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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 eiθ to one
end before identifying it with the other. This is a generaliza-
tion of the (anti-)periodic boundary condition in the sense that
θ = 0 and θ = π, respectively, correspond to the periodic and
the anti-periodic boundary condition. When the Hamiltonian
has a U(1) symmetry, the twisted angle θ 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 θ 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 θi of the boundary condition in the i-th direc-
tion (i = 1, 2). The Hall conductance is given by the Berry
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curvature [see Eq. (17)] computed with respect to (θ1, θ2) in-
stead of the crystal momentum (k1, k2) well-defined only for
periodic noninteracting systems. One needs the integration by
θ1 and θ2 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 (θ1, θ2). 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 (θ = 0) does not close in the process of
continuously changing θ from 0 to 2π. 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 θ 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 Li in i-
th direction (i = 1, 2, . . . , d). Suppose that the Hamiltonian Ĥ
of the system is given as the sum of local terms Ĥ =

∑
~x Ĥ~x

(or the integral Ĥ =
∫
dd~x Ĥ~x). Namely, the support of the

operator Ĥ~x is within a finite distance from ~x.
Throughout the paper, we assume that the ground state |0〉

of Ĥ is unique and that the excitation gap ∆ does not vanish
in the limit of large system size. We will comment on the case
with a finite ground-state degeneracy at the end. We focus
on zero temperature T = 0 and 〈Ô〉 denotes the expectation
value 〈0|Ô|0〉 with respect to the ground state. Furthermore,
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δÔ represents the fluctuation Ô− 〈Ô〉 and the time-evolution
of an operator is defined by Ô(t) ≡ eiĤtÔ(t)e−iĤt.

Let Ô and V̂ be local operators and let R ≡ dist(Ô, V̂ )
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:

F0 ≡ 〈δÔ δV̂ 〉, |F0| ≤ C0e
−Rξ . (1)

In fact, a similar argument proves that the correlation function
of the following form also decays exponentially

Fn ≡ 〈δÔ (Ĥ − E)−nδV̂ 〉, |Fn| ≤ CnR
n
2 e−

R
ξ . (2)

Here, n = 1, 2, . . . is an arbitrary natural number and E is the
ground state energy. The proof for F2 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 ξ in
Eqs. (1) and (2) is given by ξ ≡ ξ0 + 2v

∆ , where the constants
ξ0 and v are those appearing in the Lieb-Robinson bound

‖[Ô, V̂ (t)]‖ ≤ Ce−
R
ξ0 (e

v|t|
ξ0 − 1) and depend only on the

Hamiltonian Ĥ [18, 19]. Here ‖Ô‖ ≡ sup|ψ〉,〈ψ|ψ〉=1‖Ô|ψ〉‖
denotes the norm of the operator Ô. When the gap ∆ be-
comes small, ξ is dominated by 2v

∆ and diverges in the limit of
∆→ +0 as expected.

The correlation functions in Eqs. (1) and (2) are about two
operators at a distance. Let us now consider correlations in-
volving more operators, e.g., G00 ≡ 〈δÔ δÔ′ δV̂ 〉. We as-
sume that the support of V̂ is well separated from that of Ô
and Ô′, while assuming nothing about the distance between
the support of Ô and Ô′ [Fig. 1 (a)]. In this case, one can
simply regard the product ÔÔ′ as a single operator and ap-

ply Eq. (1) to get a bound |G00| ≤ C00e
−R′ξ , where R′ is

either the smaller one of dist(Ô, V̂ ) and dist(Ô′, V̂ ). In con-
trast, the following correlations cannot be evaluated directly
through Eqs. (1) or (2),

Gmn ≡ 〈δÔ (Ĥ − E)−mδÔ′ (Ĥ − E)−nδV̂ 〉, (3)

G′mn ≡ 〈δÔ (Ĥ − E)−mδV̂ (Ĥ − E)−nδÔ′〉, (4)

because the product Ô(Ĥ − E)−mÔ′ (m = 1, 2, . . .) is not
necessarily local even when Ô and Ô′ are. Nevertheless, we
can prove (see Appendix B)

|Gmn| ≤ CmnR′
n+m

2 e
−R′
ξ′ , (5)

|G′mn| ≤ C ′mnR′
n+m+1

2 e
−R′
ξ′ , (6)

where ξ′ ≡ ξ0 + 4v
∆ 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

Ôx

Ô′
x′

θ
dist(Ôx, Ĵ [Ay])

dist(Ô′
x′, Ĵ[Ay])

Ĵ [Ay]Ô′

Ô
V̂ dist(Ô, V̂ )

dist(Ô′, V̂ )

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. (a) The spatial configuration of local operators Ô, Ô′ and V̂ .
The red shades represent their support. (b) The flux θ theta piercing
the ring. After the gauge transformation in Eq. (12) the flux θ maps
to the U(1) phase eiθ of the boundary condition at y.

Ĥ(h) with a parameter h and let |h〉 be the unique ground
state. Then, differentiating the defining equation Ĥ(h)|h〉 =
E(h)|h〉, one gets

Q̂(h)∂h|h〉 = −[Ĥ(h)− E(h)]−1δĤ ′(h)|h〉, (7)

where Q̂(h) ≡ 1− |h〉〈h| is the projection onto excited states
and Ĥ ′(h) ≡ ∂hĤ(h). For the expectation value O(h) ≡
〈h|Ô|h〉 of a Hermitian operator Ô, the derivative ∂hO(h) is
thus given in the form of F1:

∂hO(h) = −〈h|δÔ [Ĥ(h)− E(h)]−1δĤ ′(h)|h〉+ c.c., (8)

which is exponentially small when Ô and Ĥ ′(h) are well-
separated, as suggested by Eq. (2).

III. INSENSITIVITY OF EXPECTATION VALUES

As a more nontrivial application, let us demonstrate the θ-
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 Ĥ =
∫ L

0
dx Ĥx is written

in terms of the creation (annihilation) operator ĉ†x (ĉx) and
is invariant under the global U(1) phase rotation eiφN̂ for all
φ with N̂ ≡

∫ L
0
dx n̂x and n̂x ≡ ĉ†xĉx. The unitary op-

erator Ûχ ≡ ei
∫ L
0
dxχ(x)n̂x multiplies a position-dependent

phase e−iχ(x) to ĉx. (The Hamiltonian is not necessarily in-
variant under such a local phase rotation.) We introduce a
non-dynamical gauge field A(x) in such a way that Ĥ[A] =∫ L

0
dx Ĥx[A] transforms as

ÛχĤx[A]Û†χ = Ĥx[A′], A′(x) ≡ A(x)− ∂xχ(x). (9)

The simplest example of Ĥx[A] may be Ĥx[A] =

ĉ†x
[
− 1

2m (∂x + iA(x))2 + U(x)
]
ĉx + Ĥ int

x , or its lattice ver-
sion, Ĥx[A] = tĉ†x+ae

−i
∫ x+a
x

dzA(z)ĉx + h.c. + Ĥ int
x , where

U(x) is the single particle potential and Ĥ int
x represents terms

describing many-body interactions. In contrast, the BCS
Hamiltonian, for example, is not qualified as Ĥx[A] as it lacks
the required U(1) symmetry. In fact, several statements below
do not hold in the Kitaev chain [20].
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Let us consider a charge-neutral operator Ô[A] that com-
mutes with N̂ . We assume the form Ô[A] =

∫ L
0
dx Ôx[A]

where Ôx[A] is local and transforms in the same way as
Eq. (9). The operator Ô can be the Hamiltonian Ĥ itself,
but it may also be, for example, the polarization operator
P̂ =

∫ L
0
dxxn̂x or the current operator.

We introduce the flux θ ≡
∫ L

0
dxA(x) by choosing a

position-independent vector potential A(x) = θ
L . We denote

the unique ground state of Ĥ[ θL ] by |θ〉. Our claim is that the
θ-dependence of the expectation value

O(θ) ≡ 〈θ|Ô[ θL ]|θ〉 =

∫ L

0

dx〈θ|Ôx[ θL ]|θ〉 (10)

is suppressed for a large L by a factor L3/2e−
L
2ξ . When Ô =

Ĥ , the statement is the flatness of the ground state energy Eθ
as a function of θ, which was numerically observed before,
e.g., in Ref. [21]. Later we will also argue that the excitation
gap is independent of θ in the limit of large L.

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

χy(x) =

{
θ
Lx (0 ≤ x < y)
θ
L (x− L) (y ≤ x < L),

(11)

and introduce the corresponding unitary operator Ûχy =

ei
∫ L
0
dxχy(x)n̂x . It induces the gauge transformation

A(x) = θ
L → Ay(x) ≡ θδ(x− y). (12)

In this gauge, the natural interpretation of θ 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, Ôx[Ay] is independent of θ and thus is identical to Ôx[0]

when y is out of the range of Ôx. For example, in the
case of Ôx[A] = tĉ†x+ae

−i
∫ x+a
x

dzA(z)ĉx whose range is a,
Ôx[Ay] = tĉ†x+ae

−iθ
∫ x+a
x

dzδ(z−y)ĉx = tĉ†x+aĉx is indepen-
dent of θ when |x − y| > a. It follows that the local terms of
the Hamiltonian Ĥx[Ay] do not depend on θ either unless x is
close enough to y.

Inserting Û†χy Ûχy = 1 to the last expression in Eq. (10) and
writing |θy〉 ≡ Ûχy |θ〉, we get

O(θ) =

∫ L

0

dx 〈θy|Ôx[Ay]|θy〉. (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 Ôx[Ay] = Ôx[0] [Fig. 1 (b)]. For example, take the
opposite point of x on the ring with |x−y| = L

2 . Then, it is in-
tuitive that the twisted boundary condition eiθ does not affect
the expectation value 〈θy|Ôx[0]|θy〉 since |θy〉 is the ground
state of Ĥ[Ay] twisted only near y [22]. In fact, using Eq. (7)

for h = θ, we can express ∂θO(θ) in the form of F1:

−
∫ L

0

dx
(
〈θy|δÔx[0] (Ĥ[Ay]− Eθ)−1δĴ [Ay]|θy〉

+〈θy|δĴ [Ay] (Ĥ[Ay]− Eθ)−1δÔx[0]|θy〉
)
.(14)

Here, Ĵ [Ay] ≡ ∂θĤ[Ay] is the local current operator at y.
Therefore, one can apply Eq. (2) for R = L

2 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

Gn(θ) = 〈θ|δÔ[ θL ] (Ĥ[ θL ]− Eθ)−nδÔ′[ θL ]|θ〉. (15)

For example, the static susceptibility, in general, takes the
form G1(θ) as in Eq. (8). As we discuss shortly, the corre-
lation G2(θ) is related to transport properties. Later in this
paper we prove that the θ-dependence of Gn(θ) is also expo-
nentially suppressed for a large system by a factorL2+n

2 e
− L

4ξ′

with ξ′ ≡ ξ0 + 4v
∆ . 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 T is given
by

∆Q(θ) = i

∫ T

0

dt(∂t〈θ|∂θ|θ〉 − ∂θ〈θ|∂t|θ〉). (16)

Here |θ〉 is the ground state of the snapshot Hamiltonian
Ĥ[ θL ]. Using Eq. (7) for h = t and θ, one can express ∆Q(θ)

in terms of G2(θ) with Ô = ∂tĤ and Ô′ = ∂θĤ = Ĵ .
Clearly, one needs an additional θ-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) = ( θ1L1

, θ2L2
). For each

~θ = (θ1, θ2), we denote by |~θ〉 the ground state of Ĥ[ θ1L1
, θ2L2

].
Then the Hall conductance in the unit of e2/~ is given by [3]

σ12(~θ) = i(∂θ2〈~θ|∂θ1 |~θ〉 − ∂θ1〈~θ|∂θ2 |~θ〉), (17)

which can be written in the form of G2(~θ) with Ô = ∂θ2Ĥ =

Ĵ2 and Ô′ = ∂θ1Ĥ = Ĵ1. Again, one needs to show that
σ12(~θ) is independent of ~θ to justify averaging over all θi’s.
However, in the appendix of Ref. [3], they proposed a wrong
scaling ∂θ1σ12(~θ) ∼ ξ

L1
rather than

(
L1

ξ

)n
e−

L1
ξ .

To summarize, the very fact that the θ-dependence of
∆Q(θ) and σ12(~θ) are negligible is the key underlying
their quantization. In particular, it implies that ∆Q(θ)

and 2πσ12(~θ) are already quantized to an integer with
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exponentially-small finite-size correction even without inte-
grations by θ, 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 θ-independence of Gn(θ) proceeds in the
same way as that for O(θ). Focusing on one dimension, we
writeGn(θ) in terms of the integral of local operators and then
insert Û†χy Ûχy = 1:

Gn(θ) =

∫
dxdx′〈θy|δÔx[0] (Ĥ[ θL ]− Eθ)−nδÔ′x′ [0]|θy〉.

(18)
We have chosen y ∈ [0, L] to be out of the range of Ôx, Ô′x′
as illustrated in Fig. 1 (b). In fact, for every x, x′ ∈ [0, L],
we can always find y on the ring such that |x − y| ≥ L

4 and
|x′ − y| ≥ L

4 . Again using Eq. (7), we can express ∂θGn(θ)
in terms of Gm,` and G′m,` with m + ` = n + 1 (Appendix
C). Thus one can use Eqs. (5) and (6) with R′ = L

4 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 Ô, consider a variational state |O〉 =

δÔ|0〉, which is orthogonal to the ground state by definition.
Its energy expectation value measured from the ground state
energy is given by

∆O ≡
〈O|Ĥ|O〉
〈O|O〉

− E =
〈δÔ†[Ĥ, δÔ]〉
〈δÔ†δÔ〉

. (19)

First, let us assume the form Ô =
∫
dd~x Ô~x with local op-

erators Ô~x. We can in general expect that the denominator
〈δÔ†δÔ〉 =

∫
dd~xdd~y〈δÔ†~xδÔ~y〉 is proportional to the system

size V = L1L2 . . . Ld because of the exponential decay of
the correlation function. Similarly, in the numerator, [Ĥ, δÔ]
is also an integral of local terms owing to the locality of the
Hamiltonian, meaning that ∆O can be at most O(V 0). In or-
der to achieve higher energy states whose excitation energy
grows as O(V ε) with ε > 0, one needs a non-local operation
rather than simply superposing local perturbations. In fact,
when Ô = Ô1Ô2 is a product of two well-separated local op-
erators, we have ∆O ' ∆O1

+∆O2
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 θ. To this end,
suppose that the Hamiltonian Ĥ[A] has a U(1) symmetry sat-
isfying Eq. (9). Assume further that Ô[A] =

∫
dd~x Ô~x[A] and

local operators Ô~x[A] obey the transformation rule in Eq. (9).
We introduce a flux θ by setting A(x) = θ

L and construct a
variational state |O[ θL ]〉 = δÔ[ θL ]|θ〉. In this setting, the θ-
dependence of the excitation energy ∆O[ θL ] 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 Ô[ θL ] as the inte-
gral of local terms. Hence, the derivative ∂θ∆O[ θL ] is bounded
by F1 in Eq. (2) with R = L

4 .
The fact that the θ-dependence of the excitation energy

∆O[ θL ] is exponentially small suggests so is the true exci-
tation gap ∆θ. More precisely, ∆θ denotes the gap to the
first excited state |1〉θ in the same sector of the conserved
U(1) charge. We assume that there exits a local operator Ô0

such that the state Ô0|0〉 has a nonzero overlap with |1〉, i.e.,
|〈1|Ô0|0〉|2 = w > 0. (The weight w can be proportional to
L−α with α ≥ 0. The excitation energy ∆O′ can be much
larger than ∆.) Then, by applying the energy filter [25], one
can construct a local operator Ô such that, for any ε > 0, (i)
the excitation energy ∆O satisfies ∆ ≤ ∆O ≤ ∆(1 + ε) + δ,
where δ = C̃

w (R̃/ξ0)`e−εR̃/ξ̃ is an exponentially small correc-
tion with some power ` and ξ̃ ≡

√
2v

∆ +εξ0 and (ii) the support
Ω of Ô is finite and includes the support of Ô0 inside. Here,
R̃ = dist(∂Ω, Ô0) denotes the minimum distance between the
boundary of Ω and the support of Ô [5, 25]. We reproduce the
derivation in Appendix D.

Now, suppose that the gap becomes smaller ∆θ0 = ξ∆0

(0 < ξ < 1) at θ = θ0 ∈ (0, 2π) than the value ∆0 at θ = 0.
By setting ε = 1−ξ

2 and R̃ = L
2 , for example, we can construct

a local operator Ô[ θ0L ] such that ξ∆0 ≤ ∆
O[

θ0
L ]
≤ 1+ξ

2 ∆0+δ.
Since ∆O[ θL ] does not depend much on θ as proven above,
it in turn implies that ∆O[0] at θ = 0 is bounded above by
1+ξ

2 ∆0 + δ + δ′ with another exponentially small correction
δ′. We can make δ + δ′ < 1−ξ

2 ∆0 for a sufficiently large
L so that ∆O[0] < ∆0. This indicates the existence of an
excitation with energy smaller than ∆0 and hence contradicts
with the definition of ∆0. Therefore, the excitation gap ∆ can
depend on θ 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 θ-independence of static responses
among other things. In fact, one can replace Ĥ − E in
Eqs. (2)–(4) by Ĥ − E − ω as long as ω < ∆, which sim-
ply gives the “effective gap” ∆−ω. Therefore, the dynamical
susceptibility with a frequency lower than ∆ can be covered
by the method developed in this work.

The θ-dependence of the ground state energy is associated
with the transport properties: the first derivative ∂θEθ repre-
sents the persistent current and the second derivative gives the
Drude weight via the Kohn formula D = πL2

V ∂2
θEθ [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
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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 {|0α〉}qα=1 the q-fold (quasi-
)degenerate ground states. In general, off-diagonal matrix el-
ements 〈0α|Ô|0β〉 (α 6= β) are expected to be exponentially
small with the system size as long as the operator Ô =

∑
~x Ô~x

is a sum (or integral) of local operators. They should be pro-
portional to e

− V

ξd in phases with discrete symmetry break-

ing and e−
L
ξ 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 x ≥ 0, we have

0 ≤
∫ x

0

dy

2π

ey − 1

y
<
ex

x
, (A1)

0 < erfc(x) ≡ 2√
π

∫ ∞
x

dy e−y
2

≤ e−x
2

. (A2)

We will also use

|〈Ô Ô′〉| ≤
√
〈ÔÔ†〉〈Ô′†Ô′〉 ≤ ‖Ô‖‖Ô′‖, (A3)

〈Ô†f(Ĥ)Ô〉 ≤ 〈Ô†Ô〉f(∆) for a positive and monotonically decreasing function f(E), (A4)

〈ÔÔ′(τ)〉 = e−αt
2
[
〈ÔÔ′(τ)〉(eαt

2

− e−ατ
2

) + 〈ÔÔ′(τ)〉e−ατ
2
]

= e−αt
2
[
〈ÔÔ′(τ)〉(eαt

2

− e−ατ
2

) + 〈Ô′(τ)Ô〉e−ατ
2

+ 〈[Ô, Ô′(τ)]〉e−ατ
2
]
. (A5)

Here, Eq. (A3) is the Schwartz inequality and Eq. (A5) follows just by the definition of the commutation relation.
The following mathematical identities are valid for arbitrary E , α, t > 0:

F+(E) ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dτ

2πi

e+iEτ

τ − it
(eαt

2

− e−ατ
2

) =
1

2
√
πα

∫ ∞
0

dω e+ωt− (E+ω)2

4α =
1

2
eαt

2−tEerfc
(
E − 2αt

2
√
α

)
> 0, (A6)

F−(E) ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dτ

2πi

e−iEτ

τ − it
e−ατ

2

=
1

2
√
πα

∫ ∞
0

dω e−ωt−
(E+ω)2

4α =
1

2
eαt

2+tEerfc
(
E + 2αt

2
√
α

)
> 0. (A7)

Using the property Eq. (A2), we have

0 < F±(E) ≤ 1

2
e−

E2

4α when 0 < t ≤ E
2α
. (A8)

Finally, the Lieb-Robinson bound will be used to derive an upper bound of commutation relations:

‖[Ô, V̂ (t)]‖ ≤ COV e−
R
ξ0 (e

v|t|
ξ0 − 1). (A9)

Here, ξ0 and v are constants, independent of the choice of Ô and V̂ .

1. Correlation function F0

Let us start with F0 ≡ 〈δÔ δV̂ 〉. Instead of directly dealing with F0, here we evaluate

F0(t) ≡ 〈δÔ δV̂ (it)〉 = 〈δÔ e−t(Ĥ−E)δV̂ 〉. (A10)

Using the complex analysis, we can express 〈δÔ δV̂ (it)〉 in the form of the integral

F0(t) =

∮
dz

2πi

〈δÔ δV̂ (z)〉
z − it

= lim
S→∞

∫ S

−S

dτ

2πi

〈δÔ δV̂ (τ)〉
τ − it

+ lim
S→∞

∫ π

0

dφ

2π
Seiφ

〈δÔ δV̂ (Seiφ)〉
Seiφ − it

. (A11)

The second integral in the right-hand side of Eq. (A11) vanishes in the limit of S →∞:∫ π

0

dφ

2π

∣∣∣∣∣ 〈δÔ δV̂ (Seiφ)〉
1− ie−iφt/S

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖
∫ π

0

dφ

2π

e−S∆ sinφ√
(1− t

S sinφ)2 + ( tS cosφ)2
≤ ‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖ 1− e−S∆

2(S − t)∆
→ 0. (A12)

We used Eqs. (A3) and (A4) in the first step.
The remaining integral in Eq. (A11) can be split into four using Eq. (A5):

F0(t) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dτ

2πi

〈δÔ δV̂ (τ)〉
τ − it

= e−αt
2

(I1 + I2 + I3 + I4), (A13)
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where

I1 ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dτ

2πi

〈δÔ δV̂ (τ)〉
τ − it

(eαt
2

− e−ατ
2

), (A14)

I2 ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dτ

2πi

〈δV̂ (τ) δÔ〉
τ − it

e−ατ
2

, (A15)

I3 ≡
∫
|τ |>T

dτ

2πi

〈[Ô, V̂ (τ)]〉
τ − it

e−ατ
2

, (A16)

I4 ≡
∫ T

−T

dτ

2πi

〈[Ô, V̂ (τ)]〉
τ − it

e−ατ
2

. (A17)

The parameters T and α are chosen as

T ≡ 2R

ξ∆
, α ≡ ∆2ξ

4R
, R ≡ dist(Ô, V̂ ), (A18)

so that ∆2

4α = αT 2 = R
ξ � 1.

Integrals I1 and I2 can be performed with the help of the identities in Eq. (A6) and (A7):

I1 = 〈δÔ F+(Ĥ − E) δV̂ 〉, (A19)

I2 = 〈δV̂ F−(Ĥ − E) δÔ〉. (A20)

Then, assuming 0 < t ≤ ∆
2α and using Eqs. (A3) and (A4), we get

|I1| ≤
√
〈δÔδÔ†〉〈δV̂ †F+(Ĥ − E)2δV̂ 〉 ≤

√
〈δÔδÔ†〉〈δV̂ †e−

(Ĥ−E)2

2α δV̂ 〉 ≤ ‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖
2

e−
∆2

4α , (A21)

|I2| ≤
√
〈δV̂ δV̂ †〉〈δÔ†F−(Ĥ − E)2δÔ〉 ≤

√
〈δV̂ δV̂ †〉〈δÔ†e−

(Ĥ−E)2

2α δÔ〉 ≤ ‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖
2

e−
∆2

4α . (A22)

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

|I3| ≤
∫
|τ |>T

dτ

2π

|〈[δÔ, δV̂ (τ)]〉|√
τ2 + t2

e−ατ
2

≤ 4‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖
∫ ∞
T

dτ

2π

e−ατ
2

T
≤ ‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖√

παT 2
e−αT

2

. (A23)

Finally, the integral I4 can be bounded by Lieb-Robinson bound Eq. (A9) and the inequality in Eq. (A1):

|I4| ≤
∫
|τ |<T

dτ

2π

|〈[Ô, V̂ (τ)]〉|√
τ2 + t2

e−ατ
2

≤ 2COV e
− R
ξ0

∫ T

0

dτ

2π

e
vτ
ξ0 − 1

τ
≤ 2COV

e
vT−R
ξ0

vT
ξ0

=
ξ0∆

v

COV
R/ξ

e−
ξ− 2v

∆
ξ0

R
ξ , (A24)

All in all, when 2R
ξ ≥ t∆ > 0, we have

|F0(t)| ≤ e−αt
2

(|I1|+ |I2|+ |I3|+ |I4|)

≤ e−
4ξ
R (t∆)2

‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖

(
e−

R
ξ + 1√

πR/ξ
e−

R
ξ +

ξ0∆

v

COV

‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖R/ξ
e−

ξ− 2v
∆

ξ0

R
ξ

)
. (A25)

If we set ξ = ξ0 + 2v
∆ , all terms have a factor e−

R
ξ . When t∆ ≥ 2R

ξ , we can directly evaluate F0(t) in Eq. (A10) using Eqs. (A3)
and (A4). At the end, we have

|F0(t)| ≤

‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖
(

1 + 1√
πR/ξ

+ 2ξ0
ξ−ξ0

COV
‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖R/ξ

)
e−

4ξ
R (t∆)2

e−
R
ξ

(
2R
ξ ≥ t∆ > 0

)
‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖e−

2R
ξ

(
t∆ ≥ 2R

ξ

)
.

(A26)

The equal-time correlation F0 = 〈δÔ δV̂ 〉 is the limit of t→ +0.
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2. Correlation function Fn

Next let us discuss the correlation function with (Ĥ − E)−n:

Fn ≡ 〈δÔ
1

(Ĥ − E)n
δV̂ 〉 =

∫ ∞
0

dt
tn−1

(n− 1)!
〈δÔ e−t(Ĥ−E)δV̂ 〉 =

∫ ∞
0

dt
tn−1

(n− 1)!
F0(t) = I4 + I5, (A27)

I4 ≡
∫ ∞
T

dt
tn−1

(n− 1)!
〈δÔ e−t(Ĥ−E)δV̂ 〉, (A28)

I5 ≡
∫ T

0

dt
tn−1

(n− 1)!
f0(t). (A29)

The integral I4 can be estimated by Eqs. (A3) and (A4):

|I4| ≤ ‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖
∫ ∞
T

dt
tn−1

(n− 1)!
e−t∆ =

‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖
∆n

n−1∑
m=0

(T∆)m

m!
e−T∆ =

‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖
∆n

n−1∑
m=0

1

m!

(
2R

ξ

)m
e−

2R
ξ .(A30)

For the integral I5, we can use the first line of Eq. (A26). Writing cn ≡
∫∞

0
dx xn−1

(n−1)!e
−x2

, we have
∫ T

0
dt tn−1

(n−1)!e
− 4ξ
R (t∆)2 ≤

cn
∆n

(
4R
ξ

)n/2
and

|I5| ≤
cn
∆n

(
4R

ξ

)n/2
‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖

(
1 +

1√
πR/ξ

+
2ξ0
ξ − ξ0

COV

‖δÔ‖‖δV̂ ‖R/ξ

)
e−

R
ξ . (A31)

Therefore, |Fn| ≤ |I4| + |I5| is exponentially suppressed. For a sufficiently large R/ξ � 1, the dominant contribution to Fn
comes from the first term in |I5|.

Appendix B: Three point correlation functions

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

G(s, t) ≡ 〈δâ e−s(Ĥ−E)δb̂ e−t(Ĥ−E)δĉ〉 = 〈δâ e−s(Ĥ−E)δb̂ δĉ(it)〉. (B1)

for s, t ∈ (0, T ) with T = 2R
ξ∆ . Later we will set “â = V̂ , b̂ = Ô, and ĉ = Ô′” or “â = Ô, b̂ = V̂ , and ĉ = Ô′” with

R ≡ min(dist(Ô, V̂ ), dist(Ô′, V̂ ))� ξ. Once |G(s, t)| is bounded, then the correlation functions in Eqs. (3) and (4) in the main
text can be evaluated by performing the integral

∫
dssm−1

∫
dttn−1G(s, t) as we did in Sec. A 2.

As before, we split the integral into those pieces which we know how to estimate:

G(s, t) =

∫ ∞
−∞

dτ

2πi

〈δâ e−s(Ĥ−E)δb̂ δĉ(τ)〉
τ − it

= e−αt
2

(I1 + I2 + I3), (B2)

where α = ∆2ξ
4R and

I1 ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dτ

2πi

〈δâ e−s(Ĥ−E)δb̂ δĉ(τ)〉
τ − it

(eαt
2

− e−ατ
2

), (B3)

I2 ≡
∫
|τ |>T

dτ

2πi

〈δâ e−s(Ĥ−E)δb̂ δĉ(τ)〉
τ − it

e−ατ
2

, (B4)

I3 ≡
∫ T

−T

dτ

2πi

〈δâ e−s(Ĥ−E)δb̂ δĉ(τ)〉
τ − it

e−ατ
2

=

∫ T

−T

dτ

2πi

e−ατ
2

τ − it
〈δâ(−is)δb̂ δĉ(τ)〉

=

∫ T

−T

dτ

2πi

e−ατ
2

τ − it

∫ ∞
−∞

dσ

2πi

〈δâ(σ)δb̂ δĉ(τ)〉
σ + is

=

∫ T

−T

dτ

2πi

e−ατ
2

τ − it
e−αs

2

(I31 + I32 + I33 + I34), (B5)
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and

I31 ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dσ

2πi

〈δâ(σ)δb̂ δĉ(τ)〉
σ + is

(eαs
2

− e−ασ
2

), (B6)

I32 ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dσ

2πi

〈δb̂ δĉ(τ)δâ(σ)〉
σ + is

e−ασ
2

, (B7)

I33 ≡
∫
|τ |>T

dσ

2πi

〈[δâ(σ), δb̂ δĉ(τ)]〉
σ + is

e−ασ
2

, (B8)

I34 ≡
∫ T

−T

dσ

2πi

〈[δâ(σ), δb̂ δĉ(τ)]〉
σ + is

e−ασ
2

. (B9)

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

|I1|, |I31|, |I32| ≤
‖δâ‖‖δb̂‖‖δĉ‖

2
e−

R
ξ . (B10)

Following Eq. (A23), we get

|I2|, |I33| ≤
‖δâ‖‖δb̂‖‖δĉ‖√

πR/ξ
e−

R
ξ . (B11)

Therefore it remains to estimate I34:

I34 =

∫ T

−T

dσ

2πi

〈δb̂ [â(σ), ĉ(τ)]〉+ 〈[â(σ), b̂] δĉ(τ)〉
σ + is

e−ασ
2

. (B12)

1. When â = V̂ , b̂ = Ô, and ĉ = Ô′

In this case we can simply apply the Lieb-Robinson bound Eq. (A9):

|I34| ≤
∫ T

−T

dσ

2π

e−ασ
2

√
σ2 + s2

(|〈δÔ [V̂ (σ), Ô′(τ)]〉|+ |〈[V̂ (σ), Ô] δÔ′(τ)〉|)

≤
∫ T

−T

dσ

2π

e−ασ
2

√
σ2 + s2

(‖δÔ‖CV O′e
v(|σ|+|τ|)−|~xc−~xa|

ξ0 + ‖δÔ′‖CV Oe
v|τ|−|~xb−~xa|

ξ0 )

≤
∫ T

−T

dσ

2π

e−ασ
2

√
σ2 + s2

(‖δÔ‖CV O′ + ‖δÔ′‖CV O)e
2vT−R
ξ0

≤ F (s)(‖δÔ‖CV O′ + ‖δÔ′‖CV O)e
2vT−R
ξ0 , (B13)

where

F (x) ≡
∫ ∞
−∞

dy

2π

e−αy
2√

x2 + y2
. (B14)

Collecting all terms and setting ξ′ = ξ0 + 4v
∆ , we get

|G(s, t)|
‖δV̂ ‖‖δÔ‖‖δÔ′‖

≤
(

1
2 + 1√

πR/ξ

)
e−αt

2−Rξ + F (t)

(
1 + 1√

πR/ξ
+ F (s)‖δÔ‖CVO′+‖δÔ

′‖CVO
‖δV̂ ‖‖δÔ‖‖δÔ′‖

)
e−α(s2+t2)−Rξ . (B15)

The function F (x) itself may diverge at x = 0, but it only appears in the following integral at the end:∫ ∞
0

dx
xn−1

(n− 1)!
e−αx

2

F (x) =

∫ ∞
0

dx

∫ ∞
−∞

dy

2π

xn−1

(n− 1)!

e−α(x2+y2)√
x2 + y2

≤ 1

2

∫ ∞
0

dr
rn−1

(n− 1)!
e−αr

2

=
cn

2αn/2
. (B16)
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2. When â = Ô, b̂ = V̂ , and ĉ = Ô′

This case requires a new relation:

|〈δÔ(σ1) δÔ′(σ2) δV̂ 〉| ≤ ‖δV̂ ‖‖δÔ‖‖δÔ′‖
(

1 + 1√
πR/ξ

+
‖δÔ‖CO′,[H,V ]+‖δÔ

′‖CO,[H,V ]

‖δV̂ ‖‖δÔ‖‖δÔ′‖∆

√
R
πξ

)
e−

R
ξ

≡ B(R/ξ)e−
R
ξ (B17)

for |σ1|, |σ2| ≤ T . Given this, we can get

|I34| ≤
∫ T

−T

dσ

2π

e−ασ
2

√
σ2 + s2

(|〈δV̂ [Ô(σ), Ô′(τ)]〉|+ |〈[Ô(σ), V̂ ] δÔ′(τ)〉|)

≤
∫ T

−T

dσ

2π

e−ασ
2

√
σ2 + s2

[
2B(R/ξ)e−

R
ξ + ‖δÔ′‖COV e

vT−R
ξ0

]
≤ F (s)

[
2B(R/ξ) + ‖δÔ′‖COV

]
e−

R
ξ . (B18)

The bound Eq. (B17) can be verified in the following way. Again using Eq. (A5), we have

〈δÔ(σ1) δÔ′(σ2) δV̂ 〉 = lim
t→+0

∫ ∞
−∞

dτ

2πi

〈δÔ(σ1) δÔ′(σ2) δV̂ (τ)〉
τ − it

= I ′1 + I ′2 + I ′3 + I ′4, (B19)

where

I ′1 = lim
t→+0

∫ ∞
−∞

dτ

2πi

〈δÔ(σ1) δÔ′(σ2) δV̂ (τ)〉
τ − it

(eαt
2

− e−ατ
2

), (B20)

I ′2 = lim
t→+0

∫ ∞
−∞

dτ

2πi

〈δV̂ (τ) δÔ(σ1) δÔ′(σ2)〉
τ − it

e−ατ
2

, (B21)

I ′3 = lim
t→+0

∫
|τ |>T

dτ

2πi

〈[δÔ(σ1) δÔ′(σ2), δV̂ (τ)]〉
τ − it

e−ατ
2

, (B22)

I ′4 = lim
t→+0

∫ T

−T

dτ

2πi

〈[δÔ(σ1) δÔ′(σ2), δV̂ (τ)]〉
τ − it

e−ατ
2

=

∫ T

0

dτ

2πi

e−ατ
2

τ

∫ τ

−τ
du〈[δÔ(σ1) δÔ′(σ2), ∂uV̂ (u)]〉. (B23)

I ′1, I ′2, I ′3 can be bounded in the same way as in Eqs. (A21), (A22) and (A23):

|I1|, |I2| ≤
‖δV̂ ‖‖δÔ‖‖δÔ′‖

2
e−

R
ξ , |I3| ≤

‖δV̂ ‖‖δÔ‖‖δÔ′‖√
πR/ξ

e−
R
ξ . (B24)

For I ′4, we have

|I ′4| ≤
∫ T

0

dτ

2π

e−ατ
2

τ

∫ τ

−τ
du
(
|〈δÔ(σ1)[Ô′(σ2), [Ĥ, V̂ (u)]]〉|+ |〈[Ô(σ1), [Ĥ, V̂ (u)]]δÔ′(σ2)〉|

)
≤
∫ T

0

dτ

2π

e−ατ
2

τ

∫ τ

−τ
du
(
‖δÔ‖CO′,[H,V ] + ‖δÔ′‖CO,[H,V ]

)
e

2vT−R
ξ0

=
‖δÔ‖CO′,[H,O] + ‖δÔ′‖CO,[H,V ]

∆

√
R

πξ
e

2vT−R
ξ0 . (B25)

In the derivation, we used the Lieb-Robinson bound Eq. (A9) and |u− σi| ≤ 2T .
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Appendix C: The expression for ∂θGn(θ)

Here we provide the explicit equation for ∂θGn(θ), where Gn(θ) is given in Eq. (18) in the main text.

∂θGn(θ) = −
∫ L

0

dx

∫ L

0

dx′
( n∑
m=1

〈θy|δÔx[0]
1

(Ĥ[Ay]− Eθ)m
δĴ [Ay]

1

(Ĥ[Ay]− Eθ)n−m+1
δÔ′x′ [0]|θz〉

+〈θy|δÔx[0]
1

(Ĥ[Ay]− Eθ)n
δÔ′x′ [0]

1

Ĥ[Ay]− Eθ
δĴ [Ay]|θy〉

+〈θy|δĴ [Az]
1

Ĥ[Ay]− Eθ
δÔx[0]

1

(Ĥ[Ay]− Eθ)n
δÔ′x′ [0]|θy〉

)
. (C1)

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

Here we discuss the construction of Ô starting from Ô0 defined in the main text. Let |1〉 be the first excited state with the
energy ∆ = E1−E0. Suppose that the state Ô0|0〉 has a nonzero overlap with |1〉, i.e., |〈1|Ô0|0〉|2 = w > 0. In order to extract
only the |1〉-component, let us apply the energy filter

Ô =

√
β

π

∫ +∞

−∞
dt Ô0(t)e−it∆−βt

2

=

√
β

π

∫ +∞

−∞
dt eitĤÔ0e

−it(Ĥ+∆)−βt2 . (D1)

with β = ε2 ∆2ξε
2R . Let us define two projection operators Q̂low and Q̂high onto energy windows Elow ∈ [E1, E1 + ε∆] and

Ehigh ∈ (E1 + ε∆,+∞), respectively. We have

〈Ô†Q̂highÔ〉 = 〈Ô†0e
− 1

4β (Ĥ−E1)2

Q̂highe
− 1

4β (Ĥ−E1)2

Ô0〉 ≤ ‖Ô0‖2e−ε
2 ∆2

2β = ‖Ô0‖2e−
R
ξε , (D2)

〈Ô†Q̂lowÔ〉 ≥ 〈Ô†|1〉〈1|Ô〉 = 〈Ô†0|1〉〈1|Ô0〉 = w. (D3)

Next, we want to approximate Ô by a local operator

Ô =

√
β

π

∫ +S

−S
dt eitĤΩÔ0e

−it(ĤΩ+∆)−βt2 . (D4)

Here, Ω is a region including the support of Ô0, and ĤΩ denotes the Hamiltonian restricted onto the region. Let us denote by R
the distance between ∂Ω and the support of Ô0. We have

Ô − Ô =

√
β

π

∫
|t|>S

dteitĤÔ0e
−it(Ĥ+∆)−βt2 +

√
β

π

∫ S

−S
dt

∫ t

0

ds
d

ds
(eisĤ+i(t−s)ĤΩÔ0e

−i(t−s)ĤΩ−isĤ−it∆−βt2)

=

√
β

π

∫
|t|>S

dteitĤÔ0e
−it(Ĥ+∆)−βt2 +

√
β

π

∫ S

−S
dt

∫ t

0

ds eisĤ [Ĥ − ĤΩ, e
i(t−s)ĤΩÔ0e

−i(t−s)ĤΩ ]e−isĤ−it∆−βt
2

. (D5)

Using the Lieb-Robinson bound and setting S =
√

2R
εξε∆

, β = ε2 ∆2ξε
2R , ξε = ξ0 +

√
2v
ε∆ , we get

‖Ô − Ô‖ ≤ ‖Ô0‖
√
β

π

∫
|t|>S

dt e−βt
2

+ CH∂ΩO0Se
vS−R
ξ0

√
β

π

∫ +S

−S
dt e−βt

2

≤ ‖Ô0‖e−βS
2

+ CH∂ΩO0Se
vS−R
ξ0

≤
(
‖Ô0‖+ CH∂ΩO0

√
2R

ε∆ξε

)
e−

R
ξε . (D6)

Using

〈Ô†Q̂high[Ĥ, Ô]〉 ≤
√
〈Ô†Q̂highÔ〉〈[Ĥ∂Ω, Ô]†[Ĥ∂Ω, Ô]〉 ≤ 2‖Ĥ∂Ω‖‖Ô0‖

√
〈Ô†Q̂highÔ〉, (D7)

〈Ô†Q̂low[Ĥ, Ô]〉 ≤ 〈Ô†Q̂lowÔ〉(1 + ε)∆, (D8)

and

〈Ô†Q̂Ô〉 = 〈Ô†Q̂Ô〉+ 〈Ô†Q̂(Ô − Ô)〉+ 〈(Ô − Ô)†Q̂Ô〉, (D9)

〈Ô†Q̂Ô〉 − 2‖Ô0‖‖Ô − Ô‖ = 〈Ô†Q̂Ô〉 ≤ 〈Ô†Q̂Ô〉+ 2‖Ô0‖‖Ô − Ô‖, (D10)
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we have

〈Ô†Q̂[Ĥ, Ô]〉
〈Ô†Q̂Ô〉

=
〈Ô†Q̂low[Ĥ, Ô]〉+ 〈Ô†Q̂high[Ĥ, Ô]〉
〈Ô†Q̂lowÔ〉+ 〈Ô†Q̂highÔ〉

≤
〈Ô†Q̂lowÔ〉(1 + ε)∆ + 2‖Ĥ∂Ω‖‖Ô0‖

√
〈Ô†Q̂highÔ〉

〈Ô†Q̂lowÔ〉

≤ (1 + ε)∆ + 2‖Ĥ∂Ω‖‖Ô0‖

√
〈Ô†Q̂highÔ〉+ 2‖Ô0‖‖Ô − Ô‖

〈Ô†Q̂lowÔ〉 − 2‖Ô0‖‖Ô − Ô‖

≤ (1 + ε)∆ + 2‖Ĥ∂Ω‖e−
R

2ξε

√
‖Ô0‖+ 2

(
‖Ô0‖+ CH∂ΩO0

√
2R

εξε∆

)
w − 2

(
‖Ô0‖+ LH∂Ωa0

√
2R

εξε∆

)
e−

R
ξε

. (D11)

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