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We discuss quantum many-body systems with lattice translation and discrete on-site symmetries.
We point out that, under a boundary condition twisted by a symmetry operation, there is an
exact degeneracy of ground states if the unit cell forms a projective representation of the on-site
discrete symmetry. Based on the quantum transfer matrix formalism, we show that, if the system is
gapped, the ground-state degeneracy under the twisted boundary condition also implies a ground-
state (quasi-)degeneracy under the periodic boundary conditions. This amounts to the Lieb-Schultz-
Mattis type ingappability due to the on-site discrete symmetry, which was proposed and then proved
in one dimension recently, in arbitrary dimensions.

Introduction.— In condensed matter and statistical
physics, identifying various quantum phases is a central,
but in general difficult task due to complicated inter-
actions and strong correlations. Symmetries often play
an important role in quantifying the phase. One of the
most notable principles in quantum many-body systems
is Lieb-Schultz-Mattis (LSM) theorem [1] and its gen-
eralizations [2–5], which state an “ingappability” — ei-
ther the presence of gapless excitations above ground
state(s) or a ground-state degeneracy in the large sys-
tem size limit — of the systems possessing U(1) and
translation symmetries with a fractional filling. Recently,
stronger constraints due to higher symmetries such as the
SU(2) [6, 7] and the SU(N) [8] symmetries are also inves-
tigated.

In these examples of the LSM-type theorems, a con-
tinuous symmetry of the Hamiltonian appears essential.
However, recently, generalizations of the LSM theorem
have been made for systems with only discrete symme-
tries [9–12]. This is so far limited to one dimension
where the ground state of a generic quantum many-body
Hamiltonian can be described by Matrix Product State
(MPS) formulation [10] or satisfy a separability condi-
tion [11, 12].

On the other hand, from the field-theory perspective,
in terms of quantum anomaly, ingappabilities related to
discrete symmetries in two-dimensional systems are pro-
posed in [13]. However, an explicit lattice approach is
still lacking. Thus, it is of both practical and conceptual
importances to study universal LSM-type ingappability
constraints imposed by discrete symmetries in arbitrary
dimensions

In this Letter, we discuss a generalization of the LSM
ingappability for quantum many-body systems with dis-
crete symmetries, in arbitrary dimension. The key no-
tion is the robustness of the system to a twisting of the
boundary condition by a (discrete) symmetry operation.

Translation invariant SU(2) spin chains with Z2 ×

Z2 symmetry under a symmetry-twisted boundary
condition.—

To illustrate our point, let us first consider (1+1)d
SU(2) spin chains as an example. The Hamiltonian is
assumed to have the global (on-site) Z2×Z2 and the lat-
tice translation symmetries. Considering a finite chain of
length L with the periodic boundary condition (PBC),
the symmetry generators are given by Rπx,z and T , where

Rπx = exp

(
iπ

L∑
k=1

Sxk

)
; Rπz = exp

(
iπ

L∑
k=1

Szk

)
, (1)

T−1~SiT = ~Si+1, if 1 ≤ i < L; T−1~SLT = ~S1, (2)

where ~Si ≡ [Sxi , S
y
i , S

z
i ] is the spin-s operator at the i-th

site. A typical example of such a system is the XY Z
chain:

HXY Z =
∑
i

JXS
x
i S

x
i+1 + JY S

y
i S

y
i+1 + JZS

z
i S

z
i+1. (3)

Instead of PBC, now we introduce the following bound-
ary condition, twisted by the symmetry generator Rπz :

~SL+k ≡ (Rπz )
−1 ~SkR

π
z , k = 1, 2, · · · , L, (4)

which is periodic up to a π-rotation around the z-axis.
This symmetry-twisted boundary condition (STBC) can
be implemented by introducing a “twisted” bond in any
location, say between sites L and 1:

HSTBC
XY Z =

L−1∑
i=1

(
JXS

x
i S

x
i+1 + JY S

y
i S

y
i+1 + JZS

z
i S

z
i+1

)
− JXSxLSx1 − JY S

y
LS

y
1 + JZS

z
LS

z
1 .

(5)
This Hamiltonian still posesses the global Z2 × Z2 with
respect to the same symmetry generators Rπx,z. On the
other hand, the lattice translation must be followed by
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a “gauge transformation” to leave the Hamiltonian in-
variant. Namely, the symmetry generator of the lattice
translation should be modified to

T̃ =TeiπS
z
1 . (6)

Now, among the three symmetry generators of the STBC
Hamiltonian, the two satisfy the nontrivial commutation
relation

Rπx T̃ =(−1)2sT̃Rπx . (7)

The phase factor (−1)2s, which essentially comes from

eπS
x
1 eπS

z
1 =(−1)2seπS

z
1 eπS

x
1 , (8)

is nontrivial (−1) for an half-odd-integer spin s, while
it is trivial (1) for an integer spin s. As a direct con-
sequence of the nontrivial commutation relation, for a
half-odd-integer spin s, all the eigenstates of the STBC
Hamiltonian are doubly degenerate. In particular, the
ground states are doubly degenerate. This is an exact
and rigorous statement.

Generalization to higher dimensions and physical
consequences.— This analysis can be extended to
translation-invariant and Z2 × Z2 symmetric quantum
spin systems in higher dimensions. If we consider the sys-
tem on a hypercubic lattice of the size L1×L2× . . .×Ld,
we can twist the boundary condition along 1 direction by
the symmetry generator Rπz . Such a system is invariant
under the modified lattice translation operator

T̃1 =T1 exp

iπ ∑
~r|r1=1

Sz~r

, (9)

where the summation is taken over the sites ~r which has
the first component r1 = 1. Naively imposing periodic
boundary conditions along the remaining 2 to d direc-
tions, we then find the commutation relation Rπx T̃1 =
(−1)2sAT̃1R

π
x , where A = L2×L3× . . .×Ld is the num-

ber of sites per the “cross section” perpendicular to the
twist. All the eigenstates, including the ground states,
must be exactly doubly degenerate under the STBC, if
the spin s is half-odd-integer and A is odd (namely, all
L2, L3, . . . , Ld are odd). This restriction on the system
size can be removed by adopting the “tilted boundary
condition” where the lattice translations are also included
into STBC as follows [14]. Before twisting the boundary
condition by Rπz along the 1 direction, we tilt the lattice
geometry such that completion of the (i > 1)-th cycle of
the torus effectively increases by x̂i−1, i.e.

(Ti>1)−Li ~S~r(Ti)
Li = ~S~r+x̂i−1

(10)

(x̂i the unit vector along the i-th direction) as sketched
in FIG. (1). Then we obtain a nontrivial commutation
relation

Rπx T̃1 = (−1)2sT̃1R
π
x , (11)

Tilted Glued
Glued
by W

FIG. 1. W -twisted tilted boundary condition sketched for
d = 2 with W = Rπz for SU(2) spins and W = WN for SU(N).

thereby the exact double degeneracy when s is half-odd-
integer. It is also straightforward to generalize this to a
more complicated systems with multiple spins within the
unit cell. In this case, the exact double degeneracy holds
if the total spin per unit cell is half-odd-integer, under
the appropriate STBC.

Obviously, however, the above argument only applies
to the system under the STBC. The question is then:
is this degeneracy an unphysical artifact specific to the
STBC, or is it of a physical significance? We argue that
the latter must be the case. In fact, if the system is
completely disordered without any order (conventional
or topological), the system must be insensitive to the
symmetry-twist of the boundary condition, and thus the
ground-state degeneracy should not appear under STBC.
The ground-state degeneracy under the STBC then im-
plies some kind of ingappability (gapless excitations or
degenerate ground states below a non-vanishing gap).
Namely, we assert the following proposition.

Proposition: When a quantum many-body system with
the lattice translation invariance and a global (continu-
ous or discrete) symmetry has a gapped spectrum with a
unique ground state under the PBC, the system should
also have a unique gapped ground state under the STBC.

This proposition, together with the exact double de-
generacy under the STBC implies that, a translation-
invariant and Z2 × Z2 symmetric quantum spin system
with a half-odd-integer spin per unit cell cannot have a
unique gapped ground state under the PBC as well. This
amounts to be the generalization of the LSM theorem to
the discrete Z2 × Z2. For one dimension, this was al-
ready proved within the MPS framework in Ref. [10] and
rigorously in Ref. [12], so the present argument gives an
alternative physical interpretation. On the other hand,
the present result naturally leads to the same statement
in arbitrary dimensions, which has not been shown be-
fore.

When applied to a continuous U(1) (on-site) symme-
try, the STBC corresponds to insertion of an Aharonov-
Bohm flux. This also shows that the present approach
is a natural generalization of the LSM theorem from the
U(1) to discrete symmetries. More precisely, the above
proposition applied to the case of U(1) symmetry implies
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that, if the gapped unique ground state is unique under
the PBC, the ground state is gapped and unique for any
value of Aharonov-Bohm flux inserted. This corresponds
to the conjectured insensitivity of the excitation gap to
the Aharonov-Bohm flux [4, 15] which leads to the LSM
ingappability for systems with the U(1) symmetry. How-
ever, in this approach, we cannot constrain the number
of the degenerate ground states (other than that it must
be greater than 1).

Robustness of the spectrum to the symmetry-twist.—
Now let us show that the proposition naturally follows
from mild assumptions. We consider the partition func-
tion of the finite-size system of the size L1 × L2 × . . . Ld
with the PBC, at the inverse temperature β. Let us as-
sume that it has a unique ground state below the gap
∆.

When the spectrum is gapped, Hastings and Koma
proved that the correlation function of any local oper-
ator decays exponentially [16]. Since the system has a
finite length scale (correlation length) ξ, we can expect
the ground-state energy of the finite-size system is given
in terms of the ground-state energy density ε0 in the ther-
modynamic limit, with exponentially small corrections:

E0 =ε0V +O(e−L/ξ), (12)

where L = min (L1, L2, . . . , Ld), and V = L1L2 . . . Ld is
the volume of the system. The correction might actually
be of the form O(Lχe−L/ξ) for some constant exponent
χ. However, we can cover such a case with O(e−L/ξ) by
taking a larger value of ξ. Furthermore, the partition
function Z = Tr e−βH is expected to obey

logZ(β, {Lα}) ∼ −βV ε0 +O(βe−L/ξ) +O(V e−β∆).
(13)

The first term O(βe−L/ξ) simply comes from the expo-
nentially small correction (12) to the ground-state en-
ergy. The second term O(V e−β∆) represents the contri-
bution from excited states. Here we assume that such
a contribution is exponentially small per volume. Equa-
tion (13) implies that the entropy in the thermodynamic
limit and zero-temperature limit taken simultaneously
with β ∼ (L)z for any “dynamical exponent” z > 0 is

S0 = lim
β=(L)z→∞

[
logZ(β, {Lα})−β

∂

∂β
logZ(β, {Lα})

]
= 0.

(14)

Now let us consider the same system in terms of the
quantum transfer matrix (QTM) [17] (For a recent appli-
cation of QTM, see for example Ref. [18]). The partition
function of the quantum system can be identified with
the partition function of a classical statistical system in
d + 1 dimensions by the Lie-Trotter-Suzuki decomposi-
tion [19]. QTM is the transfer matrix of this classical

statistical system along a spatial direction [20]. Let e−H̃

be the QTM along 1 direction. Using this, the partition

function can be written as Z = Tr e−L1H̃ .
The asymptotic expression (13) implies that, the spec-

trum of the “QTM Hamiltonian” H̃ must be also gapped,
with 1/ξ being the “excitation gap”. The excitation gap
∆ of the original Hamiltonian H now corresponds to the
correlation length in the imaginary time direction, which
plays the role of one of the spatial coordinates. Eq. (13)
and its consequence (14) implies that the “ground state”
|0̃〉 of the QTM Hamiltonian H̃ is also unique.

In the QTM formalism, the STBC is represented by an
application of the symmetry operation Ũs on the “state”
at a fixed “time” (the coordinate r1). The STBC cor-
responding to the inverse symmetry operation is repre-
sented by Ũ†s . Twisting the boundary condition by a
symmetry operation in one place and its inverse elsewhere
can be eliminated by a gauge transformation, leaving the
partition function identical to the PBC. This implies the
symmetry of the QTM

[Ũs, H̃] =0, (15)

and the unitarity of the operator

Ũ†s Ũs =1. (16)

Now let us consider the partition function of the system
under the STBC. In the QTM formalism, it is given as

Zs = Tr
(
Ũse
−L1H̃

)
. (17)

As in the case of the PBC, the partition function in the
thermodynamic and zero-temperature limit is dominated
by the “ground state” of the QTM. The symmetry of
the QTM implies that the unique “ground state” of the
QTM is an eigenstate of the operator Ũs. Let eiθ0 be the
eigenvalue of Ũs of the QTM “ground state” |0̃〉. Then

Zs ∼ eiθ0e−βV ε0 , (18)

in the thermodynamic/zero-temperature limit, up to ex-
ponentially small corrections. Since the Hamiltonian
is Hermitian even under the STBC, the partition func-
tion must be real and positive, implying θ0 = 0. Thus
STBC partition function is essentially identical to the
PBC partition function up to exponentially small cor-
rections, implying that the system has a unique gapped
ground state also for STBC (since the entropy in the limit
β = (L)z →∞ is zero as in the case of PBC (14)). This is
nothing but our proposition, and the ingappability of the
translation-invariant and Z2×Z2 symmetric spin system
with a half-odd-integer spin per unit cell follows.
General LSM ingappabilities and applications.— We

can generalize the ingappabilities above to a more gen-
eral class of unitary onsite symmetry groups. The pro-
jective nature of the onsite symmetry characterized by
the commutator (8) directly results in the ingappabili-
ties. Z2 × Z2 can be generalized to an arbitrary unitary
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symmetry G that can be centrally extended to G′, e.g.,
G = G′/H with H a center subgroup of G′. Then each
unit cell consists of tensor products of G′-“spins”. In the
SU(2) case, G′ is arbitrary finite products of Rπx and Rπz
treated as a subgroup of SU(2) (rather than PSU(2)) and
H = {1, (Rπz )2}.

Generalizing (Rπx , R
π
z ) and their relation (8) per unit

cell, G′ can possess an almost commuting pair [21–23] v~r
and w~r satisfying:

v~rw~r = hV,Ww~rv~r, (19)

where hV,W ∈ H is an ~r-independent U(1) phase due
to the translation symmetry and Schur’s Lemma [24].
Parallel to the former discussions, we can twist and tilt
the boundary condition by W =

∏
~r w~r and translations

as in FIG. (1) and calculate the commutator between the
modified translation

T1 = T1

∏
~r|r1=1

w~r, (20)

and V =
∏
~r v~r as

V T1 = hV,WT1V. (21)

Therefore, a nontrivial hV,W = exp(i2πp/q) 6= 1 (with
p and q coprime) results in an exact q-fold degeneracy
under STBC, which further implies an ingappability of
the system under PBC, i.e. a unique gapped ground
state is forbidden, by the Proposition of the spectrum
insensitivity to the symmetry-twists argued by the QTM
formalism. It can be summarized as

If a Hamiltonian on a d-dimensional periodic lattice
possesses G = G′/H symmetry and translational symme-
tries, a unique gapped ground state is strictly forbidden if
there is a nontrivial almost commuting pair per unit cell,
i.e. hV,W 6= 1 in Eq. (19).

Since such a general result and Eq. (21) are abstract,
a further example beyond the simplest SU(2) case might
be helpful. As a natural generalization of SU(2) spins,
the systems with the following SU(N) degrees of freedom
satisfy the su(N) algebra:[

Sβα,~r,S
ρ
σ,~r

]
= δ~r,~r′

[
δβσS

ρ
α,~r − δ

ρ
αS

β
σ,~r

]
. (22)

Here
{
Sαβ,~r

}
defined on the unit cell at ~r are labelled by

1 ≤ α ≤ N and 1 ≤ β ≤ N , with a constraint
∑N
α=1 Sαα =

0 [25, 26]. Additionally, the full global SU(N) symmetry
acts on the generators by u ∈ SU(N):

Sαβ → (u)β,γ Sργ (u†)ρ,α (23)

which does nothing if the SU(N) matrix u is in the ZN
center of SU(N): u ∝ 1. Thus, the physical symmetry is
only PSU(N)∼=SU(N)/ZN if the fundamental degrees of
freedom consist of {Sαβ } only.

Experimental realizations of the SU(N) symmetry
have been proposed for ultracold atoms on opti-
cal lattices [27–34]. Let us consider a translation-
invariant SU(N)-spin Hamiltonian H possessing ZN ×
ZN ⊂PSU(N), which is generated by:

VN =
∏
~r

vN,~r; WN =
∏
~r

wN,~r, (24)

of which an explicit form together with a SU(N)-analog
of the XY Z model can be found in [35]. VN (also known
as the shift symmetry [36, 37]) and WN reduce to Rπx and
Rπz , respectively, when N = 2, but we only focus on the
following essential relation

vN,~rwN,~r = exp

(
i2π

b

N

)
wN,~rvN,~r, (25)

where b is the total number of Young-tableau (YT)
boxes [24, 35] per unit cell as a generalization of 2s
of a SU(2) spin-s chain. Then, taking v~r = vN,~r and
w~r = wN,~r in the general setting (20,21), we obtain

V T1 = exp(i2πb/N)T1V, (26)

which implies that the spin system has an exact
N/gcd(b,N)-fold degeneracy under STBC (“gcd”: the
positive greatest common divisor) and, by the insensi-
tivity of ingappability to boundary conditions, it cannot
possess a unique gapped ground state under PBC if the
total YT boxes per unit is indivisible by N .
Conclusions and conjectures.— We proposed a

symmetry-twisted boundary condition in arbitrary
dimensions, under which the energy spectrum of
translation-symmetric lattice system is exactly degener-
ate due to a projective representation per unit cell char-
acterized by almost commuting pairs. We further argue
that such an exact degeneracy implies the ingappabil-
ity of ground states under PBC by a proposition based
on QTM formalism of partition functions. Our argu-
ment relies on hypotheses (12) and (13) on the scaling
of the ground-state energy and free energy density of a
gapped system in the low-temperature and thermody-
namic limit. While we believe them to be reasonable for
systems with short-range interactions only, they are not
rigorously proved. We hope that the present work will
stimulate further investigations in rigorous mathematics.

On the other hand, this QTM-type argument does not
make a full use of the the number of degenerate ground
states under STBC because only the case of a unique
gapped ground state is excluded based on Eq. (18). Nev-
ertheless, it is still reasonable to conjecture that the same
number of the degenerate ground states is also held by
the gapped ground states under PBC.

Furthermore, since our treatment of symmetry twisting
in addition to the QTM argument (18) strongly depends
on the unitarity of the symmetry, it cannot be directly ap-
plied to the anti-unitary symmetries, e.g. time reversal.
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In contrast to Eq. (24), there is no general way to factor-
ize an anti-unitary transformation in a local way due to
an additional complex conjugation. Nevertheless, in one
dimension, the description of matrix product states allow
the complex conjugation to be assigned locally [10, 38],
where we expect our method is still applicable. Higher-
dimensional cases with anti-unitary symmetries are of fu-
ture interest.

Both authors thank Hosho Katsura for useful discus-
sions. Y. Y. was supported by JSPS fellowship. This
work was supported in part by MEXT/JSPS KAKENHI
Grant Nos. JP19J13783 (Y. Y.), JP17H06462 (M. O.),
JP19H01808 (M. O.), and JST CREST Grant No. JP-
MJCR19T2 (M. O.).
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

An explicit form of ZN × ZN ⊂ PSU(N) and a generalized XY Z model

In this part, we explicitly give the operator form of vN,~r and wN,~r by SU(N)-spin degrees of freedom as

vN,~r =

[
exp

(
iπ
S1

2,~r + S2
1,~r

2

)
exp

(
−iπ
S1

1,~r + S2
2,~r

2

)]
...

[
exp

(
iπ
S1
N,~r + SN1,~r

2

)
exp

(
−iπ
S1

1,~r + SNN,~r
2

)]
;

wN,~r = exp

(
−
∑
α

i
2π

N
αSαα,~r

)
. (27)

VN =
∏
~r vN,~r and WN =

∏
~r wN,~r reduce to Rπx and Rπz , respectively, when N = 2. They generate the ZN × ZN ⊂

PSU(N) in the (adjoint) representation:

Sαβ → U†SαβU, (28)

where U is any finite product of VN and WN . If the local Hilbert space per unit cell is a tensor product of these
Yang-tableaux and we denote the total number of the boxes in this general tensor product by b, such as

⊗ ⊗ ⊗ · · ·︸ ︷︷ ︸
b YT boxes

, (29)

we obtain

vN,~rwN,~r = exp

(
i2π

b

N

)
wN,~rvN,~r, (30)

A general SU(N) analog of SU(2) XY Z chain (3) possessing ZN × ZN above takes the form as

HN ;XY Z =
∑

g∈ZN×ZN ;i

JgSαβ,i(g)αβ(g†)λϕS
λ
ϕ,i+1 + h.c.,

with all the dumb indices summed up.
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