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A MANY-BODY INDEX FOR QUANTUM CHARGE TRANSPORT

SVEN BACHMANN, ALEX BOLS, WOJCIECH DE ROECK, AND MARTIN FRAAS

ABSTRACT. We propose an index for pairs of a unitary map and a clustering state on many-
body quantum systems. We require the map to conserve an integer-valued charge and to leave
the state, e.g. a gapped ground state, invariant. This index is integer-valued and stable under
perturbations. In general, the index measures the charge transport across a fiducial line. We
show that it reduces to (i) an index of projections in the case of non-interacting fermions, (ii)
the charge density for translational invariant systems, and (iii) the quantum Hall conductance
in the two-dimensional setting without any additional symmetry. Example (ii) recovers the
Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem, and (iii) provides a new and short proof of quantization of Hall
conductivity in interacting many body systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

By definition, two gapped ground states belong to the same quantum phase if the Hamil-
tonians can be smoothly connected while keeping the gap open [I]. Discrete-valued indices,
which cannot change continuously, are therefore invariants of quantum phases: They show
universality and stability. There has been substantial progress towards classification of quan-
tum phases for both non-interacting systems [2), 3, 4] [5] and one-dimensional interacting sys-
tems [0, [7, [8, 9], 10, 11, 2] 13].

In this paper, we use a version of Laughlin’s flux threading argument to construct a micro-
scopic additive many-body index. This approach is very close to the works [I4] [15] that unify
two indices: the filling factor and the Hall conductance. Our expression of the index has the
meaning of a charge transported across a fiducial line. It is directly inspired by the well-known
index of projections introduced in [16] and it reduces to it in the case of non-interacting fermions.

1.1. The index. Before giving the precise setting, we present the index in a loose language that
assumes familiarity with many body lattice systems. We consider a discrete d-torus A = Ap
consisting of L¢ sites. We focus on a bipartition of the torus given by A = I' U I, where
r={0<z < %}, see Figure For now, we refrain from indicating this explicitly, but all
assumptions are meant up to an error that vanishes as L — oo. The index requires three basic
ingredients:

1) A family of local charge operators {Q, : © € A} with integer spectrum. Let us write
Qx =Y ,cx @z for the charge in region X. A special role is played by @ := Qr.

2) A (quasi-)local unitary U that conserves charge locally. In particular, the operator
U*QU — @ is supported in a neighbourhood of the boundary 0I' = 0_ U 04, see again
Figure |1 We can hence split U*QU — Q = (U*QU — Q)- + (U*QU — @Q)+. These
operators represent the charge transported across the lines 0+ by the unitary U.

3) A U-invariant state (2 that is exponentially clustering in the z1-direction. The state §2
has local charge fluctuations: there are operators K_ and K acting in a neighbourhood
of 0_ and 04 such that €2 is an eigenstate of Q — K_ — K.

This setup is natural except for the requirement of local charge fluctuations. That assumption
is however satisfied if Q2 is a gapped ground state of a charge conserving local Hamiltonian.

Since 2 is U-invariant, we have obviously (Q, [(U*QU — Q)- + (U*QU — Q)4]Q) = 0, indi-
cating that it is only interesting to consider the lines separately. The main claim of this work
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FIGURE 1. The set I" and its boundaries

is that the charge transported across a single line is quantized:
(QUQU —Q)-Q) € Z —v.

The counterterm v is explicit and independent of €2, and it may appear as a consequence of the
freedom in splitting U*QU — @ in two parts (by adding multiples of identity). In all examples
that we consider, the physically natural way of splitting ensures that v = 0.

1.2. Examples. We now illustrate the theorem with 5 examples. A detailed discussion of these
examples is in Section

Example 1 (Index of projections). We consider non-interacting lattice fermions in d = 1. We
take all the many-body objects in the index formula as fermionic second quantization of the
corresponding objects on the Hilbert space [2(A). The charge operator @ is the second quantiza-
tiorﬂ dI'(¢) of the indicator function ¢ = 1r, the ground state {2 is the gauge-invariant quasi-free
state corresponding to a Fermi projection p, and the unitary U is the second quantization I'(u)
of a one-particle unitary u. Clustering holds whenever the chemical potential lies in a spectral
gap or a mobility gap. In the limit L — oo, 1r — 1y weakly and the many-body index takes
the form,

lim (Q,7_Q) = tr(uku — k), k = plnp. (1.1)

L—oo

with u,p appropriate infinite-volume analogues for the objects above. The operator k can be
deformed to a projector x(k) without changing the value of the right hand side, which we can
hence call Index(x(k);u) in the notation of [I§], as a particular case of a Fredholm index [19].

Example 2 (Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem). Consider now a system that is translation-invariant
in the z;-direction, with U implementing this translation x; — x; + 1. The index then takes
the form

—{0.T0) = (2,Q0) = T(2,Qx0),

where [0] = {z; = 0}, i.e. the charge in the x; = 0 hyperplane. The theorem then states that
if 2 is clustering — as is the case for a unique gapped ground state — then the average charge
per transverse layer is an integer. This is a version obtained in [I4] of the celebrated result
of [20], generalized in [21), 22], 23] [7]. Often, this theorem is discussed in a setting with half-odd
integer spins and SU(2)-invariant Hamiltonian, with Q, = S§;3) + % and Sg(ga),a =1,2,3 the
spin operators. In that case, the ‘charge density’ in singlet states is fractional by construction
if the total number of sites is odd, so the theorem actually rules out an SU(2)-symmetric non-
degenerate gapped ground state, see also [14]. Recent work [12], 24] show that this setting can
be generalized even further, replacing SU(2) by a discrete symmetry.

IThe symbols I" and dI' (not to be confused with the spatial region I') are functors mapping one-particle
operators to many-body operators, see e.g. [17]
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FIGURE 2. Threading fluxes ¢1, ¢2 in the torus

Example 3 (Quantum Hall effect). Here, € is the ground state of a gapped Hamiltonian in
d = 2 dimensions. The unitary U models the threading of one unit of flux pointing in the x-
direction, see Figure Standard considerations show that the transported charge across the
line 1 = 0, i.e. (2,7-Q), equals 27 times the Hall conductance. Therefore, our result yields an
alternative and independent proof of the quantization of Hall conductance. It does not rely on
a Chern number argument and does not require a spectral gap for all fluxes.

In the non-interacting setting, the Hall conductance was related to an index in [16], and in
[25] in the case with disorder. Quantization of Hall conductance with interactions was proved
in [26], see also [27] for a simplified proof and [28] for the case of weakly interacting systems.
Earlier mathematical approaches are described in [29] 30].

Example 4 (Thouless pump). This is a generalization of the previous example, in that U can
now refer to a an arbitrary process preserving €2, not necessarily flux threading. To be concrete,
U usually corresponds to the unitary operator implementing the parallel transport associated
with an adiabatic cycle of gapped Hamiltonians. The Thouless pump was first discussed in a
non-interacting, spatially periodic setting in [31], and generalized to disordered and interacting
systems in [32]. It was related to the scattering approach of quantum charge transport in [33],
where the Biittiker-Prétre-Thomas formula [34] is shown to take the shape of a winding number.

Example 5 (Bloch’s Theorem). Here, we consider the family U; = e~ namely the propagator
for some charge conserving local Hamiltonian H, and €2 is its gapped non-degenerate ground
state. The index is then ¢ times the stationary ground state current. Since the index is integer,
and ¢t can be continuously reduced to t = 0, we conclude that the current across a fiducial line

vanishes in the ground state, which is the content of Bloch’s theorem [35].

2. THE INDEX THEOREM

We first describe the technical setup in Section Then comes Section which contains
the main result. We then elaborate first (Section on the special case of ) being a gapped
ground state, and then (Section on the special case of unitaries U continuously connected
to the identity.

2.1. Preliminaries.

2.1.1. Spatial setup. We consider a discrete d-torus A = A = Z¢ where Z = Z/(LZ) is
identified with {—L/2 + 1,...,L/2 — 1,L/2} (we choose L even), so that the cardinality is
|A| = LY. We define T to be the half-torus I' = {0 < 27 < L/2}. For a region X and r € N, we
denote
X" ={zr e X :dist(z, X) <1},
3
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FiGURE 3. The sets S_,.5,, and S

where dist is the graph distance on A. We use this often to fatten the boundaries 0_ = {z; = 0},
0+ ={x1 = L/2—1} of T. Finally, we define the strips

S,::{—ggwlgg}, Sm::{§<x1<%—§}, Syp={-
see Figure

We will treat ‘spin systems’ and fermionic lattice systems on the same footing. We first give
a brief account of both.
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2.1.2. Spin systems. Each site x € A carries a finite dimensional Hilbert space H, = C" and
H =Hpr = QreaH, is the total Hilbert space. The algebra of observables is A = L£(H) and we
consider the subalgebras Ax, X C A of observables of the form O = Ox ® 15\ x. We say that
A is supported in X whenever A € Ax.

2.1.3. Fermions. We consider the fermionic Fock space H = Ha, defined as the antisymmetric
second quantization of the one-particle space I2(A, C"). There is a preferred basis in C" labelled
by o (as an example, one can think of the z-spin number). The algebra of canonical anticommu-
tation relations A = L(H) is generated by the identity and the fermionic creation/annihilation
operators {¢;,¢; , :® € A,o =1,...,n} acting on H, which satisfy:

* — i _
{C%Uv cx’,a’} - 6z,x’5a,a’7 {Ciﬂ, C:Jc’,a/} = 0,

where {A, B} = AB + BA and ¢! can be either ¢ or ¢*. For any spatial set X, JZ(X is the
algebra generated by cga,x € X. We define the even subalgebra Ax C Ax generated by all
monomials with an even number of ¢! operators. Alternatively, Ax is the set of operators in
Ay that commute with the fermionic parity F = [I.,(=1)"=, where ng o = ¢} ;Cz0. As for
spin systems, an even element A € Ax is said to be supported in X.

2.1.4. Locality. From now on, we do not distinguish between spin systems and fermions any
more. For both, we first of all have the following basic locality property: If X N X’ = (), then

[A,A1=0  forany A€ Ax, A" € Ax.

Secondly, the Heisenberg dynamics of an observable A € Ay, generated by a local Hamiltonian,
satisfies a Lieb-Robinson bound. These two properties which are crucial for our results are the
main reasons why A is chosen to be the even algebra in the fermionic case, see [36], 37].

2.1.5. The thermodynamic limit. In this work, we treat all finite L simultaneously. The essential
point of our results is that bounds hold for all L with constants ¢, C' that are uniform in L. This
means, strictly speaking, that we consider a sequence of models indexed by L. For example,
consider the notion of clustering for states discussed below. If this was referring to a single fixed
L, then the concept would be empty as one can always find C, ¢ such the bound holds for a
given 1. We therefore mean it to refer to a sequence of states ¥ = ¢, with fixed, L-independent

¢, C. This will not be repeated at every step.
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2.1.6. States. A state is a normalized vector ¢ € H, ||¢)|| = 1. The variance of A with respect
to 1 is

Vary (A) == [[(A = (¥, A4))o||*. (2.1)

We say that a state ¢ is clustering in the xq-direction, if there are 0 < ¢, C < oo such that
(1, ABY) — (), Ap) (v, By)| < ClIA[|B]| X || X|e=ch X (22)
for all A € Ax, B € Axs, where
di(X,X') := min{|z; — ]| : z € X, 2" € X'}.

2.2. The index theorem. We now phrase the discussion of Section [I.1]in precise terms. We
assume local charge operators @, = Q} € Ay,y with integer spectrum,

Spec(Qy) C Z. (2.3)
For any X C A, we write Qx = > . x Q. and we use the abbreviation
Q=0Qr=0Q-+Qn+Q+ (2.4)

for the charges Qrns,, with o = (—, m,+), respectively. We consider a unitary U € A and a
state 2 that satisfy the following assumptions.

(i) The unitary U is an almost local unitary in the sense that if A € Ay, then for each
n € N, there is R,, € Ax» such that

|UAU = Rn|| _

TA[IX] O(n=). (2.5)

(ii) The unitary U satisfies the following local charge conservation: There are operators
denoted by (U*QU — Q)+ € Ag, such that

I(U"QU - Q) = (U"QU = Q) — (U"QU = Q)+ [l = O(L™), (2.6)

This means that the transported charge U*QU — @) is supported near the boundary of
I.
(iii) The state  is an approzimate eigenvector of U in the sense that

Varq(U) = O(L™). (2.7)
(iv) The state Q has local charge fluctuations: There exist Hermitian operators K1 € A
i
with ||K|| < C|A] such that
Varg(Q — K- — K;) = O(L™ ™). (2.8)

(v) The state € is clustering in z;-direction.

For 0 < e < 1/2, we denote by Z( the fattened lattice Z) = {z € R : dist(2,Z) < ¢}. As a
direct consequence of Assumption (i,ii) (see below), we deduce that there is an L-independent
v € [0,1) such that

Spec(Q— + (U"QU — Q)-) C Zp, o0y — V- (2.9)

We are now ready to state our main result.
Theorem 2.1. If Assumptions (i-v) above hold, then

(€, (U*QU — Q)-Q) € Zp oy, — V-
5



2.2.1. The counterterm v. We explain how (2.9) comes about. We write T+ = (U*QU — Q)+
to avoid clutter. We note that

U QU = (Q-+T-)+Qm+ (Q+ +T4) + O(L™™)

where the operators (Q— +T7-), Qm, (Q++T4) are supported on S_, S, S, respectively. Since
they act on distinct tensor factors, the spectrum of their sum is the sumset of their spectra. As
the spectrum of @, is integer, and that of U*QU as well, it follows by spectral perturbation
theory that there is a v such that

Spec(Q— +T-) € Zo,—o0y — V, Spec(Q4 +T4) € Z ooy, + V-

Since the splitting in Ty + 7— in (2.6 is not unique (adding multiples of identity does not
change the support), we can in principle fix the offset v at will. In practice, there is a natural
splitting 7 + 7. This will be the case in all our examples, and there we have v = 0.

2.2.2. The Laughlin argument revisited. Our proof of Theorem [2.1] utilizes a version of the
Laughlin’s flux threading argument. Using (2.8)) and ([2.4)) we can express the action of a gauge
transformation €% on the ground state as

9RQ) ~ (19QeHR-K-~K+) ) | O([~%)
_ (eiqu_e—w(Q:K_)) <ei¢Q+efi¢>(Q+*K+)) Q-+ O(L™)
= F_(¢)Fy (¢)Q2+ O(L™).

where ~ denotes an equality up to a phase. The operations F'y(¢) have the interpretation of
threading a flux +¢ across the line 9. If € is a ground state of a gapped Hamiltonian H, then
F_(¢) is the (quasi-)adiabatic flow corresponding to threading the flux ¢ across the line 0_, see
[27] or [26]. Developing the interpretation further, the operation of inserting the fluxes at both
ends and compensating for it by a gauge transformation,

¢ TR ($)F(§) = e QKR (2.10)

leaves the ground state invariant up to a phase by (2.8)) as it should.
Repeating the same reasoning,

Q) ~ (PR QKK () | O(L~)
- (eim,e_w@,w,_yw,y)) (ei¢Q+e—i¢(Q++T+—U*K+U)> Q4+ O(L™)

= FY(¢)F{ () + O(L™),

where the operation FV has an interpretation of threading a flux ¢ across d_ conjugated by U.
Using and the corresponding equation for ¥ we find that the operation of inserting flux
¢ at both ends, compensating by a gauge transformation, acting by U and reverting this leaves
the ground state invariant, see . Focusing on the strip S_, this means that the operation
gives the ground state back up to a phase factor,

- FU(=¢)e 9 F_(¢)2 = x(¢)Q2 + O(L™™).

A computation, see Lemma shows that the argument of x(¢) is linear in ¢ with the slope
given by the index (£2,7_Q). On the other hand at flux ¢ = 27, the compensating gauge trans-
formation is identity, and hence F_(27) by itself leaves (2 invariant up to a phase. Consequently,
at ¢ = 2m, the phase factor x(27) has to be equal to 1 (or more precisely v due to possible phase
factor from the splitting to & parts). This establishes integrality of the index. This reasoning
is expanded to a sequence of Lemmas in Section

This method was previously used with a different gauge transformations and flux threading
operators by [I4, I5] to derive Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem and filling constraints in integer
and fractional quantum Hall effect. The local flux threading operators that we use originate in
[26].
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2.2.3. Locality of (U*QU — @Q)—. As already explained, the quantity 7 = (U*QU — Q)_ fea-
turing in the theorem has a direct interpretation as the charge transported across the line 0_.
Provided the total charge is conserved, U*QaU = Qx (as in all our examples), Assumption (ii)
is implied by Assumption (i) and it is simply a continuity equation. In that case, T_ can actually
be restricted to an L-independent strip 0" at the cost of an additional error term O(r~°).

2.2.4. The assumption of ‘local charge fluctuations’. Assumption (iv) is clearly the most unfa-
miliar one. Finding a general condition for its validity remains an open question. The notable
exception is that of states {2 that are ground states of a charge conserving Hamiltonian H which
satisfies the following condition: For any local O with (€2, O€) = 0 there is a quasilocal O such
that OQ = [H, 5]9, with the quasilocality uniform in L. This condition, which is proven for
gapped H [38], ensures that one can construct the operators K_, K, see the section below.
Venturing into speculation, one is tempted to view an entanglement area law and the charge
conservation as the natural condition guaranteeing the assumption.

2.3. The case of a unique gapped ground state. We consider the case, relevant for all
the examples below, where the state ) is the unique gapped ground state of a local charge
conserving Hamiltonian. Let the Hamiltonian H be of the form

H=) o,

XCA
where ®x € Ax and satisfying

(i) finite range condition: There is R < oo such that ®x = 0 if diam(X) > R,
(ii) finite interaction strength: There is m < oo such that ||®x|| < m for all X.

Note that in the case of fermions, the ‘interaction’ ® also contains the hopping terms. The
dynamics generated by H satisfies a Lieb-Robinson bound. In particular, for any fixed ¢, the
Schrodinger propagator e is a quasilocal unitary in the sense of .

Charge conservation means that

XCcY — [(I)X,Qy]zo,

from which we conclude that [H, Qy] is supported in (9Y)%, where 9Y is the set of sites that
have graph distance at most 1 to both Y and Y*°.
By adding a suitable constant to each nonzero ®x, we assume that

HQ =0.
Let g > 0 be a spectral gap of H, namely
(0,9) N Spec(H) = 0.

Proposition 2.2. Let 0 be a non-degenerate eigenvalue of H, and let ) be the corresponding
eigenvector. Assume that the constants R, m and g can be chosen independent of L. Then

Assumptions (iv,v) (before Theorem [2.1)) hold.

In other words, for a gapped ground state, Theorem yields an index if we can find a local
charge conserving U for which the ground state is an approximate eigenvector. Note that, just
as in the previous section, the uniformity of bounds is the only connection between the objects
for different L.

2.4. Unitary U connected to identity. In most of our examples the unitary U is itself
topologically connected to the identity, leading to a slight simplification. The natural framework
to discuss this is to assume that there is a family {G(s) : s € [0,1]} of local Hamiltonians in the
sense of Section G(s) = > xca ¥x(s) with corresponding range R and interaction strength
m that are independent of both s and L. We also assume local charge conservation in the sense
of Section The unitary U is then given as the time-1 solution U(1) of

i9,U(s) = G(s)U(s),  U(0) = L. (2.11)
7



Let now Ux(s) be the solution to (2.11) with G(s) replaced by G+(s) =>_ 112 Px(s), and
+
let

Ty =ULQU: —Q, Uy :=Ux(1). (2.12)

Since UL are by construction supported on 8i/ 12, this is also equal to U Q+U+ — Q+, making

the strict locality of T4 clear.
Proposition 2.3. The operators Ty defined above indeed satisfy

U QU —Q =T+ +T_ 4+ O(L™™), Ty € As, .
Moreover v = 0, where v was defined in (@)

Proof. We write
1
UQU - Q= i /0 ds U*(s)[G(5), QU (s)

1 1
. / ds U*()[G_(s), QU (s) — i / ds U*(5)[C4 (), QU (s)
0 0

where the second equality is by local charge conservation and the finite range condition. The
commutators are supported in 8§ respectively. We now invoke the Lieb-Robinson bound for the
dynamics implemented by U(s) combined with Duhamel’s principle to replace U(s) by Ux(s),
up to O(L~>°). The resulting expression is T +T_ + O(L~°), as required.

The counterterm v can be read off from the spectrum of Q_ +T_ = U*Q_U_, which, by
unitary invariance, is equal to Spec(Q_) C Z. This shows that indeed v = 0. O

Incidentally, we need a slight generalization of the above, allowing for terms of arbitrary
support in G(s) but such that the Lieb-Robinson bound continues to hold.

Corollary 2.4. Let the family G(s) = > xcp ®x(s) be such that for each R < oo, the truncated
G (s) = > xcAdiam(x)<r Px () satisfies all assumptions above and

LY (sl = 0B ).

‘A| diam(X)>R
Then the conclusion of Proposition[2.3 holds without change.

We omit the straightforward proof.

3. EXAMPLES

Before moving on to the proof of the main theorem, we now illustrate its applications, sketched
in the introduction, in details. We will not repeat the setting and refer implicitly to the concepts
and notations of Section In each case, it suffices to provide a unitary and a state and to
check the invariance of the latter under the action of the former. If the state is not a gapped
ground state, then locality of charge fluctuations must be proved independently, too. In all
cases, the theorem then provides an integer-valued index. Although it always expresses the
charge transported across a hyperplane of codimension 1, the physical interpretation of the
unitary depends on the system. We show that in a quantum Hall setting, the index is equal to
the adiabatic curvature, and hence to the Hall conductance.

Although the index is well-defined for any choice of decomposition U*QU — Q =T1_ + T,
there is usually a natural choice for it. We shall exhibit 7_ in each example.
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3.1. Example 1: Index of projections. In this example, we strive for the simplest setup
and we assume d = 1. For a system of non-interacting fermions with one-particle Hamiltonian
h acting on [?(A), the state is the gauge-invariant quasi-free state corresponding to Fermi
projection p = 1(h < p). If the chemical potential u lies in a spectral gap, then the state is
clustering. The same holds in a disordered setting, provided p is in a mobility gap, see [39]. The
one-particle u is any unitary that commutes with the Fermi projection. Its locality is expressed
in terms of superpolynomial decay of the matrix elements |u, ,| in |z — y|. If we assume that
all fermions carry unit charge, then @ is the number of fermions on the half torus I'; i.e. the
second quantization of the indicator function ¢ = 1p. It then follows from the decay of |u, |
that the matrix elements of ¢ = u*qu — ¢ have superpolynomial decay in the distance to the
boundary of I, which is the one-particle version of local charge conservation.
We compute

UQU* —Q =T(u)"dI'(¢)T'(u) — dI'(¢) = dI'(¢), t=u"qu—q.

In contrast to the general many-body setting, there is a canonical way of restricting operators
to a region Z namely, by projecting L(¢2(T')) — L(f3(X)) : m — mx = lxymlyx. Hence we
have the splitting ¢t = t5_ +tg, + O(L™>°) and so we set

T_ = dI'(ts ) = dI'((u"qu — ¢)s_).
Let us now determine v, i.e. the spectrum of dI'(gs_ +ts ) = dI'((u*qu)s_). We write
u'qu = (u'qu)s_ +gs,, + (u"qu)s, +O(L™).

Therefore, since both u*qu and ¢, have spectrum {0, 1}, the operators (u*qu)s, have spectrum
in {0,1} as well. In second quantization, this means that Spec(Q+ + Tx) C N, so v = 0.
Theorem 2.7] reads hence

(Q,T-Q) = tr(p(u"qu — q)s_) € Lo~y

Let us now connect this to the infinite-volume setting and to the ‘index of projections’,
as introduced in [18]. The finite-volume version of the index of projections is discussed in
Appendix C of [40].

3.1.1. Infinite-volume setting. We now start from the one-particle Hilbert space ¢2(Z) and we
imagine the finite-volume operators hy,u;, discussed above (where we did not indicate the L-
dependence explicitly) to act on £2(Z) by the natural embedding ¢2(A) — ¢%(Z). As already
explained, our setup does not assume nor imply any relation between different volumes L,
except for the uniformity of some bounds. However, in this section only, we do want to consider
an infinite volume setup and so we assume that hy,u; converge to infinite-volume operators
h,u € L({*(Z)) in the sense that

thb — h¢7 UL¢ — U@,

for any compactly supported ¢ € £2(Z). We moreover assume (although some of this actually
follows from the construction above) the following:

(i) h has range R < oo, i.e. it is a sum of terms acting each on at most R consecutive
lattice sites. The terms are uniformy bounded so ||h|| < C

(ii) The unitary u is quasilocal in the sense that u, , = O(|lz — y|~>).

(iii) The chemical potential u lies in a spectral gap of h.

(iv) The Fermi projection p = 1(h < p1) commutes with u: [p,u] = 0.
Finally, we choose g = 1y, corresponding to the picture that we let the boundary of " at L/2
disappear at infinity. By the quasilocality of u, the operator u*qu — q is compact, in particular it
is trace-class, and it follows that the finite-volume expression tr(pr(ur*1pur, —1r)g—) converges
to the infinite-volume expression tr(p(u*qu — q)). Note that the disappearance of one boundary
comes at the price of an additional, necessary, subtlety: the operators u*qu and g are individually
not trace-class, even though their difference is. Hence, the upshot is that our result implies that

tr(p(u*qu — q)) € Z.
9



As [p,u] = 0, this is the expression proposed in (I.1). Since p, ¢ are not commuting, the operator
pgp is not a projection. Therefore, it remains to prove the claim that pgp can be deformed to
a projection without changing the value of the index.

Lemma 3.1. There ezists a x € C*°(R) such that x(z) =0 for z <0, x(x) =1 forx > 1 and
such that x(pgp) — pgp € Z1. In particular,

tr(u*pgpu — pgp) = Index(x(pgp);u) € Z,

whenever the operator on the left-hand side is in Z;.

Proof. Since p lies in the gap and ||h|| < oo, the spectral projection p can be obtained from a
compactly supported C*°-bump function 6, namely

p=6(h).
We decompose h as
h=ha+ho,  ha=qhqg+(1—-qh(l-q),
and note that h, is a finite-rank operator composed of finite number of interaction terms con-
necting z < 0 to > 0. We now claim that

O(h) —0(hg) € I1. (3.1)
Indeed, the Fourier transform 6(t) is smooth and O(|t|~>). By the spectral theorem

[oe] t
6(h) — O(hq) — \/12? / 0] /0 =) eioha g dy.

The claim follows since h, has finite rank and the integrals are convergent in the trace
norm. Therefore,

pgp — 0(ha)qb(ha) € L1 (32)
Since 0(h) = p is a projection, it follows by Weyl’s theorem on compact perturbations that
the spectrum of #(hq) has a gap in [0,1]. Moreover, [#(hq),q] = 0 by construction, so that
0(hq)qf(hq) also has a gap. Using and Weyl’s theorem again, pgp as well has a gap, say
the interval I C [0,1]. It remains to pick a function y interpolating from 0 to 1 within I to
conclude that

(i) x(pgp) is a projection, and that
(ii) x(pgp) — pgp € I by the same reasoning as that leading to (3.1)).

We conclude by noting that perturbations of pgp that are trace-class do not contribute to
tr(u*pgpu — pgp). O

3.2. Example 2: The Lieb-Schulz-Mattis theorem. We now turn to interacting quantum
spin systems and explain how the Lieb-Schulz-Mattis (LSM) theorem, in any dimension, is a
corollary of our index theorem. As already said, U implements the translation x1 — z1 + 1
and we assume that the translation-invariant Hamiltonian has a non-degenerate gapped ground
state Q@ = UQ. Let us write [a,b] = {a < z1 < b} and [a] = [a, a], so that ' = [0, L/2—1]. Then

U'QU - Q = —Qo + Q2>

and the natural definition of T4 is

T = —Q; Ty = Q-
With this choice, Q- +T- = Qrn(s_\[o))» Whose spectrum is obviously integer, hence v = 0.
Theorem now yields
<Qa Q[O}Q> € Z(O(L*OO))

which is the desired result.

For a spin chain, this is immediately the quantization of the filling factor. The higher di-
mensional case is slightly more involved as it requires a non-commensurability condition on
the number of sites in each direction, see the discussion in [4I]. Similarly, the ‘original’ LSM

Theorem on the non-existence of unique gapped ground states for half-odd-integer spin systems
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is easily recovered by considering as the charge a U(1)-subgroup of SU(2), and a system having
an odd number of sites. This connection is due to [14].

3.3. Example 4: Thouless pumps. By a Thouless pump, we mean a system adiabatically
undergoing a cyclic change. The smooth family of local Hamiltonians along the cycle is denoted
H(s) with H(0) = H(1). If H(s) has a unique gapped ground state )(s) for all s € [0,1], then
the quasi-adiabatic generator

G@p:ﬂﬁ@»:/ﬂﬁwaww@ﬁwmﬂm% i(s) = - H(s).

introduced in [38] yields a family of unitaries U(s) such that Q(s) = U(s)$2(0), provided W
satisfies certain properties [I, 42]. In particular Q(0) = Q(1) = U(1)§2(0), so the index theorem
applies to U = U(1) and Q = Q(0). The locality of U, Assumption (i), follows from the
Lieb-Robinson bound and decay properties of W.

Incidentally, this unitary remains a useful tool even in other cases, for example when the
spectral gap may close along the cycle as demonstrated e.g. in [22], 26].

If every H(s) is a local Hamiltonian conserving charge, see Section [2.3) then G(s) satisfies
the assumptions of Corollary which provides explicit T4 together with the fact that v = 0.
It is this application which requires the corollary on top of Proposition [2.3]

The interpretation of our index theorem in this case is now clear: (Q2,7_) is the average
charge transported across the line J_ in one adiabatic cycle, and it is quantized (Q,7_Q) €
Loy, as was first pointed out in [31.

3.4. Example 3: Hall conductance. Here we take d = 2, a unique gapped ground state €2
and the unitary U corresponds to threading of a unit of flux along xo. To describe this, we
introduce some extra notation. We recall that notions like I', S+, K4, ... were defined based on
restrictions on the coordinate 1. We now define the analogous notions based on the coordinate
x9 and we make this explicit by endowing these symbols with the superscripts (1), (2). For
example

rd—fo<az <Ly, 59—
for ¢ = 1,2. Then, we take U to be

m\h

<z <Ly QY = Qru,

U = o 2mi(Q®-Kk®) _ —2mi(@® -Kk®)

where Kﬁf) are provided by Proposition The second equality is because of ng;), Qf) have

integer spectrum and commute with Q) — K(f).
We note that U is connected to the identity in the sense of Section [2.4] with a time independent
generator

G =(Q® - KY). 3.3

(
Hence there is again a natural choice for 7 and v = 0. We further find that Varq(U) =
O(L~°°): this is physically clear since U implements the threading of a unit of flux (see [2.2.2 -
also [27] or [26]), while we shall see in Section [4] that it is a mathematical fact that follows from
the clustering of 2 and the property of local charge fluctuations.

Hence, all assumptions of Theorem are satisfied. In fact, technically speaking, this setup
is an instance of a Thouless pump described in Section As discussed there, the charge
transported across the fiducial line is an integer. It remains to show that the index equals 27w
times the Hall conductance to conclude that the Hall conductance is quantized in this many-
body setting. We do this here starting from the following well-known expression for the Hall
conductance:

\_/

k=i(0, [KY, K@), (3.4)

see [43], 27].
11
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FIGURE 4. The strips used in the quantum Hall setting.

Theorem 3.2. Let k and Q,T_ be defined above. Then
21k — (Q,T_Q) = O(L™).
In particular 27K € Lo~y

Proof. We recall that T_ = ¢2MG-QWe=2mG— _ (1) where G_ is a restriction of G = Q) —
K to the region oE12 = {|z1] < &} as defined above () Concretely, Q) has restriction
Qx with X = '@ n 85/12 and the operator K(,Q) can be written as a sum of local terms
using (4.16)), hence it also has a natural restriction. We will not need the exact form of these
restrictions and only use two properties of G_:

(a) For any operator A supported in the region {|zi| < 11:_6} we have [G_, A] = [G, A] +

O(L™>);
(b) The operator [G_, Q)] is supported in 5

The first property is valid for any G by definition. The second is specific, the restriction of Q(2)

commutes with Q) and K (_2) is supported in S(_Q) by definition, see Figure
By differentiating under the integral sign we obtain,

2m
(@, (- QWema- — Q)a) =i / (2,9 (G-, QWe - 0)dp
0

27
—i [ (@G QWIe s+ 0L ), (35
0

where the second equality follows from the Lieb-Robinson bound as in the proof of Proposi-
tion Now we use the specific form of G, in particular the identity

ezﬂi(Q@LK(fLKf)) _ ezm(Q@LK(f)) ezm(Q@LKf)),

which relies on the integrality of the spectrum of charge. In Section [4 we will prove and
systematically use such identities. Since the second factor on the RHS commutes with any A

(2)

supported in S*° we conclude that for any such A,

(Q, 2m(QP =K g o=2miQ@P K)oy _ 1 Aq) + O(L).
By Property (b) this can be used in (3.5) and we obtain

(Q, (e*M9-QWe™- — QUQ) = 27i(Q, [G_, QW]Q) + O(L™).
12



We recall that  is, by the assumption of local charge fluctuations (2.8]), an approximate eigen-
vector of Q) — K (_1) — KJ(rl), the last factor commutes with G_ and hence we get

(Q,[G—,QWQ) = (Q,[G_, KV1) + O(L~°) = (@, [G, KV)Q) + O(L~)
= (,1Q® — K@ KW0) + o(L),

where in the second equation we used Property (a). Denoting Q(E), = Qx with X =T® ﬂc')f/ 12,
we proceed with the similar reasoning backwards to get

(@, [P, kM0) = ([P, kM0) = (2,10%), QW10) + O(L~) = O(L~).

Hence we arrived at
(Q, (e2™6-QWe2mC- _ 90y = 27i(Q, [KY, KD )Q) + O(L)
which is what we had set out to prove, see (3.4]). O

3.5. Example 5: Bloch’s Theorem. We now consider a local charge conserving Hamiltonian
in the sense of Section Then [H, Q] is a sum of two terms strictly supported on strips of
width R around 0+. We denote
i[H,Q]=J_+ J,

the current operators across lines J4.

We assume that H has a unique gapped ground state and hence local charge fluctuations.
Then for any ¢,  is an exact eigenvector of the propagator U(t) = e *H. For any fixed t, U(t)
is local by the Lieb-Robinson bound, and connected to the identity. The index reads

(€, (U-(1)QU-(t) = Q)) € Lo, (3.6)
see ([2.12)). By the argument used in the proof of Proposition

U-0QU-()~ Q) = [ (201U ds +0(L).

so that (3.6) is equivalent to
£, J_Q) € Zp( o0y,
Since this vanishes at ¢ = 0, we have proved the following version of Bloch’s theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let H be a gapped, local charge conserving Hamiltonian with a unique ground
state Q. Then
(Q,J_Q) = O(L™™).

4. PROOFS

In this section we prove Theorem [2.I] and Proposition [2.2]

4.1. Approximate eigenvectors. The variance of an operator A in a state v, as defined in
, gives a handy way of expressing that v is an approximate eigenvector of A. We state
three lemmata that will be used later on.

First of all, if A has a small variance in the state v, then by definition A acts on v by
multiplication by (i, AY), up to an error that is small in norm. In other words, ¢ is an
approximate eigenvector of A. This extends to products of operators having small variance.
Specifically,

Lemma 4.1. Let (A;)i=1, k satisfy Vary(A4;) = O(L~°) and || A;|| = O(L?) with k fized, i.e.
independent of L. Then

k
(, Ar--- Agp) = [ [ (@, Aig) + O(L7).
i=1
Proof. Let a; = (¢, Ajp). We note that ||(4A; — a;)v|| = O(L™>°) by Vary(4;) = O(L™°). We
split now A4; = a; + (A; — a;) and apply the bound on (A; — a;) recursively. O

13



If Q is clustering, a somewhat converse statement of the above holds.

Lemma 4.2. Consider unitaries Wy, Wy with Wy o € AX1,2 and set W = WiWs. Let v be
clustering in x1-direction, see . Then

Var,, (W1) < Vary (W) + 20| X1 || Xo|e e (X1:X2)
Proof. We first note that for any unitary
Vary (W) =1 — |(, W) |2, (4.1)
and of course that |(1p, W4)| < 1. By clustering,
(0, We)| < CLXq || Xalem %) 4 (4 Wiy

or equivalently
(4, Wh)| > | (0, W) — C| X1 || Xo|e el (X1.X2),
The square of this inequality yields the claim by (4.1). 0

Finally, we note the following variational characterization of Var,(A):
Vary(A) = inf {a € C: [[(A — a)y|*}
since the infimum is reached at a = (¢, AY).
Lemma 4.3. Let f € CY(R;C) and let A be a Hermitian operator. Then
Vary(f(4)) < sup |/ ()| Vary (A).

Proof. For any A € R we have by functional calculus

1
(FA) = O = [ 1A=+ A)(A =N
By the variational formula above, this gives

Vary(f(4)) < sup ' (@)PI1(A = Nl

S

Taking A\ = (¢, A1) finishes the proof. O

4.2. local charge fluctuations. By assumption, the state € has local charge fluctuations, so
we can modify @ (and therefore also QU := U*QU) at the boundaries of its support I' to obtain

operators Q, @U that have () as an approximate eigenvector. This is the content of the next
lemma.
We recall the operators Ky € A&i/w given by 1’ We write Kg € Ag, for local approxi-

mations of U* KU which, by quasi-locality of U satisfy
|KY — U*K, U|| = O(L™). (4.2)
Note that the bound holds even though both the norm and the support of K1 grow with
L because of the almost exponential locality of U*(-)U and our choice of strips Sy with L-
dependent widths, see (2.5) and Figure [3| Finally, we recall Ty = (U*QU — Q)+ introduced in
Assumption (ii).
Lemma 4.4. We define
Q = Q - K_ — K+,

Q" =Q+7T +T, - KY - KY. (4.3)

Then . B
QU —UQU =0(L™®), 90 _UreRu = O(L),
for any fized ¢ € R, and the variances of Q, @U,e_i¢@,e_i¢§U in the state Q are all O(L~°).
14



Proof. The first claim is by (2.6) and (4.2). It implies the second one by Duhamel’s formula.

The claim on the variance of @ is by assumption, see 1) For the variance of @U, we further
use that €2 is an approximate eigenvector of U, see (2.7), and Lemma Finally, Lemma
yields the variance of the exponentials. O

We now define decompositions of these operators into three terms, whose supports are re-
spectively in S_, Sp,, S4:

Q=0Q-+Qu+Q, (4.4)
Q=(Q-—-K )+ Qu+(Qy—Ky) =Q_+Qu+Q,,
Q" =(@Q-+T —EY)+ Qu+(Qs + T —KY) = Q" + Qu + Q1. (4.6)
Consider now the unitary
Z(¢) i= U*e9QUe199 = (4@ o100 4 (), (4.7)

where the second equality is by Lemma [£.4] By Lemma the vector € is an approximate
eigenvector of Z(¢), with an eigenvalue in U(1) that is approximatively independent of ¢, hence
equal to 1 + O(L™>°). We will now argue that this constant phase can be decomposed in two
non-trivial motions, taking place around the boundaries 04+. Indeed, is a product of two
unitaries supported in Ag, ,

Z(¢) = Z(6)Z+(9) + O(L™) (4.8)
with
Z4(¢) = 69Pt o900 (4.9)
By Lemma ) is an approximate eigenvector of Z(¢) as well, and we call the corresponding
eigenvalue

x(¢) == (€, Z_(4)9) . (4.10)
This x(¢) need not be independent of ¢, and we now show that it gives rise to our many-body
index.

4.3. A formula for y(¢). The following lemma connects the phase x(¢) to the quantity
(Q,T_Q), whose quantization (up to v) we want to prove.

Lemma 4.5. For any 0 < ¢ < 27,
x(¢) = ?T-2) L O(1,7), (4.11)
To prove this lemma, we make use of the following tool:

Lemma 4.6. For any A such that [A, Qun] = 0, we have
1

., =/U A ., =U A
AT (12,699 4e790-) — (0, TP+ 46904 0) ) = O(L™), (4.12)
Proof. Using the decomposition in commuting terms (4.5)) and (4.6]), we have
e_i¢@79 — ei¢Qmei¢@+ e_i¢697

i#QL () — o—i6Qum o=i0QY (isQ" ).

Plugging these identities in the left hand side of (4.12)) and using e ?@m Ael¢Qm = A we get
(Q, eiqﬁ@g Ae~i¢ Q- Q) =(Q, ei¢§Ue_i¢@KAei¢§+e_i¢§Q>
AU Y ., ~U ey

= (2,e7190+ 46199+ Q) (O, 99 710Q) + O(L™)

where the equality on the second line follows because €2 is an approximate eigenvector of both

a1 Vel
e 9@ and 7199, see Lemma and Lemma The second factor is in fact (Q2, Z(¢)2), see
(4.7), and we argued above that this is 1 + O(L™>°). O
15



We are now ready to give the
Proof of Lemma[{.5 By applying Lemma with A =1, we get
X(0) = (Q, Z (=9)Q2) + O(L™). (4.13)
We compute
(@) = i(Q, €99 D_e~19Q- )
where D_ = @(i —Q_=T_+K_— KY. By applying Lemma with A = D_, we get
(0, 019Q% D_ei9Q+ Q) + O(L~)

X' (¢) = i
(Q, D_QYQ, Z4 (—p)Q) + O(L™)
(
(

(€, D_Q)x(¢) + O(L™)
O, T_Q)x(¢) + O(L™)
The second equality is by clustering, the third is by (4.13]), and the fourth follows by (4.2]) and

(Q,K_Q) = (QUK_U*Q), since € is an approximate eigenvector of U. Since it is immediate
from the definition that x(0) = 1, Lemma [4.5| follows. O

4.4. Proof of Theorem We now finish the proof by computing the exponent from the
value of x(27). At ¢ = 27w, we can split Z(27) as

Z(2r) = (U*e%@— Ue—%i@) <U*62”@+ Ue—27f@+) +O(L™™) (4.14)

where we used that e2™@m = 1 and the fact that
[e—Qﬂi@_ , U*e27ri@+ U] — O(L—oo)

by the quasi-locality of U. The two factors in (4.14)) are localized in St up to O(L~>°). Another
factorisation was given already by (4.8| [4.9). However, the factorisation of an operator W =
W_W, into W4 € Ag, is unique up to a phase that we call e?™. For the factors supported in

S_ of (4.14) and (4.8)), this yields
=U .* . ey =
Zf(QW) — eQine—QmQ, — eQﬂ'lljU*eQﬂ'lQ7 Ue—27r1Q, + O(L—oo)' (4.15)

Using again €™ = 1, we see that e2mMQ = 2mMQ_2mMQ, and hence by Lemma Q is an
approximate eigenstate of e2™?-. Therefore, all four operators on the right of (4.15) have Q as
approximate eigenvector and it follows by Lemma again that

X(21) = (Q, Z_(27)Q) = &2,

It remains to compute v from (4.15)). Using again integrality of the spectrum of Q,, @+, the
expressions given in (4.54.6)), and bringing U into the exponent, we obtain

e27ri(Q+T,—KH) _ ezmu627ri(Q+T,+T+—K9) +O(L™™)

by (2.6). The factors supported on S_ and S,, are identical left and right, and equating the
factors on S gives

1 = e27riue27ri(Q++T+) + O(L—OO)

Hence, up to a perturbation whose norm is O(L~°), the operator Q4 + T has spectrum
in Z — v . By spectral perturbation theory, and in the notation of Theorem this reads
Spec(Q + 1) = Z o~y — v. Hence also Spec(Q— + T_) = Z o) + v by the discussion
in Section which concludes the proof.
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4.5. Proof of Proposition Assumption (v), i.e. exponential clustering, was proved in [38],
see also [23]. So we turn to the construction of K. Charge conservation implies that [@Q, H] is
a sum of two terms supported in the strips 831@. We denote

Q,H|=J_+ J4.
Using the map Z defined in Section 4 of [44], we define
Ko :=iT(Js). (4.16)
If P is the projector on §2,
[Q, P] —i[Z(|Q, H]), P] = 0,
see Proposition 4.1 of [44], and hence 2 is an exact eigenvector of Q@ — K. — K_. The quasi-
locality of the map Z implies that one can find approximants K1 € Aai/w satisfying K, =

K4 + O(L~>). The boundedness of the map Z yields || K+| = O(L%). Hence Assumption (iv)
of Theorem [2.1] is indeed satisfied.
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