantum many body systems such as the Density Matrix Renor-
malization Group [19], Matrix Product States [21], Tensor Product States [20] and
projected entangled pair states (PEPSs) [85]. For gapped one dimensional systems
MPS ansatz is proved to suffice [97]. Consider a general Hamiltonian for 1D open
chain with generic local interactions as given by Eq. 1.1.3, where each Hj;.; is a

d? x d? matrix of rank r and the total number of particles is N.

It is interesting to ask under what circumstances can there be a degeneracy of

ground states? Moreover, when is the ground state of the whole system (H in Eq.
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1.1.3) also the local ground state of all Hjj41’s ; i.e., the system is “unfrustrated”?
We answered these questions for 1D spin systems with generic interactions [118]
(Chapter 6). We found that in the regime where r < d?/4 the system is unfrustrated
with many ground states; moreover for r < d there can be product states among the
ground states. For sufficiently large N the system is frustrated for r > d%/4.

The next natural question is: how entangled are the ground states in the regime
d < r < d?/4?7 The entanglement can be quantified by the Schmidt rank (see MPS
below). We call a state highly entangled if its Schmidt rank is exponentially large in
the number of particles. In this regime, it is straightforward to show that among the
many ground states, there are no product states and that there exist states with high
amount of entanglement with probability one. The latter can be shown for example
using results of algebraic geometry [8][7]. I have been trying to show that all the
ground states, in this regime, have Schmidt ranks that are exponentially large with
probability one. Despite some partial results, the goal has not been fulfilled.

Using a genericity argument one can show that, to prove results in the generic
case, it is sufficient to find an example of local terms whose ground states all have
large Schmidt ranks. We have not yet succeeded in finding such examples in the
regime of interest d < r < d?/4. There are, however, interesting examples for which
there is a unique ground state with exponentially large entanglement in the frustrated
regime, i.e., probability zero case (Chapters 8 and 9).

Below I give a background on Matrix Product States on with an improvement on
the notation.

Chapter 4 discusses the unfrustration condition and a numerical code I developed
to study spin systems on a line with local interactions and without translational
invariance. I find the ground states using imaginary time evolution. I then provide

the proofs and corrections of our previous work regarding the unfrustration condition
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and degeneracy of quantum spin chains with generic local interactions.

Chapter 5 summarizes various attempts I made in proving a lower bound on the
Schmidt rank of the ground states of generic spin chains. It includes unpublished
results and two ways one can potentially prove the conjecture given there.

Chapter 6 discusses two interesting measure zero examples (d = 3 and d = 4).
I include the combinatorial techniques for calculating the entanglement entropies.
The d = 4 example has not been published elsewhere.

Chapter 7 elaborates on the d = 3 example of Chapter 6 and has a novel technique

for calculating the gap that may be of independent interest.

1.3.1 SVD and Matrix Product States (MPS) on a Line

In this section, in order to avoid confusion, we restore the summation symbols. As
stated earlier the state of a composite system is a vector in the tensor product of the
Hilbert spaces of the constituents. Suppose we have the pure state of a composite
system, how can we express it in terms of the pure states of the constituents? This
is answered by singular value decomposition (SVD). This application of SVD in
quantum information theory is called Schmidt Decomposition [5],[23].

Theorem 1. (Schmidt Decomposition) Let Hy and H, be Hilbert spaces of dimen-
sions n and m respectively. Assume m < n. For any vector yn3) € Hy ® H,, there
ezists orthonormal sets {m),--- ,m)} C Hi and {w),--- ,wm)} C Hy such that
Yy = 3, A mi) ® w;), where A; are non-negative and , as a set, uniquely deter-
mined by ).

The number of nonzero \’s are called the Schmidt rank denoted by X.

Comment: ¥ < m < n; the Schmidt rank is no greater than the minimum of the

dimensions of the two Hilbert spaces.
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Figure 1.3.1: Some general N interaction quantum spins whose pure state is repre-
sented by Eq. 1.1.2.

Comment: Schmidt Decomposition can be thought of as an expansion of a vector
in bases of the subsystems. The need for having more than one expansion coefficient
(i-e., x > 1) indicates that the state is not separable in any basis (i.e., subsystems
are entangled). A quantifier for entanglement is therefore x.

DMRG, natural representation of which is MPS, beautifully utilizes Schmidt
Decomposition to capture low energy properties of QMBS on a line or trees [17, 18][6].
Though any state can be expresses as a MPS, the time evolution is only naturally
implemented for the line or a tree. Some attractive features are 1. MPS gives a
local description of QMBS on a line 2. MPS allows for a systematic truncation of
the Hilbert space to capture the low energy properties with controllable accuracy.
Below I give a derivation of MPS similar to [81] and improve the notation by making
it more compact (Eq. 1.3.8).

Suppose we have a chain with N sites and take 1 < n < N. First, perform a

Schmidt decomposition of the chain between sites n — 1 and n as

Xn—-1

¥y =D AT bana)in-1® G i)n (1.3.1)

Qn—-1
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where the states on the left and on the right of the division form an orthonormal
bases for the respective subsystems of the state of ¥). The Schmidt rank x,—; is the
minimum number of terms required in this decomposition. Recall that x,—; is at

most equal to the minimum dimension of the Hilbert spaces of the two subsystems.

Next, the Schmidt decomposition for a split between n and n + 1 gives

Z/\(") Oan)1,n ® O, dnt1 N (1.3.2)

These two decompositions describe the same state Eq. 1.1.2, allowing us to combine

them by expressing the basis of the subsystem n,--- , N as

d  Xn
¢an—1)n.~~ N = Z Z [‘Z-’:[_"ll,a")‘(? lin} ® 00n>n+1,"‘,N7 (1-3'3)

in=1an,=1

where we inserted ,\E,’:} for convenience. This gives us the tensor I'™ which carries an
index i, corresponding to the physical states i,) of the nth spin, and indices oy,
and a, corresponding to the two consecutive divisions of the system. Since ¢,,_,)
and 6,,) are orthonormal states, the vectors A and tensors I obey the following

normalization conditions. From Eq. 1.3.2 we have

Xn
oA =1, (1.3.4)
an=1
while 1.3.3 implies
(ber,_,Ibans) = Z Z Tl ATE N = vy (1.3.5)

in=1an=1

and
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Figure 1.3.2: Decompositions that define I'™ in the derivation of MPS.

d Xn—1
(o 160,y =D D Aptphlies, \n-tplnlin = Gop - (1.3.6)

in=lan—1=1

One can do what we just did for every site 1 < n < N and get the MPS represen-
tation of the spin chain, denoting open boundary conditions and periodic boundary

condition by OBC and PBC respectively,

X
g =3 Tiremorat onc (a7
a0y —1=1
X
g~ 3 TR, PRO

ap,ay,...,eN—1=1

Comments: It is customary to absorb the A’s into I'’s and omit them as we did

in the foregoing equation. The upper limit x = max;<p<ny {Xn}-

I believe the MPS notation given by Eq. 1.3.7 can be improved
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Figure 1.3.3: MPS representation

¥) = PSQD T () p 0)°Y OBC (1.3.8)

p=1 ip=1

N d
¥) = ToP{ QD I'G)op 0)°Y  PBC
p=1 ip=1
where o' defined by o' |0) = i,) are the generalized Pauli operators, each T (i,) =
rPlie — I‘c[f,],’_i’;,ap, for a given 4y, is a x X x matrix and P denotes an ordering with
respect to p of the tensor products. The subscript x on the trace reminds us that the
trace is on x X x part of I''s and not the physical indices ,. Lastly, we can simplify

notation by assuming repeated indices are summed over to get

¥) = P{@r(ip)a‘r} 0)°¥  OBC

N
) Tr, P {®P(z',,) afv} 0y®¥  PBC (1.3.9)

p=l1

Note that we now need at most ~ Ndx? parameters to specify any state. There
are orthogonality conditions on I'’s that further reduce the number of independent

parameters needed.
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1.3.2 WMPS on a Tree

The MPS representation relies on splitting the system into two subsystems and
making use of Schmidt Decomposition which applies for loop-less configuration of
spins such as chains and trees. The derivation above can be generalized (see [81]) to

spins on a k—child tree.

Xp

) = | Myebonds D Mo} (Hnesites > P::,:E’:l.,a,.,,) ) @in) ®-++), (1.3.10)
ap=1 in

where ay,,- - ,an, are indices corresponding to the k bonds ny, - - - , 7 coming out

of site n. Each index a,,; appears in k T tensors and one A vector. The normalization

conditions for a MPS description of a state on a tree are analogous to Egs. 1.3.4,1.3.5,

and 1.3.6. We have

D o AEE = 1, (1.3.11)

_ -
o> rg:ﬂ{’j!j N2 A T e = B ms (1.3.12)
in @2, ,0n

and the other variations with ng,--- , ng.
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Part 1

Eigenvalues
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Chapter 2

Isotropic Entanglement

In this first part of the thesis I focus on the density of states or QMBS. This chapter
treats the eigenvalue distribution of spin chains, though some of the theorems apply
in higher dimensions. We treat generic local interactions, where by local I mean
every interaction term acts nontrivially on L consecutive spins. This chapter also

appears in [9, 10].

2.1 Elusive Spectra of Hamiltonians

Energy eigenvalue distributions or the density of states (DOS) are needed for cal-
culating the partition function[11, p. 14]. The DOS plays an important role in the
theory of solids, where it is used to calculate various physical properties such the
internal energy, the density of particles, specific heat capacity, and thermal conduc-
tivity [12, 13]. Quantum Many-Body Systems’ (QMBS) spectra have been elusive
for two reasons: 1. The terms that represent the interactions are generally non-

commuting. This is pronounced for systems with random interactions (e.g., quantum

35



spin glasses [26, p. 320}[28, 27]). 2. Standard numerical diagonalization is limited
by memory and computer speed. Calculation of the spectrum of interacting QMBS

has been shown to be difficult [15].

An accurate description of tails of distributions are desirable for condensed mat-
ter physics. Though we understand much about the ground states of interacting
QMBS [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 16, 22], eigenvalue distributions are less studied. Isotropic
Entanglement (IE) provides a direct method for obtaining eigenvalue distributions
of quantum spin systems with generic local interactions and does remarkably well in
capturing the tails. Indeed interaction is the very source of entanglement generation
[23, Section 2.4.1][24] which makes QMBS a resource for quantum computation [25]

but their study a formidable task on a classical computer.

Suppose we are interested in the eigenvalue distribution of a sum of Hermitian

matrices M = 3%

;=1 Mi. In general, M; cannot be simultaneously diagonalized, con-

sequently the spectrum of the sum is not the sum of the spectra. Summation mixes
the entries in a very complicated manner that depends on eigenvectors. Nevertheless,

it seems possible that a one-parameter approximation might suffice.

Though we are not restricted to one dimensional chains, for sake of concreteness,
we investigate N interacting d-dimensional quantum spins (qudits) on a line with
generic interactions. The Hamiltonian is

N-1

H = anz—1 X Hl,... 14+L-1® IiN-t-z-1y, (2.1.1)
=1

where the local terms Hj ... ;411 are finite dl x d¥ random matrices. We take the

case of nearest neighbors interactions, L = 2, unless otherwise specified.

The eigenvalue distribution of any commuting subset of H such as the terms with

l odd (the “odds”) or ! even (the “evens”) can be obtained using local diagonalization.
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Figure 2.1.1: Odd and even summands can separately be locally diagonalized, but
not the sum. The overlap of the two subsets at every site generally requires a global
diagonalization.

However, the difficulty in approximating the full spectrum of H = Hoqd+ Heven 18

in summing the odds and the evens because of their overlap at every site.

The intuition behind IE is that terms with an overlap, such as H; 4y and Hyyq 142,
introduce randomness and mixing through sharing of a site. Namely, the process of
entanglement generation introduces an isotropicity between the eigenvectors of evens

and odds that can be harnessed to capture the spectrum.

Random Matrix Theory (RMT) often takes advantage of eigenvectors with Haar
measure, the uniform measure on the orthogonal /unitary group. However, the eigen-

vectors of QMBS have a more special structure (see Eq. 2.3.10).

Therefore we created a hybrid theory, where we used a finite version of Free
Probability Theory (FPT) and Classical Probability Theory to capture the eigen-
value distribution of Eq. 2.1.1. Though such problems can be QMA-complete, our
examples show that IE provides an accurate picture well beyond what one expects
from the first four moments alone. The Slider (bottom of Figure 2.2.1) displays the

proposed mixture p.
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add random variables = add random variables =
Classical convolution of densities Classical convolution of densities

+

Several options for adding
random variables

Section llI-A

Section 1lI-B,C

Isotropic (or free) convolution = Sachin il Classical convolution =
v = d’\}A mlsoﬁa = dv® = d\;A % de
Isotropically Entangled =

/ | amavepas

Isotropic SectionllD __& Classical

p=0 Qum

Figure 2.2.1: The method of Isotropic Entanglement: Quantum spectra as a convex
combination of isotropic and classical distributions. The Slider (bottom) indicates
the p that matches the quantum kurtosis as a function of classical (p = 1) and
isotropic (p = 0) kurtoses. To simplify we drop the tensor products (Eq. 2.3.7)
in the local terms (ellipses on top). Note that isotropic and quantum convolution
depend on multivariate densities for the eigenvalues.
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N=5, d=2, r=4, trials=500000

T T
Isotropic Approximation

0.04+ o A -
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a Isotropic Entanglement (IE)
L
,.003- f .
.‘En ’
(=
a
0.02( E
i Classical Approximation
L
0.01 4
H
c 1 1 1 1 S
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Eigenvalue

Figure 2.2.2: The exact diagonalization in dots and IE compared to the two approx-
imations. The title parameters are explained in the section on numerical results.

2.2 The Method of Isotropic Entanglement

2.2.1 Overview

We propose a method to compute the “density of states” (DOS) or “eigenvalue
density” of quantum spin systems with generic local interactions. More generally

one wishes to compute the DOS of the sum of non-commuting random matrices

from their, individually known, DOS’s.

We begin with an example in Figure 2.2.2, where we compare exact diagonaliza-

tion against two approximations:

e Dashed grey curve: classical approximation. Notice that it overshoots to the

right.

e Solid grey curve: isotropic approximation. Notice that it overshoots to the left.

e Solid black curve: isotropic entanglement (IE).
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e Dots: ezact diagonalization of the quantum problem given in Eq. 2.1.1.

The classical approzimation ignores eigenvector structure by summing random eigen-
values uniformly from non-commuting matrices. The dashed curve is the convolution
of the probability densities of the eigenvalues of each matrix.

The isotropic approzimation assumes that the eigenvectors are in “general posi-
tion”; that is, we add the two matrices with correct eigenvalue densities but choose
the eigenvectors from Haar measure. As the matrix size goes to infinity, the resulting
distribution is the free convolution of the individual distributions [32].

The exact diagonalization given by red dots, the dashed and solid grey curves
have exactly the same first three moments, but differing fourth moments.

Isotropic Entanglement (IE) is a linear combination of the two approximations
that is obtained by matching the fourth moments. We show that 1) the fit is better
than what might be expected by four moments alone, 2) the combination is always
convex for the problems of interest, given by 0 < p < 1 and 3) this convex combi-
nation is universal depending on the parameter counts of the problem but not the
eigenvalue densities of the local terms.

Parameter counts: exponential, polynomial and zero. Because of the locality of
generic interactions, the complete set of eigenstates has parameter count equal to a
polynomial in the number of spins, though the dimensionality is exponential. The
classical and isotropic approximations have zero and exponentially many random
parameters respectively. This suggests that the problem of interest somehow lies in
between the two approximations.

Our work supports a very general principle that one can obtain an accurate
representation of inherently exponential problems by approximating them with less

complexity. This realization is at the heart of other recent developments in QMBS
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[ Inputs | H = H,3q + Heyen » N, d, B |—{ Output | p, dv'™ |

Figure 2.2.3: Inputs and outputs of the IE theory. See section 2.3 for the definition .
of dv'®.

research such as Matrix Product States [17, 18], and Density Matrix Renormalization
Group [19], where the state (usually the ground state of 1D chains) can be adequately
represented by a Matrix Product State (MPS) ansatz whose parameters grow linearly
with the number of quantum particles. Future work includes explicit treatment of

fermionic systems and numerical exploration of higher dimensional systems.

2.2.2 Inputs and Outputs of the Theory

In general we consider Hamiltonians H = H 34 + Heyep» Where the local terms that
add up to Hyqq (or Heyen) form a commuting subset. All the physically relevant
quantities such as the lattice structure, IV, dimension of the spin d and the rank r
are encoded in the eigenvalue densities. The output of the theory isa 0 < p <1 by
which the IE distribution is obtained and dv’F serves as an approximation to the
spectral measure. The inputs can succinctly be expressed in terms of the dimension

of the quantum spins, and the nature of the lattice (Figure 2.2.3).

2.2.3 More Than Four Moments of Accuracy?

Alternatives to IE worth considéring are 1) Pearson and 2) Gram-Charlier moment
fits.

We illustrate in Figure 2.2.4 how the IE fit is better than expected when matching
four moments. We used the first four moments to approximate the density using the
Pearson fit as implemented in MATLAB and also the well-known Gram-Charlier
fit [34]. In [33] it was demonstrated that the statistical mechanics methods for
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4_moment matching methods vs. IE: binomial local terms 4-moment maiching methods vs. IE: Wishart local terms
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® Exact Diagonalization
== |.E. Theory: p = 0.42817
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F
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Eigenvalue Eigenvalue

Figure 2.2.4: IE vs. Pearson and Gram-Charlier

obtaining the DOS, when applied to a finite dimensional vector space, lead to a
Gaussian distribution in the lowest order. Further, they discovered that successive
approximations lead naturally to the Gram-Charlier series [34]. Comparing these
against the accuracy of IE leads us to view IE as more than a moment matching

methodology.

The departure theorem (Section 2.4.2) shows that in any of the higher moments
(> 4) there are many terms in the quantum case that match IE exactly. Further, we

conjecture that the effect of the remaining terms are generally less significant.

2.3 Spectra Sums in Terms of Probability Theory

The density of eigenvalues may be thought of as a histogram. Formally for an m xm

matrix M the eigenvalue distribution is [29, p. 4][30, p. 101]

dun(z) = % 3 6z — X (M)). (2:3.1)

i=1

For a random matrix, there is the expected eigenvalue distribution [31], [32, p.
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362]
dua(z) = %IE [Z 5(z — X (M))] , (2.3.2)

i=1
which is typically a smooth curve [29, p. 101][30, p. 115].
The eigenvalue distributions above are measures on one variable. We will also

need the multivariate measure on the m eigenvalues of M:

dips (z) = The symmetrized joint density of the eigenvalues.

Given the densities for M and M’, the question arises: What kind of summation
of densities might represent the density for M + M’? This question is unanswerable

without further information.

One might try to answer this using various assumptions based on probability
theory. The first assumption is the familiar “classical” probability theory where
the distribution of the sum is obtained by convolution of the density of summands.
Another assumption is the modern “free” probability theory; we introduce a finite
version to obtain the “isotropic” theory. Our target problem of interest, the “quan-
tum” problem, we will demonstrate, practically falls nicely in between the two. The
“Slider” quantifies to what extent the quantum problem falls in between (Figure
2.2.1 bottom).

2.3.1 Classical

Consider random diagonal matrices A and B of size m, the only randomness is in a
uniform choice among the m! possible orders. Then there is no difference between

the density of eigenvalue sums and the familiar convolution of densities of random
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variables,

dv° = dvy * dvp. (2.3.3)

Comment: From this point of view, the diagonal elements of A, say, are identi-
cally distributed random variables that need not be independent. Consider Wishart
matrices [36], where there are dependencies among the eigenvalues. To be precise let

a € R™ be a symmetric random variable, i.e., Pa has the same distribution as a for
a

all permutation matrices P. We write, A = = diag(a). Similarly

am
for B.

Comment: The classical convolution appears in Figure 2.2.1 in two different ways.
Firstly, in the definition of A (or B) , the eigenvalues of the odd (or even) terms are

added classically. Secondly, A and B are added classically to form one end of the
Slider.

2.3.2 Free and Isotropic

Free probability [32, is recommended] provides a new natural mathematical “sum”

of random variables. This sum is computed “free convolution” denoted

dvf = dvy Bdup. (2.3.4)

Here we assume the random matrices A and B, representing the eigenvalues, have
densities dv4 and dvg. In the large m limit, we can compute the DOS of A+ QT BQ,
where @ is a f—Haar distributed matrix (see Table 2.1).

Comment: In this paper we will not explore the free approach strictly other than

observing that it is the infinite limit of the isotropic approach (i.e., t = oo in Eq.
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2.3.5). This infinite limit is independent of the choice of 8 (see Table 2.1).

Real R | Complex C { Quaternions H “Ghosts”
B 1 2 4 general 8
Notation Q U S Qs
Haar matrices | orthogonal unitary symplectic B—orthogonal

Table 2.1: Various B—Haar matrices.

We define an isotropic convolution. The isotropic sum depends on a copying
parameter ¢ and # (Table 2.1). The new Hamiltonian is the isotropic Hamiltonian
( “iso”

Hipo = (A'®1) + Q3 (I ® B') Qp, (2.3.5)

where Qs is a f—Haar distributed matrix, A = A'®1,; and B = I, ® B’. For the
copying parameter t = d, H;,, has the same dimension as H in Eq. 2.1.1; however,
t > d allows us to formally treat problems of growing size. We can recover the free
convolution by taking the limit: lim, o, dvi*°*) = duf. The effect of Q4 is to spin
the eigenvectors of I; ® B to point isotropically with respect to the eigenvectors of
A. We denote the isotropic eigenvalue distribution by

dyiso(ﬁ,t) — dl‘}A miso(ﬁ,t) dl)B (236)

omitting ¢ and 8 when it is clear from the context.
Comment: In Eq. 2.3.5, the I; and B in I; ® B, can appear in any order. We
chose this presentation in anticipation of the quantum problem.

Comment: In this paper we primarily consider ¢ to match the dimension of H.
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2.3.3 Quantum

Let dv? denote the eigenvalue distribution for the Hamiltonian in Eq. 2.1.1. This is
the distribution that we will approximate by dv'E. In connection to Figure 2.1.1 the

Hamiltonian can be written as

H=Hygq+Hoyen= > I1®Hun®I+ Y I©@Hum®L (237
1=13,5, 1=2,4,6,

We proceed to define a “quantum convolution” on the distributions di4 and dig,

which is S-dependent

dv*1®) = dp, B, dip. (2.3.8)

In general, without any connection to a Hamiltonian, let di4 and dvg be

symmetric measures on R?". We define dv?® to be the eigenvalue distribution of

H=A+Q;'BQ,, (2.3.9)

-1
where Q, = ( SIA)) {P) with

Q" = [®L2 Q] @ Liand O =Li® [l QP  Nodd

QS;“) _ [®5V_/12 Q(O)] and Q( ) L® [®1’\’/2 -1 Q(E)] R N even
(2.3.10)
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and each Qg" is a B—Haar measure orthogonal matrix of size d? and I, is an

identity matrix of size d.

Comment: A, B and Q, are d¥ x dV.

Comment: In our examples given in this paper, we assume the local terms are
independent and identically distributed (iid) random matrices, each of which has
eigenvectors distributed with S—Haar measure.

The tensor product in (2.3.10) succinctly summarizes the departure of the quan-
tum case from a generic matrix as well as from the classical case. First of all the
number of parameters in @, grows linearly with N whereas in @ it grows exponen-
tially with N. Second, the quantum case possesses isotropicity that makes it different
from the classical, whose eigenvectors are a point on the orthogonal group (i.e., the
identity matrix).

Comment: General B’s can be treated formally [37]. In particular, for quantum
mechanical problems 3 is taken to be 1 or 2 corresponding to real and complex entries

in the local terms. 8 = 4 corresponds to quaternions.

Definition. The Hadamard product of two matrices M; and M, of the same size,

denoted by M, o M, is the product of the corresponding elements.

Lemma 1. The elements of Q, defined in Eq. 2.5.10 are (dependent) random vari-

ables with mean zero and variance d™V.

Proof. Here expectations are taken with respect to the random matrix Q4 which is
built from local Haar measure matrices by Eq. 2.3.10. The fact that ]E( S,A)) =
E ( gB)) = Oy follows from the Haar distribution of local terms. Thus E (Q,) = 0
by independence of Q,(,A) and Q.(,B) . Further, each element in @, involves a dot product

between columns of Q,(,A) and Q,(,B). In every given column of Q,(IA) any nonzero entry is
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a distinct product of entries of local @’s (see Eq.2.3.10). For example the expectation
value of the 1,1 entry is E (qf’ll)q](’?qflf)qj(lf)) E ( (A)qj(’:)) E ( (B)qﬁ)) Because
of the Haar measure of the local terms, this expectation is zero unless i = j. We

then have that

E(Q0Qn) =E (V0 @4") E(Q{P 0 o) =
([®E12d27p] o L) (® [RLT2d2p]) N odd
(®fv_/12 d‘2Jd2) (]Id® [®N/ -1 d‘2Jd2] ®1Id) N even

= d—NJdN,

(2.3.11)

where J; = i X i matrix of all ones. We use facts such as (J;/i)* = (Ji/d), (Ji/i) ®
(J;/i) = (Ji2/i?) and the variance of the elements of an i x i f—Haar matrix is

1/i. O

2.4 Theory of Isotropic Entanglement

2.4.1 Isotropic Entanglement as the Combination of Classi-

cal and Isotropic

We create a “Slider” based on the fourth moment. The moment m; of a random
variable defined in terms of its density is my = [ z¥dvyy. For the eigenvalues of an
m X m random matrix, this is %ET&‘M ¥ In general, the moments of the classical
sum and the free sum are different, but the first three moments, m,, msy, and mg
are theoretically equal [32, p. 191]. Further, to anticipate our target problem, the

first three moments of the quantum eigenvalues are also equal to that of the iso and
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the classical (The Departure and the Three Moments Matching theorems in Section

2.4.2). These moments are usually encoded as the mean, variance, and skewness.

We propose to use the fourth moment (or the excess kurtosis) to choose a correct

p from a sliding hybrid sum:

d? = dv'® = pdv° + (1 — p)dv™° (2.4.1)

Therefore, we find p that expresses the kurtosis of the quantum sum (73) in terms

of the kurtoses of the classical (7£) and isotropic (74*) sums:

; 7 — %
B=ps+A-p°=> p=_—=i (24.2)
Y2

Recall that the kurtosis 7, = Zf, where o? is the variance. Hence kurtosis is the

correct statistical quantity that encodes the fourth moments:

mg = diNJET.r (A+T7BM)* ,mi = diNETr (A+QTBQ)",md = diNETr (A+QFBQ,)",
(2.4.3)

where II is a random uniformly distributed permutation matrix, @ is a S—Haar

measure orthogonal matrix of size d", and Q, is given by Eq. 2.3.10. Unless stated

otherwise, in the following the expectation values are taken with respect to random

eigenvalues A and B and eigenvectors. The ezpectation values over the eigenvectors

are taken with respect to random permutation I, f—Haar Q or Q, matrices for

classical, isotropic or quantum cases respectively.
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2.4.2 The Departure and The Matching Three Moments

Theorems

In general we have the i*® moments:

1

mi* = —ETr (A+Q"BQ)’
1 i
m{ = —ETr (A+QTBQ,)", and

1 .
m{ = —ETr (A+T7BI)".
where m = d". If we expand the moments above we find some terms can be put
in the form ETr (A™QTB™Q,) and the remaining terms can be put in the form
ETr{...QTB2'Q.A>'QTB>!Q, ...} . The former terms we denote non-departing;
the remaining terms we denote departing.

For example, when i = 4,

mige = #E{Tr[A4+4A3QTBQ+4A2QTBzQ+4AQTBaQ+2(AQTBQ)2+B4]} (2.4.4)
mi = —,};E{‘I‘r[A4+4A3QZ'BQ.,+4A2QZ'B2Q¢+4AQZ'B3Q¢,+2(AQ§BQQ)2+B4]}
m§ = #E{’I’r[A“ +4A3T7 BII+4A2TIT B2[I+4 AT B311+2 (AnTBn)’+B4] }

where the only departing terms and the corresponding classical term are shown as

underlined and bold faced.

Theorem. (The Departure Theorem) The moments of the quantum, isotropic

and classical sums differ only in the departing terms: ETr{... QT B>'Q,A>'QTB>'Q, .. -}
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Proof. Below the repeated indices are summed over. If A and B are any diagonal
matrices, and @ is @ or Q, or II of size m X m then E (qu) = 1/m , by symmetry and
by Lemma 1 respectively. Since the ETr (AQTBQ.) = E (¢Za:b;), where expectation
is taken over randomly ordered eigenvalues and eigenvectors; the expected value is
m? (#) E (a;b;) for any i or j. Hence, LETr (AQTBQ.) = E(aib;) = E (a;) E (b;),
which is equal to the classical value. The first equality is implied by permutation in-
variance of entries in A and B and the second equality follows from the independence

of A and B. a

Therefore, the three cases differ only in the terms ZETr (AQTBQ)Z,
2ETr (AQTBQ,)” and 2ETr (ATI”BI)” in Eq. 2.4.4.

Theorem. (The Matching Three Moments Theorem) The first three moments

of the quantum, iso and classical sums are equal.

Proof. The first three moments are

m{" = LETr (A + B)
m$ = LETr (A +QTBQ.)” = LETr (A% + 24QTBQ. + B?)
m{ = LETr (A + QTBQ.)° = LETr (43 + 34°QT BQ. + 3AQTB*Q. + B®),
(2.4.5)
where Q. is @ and @, for the iso and the quantum sums respectively and we used
the familiar trace property Tr(M;M2) = Tr(MyM;). The equality of the first three
moments of the iso and quantum with the classical follows from The Departure

Theorem. O

Furthermore, in the expansion of any of the moments > 4 all the non-departing

terms are exactly captured by IE. These terms are equal to the corresponding terms
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number of | number of odds number of odds size of | Number of
sites or evens (N odd) or evens (N even) H copies
N =4 kodd = 2 keven = "5 m = d" ¢

dim(spins) | dim (Hi41) | I** moment | I** cumulant | mean | variance | skewness

kurtosis

d | n=d* | my K I o2 2!

Y2

Table 2.2: Notation

in the classical and the isotropic and therefore equal to any linear combination of
them. The departing terms in higher moments (i.e.,> 4) that are approximated by
IE, we conjecture are of little relevance. For example, the fifth moment has only two

terms (shown in bold) in its expansion that are departing:

ms = LETr (A5 + 5AQTBQ, + 5A%QTB2Q. + 5A2QT B*Q, + 5A (AQTBQ.)’+
5 (AQTBQ.)* QTBQ. + 54QTB*Q. + B

(2.4.6)
By the Departure Theorem the numerator in Eq. 2.4.2 becomes,

e o E{Tr[(4QTBQ,)" - (4¢7BQ)’|}

B QDN .2 Sl S (2.4.7)
2 ot m ot
and the denominator in Eq. 2.4.2 becomes,
c o o E{Tx[(AN7BI)" - (47BQ)’|}

,_Yc _ ,Yiao — kg — Ra S (248)

2" ot m o? ’

where as before, Q is a f—Haar measure orthogonal matrix of size m = d¥, Q, =

52




(Q,(IA))T le) given by Eq. 2.3.10 and x} denote the fourth cumulants. Therefore,
evaluation of p reduces to the evaluation of the right hand sides of Eqs. 2.4.7 and
2.4.38.

Below we do not want to restrict ourselves to only chains with odd number of
sites and we need to take into account the multiplicity of the eigenvalues as a result
of taking the tensor product with identity. It is convenient to denote the size of the
matrices involved by m = d¥ = tn*, where n = d? and k = &1 and ¢ is the number

2
of copies (Section 2.3.2 and Table 2.2).

2.4.3 Distribution of A and B

The goal of this section is to express the moments of the entries of A and B (e.g.,
m4 and m¢,) in terms of the moments of the local terms (e.g for odd local terms
mgdd, m?ldd). Note that A and B are independent. The odd summands that make
up A all commute and therefore can be locally diagonalized to give the diagonal

matrix A (similarly for B),

4
|
)

A = IQA; QI (2.4.9)

z
I
O

B = I®AQ®I,

44,

U
)

i

where A; are of size d? and are the diagonal matrices of the local eigenvalues.

The diagonal matrices A and B are formed by a direct sum of the local eigenvalues
of odds and evens respectively. For open boundary conditions (OBC) each entry has

a multiplicity given by Table 2.3.
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OBC | N odd | N even

A d 1
B d d?

Table 2.3: The multiplicity of terms in A and B for OBC. For closed boundary

conditions there is no repetition.

Comment: We emphasize that A and B are independent of the eigenvector struc-
tures. In particular, A and B are the same among the three cases of isotropic,

quantum and classical.

We calculate the moments of A and B. Let us treat the second moment of A (B

is done the same way). By the permutation invariance of entries in A

2
mi=E(ad) = E(A+-+2P)

E [k () + k (k — 1) \OA@)] (2.4.10)

= kmgdd +k(k—-1) m?ﬁld

where expectation is taken over randomly chosen local eigenvalues, mgdd = E(\?)
and m?flid = E (\;A;) for some uniformly chosen ¢ and j with ¢ # j. The permutation
invariance assumption implies E (a?) = E (a?) for alli =1---m.

Comment: The key to this argument giving m# is that the indices are not sensitive

to the copying that results from the tensor product with I; at the boundaries.

Next we calculate the correlation between two diagonal terms, namely mfl =
E (a;a;) for i # j. We need to incorporate the multiplicity, denoted by ¢, due to the

tensor product with an identity matrix at the end of the chain,
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| moments expectation values count
m3 E (l4:]°) = mtogimy m’?
m2Mmi11 E (|(11,1Q1,2|2) = ;,,'('"%3) 2m? (m — 1)
(mn)” | E(01,102%1922) = —mmprayey | ™ (M — 1)°
E (¢383) = sbatasy

Table 2.4: The expectation values and counts of colliding terms in @ when it is
f—Haar distributed. In this section we use the first row; we include the last three
rows for the calculations in the appendix.

n

2
1 = 2
A 1) (k) ) (k)
my, —(—-T)E{( E )\il +'-'+)\ik) - E (/\,-1 +'-°+)\ik) }

i1, yig=1 iy, ie=1

= k(k—1)E(\)+ k{prob (A?) E (A?) + prob (A1 X2) E (MA2) }
= k(k—1)mQdd 4 Zzi_T {(n+= =) md 4 (tn*! (n - 1)) m9ddb 4.11)

where, prob (\?) = t"k_ =1 and prob (A1 Xe) = Aml’l—ll Similarly for B.

iso

2.4.4 Evaluation and Universality of p = 2=2%_

C 7580

Recall the definition of p; from Eqs. 2.4.2, 2.4.7 and 2.4.8 we have,

ETr (AT BN)’ — ETr (AQTBQ,)*

1-p= - A (2.4.12)
ETr (AT BIT)* — ETr (AQTBQ)
The classical case
—IETr (AT BI)® = —EZa2b2 2)E (b2) = mgm3. (2.4.13)

i=1
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Comment: Strictly speaking after the first equality we must have used b, instead

of b; but we simplified the notation as they are the same in an expectation sense.

The general form for the denominator of Eq. 2.4.12 is

1
—ETy |(an”B1)” - (4QTBQ)"| = —E {a}4? — asaxbb, (gjiasnapugp)} - (2414)

1
m

It’s worth noting that the arguments leading to Eq. 2.4.18 hold even if one fixes A
and B and takes expectation values over Il and a permutation invariant ¢} whose
entries have the same expectation value. The right hand side of Eq. 2.4.18 is a
homogeneous polynomial of order two in the entries of A and B; consequently it

necessarily has the form

%E”ﬁ [(An"BT)* - (4QTBQ)’| = o1 (B,Q)mi + ¢z (B, Q) mih

but Eq. 2.4.14 must be zero for A = I, for which m$ = mf’l = 1. This implies that
€1 = —cz, allowing us to factor out (m{,1 — mfl). Similarly, the homogeneity and

permutation invariance of B implies,

%E’I‘r [(AHTBH)2 - (AQTBQ)z] = (mg — m{,) (D1 (Q)mZ + D2 (Q)m{,) .

The right hand side should be zero for B = I, whereby we can factor out (mg — m?, )

—%E’I‘r [(An7BT)® - (4Q7BQ)’| = (mf — m,) (mf —mB) F (), (24.15)
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where m§ = E (af), m§ =E (b?), and m{; = E (a;,a;) , m, = E (b;, b;). Moreover
f(Q) is a homogeneous function of order four in the entries of Q. To evaluate f (Q),

it suffices to let A and B be projectors of rank one where A would have only one
h

nonzero entry on the i

h

position on its diagonal and B only one nonzero entry

on the jt position on its diagonal. Further take those nonzero entries to be ones,

giving m{; = mP; =0 and mg = m¥ = 1/m,

%ET’ |(an”BI)’ - (4Q"BQ)’| = #f @ (2.4.16)

But the left hand side is

%Eﬁ |(an”BTI)* - (4Q"BQ)"| =

{#Z&j—;%zﬁjn(q:j)}

where, we used the homogeneity of Q. Consequently, by equating this to f (Q) /m?,
we get the desired quantity

f(Q) ={1-mE(g;)}

Our final result Eq. 2.4.15 now reads

%]E'I’r [(AT” BT)” - (4Q7BQ)"| = (mf —mih) (mf — mP,) {1 - mE (gf)} .
(2.4.17)
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The same calculation where each of the terms is obtained separately yields the same
result (Appendix). In this paper p is formed by taking @ to have a B—Haar measure.
Expectation values of the entries of @ are listed in the Table 2.4.

We wish to express everything in terms of the local terms; using Eqs. 2.4.10 and

2.4.11 as well as tn* =m,

tk(n—1) nk-1 d
m‘z‘1 - m‘f’l = — 7T (mgdd - m(l)fll )
tk (n — 1) nk?
my — mf 1= ——1 — (mgven — m‘ern) ,

giving

—T%IE [T (A7 B1)° - T (4Q7BQ)°| = (m$dd — m3d) (mgven — mevem) x

km(n —1) 2 —mE (d
(——n = 1)> {1—mE (q;)} (2.4.18)

We now proceed to the quantum case where we need to evaluate
1
—E [(ATI"BT)" - Tr (AQ} BQ.)’| -

In this case, we cannot directly use the techniques that we used to get Eq. 2.4.18
because @, is not permutation invariant despite local eigenvectors being so. Before
proceeding further we like to prove a useful lemma (Lemma 2). Let us simplify
the notation and denote the local terms that are drawn randomly from a known

distribution by Hy;4; = H® whose eigenvalues are A; as discussed above.

58



A — — e N

Q'BQ i o _——— eec mmmm
A ISR e e
QTBQ Rl ﬁ B ecc NN

Figure 2.4.1: The terms in the expansion of iIE [Tr (AQ?BQQ)Z] can be visualized

as picking an element from each row from top to bottom and multiplying. Each row
has k of the local terms corresponding to a chain with odd number of terms. Among
k* terms roughly k? of them differ among the classical, isotropic and quantum cases
(See Eqs. 2.4.19 and 2.4.20). An example of such a choice is shown by diamonds.

Recall that A represents the sum of all the odds and Q;lBQq the sum of all the

evens,

Hoqq = z Io HY ®1, and Hoosn: = Z I HY ®1,
1=1,3,5,--- 1=2,4.6,

Hence, the expansion of LE [Tr (AQEBqu] amounts to picking an odd term, an
even term, then another odd term and another even term, multiplying them
together and taking the expectation value of the trace of the product (Figure
2.4.1). Therefore, each term in the expansion can have four, three or two different
local terms, whose expectation values along with their counts are needed. These
expectations are taken with respect to the local terms (dense d? x d* random

matrices).

The expectation values depend on the type of random matrix distribution from

which the local terms are drawn. The counting however, depends on the configuration
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of the lattice only. We show the counting of the number of terms, taking care of the
boundary terms for an open chain, along with the type of expectation values by

which they need to be weighted:

For N odd (k odd terms and k even terms)

Four HO’s : k2 (k — 1)° = dV-"ETx (H®)*, u, € {5,--- ,8}
Three HO’s : 2k2 (k — 1) = d¥-ETr ([H(‘)]2) ETr (HO)?, u, € {4,5,6}
Two H®’: (k — 1)> Not Entangled = dN~ {E’I‘r ([H(‘)] 2) }2
Two H's : (2k — 1) Entangled = d"—*ETr [(H® ® ) (1@ H*+D)

(HO o) (Ie H+D)]
(2.4.19)

For N even (k odd terms and k — 1 even terms)

Four HY’s : k (k — 1) (k — 2) = d¥ " ETr (H®)*, u; € {5,--- ,8}
Three HO’s : k (k — 1) (2k — 3) = d¥~=ETr ([H<l)]2) ETr (H®)?, u, € {4,5,6}
Two H®s : (k — 1) (k — 2) Not Entangled = dV—4 {E'n ([H(l>]2) }2
Two H®’s : 2(k — 1) Entangled = d"3ETr [(H? ®I) (I ® HHY)

(HO @I) (I HHY)]
(2.4.20)

Here u; and uy indicate the number of sites that the local terms act on (i.e., oc-
cupy). Therefore, #E [Tr (AQZ’BQq)z] is obtained by multiplying each type of
terms, weighted by the counts and summing. For example for u; = 5 and uy = 3,

when N is odd,
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2k%(k — 1) dVNETr ([H(l>]2) ETr H(‘))2 +(k—1)2 gV {IETr <[H(,)]2) }2 N
(2k — 1) dV3ETy [(H(t) o) (I® H(z+1)) (H(‘) 1) 1® H(’+1))]}
(2.4.21)

1E [Tr (AQTBQ,)’] = £ {a"-k* (k — 1)’ ETr (HO)* +

and similarly for N even,

1E [Tr (AQTBQ,)"| = &2 {k (k — 1) (k - 2) a"—"ETr (HO)* +
k(2k - 3) " ETx ([HO]") ETr (HO)” + (k - 2) ¥~ {ETx ([HO]") }2 +
2dNSETy [(HO 1) I HHY) (HO 1) (I HY)]}.
(2.4.22)
The expectation values depend on the type of random matrix distribution from
which the local terms are drawn. We will give explicit examples in the following

sections. In the following lemma, we use E (H®) =ul and E (H (’))2 =molgp.

Lemma 2. In calculating the ]ETT(AQ:‘;BQ,,)Z’ if at least one of the odds (evens)
commutes with one of the evens (odds) then the ezpectation value is the same as the
classical expectation value. Further if the local terms have permutation invariance of
eigenvalues then the only quantum ezpectation value that differs from classical is of

Type II (see the proof and the diamonds in figure 2.4.1).

Proof. This can be shown using the trace property Tr (M P) = Tr (PM). In calcu-
lating ETr (Hp% Hver HY4 Hever); if any of the odd (even) terms commutes with any
of the even (odd) terms to its left or right then they can be swapped. For example
one gets ETr (Hp*Hever Heven H9) = ETr (Hy* Hp*@ Hever HE"*™) which is just the

classical value. Hence the only types of expectations that we need to worry about
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are

H® HO®
B O+ - )
H® B and H® -
KD B - HU+D
) Typel Type 11 )

now we show that with permutation invariance of the local eigenvalues the first type
are also classical leaving us with the “diamond terms” alone (Fig. 2.4.1). Consider

a Type I term, which involves three independent local terms,

LETY{(12@HPQLn 4 )(IRHPSI,n_3) (12 ®H®®I,n_a ) (Is®HWD @15 )]
= szz.
This follows immediately from the independence of H® | which allows us to take its

expectation value separately giving a u and leaving us with
LET: (12 @ H® @ Liv—1)” (18 H? @1pn-s)| = pms.

Therefore the only relevant terms, shown by diamonds in Fig. 2.4.1, are of Type

II. As an example of such terms consider (here on repeated indices are summed over)

FET[(HORLn—2 ) (IOHD @l ,v—3 ) (HV@I,n—2 ) (IRHD@L,n—3 )]

2.4.23)
= (1) (1) 2 2 (
- 313- {]E (Hixiz,ﬁszilm,jlkz) E ( jzis,kgkgHigis,mka)} )

where the indices with subscript 2 prevent us from treating the two expectation
values independently: H(") and H® overlap at the second site. The number of such

terms is 2k — 1, where k = ﬂgl O
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Therefore, we have found a further reduction of the terms from the departure
theorem, that distinguishes the quantum problem from the other two. Luckily and
interestingly the kurtosis of the quantum case lies in between the classical and the
iso. We emphasize that the only inputs to the theory are the geometry of the lattice
(e.g., the number of summands and the inter-connectivity of the local terms) and the

moments that characterizes the type of the local terms.

Comment: The most general treatment would consider Type I terms as well,
i.e., there is no assumption of permutation invariance of the eigenvalues of the local
terms. This allows one to treat all types of local terms. Here we are confining to
random local interactions, where the local eigenvectors are generic or the eigenvalues

locally are permutation invariant in the expectation value sense.

The goal is to find p by matching fourth moments

. _ED (AN”BI)? - ETx (AQTBQ,)’
P = ETr (ATTBI) — ETx (AQTBQ)?

for which we calculated the denominator resulting in Eq. 2.4.18, where E (|q,-,,~|4) =
7(% for f—Haar @ (Table 2.4). If the numerator allows a factorization of the
moments of the local terms as in Eq. 2.4.18, then the value of p will be independent

of the covariance matrix (i.e., eigenvalues of the local terms).

Lemma. (Universality) p — p (N, d, B), namely, it is independent of the distribu-

tion of the local terms.

Proof. We use a similar techniques as we did in the isotropic case. The general form

for the numerator of Eq. 2.4.12 is (denoting Lemma 2 by L3)

63



LET[(An7BI)’~(AQTBQ,)’] L3 (2.4.24)
CAETr{(a0e1) (Ler))’  —  [(HOsL)(1eH+V)[*}=
SAETr{ (07 M@iok) (LeQR  AnQuir)”  — (97 AQisL) (b8 A @i )]}

where the expectation on the right hand side is taken with respect to the local
terms H® and H*Y . The right hand side is a homogeneous polynomial of order
two in the entries of A;, as well as, in the entries of A;y;; consequently Eq. 2.4.24

necessarily has the form

&1 (Aeven’ Qodd’ Qeven) m(2)dd +c2 (H even’ Qodd7 Qeven) m(l),(lid

but Eq. 2.4.24 must be zero for A; = I, for which mg’dd = m‘l)flld = 1. This implies
that ¢; = —c;. By permutation invariance of the local terms we can factor out
(mgdd - m‘l),clld). Similarly, the homogeneity and permutation invariance of H¢+D

implies,

(84— m2d) [D1 (Qoad> Qeven) m§™™™ + D (Qoqq, Qeven) mEY™]

The right hand side should be zero for A;y; = I, whereby we can factor out (m§Ve? — m¢yen);

y

hence the right hand side of Eq. 2.4.24 becomes

2k —1
( B ) (mgdd B m?’gld) (m37e" —miY*) fo (Qodds Qeven) (2.4.25)
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where f; (Qodd,Qeven) is a homogeneous function of order four in the entries of

Qodq s well as Qeven. To evaluate f,, it suffices to let A; and Ay, be projectors
h

of rank one where A; would have only one nonzero entry on the it

diagonal and A;,; only one nonzero entry on the jth position on its diagonal. Further

position on its

take those nonzero entries to be ones, giving m{; = m{; = 0 and m{ =m¥f =1/n.

Using this choice of local terms the right hand side of Eq. 2.4.24 now reads

2k -1 2 2
E2D e {(60 e 1) (faw 1))

e
~ (1M1 @ 1) (1a® |q§'+1’><q§-’+"l)]2} (2.4.26)

where here the expectation value is taken with respect to random choices of local

eigenvectors. Equating this and Eq. 2.4.25

fa(Qodd-Qeven) = n’ETx { CRIE I.,,)2 (o |q§-’“))(q§‘“)\)(22.4.27)

- (16”1 & 14) (Lo |q§~’“’><q§‘“’|)]2}

To simplify notation let us expand these vectors in the computational basis |q§l)) =
Uiyip|11)|i2) and ]q](.H'l)) = Vjyis|i2)|i3). The first term on the right hand side of Eq.
2.4.26, the classical term, is obtained by assuming commutativity and using the

projector properties,
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[ (4% 1) (rem 1) |
T (16”0 ® L) (e o)) )]
T (i 1551 73 Viais Vkaks i ke |119208) (r ks ] =
(Wi 5, T 7 Viis Tiaia) = (utur) Jaiy (vol) jeiz

Tr [(ufu) (vo!)] = Tr [uv (uv)f] =

d
lufp = D of.  (24.29)

i=1

where ||.||p denotes the Frobenius norm and o; are the singular values of uv. The

second term, the quantum term, is

2
A [CREYA (Lo |q§~'“))(q§'+”l)] = (2.4.29)
T (Wi, 1515, 33 Vjnis Ukaka sy ko Urmymmy Umaks Vigis |019213) {P1P2P3]] =
(UTu)jzkz (vvt)mzkz (ufu)mgig (U’U*)hiz =

(whuw), . (uuwl), = Tr { [uo (uo)] 2} _

“uv (uv)f”; = z of.

2 T
where we used the symmetry of (uv (uv)T) = uv (w)' [uv (uv)t] .

Now we can calculate

f1(Qodq> Qeven) = n°E {lluvll%\ - ”uv (uv)7||;} (2.4.30)
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giving us the desired result

%E’I‘r [(AHTBH)2 _ (AQZBQ9)2] — d@2k-1) (mgdd _ m?flid) (mgYeR — meven)

< E (”uv”%‘ g . (uu)*“;) , (2.431)

from which

ETr (AII’BI)’ — ETr (AQ;'BQ,)’
ETr (ATI” BI)? — ETx (AQ-' BQ)?

k- (joulf ~ e )

(2e=8)" {1 - mE ()}

n(m-1)

(2.4.32)

The dependence on the covariance matrix has cancelled- a covariance matrix is one
whose element in the %, j position is the covariance between the it* and jt* eigenvalue.
This shows that p is independent of eigenvalues of the local terms which proves the

universality lemma.

Comment: To get the numerator we used permutation invariance of A and B and

local terms, to get the denominator we used permutation invariance of Q.

O

Comment: It is interesting that the amount of mixture of the two extremes needed
to capture the quantum spectrum is independent of the actual types of local terms.

It only depends on the physical parameters of the lattice.
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2.4.5 The Slider Theorem and a Summary

In this section we make explicit use of S—Haar properties of @ and local terms. To
prove that there exists a 0 < p < 1 such that the combination in Eq. 2.4.2 is convex

we need to evaluate the expected Frobenius norms in Eq. 2.4.31.

Lemma 3. E |luv||% = 1/d and E ”uv (uv)f” =2 2[3‘1(‘1_2;;2112‘;,(3'1—1)"'4, when local

terms have — Haar eigenvectors.

Proof. Tt is a fact that G = u)gqs2, when u is uniform on a sphere, G is a d x d
B—Gaussian matrix whose expected Frobenius norm has a y—distribution denoted

here by xpgs (similarly for v). Recall that E(x2) = h and E (x}) = h (h + 2).

Elluwlf E(xpe) = E(GiG)E (24.33)
d
1 2 @ (2
= E [luv|} = —=E|G:1G:|f = EZ 9; £ 9xs
(Bd?) (ﬂdz) P ( ! )
d? 1
= ——d () = =.
(Bd?)? d
_ dla .. _ GG W
The quantum case, ulu = ﬁfv']lhlllf IITIIIT similarly viv = i G22"% =7 Gzﬁ%‘ , where
W, and W, are Wishart matrices.
2 ETr (W, W,)? ETr 2
EHuv (tt%))"”F = WWa) __ UALE) (2.4.34)
E

(o) E (i) (@B (@B+2))°
hence the complexity of the problem is reduced to finding the expectation of the

trace of a product of Wishart matrices.
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| Notation Type Count
X itk & j#I |d(d-1)°
i=k & j#£I
Y or 2d? (d—1)
itk & j=1
Z =k & j=1 P

Table 2.5: Expectation values.

1<ijki<d y;ka fl';rcyl

(2.4.35)

where IT denotes the product of the elements of the matrix. There are three types

i {
T;Yi YT
ETr (WiW,)? = ETr (WiW,WiWe) =E > malyyloealyyf =10 P } :

of expectations summarized in Table 2.5.

In Table 2.5

X = E[(zize) (vimr)]

Y = E[(x!yjf ($Iyz)2]
= ]E[(x;-'yi)4].

We now evaluate these expectation values. We have

N
I

i

Xpa 98 98 98

0 -
X =T XB(d-1) 98 9
0 0 DC DC
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by QR decomposition, where gg and x» denote an element with a 3—Gaussian and

xn distribution respectively; DC means “Don’t Care”. Consequently

b
X = 1II Xpd 9s a
0 XB(d-1) c d

o1 l axgd 9pa + Xp(d-1)C T [ axpd 9pa ]

bxpa 98b+ Xxp-1d bxpa 9sb

= Xpa'bg; = Bd.

where we denoted the four independent Gaussian entries by a,b, ¢, d to not confuse

them as one number. From Eq. 2.4.35 we have

Y = E [(ﬁlfzyj)z (xzyl)2] =E (Xdﬁg/(sl))2 (Xdﬂg/(g2))2 — ,Bd (,Bd+ 2) ﬂ2

Z = E (:c*y)‘l =E (x3) E (x5) = Bd (Bd +2) B(B+2).
Eq. 2.4.34 now reads

2 _ -
E Huv (uv)”“i = g3 1()1 ;212122?2(3(1 D+ 4. (2.4.36)

0

Theorem. (The Slider Theorem) The quantum kurtosis lies in between the clas-
sical and the iso kurtoses, 75 < 7§ < ~5. Therefore there ezists a 0 < p < 1 such

Proof. We bave {1~ £ 57, g5} > 0, since Sy;f < %55 = m- The last in-
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equality follows from qu < 1. Therefore, Eq. 2.4.8 is

; 2
o= = o (m89 = mild) (mgven - me) x

(%)2 {mE (q1,) — 1} <0.

From Eqgs. 2.4.29 and 2.4.28 and using the fact that the singular values o; < 1

we have

2 d d
o @) = Dot < 3 0F =l

i=1 i=1

which proves 7§ — 7§ < 0. In order to establish 7i* < v§ < 5, we need to show that

7§ — 73 < 45 — 4. Eq. 2.4.32 after substituting mE (q;*j) = (nf;fZ) from Table 2.4
and Eqgs. 2.4.33, 2.4.36 reads

e m e () (- 55eR) (75)

e

We want to show that 0 < 1—p <1 for any integer k > 1, d > 2and 8 > 1. All the
factors are manifestly > 0, therefore 1 — p > 0. The first two factors are clearly <1

so we need to prove that the term in the braces is too. Further, k¥ = 1 provides an
1—d—2k+1

upper bound as (1 - TW/T) < (1 - 1—}53%}75) . We rewrite the term in the braces

d(Bd® +2)[B(d®*+d? —2d+ 1) +4d — 2]

(Bd? +2° (d+1)*(d—1) , (2.4.37)
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but we can subtract the denominator from the numerator to get

(Bd+2)[B(d*—2d%) +2(d®*-d*-1)] >0 Vd>2.

This proves that (2.4.37) is less than one. Therefore, the term in the braces is
less than one and hence 0 < p < 1. Let us note the following limits of interest (recall

N —1=2k)

. 2k—1 k=1
fm(1-p) = ===
. 1
R

the first limit tells us that if we consider having two local terms and take the local
dimension to infinity we have essentially free probability theory as expected. The
second limit shows that in the thermodynamical limit (i.e., N — o00) the convex
combination slowly approaches the classical end. In the limit where 8 — oo the S
dependence in (1 — p) cancels out. This is a reconfirmation of the fact that in free
probability theory, for 8 — oo, the result should be independent of 5. We see that
the bounds are tight.
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Figure 2.4.2: An example: § = 1: the quantum problem for all d lies in between the
iso (p = 0) and the classical (p = 1).

O

Comment: Entanglement shows itself starting at the fourth moment; further, in the
expansion of the fourth moments only the terms that involve a pair of local terms
sharing a site differ. Note that when the QMBS possesses a translational
symmetry, there is an additional complication introduced by the dependence of the
local terms. Though, in this case, the non-iid nature of the local terms complicates
the matter theoretically, we have not seen a practical limitation of IE in our

numerical experiments.

Comment: One could from the beginning use free approximation instead of

isotropic (m — 00), in which case the proofs are simplified.

We now summarize the main thesis of this work. We are interested in the eigen-

value distribution of
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H=Hygq+Hepen= . I®Hyu®I+ Y 1® Hynol,
1=1,3,5, 1=2,4,6,

which in a basis in that H_jq is diagonal reads H = A + Q;lBQq. Since this
problem has little hope in being solved exactly we consider along with it two known

approximations:

H, = A+1II7'BI

A+ Q;'BQ,
H,, = A+Q'BQ.

H

We proved that the first three moments of the three foregoing equations are
equal. We then calculated their fourth moments as encoded by their kurtoses (y2s)

analytically and proved that there exists a 0 < p <1 such that

¥ =p¥+(1-p) 5B

It turned out that the only terms in the expansion of the fourth moments that were

relevant were

ETr {(AH-IBH)"’ _ (AQ;IBQq)2}
ETr {(A[I-'BII)* - (4Q"'BQ)’} |

_p= (2.4.38)

Through direct calculation we found that the numerator ETr { (ALI"'BII)° — (AQ;'BQ,) 2}

evaluates to be
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(2t 1) (3¢ = 99 (™ — mYem) & (ol o (o))

and the denominator ETr {(AH“BI'I)2 - (AQ-IBQ)2}
odd odd even eveny ( km(n—1) 2 4
(mz — M ) (m3¥e —miy®") m—1) {1 -mE (¢3)}-

Therefore 1 — p does not depend on the local distribution and can generally be

expressed as

d(2k~1)E (Iluvllzp - ““” ("”)T“;)
(med) (1 -mE(st)}

n(m-1)

1-p=

If we further assume that the local eigenvectors are § — Haar distributed we get

e = e - (2] (- 35) ()

B(d3+d?2—2d+1)+4d -2
[ (d—1) (Bd? +2) ]

(2.4.39)

Next we asserted that this p can be used to approximate the distribution

dv? =~ dv'E = pdv° + (1 — p) dv**°.
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We argued that the spectra obtained using Isotropic Entanglement (IE) are accurate

well beyond four moments.

For illustration, we apply IE theory in full detail to a chain with Wishart matrices
as local terms. Other types of local terms (e.g. GOE, random +1 eigenvalues) can
be treated similarly; therefore in Section 2.6 we show the plots comparing IE with

exact diagonalization for these cases.

2.5 A Detailed Example: Wishart Matrices as Lo-

cal Terms

As an example take a chain with odd number of sites and for the local terms in Eq.
2.1.1 pick H® = WTW, where W is a rank r matrix whose elements are picked
randomly from a Gaussian distribution (8 = 1); these matrices WTW are known as
Wishart matrices. Clearly the maximum possible rank is r = d? for each of the local

terms.

Any cumulant is equal to the corresponding cumulant of one local term, denoted
by «, times the number of summands in Eq. 2.1.1. In particular, the fourth cumulant
of H is nﬁN_l) = (N — 1) k4. Below we drop the superscripts when the quantity
pertains to the whole chain. Next we recall the definitions in terms of cumulants of

the mean (u), the variance (¢?), the skewness (1), and the kurtosis (72)

(2.5.1)

=
Il
=
qw
I
X
n
2
Il
w
S
f
U3
I
2
|
w



2.5.1 Evaluation of p = :Z—%fjﬁl';;
2 2

The moments of the local terms are obtained from MOPS [35];

my = fOr
me=pr{f(r+n—1)+2
ma = Br{Bin?+(r—1)@Bn+r—-2)]+68(n+r—1)+8}
my = Br{48 + B nd 4 6n%(r — 1) +n(6r — 11) (r— 1) = 6 (r> + 1) + r* + 11r]
+262[6 (2 + 7)) +17(n(r— 1) —r) + 11] + 448 (n + 7 — 1)}

myy1 = Br(r—1)

(2.5.2)
which for real matrices 8 = 1 yields
m;=r
mey=r(r+n+1)
mz=71(n%+3n+3rn+3r + 12 +4) (2.5.3)

my = 7 (6n2 + 21n + 6rn? + 17rn + 217 + 6nr2 + 612 + n® + r3 + 20)

mi1 =T(T—1).

The mean, variance, skewness, and kurtosis are obtained from the foregoing rela-
tions, through the cumulants Eq. 2.5.1. We drop the superscripts when the quantity

pertains to the whole chain. Therefore, using Eq. 2.5.1, we have

p=(N-1r o?2=r(N-1)(n+1)
— n243n44 (¢) —— n*(n+6)—rn(n+1)+21n+2r+20
nm= (n+1)3/2;7r(N-1) = r(N-1)(n+1)* ’
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From Eq. 2.4.10 we readily obtain

%E’I\r (AHTBH)2 =r?k? (rk +n+1)°. (2.5.5)

By The Matching Three Moments theorem we immediately have the mean, the

variance and the skewness for the isotropic case

p=(N-1)r o?=r(N-1)(n+1)
n243n44

M= 7 iy

Note that the denominator in Eq. 2.4.2 becomes,

E{Tr [(an7BT)* - (4Q"BQ)’|}
r2(N —1)* (n+1)?

(2.5.6)

In the case of Wishart matrices, mdd = meven = r and m9dd = mgven —

r(r+n+1), m9dd = meven — ,(r _ 1) given by Eqs. 2.4.10 and 2.4.11 respec-
tively. Therefore we can substitute these into Eq. 2.4.18

%E {Tx [(an7BL)’ - (4Q7BQ)"] }

(m? = mi) (mg? —m{?) {1 -m= (a})}
Bm—1) (kmn—-1)\*
(mB +2) ( n(m—1) ) (ma = 1)

Bk*m? (n —1)*
(mB +2) (m — 1) n?

(my —my,)? (2.5.7)

One can also calculate each of the terms separately and obtain the same results (see

Appendix for the alternative).
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From Eq. 2.4.31 we have

B [Tr (AN7BI)” - Tr (4Q7BQ,)"] = d(2k—1) (mz — 1)’

E (Nuvn% — [wo ("vf’ll;)

= (2k - 1) (m2 - mlyl)z

1+d(d®+d—-3)
{ @72 } (2.5.8)

X

We can divide Eq. 2.5.8 by Eq. 2.5.7 to evaluate the parameter p.

2.5.2 Summary of Our Findings and Further Numerical Re-

sults

We summarize the results along with numerical experiments in Tables 2.6 and 2.8 to
show the equivalence of the first three moments and the departure of the three cases

in their fourth moment. As said above,

Qe=Iw  Quo=QHaard" xd¥  Q,=(QW)" Q) (2.5.9)

A\ ~B) .. . .
where, ( p ) g~ is given by Eq. 2.3.10. In addition, from Eq. 2.5.4 we can

define A to be the part of the kurtosis that is equal among the three cases

(n+1)* -~
Using A we can obtain the full kurtosis for the iso and quantum case, and there-

fore (see Table 2.6 for a theoretical summary):

v — &
p=12"0_ 2.5.10
Y2 — V2 ( )
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B =1 Wishart || Iso Il Quantum [ Classical
Mean p r(N-1)
Variance o* (N —1)(d*+1)
— & +3d744
Skewness 11 r(N=-1)(@+1)°
1E[T(4Q7BQ.) | || mémP- Eq. 2.5.7 mémB- Bq. 2.5.8 || r2%2(rk+n+1)2
Kurtosis 7 || 2:E[1(4750)’]+a | 2ZsE[1r(4a07Bq,)’]+a | Eq. 2.5.4

Table 2.6: Summary of the results when the local terms are Wishart matrices. The
fourth moment is where the three cases differ.

The numerical convergence of the kurtoses to the theoretical values were rather
slow. To make sure the results are consistent we did a large run with 500 million

trials for N =5,d =2, r =3 and 8 = 1 and obtained four digits of accuracy

75 — i = 0.39340 Numerical experiment
75 — 4i* = 0.39347  Theoretical value.

Convergence is faster if one calculates p based on the departing terms alone (Eq.

2.4.38). In this case, for full rank Wishart matrices with N =5 and d = 2

B =1, trials: 5 Million | 1—1p B =2, trials: 10 Million| 1—p

Numerical Experiment | 0.57189 Numerical Experiment | 0.63912

Theoretical Value 0.57183 Theoretical Value 0.63938

Below we compare our theory against exact diagonalization for various number

of sites N, local ranks r, and site dimensionality d (Figures 2.5.1-2.5.5).
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| Experiments based on 500000 trials
[ N=3 l Theoretical value J Numerical Experiment

|
|
I Iso | Quantum || Classical | Iso | Quantum | Classical |
Mean p | 8 | 8007 | 8.007 | 7.999 |
| Variance o2 | 40 | 40.041 | 40.031 | 39.976 |
| Skewness 7, | 2 V10 = 1.01192 | 1.009 | 1009 | 1011 |
| Kurtosisy, | 286=0500 | #=0660|2=0960| 0575 | 0645 | 0.953 |
I Experiments based on 500000 trials |
| N=5 | Theoretical value | Numerical Experiment |
I I Iso “ Quantum || Classical J Iso “ Quantumj ClassicalJ
| Meanp | 16 | 15999 | 15.999 | 16.004
| Variance o2 | 80 | 79.993 | 80.005 | 80.066
| Skewness 7 |
|

2/5=0.716 0715 | 0715 | 077
| Kurtosis 7o 228 = (.087 2L =0.255| 2=048 | 0.08 |
| Experiments based on 300000 trials

0.255 | 0.485 |

N=T7 | Theoretical value | Numerical Experiment
| Iso | Quantum | Classical | Iso [ Quantum | Classical |
| Meanp | 24 | 23.000 | 23.000 | 24.095 |
| Variance 0 | 120 | 120.008 | 120.015 | 120.573 |
| Skewness 7, | 2 /30 = 0.584 | 0585 | 058 | 0.588 |
| Kurtosis 7, | —2804 = —0.082 | 2 =0.153] £ =0.320 | —0.079 | 0.156 | 0.331 |
I Experiments based on 40000 trials |
| N=9 | Theoretical value |  Numerical Experiment J
| | Iso | Quantum || Classical | Iso || Quantum | Classical |
| Mean p 32 | 32.027 | 32.027 | 31777 |
| Variance o2 160 | 160.074 | 160.049 | 157.480 |
Skewness 7 | 4 /10 = 0.506 | 0505 | 0.506 0.500 |
Kurtosis 7, | —238142 — —0.164 | 3= =0.109 | & =0.240 | —0.165 | 0.109 0.213
Experiments based on 2000 trials
N=11 | Theoretical value Numerical Experiment
| Iso Il Quantum " Classical Iso QuantumJ Classical
Mean p 40 | 39.973 | 39.973 | 39.974 |
Variance o2 | 200 . | 200.822 | 200.876 | 197.350
Skewness 7, £./2 = 0.452548 | 04618 | 04538 | 0.407
Kurtosis v, | —1215224 — 213 | 2L =0.084 | 2t =0.192 | —0.189 | 0.093 | 0.102

Table 2.8: The mean, variance and skewness of classical, iso and quantum results
match. However, the fourth moments (kurtoses) differ. Here we are showing results
for d = 2, r = 4 with an accuracy of three decimal points.
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Figure 2.5.1: N = 3 examples. Note that the last two plots have the same p despite

having different ranks r. This is a consequence of the Universality Lemma since they

have the same N and d.



N=5, d=2, r=4, trials=500000
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Figure 2.5.2: N =5
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N=9, d=2, r=4, trials=40000
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Figure 2.5.4: N = 9. Note that the two plots have the same p despite having different

local ranks.
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Figure 2.5.5: N =11

2.6 Other Examples of Local Terms

Because of the Universality lemma, p is independent of the type of local distribution.
Furthermore, as discussed above, the application of the theory for other types of local
terms is entirely similar to the Wishart case. Therefore, we only show the results in

. . . ; T
this section. As a second example consider GOE’s as local terms, i.e., Hjj41 = L 2+ g

where G is a full rank matrix whose elements are real Gaussian random numbers.
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Figure 2.6.1: GGE’s as local terms



N=3, d=5, trials=50000

n
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Figure 2.6.2: Local terms have a random binomial distribution.

Lastly take the local terms to have Haar eigenvectors but with random eigenvalues
+1, ie., Hyyp = QITA;Q;, where A; is a diagonal matrix whose elements are binary
random variables +1 (Figure 2.6.2).

In this case the classical treatment of the local terms leads to a binomial distri-
bution. As expected p =1 in Figure 2.6.2 has three atoms at —2,0, 2 corresponding
to the randomized sum of the eigenvalues from the two local terms. The exact di-
agonalization, however, shows that the quantum chain has a much richer structure

closer to iso; i.e, p = 0. This is captured quite well by IE with p = 0.046.

2.7 Beyond Nearest Neighbors Interaction: L > 2

If one fixes all the parameters in the problem and compares L > 2 with nearest neigh-
bor interactions, then one expects the former to act more isotropic as the number of
random parameters in Eq. 2.1.1 are more. When the number of random parameters

introduced by the local terms, i.e., (N — L + 1) d” and d” are comparable, we find
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that we can approximate the spectrum with a high accuracy by taking the summands

to be all isotropic[39] (See Figures 2.7.1-2.7.3).

3 N=6, d=4 =3, r=64, trials=14
=x10
3.4 T T T T T
3r = Exact Diagonalization|
=—|.E. Theory:p=0 |
I S St Standard Fit
= 2 ] _
2 | i
[+] -
Q15 } .
1 L -
0.5r 7
s @ Standard Fit | . .
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
Eigenvalue

Figure 2.7.1: IE method approximates the quantum spectrum by H'F =
S QT Hy,. 112Q:

N=6, d=4 ,L=4, r=256, trials=14

-3
2x 10 ! T T T T T T T T T
i lacifens| R « Exact Diagonalization
1.5+ .‘ =—|.E. Theory:p= 0 b
3 == Standard Fit
Z >
e 1 i
(a]
0.5+ ]
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2,
0 200 400 600 800 _ 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000

Eigenvalue

Figure 2.7.2: IE method approximates the quantum spectrum by H'® =
S QTH,. 143Qu
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ii ® Exact Diagonalization
08 —I.E. Theory:p= 0 i
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=00 % ]
‘@ 3
8 ]
0.4
0.2
1
¢ 0

Eigenvalue

Figure 2.7.3: IE method approximates the quantum spectrum by H'E =
S QT Hy,. 144Q1

Most distributions built solely from the first four moments, would give smooth
curves. Roughly speaking, the mean indicates the center of the distribution, variance
its width, skewness its bending away from the center and kurtosis how tall and skinny
versus how short and fat the distribution is. Therefore, it is hard to imagine that
the kinks, cusps and local extrema of the quantum problem (as seen in some of our
examples and in particular Figure in 2.6.2) could be captured by fitting only the first
four moments of the QMBS Hamiltonian to a known distribution. It is remarkable

that a one parameter (i.e., p) interpolation between the isotropic and classical suffices

in capturing the richness of the spectra of QMBS.

2.8 Conjectures and Open Problems

In this paper we have offered a method that successfully captures the density of states

of QMBS with generic local interaction with an accuracy higher than one expects
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solely from the first four moments. We would like to direct the reader’s attention to

open problems that we believe are within reach.

1. We conjecture that the higher moments may be analyzed for their significance.
For example, one can show that the fraction of departing terms in the expansion
of the higher moments (e.g. analogous to bold faced and underlined terms in
Eqgs. 2.4.4,2.4.6 but for higher moments) is asymptotically upper bounded by
1/N3. In Section2.2.3 we conjectured that their expectation values would not

change the moments significantly. It would be of interest to know if

IA

ETr{...Q'B>'QA>'Q7'B>'Q.. .}
ETr{...Q;'B>'Q,A>'Q;'B>'Q,...} <
ETr{... I7'B>'TA>'0'B?'II.. .}

For example, one wonders if

ETr { (4Q7'BQ)"} < ETr{ (4Q;*BQ,)"} < ETr{ (4~BM)"}

for £ > 2; we have proved that the inequality becomes an equality for k = 1
(Departure Theorem) and holds for k = 2 (Slider Theorem).

2. Though we focus on decomposition for spin chains, we believe that the main
theorems may generalize to higher dimensional graphs. Further rigorous and

numerical work in higher dimensions would be of interest.

3. At the end of Section 2.4.4 we proposed that more general local terms might

be treated by explicitly including the extra terms (Type I terms).
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. Application of this method to slightly disordered systems would be of interest
in condensed matter physics. In this case, the assumption of fully random local

terms needs to be relaxed.

. In our numerical work, we see that the method gives accurate answers in the
presence of an external field. It would be nice to formally extend the results

and calculate thermodynamical quantities.

. We derived our results for general 8 but numerically tested § = 1,2. We

acknowledge that general 8 remains an abstraction.

. Readers may wonder whether it is better to consider “iso” or the infinite limit
which is “free”. We have not fully investigated these choices, and it is indeed

possible that one or the other is better suited for various purposes.

. A grander goal would be to apply the ideas of this paper to very general sums

of matrices.
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2.9 Appendix

To help the reader with the random quantities that appear in this paper, we provide
explanations of the exact nature of the random variables that are being averaged.
A common assumption is that we either assume a uniformly randomly chosen eigen-
value from a random matrix or we assume a collection of eigenvalues that may be
randomly ordered, Random ordering can be imposed or a direct result of the eigen-
vector matrix having the right property. Calculating each of the terms separately

and then subtracting gives the same results.

1

m

E [Tr (AQT BQ)2] = %E { Z ai, aiyb;, by, (qil,-lq,-lquizjlqiz]-?)} , (2.9.1)
1<iy,i2,51,52<m

where a; and b; are elements of matrices A andB respectively. The right hand side of

Eq. 2.9.1 can have terms with two collisions (i.e., i; = i and j; = j2), one collision

(i.e. i # iz exclusive-or j; # j2), or no collisions (i.e., i; # iz and j; # j2). Our goal

now is to group terms based on the number of collisions. The pre-factors for two,

one and no collisions along with the counts are summarized in Table 2.4. Using the

latter we can sum the three types of contributions, to get the expectation

1E [Tr (4Q7BQ)’| = EAE () E (1) +

A3 [E () E (0105) + E (a) E (912)] — (%.LZ‘I‘%E (6102) E (b1b2) .-

(2.9.2)

If we take the local terms to be from the same distribution we can further express

the foregoing equation
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lg [Tr (AQTBQ)2] -1

YD) [(8 +2)m3 + B (m — 1) E (a102) {2m2 — E (a102)}] -

(2.9.3)
The quantity of interest is the difference of the classical and the iso (see Eq.

2.4.8),

LETy (AN7BI)® — LETr (AQTBQ)” =
Bm=1) (F (a?)E (*) — E (b2) E (a102) — E (a2 E (b1b2) + E (a122) E (bib2)} =

(mB+2)
?,,&'g;;; {mgA) B _ mPmi®) - mPm® + m{) (B)}
A A B B
s (ot i) (0~ i) -
(2.9.4)
If we assume that the local terms have the same distribution: mg = mgA) = mgB),

mn = mﬁ) = mg ) as in Eq. 2.9.3, the foregoing equation simplifies to

B(m—-1)
(mB+2)

In the example of Wishart matrices as local terms we have

Lpmy (ANTBI)® - ~ETr (AQ"BQ)” =
m m

(m2 - m1,1)2 .

my=E(@?) =rk(rk+n+1)
M = E(map) =k (k- 1)+ 2 {(tnk = 1) (n+r+ 1) +tn*7 (= 1) (r = 1)}

=k(k-1)r?+ 2 lnbYnr +2) —n—r—1}.
(2.9.5)
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Chapter 3

Calculating the Density of States
in Disordered Systems Using Free
Probability

In the previous chapter we saw that when a decomposition into two commuting sub-
sets is possible, one can with a high accuracy obtian the density of states of quantum
spin chains. Spin chains that we discussed do not possess transport properties such
as hopping of electrons. In this chapter we like to extent the ideas of decomposing
the Hamiltonian to ’easier’ pieces and treat different systems. In particular we will
focus on one particle hopping random Schrédinger operator. What follow in the rest

of this chapter also apprears in [40].
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3.1 Introduction

Disordered materials have long been of interest for their unique physics such as
localization [41, 42], anomalous diffusion [43, 44] and ergodicity breaking [45]. Their
properties have been exploited for applications as diverse as quantum dots [46, 47|,
magnetic nanostructures [48], disordered metals [49, 50, and bulk heterojunction
photovoltaics [51, 52, 53]. Despite this, theoretical studies have been complicated by
the need to calculate the electronic structure of the respective systems in the presence
of random external potentials. Conventional electronic structure theories can only be
used in conjunction with explicit sampling of thermodynamically accessible regions
of phase space, which make such calculations enormously more expensive than usual

single-point calculations [54].

Alternatively, we aim to characterize the ensemble of electronic Hamiltonians that
arise from statistical sampling directly using random matrix theory; this would in
principle allow us to sidestep the cost of explicit statistical sampling. This naturally
raises the question of whether accurate approximations can be made for various char-
acteristics of random Hamiltonians such as their densities of state (DOSs). We use
techniques from free probability theory, which allow the computation of eigenvalues
of sums of certain matrices [55]. While this has been proposed as a tool applicable
to general random matrices [56] and has been used for similar purposes in quantum
chromodynamics [57], we are not aware of any quantification of the accuracy of this
approximation in practice. We provide herein a general framework for quantitatively

estimating the error in such situations.
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3.2 Quantifying the error in approximating a PDF
using free probability

We propose to quantify the deviation between two PDFs using moment expansions.
Such expansions are widely used to describe corrections to the central limit theorem
and deviations from normality, and are often applied in the form of Gram—Charlier
and Edgeworth series [58, 59]. Similarly, deviations from non-Gaussian reference
PDFs can be quantified using generalized moment expansions. For two PDFs w (§)
and w (£) with finite cumulants &4, k2, ... and &y, &g, . .., and moments pi;, p2, . .. and
ji1, iz, - - . Tespectively, we can define a formal differential operator which transforms

@ into w and is given by [60, 58]

w(€)=exp[zn"_!k"

n=1 n

(—di&) n] B (£). (3.2.1)

This operator is parameterized completely by the cumulants of both distributions.
The first k for which the cumulants x; and & differ then allows us to define
a degree to which the approximation w = @ is valid. Expanding the exponential
and using the well-known relationship between cumulants and moments allows us to
state that if the first £ — 1 cumulants agree, but the kth cumulants differ, that this

is equivalent to specifying that
w(€) = (€) + B (-1 o () + 0 (@) (3.2.2)

At this point we make no claim on the convergence of the series defined by the
expansion of (3.2.1), but useit as a jusfiﬁcation for calculating the error term defined

in (3.2.2). We will examine this claim later.
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3.3 The free convolution

We now take the PDF's to be DOSs of random matrices. For a random matrix Z, the
DOS is defined in terms of the eigenvalues {)\f,m)} of the M samples Z1,...,Zm, ..., Zum

according to

1 L1 &
PO = lim > <> 66— M), (33.1)
m=1 n=1

The central idea to our approximation scheme is to split the Hamiltonian H = A+ B
into two matrices A and B whose DOSs, p() and p(®) respectively, can be determined
easily. The eigenvalues of the sum is in general not the sum of the eigenvalues.
Instead, we propose to approximate the exact DOS with the free convolution AH B,
i.e. plH) x plABB) 4 particular kind of “sum” which can be calculated without exact
diagonalization of H. The moment expansion presented above quantifies the error of
this approximation in terms of the onset of discrepancies between the kth moment
of the exact DOS, uiH), and that for the free approximant uchEEB). By definition, the

exact moments are

P = uf*? = ((a+B)), (33.2)

where (Z) =E Tr (Z) /N denotes the normalized expected trace (NET) of the Nx N
matrix Z. The kth moment can be expanded using the (noncommutative) binomial
expansion of (A + B)*; each resulting term will have the form of a joint moment
(AmB™ ... A" B™) with each exponent n,,m, being a positive integer such that
Yi_, (ns +m,) = k. The free convolution fix is defined similarly, except that A and

B are assumed to be freely independent, and therefore that each term must obey, by
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definition [61], relations of the form

0 = (IT,_, (A™ — (A™)) (B™ — (B™))) (3330)
= (II;_, A" B™) + lower order terms, (3.3.3b)

where the degree k is the sum of exponents n,, m, and the second equality is formed
by expanding the first line using linearity of the NET. Note for ¥ < 3 that this
is identical to the statement of (classical) independence [61]. Testing for pch+B) #
/,LchEBB) then reduces to testing whether each centered joint moment of the form in
(3.3.3a) is statistically nonzero. The cyclic permutation invariance of the NET means
that the enumeration of all the centered joint moments of degree k is equivalent to

the combinatorial problem of generating all binary necklaces of length &, for which
efficient algorithms exist [64].

The procedure we have described above allows us to ascribe a degree k to the
approximation p(#) = pl4®B) given the splitting H = A + B. For each positive
integer n, we generate all unique centered joint moments of degree n, and test if they
are statistically nonzero. The lowest such n for which there exists at least one such
term is the degree of approximation k. We expect that £ > 4 in most situations,
as the first three moments of the exact and free PDFs match under very general
conditions [65]. However, we have found examples, as described in the next section,

where it is possible to do considerably better than degree 4.
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3.4 Decomposition of the Anderson Hamiltonian

As an illustration of the general method, we focus on Hamiltonians of the form
H= o , (3.4.1)

where J is constant and the diagonal elements h; are identically and independently
distributed (iid) random variables with probability density function (PDF) py, (£).
This is a real, symmetric tridiagonal matrix with circulant (periodic) boundary con-
ditions on a one-dimensional chain. Unless otherwise stated, we assume herein that
h; are normally distributed with mean 0 and variance 02. We note that o/J gives

us a dimensionless order parameter to quantify the strength of disorder.

So far, we have made no restrictions on the decomposition scheme H = A+ B
other than p) and p(® being easily computable. A natural question to pose is
whether certain choices of decompositions are intrinsically superior to others. For

the Anderson Hamiltonian, we consider two reasonable partitioning schemes:

hy 0 J

ho J 0 J
H = Al + B1 = + (3423,)
J 0 .
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((hy J \ (o )
J 0 hy J
H=A+B= hs J + J 0 . (3.4.2b)

J 0 hy ---
\ VAR )

We refer to these as Scheme I and II respectively. For both schemes, each fragment

matrix on the right hand side has a DOS that is easy to determine. In Scheme I,
we have ps, = pp. B is simply J multiplied by the adjacency matrix of a one-
dimensional chain, and therefore has eigenvalues A, = 2J cos (2nw/N) [66]. Then
the DOS of By is pp, (£) = 3°0_, & (€ — A\,) which converges as N — oo to the arcsine

distribution with PDF pyg (£) = 1/ (7;,/4J2 - gz) on the interval [=2|J|,2|J]]. In
h, J

Scheme II, we have that ps, = pp, = px where px is the DOS of X = .
J 0

Since X has eigenvalues ey (£) = hy (€) /2 £ /h% (§) /4 + J?, their distribution can
be calculated to be

px (§) = (1 + —g) Ph (& - —Jg) : (3.4.3)

3.5 Numerical free convolution

We now calculate the free convolution A BB B numerically by sampling the distribu-
tions of A and B. We define p4®8) as simply the average DOS of the free approxi-
mant Z = A + Q"1BQ, where Q is a N X N random matrix of Haar measure. For
real symmetric Hamiltonians it is sufficient to consider orthogonal matrices @, which
can be generated from the QR decomposition of a Gaussian orthogonal matrix [62].

(This can be generalized readily to unitary and symplectic matrices for complex and
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Figure 3.5.1: Calculation of the DOS, p(¢), of the Hamiltonian H of (3.4.1) with
M = 5000 samples of 2000 x 2000 matrices for (a) low, (b) moderate and (c) high
noise (o/J=0.1, 1 and 10 respectively with 0 = 1). For each figure we show the
results of free convolution defined in Scheme I (p(41®51); black solid line), Scheme II
(p\428B2); green dashed line) and exact diagonalization (p'#); red dotted line).

quaternionic Hamiltonians respectively.) In the N — oo limit, this converges to the

free convolution ABB [55, 63].

The exact DOS p{4+5) and free approximant p{“®5) are plotted in Figure 3.5.1(a)-
(c) for both schemes for low, moderate and high noise regimes (o/J =0.1, 1, 10

respectively).

We observe that for Scheme I we have excellent agreement between p(!) and
p4BB1) aer0ss all values of o/J, which is evident from visual inspection; in contrast,

Scheme II shows variable quality of fit.

We can understand the starkly different behaviors of the two partitioning schemes
using the procedure outlined above to analyze the accuracy of the approximations
P ) x pMBB) gnq pH) ~ p(A428B2)  For Scheme I, we observe that the ap-
proximation (3.2.2) is of degree k = 8; the discrepancy lies solely in the term
((AlBl)4) [67]. Free probability expects this term to vanish, since both A; and
B, are centered (i.e. {A;) = (Bi1) = 0) and hence must satisfy (3.3.3b) with
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(AB)') = —L X 0
G 0
A oAT4

+ s

4

+ @ i ot J4

Figure 3.5.2: Diagrammatic expansion of the term (A;B;A;B1A;B14,B) in terms
of allowed paths dictated by the matrix elements of A; and B, of Scheme I in (3.4.2a).

ng =m = ---=mng = my = 1. In contrast, we can calculate its true value
from the definitions of A; and B;. By definition of the NET (-), only closed paths
contribute to the term. Hence, only two types of terms can contribute to {(41B1)*);
these are expressed diagrammatically in Figure 3.5.2. The matrix A; weights each
path by a factor of h, while B; weights each path by J, and in addition forces the
path to hop to an adjacent site.

Consequently, we can write explicitly

((A131)4> =% Z E (hiJhi-1JhiJhip1J)
N %]_ Z E (hiJhip1 JhidhiyJ)
v % Z E (hiJhi_1JhiJhi_1J)
N % Z E (hiJhis1 Thihisa J) |
=2JE () E (h}) +2°E ()" = 0+ 20%*,  (35.)

where the second equality follows from the independence of the h;’s. As this is
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the only source of discrepancy at the eighth moment, this explains why the agree-
ment between the free and exact PDFs is so good, as the leading order correction
is in the eighth derivative of p41®B) with coefficient 20J4/8! = (¢J)* /20160. In
contrast, we observe for Scheme II that the leading order correction is at k = 4,
where the discrepancy lies in {A2B2). Free probability expects this to be equal to
(AZB2) = (A2) (B2) = (X2)® = (J? 4+ 02/2)°, whereas the exact value of this term
is J2 (J2 + o?). Therefore the discrepancy is in the fourth derivative of p“®5) with

coefficient (—o*/4) /4! = —a*/96.

3.6 Analytic free convolution

Free probability allows us also to calculate the limiting distributions of p4®5) in the
macroscopic limit of infinite matrix sizes N — oo and infinite samples M — co. In
this limit, the DOS p(“®B) is given as a particular type of integral convolution of
o™ and p{®). We now calculate the free convolution analytically in the macroscopic
limit for the two partitioning schemes discussed above, thus sidestepping the cost of

sampling and matrix diagonalization altogether.

For our first example, we take A and B as in Scheme I, but with each iid h;
following a Wigner semicircle distribution with PDF py (§) = \/4—_52 /A on the
interval [—2,2]. (Using semicircular noise instead of Gaussian noise simplifies the
analytic calculation considerably.) Then, p‘4) = py and p'B) = pas. The key tool
to performing the free convolution analytically is the R-transform r (w) = g7 (w) —

w™! [68], where g~! is defined implicitly via the Cauchy transform

_ p(§)
w= /R g (36.1)
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Figure 3.6.1: DOS, p(£), of the Hamiltonian (3.4.1) with M = 5000 samples of
2000x 2000 matrices with (a) low, (b) moderate and (c) high semicircular on-site noise
(0/J=0.1, 1 and 10 respectively with o = 1), as calculated with exact diagonalization
(red dotted line), free convolution (black solid line), and perturbation theory with
A; as reference (blue dashed line) and B, as reference (gray dash-dotted line). The
partitioning scheme is Scheme I of (3.4.2a).

For freely independent A and B, the R-transforms linearize the free convolution,
ie. 8B (1) = r(4 (w) + r{B) (w), and that the PDF can be recovered from the

Plemelj—Sokhotsky inversion formula by

P49 (6) = 2m ( (5452 (6) 3620

g4BB) (1)) = r(ABB) (1) 4 o1, (3.6.2b)

Applying this to Scheme I, we have 1 (w) = w and r® (w) = (-1 + V4J? + w?) /w,
so that g4®B) (w) = w + (V4J% + w?) /w. The need to calculate the functional
inverse (g(“‘E'E'B))—l in this procedure unfortunately precludes our ability to write
p“EB) (£) in a compact closed form; nevertheless, the inversion can be calculated
numerically. We present calculations of the DOS as a function of noise strength o/J

in Figure 3.6.1.
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3.7 Comparison with other approximations

For comparative purposes, we also performed calculations using standard second-
order matrix perturbation theory [69] for both partitioning schemes. The results
are also shown in Figure 3.6.1. Unsurprisingly, perturbation theory produces results
that vary strongly with o/J, and that the different series, based on whether A is
considered a perturbation of B or vice versa, have different regimes of applicability.
Furthermore it is clear even from visual inspection that the second moment of the
DOS calculated using second-order perturbation theory is in general incorrect. In
contrast, the free convolution produces results with a more uniform level of accuracy
across the entire range of o/J, and that we have at least the first three moments

being correct [65].

It is also natural to ask what mean-field theory, another standard tool, would
predict. Interestingly, the limiting behavior of Scheme I as N — oo is equiva-
lent to a form of mean-field theory known as the coherent potential approximation
(CPA) [70, 71, 72] in condensed matter physics, and is equivalent to the Blue’s func-
tion formalism in quantum chromodynamics for calculating one-particle irreducible
self-energies [57]. The breakdown in the CPA in the term ((A,B:)*) is known [73, 41};
however, to our knowledge, the magnitude of the deviation was not explained. In

contrast, our error analysis framework affords us such a quantitative explanation.

Finally, we discuss the predictions of isotropic entanglement theory, which pro-

poses a linear interpolation between the classical convolution

S GEN I RIGYCIERTe

and the free convolution p‘48B) (¢) in the fourth cumulant [65, 74]. The classi-
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cal convolution can be calculated directly from the random matrices A and B; by
diagonalizing the matrices as A = QZIA AQ4 and B = leABQB, the classical con-
volution p(4*B) (£) can be computed from the eigenvalues of random matrices of the
form Z,; = A4 + II7'AII where IT is a N X N random permutation matrix. It is
instructive to compare this with the free convolution, which can be sampled from
matrices of the form Z’ = A4 + Q 1ApQ, which can be shown by orthogonal invari-
ance of the Haar measure random matrices @ to be equivalent to sampling matrices

of the form Z = A + Q"1 BQ described previously.

As discussed previously, the lowest three moments of Z and H are identical; this
turns out to be true also for Z, [65]. Therefore IE proposes to interpolate via the
fourth cumulant, with interpolation parameter p defined as

K;SH) _ H‘(IAEB)

P= "z 3.7.1)
niA B) _ niAEBB) (

We observe that IE appears to always favor the free convolution limit (p = 0)
as opposed to the classical limit (p = 1); this is not surprising as we know from
our previous analysis that n‘(lH) = m,(lAEBB), and that the agreement with the exact
diagonalization result is excellent regardless of o/J. In Scheme II, we observe the
unexpected result that p can sometimes be negative and that the agreement varies
with o/J. From the moment expansion we understand why; we have that the first

(AxtBr) k{42852) — _54/4. The discrepancy lies in the

three moments match while &
term (A2ZB2) which is expected to have the value (A2) (BZ) = (J? + 02/2)® in free
probability but instead has the exact value J2 (J% + o%). Furthermore, we have that
K$A2rB2) o4 n‘(lAﬁBz)where the only discrepancy lies is in the so-called departing term

{A2B2A3By) [65, 74]. This term contributes 0 to £%5) but has value (AZ) (B3) =
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(J% + 02/2)” in k"B since for the classical convolution we have that
(I, (A7 B)) = (AT ) (BE=™). (3.7.2)

This therefore explains why we observe a negative p, as this calculation shows that

(A2+B2) _ (A2EBg) -2 -2
Ky — K, (O')
=-2(2(Z +1 3.7.3
p= KL(IAQ*BQ) _ K"(lAgEle) - ( J ) ( )

which is manifestly negative.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated that the free probability of random matrices
can provide unexpectedly accurate approximations for the DOS of disordered Hamil-
tonians, both for finite dimensional systems and in the macroscopic limit N — oo.
Our results illustrate variable accuracies of the approximations predicated on our
particular choices of partitioning schemes, which can be quantitatively estimated
using moment expansions. These results represent an optimistic beginning to ad-
dressing the electronic structure of disordered condensed matter systems using the
tools of random matrix theory. We are currently investigating the predictions of
free probability on the localization properties of eigenvectors, as well as studying the
general applicability of free probability to lattices in higher dimensions, as well as

systems with off-diagonal and correlated disorder.
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Part 11

Eigenvectors
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Chapter 4

Generic Quantum Spin Chains

In this chapter I discuss frustration free condition, evolution in time and imaginary
time within MPS representation along with numerical methods. I then discuss the
degeneracy and frustration free condition for generic quantum spin chains with local
interactions. I leave the discussion of the entanglement of the ground states for the

next chapter.

4.1 Frustration Free Condition

An L—local Hamiltonian where each interaction acts nontrivially on L particles can

be written as

M
H=>) H

i=1
where ¢ indexes M groups of L spins. By spectral decomposition any such Hamilto-

nian on N spins each with d—states can be written as
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H=mglg)(gl+ > Aala)(al, withamas +my = d¥

a=1
where g refers to the ground state quantities, m, the possible multiplicity due to

degeneracy and a's label the excited states. Similarly for each of the local terms

=m, /\t l9: ) %] + Z WP with r + m; =drL, (4.1.1)

Energy is meaningful in a relative sense, hence one can shift the local Hamiltonian

such that the ground state has energy zero. This defines an effective Hamiltonian H]

.
Hi=H; - Xlg = Z (A5 =A%) [of ) oF]
p=1
The effective local Hamiltonian has zero energy ground states and eigenstates
corresponding to the excited states with positive eigenvalues. By definition, )\;',— A; >
0 for all p, where we have not made as of yet any assumptions on the possible
numerical values they can take. The span and Kernel of Hy, is therefore the same

as

H= S )], (412)

p=1

where we replaced all A;', — /\; > 0 by ones to get projectors of rank r as our local
terms. As discussed at the end of this section, there are advantages in doing so.
Locally there are d? — r zero energy states; however, the projectors are not mutually
exclusive. This makes the problem of counting the kernel of H non-trivial, namely
we cannot assert that the number of ground states is (d? — r)M. In particular the
ground state of the global Hamiltonian may not be a local ground state of some local

term(s): frustrated.
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Lemma 4. Suppose E;r and Egr are the smallest eigenvalues of Hamiltonians H*
and H? respectively and EX? that of H* + H?. Further, let E},,, and EZ,,, be the
largest eigenvalues of Hamiltonians H' and H? respectively and ELZ, that of H'+ H?

max

then

1 2 1,2
EL+E, < E

B+ Flue 2 Bl

In the first (second) case equality holds if H' and H? have the same eigenstate for

their smallest (largest) eigenvalues.

Proof. The proof follows from the fact that the average is greater than the least
eigenvalue and smaller than the largest eigenvalue. Suppose we are in the states in
which H! + H? takes the eigenvalue EL?, then (H' + H?) = EL? , but (H' + H?) =
(H) +(H?) > E}, + EZ.. The equality holds if H' and H? have the same eigenstate
for their smallest eigenvalues. Similarly if we are in the state in which H* + H? takes
the eigenvalue EL2 . then (H'+ H?) = EL2. , but (H' + H?) = (H') + (H?) <

E! _+ E2__. The equality holds if H! and H? have the same eigenstate for their
max

largest eigenvalues. O

One can prove this using Rayleigh quotient or min-max theorems as well.

Therefore, the summation in the first Eq. 4.1.2 can result in “lifting” the global
ground state relative to that of the local ones. We seek conditions under which global
ground state has zero energy, i.e.,'remains “unlifted” (see Section 4.2 for motivation).

It is necessary and sufficient for a state to be the ground state if it is orthogonal

to all the local terms H! because all the terms in the Hamiltonian will be zero. If the
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local terms commute by the foregoing lemma the global and local ground states will
be the same, ie., E;? = E} + EZ = 0+ 0 = 0. This is too strong a requirement.
It could be that the lowest eigenvectors of each summand are aligned, in which case
the system is Frustration Free (FF) or unfrustrated. A classical analogue would be

the ferromagnet.

Definition 1. The ground state is unfrustrated if it is also a common ground state

of all of the local terms H;.

Let us go back to Eq. 4.1.3 and investigate chains of d-dimensional quantum
spins (qudits) on a line with nearest-neighbor interactions. The Hamiltonian of the

system,
N-1

H=> Hgpn (4.1.3)

k=1
is 2-local (each Hj x4y acts non-trivially only on two neighboring qudits). Our goal
is to find the necessary and sufficient conditions for the quantum system to be un-

frustrated

The local terms can be written as

K
Hipa = EP PO, + > EPP s (4.1.4)
p

where Eék) is the ground state energy of Hi 41 and each P,S'}c) +1 18 a projector onto
the subspace spanned by the eigenstates of Hi k41 with energy E,f,k). The question
of existence of a common ground state of all the local terms is equivalent to asking

the same question for a Hamiltonian whose interaction terms are

eier = I,.k—1® Pegy1 ® Iiya, N, (4.1.5)
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with P g1 = >0, P,ﬁp,g .1 projecting onto the excited states of each original interac-
tion term Hy x4+1. When this modified system is unfrustrated, its ground state energy
is zero (all the terms are positive semi-definite). The unfrustrated ground state be-
longs to the intersection of the ground state subspaces of each original Hy x4 and is
annihilated by all the projector terms.

As far as the question of (un)frustration and count of the ground states are

concerned, Eq. 4.1.5 yields the same result as Eq. 4.1.4.

4.2 Why Care About Frustration Free Systems?

There are many models such as the Heisenberg ferromagnetic chain, AKLT, Parent
Hamiltonians that are frustration free (FF) [101, 102, 77, 17]. Besides such models
and the mathematical convenience of working with projectors as local terms, what is
the significance of FF systems? In particular, do FF systems describe systems that

can be realized in nature? Some answers can be given:

1. It has been proved in [91] all gapped Hamiltonians can be approximated by
frustration free Hamiltonians if one allows for the range of interaction to be
O(log N). Tt is believed that any type of gapped ground state is adequately
described by a frustration free model [77].

2. The ground state is stable against variation of the Hamiltonian against pertur-

bations [80]
H(g) = ngHk,k+la g >0
k

as the kernels of the local terms remain invariant.

3. In quantum complexity theory the classical SAT problem is generalized to the
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so called qSAT [88]. The qSAT problem is: Given a collection of k—local pro-
jectors on n qubits, is there a state 1) that is annihilated by all the projectors?

Namely, is the system frustration free?

4. Ground states of frustration free Hamiltonians, namely MPS can be prepared

by dissipation [79].

4.3 Why Does Imaginary Time Evolution Work?

By imaginary time evolution we mean it — 7. The Hamiltonian evolution becomes

e ) — e H|y).

Intuitively one might like to see imaginary time evolution as dissipation of energy
such that for sufficiently long time the system relaxes to its lowest energy state.
Mathematically, one can do a spectral decomposition H = ) E,|a){a| where E,

are energies associated with states |a). The imaginary time evolution

e_TH|1/1) — e—-rZEala)(al l¢>7

which implies an exponential suppression of the overlap of |¢/) with states that have
energies higher than that of the ground state. My numerical implementation of the

imaginary time evolution is the same as described in [81].
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4.4 Numerical Study of Quantum Spin Chains Us-
ing MPS

Suppose we want to evolve the MPS representation of the quantum spin system, (to

be explicit we include the A’s see Eq. 1.3.9) starting at time ¢

N-1
Py =P {@ T, (3p) AE”’lz'p>} OBC.

The quantum mechanical time evolution in At is given by

N-1
Yrear) = {®9XP (“iAth,prl)} [h)-

As in Chapter 2, we once again decompose the Hamiltonian into two pieces H =

H, + H,, where H; = ) Hppir and Hy = )

=24, H, ,+1 are made up of

p=1’3’.‘.
terms that all commute with one another. One can show [23, Exercise 4.47]

—itHh _ e—itﬂl,ze—itﬂsA - e—’itHN-2,N-1 (4'4.1)

—itHoy —itHz,se—itH4,5 ... e“itHN—l,N

e

In order to evolve the system in time we need to make use of Trotter’s formula

(23, Thm 4.3]

Theorem. (Trotter formula) Let A and B be Hermitian operators. Then for any

real t,
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ciA+B)t nl-l—I}olo (eiAt/neiBt/n)"_ (4.4.2)

Among other things, one can use the proof of this theorem to show [23, see Eq.

4.103],

et - (iH LA 4 0) (A12) (4.4.3)

where we used A = H, and B = H,.
Using Eqs. 4.4.1 and 4.4.3

Yerar) = ® exp (—iAtHpp11) ® exp (—iAtHppy1) ¢ 1) + O (At2)

» odd p even

which implies that Trotterization and evolution in time can be implemented by evolv-

ing the even terms first and then the odd terms for small time intervals.

An advantage of MPS is that one can locally update the state (82, Lemma 2],

i.e., apply the operator on the local terms n and n + 1, we first define

e‘in,in+1 = Pt (Zn) Ag")l"t (in+1)

Let the imaginary time evolution operator be
in,in+1 J— _ in,in+1
Vi = exp (~AtHE)

which after the imaginary time evolution update reads
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;. P i gt
in,i K 2
et:-An,;H — Vln.ln+1 etn n+1 (4‘4‘4)

37
nslngl

To get the updated Matrix Products we use SVD

Tusae (in) ApaTssa¢ (ins1) = SVD (O35 (4.4.5)

The state after imaginary time evolution will in general not be normalized. As
in [81], I normalize the state after every update step. The work in [81] was confined
to translationally invariant chains with d = 2 where I’s and A’s could be taken to
be the same at every site and bond respectively. I generalized the numerical code to
implement the updates for any d and regardless of whether there was translational
invariance. A major hinderance was implementation of © update (Eq. 4.4.4) in an
efficient manner. I overcame this by first reshaping the matrices and applying the
update rules followed by undoing of the reshaping. I then took the SVD to update
the chain and normalized the state. This was done for every pair of nearest neighbors
qudits in H; followed by updates on every pair of nearest neighbor qudits in H, (see
the code in Algorithm 1). See the section 4.7 for further discussion and numerical

results.
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Algorithm 1 This code updates Eqs.4.4.4 and4.4.5

Ramis Movassagh

April 2012

All rights reserved

T3 % 3T LT ST EEELEEETELR

writing the portion of the code for calculating Theta and its update
function [state
lossnorm)=recomputeGL2_TestTrivial (ham, state,strength,bitl,bit2,bond_a)
global imaginarytime

global usesvd

global normbymultiplication

global cutofflambda

90 o ¢ d@ 0P

% interacts the bonds a connecting bitl to bit2
% note: bond g is not interacted
%

%
% b a c
% —-—- bitl -— bit2 ---

X=gstate.Xmax;

dit = state.dit;

% hardcode the line here...

bond b = bond a - 1;

bond ¢ = bond_a + 1;

% bond indices in {bitl, bit2 & bit3}
al=find(state.options.bonds(bitl, :)==bond_a);
bl=find(state.options.bonds(bitl, : )==bond b);
a2=find(state.options.bonds(bit2, :)==bond _a);
c2=find(state.options.bonds(bit2, :)==bond c);

% lambdas of interacting bonds
La=diag(state.L(bond _a,:));
Lb=state.L(bond b, :);
Le=state.L(bond_c,:);

% this is for the interaction of nearest sites. These are just the
gammas :

Hba zeros (X, X,dit);

Bac zeros (X,X,dit);

r = (l:dit);

Hba(:,:,r) = state.H(:,:,r,bitl); % This is Gamma_ab
Hac(:,:,r) = state.H(:,:,r,bit2); % This is Gamma_ac
% we need inverse vectors for La and Li

nonzerolLa = find(state.L(bond a, :)>cutofflambda);
Lail=zeros(X,1);

Lail (nonzerola)=1./state.L(bond_a,nonzerola);

Lai = diag(Lail);

% b a

s — bitl - bit2 -120

bb=expm(-strength.*ham(:,:,bitl)); % It is called V in the thesis
p=1;

ThetaVec = zeros(dit*dit*X*X,1);
theta_before = zeros(X,X,dit,dit);
for s = 1l:dit
for t= 1l:dit
%At evey entry s,t Theta has a matrix that is X x X.



% You don't need to store this: FOR CHECKING
%$Theta = R;
%Theta = Hba(:,:,s)*Lai*Hac(:,:,t);
%theta before(:,:,s,t) = Theta;
theta before(:,:,s,t) = Hba(:,:,s)*Lai*Hac(:,:,t);
$SIZE_THETA=size(Theta)
%Here Lai is the inverse of Lambda in between the sites. Hba

and
%Hac are just the L Gamma L each.
thetalnter = reshape(theta_before(:,:,s,t),[],1);
ThetaVec( (p-1) *X*X+1 :p*X*X)=thetalnter;
p=p+*l;
end
end

Theta2 = reshape(ThetaVec,X*X,[]);
Theta2t = Theta2';
Theta update = bb*Theta2t; % returns a dit"2, by X"2.
% Here every column contains a loop over spins (fixed pair of X)
theta update2t = Theta_update'; 3% X°2 by dit"2
IND = size(theta_update2t);
thetaB = zeros(IND(2),X,X);
for i = 1:IND(2)
thetaB(i,:,:)
end
theta_update_back = zeros(X,X,dit,dit);
% Need to make it a square with dimensions X*dit by X*dit
Theta flat=zeros(dit*X,dit*X); % Will be the updated Theta
for s = 1l:dit
for t = l:dit
theta update back(:,:,s,t) = thetaB(k,:,:); % Can be omitted
Theta_flat((s-1)*X+1l:s*X, (t-
1)*X+1:t*X)=theta_update back(:,:,s,t);
end
end
%% use the SVD for decomposition of Theta
[VV,EE,WW] = svd(Theta_flat, 'econ'); % Theta = VV * EE * WW'
LL = diag(EE);
%Note on size: VV and EE and WW ARE ALL (dit*X) x (dit*X): same as
Theta
$LL IS (dit*X) x 1
[LLs, how]=sort(LL, 'descend');
%% i.e LLs = LL(how);
lossnorm = sum(LLs(X+l:end).”2);
state.L(bond_a,:)=0;
% renormalize the lambdas
state.L(bond_a, :)=LL(how(1:X));
state.L(bond_a,:)=state.L(bond_a,:)/norm(state.L(bond a,:));
EEcutoff = diag(state.L(bond_a,:));
for r = l:dit
state.H(:,:,r,bitl)
state.H(:,:,r,bit2)
end 121
% % just to check that gammas do what they are supposed to.
$ rr = (l:dit);
% Hba_ after(:,:,rr) = state.H(:,:,rr,bitl); % THIS IS Gamma_ab
% Hac after(:,:,rr) = state.H(:,:,rr,bit2); % THIS IS Gamma_ac

reshape(theta_update2t(:,1i),X,X);

VV(X*(r-1)+1l:r*X,how(1:X)) * EEcutoff;
EEcutoff * WW(X*(r-1)+l:r*X,how(1l:X))";



4.5 Degeneracy and Non-Frustration Condition for

Generic Local Terms

We choose to investigate chains of d-dimensional quantum spins (qudits) with 2-
local nearest-neighbor interactions . Our first result is an analytic derivation of
the necessary and sufficient conditions for such quantum systems to be unfrustrated.
Second, we look at their ground state properties and find a range of parameters
where we conjecture that these states are highly entangled and thus may be difficult
to find computationally. We then corroborate this by a numerical investigation using
a Matrix Product State (MPS) method.

While the MPS formulation has been shown to work very well numerically for
most one-dimensional particle systems, complexity theory issues seem to show there
must be exceptions to this rule. Finding the ground-state energy of a one-dimensional
qudit chain with d = 11 has been shown to be as hard as any problem in QMA
[86, 87]. It is not believed that classical computers can efficiently solve problems
in QMA. However, to our knowledge until now there have not been any concrete
examples (except at phase transitions) for which MPS methods do not appear to work
reasonably well. This research was undertaken to try to discover natural examples

of Hamiltonians for which MPS cannot efficiently find or approximate the ground
states.

In Section 4.6 we show that the question of non-frustration for qudit chain Hamil-
tonians with general nearest-neighbor interactions can be simplified to only Hamil-
tonians that are sums of projector terms[88]. We then analytically show under what

conditions zero energy ground states for this system exist. Second, in Section 4.7 we

IThe rest of this chapter is based on [118]; however, I have corrected the erroneous assertion we
made regarding choosing solutions.
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show how to search for and approximate the ground states numerically and analyze
the efficiency of finding the required MPS. We identify an interesting class of unfrus-
trated qudit chain Hamiltonians, on which our MPS methods do not work well. Led
by our numerical work, we conjecture that these ground states are highly entangled.
Finally, we summarize our results and conclude with an outlook to further work in

Section 4.8.

4.6 Generic Interactions

We now choose to focus on a class of Hamiltonians whose local terms have generic

eigenvectors. This implies
T
P = Z V% k1) {Vk 1 (4.6.1)
=1

is a random rank r projector acting on a d?-dimensional Hilbert space of two qudits,
chosen by picking an orthonormal set of r random vectors (a different set for every

qudit pair — we are not assuming translational invariance).

We now find conditions governing the existence of zero energy ground states (from
now on, called solutions in short). We do so by counting the number of solutions
possible for a subset of the chain, and then adding another site and imposing the

constraints given by the Hamiltonian.

Suppose we have a set of D, linearly independent solutions for the first n sites

of the chain in the form

fin = PiLIRER | Ti-yinell pisin] (46.2)

Qan Ap—-2,0pn-1" Qpn—1,0n
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similar to MPS, with i, = 1,...,d and ay = 1,..., D; here and below all the re-
peated indices are summed over. The I'’s satisfy the linear independence conditions?

ik, k — y —_
cmkl_g,akxak - Orvzkyak—l — Loy = 0, Vak.

We now add one more site to the chain, impose the constraint P, ;1 and look for
the zero-energy ground states for n + 1 sites in the form

ilyerasindl . o/s01seerbn—1Tin,[n] 'i,n+1,[n+l]
Qn41 — Yoan-1 Pan—lyan Qn,n41  ° (4'6'3)

The unknown matrix T4 must satisfy

(vﬁ,n»flIinin+1>Pi:‘;[_"f,a"PZ‘.:é:[.'lT1] =0 (4.6.4)
for all values of a1, 0tnqy and p, with |vf ;) vectors defined in (4.6.1). This results
in a system of linear equations

Cpan—lyin+lanr‘2‘,:(]i:.[.1:.f1] = 0) (4.6.5)

with Cpap_yjingian = (vﬁ,nﬂlininﬂ)FZ‘;[_"l],an a matrix with dimensions rD,_; X dD,.

If dD,, > rD,_; and the matrix C has rank rD,,_, the conditions given by Eq. 4.6.5

int1,[n+1]

are independent and we can construct dD,, — rD,,—; linearly independent I's.. o, .1 ',

corresponding to solutions for the n + 1 qudit chain (see the appendix for a proof

2Note that this is not the standard MPS form, which also requires linear independence in the
other direction, i.e.

ya,‘_lI‘f,",;Ek},ak =0,Vig, 0 <= Yo,_, =0, Vair_3

In this case sy would be the Schmidt rank for the partition of the qudits into (1,...,k) and
(k+1,...,m).
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Figure 4.6.1: The existence of zero energy ground states for a qudit chain with
d-dimensional qudits and 7 projectors per pair. We highlight two notable cases:
d=2,r=1andd=4,r=4.

of rank (C) = rDp_1). The freedom we have now is to use only a subset of them
for constructing solutions (see the next chapter). Previously in our work [118] we

asserted that the choice made implies
Spy1 < ds, — TS,_1, (4.6.6)

valid for all n. In order for the forgoing inequality to hold, one needs to prove that
the possible dependences resulting from making choices do not affect the inequality
(see next chapter). For example, excluding a subspace at a given step could break
the full rankness of C at a later step.

i

Let Do = 1 and D; = d as the only constraint on I is linear independence.

The recursion relation above at each gives D, linearly independent zero energy states,
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where

D, = dDn_y — Dp_s, (4.6.7)

for all n with. The solution of this recursion relation is

n+l _ n+l
p, = I —9"
f-9
with f + g=d and fg = r. Hence,
f—-é.}_ iz._r —-é_ .d_2_r
TtV T 9TV T

There are three interesting regimes for r and d which yield different behaviors of D,

(Figure 4.6.1):

1. 7> £ gives D, = P2 EOD0 ith cosf = 9. D,, becomes negative when
T8 sin § m 8

n+ 1> % and thus no zero energy states can be constructed for a long chain

d2

ifr> =

i‘? results in D, = (-‘21)" (n+ 1), an exponential growth in n (except when

T =
d = 2, which gives linear growth).

-1
. r< i’; implies f > g and f > g so for large n, D, ~ f" (1 - «}7-) and the

number of zero energy states grows exponentially.
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Figure 4.7.1: (Color online) Ground state energy from imaginary time evolution vs.
x for different ranks of the Hamiltonian. This is a ,Pl()t for d = 4, and projector ranks
of 2, 4, 6. Exact description would require x = dz = 220,

4.7 Numerical investigation using Matrix Product

States

In this Section we use the methods described above to numerically search for the
ground states of our class of random projector Hamiltonians (4.1.5). We probe
the relations obtained in the previous Section, and see how well the energy coming
from our small-y MPS imaginary time evolution converges to zero. The numerical
technique we use is similar to Vidal’s [82, 89]. We use imaginary time evolution to
bring the system from a known state to its ground state: |¥gq) = lim, o0 “zﬁ:{;ll%g)m
Our experimentation with the parameters for a linear chain of length N = 20 is

shown in Figures 4.7.1,4.7.2 and 4.7.3; all the plots are on semi-log scale and the

quantities being plotted are dimensionless.

We see that for 7 < d the final energy converges to the zero energy ground state

relatively fast with x < d"/2. This can be seen in all the figures by the lowest curves
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Figure 4.7.2: This is a plot for d = 5, and projector ranks of 4, 6, 8. Exact description
would require x = 51°. ‘

(marked by triangles). As can be seen the final energy obtained from imaginary time
evolution tends toward zero with a steep slope, indicating that the ground state can

be approximated efficiently with a small x in MPS ansatz.

The r > d?/4 case, marked by squares, is shown by the top curves in all the
figures. One sees that the final energy plateaus relatively fast in all three cases. This
shows that the numerics have converged to a nonzero value and that increasing x
will not yield a lower value of energy. Therefore, the numerical results suggest that

there are no ground states with zero energy.

In the previous section we analytically showed that when d<r<d? /4 there are
many zero energy ground states. However, when we try to numerically find these
states we see that the final energy converges to zero slowly. This is shown in all the
Figures by the curves marked by circles. Out of these there are the critical cases,
where r = ‘—1472. These correspond to the curves marked by closed circles in Figures 3
and 5. The numerical investigation of the case d < r < d?/4 is interesting because

it suggests that for large number of spins finding the ground state with small x,

128



10° s ; ? ; ?
n r=11 :
. - N a - E B n * ’r=9 ® B B B B s m §
2 : o T=7 r
g o ;
-g v°€,°oocéooo°°°°ooc}oooooooooqr
'L-: 10-—4 ......... vvvvv' ..................................................... ..................................................... 1
' Yvyvvv, vy :
: 'v'v"'VVvvv
10-¢ - 3 : — ;
5 10 15 20 25 X

Figure 4.7.3: The case of d = 6, and projector ranks: 5, 7, 9, 11. Exact description
in general would require x = 61°.

tractable on a normal computer, is very hard. We interpret this as high amount of
entanglement among the zero energy ground states and leave the analytical proof of

this statement for a follow up paper.

4.8 Summary

We have investigated the no-frustration conditions for a system of qudits on a line
with d states per site and random rank r local projector Hamiltonians acting between
the nearest neighbor sites. We proved that there are no ground states with zero
energy for r > % and sufficiently large N. The system is not frustrated for r < Q:—.
This second parameter region further splits into two. Ford < r < %, many entangled
zero energy ground states exist. On the other hand, for r < d we can also construct

separable zero-energy ground states (see the next chapter and also Figure 4.6.1).

We have verified the above numerically, in particular we have seen that when
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d < r < d?/4 approximating the ground state energy (finding the ground states) is
hard as the states seem to be highly entangled.

4.9 Appendix

We would like to say that for random |v) the rank of C is generically the maximum
rank allowed, min(rD,_;,dD,). The full rankness of C' in Eq. 4.6.5 is not obviously
true. In particular in the regime r < %, to which we restrict ourselves from now
on, D, grows exponentially in n, while the number of parameters in the |v§‘:,c +1) on
which C depends only grows linearly. Thus C is far from a generic matrix of its size,
but we now prove that its rank is indeed rD,_;.

The argument used by Laumann et al [93] to prove their “geometrization theo-
rem” also applies to our problem. It shows that for a chain of N qudits with random
|0 k41), i-e. for a Hamiltonian H as in equations (2), (4) and (5) the number of
zero-energy states, i.e. dim(ker(H)), is with probability one (which is what we mean
by generic) equal to its minimum value. The calculation leading to the recursion
relation Eq. 4.6.7 and its solution, shows that in the regime r < d?/4 this minimum
is > Dy, since if the rank of the rDy_; X dDy matrix C is ever less than rDy_; we
can choose Dy of them. Hence it is sufficient to find a single set of ]v{k +1) for
which dim(ker(H)) = Dy to prove that Dy is the generic value, i.e. that greater
values occur with probability zero. This implies that the rank of each C is generically
rDj_;, since otherwise at the first k¥ where C had smaller rank we could construct
more than Dy, solutions for a chain of length k + 1.

We construct v} ,,,) with the property (v .;lixik+1) = O unless 4 < £ and
Tkl > g. This can be done for r linearly independent |v?) if r < 4{:—. We now assume
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d is even; the modifications for d odd are obvious. We proceed by induction on n.
Assume that in each 1"2“,;[_’°11,0,,c with k < n, ax runs from 1 to Dg. From the definition
of C (following Eq. 4.6.5) and the special choice of |v), Cpap_yins10n = 0 fOT int1 < 4
and so from Eq. 4.6.5 Ff,,",t &’,[,'f:ll is unconstrained for i,4; < g. This allows us to
choose, for 1 < ap41 < gDn,

in+1,[n+1 ]
PZ:&,[.ZT =1 when Opy1 = %(an — 1)+ ippr
with 1 < ap < D, 1 <ipp1 < §

Tttt — 0 otherwise.

As part of our induction, we assume that for 1 < a, < 8D,
Izt .. =1 when o = &(@n-1 — 1) +in
with 1 < ap—y < Dpo1, 1 <4 < 8
rilnl . = 0 otherwise.

Now we can show that the rows of Cpa,_, ins1e. are linearly independent. For
if, Zp’an_l Yp,an1Cpant1,inpran = 0 for all 4,44, o, this is true in particular for all
int1 > d/2, an < £Dn_y1, when it becomes > Ypan-1{Vn nt1lining1) = 0 for all
in < 4‘2’, Ing1 > g, and a,_; < D,_;. Since the |v?) are linearly independent, this is
only true if yYpa,_, = 0 for all p, a,_;. Hence the rank of C is rD,_; and a,41 can

take altogether dD,, — rD,_1 = D41 values, which is what we wanted to prove.
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Chapter 5

Entanglement of The Ground
States

The next natural question to ask is: how entangled are the ground states of qudit
chains with generic local interaction? In this chapter I summarize my efforts in
proving various results, which have not appeared elsewhere. As of now we have
not succeeded in proving the main theorem (see the conjecture below); I include the
partial results with the hope that they inspire future progress. In the previous chapter
we showed that there are exponentially many ground states when d < r < d?/4 (see

Table).

Parameter range | Number of ground states | Frustrated?

d<r<d*/4 ~ ezxp (n) No
r > d*/4 —_— Yes

We will see that when 7 < d the ground states can be product states. How
entangled are the ground states in the regime d < r < d%/4 when d > 47 Simple

theorems of algebraic geometry tell us that among the many ground states there are
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highly entangled ground states. Can there be product states? If not, are all the
ground states highly entangled (see the conjecture below)? By highly entangled we
mean their Schmidt rank is exponentially lower bounded.

There are two methods that can yield the bounds needed: 1) Choosing solutions
as we build the ground states marching from one end of the chain and proving lower
bounds on the number of solutions that need to be kept to build any state.2) Relating
the construction of the previous chapter to the Schmidt rank by working from both

ends and matching solutions.

5.1 Set Up

5.1.1 Genericity of CI"

Due to generic local interactions, the complete set of eigenstates has parameter count
equal to a polynomial in the number of spins, though the dimensionality is expo-
nential. This implies that C[" is non-generic despite its entries being functions of
polynomial random variables. However, as long as the variables are continuous, state-
ments about the rank of C!" can be made in a ’generic’ sense. That is if the rank
is full for some choice of random variables, the full rankness holds with probability

one for random choice of those variables.

5.1.2 Basis for Solutions and CI

We want to understand the Kernel of CI™ as give by

Cll:;]n—lyin+1an = (vﬁ,n+1 ‘inin+1)rgi],’_i:,an (5.1.1)

Further,
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|v11':,n+1> = Bipn’in+1 |in'in+1> (512)

with f's drawn randomly, say from a Gaussian distribution. C' [l solves:

o rr+iint — . (5.1.3)

POn—1,int10n" On,Qn41

Inserting Eq.5.1.2 in Eq.5.1.1 (8’s are real) we get

ch =g, [iin (5.1.4)

POn—1,in41Qn indntl Qn—1,0n"

Let B be the 7 x d? matrix of ’s which we can write as d blocks of matrices (Bj)

of size 7 X d put next to one another (not multiplied):

B = [B1B2 s Bd] , (515)
Bix - Bax

with, By = T , k=1,...,d. The matrix B has rank r; whereas
Bix Bk

rank (By) = min (r,d) (both with probability one).

In matrix notation,

¢ = [ (1p,, ® B) T (Ip,, @ B)T - (Ip, , ® B)T™ |- 1)

Remark: In what follows, by the word generic we mean with probability one.

Lemma 5. For r < d there are product states, i.e., there ezists x = 1 solutions.
Proof. We show that the states can be satisfied by product states. In this case,
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taking the Schmidt rank to be one, we propose that ' = ﬁ is a vector of size d
corresponding to the physical index i,. The constraint matrix C™ takes the form
C;[:,li]n "= [ By, Byy, --- Baiva ], which is a 7 X d matrix. It clearly has full
rank equal to r. The question becomes, can we build 'y—,,:{ to be a vector of size
d? The system of 7 < d equations with random coefficients can always be satisfied.

Therefore indeed we can take TP+l = fynﬂa . O
Corollary 1. When r > d, generically there are no product states.

Proof. The only solutions is the trivial solution 7,4, = 0. The problem is over

specified; 7 constraints and d variables generically cannot be satisfied for r > d. O

Comment: When 7 > d , (I® B,) is a full rank injective map. '™ has D, inde-
pendent columns and is a tall rectangular matrix and is therefore an injective map.
Their composition (I® By) '™ is yet another full rank injective map, whose rank is
the number of columns. It is however not clear that when we concatenate this map
by (I® Bi)T™™ with 1 < k < d to obtain Eq. 5.1.6, the resulting matrix has rank

equal to the number of rows.

Comment: In our previous work we proved that there are many zero energy ground

states when d < r < d?/4 and none when r > d?/4.

5.1.3 Constructing Solutions for d < r < d%/4

In Eq. 5.1.9 taking Dy = 1 and D; = d, we build the solutions recursively by
marching along the chain. The very first set of solutions I’%lo’fbl, is a d X d diagonal

matrix. From Eq. 5.1.6 we have Cl!l = (BT ... B,I'l!l) = B. To find a basis for
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the kernel we row reduce C!! to put it in the row echelon form:

1 BL_, - BL 0 0
CgéhelE E el L B Be_r |
1 Ba, B b !

Recall that T'? is the set of solutions in the Kernel of C!!l. The null space of C1!l is

N (CY) = span | —— ,1<j<d®—r

N/

the horizontal line depicts the partition of the B’s from the unit vectors and does not

signify any mathematical operation.

Consequently, I'?l can be expressed as

(1 r )
B
' '

e =

Ie_,

\ /

This will in turn define the rd x d? matrix C12
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cl = [ (Ip, ® B))T? (Ip, ® By)T® ... (Ip, ® By)I!2 ] ,

whose Kernel defines I'®l. Continuing this way we arrive at

(1 T )

-B -+ —Pp,
el = v v , giving
Ip,
[ 1 1 1 t )
A B P 48
o | ' ! !
Bl Bd
\ Bl Bd )
where
t T
7}:‘:) =IQ By —Bh ; 1<h<D,
! !

Therefore these constraints give

Dn+1 Z an - an—l;
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solutions with equality for C being full rank. In our previous work we proved that

¢l ig full rank:

Dn+1 = an - TDn_l. (519)

The main theorem of this chapter remains to be proved:

Conjecture 1. Generically all the ground states of the qudit chain with generic local

interactions are all highly entangled in the regime d < r < d?/4.

In order to obtain entanglement bounds one can take at least two different ap-

proaches.

5.2 First Method: Choosing Solutions

Let the nth step be the first step in which we make a choice by throwing away u,
solutions and keeping s, = D, — u, solutions. For example if we throw out the

second and the last column of I'" we obtain
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'l =

\

This in turn defines the rD,,_; X ds,, matrix CI"

¢ = (1, ®BYT™ (I, ®By)TH

U 0
~B1 ~Bs —Bs -+ —Bp,
Lol 4
0 0
1
1
1
0

(L, ® B)TH |,

(5.2.1)

whose dimension of Kernel dictates the number of independent solutions we can

build, i.e., ["*1. We can keep making choices by excluding solutions to build some

arbitrary state, i.e., sx = Dy — ug.

Lemma 6. A lower bound on sy is a lower bound on Xg.

Proof. xx can be obtained from s, by applying the canonicality condition [17, con-

dition 2, in Theorem 1] to the I'*l: equivalently a further constraint of linear inde-

pendence from right to left (see the previous chapter) needs to be imposed on the

solutions. Since solutions with y, are contained in solutions with s, one can take

the xx = s}cb, (Ib denotes lower bound) to allow construction of any state.
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5.2.1 Rank of O

Suppose at some step n we throw away u, and keep s, = D, — u, of the solutions.
In our previous work we proved that for u, = 0 for all n, C!"l is full rank. The full
rankness however does not generally hold if we throw away solutions. When a choice

is made, as in the example shown in Eq. (5.2.1), the matrix of constraints becomes

(1 t 1 )
AT o R +D
o — + + 4 v = R¥ (5.2.2)
| B B} ~\ Bi -
\ BY B )

Each solution that is excluded will reduce the columns of CI"! d—fold and the suber-
scripts on By’s remind us that there may be some columns missing as a consequence
of having made a choice. It is easy to see how this comes about. Suppose we exclude
the first column of '™, then each of the top foremost By’s in Eq. (5.1.7) loses its
first column. In particular if we throw away the last d solutions in T'", one can see

that C™ above would have r rows all zeros as its last rows.

5.2.2 Towards Entanglement Bounds

Suppose we march along a semi-infinite line and choose solutions randomly then it
is plausible to assume the recursion s,4+1 < ds, — rs,_; (i.e., no rank deficiency) to

hold. In this case, the entanglement bounds can nicely be obtained
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Lemma 7. Suppose spp1 < ds, — 78,1 holds everywhere, then s,y > qs, where
q=5 (1 + -d{—_r), which ford > 4 and d < r < d?/4 implies ezponentially large lower

bound on Xn+1-

Proof. We apply the set of inequalities, sp42 < dsp41 — 75, and existence of solutions
sk > 0 for all k. Positivity of spy9 = Spy1 > §8n. Let sp1 = %8n +u, which implies
Sn42 < du,. We now bound u, using s,4+3 < dspy2 —TSn+1 = Snt3 < Uy, —TSpp1 =
d?u,, — %sn —rup = up(d®—71) — %’-sn. Now sp43 > 0 implies u, > d_(ig—T)S"'
Combining this with 5,41 = 58, + u, we get

d —
T—35n T =

SH

T T
3n+1>2(1+m)5n5q3n=

d =&
§Sn 1"—4.

which proves s, = ¢" are lower bounds on solutions that grow exponentially with n

for d > 4. Using Lemma 6 we conclude X, is exponentially lower bounded. O

Comment: The formulation above does not take into account the finiteness of
the chain. Further it ignores the affect of possible rank deficiency due to choosing
solutions by assuming s,41 < ds, — 7S,—1 holds at every step. In particular, for a

finite chain of length N, xy_1 < d whereas, ¢"~! ~ exp (N —1).

5.3 Second Method: Matching Solutions

One can approach the problem by marching along both ways and match solutions
in between the two ends and ask what the lower bound on the Schmidt rank must

be. It is notationally convenient to index the marching along from left and right
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differently; let N = m + n. Suppose we march along from left n sites building the

I’ matrices up to and including PZ‘,,’[_"},% and suppose we we march along from right

m sites with Fi",’,,’EZ',]n_l . Recall that marching along from left (right) only imposed
linear independence of the solutions from left (right). To build any state we need to

match the solutions and apply the last constraint between sites n and m,

P [inlnl  x [imoml =0 (5.3.1)

insim . Qn—1,00""Cn\Cm " am,0m—1

Aad Cpan—bam—l;an,amXanyam = 07

fn,imPZ;@,Q"PLT,:EL",L_I defines rD,_,D,,_; constraints on

D, D,, variables—entries of X. It can be checked that D,,,, = D,D,, — rDp_1Dpy

where Cpa,,_1 am—1;0m,am =

as expected. Let us make a crisp problem definition. Given,
1. Eq. 5.3.1 has D,,,, = Dy solutions. Let us call the space of solutions &
2. '™ has D,, independent columns: If Pi",;[_"ll,anba" =0, Vip,ap-1=>b,, =0
3. Tt™ has D,, independent columns: If c, T =0, Vi, apoy = Ca, =0
4. Bf ;. are generic;

prove that

{8} N {determinental variety of D, X Dnmatrices with rank x < xo} =0

with probability one for some large xo. Using matrix notation, one wants to bound

the rank of matrix X that satisfies
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> (Ip,_, ® Bi,) T (in) XT (im) =0

im=1
where each B;  is a r X d generic matrix as discussed above and I’ (3,) is dDp—1 X D,
with D,, independent columns and each I (i,,) for a fixed i,, is Dy, X Dy,y_;.

How do the entries of X depend on the local constraints that were imposed at
previous steps? The entries are polynomials of very high degree! — much larger than
the size of the matrix. One can see this by using the following basis for building

solutions

The elements of X have entries that are homogeneous polynomial functions of local

terms at the previous steps

n—1

n D
Xij = poly { [(512)r DoDy-Do-a (ﬂn—l,n)rzD"—zD"_l] (5.3.2)

Dy
Dp-1Dm— r2Dm-1Dm—2 MDD | 7™
Y [(wm,m—l) T ey T ] )

where we denote the matrix of the local terms between sites k and &k + 1 by Bk g4 if

we are marching from the left and by wg x41 if we are marching from the right. For

r?DoD; D

example (B12) *~! means that the polynomial dependence of entries of X on

1The degrees of polynomials, shown below, were obtained by Jeffrey Goldstone.

144



the first set of local terms from left are homogeneous of degree r*DgyD; - - - D, _; with
respect to the elements of the random local terms between the first and the second
sites.

The conjecture can be answered if the lower bound on rank (X) is found. In
particular, can one use the fact that the entries are very high powers of random

parameters to argue in favor of an effective genericity for the matrix X.

5.4 What Does Algebraic Geometry Buy You?

One can use basic ideas of Algebraic Geometry (7, 8] to show that among the many
ground states there is at least a highly entangled state [8]. We can consider the space

of all the ground states and use the following proposition given in [8, prop. 10]

Proposition. Every bipartite system CP» ® CP™ has a subspace S of Schmidt rank
> x, and of dimension dim(S) = (Dp—x + 1)(Dm—x + 1)

It is straighforward to calculate x needed for the space of solutions with dim (S) =
Dy to have an intersection when a cut is made in the middle D,, = D,, = D% . In

the previous chapter we obtained the functional dependence of D, on n

-1 2

n(1_9 a

D, f (1 f) r< 7
n 2

D, = (g) (m+1) =2

with



g)N/z when r = %2-. It is

d?
For large N one gets x ~ f¥/? whenr < & and x ~ N (
not surprising to see that there is at least one solutions with a high Schmidt rank;

the conjecture requires a stronger result.

146



Chapter 6

Examples of Quantum 2-SAT and

Combinatorial Techniques

Here I describe two examples of quantum 2-SAT (both of which are due to Sergey
Bravyi [92]) on a chain of length 2n with three-dimensional (d = 3) and four-
dimensional (d = 4) qudits, both of which have unique highly entangled ground
states. In the d = 3 case, the ground state has a Schmidt rank that grows linearly
with the number of sites and in d = 4 case, the ground state has Schmidt rank
x = 2! — 1. Below I show that the entanglement entropies for d = 3 and d = 4
cases are H = 1logn +0.645 and H = (V2 — 1) n+1log, n+ 3} log, (:ﬁ%) respec-
tively. I provide numerical simulations to verify these formulas. In the next chapter
we prove that the gap closes polynomially in the d = 3 case. As far as we know the
technique we use for proving the gap in this case is new. The d = 3 example below
gives the combinatorial background for the next chapter and d = 4 example does not

appear elsewhere.
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Brackets Walks

1y
D
7y

Figure 6.1.1: The states of the qudit.

6.1 Quantum 2-SAT for balanced parentheses (d =
3)

We describe an example of a frustration-free 2-local Hamiltonian on a chain of n
qutrits which has a unique highly entangled ground state 9. More precisely, if one
cuts the chain in the middle, the Schmidt rank of v is x = n/2, while the entan-
glement entropy is S = (1/2) log, n. The Hamiltonian is likely to have a polynomial
spectral gap.

Define a 3-letter alphabet (see Fig. 6.1.1)

E={,r0}.

We shall identify [ and r with the left and right brackets respectively, that is, | = |
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and r =]. Let us say that a string s € X" is balanced iff after removing all zeroes
from s one gets a balanced sequence of brackets. More formally, for any s € X" let

L;(s) and R;(s) be the number of left and right brackets in s located in the interval

Definition 2. A string s € " is called balanced iff L;(s) > R;(s) for all i =
1,...,n—1 and L,(s) = Ra(s)-

For example, for n = 2 there are only two balanced strings: 00 and lr. For n =3
there are four balanced strings: 000, Olr, Ir0, and I0r. For n = 4 there are nine

balanced strings:

0000 1007
00lr 1070
0l0r 1r00
0lr0  llrr

Irir

We would like to construct a Hamiltonian whose unique ground state is the uniform

superposition of all balanced strings,

) =D ls)-

seB
First we need to find a more local description of balanced strings. We shall say
that a pair of strings s,t € L" are equivalent, s ~ ¢, if one can obtain s from ¢ by a

sequence of local moves

00 «—Ir, 0l +—10, Or«—r0. (6.1.1)
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applied to pairs of consecutive letters. For any integers p,q > 0 let u,, € £" be the
string that has p leading r’s and ¢ tailing I’s, that is,

Ug=r...10...0]...1.

p n—-p—q 4

In particular, ugo = 0™.

Proposition. A string s € £" is balanced iff it is equivalent to the all-zeros string,
s ~ 0. Any string s € X" 1is equivalent to one and only one string u,, for some

integers p,q > 0.

Proof. Indeed, applying the local moves Eq. (6.1.1) we can make sure that s does
not contain substrings Ir and [0...0r. It means that if s contains at least one [,
then all letters on the right of [ are I or 0. Similarly, if s contains at least one r,
then all letters on the left of 7 are 7 or 0. Since we can swap 0 with any other letter
by the local moves, s is equivalent to u,, for some p,q. It remains to show that
different strings u,, are not equivalent to each other. Indeed, suppose u,, ~ Uy
such that p > p’. Then R,(s) — Ly(s) < p’ for any string s equivalent to uy y. This

is a contradiction unless p = p’. Similarly one shows that ¢ = ¢/. See Figure O

It follows that the set of all strings 3" is a disjoint union of the equivalence classes
Upq]. We shall now introduce projectors @ that “implement” the local moves Eq.
'p,q q

(6.1.1) and a frustration-free Hamiltonian

n-1

HpI‘Op = Z Qj,j+1 (612)

j=1

such that ground states of HP™P are
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High entanglement of Motzkin States is due to
The high mutual information between the two halves

& F | |
£t ¥ £ a8 | ( 0 ¥ ¥ )

00 00 O 0O 00 0O

Figure 6.1.2: A state in the ground state for d = 3 example. The high amount of
entanglement is due to the high mutual information between the two halves of the
chain.
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Wpa) = D Is) (6.1.3)

8~Up,q

Define quantum states |A),|B),|C) € C* ® C? as

|4) = [00) — |ir),
|B) = |0r) — |0},

and
|C) = |0) — |10).

Define a projector

Q = 5 (JA(Al +|B)(B| + [C){C])

[ SR

If a state |¢) obeys Q;j+1|¥) =0 for all 1 < j < n — 1 then (s|yh) = (s'|sh) for any
pair of equivalent strings s, s’. Hence HPTOP is indeed frustration free and its ground

subspace is spanned by the states 4.

How can we exclude the unwanted ground states 1, , with p # 0 and/or ¢ #0 ?
The key observation is that the equivalence class B,, = [ug] is the only class in which

every string s satisfies s; # r and s, # l. Hence we can modify our Hamiltonian as

H = HPP |7\ {r|y + | 1) {{|n-

Now H is a frustration-free Hamiltonian with the unique ground state |1).

Let us now show that the Schmidt rank of |,) grows linearly with n. Consider
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a bipartition {1,...,n} = AB where A and B is the left and the right halves of the
chain (we assume for simplicity that n is even). For any string s € " let s4 and
sp be the restrictions of s onto A and B. If s is a balanced string, one must have
54~ Ugy and sg ~ upq for some 0 < p < n/2, since each unbalanced left bracket in
A must have a matching unbalanced right bracket in B. It follows that the Schmidt

decomposition of 3y can be written (ignoring the normalization) as

nf2

I"/"O) = Z I"/’O,p)A &® ]"/)p,O)Ba

p=0
where the states 1, 4 are defined in Eq. (6.1.3). Therefore, the reduced density matrix
of A has rank x =1+ n/2.

Numerical simulation shows that the entanglement entropy of A grows logarith-
mically, S(A) = (1/2)log,(n), while the spectral gap of H decays polynomially,
A ~ 1/n? (see next chapter).

6.1.1 Entanglement entropy

To have a balanced string, we need to have an even number of slots available for r’s

and I’s after 0’s have been removed. First, recall that the Catalan numbers are

1 2k
k+1 k ’

= {1a1:2)51147"'}a

Ce = k=0,1,---

which among many other things, count the number of ways one can deposite and
withdraw a dollar a day such that after k days one starts and ends with zero dollars

without ever going negative. It is immediate to see that a string that has 2n — 2k
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zeros has wy number of configurations

2n 2k 2n

wy = Ck =L , with (6.1.4)
2% E+1\ g 2k

k = {1,---,n}

This count (with zeros taken into account) is also known as Motzkin Numbers. Let

Zon = Y _p_, Wk, the ground state reads

Zan

1 .
o) = 5= ; |9,

where i is any of the walks that start and end with height zero without ever going

negative on 2n qutrits allowing only 7, \,, — moves.

In order to calculate the entanglement entropy, we need to consider the correlation
between the left and the right when a cut is made at some arbitrary bond. For
simplicity we put the cut in the middle, i.e., at n. Let us define £,, to be the space
of all states with m excess left parentheses on the first n qutrits; moreover R,, would

be the space of all states with m excess right parentheses on the remaining n qutrits:

Ln = {|sm)1-n|sm € {0,7,1}" with m excess I’s}

R = {|sSm)nt1-2n|Sm € {0,7,1}" with m excess r’s}

We want the states of the form
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|¢>=ﬁ2ﬂj ) |x>) ( 3y

m=0 \|z)€Lm [ERmM

Tracing over the right n qutrits we have

Trpl$) (Y] =%‘2Mm ( s |z>) ( ) (xl) .

m=0 jx)eLm |x)ELM
Recalling that we can have 0 or ! and r, the number of states in £,,, denoted by

M,, become

n—m n
Mpn = Z ( ) (# nn walks of height m on remaining (n — k) qutrig}.5)

=0 \ k
N = ) M, (6.1.6)
m=0

where nn means none-negative. The number of walks such that we start with zero
and end with zero without going negative is given by the Catalan numbers. The
same problem but ending with a positive height is given by a theorem, originally due

to D. André (1887), the so called Ballot problem [110, p. 8]

Theorem. (D. André 1887) Let a,b be integers satisfying 1 < b < a. The number
of lattice paths N (p) joining the origina O to the point (a,b) and not touching the

diagonal x = y ezcept at O is given by

a—-b [ a+bd
N(p)=a+b( b )

In other words, given a ballot at the end of which candidates P, Q obtain a, b votes

155



. .- . . —b
respectively, the probability that P leads Q throughout the counting of votes is Z—_H, .

First note that a = b+ 1 gives the Catalan numbers. Forusa+b=m —k+1
and a — b =m + 1. Using this in Eq. 6.1.5 and taking care of the parity

L | n n—k+1

T SE.T1E
, il R RN 3(n—k—m)

(n—m)/2

k—n—m—2 ; (%Zm)-{(%:m)—(2:f;")}(6.1.7)
- i) {0 -G e

= n!(m+1)z !

< (i+m+ 1)lil (n ~ 2 — m)!

(6.1.9)

(6.1.10)

To check Eq. 6.1.7, we see that M,, = 1, corresponding to all left parentheses and

1 n n—k+1 n n
My=3 —— => Cinn)
k=0n—k+1 k %(n—k) =\ k 2

as expected. This count is also known as Motzkin triangles [111, p. 4]. Consequently
the Schmidt numbers become p,, = A—fvgl and the entanglement entropy is H (n) =

— 3 o Pmlog; pm. Before making approximations, using Maple one can express

nl(m+1) oF ([~ (n—m),~L(n—m-1),[m+2],4)
Tm+1)F'(n—m+1)

Mpypn =

where o F; denotes Hypergeometric function.

For simplicity we have made the cut in the middle and will confine to this restric-
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tion below. However, more generally, one can place the cut at site 1 < h <2n —1

then
1 min(h,2n—h)
W= > | D] >
\/N m=0 |y ELm ly)ERm
where

L

Rmn = {[sm)hﬂ‘..gn[sm e {0,7,1}*"™ with m excess r’s}

{ISm)].‘.hlsm € {0,r, l}h with m excess l’s}

My nMap—nm .
hm_gn—tr  where My, is defined as

and Schmidt numbers would become p,, =
above but of height m on h sites, similarly for M2,_p ». The normalization being

N = E?:(()h’%_h) Mh,mM2n—h,m-

Now we analyze the sum given by Eq. 6.1.9 carefully,

n!
=(m+1) Z (i +m+ Dlil(n — 2 —m)!

First, though, let’s do a little calculation. We will analyze a trinomial coefficient,

wherez +y+2=0.

We first use Stirling’s formula to get

n _ 54mn )1/2
B4z 2+y2+z)  \8x%(n+3z)(n+3y)(n+32)

n )n/3+a: ( n n/3+y n n/3+z g
n+ 3z n+ 3y n+ 3z ) ’
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Let’s expand this by saying

(njgx)"/”" — op (- (Z+2)(1+35))

nf{ xz 1 22 z?
e (“§ (3;"5'953)—3;)

Thus, since z +y + z = 0, we get

n 33 n ox 3z2+y?+ 22 gn
Stz 3+y 3+z2 ~ 2n \ (n+32)(n + 3y)(n + 32) P\ 72 n |

Now, we take the formula for M,, let m = a/n and i = % + B+/n, and use this
approximation. The term inside the square root is approximately 1 /n?, so we make

this substitution to get

Myms = £m_+_1)_( n+1 )

n+1 U+m+1in—-2i—m
3v3ayn -3 2, 52 2y | ant1
3v3

— —3 2 2 n+1
= maexp [7 (2a + 6af + 68 )] 3

3vV3 .
= 27m3/23 oy exp (—30:2 —9ap — 96%).

We need to evaluate the sum of M, ,; from i = 0 to i = n. We approximate
this by integrating over i. Since we have i = 3 + f+/n, we get di = v/ndp, Since the

maximum is near ¢ = %, we can turn this sum into an integral from —oo to co. The
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integral we need to evaluate is thus

3 0o
Mo = oatia [ oxp (<30 - 00 - 98 Vs
= %%.;3n+la/_‘ooexp (—9([’3—0/2)2—%02) \/ﬁdﬂ

V3 n+l,, 3
= o/ —3""aexp (—Za ) .
This is maximized when
—d-ae —§a2 =0
da P\ 71 -
or a =+/2/3.

Now, we need to figure out the entropy of the probability distribution proportional

to MZ,.. Recalling that m = av/n, and noticing that the normalization factor

cancels, the entropy is

1 <~ m? 3m? 1 m? 3m?
2 m- _sm- im _om~
B =5 2 e (57 ) o 7o (5|
where
A no2 2
7= % exp (_é_m_) ,
= n 2n
We can approximate the sum with an integral. Since the integrand goes to 0 rapidly,

we can extend the upper limit of integration to oo, getting

A ~ - [ Zexp (-3 ) og [ £ L exp (-2 )] i,

n n T 2n

2
e[ ()
m=0 T n

where



Now, we can replace m/+/n by o again. This gives

H({M},,}) = log/n - %/0 a® exp(—ga2) log [%az exp (—%oﬁ)] do,

where
e 3
T =/ o® exp(—=c?)da.
0 2
Here the extra log/n term comes from the fact that 7" = /nT”. The integral is

just a constant, so we can evaluate it to get

1 1 1
H({M:.}) =~ 2 logn — S tT+ §(log2 +logm —log3) nats (6.1.11)

~ % log, 7 + 0.64466547 bits,

where < is Euler’s constant. In Figure 6.1.3 we compare Eq. 6.1.11 with numerical

evaluation of Eq. 6.1.7.
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Entanglement entropy S(n) vs. n for qutrits

0 50 100 150 200
n

Entanglement entropy S(n) vs. n for qutrits

T H

Figure 6.1.3: Entanglement entropy for the case of qutrits

6.2 Quantum 2-SAT for Mirror Symmetric States
(d=4)

We describe an example of a quantum 2-SAT on a chain of 2n four-dimensional

(d = 4) qudits which has a unique satisfying state with the Schmidt rank growing

161



exponentially with n [92].

Let A and B be the left and the right halves of the chain containing n qudits
each, that is,

A={1,2,...,n} and B={n+1,n+2,...,2n}

Basis states of each qudit will be labeled using the alphabet

= {O,Q,ﬂ,’)'}.

Let us first informally describe the idea behind the construction. The letters o, 8,
represent three ‘particle types’ while the state 0 represents the ‘vacuum’. The par-
ticles can propagate freely through the vacuum, although they cannot pass through
each other. Furthermore, the boundary between A and B is impenetrable for a and
B particles, while v particles can propagate freely across the boundary. Let us first
describe the role of a and S particles. The only place where a, § can be created or
annihilated is the boundary between A and B. Specifically, one can create/annihilate
pairs aa or BB from the vacuum at qudits (n,n +1). This will create a ‘gas’ of
and B particles such that the gas contained in A is the ‘mirror image’ of the gas
contained in B if one ignores all zeroes. For example, aa00083 : 08a0a0 represents
an admissible gas of particles for n = 6 (here : represents the boundary between A
and B). All possible admissible configurations of the gas will appear in superposition
in the ground state. The mirror symmetry between A and B will be responsible for
the exponentially large Schmidt rank. To maintain the mirror symmetry will will
forbid pairs a8 and Ba on the boundary between A and B. This however is not

sufficient by itself because it does not guarantee that A and B contain the same
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number of particles. For example, a string 000 : afa does not have forbidden pairs
on the boundary but it cannot propagate to any other string. Such strings could
give rise to unwanted ground states with no entanglement between A and B. This
is where -y particles come to play. The rules for creation/annihilation of v particles

are as follows:

e Every a or f particle located in A can emit/absorb +y particle on its right, that

is, a0 +> ay and B0 & Br.

e Every a or j particle located in B can emit/absorb 7 particle on its left, that

is, 0a > ya and 08 < 0.
e -y particles are forbidden at qudits 1 and 2n

Note that ~y-particles cannot tell the difference between a and g particles, so they
cannot maintain the mirror symmetry between A and B by themselves. The purpose
of y-particles is to ensure that the total number of a and f particles is the same in A
and B. In the above example a string 000 : afSa can now propagate to a forbidden
string: the leftmost a-particle in B emits «y-particle obtaining 007 : afa which now
can propagate to a forbidden string ¥00 : afa since y-particles can move freely
through the vacuium. On the other hand, a balanced string like 00a0 : 00a0 cannot
propagate to a forbidden string since y-particles are confined to the interval between
the two o particles. We will prove below (see Lemma 8) that the only strings that
cannot propagate to a forbidden string are those representing a gas of a, 8 particles
where the intervals between adjacent particles may be filled by 0’s and «’s and the
gas contained in A is the mirror image of the gas contained in B (if one ignores all
0’s and all v’s).

Let us now describe this construction more formally. We shall say that a pair of
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strings s,t € £2" is equivalent, s ~ t, iff one can obtain s from ¢ by a sequence of
local moves listed below. These moves can be applied to some pairs of consecutive
qudits (7,7 + 1). We say that the pair is inside A iff 1 < j < n — 1. We say that the
pair is inside B iff n + 1 < j < 2n — 1. We say that the pair is on the boundary iff

j=n.

Move 1: 0a < a0, 08 < 80, 0y <> 70 (inside A or inside B)
Move 2: a0 < av, 80 & B (inside A or on the boundary)
Move 3: 0Oa <> ya, 08 +> 78 (inside B or on the boundary)
Move 4: 00 < aa, 00 & 88, 0y < Y0 (on the boundary)

In addition to these moves we shall impose several constraints:

Constraint 1: Pairs af, Ba are forbidden on the boundary.
Constraint 2: The first qudit of A is not ~.
Constraint 3: The last qudit of B is not .

Definition 3. A string s € £ is called good iff all strings in the equivalence class

of s obey Constraints 1,2,3. Otherwise a string s is called bad.

Given a pair of strings s,s’ € {a, 8}™, we shall say that s’ is the mirror image of s
iff s = spy—ip1 for alli =1,...,m. For any string s € £2" et us denote s4 and sp

the restrictions of s onto A and B.

Definition 4. A string s = (s4,5g) € £2" has mirror symmetry iff after removing

all zeroes and all 7’s the strings s4 and sg become mirror images of each other.

Lemma 8. A string is good iff it has mirror symmetry, the leftmost particle in A (if
any) is a or B3, and the rightmost particle in B (if any) is a or B. Any good string

is equivalent to the all-zeroes string.
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Proof. Let s = (sa,sp) € T be any good string. It is clear that the leftmost
particle in A cannot be 7 since otherwise Move 1 would propagate v to the first
qudit of A violating Constraint 2. By the same reason the rightmost particle in B
cannot be . Let us show that s has mirror symmetry. If both s4, sp are all-zeroes
strings we are done, so let us assume that s4 contains at least one non-zero. Suppose
sa contains at least one y. Consider the left-most « and push it to the left until it
gets absorbed by a or 8 (Move 2). Applying this to every «-particle in s4 we can
assume that s4 contains only 0, «, and 8. Applying Move 1 we can transform s, to
the following canonical form |

sa=(0...0,z1,...,Zm) wherex = (z1,...,Tm) € {c, B}

n—m

for some m > 0. If sp is all-zeroes string, we can apply Move 2 to the rightmost
particle in A (which is z,, € {a, 8}) to emit y-particle, z,,0 & z,,7. Propagating
this «y-particle to the last qudit of B we violate Constraint 3. It shows that sg must
contain at least one a or 8. Using the same arguments as above, we can apply

Moves 1,3 to transform sg into canonical form

sB = (Y, - -- ,yl,u) where ¥y = (Y, ..., 1) € {a,B}*
n—k
for some k > 0. Using Move 4 and keeping in mind that s satisfies Constraint 1,
we can consecutively annihilate all pairs z;y; until we arrive at s4 = 0 or sg = 0.
However the same arguments as above show that if s4 = 0 then the sting sg cannot
contain a or 3, that is, sg = 0 (and vice verse). Thus we proved that any good
string is equivalent to the all-zeroes string. Since all moves used above preserve the

mirror symmetry, we also proved that any good string has mirror symmetry.
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Conversely, suppose a string s € £?" has mirror symmetry, the leftmost particle
in A (if any) is @ or §, and the rightmost particle in B (if any) is o or 3. Let t be
any string equivalent to s. We have to show that ¢t obeys Constraints 1,2,3. Since all
Moves 1,2,3 preserve the order of «, 3 particles in A and B, it clear that ¢ satisfies
Constraint 1. Since « or 8 particles located in A can emit -y particles only on their
right (Move 2), no <y particle emitted in A can violate Constraint 2. A ~-particle
emitted in B or on the boundary (Move 3) can violate Constraint 2 only if B contains
at least one o or 8 particle while A does not. However this contradicts to the mirror
symmetry. Thus t satisfies Constraint 2. The same arguments show that ¢ satisfies

Constraint 3. O

Consider a state |3,) € (C*)®2" defined as the uniform superposition of all good

strings,

[t2n) = z |s)-

3.622"
s is good

Lemma 9. The state |1s,) considered as a bipartite state shared by A and B has
Schmidt rank
Xn =21 1. (6.2.1)

Proof. Indeed, the Schmidt basis of |2,) can be easily constructed using Lemma 8.
Choose any integer m € [0,n] and any string z € {a, B}™. Let |A(m,x)) be the

uniform superposition of all strings s € X" of the form
S = (Zo, x, Zl,.’DQ, Zg, v oy T, Zm),

where Z; is a string of zeroes, and Z, . .., Z,, are arbitrary strings of zeroes and +’s.

Any of the strings Zy, ..., Zn, can be empty. Similarly, let |B(m,z)) be the uniform
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superposition of all strings s € " of the form
s = (Zﬂu T, Zm—l, Tm—1y---, Zl)xla ZO)’

where Zj is a string of zeroes, and Z,,..., Z,, are arbitrary strings of zeroes and
~’s. Any of the strings Zy, ..., Zn, can be empty. Using the characterization of good

strings given by Lemma 8 we conclude that

) =3 D |A(m,z)) ® |B(m,z))
m=0 ze{a,pf}™
is the Schmidt decomposition of |1,) (up to normalization of the Schmidt basis

vectors). It immediately implies Eq. (6.2.1). O

Since the set of good strings is specified by 2-local moves and constraints, we
can specify the state |1s,) by 2-local projectors acting on nearest-neighbor qudits.

Define auxiliary states

|Ma) ~ |0a) — |a0)

|Mg) ~ 08) — | B0)

| M) ~ [07) — |0)

=)~ 10) =7

|Ca) ~ |00) — |aa)

|Cp) ~ 100) — |85)
We assume that all above states are normalized. Define a propagation Hamilto-
nian HP"°P4 responsible for ‘implementing’ Moves 1,2 for consecutive pairs of qudits

inside A, namely
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HPPOPA M) (M| + | M) (M) + |M,) (M,
+la)(al ® |-){(~| + 1B)(Bl ® |-)(~|

Define a propagation Hamiltonian HP"°P-2 responsible for ‘implementing’ Moves 1,3

for consecutive pairs of qudits inside B, namely

HPTOPE - = |Mo)(Ma| + |Mp)(Mp| + |M,)(M,|
+H= =l @ fe)al + [N -1 ® |8)(8]

Define a propagation Hamiltonian HP"°P45 responsible for ‘implementing’ Moves 2,3,4

on the boundary, namely

HPTOPAB = M) (M| + |a){a] ® |-(—[ + BBl ® |-}~
+=) =l @ la}{al + == ® |B)B| + |Ca){Cal +|Cp)(Csl

This Hamiltonian acts on the pair of qudits (n, n+1). Finally, define Hamiltonians

imposing Constraints 1,2,3, namely,

HOOMA = |y} v, HOMP = |7)(7lam, HO™42 = |aB)(aBl| + |Ba){Bal.

Here H®™48 acts on the pair of qudits (n,n + 1).
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Lemma 10. The state |12,) is the unique state annihilated by all the Hamiltonians

Hprop,A’ Hprop,B’ Hprop,AB’ Hccm,A’ Hcon,B’ and Hcon,AB.

Proof. Indeed let H be Hamiltonian defined as the sum of all above Hamiltonians. It
is clear that |12,) is annihilated by H. Since H is a stoquastic Hamiltonian, it suffices
to consider ground states |)) with real non-negative amplitudes. If |¢) has a positive
amplitude on some string s, the propagation Hamiltonians ensure that |¢) has the
same amplitude on any string equivalent to s. The Hamiltonians implementing the
constraints then ensure that only good strings can appear in |3). Lemma 8 implies
that there is only one equivalence class of good strings. Hence H has unique ground

state |tP2n). O

6.2.1 Entanglement entropy

Recall that we impose three constraints on the states of the 2n qudits:
1. Pairs af and Ba are forbidden at the boundary.
2. The first qudit of A is not +.
3. The last qudit of B is not 7.

The particles v can propagate freely through the the vacuum state given by 0 states.

We want to count the number of mirror symmetric states that obey the constraints
2 and 3 (the first constraint is implied by mirror symmetry). First let us ask: how
many strings can there be in A alone? Well out of the 4™ possible strings the ones
that violate constraint 2 need to be excluded (we are not worrying about B yet).

The complete list of the excluded states is (each row represents a forbidden string in

SA)
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vy # # ## 4T
0 v # # # : 472
0 0 v # H# : 473 (6.2.2)

00 0 0 ~v = 1

where # € {a,f,7,0} denotes any state and the counts are written to the right.

Therefore, the total number of possible strings in s4 is,

Number of allowed strings in s4 = 4" — Z7234".
Definition. (m—dense string) A string of size m is m—dense if it has no 0’s or 7’s.

We wish to find the number of symmetric states where every string on A is
m—dense (i.e., there are m qudits on A that are not «y or 0). The number of mirror

symmetric states becomes

(Count of n — m particles of type 0,7 in A)? m + m +ot m 2.3)
0 1 m
= (Count of n — m particles of type 0,7 in A)? 2m (6.2.4)
m m m
where as before + + e+ is the number of ways that «
0 1 m

and S particles can be positioned in m slots. To find the number of allowed m—dense
strings in A we first count all possible (unconstrained) ways of putting n — m of 0
or v particles and m of a and f particles on the n qudits. We then subtract from it

the forbidden states. The total number of ways one can have an m—dense chain is
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(without imposing the constraints)

(Number of ways to choose n — m slots for 0 and v) X

(Number of ways to place 0, on the n — m qudits) x

(Number of ways to place «, 8 on the remaining m)

Mathematically

n
Number of unconstraint m — dense chains = ( ) nTmYM —
m

The number of states that we need to exclude in A are

m# H# H#H #
0 v # # #
0 0 m # #
0 0 0 0 Yo—m

#:

n
m
n—1
. {2n—m—1} am —
n—m—
n—2
{2n—m—2} gm —
n—m—2
o)
m 0
1. 2m =2m
0 0
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where, 1 < k < n —m is the first k£ — 1 zeros followed by a «; # is means it can
be any state as long as we have a total of n — m of 0’s and 4’s and m of a, 3. The

number of states that need to be excluded are therefore

n—m

number of m — dense states to exclude = Z
k=1 m

N P (6.2.6)

Comment: Mathematica erroneously expresses the foregoing equation in terms of a

Hypergeometric function, that has poles for integer n.

In summary the number of allowed m— dense state on the n qudits are

n—m

r-5

m k=1 m

n n-—

ok, (6.2.7)

The ground states are

W)= >, |A(m2)®|B(m,z)

m=0z€{a,f}™

The number of ways that 0,7 can be put on n qudits are

n [ n—-k
My, =2~ -> 27k (6.2.8)
m k=1 m

2

n

Consequently, the Schmidt numbers are p,,, = M;' where M,, , is given by Eq.

628 and N = > " 2’"M,";,,'n is the normalization constant. The entanglement

m=0

entropy becomes
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H ({pm,n}) = - Z 2um,n 10g2 Pmn- (629)

m=0

Let us rewrite Eq. 6.2.8 as

m
m +
n-—m
m et m ] ntm
where 7 = £ (1 — 2). Next we use Stirling’s approximation n! ~ (n/e)" v27n ,

similarly for m! and (n — m)!, to obtain (below all the logrithms are in base 2 unless

stated otherwise)

2nm  exp|[f (m,n)]
m(n—m) (n+m)?
f(n,m) = 2[(n—-m)log(2) +nlogn — mlogm — (n — m)log (n — m))

M. , (6.2.12)

Let m = an, giving

M2 = 20 exp[nf(a)]
m(l—a) (1+a)
f(a) = 2[(1-a)log(2)+logn —alogan — (1 — a)logn (1 — )](6.2.13)

= 2[(a—1)log(l - a)—aloga + (1 — a)log (2)] (6.2.14)
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n

N omag2 _ 2nmexp [g (n, m))
Vo= 22 M Z7r(n—m)('n,+m)2

m=0 m=0

f(n,m) +mlog2.

g(n,m)

We can approximate this sum with an integral over o

L [t 2aexplng ()
il e
f(a)+alog2

(6.2.15)

g9(a)
= 2 [(a—l)log(l —a)—aloga — glog2+10g(2)] )

note that the factor of n cancelled because of change of variables from m to @. In
anticipation of the steepest descent approximation to the entanglement entropy, we

evaluate

Q

g9(e) _ USSR |
e —-2[log(1 a) — loga 210g2]

" 329(0)=2[ 1 ]

do? ala—1)

Q
n

Q
il

¢ =0=a =35 = V2~ 1 and ¢"(a0) = ~v2(3+2v2), which implies ap
is a maximum. Let us proceed in calculating the entanglement entropy given by
H(m,n)=-3%"_, 2’"%’21 log, A_vai by first approximating the sum with an integral

over a and then performing the steepest descent approximation (in nats)

174



H({M (a,n)})

by the definition of N.

L taewlng(e)] | M)
N (1d7r(1—oz)(1+cx)2log N

12

- _Aﬁwo_,n)_ 1 1 N 2aexp [ng (a)]
= ~lg—g {N,/o ¢ ﬂ(1-a)(1+a)2}
Mz(a(]an)

~ —log

N 7

It remains to calculate — log M—z(f\’,"—"z

L exp [nf (ao)]
Jyy daexp[ng (a)]
%GXP [”f (ao)]
J32 daexp {n [g (a0) + 19" (@) (@ — )?] }

“log {% exp [ (a0) — ng (a)] | L0 }

~ —log

27

—log {exp [-nag log 2] /\/ -(—3%\/2_2”@} .

Expanding this we obtain

H({M(a,n)}) =~

1
(ﬁ—l)nlog2+-2-logn+%log( V2 ) nats

3+2v2
1 1 Vor .
(\/5 - 1) n+ 3 log,n + 3 log, (m) bits.
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Checking normalization: N(n) vs. n
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Figure 6.2.1: Normalization as a function of n.

Entanglement Entropy vs. n

80| ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ......................... .

Entropy

Figure 6.2.2: Entropy H ({M2}) vs. n for d = 4 case. We include the figure on left

to demonstrate the closeness of the approximation.
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Chapter 7

Criticality Without Frustration for

Quantum Spin-1 Chains

In the previous chapter we showed two examples of FF qudit chains with high en-
tanglement and introduced the mathematical techniques needed for calculating their
entanglement entropies. Here we elaborate on the d = 3 model- balanced parenthesis
model. While FF spin-1/2 chains are known to have unentangled ground states, the
case s=1 remains less explored. We propose the first example of a FF translation-
invariant spin-1 chain that has a unique highly entangled ground state and exhibits

some signatures of a critical behavior. The rest of this chapter also appears in [94].

7.1 Motivation

The presence of long-range entanglement in the ground states of critical spin chains
with only short-range interactions is one of the most fascinating discoveries in the

theory of quantum phase transitions [26, 95, 96]. It can be quantified by the scaling
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law S(L) ~ log L, where S(L) is the entanglement entropy of a block of L spins. In
contrast, non-critical spin chains characterized by a non-vanishing energy gap obey
an area law [97, 98, 99] asserting that S(L) has a constant upper bound independent
of L.

One can ask how stable is the long-range ground state entanglement against
small variations of Hamiltonian parameters? The scaling theory predicts [95, 100]
that a chain whose Hamiltonian is controlled by some parameter g follows the law
S(L) ~ log L only if L does not exceed the correlation length ¢ ~ |g — g.|™, where
v > 0 is the critical exponent and g. is the critical point. For larger L the entropy
S(L) saturates at a constant value. Hence achieving the scaling S(L) ~ log L requires
fine-tuning of the parameter g with precision scaling polynomially with 1/L posing
a serious experimental challenge.

The stringent precision requirement described above can be partially avoided for
spin chains described by frustration-free Hamiltonians. Well-known (non-critical)
examples of such Hamiltonians are the Heisenberg ferromagnetic chain [101], the
AKLT model [102], and parent Hamiltonians of matrix product states [28, 103].
More generally, we consider Hamiltonians of a form H = ) ; 9illjj+1, where IT; ;1 is
a projector acting on spins j,j+ 1 and g; > 0 are some coefficients. The Hamiltonian
is called frustration-free (FF) if the projectors II; ;41 have a common zero eigenvector
. Such zero eigenvectors 1 span the ground subspace of H. Clearly, the ground
subspace does not depend on the coefficients g; as long as they remain positive.
This inherent stability against variations of the Hamiltonian parameters motivates a
question of whether FF Hamiltonians can describe critical spin chains.

In this Letter we propose a toy model describing a FF translation-invariant spin-1
chain with open boundary conditions that has a unique ground state with a loga-

rithmic scaling of entanglement entropy and a polynomial energy gap. Thus our FF
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model reproduces some of the main signatures of critical spin chains. In contrast,
it was recently shown by Chen et al [104] that any FF spin-1/2 chain has an un-
entangled ground state. Our work may also offer valuable insights for the problem
of realizing long-range entanglement in open quantum systems with an engineered
dissipation. Indeed, it was shown by Kraus et al [105] and Verstraete et al [106] that
the ground state of a FF Hamiltonian can be represented as a unique steady state of
a dissipative process described by the Lindblad equation with local quantum jump
operators. A proposal for realizing such dissipative processes in cold atom systems

has been made by Diehl et al [107].

7.2 Main Results

We begin by describing the ground state of our model. The three basis states of
a single spin will be identified with a left bracket I = [, right bracket r =], and
an empty space represented by 0. Hence a state of a single spin can be written
as a|0) + B|I) + v|r) for some complex coefficients a, 3,7. For a chain of n spins,
basis states |s) correspond to strings s € {0,1,7}". A string s is called a Motzkin
path [108, 109] iff (i) any initial segment of s contains at least as many I’s as 7’s, and
(ii) the total number of I’s is equal to the total number of r’s. For example, a string
lWrOrl0rr is a Motzkin path while {0lrrrilr is not since its initial segment [0lrrr
has more r’s than I’s. By ignoring all 0’s one can view Motzkin paths as balanced
strings of left and right brackets. We shall be interested in the Motzkin state |M,,)

which is the uniform superposition of all Motzkin paths of length n. For example,
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|M3) ~ |00) + |Ir), | M3) ~ |000) + |Ir0) + |I10r) + |0lr), and

M) ~ [0000) + |00Ir) + |0I0r) + |I00r)
+]0Ir0) + [10r0) + |Ir00) + |lrr) + |Irir).

Let us first ask how entangled is the Motzkin state. For a contiguous block of spins
A, let pa = Trjga |Ma){(M,| be the reduced density matrix of A. Two important
measures of entanglement are the Schmidt rank x(A) equal to the number of non-
zero eigenvalues of p4, and the entanglement entropy S(A) = —Trpalog, psa. We
will choose A as the left half of the chain, A = {1,...,n/2}. We show that

x(A)=14n/2 and S(A)= %log2n +cn (7.2.1)

where limp_c0 ¢n = 0.14(5). The linear scaling of the Schmidt rank stems from the
presence of locally unmatched left brackets in A whose matching right brackets belong
to the complementary region B = [1,n]\A. The number of the locally unmatched
brackets m can vary from 0 to n/2 and must be the same in A and B leading to

long-range entanglement between the two halves of the chain.

Although the definition of Motzkin paths may seem very non-local, we will show
that the state |[M,) can be specified by imposing local constraints on nearest-
neighbor spins. Let II be a projector onto the three-dimensional subspace of Ci@Cs3
spanned by states |0l) — |I0), |0r) — |r0), and |00) — |lr). Our main result is the

following.

Theorem 1. The Motzkin state |M,,) is a unique ground state with zero energy of
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a frustration-free Hamiltonian

n—1
H = |r){r|y + [){l|. + Z I 541, (7.2.2)
j=1
where subscripts indicate spins acted upon by a projector. The spectral gap' of H

scales polynomially with 1/n.

The theorem remains true if H is modified by introducing arbitrary weights g; > 1
for every projector in Eq. (7.2.2). A polynomial lower bound on the spectral gap
of H is, by far, the most difficult part of Theorem 1. Our proof consists of several
steps. First, we use a perturbation theory to relate the spectrum of H to the one of
an effective Hamiltonian Heg acting on Dyck paths — balanced strings of left and
right brackets 2. This step involves successive applications of the Projection Lemma
due to Kempe et al [114]. Secondly, we map Hg to a stochastic matrix P describing
a random walk on Dyck paths in which transitions correspond to insertions/removals
of consecutive Ir pairs. The key step of the proof is to show that the random walk
on Dyck paths is rapidly mixing. Our method of proving the desired rapid mixing
property employs the polyhedral description of matchings in bipartite graphs [115].
This method appears to be new and might be interesting on its own right. Exact
diagonalization performed for short chains suggests that the spectral gap of H scales
as A ~ 1/n3, see Fig. 7.2.1. Our proof gives an upper bound A = O(n~'/?) and a
lower bound A = Q(n~¢) for some ¢ > 1.

1Here and below the spectral gap of a Hamiltonian means the difference between the smallest
and the second smallest eigenvalue.

20mne can regard Dyck paths as a special case of Motzkin paths in which no ‘0’ symbols are
allowed.
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Figure 7.2.1: The spectral gap A of the Hamiltonian H defined in Eq. (7.2.2) for
3 < n < 13 obtained by the exact diagonalization. The dashed line shows a linear
fit log A = 0.68 — 2.911log n. Our numerics suggests that the first excited state of H
belongs to the subspace spanned by strings with exactly one unmatched bracket.
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7.3 Previous work

Examples of spin chain Hamiltonians with highly entangled ground states have been
constructed by Gottesman and Hastings [116), and Irani [117] for local dimension
d = 9 and d = 21 respectively (here and below d = 2s + 1). These models exhibit
a linear scaling of the entropy S(L) for some blocks of spins while the spectral gap
is polynomial in 1/n. The model found in [117] is FF and translation-invariant.
Ref. [118] focused on ‘generic’ spin chains with a Hamiltonian H = 37,11, 4, where
the projectors II; ;41 are chosen randomly with a fixed rank r 3. The authors of [118]
identified three important regimes: (i) frustrated chains, r > d?/4, (ii) FF chains, d <
r < d?/4, and (iii) FF chains with product ground states, r < d. It was conjectured
in [118] that generic FF chains in the regime d < r < d?/4 have only highly entangled
ground states with probability one. This regime however requires local dimension
d > 4. The new model based on Motzkin paths corresponds to the case d =r = 3
(ignoring the boundary terms) and thus it can be frustrated by arbitrarily small
deformations of the projectors making them generic. In addition, results of [118]
imply that examples of FF spin-1 chains with highly entangled ground states have
measure zero in the parameter space. The question of whether matrix product states
specified by FF parent Hamiltonians can exhibit quantum phase transitions has been
studied by Wolf et al [120]. However, the models studied in [120] have bounded
entanglement entropy, S(L) = O(1).

3Though the results of Ref. [118] are applicable to more general Hamiltonians, the convenient
restriction to random projectors is sufficient for addressing the degeneracy and frustration condition.
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7.4 Hamiltonian

Let us now construct a FF Hamiltonian H whose unique ground state is |M,,). First
we need to find a more local description of Motzkin paths. Let & = {0,1,7}. We will
say that a pair of strings s, € £ is equivalent, s ~ ¢, if s can be obtained from ¢

by a sequence of local moves
00 <> 1Ir, 0le10, Orer0. (74.1)

These moves can be applied to any consecutive pair of letters. For any integers

P, q > 0 such that p 4+ ¢ < n define a string

Cg=r...70...00...1.

p n-p-q g

Lemma 1. Any string s € Z" is equivalent to one and only one string c,,. A string

s € ™ is a Motzkin path if it is equivalent to the all-zeros string, s ~ cgp.

Proof. Indeed, applying the local moves Eq. (7.4.1) one can make sure that s does
not contain substrings Ir or [0...0r. If this is the case and s contains at least one I,
then all letters to the right of / are [ or 0. Similarly, if s contains at least one 7, then
all letters to the left of r are r or 0. Since we can swap 0 with any other letter by
the local moves, s is equivalent to c, 4 for some p, q. It remains to show that different
strings ¢, 4 are not equivalent to each other. Let L;(s) and R;(s) be the number of
I’s and r’s among the first j letters of s. Suppose ¢,y ~ ¢y o and p > p’. Then
R,(s) — Ly(s) < p' for any string s equivalent to ¢y . This is a contradiction unless

p = p'. Similarly one shows that q = ¢'. 0

The lemma shows that the set of all strings " can be partitioned into equivalence
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classes Cp g, such that Cp 4 includes all strings equivalent to ¢, 4. In other words, s €
C,,q iff s has p unmacthed right brackets and g unmatched left brackets. Accordingly,

the set of Motzkin paths M, coincides with the equivalence class Cpp.

Let us now define projectors ‘implementing’ the local moves in Eq. (7.4.1). Define

normalized states
|¢) ~[00) —|Ir), |9') ~[01) — |I0), |¢") ~ [0r) — |r0)

and a projector IT = |¢){(¢| + [¢')(¥!| + [¢")(¢"|. Application of II to a pair of spins
j»j + 1 will be denoted II; ;1. If some state 4 is annihilated by every projector
I, j+1, it must have the same amplitude on any pair of equivalent strings, that is,
(s|v) = (t|v) whenever s ~ t. It follows that a Hamiltonian H. = Z;:ll 0 41
is FF and the ground subspace of H. is spanned by pairwise orthogonal states
|Cp,q), Where |Cpq) is the uniform superposition of all strings in C,4. The desired
Motzkin state |[M,) = |Cpo) is thus a ground state of H.. (It is worth mentioning
that not all states |Cpq) are highly entangled. For example, |Cpo) = |r)®" is a
product state.) How can we exclude the unwanted ground states [C'p,q) with p # 0
or ¢ # 07 We note that Cyg is the only class in which strings never start from r
and ne‘ver end with I. Hence a modified Hamiltonian H = |r)(r|; + |!){l|» + H. that
penalizes strings starting from 7 or ending with [ has a unique ground state |Cy)-
This proves the first part of Theorem 1. We can also consider weighted Hamiltonians
H.(9) = 332} 9;11; 341 and H(g) = go|r){rl1+ga[l){U|n+H~(g), where go, ..., gn > 1
are arbitrary coefficients. One can easily check that the ground state of H(g) does
not depend on g and H(g) > H. It implies that the spectral gap of H(g) is lower
bounded by the one of H.
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7.5 Entanglement entropy

We can now construct the Schmidt decomposition of the Motzkin state. Let A =
{1,...,n/2} and B = {n/2 +1,...,n} be the two halves of the chain (we assume
that n is even). For any string s € £ let s4 and sg be the restrictions of s onto
A and B. We claim that s is a Motzkin path iff s4 ~ ¢om and sg ~ Cm,o for some
0 <m < n/2. Indeed, s4 (sp) cannot have unmatched right (left) brackets, while
each unmatched left bracket in s, must be matched with some unmatched right

bracket in sp. It follows that the Schmidt decomposition of | M,,) can be written as

n/2

Ma) = Z VPm |Comda ® |Crm 0} B (7.5.1)
m=0

where |C'p,q) is the normalized uniform superposition of all strings in C, 4, and p,, are

the Schmidt coefficients defined by

_ [Com(n/2P?,

P = G o) (7.5.2)

Here we added an explicit dependence of the classes C, 4 on n. For large n and m one
can use an approximation p, ~ m?exp (—3m?2/n), see the Supplementary Material
for the proof. Note that p,, achieves its maximum at m* = \/m Approximating
the sum } . p. = 1 by an integral over & = m/+/n one gets pm ~ n™Y/2g4(m), where

go is a normalized pdf defined as

(s o}
_ —3a2 —2~2 T
9o = Z1a2e73, ZE/ daa?e™3¢" = \/_
0



It gives
S(A) =— me log, pm = log v/n — / da ga log, g,.
" 0

Evaluating the integral over a yields Eq. (7.2.1). The approximation p,, &~ n=2g4m)
also implies that max,, p, = O(n~'/2). This bound will be used below in our spectral
gap analysis. We conjecture that one can achieve a power law scaling of S(A) in
Eq. (7.2.1) by introducing two types of brackets, say I = [, r =|, I’ = {, and 7’ =},
such that bracket pairs Ir and I'r’ are created from the ‘vacuum’ 00 in a maximally
entangled state (|ir) + |I'r’))/v/2. The local moves Eq. (7.4.1) must be modified as
0z ¢ 20, where x can be either of I,7,I’,7', and 00 < (Ir + I'r') /v/2. We expect the
modified model with two types of brackets to obey a scaling S(A) ~ +/n, while its

gap will remain lower bounded by an inverse polynomial.

7.6 Spectral gap: upper bound

Let A > 0 be the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian defined in
Eq. (7.2.2). We shall use the fact that the ground state |M,) is highly entangled
to prove an upper bound A, < O(n~'2). Fix any k € [0,n/2] and define a ‘twisted’

version of the ground state:

n/2
16) = €% /Pm |Com)a ® |Cmo) 5,
m=0

where 6,, = 0 for 0 < m < k and 6,, = = otherwise. Note that |¢) and |M,,) have
the same reduced density matrices on A and B. Hence (¢|H|p) = (¢|Icys|®), where
Hews = Mpjan241- Since maxy, prn, = O(n~Y2) and ¥, pm = 1, there must exist
k € [0,n/2] such that Yo . Pm = 1/2 % € for some € = O(n~"/?). This choice of k
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ensures that (9| M) =Y pme®™ < 2¢, that is ¢ is almost orthogonal to the ground
state. Define a normalized state |¢) ~ |¢) — (Ma|¢) - IM,). Then ($|M.,) = 0 and
(Bl H|$) = ($Tcutl$) < (B[Tlews|#)+O(e). The difference (@|Teuel ) — (M| Heus| M)
gets contributions only from the terms m = k,k + 1 in the Schmidt decomposition,

since Il.,; can change the number of unmatched brackets in A and B at most by one.

Since (M, [Tyt My) = 0, we get

(B eut|9) < O(Pr + Pr—1 + Prt1) = O(n_l/z).

We arrive at (@|H|¢) = O(n~Y/2). Therefore ), is at most O(n~1/2),

7.7 Spectral gap: lower bound

It remains to prove a lower bound Ay > n=%W. Let H,,, be the subspace spanned
by strings s € Cp 4 and Har = Hop be the Motzkin space spanned by Motzkin paths.
Note that H preserves any subspace H,, and the unique ground state of H belongs
to Har. Therefore it suffices to derive a lower bound =™ for two quantities: (i)
the gap of H inside the Motzkin space #)y, and (ii) the ground state energy of H
inside any ‘unbalanced’ subspace H,, with p # 0 or g # 0. Below we shall focus on
part (i) since it allows us to introduce all essential ideas. The proof of part (ii) can
be found in the Supplementary Material.

Recall that a string s € {I,7}>™ is called a Dyck path iff any initial segment of s
contains at least as many I’s as 7’s, and the total number of I’s is equal to the total
number of r’s. For example, Dyck paths of length 6 are Uirrr, lrlrr, llrrlr, lrirlr,
and Irllrr. The proof of part (i) consists of the following steps:

Step 1. Map the original Hamiltonian H acting on Motzkin paths to an effective
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Hamiltonian H.g acting on Dyck paths using perturbation theory.
Step 2. Map Heg to a stochastic matrix P describing a random walk on Dyck paths
in which transitions correspond to insertions or removals of consecutive Ir pairs.

Step 3. Bound the spectral gap of P using the canonical paths method [121, 122].

To construct a good family of canonical paths in Step 3 we will organize Dyck
paths into a rooted tree in which level-m nodes represent Dyck paths of length 2m,
edges correspond to insertion of Ir pairs, and each node has at most four children.

Existence of such a tree will be proved using the fractional matching method [115].

Let D,, be the set of Dyck paths of length 2m, D be the union of all D,, with
2m < n, and M, be the set of Motzkin paths of length n. Define a Dyck space
Hp whose basis vectors are Dyck paths s € D. Given a Motzkin path u with 2m
brackets, let Dyck(u) € D,, be the Dyck path obtained from u by removing zeros.
We shall use an embedding V' : Hp — Hps defined as

Vig=—— Y | seDND.

n
u€M
2m) Dyck(u)n=s

One can easily check that V1V = I, that is, V is an isometry. For any Hamiltonian

H, let M\y(H) be the second smallest eigenvalue of H.

Step 1. The restriction of the Hamiltonian Eq. (7.2.2) onto the Motzkin space H s
can be written as H = Hpope + Hint, where H,,ope describes freely moving left and
right brackets, while H;,; is an ‘interaction term’ responsible for pairs creation. More
formally, Hpmove = Z;';ll 7% and Hipy = E;‘;ll I, ,, where II™® projects onto
the subspace spanned by |0l) — |l0) and |0r) — |r0), while II** projects onto the
state |00) — |lr). Note that the boundary terms in Eq. (7.2.2) vanish on Hj. We

shall treat H;,; as a small perturbation of H,,.. To this end define a modified FF

189



Hamiltonian H, = Hpope + €Hjpne, where 0 < € < 1 will be chosen later. One can
easily check that |[M,) is the unique ground state of H and Ag(H) > Ay(H.) (use
the operator inequality H > H,). Note that Hpoet) = 0 iff 9 is symmetric under
the moves 0/ +> 10 and Or < r0. It follows that the ground subspace of H,,oe is
spanned by states V'|s) with s € D. To compute the spectrum of Hyope, We can
ignore the difference between I’s and 7’s since Hyope is only capable of swapping
zeros with non-zero letters. It follows that the spectrum of H,,,y. must coincide with
the spectrum of the Heisenberg ferromagnetic spin-1/2 chain, that is, II™°"® can be
replaced by the projector onto the singlet state |01) — |10), where 1 represents either
[ or 7. Using the exact formula for the spectral gap of the Heisenberg chain found by
Koma and Nachtergaele [101] we arrive at A2(Hmove) = 1 — cos (Z) = Q(n~2). Let

Heg = V'HinlV

be the first-order effective Hamiltonian acting on the Dyck space Hp. Applying the
Projection Lemma of [114] to the orthogonal complement of |M,,) in H,s we infer

that
O(E) | Himel

Mol Ho) 2 Aol(Her) — 5 Tt

(7.7.1)

Choosing € < n~3 guarantees that €||H;n|| is small compared with Ay(Hone). For
g

this choice of € one gets

A2(H) > Ao(He) > edo(Heg) — O(€’n3). (7.7.2)

Hence it suffices to prove that Ay (Heg) > n~9W,

Step 2. Recall that Heg = V1H;n,V acts on the Dyck space Hp. Its unique ground
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state |D) € Hp can be found by solving (M) = V' |D). It yields

\/_ 2;; ( ) ;m |s). (7.7.3)

Let 7(s) = (s|D)? be the induced probability distribution on D. Given a pair of
Dyck paths s,t € D, define

P(s,t) = 8 — %<s|1r{eﬁf|t>1 /% (7.7.4)

We claim that P describes a random walk on the set of Dyck paths D such that
P(s,t) is a transition probability from s to ¢, and 7(s) is the unique steady state
of P. Indeed, since \/7(t) is a zero eigenvector of Heg, one has Y, P(s,t) = 1 and
>, w(s)P(s,t) = w(t). Off-diagonal matrix elements (s|Heg|t) get contributions only
from terms —|00){lr| and —|Ir){(00| in Hip,. It implies that (s|Heg|t) < 0 for s #¢
and hence P(s,t) > 0. Furthermore, P(s,s) > 1/2 since (s|Heg|s) < n/2. In the

Supplementary Material we shall prove the following.

Lemma 2. Let s,t € D be any Dyck paths such that t can be obtained from s by
adding or removing a single lr pair. Then P(s,t) = Q(1/n3%). Otherwise P(s,t) = 0.

Let A2(P) be the second largest eigenvalue of P. From Eq. (7.7.4) one gets
Ao(Heg) = n(1 — A2(P)). Hence it suffices to prove that the random walk P has a
polynomial spectral gap, that is, 1 — \o(P) > n=0®),

Step 3. Lemma 2 tells us that P describes a random walk on a graph G = (D, E)
where two Dyck paths are connected by an edge, (s,t) € E, iff s and ¢ are related
by insertion/removal of a single Ir pair. To bound the spectral gap of P we shall

connect any pair of Dyck paths s,t € D by a canonical path (s, t), that is, a sequence
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80,81, ---,51 € D such that s = s, s; =, and (s;, s;41) € E for all i. The canonical
paths theorem [121, 122] shows that 1 — A2(P) > 1/(pl), where [ is the maximum

length of a canonical path and p is the maximum edge load defined as

1
p= (ﬁ?g(E W Z W(S)’R'(t). (7.7.5)

s,t:(a,b)Ev(s,t)

The key new result that allows us to choose a good family of canonical paths is the

following.

Lemma 3. Let Dy be the set of Dyck paths of length 2k. For any k > 1 there exists
a map f : Dy — Di_1 such that (i) the image of any path s € Dy can be obtained
from s by removing a single lr pair, (ii) any path t € Di_, has at least one pre-image

in Dy, and (iii) any path t € Di_y has at most four pre-images in Dk.

The lemma allows one to organize the set of all Dyck paths D into a supertree
T such that the root of 7 represents the empty path and such that children of any
node s are elements of f~!(s). The properties of f imply that Dyck paths of length
2m coincide with level-m nodes of 7, any step away from the root on 7 corresponds
to insertion of a single Ir pair, and any node of 7 has at most four children. Hence
the lemma provides a recipe for growing long Dyck paths from short ones without
overusing any intermediate Dyck paths. It should be noted that restricting the
maximum number of children to four is optimal since |Dy| = Cy = 4%/+/7k%/?, where
C} is the k-th Catalan number. Our proof of Lemma 3 based on the fractional
matching method can be found in the Supplementary Material. Five lowest levels of

the supertree 7 are shown on Fig. 7.7.1.

192



dr=loli ] [¢,=DA | e=lc ||e=0D |

E}Jm lc, Ud‘[lg_}F

[a=t1 |[2=8) |[a=1C1 | [ =1 || b=tED

o=l
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Figure 7.7.1: (Color Online) Five lowest levels of the supertree 7. Nodes of T are
Dyck paths — balanced strings of left and right brackets. Depth-k nodes are in
one-to-one correspondence with Dyck paths of length 2k (the set Dy). Any step
towards the root requires removal of a consecutive [| pair. Any node has at most
four children. The supertree can be described a family of maps f : Dr — Di_
such that f(s) is the parent of s. The maps f are defined inductively such that

(X)) = [FCO) F(IY) = [Jf(Y) for any node, f((X]Y) = [f(X)]Y for black
nodes, and f([X]Y) = [X]f(Y) for red (shaded) nodes. See the proof of Lemma 3
in the Supplementary Material for more details.

We can now define the canonical path v(s,t) from s € D,, tot € D;. Any
intermediate state in (s, t) will be represented as uv where u € Dy is an ancestor
of s in the supertree and v € Dy is an ancestor of {. The canonical path starts
from u = s, v = () and alternates between shrinking v and growing v by making
steps towards the root (shrink) and away from the root (grow) on the supertree.
The path terminates as soon as u = () and v = ¢. The shrinking steps are skipped
whenever u = @, while the growing steps are skipped whenever v = t. Note that any

intermediate state uv obeys
min (|s], ) < [u] + [v] < max (js], £]). (7.7.6)

Since any path (s, t) has length at most 2n, it suffices to bound the maximum edge
load p. Fix the edge (a,b) € E with the maximum load. Let p(m,k,1',l") be the
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contribution to p that comes from canonical paths (s, t) such that a = uv € Dy,
where

s € Dm1 te Dk; S Dl’a vE Dl”:

and such that b is obtained from a by growing v (the case when b is obtained from a by
shrinking u is analogous). The number of possible source strings s € D,, contributing
to p(m, k,I',1") is at most 4™ since s must be a descendant of u on the supertree.
The number of possible target strings ¢ € Dy contributing to p(m, k,1’,1"”) is at most
41" since t must be a descendant of v on the supertree. Taking into account that

7(s) and w(t) are the same for all s € D,, and t € D; we arrive at

p(m k ll l”) < 4m+k—l'—l" W(S)W(t) . Tm Tk

n(a)P(a,b)  my4P(a,b)

with m; = 4'(};)/|My|. Here we used the identity 7(w) = (w|D)? and Eq. (7.7.3).
Lemma 2 implies that 1/P(a,b) < n°Y. Furthermore, the fraction of Motzkin
paths of length n that have exactly 21 brackets is 0, = C} (;‘l) /IMn|. However C; ~

4!//w13/2 coincides with 4' modulo factors polynomial in 1/n. Hence

p(m, k, U, 1") < n0W . ImTk

(4 B8
By definition, oy < 1 for all I. Also, one can easily check that o; as a function
of ! has a unique maximum at ! ~ n/3 and decays monotonically away from the
maximum. Consider two cases. Case (1): I’ +1” is on the left from the maximum of
o;. From Eq. (7.7.6) one gets min (m, k) < I’ 41" and thus o,,0% < Omin(mk) < Opqpn.
Case (2): I +1” is on the right from the maximum of 0;. From Eq. (7.7.6) one gets
max (m, k) > I’ +1” and thus 0,04 < Omax(mk) < Oryrr. In both cases we get a

bound p(m, k,',1”) < n®®. Since the number of choices for m, k, 7, 1" is at most
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n°M), we conclude that p < n°®) and thus 1 — Ay (P) > n~0W,

7.8 Open problems

Our work raises several questions. First, one can ask what is the upper bound
on the ground state entanglement of FF spin-1 chains and whether the Motzkin
state achieves this bound. For example, if the Schmidt rank x(L) for a block of L
spins can only grow polynomially with L, as it is the case for the Motzkin state,
ground states of FF spin-1 chains could be efficiently represented by Matrix Product
States [123] (although finding such representation might be a computationally hard
problem [124]). One drawback of the model based on Motzkin paths is the need for
boundary conditions and the lack of the thermodynamic limit. It would be interesting
to find examples of FF spin-1 chains with highly entangled ground states that are
free from this drawback. We also leave open the question of whether our model
can indeed be regarded as a critical spin chain in the sense that its continuous limit
can be described by a conformal field theory. Finally, an intriguing open question is
whether long-range ground state entanglement (or steady-state entanglement in the
case of dissipative processes) in 1D spin chains can be stable against more general

local perturbations, such as external magnetic fields.
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7.9 Appendix

7.9.1 Schmidt coefficients of the Motzkin state

In this section we compute the Schmidt coefficients p,, defined in Eq. (7.5.2) and

show that for large n and m one can use an approximation
Pm ~ m?exp (—3m?/n). (7.9.1)

Let D, C {I, r}2"** be the set of balanced strings of left and right brackets of length
2n + k with k extra left brackets. More formally, s € D,, x iff any initial segment of

s contains at least as many I’s as 7’s, and the total number of I’s is equal to n + k.

Lemma 4 (André’s reflection method). The total number of strings in Dy, is

b __k+1 (m+k
e Y k+1 n )

Proof. For any bracket string s let L(s) and R(s) be the number of left and right
brackets in s. Any s € {I,7}>"** such that s ¢ D, can be uniquely represented as
s = urv, where r corresponds to the first unmatched right bracket in s, while u is a
balanced string (Dyck path). Let v’ be a string obtained from v by a reflection 7 <> [

and s’ = urv’. Then

L(s) = L(u)+ L(v") = R(u) + R(v)=R(s) —1=n—-1
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and

R(s") = Ru)+1+R()=L(u)+1+L(v)=L(s) +1
= n+k+1.

Furthermore, any string s’ with n — 1 left brackets and n + k + 1 right bracket can

be uniquely represented as s’ = urv’. Hence the number of strings in D, is

Do 2n+k _ 2n+k\  k+1 2n+k
mk = n n—-1) n+k+1 n )

One can easily check that |Cp 4(n)| = |Copyq(n)| since the identity of unmatched

brackets does not matter for the counting. Let
Mp.m = |Com(n)l-

Lemma 4 implies that

m+1 n 2i4+m
Mpm = —_— :
™ Z i+m+1(2z’+m)( i )

i>0
2i+m<n
It can be rewritten as
Mn,m = Z Mn,m,ia (792)
i>0
2i+m<n
where
m+1)-n!
nmi — ( ) (793)

(i +m + 1)l (n — 2 — m)!’
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Let « = m/+y/n and B = (i — n/3)//n. Using Stirling’s formula one can get

3V3

My =
n,m,t 27'(’”,3/2

3"t laexp (—3a® — 9aB — 95%). (7.9.4)

We approximate the sum in Eq. (7.9.2) by integrating over 4. Since i = % 4 B+/n,
we get di = y/ndf, Since the maximum is near i = %, we can turn this sum into an

integral from —oo to co. The integral we need to evaluate is thus

&

My ~ Y3 gr1g / " emsetsep-98% g

2mn3/2

— 3\/§3n+la /00 e_g(ﬂ_"/z)z—%az\/ﬁdﬂ

27n —oo

= ﬂ3’”‘1016‘%"‘2 ~ mexp (—3m?/4n).

2\/mn

—00

Recalling that
_ [Com(n/2)1>
Pm = Coo()| M om (7.9.5)

we arrive at Eq. (7.9.1).

7.9.2 Proof of Lemma 2

Suppose s € Dy and t € Diy;. Using the definition of P(s,t) one can easily get

P(s,t):—%(;c)_l S Y (ulHinl).

uEMnls] vEMy[t]

Here M,[s] = {u € M, : Dyck(u) = s}. Note that (u|Hnlv) = —1/2 if u
and v differ exactly at two consecutive positions where u and v contain 00 and Ir

respectively or vice versa. In all other cases one has (u|Hjy,:|v) = 0.
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Suppose t € Di41 and P(s,t) > 0. Let us fix some j € [0, 2k] such that ¢ can be
obtained from s by inserting a pair I between s; and s;4;. For any string u € M,[s]
in which s; and s;; are separated by at least two zeros one can find at least one
v € M,,[t] such that (u|Hjn|v) = —1/2. The fraction of strings u € M,[s] in which

s; and s;4, are separated by two or more zeros is at least 1/n? which implies
P(s,t) > !
s —.
T 2m3

Suppose now that ¢ € Dig_;. Let us fix some j € [1,2k — 1] such that ¢ can be
obtained from s by removing the pair s;s;4; = Ir. For any string u € My[s] in
which s; and s;4; are not separated by zeros one can find at least one v € M,[t]
such that (u|Hjn:|v) = —1/2. The fraction of strings u € M,[s] in which s; and sj41
are not separated by zeros is at least 1/n which implies

1
P(s,t) > —.

7.9.3 Proof of Lemma 3

Let us first prove a simple result concerning fractional matchings. Consider a bipar-
tite graph G = (AU B, E). Let z = {z.}ccr be a vector of real variables associated
with edges of the graph. For any vertex u let §(u) be the set of edges incident to u.
Define a matching polytope [115]

P = {z:xezO foralle € F,

2%34, Zze=1

e€d(a) e€é(b)
for alla € A and b € B}.
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Lemma 5. Suppose P is non-empty. Then there exists a map f : B — A such that
(i) f(b) = a implies (a,b) € E, (ii) any vertez a € A has at least one pre-image in

B, and (iii) any verter a € A has at most four pre-images in B.

Proof. Since P is non-empty, it must have at least one extremal point z* € P. Let
E* C E be the set of edges such that X > 0. We claim that E* is a forest (disjoint
union of trees). Indeed, suppose E* contains a cycle Z (a closed path). Then z;, <1
for all (a,b) € Z since otherwise the cycle would terminate at b. Hence 0 < z} < 1
for all e € Z. Since the graph is bipartite, one can label edges of Z as even and odd
in alternating order. There exists € # 0 such that z* can be shifted by +e on even
and odd edges of Z respectively without leaving P. Hence z* is a convex mixture
of two distinct vectors from P. This is a contradiction since z* is an extreme point.
Hence E* contains no cycles, that is, E* is a forest. We claim that z} = 1 for all
e € E*. Indeed, let T C E* be the subset of edges with 0 < z; < 1. Obviously,
T itself is a forest. Degree-1 nodes of 7' must be in A and there must exist a path
~ C T starting and ending at degree-1 nodes u,u’ € A. Since 0 < z < 1 for all
e € 7, there exists € # 0 such that z* can be shifted by +e on even and odd edges
of v respectively without leaving P. This is a contradiction since z* is an extreme
point. Hence z% = 1 for all e € E*. We conclude that z% € {0, 1} for all edges of G.
The desired map can now be defined as f(b) = a iff =}, = 1. O

We are interested in the case where
A=D,_y and B=7D,

are Dyck paths of semilength n — 1 and n respectively. Paths a € D,,_; and b € D,

are connected by an edge iff a can be obtained from b by removing a single Ir pair.
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Our goal is to construct a map f : D, — D,_; with the properties (i),(ii),(iii) stated
in Lemma 5. According to the lemma, it suffices to choose f as a stochastic map.
Namely, for any b € D, we shall define a random variable f(b) € D,_; with some

normalized probability distribution. It suffices to satisfy two conditions:

Pr[f(b) =a| >0 only if a can be obtained (7.9.6)
from b by removing a single
Ir pair,
and
> Prif(h)=a]< X, foralla€ D, (7.9.7)

b€Dyp
Here X,, < 4 is some upper bound that we shall choose later. We shall define f using

induction in n.

Lemma 6. For every n > 1 there exists X,, < 4 and a stochastic map f : D, —

D,._1 satisfying Egs. (7.9.6,7.9.7).

Proof. Any Dyck path b € D,, can be uniquely represented as b = Isrt for some
s € D;, t € Dy—i—1, and i € [0,n — 1]. We shall specify the map f : D, = D,_; by

the following rules:

be D, f(b) € D, | probability
Isrt,s€eD;,1<i<n—-2 If(s)rt Di
lsrt,se€D;, 1<i<n-—-2 lsrf(t) 1-p;
Irt, t € Dp_y Irf(t) 1
Isr, s € Doy lf(s)r 1

Here we assumed that f has been already defined for strings of semilength up to
n — 1 such that Eqgs. (7.9.6,7.9.7) are satisfied. By abuse of notation, we ignore
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the index n in f, so we regard f as a family of maps defined for all n. It is clear
~ that our inductive definition of f on D, satisfies Eq. (7.9.6). The probabilities
P1,---,Pn-2 € [0,1] are free parameters that must be chosen to satisfy Eq. (7.9.7).
Note that these probabilities also implicitly depend on n. The choices of f(b) in
the first two lines of the above table are represented by black and red nodes in the

example shown on Fig. 7.7.1. Consider three cases:

Case 1: a = Irt’ for some ¢ € D,_p. Then f(b) = a iff b = lUrrt’ or b = Irt for

some t € D,,_; such that f(t) = ¢’. These possibilities are mutually exclusive. Hence

D OPrf®) =Iirt] = pi+ Y Prlf(t) =1t
beD, t€Dp-1
< i+ X

Substituting it into Eq. (7.9.7) gives a constraint

y 41 S Xn - Xn—l- (798)

Case 2: a = Is'r for some s’ € D,_5. Then f(b) = a iff b = Is'rlr or b = Isr
for some s € D,_; such that f(s) = s’. These possibilities are mutually exclusive.

Hence

D OPf(B)=Isr] = 1l—paat Y. Prlf(s) =]
beD, 8€D, 1
< 1—ppo+ X,

Substituting it into Eq. (7.9.7) gives a constraint

Pnz > 1= (Xn — Xn_1). (7.9.9)

202



It says that X, must be a non-decreasing sequence.

Case 8: a = ls'rt’ for some s’ € D;, t' € D,_j_2,and i = 1,...,n — 3. In other
words, both s’ and t' must be non-empty. Then f(b) = a iff b = lsrt’ for some
s € D;y4; such that f(s) = ¢, or b = Is'rt for some ¢t € D,,_;—; such that f(t) =t

These possibilities are mutually exclusive. Hence

D O Pr(f(b) =1s'rt] = pix Y, Pr[f(s) =]

beDn s€ D,'+1

+1-p) Y Prlf(t)=1]

t€Dp—i-1
< pis1 Xita + (1 — pi) Xn-iz1-

Substituting it into Eq. (7.9.7) gives a constraint

Pit1 Xiy1 + (1 — pi)Xn—ic1 < X (7.9.10)
for eachi=1,...,n — 3. Let us choose
G 4(i —1/2)
X = = . 9.
Ci1 i+1 (7.9.11)

Combining Eqgs. (7.9.8,7.9.9,7.9.10) we obtain a linear program with unknown vari-
ables py, ..., Pn—2 € [0,1]. We shall look for a solution {p;} having an extra symmetry

Pi+Pnoii=1 fori=1,...,n—2. (7.9.12)

In addition, we shall require that all inequalities in Eqgs. (7.9.8,7.9.9,7.9.10) must be

equalities. One can check that the corresponding system of linear equations has a
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solution
o i(t+1)(3n—2i — 1)
o+ )(n—-1)

=1,...,n—2. (7.9.13)

Hence we have defined the desired stochastic map f : D, — D,_;. This proves the
induction hypothesis.

It remains to note that for n = 1,2 the map f is uniquely specified by Egs. (7.9.6,7.9.7)
and our choice of X,. Indeed, one has Dy = {llrr,lrir}, D; = {lr}, and Dy = 0. To
satisfy Eq. (7.9.6), we have to choose f(lirr) = f(lrlr) =1lr for n =2 and f(lIr) =0
for n = 1. It also satisfies Eq. (7.9.7) since X3 = 2 and X; = 1. This proves the base

of induction. O

7.9.4 Ground state energy for unbalanced subspaces

Recall that the unbalanced subspace #, 4 is spanned by strings s € C,, that have
p unmatched right and ¢ unmatched left brackets. Our goal is to prove that the
restriction of H onto any subspace H,, with p > 0 or ¢ > 0 has ground state energy
at least n~9(), By the symmetry, it suffices to consider the case p > 0. To simplify
the analysis we shall omit the boundary term [[){l|,. Note that such omission can only

decrease the ground state energy. Accordingly, our simplified Hamiltonian becomes
n-1

H = [r)(r|s + Z I j41- (7.9.14)
j=1

Recall that IT is a projector onto the subspace spanned by states |00) —|lr), |0) — |10},
and |0r) — |r0). Let A\;(H) be the ground state energy of H.

Any string s € Cp 4 can be uniquely represented as

s = UpTu1TUy . . . Tulv vy . . Iy,
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where u; and v; are Motzkin paths (balanced strings of brackets). The remaining p
right and ¢ left brackets are unmatched and never participate in the move 00 <> Ir.
It follows that the unmatched brackets can be regarded as “solid walls” that can be
swapped with 0’s but otherwise do not participate in any interactions. In particular,
the spectrum of H restricted to H,, depends only on p + ¢ as long as p > 0. This
allows us to focus on the case ¢ = 0, i.e. assume that all unmatched brackets are

right.

Given a string s € Cpp, let 5 € {0,1,7, z, y}" be the string obtained from s by the
following operations: (i) replace the first unmatched right bracket in s by ‘@’, and
(ii) replace all other unmatched brackets in s (if any) by ‘y’. Define a new Hilbert
space H, whose basis vectors are |3), s € Cpo. Consider a Hamiltonian

n-1
A=z}l + ) M+ 0%, + 6%, (7.9.15)
j=1
where ©% and ©Y are projectors onto the states |0z) — |z0) and |0y) — |y0) respectively
(with a proper normalization). One can easily check that (s|H|t) = (3|H|t) for any
s,t € Cpp. Hence the spectrum of H on H,p coincides with the spectrum of H on
?-2,,. Furthermore, if we omit all the terms ©%,, in H, the ground state energy can
only decrease. Hence it suffices to consider a simplified Hamiltonian

n—1

H® = |z){zli+ Y M+ 0%, (7.9.16)
=1

which acts on 7-2,,. Note that positions of y-particles are integrals of motion for H>.
Moreover, for fixed positions of y-particles, any term in H® touching a y-particle

vanishes. Hence H* can be analyzed separately on each interval between consecutive
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y-particles. Since our goal is to get a lower bound on the ground state energy, we
can only analyze the interval between 1 and the first y-particle. Equivalently, we can
redefine n and focus on the case p = 1, ¢ = 0, that is, assume that there is only one

unmatched right bracket. The relevant Hilbert space #{; is now spanned by states
|8> [024) Il‘) (034 |t), where s €& Mj._l, te Mn__j.

Recall that M is the set of Motzkin paths (balanced strings of left and right brack-
ets) of length k.

We would like to treat the terms responsible for the motion and detection of the
z-particle as a small perturbation. To this end, choose any 0 < € < 1 and define the

Hamiltonian

n-1 n—1
H? = Zl’[,-,jﬂ + elz){z|; + ez 7 j41-
j=1

j=1
Clearly, H? < H?, so it suffices to get a lower bound on the ground state energy of
HE.

Let us first find the ground subspace and the spectral gap of the unperturbed
Hamiltonian Hf = Z;‘;ll II;+1. Note that the position of the z-particle j is an
invariant of motion for H§. Moreover, any projector II;;4; touching the z-particle
vanishes. Hence we can analyze Hj separately on the two disjoint intervals A =

[1, — 1] and B = [j + 1,n]. It follows that the ground subspace of HZ is spanned

by normalized states
;) = IMj1) ® |2) ® [ Mnj), j=1,...,n. (7.9.17)

The spectral gap of H§ can also be computed separately in A and B. Since we have
already shown that the original Hamiltonian Eq. (7.2.2) has a polynomial gap inside
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the Motzkin subspace, we conclude that Ap(HE) > n~0W).

Let us now turn on the perturbation. The first-order effective Hamiltonian acting
on the ground subspace spanned by #, ..., ¥, describes a hopping of the z-particle
on a chain of length n with a delta-like repulsive potential applied at site 7 = 1.

Parameters of the hopping Hamiltonian can be found by calculating the matrix

elements
Mn-— j—1 2
(¥;10%lY5) = m— =af,
J1~3,3+117Y) 2Mn_]_ J
M
($j+1]07 j1l¥im) = =,
and
Mn_ M;_
($;10F j1l¥in1) = —5 =L 2 = B,
n—J Mj

where My = | M| is the k-th Motzkin number. We arrive at the effective hopping

Hamiltonian acting on C", namely,

Heg = |1 (ll + Z FJ,]+17 (7.9.18)
where

T = o)l +B7 15+ 1)G+1]
—a;Bi (11 + 1| + |5 + 1){]) (7.9.19)

is a rank-1 projector. Applying the Projection Lemma of [114] we infer that

oAV

M) 2 M) = Sy 2
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where V = |z){z|; + Z;’;ll ©%,,, is the perturbation operator. Since Ay(H§) >

>,

n~9M), we can choose € polynomial in 1/n such that 2¢||V|| is small compared with

A2(HE). For this choice of € one gets
M(H?) > e\ (Heg) — O(e2)n®W,

Hence it suffices to show that A (Heg) > n~°(M), where Hg is now the single z-

particle hopping Hamiltonian Eq. (7.9.18).

Let us first focus on the hopping Hamiltonian without the repulsive potential:
n—1
Hmmze = Z Fj,j+l»
i=1
This Hamiltonian is FF and its unique ground state is
19) ~ D VM1 Maj 1j). (7.9.20)
j=1

Our strategy will be to bound the spectral gap of H,,,. and apply the Projection
Lemma to Heq by treating the repulsive potential |1)(1| as a perturbation of H,,upe.
First let us map Hpoe to a stochastic matrix describing a random walk on the

interval [1,n] with the steady state n(j) = (j|g)%. For any a,b € [1,n] define

P(j,k) = 83 = (3l Himonel k) % (7.9.21)

Since \/m(j) is a zero eigenvector of Hpnoe, We infer that ), P(j,k) = 1 and
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>-;m(3)P(j, k) = m(k). A simple algebra shows that

Mj__l
2M;

Mn—'— . .
P(j,j+1) =537 and P(j+1,j) =
n—j

are the only non-zero off-diagonal matrix elements of P. We shall use the following

property of the Motzkin numbers.

Lemma 7. For any n > 1 one has 1/3 < M,/M,4+1 < 1. Furthermore, for large n

one can use an approrimation
n

M, =~c (7.9.22)

where ¢ = 1.46.

The lemma implies that

<P(G,ix1) <

[

1
6

for all j. Hence the diagonal matrix elements P(j,j) are non-negative, that is, we
indeed can regard P(j, k) as a transition probability from j to k. Furthermore, using
Eq. (7.9.20) and the above lemma we infer that the steady state 7 is ‘almost uniform’,
that is,

k
n~o0 < % <n®Y foralll<jk<n. (7.9.23)

In particular, min; 7(j) > n~%1), We can now easily bound the spectral gap of P.
For example, applying the canonical paths theorem stated above we get 1 — Ay(P) >
1/(pl) where p is defined in Eq. (7.7.5) and the canonical path (s, t) simply moves
the z-particle from s to t. Since the denominator in Eq. (7.7.5) is lower bounded by
n=%W we conclude that 1 — Ay(P) > n~OM. It shows that Ag(Homepe) > n~OW.

To conclude the proof, it remains to apply the Projection Lemma to Heg defined
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in Eq. (7.9.18) by treating the repulsive potential |1){1] as a perturbation. Now the
effective first-order Hamiltonian will be simply a c-number (1|g)? = 7 (1) > n~9®)

which proves the bound A\;(H.g) > n~°W.
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