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Insensitivity of bulk properties to the twisted boundary condition
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The symmetry and the locality are the two major sources of various nontrivial statements in quantum many-
body systems. We demonstrate that, in gapped phases of a U(1) symmetric Hamiltonian with finite-range
interactions, the bulk properties such as the expectation value of local operators, the ground state energy and
the excitation gap, and the static and low-frequency dynamical responses in general, do not depend on the U(1)
phase of the twisted boundary condition in the limit of the large system size. Specifically, their dependence on
the twisted angle is exponentially suppressed with the linear dimension of the system. The argument is based
on the exponential decay of various types of equal-time correlation functions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The bulk properties do not depend on the choice of the
boundary condition. Equivalently, the thermodynamic limit
should be unique. This highly nontrivial assumption is usu-
ally taken as one of physical principles. It underlies the stan-
dard theoretical treatment of thermodynamically large sys-
tems, in which one starts with a finite-size system by imposing
a boundary condition and then takes the large volume limit at
the end. There are several commonly-used choices, such as
the open boundary condition and the (anti-)periodic bound-
ary condition. The assumption of the insensitivity towards the
boundary condition allows us to choose the most convenient
one given the specific problem at work.

Among the several possible choices, the twisted bound-
ary condition has several important applications in non-
perturbative approaches to quantum many-body systems. Un-
der the boundary condition, one multiplies a phase €Y to one
end before identifying it with the other. This is a generaliza-
tion of the (anti-)periodic boundary condition in the sense that
6 = 0 and 6 = T, respectively, correspond to the periodic and
the anti-periodic boundary condition. When the Hamiltonian
has a U(1) symmetry, the twisted angle 6 can also be viewed
as the flux piercing through the ‘ring’ formed by the system
subjected to the periodic boundary condition.

The twisted boundary condition played the key role in the
formulation of the earliest quantized topological invariants in
quantum many-body systems in 1980’s. When the Hamilto-
nian has an adiabatic and periodic time dependence, the phe-
nomenon so-called Thouless pump takes place [1, 2], in which
a certain amount of charge is transported through the system
in one cycle of the time evolution. Niu and Thouless uncov-
ered the connection of the pumped charge to the Chern num-
ber [see Eq. (16)] and thereby proved its quantization [1, 2].
As we review later, the fact that the amount of the pumped
charge is independent of 6 was essential in the proof of the
quantization. However, they only sketched the proof assum-
ing a specific form of the Hamiltonian.

Another closely related quantity in two dimensions is the
many-body Hall conductance [3], formulated in terms of the
twisted angles 6; of the boundary condition in the i-th direc-
tion (z = 1,2). The Hall conductance is given by the Berry
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curvature [see Eq. (17)] computed with respect to (61, 65) in-
stead of the crystal momentum (k1, ko) well-defined only for
periodic noninteracting systems. One needs the integration by
6, and 65 in order to prove the quantization by identifying it as
a Chern number. To justify averaging over all possible values
of the twisted angles, one has to show the independence of the
Hall conductance from (61, 62). Since these points are left in-
complete, there are several recent follow-up papers rigorously
proving the quantization of the Hall conductance [4-6].

More recently, Oshikawa [7] presented the first proof of
the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem [8—12] in dimensions greater
than one, assuming that the excitation gap under the periodic
boundary condition (§ = 0) does not close in the process of
continuously changing 6 from 0 to 27. Later, Hastings gave
an improved proof without such an assumption [13, 14], but
instead assuming a ‘reality condition’ [15].

In all of these pioneering works, the insensitivity of bulk
properties to the twisted angle  was an indispensable assump-
tion. This work presents its simple and general proof, assum-
ing (i) the locality and the U(1) symmetry of the Hamiltonian
and (ii) a non-zero excitation gap and the uniqueness of the
ground state. Our argument coherently applies to expectation
values, static susceptibilities, the Thouless pump and the Hall
conductance, and many other bulk response properties. As a
by-product, we prove the exponential decay of several new
types of correlation functions.

II. EXPONENTIAL DECAY OF CORRELATION
FUNCTIONS

Consider a quantum system in d spatial dimensions. To
discuss a finite-size system without a boundary, we impose the
periodic boundary condition with the linear dimension L; in i-
thdirection (¢ = 1,2, ..., d). Suppose that the Hamiltonian H
of the system is given as the sum of /ocal terms H= >z H;
(or the integral H= i diz Hy). Namely, the support of the
operator H is within a finite distance from .

Throughout the paper, we assume that the ground state |0)
of H is unique and that the excitation gap A does not vanish
in the limit of large system size. We will comment on the case
with a finite ground-state degener'flcy at the end. We focus

on zero temperature 7' = 0 and (O) denotes the expectation
value (0]O|0) with respect to the ground state. Furthermore,
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80 represents the fluctuation O — (O) and the time-evolution
of an operator is defined by O(t) = etHtO(t)e 1,

Let O and V be local operators and let R = dist(O, V)
be the distance between their support [Fig. 1 (a)]. In gapped
phases, it is well known, and is also rigorously proven [16, 17]
by means of the Lieb-Robinson bound [18, 19], that the equal-
time (connected) correlation function decays exponentially
with the distance:

Fo = (606V), |Fo| < Coe™ ¢ (1)
In fact, a similar argument proves that the correlation function
of the following form also decays exponentially

R
€

F,= (60 (H - E)""6V), |F,|<C,R%e %, (2

Here, n = 1,2, ... is an arbitrary natural number and E is the
ground state energy. The proof for F; can be found in Ref. [5],
although it is buried in a long mathematically-elaborated pa-
per. In Appendix A, we present the simplest version of the
proof in a way applicable to all n. The correlation length £ in
Egs. (1) and (2) is given by £ = &y + %”, where the constants
& and v are those appearing in the Lieb-Robinson bound
10, V@) < C’e_%(e%‘ — 1) and depend only on the
Hamiltonian A [18, 19]. Here |0 = sup‘w>7<¢|¢>:1||OA|w>||
denotes the norm of the operator O. When the gap A be-
comes small, £ is dominated by and diverges in the limit of
A — 40 as expected.

The correlation functions in Egs. (1) and (2) are about two
operators at a distance. Let us now consider correlations in-

volving more operators, e.g., Gog = (6060’ §V). We as-
sume that the support of V is well separated from that of 0
and O', while assuming nothing about the distance between
the support of O and O’ [Flg 1 (a)]. In this case, one can
simply regard the product 00’ as a single operator and ap-
ply Eq. (1) to get a bound |Goo| < Cpoe™ RT', where R’ is
either the smaller one of dist(O, V) and dist(O’, V). In con-

trast, the following correlations cannot be evaluated directly
through Egs. (1) or (2),

Gmn = (60 (H — E)"™60" (H — E)™"V),  (3)
Gl = (60 (H - E)"™6V (H — E)™30"), (4
because the product O(ﬁ — E)_WO’ (m =1,2,...)is not

necessarily local even when O and O’ are. Nevertheless, we
can prove (see Appendix B)

n+m _ R/
|Gmn| < CmnR/ e ¢ 5 (5)
Gl |<Cl RUET T ©)
mnl — mn b

where &' = & + 4” and R’ is defined above Eq. (3).

The properties of correlation functions summarized above
have many valuable implications which do not seem fully
explored or appreciated. As an example, let us show that
any perturbation at a long distance never affects the expec-
tation value of a local operator. We consider a Hamiltonian
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FIG. 1. (a) The spatial configuration of local operators 0,0 and V.
The red shades represent their support. (b) The flux 6 theta piercing
the ring. After the gauge transformation in Eq. (12) the flux 6 maps
to the U(1) phase e of the boundary condition at 3.

H(h) with a parameter h and let |h) be the unique ground

state. Then, differentiating the defining equation H (h)|h) =
E(h)|h), one gets

Q(h)du|h) = EW)]'6H (W)h), (7
where Q(h) = 1 — |h)(h| is the projection onto excited states

and H'(h) = 8,H(h). For the expectation value O(h) =

(h|O|R) of a Hermitian operator O, the derivative 9, O(h) is
thus given in the form of Fi:

H(h) —

which is exponentially small when O and H’(h) are well-
separated, as suggested by Eq. (2).

~[F(h) -

OhO(h) = —(h|60 | E(h)]"Y0H (R)|h) +c.c., (8)

III. INSENSITIVITY OF EXPECTATION VALUES

As a more nontrivial application, let us demonstrate the 6-
independence of the expectation value of a wide class opera-
tors. To simplify the notation here we focus on 1D systems
(and thus drop the subscript “1”’) but exactly the same deriva-
tion applies to higher dimensions.

Suppose that the Hamiltonian H = fOL dx H, is written
in terms of the creation (annihilation) operator é; (¢,) and
is invariant under the global U(1) phase rotation N for all
6 with N =
erator Uy, = e'Jo 4 x(®): muyltiplies a position-dependent
phase e~*X(*) to ¢,. (The Hamiltonian is not necessarily in-
variant under such a local phase rotation.) We introduce a
non-dynamical gauge field A(z) in such a way that H[A] =
fOL dx H,[A] transforms as

fOL dxn, and f, = ¢l ¢é,. The unitary op-

U H A0} = BLA), A'(2) = Alw) = dox(2). (9)
The simplest example of H,[A] may be H,[A] =
el [ 5= (0 —H’A( )%+ Ul(x)] &, + HM, or its lattice ver-
sion, H,[A] = tchr et [T dzAR) e o he. + HM, where
U (x) is the single particle potential and H int represents terms
describing many-body interactions. In contrast, the BCS
Hamiltonian, for example, is not qualified as H, [A] as it lacks
the required U(1) symmetry. In fact, several statements below
do not hold in the Kitaev chain [20].



Let us consider a charge-neutral operator O[A] that com-
= [ dzO,[A]
where O,[A] is local and transforms in the same way as

Eq. (9). The operator O can be the Hamiltonian H itself,
but it may also be, for example, the polarization operator

mutes with N. We assume the form O

A L .
P = fo dx xn, or the current operator.

We introduce the flux 6 = fOL dxA(x) by choosing a
position-independent vector potential A(z) = %. We denote

the unique ground state of H [%] by |6). Our claim is that the
f-dependence of the expectation value

0(0) = 0IO141I0) = [ dslol015)0)  (10)

is suppressed for a large L by a factor L3/2¢~%. When O =
H, the statement is the flatness of the ground state energy Fjy
as a function of 6, which was numerically observed before,
e.g., in Ref. [21]. Later we will also argue that the excitation
gap is independent of 6 in the limit of large L.

To prove the claim, let us define a function of x labeled by
y €0, L]

)
T 0<z<y)
Xy(7) = {z r—L) (y<u<lL) (11)

and introduce the corresponding unitary operator U,,6 =

. oL ~ . .
et Jo drxy (@)= It induces the gauge transformation

Alz) =4 — Ay(z) =05(z —y). (12)
In this gauge, the natural interpretation of  is the U(1) phase
of the twisted boundary condition at the boundary (or the
‘seam’) x = y.

The key observation is that, thanks to the assumed local-
ity, Ogz[A,] is independent of 6 and thus is identical to O,[0]
when y is out of the range of O,.
case of Oy[A] = téLJr e~ /i7" dzA() e whose range is a,
0.[4,] = t&jﬁ_ae_w Jr ==y, = tel ¢, is indepen-
dent of @ when |x — y| > a. It follows that the local terms of
the Hamiltonian H,[A,] do not depend on 6 either unless x is
close enough to y.

Inserting U;y Uy,

writing |0,) = U )

For example, in the

= 1 to the last expression in Eq. (10) and

), we get

L A
0(6) = /0 dz (6,10,[4,]16,)- (13)

Note that the value of y here is arbitrary and can be chosen
depending on x. Thus we can freely set y to be far away from
x so that O,[A,] = O,[0] [Fig. 1 (b)]. For example, take the
opposite point of z on the ring with |z —y| = £. Then, itis in-
tuitive that the twisted boundary condition e* does not affect
the expectation value (6,|0.[0]|6,) since |6,) is the ground
state of [[A,] twisted only near y [22]. In fact, using Eq. (7)

for h = 6, we can express JyO(f) in the form of F}:

L
_/0 d;v(<9y|§()m[0] (H[A,] — Eg)~'6.J[A,]|6,)

+(0,18714,] (H[A,] — Eq) 130, [0]16,)) (14)
Here, J[A,] = 0pH[A,] is the local current operator at y.

Therefore, one can apply Eq. (2) for R = % to the integrand
and get the desired bound.

IV. INSENSITIVITY OF BULK RESPONSES

Many response properties of quantum systems can be cap-
tured by the correlation function of the form

(016017] (H[7] ~

For example, the static susceptibility, in general, takes the
form G1(0) as in Eq. (8). As we discuss shortly, the corre-
lation G4(#) is related to transport properties. Later in this
paper we prove that the 6-dependence of G,,(f) is also expo-

Gn(0) = Eg)~"s0'[£16).  (15)

nentially suppressed for a large system by a factor L>* % e™ e
with & = & + %”. Before moving on to the proof, let us ex-
plain the topological aspect of the reason why this is an im-
portant problem to address.

According to Niu and Thouless [2], the pumped charge of a
weakly time-dependent Hamiltonian over one cycle 7' is given
by

AQO) =i [ duanoinlo) —nelos). (16

Here |0) is the ground state of the snapshot Hamiltonian
H[ ]. Using Eq. (7) for h = t and 6, one can express AQ(6 )
in terms of Gy(#) with O = 9,H and O’ = 9yH = J.
Clearly, one needs an additional 0-integral to identify the com-
bination in the right-hand side of Eq. (16) as a Chern number.

Similar problem arises in the discussion of the Hall con-
ductance. Following Niu, Thouless, and Wu [3], we introduce
the constant vector potential A(x,y) = (211, 22 ). For each
g = (61,65), we denote by |6} the ground state of H[L ) L2]
Then the Hall conductance in the unit of €2/ is given by [3]

012(6) = i(Ds, (0100,10) — 9a, (0]00,10)), (A7)
which can be written in the form of G(¢ 9) with O = 0p, H =
J2 and O/ = Op, H = Jl. Again, one needs to show that
012(5) is independent of g to justify averaging over all 6;’s.
However, in the appendix of Ref. [3], they proposed a wrong
scaling 9, o12(6) ~ L% rather than (%)ne_%.

To summarize, the very fact that the #-dependence of
AQ(#) and 012(5) are negligible is the key underlying
their quantization. 1In particular, it implies that AQ(0)
and 27r012(67) are already quantized to an integer with



exponentially-small finite-size correction even without inte-
grations by 6, which is consistent with the numerical stud-
ies in Refs. [23, 24]. However, the argument in the original
works [2, 3] is not entirely satisfactory as explained above.
Our proof of the #-independence of G,,(0) proceeds in the
same way as that for O(#). Focusing on one dimension, we
write G, (6) in terms of the integral of local operators and then

insert Ul Uy, = 1:

Go(6) = [ dode'(6,150,(0] (1(§) ~ Eo)"60% 00,

(18)
We have chosen y € [0, L] to be out of the range of O, O;/
as illustrated in Fig. 1 (b). In fact, for every z,z’ € [0, L],
we can always find y on the ring such that |x — y| > % and
2" —y| > %. Again using Eq. (7), we can express 9yG,,(0)
in terms of Gy, ¢ and G;n,é with m + ¢ = n + 1 (Appendix
C). Thus one can use Egs. (5) and (6) with R’ = % to get the
stated bound.

V. EXCITATION ENERGY OF VARIATIONAL STATES

So far we have only investigated the ground state properties.
Here let us discuss what we can say about excitations.

For a given operator O, consider a variational state |0) =
6010), which is orthogonal to the ground state by definition.
Its energy expectation value measured from the ground state
energy is given by

_ (o|H0) . _ (601[H,60))
=00 TP ooy -

First, let us assume the form O = f diz Of with local op-
erators Oz. We can in general expect that the denominator
(60160) = [ d*zd?§(50L50y) is proportional to the system
size V.= LyiLs... L4 because of the exponential decay of
the correlation function. Similarly, in the numerator, [H’ ,0 O}
is also an integral of local terms owing to the locality of the
Hamiltonian, meaning that Ao can be at most O(V?). In or-
der to achieve higher energy states whose excitation energy
grows as O(V¢) with € > 0, one needs a non-local operation
rather than simply superposing local perturbations. In fact,
when O = 0,0, is a product of two well-separated local op-
erators, we have Ap ~ Ap, + A, and the correction decays
exponentially with their distance. This implies that one can
get a higher-energy state by creating many local excitations
simultaneously.

Next, let us show that the excitation energy of locally ex-
cited states is almost independent of the flux #. To this end,
suppose that the Hamiltonian H[A] has a U(1) symmetry sat-
isfying Eq. (9). Assume further that O[A] = [ d?# Oz[A] and
local operators Oz[A] obey the transformation rule in Eq. (9).
We introduce a flux 6 by setting A(z) = £ and construct a
variational state |O[%]) = 5@[%}|9>. In this setting, the 6-
dependence of the excitation energy AO[ 1) is exponentially

small with the system size. To see this, observe that the last
expression of Eq. (19) can be written in terms of the expecta-
tion value of local operators after expressing O[%} as the inte-
gral of local terms. Hence, the derivative Jy AO[ 8] is bounded
by Fy in Eq. (2) with R = £.

The fact that the f-dependence of the excitation energy
Ao[ 2 is exponentially small suggests so is the true exci-
tation gap Ay. More precisely, Ay denotes the gap to the
first excited state |1)p in the same sector of the conserved
U(1) charge. We assume that there exits a local operator Oo
such that the state Op|0) has a nonzero overlap with |1), i.e.,
1(1]O0|0)|> = w > 0. (The weight w can be proportional to
L= with @ > 0. The excitation energy Ao/ can be much
larger than A.) Then, by applying the energy filter [25], one
can construct a local operator O such that, for any € > 0, (i)
the excitation energy Ao satisfies A < Ap < A(1+¢€) + 9,
where § = % (R/&)" e=<R/¢ is an exponentially small correc-

tion with some power £ and £ = ‘/Z’” + €& and (ii) the support

Q of O is finite and includes the support of Oy inside. Here,
R = dist(89, Op) denotes the minimum distance between the
boundary of €2 and the support of O [5,25]. We reproduce the
derivation in Appendix D.

Now, suppose that the gap becomes smaller Ay, = £A
0 < &< 1)ath =0y € (0,27) than the value Ay at § = 0.
By setting € = 12;5 and R = %, for example, we can construct
a local operator O[%ﬂ such that A < Ao[iﬂ’] < %Ao—f—é.
Since AO[%] does not depend much on 6 gs proven above,
it in turn implies that Agj; at # = 0 is bounded above by
1—;5A0 + ¢ + ¢’ with another exponentially small correction

0’. We can make § + 0’ < 12;5A0 for a sufficiently large
L so that Apg) < Ap. This indicates the existence of an
excitation with energy smaller than A, and hence contradicts
with the definition of A. Therefore, the excitation gap A can
depend on 6 at most by an exponentially small amount. This
completes the proof of the higher-dimensional Lieb-Schultz-
Mattis theorem in Ref. [7] with no assumption on the reality
of the Hamiltonian unlike Refs. [13, 14].

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We demonstrated the #-independence of static responses
among other things. In fact, one can replace H — E in
Egs. (2)—(4) by H—-FE—was long as w < A, which sim-
ply gives the “effective gap” A — w. Therefore, the dynamical
susceptibility with a frequency lower than A can be covered
by the method developed in this work.

The 6-dependence of the ground state energy is associated
with the transport properties: the first derivative dy Fy repre-
sents the persistent current and the second derivative gives the
Drude weight via the Kohn formula D = ”7L28§E9 [26-28].
Our argument for expectation values and response properties
proves that both of them are exponentially small with the sys-
tem size in U(1) symmetric gapped phases.

In the derivation we assumed the uniqueness of the ground



state. However, similar statements should hold even when a
finite (quasi-)degeneracy originates from spontaneous break-
ing of discrete symmetries or the presence of topological
orders [5]. Let us denote by {|0,)}%_; the g-fold (quasi-
)degenerate ground states. In general, off-diagonal matrix el-
ements (0,]0[05) (o # f3) are expected to be exponentially
small with the system size as long as the operator 0= >z Oz
is a sum (or integral) of local operators. They should be pro-
\%4

portional to e ¢? in phases with discrete symmetry break-

ing and e~ € for topologically ordered phases. Assuming this
scaling, the degenerate case does not seem fundamentally dif-
ferent, but we will leave the concrete analysis to future work.
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Appendix A: Bound of two-point correlation functions

In this appendix we prove the exponential decay of correlation functions in Eqs. (1) and (2) of the main text. The proof
involves a few math formulas. For example, for z > 0, we have
Tdyey—1 ¢

< —, (AD)
0o 2m y z

2 o 2 2
0 <erfc(z) = — dye™ <e™*. (A2)
7

0<

We will also use

(0 0')] < \/(001)(010") < |O]Il0]], (A3)

|
(OTf(H)O) < (OTO)f(A) for a positive and monotonically decreasing function f (&), (Ad)
)

(
= e {00/ (1)) = &) + {0/ (1)0)e " + ([0, 0 (7)) 7" . (AS)

Here, Eq. (A3) is the Schwartz inequality and Eq. (AS5) follows just by the definition of the commutation relation.
The following mathematical identities are valid for arbitrary £, o, ¢t > 0:

* dr et 1 [ w2 1 — 20t
Fi(€) = / Tl (e ) = / dw et S = ot e erfe (5 3 ) >0,  (A6)
0

o 2miT — it 2/ 2 2/a
* dr e T > 1 e e 1 2 E+2at
F_(&) = e = ——— [ dwe T AT = e e > 0. A7
(€) /,0027717—#6 2\/7r04/0 we ’ 2¢ T\ T2va (A7)
Using the property Eq. (A2), we have
1 2 &
0< Fi(€)< —e % when 0<t< —. (A8)
2 2a
Finally, the Lieb-Robinson bound will be used to derive an upper bound of commutation relations:
A v[t]
[10. V@] < Cove (e —1). (A9)
Here, £, and v are constants, independent of the choice of OandV.
1. Correlation function Fj
Let us start with Fy = (60 6V'). Instead of directly dealing with Fy, here we evaluate
Fo(t) = (50 6V (it)) = (60 et H-E)577). (A10)
Using the complex analysis, we can express (80 6V (it)) in the form of the integral
dz (60 6V S dr (606V T de , 5008V (S
Fo(t):j{i.w: lim / dr POV®) |y / 49 g io (90 OV (Se™T)) (ALD)
2w oz —it S—oo J_g2mi T —1it 5500 Jo 2T Sei® — it
The second integral in the right-hand side of Eq. (A11) vanishes in the limit of S — oo:
T d | (50 5V (Se'? Sinsern [T d e SAsing T i
|52 |2 < 10011871 [ 52— < 0l > 0. (AL2)
0 0 \/(1— 5 8in¢)? + (g cos ¢)?
We used Eqs. (A3) and (A4) in the first step.
The remaining integral in Eq. (A11) can be split into four using Eq. (A5):
> dr (50 6V
Fy(t) :/ im :e*“tg(h + 1o+ I3 + 1), (A13)
oo 2 T —it



where
e dr 50 5V( )> 2 2
— at® _ —ar Al4
/ omi T —it T ¢ ) (Al4)
°° dr (50) 2
9 = e T Al
/oo 2wt T —t ’ (AL5)
|T|>T 277@ T —it
V= / (O V(D) —ar (A17)
T 27Tz T —1it
The parameters 1" and « are chosen as
2
TEE—R, a= %, R = dist(0, V), (A18)

so that f—: =aol?= % > 1.
Integrals I; and I, can be performed with the help of the identities in Eq. (A6) and (A7):

I, = 0O F (H - E)é§V), (A19)
= (6V F_(H — E) 60). (A20)

Then, assuming 0 < ¢ < % and using Eqgs. (A3) and (A4), we get

1] </ (5060N) (V1 (I — E)267) <\ (50601 (67 1e~ 522 577) < we*’ii (A21)
L) < \/ (SVSVIVSOTF_(H — E)250) < \/ VeV (80Te~ "5 50) < Hw'gﬂe—? (A22)

The integral I3 can be bounded by Eqgs. (A3) and (A2):

d ‘<[6Ca5r( )]>| - / d7 € —ar’ ||(5(A)||H56 || T2
I3 < —_— ¢ ar? <4 50 6[/ < e . A23
13| < /T|> B sl 6015V T = Veal? (A23)

Finally, the integral I, can be bounded by Lieb-Robinson bound Eq. (A9) and the inequality in Eq. (A1):

) T drets — e e
|14|§/ ﬁw —am’ <90, ye” 50/ dre ! <20oy S _ SA Cov COV e T, (A24)
\

< 27 VT2 + 12 o 2m T T oL v RJES 7
All in all, when% > tA > 0, we have
2
[Fo(t)] < e (1| + 2] + [I3] + |1a])
2v
—5e? 5o (% 4 -2y S8 Cov  -San
<e = GO|||oV]| | e” € + e €+ ~ = e % ¢ |. (A25)
el H( VRS v [|6O]l[[6V ]| R/€

Ifweset =&+ %, all terms have a factor ¢~ € . When tA > %, we can directly evaluate F{(t) in Eq. (A10) using Egs. (A3)
and (A4). At the end, we have

A 9 1 28 Co (tA)2 - 2R
Fo(t)] < ||5?"”“f” (1: VR |6O||5V|R/s) e ® ©(Ezms0) (A26)
30113V fle™ (ta = 22).

The equal-time correlation Fy = (60 6V') is the limit of ¢ — +0.



2. Correlation function F;,

Next let us discuss the correlation function with (H — E)~"

R 1 R e o] tn—l R N R e o] tn—l

F, = (60————46V :/ dt ——— (60 e~ H=E)sy :/ dt ————Fy(t) = I + I, A27

< (;{__E)n ) 0 (ng,l)ﬁ ) . (n—1) ot) =L+ 15 (A27)

14_/ dt ————— ) (50 et H=B)5y7), (A28)

-
I = dti t). A29
The integral I, can be estimated by Egs. (A3) and (A4):
Siisorn [ TN \5OIIII5V|| - \5OIIII5V|| 1 (2R\" ez
< tA _ TA _ 214
LI < 180NV [ e e Z mzom, £ (a30)

zn 1

For the integral I5, we can use the first line of Eq. (A26). Writing ¢,, = fo dx i€ ~2* we have fo dt i 1) —2(tA)? <
n/2
& (@) and

13
Is] < <4R>n/2|50||||6f/|| Lyt Ko Cov e (A31)
o= 3 VTR/E &€& ||6O]|||6V || R/€ '

Therefore, |F,,| < |I4| + |I5| is exponentially suppressed. For a sufficiently large R/€ >> 1, the dominant contribution to F;,
comes from the first term in |I5].

Appendix B: Three point correlation functions

Here we derive the bound in Eqgs. (5) and (6) in the main text. To this end, we evaluate the correlation function of the following
form:

G(s,t) = (6ae*HEgh e tH-E)5ey — (56 e~ H=E)5h 56(it)). (B1)
for s,t € (0,T) with T = g—ﬁ Later we will set “6 = V, b = O,and ¢ = O or “a = O, b = V, and ¢ = O’ with
R = min(dist(O, V), dist(O’, V)) > &. Once |G(s, t)| is bounded, then the correlation functions in Egs. (3) and (4) in the main

text can be evaluated by performing the integral [ dss™ ™! [ dit"~'G(s,t) as we did in Sec. A 2.
As before, we split the integral into those pieces which we know how to estimate:

oo ~ o —s(H—E)si Sa
G(s,1) =/ dr {dae ObOUT)) _ ot (1, 4 Iy + 1), (B2)
oo 2T T —1it
where o« = i‘Rg and
* dr (5ae sH=E)§h5e(t)) . 2
I = i at® _ _—aTt B
L > T—it (e ), (B3)
~ —s(H—E) s} s ,
I E/ d77'.<6a6 _5b5€(T)>e_O‘T 7 (B4)
|T‘>T 27'('2 T — 1t

T b e—S(H—E)s§h §¢ 5 T —ar? .
135/ dr {bae 8b3E(7)) —ar :/ dr e (84 (—is)6boe(r))

_7 27 T—1it _r2miT—1t

i
2
T dr e—or

/00 do (5a(0)boé(T))

:/,T%T—it 2i o+1is
/T dr eo7

" e’ (I31 + I32 + I33 + I34), (B5)
_p 2m T — zt



and
_ [ do (8a(0)8DOE(T)) | 0 ao?

for= / 2me o +is (e e ), B6)

Ip= [ o2 R0ATOI) oct (B7)
— 00 21 o+ 1s

Iy = / do {[63(0), 8T a2, "
jri>T 27 o+is
T A 7 A

Iy, = / do ([04(9),8b60(7)]) a0 -
_r 2mi o +is

In the same way as Eqs. (A21) and (A22), we have

salll|ob|[|oell _ =
1], [131], [132] < we 3 (B10)
Following Eq. (A23), we get
dalll|ob][|6¢] _ =
o) 1| < 1201000 H'm”/g -+ (B11)
Therefore it remains to estimate I34:
T o ) .
do (0b bl o
1'34 :/ 70—< [a(a)7c(7—)]> + <[ ( ) ] C( )> 67040'2. (BlZ)
T 2T o +1is
1. Whena=V,b=0,andé =0’
In this case we can simply apply the Lieb-Robinson bound Eq. (A9):
T do 6—040'2 A " ~ ~ ~
!/ /
Bl < [ G2 (00 [V (0).O (7] + [V (). 0} 60’7
T do e (ol+|r)=|Fc—Fal I7|=1Z—~Zal
~ v(|o T|)—|Te—Tqa Ay V|T|—|Thp—Tq
< [ = 100) Cuoe™ T 50 Croe TR
< T dU e_agz 60 C 60/ C 21;ng
_/_Tﬂﬁ(ﬂ [ Cvor + (160" Cvo)e <o
N N 2vT—R
< F(s)([00]| Cvor + [|60']| Cyo)e w0, (B13)
where
oo d —ay2
F(z) = e (B14)
— 0 27T xz +y2
Collecting all terms and setting &' = &y + 4A“, we get
__ GOl (34 —2A=)e ™ ¥+ P() (14 -2 + F(s)20LCuot B0 Cro ) ma(*+)-¢ (g15)
||5V\\||50||H50'|| —\2 ' /=R/¢ \/TR/E alieliicied '
The function F'(z) itself may diverge at = 0, but it only appears in the following integral at the end:
Cdy an e—o(@+v%) <1 o0 rn—l 2 Cn
d e F(x d dr ————e %" = ——. B16
/ xn—l / JU/ (n—1)! /22 442 T(n—l)!e 2an/2 (B16)



2. When O,b=V,and ¢ = O’

o
Il

This case requires a new relation:

A Ay P P A Ay 1 16011Cor (11,1 +1180" ICo 111, v R\ —Z

R
3

= B(R/¢)e”

for |o1], |o2| < T. Given this, we can get

T —ao? A . . R R
Tl < [ 52— 6V [0().0'(r))] + (O(e). V180 (7))

T dg e—ao’ R Ny e
S/T%WPB(R/é)e € +[160'|| Cove }
< F(5)[2B(/€) + 150') Cov ] .

The bound Eq. (B17) can be verified in the following way. Again using Eq. (AS5), we have

 dr (60(01) 60! (2) 6V (1))

~ A1 SN dr . ) / /
(00(1) 00 (02) 6V) = lim = o1 Lnn L
where
oo A ’\/ A , .
= tim [ 47 00(01)00102) V(D) (et _ ary
t—+0 oo 27TZ T — it
o0 % A oV
o= lim / 41 (3V(1)80(01) §0'(02)) —ar?,
=40 J_ o 2mi T — it

I/ lim / di <[6O(Jl) 50/(02)7 6V(T)]> —ar?
t—40

omi T—it c
|r|>T <™

T 5 4 y T —ar? T
) dr ([60(01) 60 (02), 6V (T)]) _,.2 / dr e 7

r_ ) ar? _

L= tLHEO _7 2m T—1t c 0

2mi T

—T

Ii, I, I} can be bounded in the same way as in Eqs. (A21), (A22) and (A23):

) A oY ¥ A A1
[V [llsO]l6O IIe_g’ I| < lsVillisollieo") =

JARI AR
1], [ L] 5 TRJE

For I}, we have

T —ar? pT . o N o .
i< [ G [ (16060 (o2). 1.V ()| + (O [,V ()50 (02) )

T —T
T —ar? T
dTe ar R A, 2vT—R
g/ o / du(]|60|Cor a1 + 80'|Co 1.v7) e %
o «m T -
_ 1180lCo s1.0) + 160" ICo 11,v) | R 2ez=n
A 3 ’

In the derivation, we used the Lieb-Robinson bound Eq. (A9) and |u — ;| < 27T.

du([60(01) 60’ (02), 0V (u)]).

10

(B17)

(B18)

(B19)

(B20)

(B21)

(B22)

(B23)

(B24)

(B25)



11
Appendix C: The expression for 9y G, (0)

Here we provide the explicit equation for 99G,, (0), where G,,(0) is given in Eq. (18) in the main text.

L L , n . 1 . 1 .,
0= = e [ (3 OOl e A 1)
~ 1 A, 1 ~
HOO0 0] 0L 0T 4,0
R 1 . 1 .
+<9y|6J[Az]m60w[0] TR 50", [o]|ey>). 1)

Appendix D: Construction of the local operator approximately creating |1)

Here we discuss the construction of O starting from Oy defined in the main text. Let |1) be the first excited state with the

energy A = E; — E. Suppose that the state Og|0) has a nonzero overlap with |1), i.e., |(1|O9|0)|?> = w > 0. In order to extract
only the |1)-component, let us apply the energy filter

. B [T , 2 B [T e n 2
= 1/—/ dt Og(t)e A=A = \/f/ dt et Oge=tH+A)=H (D1)
T J_oo T J_oo

2 ~ ~
with g = 62%. Let us define two projection operators Qjow and Qpigh onto energy windows Eioy € [E1, By 4+ €A] and

Exqigh € (E1 + €A, +00), respectively. We have
(O Quigh0) = (Ofie ™ =" Quugye™ 75 1=E0"Og) < O |2e™ 57 = || O|2e™ %, (D2)
(01QiwO) = (OT[1)(1]0) = (O|1){1|00) = w. (D3)

Next, we want to approximate 0 by a local operator

. [ T SR 2
= 7/ dt "o Oge HHat8) =17, (D4)
mJ-5s

Here, (2 is a region including the support of Oy, and Hg, denotes the Hamiltonian restricted onto the region. Let us denote by R
the distance between OS2 and the support of Oy. We have

f N . / S t . A N .
O = ﬁ/ dteitHéoe—it(H—o—A)—ﬁtz + é/ dt/ ds%(eisH+i(t—s)HQOAoe—i(t—s)HQ—isH—itA—ﬂt2)
™ J|t|>S mJ-s 0
g if s isny-pe L B [ [ ashiE fr i(tes)He A, —i(t—s) el —isH—itA_ Bt
= f/ dte™ Qe HH+A) =B 4 f/ dt/ ds e’ [H—Hg,el(t_é) 20pet=9) 2] tsH it —Bt (D5)
T JIt|>s ™ J-s 0

Using the Lieb-Robinson bound and setting S = V2R B =e? A EE e =8 + \6/5”, we get

€€ A?
~ ~ ~ B 2 vS—R B +S 2 ~ 2 vS—R
100l <||Ooll\[ / dt e + Craga0, 5S¢ \f [ e < 0ulle P + Cungao, 56
T Jit|>s T J_g
< (I100]l + Crtgnoy B2) e % (D6)
Using
(O Quign[H, 0]) < \/(O*thghéﬂ[ﬁamO}T[ﬁaa,(jb < 2| Haal|[| Ool|y/ (O QuighO), (D7)
<OATQAIOW[I:I’OA]> <O Qlow >(1+€)A (D3)
and

(01Q0) = (01Q0) + (0'Q(0 - 0)) + (0 - 0)'QO), (D9)
(0TQ0) = 2|00 - O] = (01QV) < (OTQO) +2[|0o |10 - O, (D10)



we have
(OTQIH, 0]) _ (OF Qi O)) + (O Quign [H, O))
(01Q0) (OTQiowO) + (OT QnighO)
(0T QunO) (1 + €A + 2| Haa[[|Oo |/ (01 Quign O)
(01 QiowO)
\(01Guen0) + 210410 - O]
(01 Qi 0) — 2[00 [[10 - O]

<

< (14 €)A+ 2| Haq|[|Ool|

100l + 2 (100l + Crtgno, 322)
< (1 + E)A + 2”[{89“67K

Therefore, O has the property stated in the main text.

~ _ R "
w—2 (HOOH + LHqa0 %) € te
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