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Macroscopic Reality from Quantum Complexity
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Beginning with the Everett-DeWitt many-worlds interpretation of quantum mechanics, there
have been a series of proposals for how the state vector of a quantum system might split at any
instant into orthogonal branches, each of which exhibits approximately classical behavior. Here we
propose a decomposition of a state vector into branches by finding the minimum of a measure of
the mean squared quantum complexity of the branches in the branch decomposition. In a non-
relativistic formulation of this proposal, branching occurs repeatedly over time, with each branch
splitting successively into further sub-branches among which the branch followed by the real world
is chosen randomly according to the Born rule. In a Lorentz covariant version, the real world is a
single random draw from the set of branches at asymptotically late time, restored to finite time by
sequentially retracing the set of branching events implied by the late time choice. The complexity
measure depends on a parameter b with units of volume which sets the boundary between quantum
and classical behavior. The value of b is, in principle, accessible to experiment.

I. INTRODUCTION

Microscopic particles have wave functions spread over
all possible positions. Macroscopic objects simply have
positions, or at least center-of-mass positions. How to
apply the mathematics of quantum mechanics to extract
predictions registered in the macroscopic world of posi-
tions from experiments on microscopic systems having
wave functions but not definite positions is well under-
stood for all practical purposes. But less well understood,
or at least not a subject on which there is a clear con-
sensus, is how in principle the definite positions of the
macroscopic world emerge from the microscopic matter
of which it is composed, which has only wave functions
but not definite positions. There is a long list of propos-
als. In the present article we add another.

We begin in Section II with a brief reminder of “the
problem of measurement” which arises for an experiment
in which a microscopic system interacts with a macro-
scopic measuring device with both systems assumed gov-
erned by quantum mechanics. Among the proposals
which address this problem are the many-worlds inter-
pretation [1, 2] and environmentally-induced decoherence
[3–8]. Shared by these is the hypothesis that the quantum
state of the universe, as time goes along, naturally splits
into a set of orthogonal branch states each of which dis-
plays a distinct configuration of macroscopic reality. We
will argue, however, that the rules according to which
these proposals are to be applied to the world are in-
trinsically uncertain and can be made precise only by
the arbitrary choice of auxiliary parameters. The uncer-
tainty is not simply the approximate nature of the macro-
scopic description of an underlying microscopic system,
but rather that the branching process of the microscopic
system itself, in each of these proposals, occurs accord-
ing to uncertain rules. And as a consequence, it seems
to me implausible that the corresponding branches are,
by themselves, macroscopic reality. In addition, missing
from these proposals is a mathematical structure that
allows even the process of choosing the auxiliary param-

eters to be stated precisely. These various limitations we
will try to address in a sequence of several steps.
A main feature of the proposal we present here is that

branch formation does not follow from unitary time evo-
lution by itself nor does it entail a modification of unitary
time evolution. Instead, branch formation consists of an
additional layer of the world that sits on top of unitary
time evolution [9].
In Section III, modifying ideas from [10], for a lat-

tice approximation to a non-relativistic field theory of
fermions and spinless bosons in 3-dimensional space, we
define a version of quantum complexity designed to mea-
sure, at any instant of time, the spatial structure of en-
tanglement in a state vector. For a system evolving ac-
cording to a local Hamiltonian through a sequence of
states with complexity much less than the system’s max-
imum possible, the conjectured second law of quantum
complexity of [11] yields an approximation to the time
evolution of complexity. In Section IV we introduce a
family of entangled multi-fermion states with, for simplic-
ity, particles’ wave functions constant across correspond-
ing cubic regions and then show in Appendices B and C
that the complexity of each of these states is bounded
both from below and from above by quantities propor-
tional to the square root of the volume on which the
particles’ wave functions differ from zero. In Section V
we then propose finding a branch decomposition of any
state by minimizing the decomposition’s net complexity,
which we define to be a linear combination of the average
squared complexity of the branches and the classical en-
tropy of the ensemble of branch weights. The coefficient
of the classical entropy term in the net complexity is a
parameter with units of volume, the branching threshold
b, which turns out to set the boundary between quantum
and classical behavior.
For the non-relativistic theory, the evolving state vec-

tor of the world can be decomposed into an evolving set of
optimally chosen branches. The optimal set of branches
is a piecewise continuous function of time. For sufficiently
large b, the continuous evolution process will consist al-
most entirely of Hamiltonian evolution of each branch. In
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Section VI, we propose the hypothesis that the discon-
tinuous part of branch evolution, for a local Hamiltonian
and a sufficiently large value of b, will consist of a se-
quence of events in which some single branch splits, with
high probability permanently, into a corresponding pair
of sub-branches. We then argue that if b is sufficiently
large, this conjecture is satisfied by a system with a large
number of degrees of freedom which follows the estimate
of the time evolution of complexity in Section III. The
real world we then propose follows through time a single
thread of the resulting tree’s branches and sub-branches,
with a sub-branch at each splitting chosen randomly ac-
cording to the Born rule.

In Section VII we look at a model of an experiment
in which the result of scattering by a microscopic sys-
tem with small complexity is recorded by a macroscopic
measuring device with large complexity. For a measuring
device with sufficient complexity, the entanglement of the
final state arising from this recording process yields an
increase in net complexity of the combined system which
triggers branching, with each branch carrying a different
final configuration of the microscopic system.

In Section VIII, we consider the time evolution of an
isolated 2-fermion system with a smooth static internal
wave-function with compact support and center-of-mass
position wave function spreading according to free time
evolution. After an amount of time determined by the
initial center-of-mass wave function and by the value of
b, the wave function of the center-of-mass position will
undergo branching.

In Section IX, we consider branching for two different
examples of entangled multi-particle states. In Section
X, based on the examples in Section IX, we propose a
structure for the residual entanglement left in a state not
immediately subject to further branching.

In Section XI we consider a class of experiments to
measure the value of b. Although the branching process
which b governs may be viewed as a kind of wave function
collapse, since branch formation as proposed here rides
on top of exact unitary time evolution, b can not be deter-
mined by experiments which search for forms of collapse
which violate unitary time evolution. Such experiments
we believe will yield null results. Instead, the evidence
for the existence of branches is solely human registra-
tion of macroscopic reality. Correspondingly we consider
possible determination of the value of b by experiments
in which a human observer registers either the presence
or absence of branching. While branching in general,
according to the proposal presented here, is a physical
processes which occurs with or without the presence of
a human observer, the registration of a branching event
we will assume occurs when a sufficient collection of the
degrees of freedom of which the observer is composed
participate in the event. A possible experimental test of
this account of branching is to see if different members
of the class of experiments to measure b yield the same
result.

In Sections XII - XVIII we redo Sections III - V for

a relativistic field theory of fermions and spinless bosons
in 3+1-dimensional space. To obtain a lattice approxi-
mation to covariance with respect to Lorentz boosts, in
place of the non-relativistic definition of complexity at
fixed coordinate time, complexity for the relativistic the-
ory is defined on a random lattice on a finite volume
chunk of a hyperboloid of fixed proper time. Branching
based on complexity defined at fixed proper time, how-
ever, loses translational covariance. We then argue that
a lattice approximation to translational covariance is re-
stored in the limit of branching at asymptotically late
proper time. Full Poincaré covariance should then re-
sult if infinite volume and zero lattice spacing limits of
branching exist. The loss of translational covariance for
branching at fixed proper time is a version of the prob-
lem exposed by the EPR experiment. A discussion of
this issue in a different setting and a solution related to
the one we consider appear in [12–14].
The macroscopic real world, we propose, consists of a

single random choice among the asymptotic set of late
time branches according to a measure based on the Born
rule [15]. In the case of the non-relativistic theory, we
conjectured that nearly all branching events yield perma-
nent results. A random choice among late time branches
is then nearly equivalent to the continuing branch choice
in the non-relativistic theory, but with the bookkeeping
for the choice process performed all at once rather than
sequentially over time. The real world at any particular
finite time can then be recovered from the asymptotic late
time choice by sequentially retracing the set of branching
events the late time choice implies.
We conclude in Section XXV with a summary of the

conjectures on which the present proposal rests which
could be tested by numerical experiment and an addi-
tional comment on the relationship between branching
and thought.

II. PROBLEMS

Let S be a microscopic system to be measured, with
corresponding state space HS , for which a basis is
{|si〉}, i > 0. Let M be a macroscopic measuring device
with corresponding state space HM containing the set of
vectors {|mi〉}, i ≥ 0. For each different value of i > 0
the state |mi〉 is a macroscopically distinct meter reading.
Let |m0〉 be an initial state showing no reading. In the
combined system-meter product state space HS ⊗ HM,
a measurement of S by M over some time interval takes
each possible initial state |si〉|m0〉 into the corresponding
final state |si〉|mi〉 with the measuring device displaying
the measured value of the microscopic system’s variable

|si〉|m0〉 → |si〉|mi〉. (1)

By linearity of quantum mechanical time evolution, how-
ever, it then follows that a measurement with a linear
superposition in the initial state will yield a final state
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also with a superposition

(α|s1〉+ β|s2〉)|m0〉 → α|s1〉|m1〉+ β|s2〉|m2〉. (2)

In the measured final state, the meter no longer has a sin-
gle value but a combination of two values which cannot,
by itself, be connected to a recognizable configuration of
a macroscopic object. The absence of a recognizable con-
figuration for the macroscopic device is the “problem of
measurement”.
The resolution of this problem proposed by the many-

worlds interpretation of quantum mechanics [1, 2] is that
the states |s1〉|m1〉 and |s2〉|m2〉 actually represent two
different worlds. In each world the meter has a definite
position but with different positions in the two differ-
ent worlds. For an interaction between two systems, the
splitting into separate worlds is done in the Schmidt ba-
sis, in which the density matrix of the measured system
is diagonalized. Among the problems of the many-worlds
interpretation, however, is that in general, for plausible
models of a measurement process, the individual worlds
given by the Schmidt basis do not have sufficiently nar-
row coordinate dispersions to count as classical reality
[16]. In addition, it is unclear under what circumstances
and according to what basis a system larger than just a
micro system and a measuring device should be split into
separate worlds.
A resolution to the first of these problems, the absence

of classical behavior in the split branches, is proposed to
occur through environmentally-induced decoherence [3–
6]. According to this proposal, the system-meter combi-
nation should not be considered in isolation but instead
an account is required of the rest of the macroscopic en-
vironment with which the meter can interact. When the
value of a macroscopic meter is changed by recording the
value of a microscopic coordinate, the meter’s new state
rapidly becomes entangled with a large number of other
degrees of freedom in the environment

(α|s1〉|m1〉+ β|s2〉|m2〉)|e0〉 →
α|s1〉|m1〉|e1〉+ β|s2〉|m2〉|e2〉. (3)

For a particular choice of bases for system, meter and
environment, determined by the combined system’s dy-
namics, entanglement of the meter with the environment
proceeds as quickly as possible, |e1〉 and |e2〉 almost do
not mix in the course of further time development, and
|e1〉 and |e2〉 include many redundant copies of the infor-
mation in |s1〉|m1〉 and |s2〉|m2〉, respectively. Based on
these various considerations it is argued that entangled
environmental states |e1〉 and |e2〉 behave essentially as
permanent classical records of the experimental results.
Correspondingly, for many-worlds augmented with deco-
herence [7], the circumstance under which a system splits
into distinct worlds is when a superposition has been pro-
duced mixing distinct values of one of these effectively
classical degrees of freedom. Each distinct value of the
coordinate in such a superposition goes off into a distinct
world.

A step toward resolving the second problem, the ab-
sence of a criterion for branching for the universe as
a whole rather than simply for some system-apparatus
pair, takes the form of a theorem [8] according to which,
for a system as a whole, if a particular spatial pattern
of redundant records happens to occur, then there is
a unique corresponding decomposition of a state vector
into effectively classical branches.

A residual problem of [3–8], however, is that the rules
governing their application to the world are intrinsi-
cally uncertain. In particular, the record production
needed for environmentally-induced decoherence occurs
over some nonzero intervals of time and space, and per-
haps is entirely completed only asymptotically in long
time and large distance limits. What fraction of the ini-
tial state in Eq. (3) must become entangled with the en-
vironment for splitting into classical branches to occur?
Could there be micro systems which become entangled
with their enviornment but not sufficiently to split into
classical branches? When exactly over the time interval
of decoherence does the splitting of the world in parts
occur? And since the process extends over space, this
timing will differ in different frames related by a Lorentz
boost. Which is the correct choice? These various ques-
tions may be of no practical consequence in treating the
meter readings as nearly classical degrees of freedom af-
ter entanglement and using the resulting values to formu-
late observable predictions. But what seems to me to be
clear is that something is missing from the theory. From
outside the theory, something additional and arbitrary
needs to be supplied by hand to resolve each of these is-
sues. Moreover, no mathematical machinery is present in
any of these proposal which allows the process of filling
in what is missing to be stated precisely. As a conse-
quence of all of which it appears to me to be implausible
that these accounts provide, by themselves, a complete
account of the mechanism giving rise to macroscopic re-
ality.

A discussion of issues concerning environmentally in-
duced decoherence and its combination with the many-
worlds interpretation of quantum mechanics appears in
[17].

The goal of the remainder of this paper is to construct
a possible candidate for the missing mathematical ma-
chinery, first for non-relativistic many particle quantum
mechanics and then for a relativistic quantum field the-
ory.

III. COMPLEXITY

Modifying ideas from [10], we now construct a com-
plexity measure at a single instant of time for a 3-
dimensional, non-relativistic field theory of fermions and,
for simplicity, spinless bosons.
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A. Non-Relativistic Hilbert Space

Let L be a cubic lattice with coordinates ax̂1, ax̂2, ax̂3,
integer x̂i, lattice spacing a, spanning the region −aB ≤
ax̂i < aB. Let Ψ(x, s) and Φ(x) be, respectively, fermion
and boson lattice field operators for lattice site x, spin s
and time t, which we omit as an explicit argument. These
operators are normalized to have anticommutators and
commutators

{Ψ(x, s),Ψ†(x′, s′)} = δxx′δss′ , (4a)

[Φ(x),Φ†(x′)] = δxx′. (4b)

Let H be the Hilbert space spanned by all polynomials
in the Ψ†(x, s) and Φ†(x) for any x and s acting on the
physical vacuum |Ω〉. We will assume the vacuum expec-
tation of Φ†(x) vanishes. Let Hx be the Hilbert space
spanned by polynomials in the Ψ†(x, s) and Φ†(x) for a
fixed x and any s acting on the local vacuum at point
x, |Ω〉x. The space H is then isomorphic to an ordered
version of the tensor product

H =
⊗

x

Hx, (5)

and the vacuum |Ω〉 given by the product

|Ω〉 =
⊗

x

|Ω〉x, (6)

for which we will use the conventional unordered tensor
product symbol ⊗. For any particular ordering of the
points of L and any collection of operators Ox indexed
by x ∈ L

⊗

x

(Ox|Ω〉x) = (
∏

x

Ox)|Ω〉, (7)

where the products over x on the left and right sides
of Eq. (7) are ordered identically. We will also use ⊗
elsewhere in this paper to represent other versions of or-
dered tensor products, the details of which will generally
be clear from context and not spelled out explicitly.
We define in H a set of product states. For a non-zero

complex-valued fermion wave function p(x, s) and boson
wave function q(x), define the fermion and boson creation

operators d†f (p) and d
†
b(q)

d†f (p) =
∑

xs

p(x, s)Ψ†(x, s), (8a)

d†b(q) =
∑

x

q(x)Φ†(x). (8b)

From a sequence of n fermion wave functions and m bo-
son wave functions define an n fermion, m boson product
state to be

d†f (pn−1)...d
†
f (p0)d

†
b(qm−1)...d

†
b(q0)|Ω〉. (9)

Let P be the set of all product states.

It is perhaps useful to point out that the definition of
product state here is distinct from the definition some-
times used elsewhere as states of the form

|ψ〉 =
⊗

x

|ψx〉, (10a)

|ψx〉 ∈ Hx. (10b)

The time evolution of states in H we will assume gov-
erned by a Hamiltonian given by a Hermitian polynomial
in the Ψ(x, s),Ψ†(x′, s′),Φ(z) and Φ†(z′) which conserves
fermion number and couples only x, x′, z and z′ either
identical or nearest neighbors. Beyond these general re-
quirements, we will leave the system’s Hamiltonian un-
specified.
The space H is defined to include bosons so that the

class of permitted local Hamiltions includes potentially
interesting interacting theories. The proof in Appendix
B of a lower bound on the complexity of the entangled
fermion states considered in Section IV turns out to be
a bit more difficult than the corresponding proof would
have been in a pure fermion theory.

B. Hermitian Operator Hilbert Space

We now define a Hilbert space over the reals of Her-
mitian operators acting on H. For each x let Nx be
the fermion number operator on Hx, for nearest neigh-
bor {x, y} let Nxy be Nx +Ny and let N be the total of
Nx over all x. We assume N is conserved in time. For
any pair of nearest neighbor sites {x, y}, let Fxy be the
set of Hermitian operators fxy acting on Hx ⊗Hy which
conserve Nxy, have a finite norm defined to be

‖ fxy ‖2= Trxy(f
2
xy), (11)

where Trxy is the trace on Hx ⊗ Hy, and for which the
partial traces Trx and Try over Hx and Hy, respectively,
both vanish

Trxfxy = 0, (12a)

Tryfxy = 0. (12b)

The vector space Fxy can be made into a Hilbert space
with inner product

〈fxy, f ′
xy〉 = Trxy(fxyf

′
xy). (13)

Any fxy in some Fxy can be made into an operator f̂xy
on H by

f̂xy = fxy
⊗

q 6=x,y

Iq, (14)

where Iq is the identity operator on Hq. We now drop
the hat and use the same symbol for an operator acting
on Hx ⊗Hy and the corresponding operator on H.
The total boson number we do not assume conserved in

time and place no boson number constraint on fxy ∈ Fxy.
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Let K be the vector space over the reals of Hermitian
linear operators k on H given by sums of the form

k =
∑

xy

fxy, (15)

for any collection of fxy ∈ Fxy for a set of nearest neigh-
bor pairs {x, y}. We define an inner product on K by

〈k, k′〉 =
∑

xy

〈fxy, f ′
xy〉. (16)

The difference between Eqs. (12a), (12b) and (16) and
corresponding parts of the operator Hilbert space in [10]
is a consequence of the infinite dimensionality of eachHx.
In Appendix A we begin from a starting point closer to
the Hilbert space in [10] with the number of bosons al-
lowed at any site x restricted to be less than some finite
n reducing each Hx to finite dimension, then arrive at
K and Eqs. (12a), (12b) and (16) by taking the limit
n → ∞. As a consequence of taking n → ∞, the norm
of operators which act on a single site also goes to ∞
thereby removing such operators from K. To reintro-
duced single site operators by hand would require intro-
ducing also an arbitrary finite normalization constant in
place of ∞.

C. Complexity from Unitary Trajectories

From this machinery, for any pair of states |ω〉, |ψ〉 ∈ H
with equal fermion number we define the complexity
C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) of |ψ〉 with respect to |ω〉. For 0 ≤ ν ≤ 1, let
k(ν) ∈ K be a piecewise continuous trajectory of opera-
tors. Let the unitary operator Uk(ν) onH be the solution
to the differential equation and boundary condition

dUk(ν)

dν
= −ik(ν)Uk(ν), (17a)

Uk(0) = I. (17b)

We show in Appendix D that the topological closure
of the group G of all Uk(1) realizable as solutions to Eqs.
(17a) and (17b) has a subgroup which is the direct prod-
uct

Ĝ = ×nGn, (18)

where Gn is the special unitary group on the subspace of
H with eigenvalue n of the total fermion number operator
N . In particular G0 acts on the subspace of H of pure
boson states and G16B3 acts on the isomorphic subspace
with all sites occupied by two fermions.
Thus for any pair of |ψ〉, |ω〉 ∈ H with equal fermion

number, there exists a sequence of trajectories ki(ν) and
phases ξi such that for the corresponding Uki

(1) we have

lim
i→∞

ξiUki
(1)|ω〉 = |ψ〉. (19)

The complexity C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) is defined to be the minimum
over all such sequences of ki(ν) of the limit of the integral

C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) = min lim
i→∞

∫ 1

0

dν ‖ ki(ν) ‖ . (20)

Finally, any product state in P we assign 0 complexity.
The complexity C(|ψ〉) of any state |ψ〉 not in P is defined
to be the distance to the nearest product state

C(|ψ〉) = min
|ω〉∈P

C(|ψ〉, |ω〉). (21)

Since every product state in P is an eigenvector ofN , and
since all operators in K preserve N , |ψ〉 will be reachable
by a sequence of unitary trajectories in Eq. (19) from
a product state |ω〉 only if |ψ〉 itself is an eigenvector of
N . For states |ψ〉 which are not eigenvectors of N , the
minimum in Eq. (21) and thus the value of C(|ψ〉) is, in
effect, ∞.
For any |ψ〉, |ω〉, |φ〉 ∈ H, C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) is symmetric, 0

only if |ψ〉 = |ω〉, and satisfies the triangle inequality

C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) ≤ C(|ψ〉, |φ〉) + C(|φ〉, |ω〉). (22)

Thus C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) can be used to define a metric on the
unit sphere in the subspace ofH with any particular fixed
eigenvalue of N . The identity map from the unit sphere
with the topology given by C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) to the unit sphere
with the topology given by the inner product on H is
continuous. However, the identity map from the unit
sphere with the topology given by the inner product onH
to the unit sphere with the topology given by C(|ψ〉, |ω〉)
is not continuous. For any |ψ〉 with eigenvalue n ofN and
any δ and ǫ, it is possible to find a |φ〉 with eigenvalue n
of N such that

〈φ|φ〉 < ǫ, (23)

but in addition

C(|ψ〉, |ψ〉 + |φ〉) > δ. (24)

This can be proved by an adaptation of the proof of the
lower bound in Appendix B.
The triangle inequality combined with Eq. (21) implies

that for any pair of states |ψ〉 and |φ〉
C(|ψ〉) ≤ C(|φ〉) + C(|φ〉, |ψ〉), (25a)

C(|φ〉) ≤ C(|ψ〉) + C(|φ〉, |ψ〉), (25b)

and therefore

|C(|ψ〉) − C(|φ〉)| ≤ C(|φ〉, |ψ〉). (26)

Eq. (26) is, of course, trivial except for |φ〉 and |ψ〉 with
equal norms and eigenvalues of N .
The restriction in Eq. (15) to nearest neighbor Hamil-

tonians is a departure from [10] which allows Hamilto-
nians coupling pairs of sites at all distances. We intro-
duce this restriction here in order to obtain a version
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of complexity which measures the spatial distribution of
entanglement.
It seems plausible that the real world begins in a state

of zero or low complexity and that the complexity the real
world acquires over time occurs only as the result of time
evolution by a Hamiltonian which itself carries only local
interactions. If so, the admission of all possible nearest
neighbor local interaction trajectories to the scope of the
minimization in Eq. (20) should result in a finite value
for the complexity C(|ψ〉) of the state of the real world
at any finite time.
Complexity as defined by Eq. (20) is not in general

a continous function with respect to the metric on H
so that small deviations from any |ψ〉 can lead to large
changes in complexity. Applications of [10] typically han-
dle this issue by minimizing Eq. (20) over an ǫ neighbor-
hood of any |ψ〉. A further departure from [10] is that Eq.
(20) will be applied without the use of an ǫ neighborhood,
the role of which will be subsumed by the parameter b
to be introduced in the definition of branching in Section
V.
Although not continuous with respect to the metric

on H, the complexity C[|ψ(t)〉] of a state |ψ(t)〉 evolving
in time according to a local Hamiltonian is a continuous
function of time. At any instant t, there will be a dis-
crete set of trajectories k(ν) each of which yields a Uk(ν)
that connects |ψ(t)〉 to some product state and is a local
mimimum of

Ck[|ψ(t)〉] =
∫ 1

0

dν ‖ k(ν) ‖ . (27)

The complexity C[ψ(t)〉] is the global minimum of this set
of local mimima. But since each trajectory k(ν) is cho-
sen from the space K of all possible local interactions,
as |ψ(t)〉 evolves in t according to a local Hamiltonian,
the corresponding k(ν) at each t will be part of a t de-
pendent family of k(ν) that varies continuously with t.
Thus C[|ψ(t)〉] is the mimimum over a set of continuous
functions of t and therefore itself a continuous function
of t.
A consequence of the restriction in Eq. (15) to nearest

neighbor Hamiltonians is that state vectors |ψ〉 which
carry entanglement over large volumes require k(ν) with
many steps and thus are assigned high complexity. In
Sections IV we define a class of multi-fermion entangled
states, and then in Appendices B and C derive lower and
upper bounds on the complexity of these states.
Eqs. (20) and (21) immediately yield a formula for the

complexity of the tensor product |χ〉 ⊗ |φ〉 of a pair of
states localized on regions Rχ and Rφ sufficiently distant
from each other. For this case we have

C(|χ〉 ⊗ |φ〉)2 =

C(|χ〉 ⊗ |Ωφ〉)2 + C(|Ωχ〉 ⊗ |φ〉)2, (28)

where |Ωχ〉 and |Ωφ〉 are the vacuum states on regions Rχ

and Rφ, respectively. For sufficiently distant Rχ and Rφ,
the optimal trajectories kiχ(ν) and kiφ(ν) in Eq. (20)

for |χ〉 ⊗ |Ωφ〉 and |Ωχ〉 ⊗ |φ〉 will commute. The opti-
mal product state in Eq. (21) for |χ〉 ⊗ |φ〉 will be the
product |χ〉0 ⊗ |φ〉0, where |χ〉0 and |φ〉0 are the optimal
product states for |χ〉 ⊗ |Ωφ〉 and |Ωχ〉 ⊗ |φ〉 respectively,
and kiχ(ν)+kiφ(ν) will give an optimal trajectory in Eq.
(20) for |χ〉 ⊗ |φ〉 if the time parametrization of kiχ(ν)
and kiφ(ν) are chosen to fulfill

‖ kiχ(ν) ‖= λ ‖ kiφ(ν) ‖ (29)

for some λ independent of t. Eq. (28) then follows.

D. Second Law of Quantum Complexity

An estimate of the change in complexity over time
of a system evolving according to a local Hamiltonian
through a sequence of states each with much less than the
system’s maximum possible complexity follows from the
conjectured second law of quantum complexity of [11].
Let |φ(t)〉 for t ≥ t0 be the trajectory given by a local
Hamiltonian H of a state starting from some |φ(t0)〉. For
a closely spaced pair of times t, t+ δ, the hypothesis that
H is local implies there is at least one operator k(t) in
the operator space K of Section III B and a phase factor
ξ(t) such that

|φ(t + δ)〉 = ξ(t) exp[−iδk(t)]|φ(t)〉. (30)

The incremental complexity C(|φ(t + δ)〉, |φ(t)〉) is then
given by

C(|φ(t + δ)〉, |φ(t)〉) = δ ‖ k(t) ‖, (31)

for the k(t) which fulfills Eq. (30) and minimizes ‖ k(t) ‖.
For any t ≥ t0 it then follows that

C(|φ(t)〉, |φ(t0)〉) ≤
∫ t

t0

dt ‖ k(t) ‖ . (32)

Let H(c) be the region of state space H with complex-
ity bounded by c

H(c) = {|φ〉 ∈ H|C(|φ〉) ≤ c}. (33)

According to the conjectured second law of quantum
complexity the size of H(c) rises extremely rapidly as a
function of c, sufficiently rapidly that the overwhelming
majority of |φ〉 ∈ H(c) have complexity C(|φ〉) nearly
equal to c. In particular, it is conjectured that a se-
quence of evolving states each with much less than the
system’s maximum possible complexity, at each time step
very probably increase their complexity to the maximum
available on the region of state space accessible by one
step of Hamiltonian time evolution. Eqs. (32) then im-
plies that with high probability

C(|φ(t)〉, |φ(t0)〉) =
∫ t

t0

dt ‖ k(t) ‖ −ǫ (34)

for some very small ǫ > 0.
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IV. COMPLEXITY OF ENTANGLED

MULTI-FERMION STATES

We introduce a family of entangled multi-fermion
states, then in Appendices B and C prove lower and up-
per bounds for the complexity of these states. For sim-
plicity, the states will be built up from single fermion
wave functions which are constant across cubic regions.
The complexity bounds will depend both on the size and
on the distance between entangled regions. At the cost
of additional detail, the results can be extended to more
general entangled states.
For indices 0 ≤ i < m, 0 ≤ j < n, let {Dij} be a set

of cubic regions each with volume V in lattice units and
let {sij} be a set of spins either 1 or -1. Pairs of regions
with opposite spin may overlap. Suppose in addition,
there is a set of surfaces {Sℓ}, 0 ≤ ℓ < q, each of which
divides the lattice L into a pair of disjoint pieces, with
each point of each Sℓ at least one nearest neighbor step
from each point of each distinct Sℓ′ and from each point
of each Dij , and such that, for a fixed pair of nonzero
integers n0, n1 which sum to n, for every 0 ≤ i < m,
each Sℓ divides the set {Dij}, 0 ≤ j < n, into a pair
of disjoint subsets of size n0 and n1. Thus the set of
surfaces {Sℓ}, 0 ≤ ℓ < q, mark a collection of gaps within
the set of Dij the aggregate width of which is at least
q units of lattice spacing. The particular features we
require of the Sℓ are a way of specifiying gaps in the Dij

sufficient to permit the derivation of a contribution to
the complexity lower bound determined by gap width.
For later convenience, we will assume m and V are both
multiples of 4. No restrictions are placed on q, however.
In particular, q can be 0 so that the set {Sℓ} is empty.
From the {Dij} and {sij}, define a set of n-fermion

product states

|pi〉 = V −n
2

∏

0≤j<n





∑

x∈Dij

Ψ†(x, sij)



 |Ω〉. (35)

The entangled states we consider are then

|ψ〉 = m− 1
2

∑

0≤i<m

ζi|pi〉 (36)

for complex ζi with |ζi| = 1.
For n-fermion entangled states of the form in Eq. (36)

with m > 4, n > 1, we prove in Appendix B a lower
bound on complexity

C(|ψ〉) ≥ c0
√
mV +

c1q√
n

(37)

with c0, c1 independent of q,m, n and V .
In Appendix C we prove in addition

C(|ψ〉) ≤ c2
√
mnV + c3mn+ c4

√
mnr, (38)

where c2, c3 and c4 are independent of q,m, n and V . The
distance r is given by

r = min
x00

max
ij

rij (39)

where rij is the number of nearest neighbor steps in the
shortest path between lattice points xij and yij such that
no pair of paths for distinct {i, j} intersect, yij is the
center point of Dij and xij is an m× n rectangular grid
of nearest neighbors in the positive x1 and x2 directions
with base point x00.
Eqs. (37) and (38) constrain the behavior of a possi-

ble continuum limit of the lattice definition of complex-
ity. Assume a limit as a → 0 exists for a multiplicately
renormalized version of C(|ψ〉) evaluated on a |ψ〉 which
is held fixed in scaled units. One such state is the |ψ〉 of
Eq. (36) with the regions Dij kept fixed in scaled units
and therefore V of the form

V = a−3V̂ , (40)

for V̂ fixed as a→ 0. Since both the lower bound of Eq.
(37) and and the upper bound of Eq. (38) are propor-

tional to
√
V , C(|ψ〉) will have to be related to renormal-

ized complexity Ĉ(|ψ〉) by

C(|ψ〉) = a−
3
2 Ĉ(|ψ〉). (41)

For renormalized complexity, in the limit a → 0, the
terms in Eqs. (37) and (38) proportional to c1, c3 and c4
will vanish.
For multi-boson states similar to the fermion states of

Eq. (36) the proof of the upper bound of Appendix C
goes through with only minor adjustments. The proof
of the lower bound of Appendix B, however, depends on
the conservation of fermion number and does not carry
over to entangled states which consist purely of bosons.

V. BRANCHING

Using the complexity measure of Section III we now
define a decomposition of a state vector into a set of
branches which miminizes a measure of the aggregate
complexity of the branch decomposition.
The state vector of the real world, we will propose, fol-

lows through time a single continuously evolving branch
in the optimal decomposition. Then at various instants
the branch followed in the optimal decomposition will
split into two sub-branches. Each time a split occurs,
the real world, we assume, randomly chooses one of the
resulting sub-branches according to the Born rule.

A. Net Complexity of a Branch Decomposition

For any |ψ〉 ∈ H let |ψ〉 =
∑

i |ψi〉 be a candidate
orthogonal decomposition into branches. We define the
net complexity Q({|ψi〉}) of this decomposition to be

Q({|ψi〉}) =
∑

i

〈ψi|ψi〉[C(|ψi〉)]2−

b
∑

i

〈ψi|ψi〉 ln(〈ψi|ψi〉), (42)
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with branching threshold b > 0. For any choice of b, the
branch decomposition of |ψ〉 is defined to be the {|ψi〉}
which minimizes Q({|ψi〉}). The first term in Eq. (42)
is the mean squared complexity of the branches split off
from |ψ〉. But each branch can also be thought of as spec-
ifying, approximately, some macroscopic classical config-
uration of the world. The second term represents the
entropy of this random ensemble of classical configura-
tions.
Since the complexity of any state which is not an eigen-

vector of particle number N is ∞, each branch in a de-
composition {|ψi〉} which minimizes Q({|ψi〉}) will be an
eigenvector of N . The requirement that each branch be
an eigenvector of N becomes a superselection rule.
The quantity Q({|ψi〉}) is nonnegative and, with

nonzero lattice spacing, there is at least one choice of or-
thogonal decomposition for which Q({|ψi〉}) is ¡bounded
from above. Any |ψ〉 with fermion number n can be ex-
pressed as a linear combination of a finite set of product
states of the form

|{xj , sj}, {yk}〉 =
∏

0≤j<n

Ψ†(xj , sj)
∏

0≤k<m

Φ†(yk)|Ω〉. (43)

For this decomposition all C(|ψi〉) are 0 and the second
term in Eq. (42)

−
∑

xj ,sj ,yk

[〈{xj , sj}, {yk}|ψ〉〈ψ|{xj , sj}, {yk}〉×

ln(〈{xj , sj}, {yk}|ψ〉〈ψ|{xj , sj}, {yk}〉)], (44)

is finite. Since Q({|ψi〉}) is nonnegative, it follows that
Q({|ψi〉}) has a finite minimum. We will assume without
proof that this minimum is unique and realized by some
decomposition {|ψi〉}, except possibly for |ψ〉 in a lower
dimensional submanifold of the unit sphere in H.
For a |ψ〉 with multi-particle wave function that is C∞

and has compact support, a finite maximum of Q({|ψi〉})
also persists in the continuum limit a → 0 with lattice
dimension 2aB held fixed. Returning to scaled positions
ax, an orthonormal basis for the n-fermion,m-boson sub-
space of H consists of the set of plane-wave states

|{pj, sj}, {qk}〉 = (8B)
−3(n+m)

2 ×
∏

0≤j<n,0≤k<m

{
∑

xj,yk

exp[ipj · (axj) + iqk · (ayk)]×

Ψ†(axj , sj)Φ
†(ayk)}|Ω〉, (45)

for momenta pj , qk each component of which is an integer
multiple of π

aB . Each of the plane-waves in Eq. (45) is a
product state and therefore has complexity 0. Thus the
first term in Eq. (42) is 0. Since the wave function of |ψ〉
is C∞ and has compact support, however, the expansion
coefficients 〈ψ|{pj , sj}, {qk}〉 fall off at large |pj | and |qk|
faster than any power. In addition, for small z and any

small positive ǫ we have

− ln(z) < ǫ−1z−ǫ. (46)

Thus the second term in Eq. (42) is bounded

−
∑

i

〈ψi|ψi〉 ln(〈ψi|ψi〉) ≤
∑

pj ,sj ,qk

ǫ−1[〈{kj , sj}, {qk}|ψ〉〈ψ|{kj , sj}, {qk}〉]1−ǫ. (47)

As a result of the rapid fall off of 〈ψ|{pj , sj}, {qk}〉 at
large |pj| and |qk|, the sum in Eq. (47) and therefore
Q({|ψi〉}) has a finite limit as a→ 0.
For b either extremely small or extremely large, the

branches which follow from Eq. (42) will look nothing
like the macro reality we see. For small enough b, the
minimum of Q({|ψi〉}) will be dominated by the com-
plexity term. It follows from the discussion of Section III
that the minimum of the complexity term will occur for
a set of branches each of which is nearly a pure, unen-
tangled multi-particle product state. Thus bound states
will be sliced up into unrecognizable fragments. On the
other hand, for very large b, the minimum of Q({|ψi〉})
will be dominated by the entropy term, leading to only a
single branch consisting of the entire coherent quantum
state. Again, unlike the world we see.
The result of all of which is that for the branches given

by minimizing Q({|ψi〉}) of Eq. (42) to have any chance
of matching the macro world, b has to be some finite
number. Experiments to measure b will be discussed in
more detail in Section XI
In Section IV we argued that the results of Appendices

B and C imply that if a continuum limit exists for the
lattice definition of complexity, the multiplicatively reno-
malized continuum complexity Ĉ(|ψ〉) will be related to
lattice complexity C(|ψ〉) by Eq. (41). For net complex-
ity of Eq. (42) to have a renormalized continuum version,
b will therefore have to be given by

b = a−3b̂, (48)

for renomalized continuum b̂, which will then have units
of volume.

B. Net Complexity of a Tensor Product

The choice of [C(|ψi〉)]2 in Eq. (42) defining Q({|ψi〉})
rather than some other power of C(|ψi〉) is dictated by
the plausible requirement that branching occur indepen-
dently for remote, unentangled factors of a tensor prod-
uct state.
Consider a state |ψ〉 given by the tensor product |χ〉⊗

|φ〉 of a pair of states localized on regions Rχ and Rφ

sufficiently distant from each other. A candidate branch
decomposition then becomes

|ψ〉 =
∑

ij

|χi〉 ⊗ |φj〉. (49)
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Eqs. (28) and (42) then imply

Q({|χi〉 ⊗ |φj}) =
Q({|χi〉 ⊗ |Ωφ〉}) +Q({|Ωχ〉 ⊗ |φj〉}). (50)

Thus branching of each of the remote states will occur
independently unaffected by branching of the other.

C. Time Evolution of Optimal Branch

Decomposition

Suppose Q({|ψi〉}) is minimized at each t for some
evolving |ψ(t)〉. The set of possible branch decomposi-
tions over which Q({|ψi〉}) is minimized can be viewed
as a topological space with topology given by the prod-
uct of the Hilbert space topology on each |ψi〉. At any
time t, the net complexity function Q({|ψi〉}) will then
have some set of local minima, each an absolute mini-
mum on a corresponding open set of branch decompo-
sitions. The optimal decomposition will be the global
minimum over this set of local minima. For time evolu-
tion by a local Hamiltonian, the complexity C[|ψ(t)〉] of
|ψ(t)〉 and the complexity C[|ψi(t)〉] of any branch |ψi(t)〉
will be continuous functions of time. Thus the local min-
ima of Q({|ψi〉}) will themselves track continuously in
time. But at a set of isolated points in time, which of the
competing local minima is the overall global minimum
can potentially change. At such instants, the optimal
decomposition will jump discontinuously. Thus the opti-
mal decomposition is a piecewise continuous function of
t.

Continuous Hamiltonian time evolution of each branch
leaves the classical entropy term in Eq. (42) unchanged,
while the quantum complexity term in Eq. (42) po-
tentially changes during Hamiltonian time evolution,
thereby causing a continuous drift in the optimal branch
configuration. For a sufficiently large b, however, the clas-
sical entropy term in Eq. (42) can be made arbitrarily
more important than the quantum term. Thus for large
enough b, the continuous part of time evolution will con-
sist almost entirely of Hamiltonian time evolution of each
branch.

For the discontinuous part of branch evolution, the re-
quirement that the {|ψi〉} be an orthogonal decomposi-
tion of |ψ(t)〉 implies that a single |ψi〉 can not jump by
itself.

The simplest possibile discontinuity allowed by the re-
quirement that the {|ψi〉} be orthogonal is for some single
branch |φ〉 to split into two pieces

|φ〉 = |φ0〉+ |φ1〉. (51)

The terms in Q({|ψi〉}) arising from |φ〉 before the split
are

〈φ|φ〉{[C(|φ〉)]2 − b ln(〈φ|φ〉}. (52)

The terms from |φ0〉, |φ1〉 after the split can be written
in the form

〈φ|φ〉{ρ[C(|φ0〉)]2 + (1− ρ)[C(|φ1〉)]2−
bρ ln(ρ)− b(1− ρ) ln(1 − ρ)− b ln(〈φ|φ〉]}, (53)

for ρ defined by

〈φ0|φ0〉 = ρ〈φ|φ〉. (54)

Thus a split will occur if

[C(|φ〉)]2 − ρ[C(|φ0〉)]2 − (1− ρ)[C(|φ1〉)]2 >
− bρ ln(ρ)− b(1− ρ) ln(1− ρ). (55)

The condition for a split is a saving in average squared
complexity by an amount linear in b. Splitting occurs as
soon as the required threshold saving in average squared
complexity is crossed.
A split could also reverse itself if as a result of time

evolution the complexity of |φ〉, |φ0〉 or |φ1〉 changes suf-
ficiently to reverse the inequality in Eq. (55). In Section
VI, however, we will present an argument for the hypoth-
esis that such reversals almost never occur, and that, in
addition, for a system evolving through a sequence of
states each with much less than the system’s maximum
possible complexity, a permanent split of a single branch
into two pieces according to Eq. (53) accounts for nearly
all of the discontinuities in the time evolution of the op-
timal branch decomposition.

VI. PAIR SPLITS PERSIST, OTHER

DISCONTINUITIES ABSENT

In Section III D based on the conjectured second law
of quantum complexity [11], we derived the estimate

C(|φ(t)〉, |φ(t0)〉) =
∫ t

t0

dt ‖ k(t) ‖ −ǫ (56)

for the time evolution of complexity of a system governed
by a local Hamiltonian, evolving through a sequence of
states each with much less than the system’s maximum
possible complexity. Based on Eq. (56), we now present
an argument for the hypothesis that a pair of branches
|φ0〉 and |φ1〉 produced according to Eqs. (51) and (55)
by a split at some t0 of a branch |φ〉 with much less than
maximal complexity, for a system with a large number
of degrees of freedom and b sufficiently large, with high
probability will not merge back into |φ〉 at t > t0. If Eq.
(55) holds at t0, with high probability it will continue to
hold at all t > t0.
In addition, other possible events merging two

branches into a single result we will argue are similarly
improbable. Rearrangments at a single instant of n
branches into a new configuration of n′ branches with
n, n′ ≥ 2 are also highly improbable. Splits with n = 1



10

and n′ ≥ 3 at a single instant we believe occur with
zero probability and are realized instead as a sequence of
events at distinct times each with n = 1 and n′ = 2.
The time evolution of the set of optimal branches then

yields a tree structure of branches each eventually split-
ting into a pair of sub-branches. The state vector of the
real world we propose follows through the tree a single
sequence of branches and sub-branches, with the sub-
branch at each splitting event chosen randomly according
to the Born rule.
A key element in the arguments we give for the persis-

tence and dominance of pair splits is the hypothesis that
the system considered has not yet reached a configuration
of maximal complexity. This hypothesis could eventu-
ally fail for a sufficiently isolated bound subsystem of the
universe. Thus branches associated with this subsystem
potentially might recombine. As a consequence of isola-
tion from the rest of the universe, however, such recom-
bination processes would necessarily result in no external
record. In principle, events simultaneously producing or
recombining more than two branches might also occur.
These, however, are something like simultanous n-body
collisions, n > 2, in a random gas and we assume do
not occur even for a system which has reached maximal
complexity. In the relativistic formulation of branching,
the real world is assumed to consist of a random choice
among the final set of branching records left at asymp-
totically late τ . The real world at any particular finite
time is then recovered by retracing the set of branching
events the late time choice implies. For this purpose, it
will be technically convient to treat branches which re-
combine in the evolving optimal branch configuration as
remaining distinct through the recombination event. But
again, since recombination events occur only in subsys-
tems sufficiently isolated from the rest of the universe, it
is plausible that their treatement in relativistic branching
is without observable consequences.

A. Complexity After a Split

The first half of the argument for the persistence of pair
splits is a bound on the change in complexity, following
a branching event, of either child branch by the change
in complexity of the parent. At some time t0, assume a
particular |φ〉 of an optimal branch decomposition {|ψi〉}
splits into sub-branches |φ0〉 and |φ1〉 according to Eqs.
(51) and (55). According to the discussion of Section
IIID, there is an operator k(t) which satisfies

|φ(t+ δ)〉 = ξ(t) exp[−iδk(t)]|φ(t)〉, (57)

with minimal ‖ k(t) ‖ yielding

C(|φ(t)〉, |φ(t0)〉) =
∫ t

t0

dt ‖ k(t) ‖ −ǫ. (58)

For the branches |φ0〉 and |φ1〉 we can then define ki(t)
to accomplish

|φi(t+ δ)〉 = ξi(t) exp[−iδki(t)]|φi(t)〉, (59)

with minimal ‖ ki(t) ‖. The argument leading to Eq.
(58) then implies that with high probability

C(|φi(t)〉, |φi(t0)〉) =
∫ t

t0

dt ‖ ki(t) ‖ −ǫi (60)

for some very small ǫi ≥ 0.
For sufficiently large b, for |φ〉 the state of a system

with a large number of degrees of freedom, we can obtain
bounds on the ‖ ki(t) ‖.
For some nearest neighbor pair {x, y}, define

Q = Hx ⊗Hy, (61a)

R =
⊗

z 6=x,y

Hz, (61b)

H = Q⊗R. (61c)

Let the corresponding Schmidt decompositions of
|φ0〉, |φ1〉 be

|φi〉 =
∑

j

|ψij〉 ⊗ |χij〉. (62)

For sufficiently large b, for a system with a large num-
ber of degrees of freedom, the states |φ0〉 and |φ1〉 on
reaching the branching threshold and after will have wan-
dered off into high dimensional spaces. We therefore ex-
pect the burden of orthogonality between |φ0〉 and |φ1〉
to be spread over many lattice spacings. The reduced
states produced by averaging |φ0〉 and |φ1〉 over the 2
site Hilbert space Q should then still be orthogonal. If
so, we have

〈χ0j |χ1ℓ〉 = 0, (63)

for all j, ℓ.
We now temporarily approximate Q by the corre-

sponding space defined in Appendix A with the number
of bosons at each site x and y restricted to some large
but finite n.
Let hxy be the piece of the Hamiltonian H acting on

Q. For i of 0 and 1, let Pixy be the projection onto the
subspace of Q spanned by the set of |ψij〉 and hxy|ψij〉
for all j. Let Pxy be the projection onto the subspace
spanned by the set of |ψij〉 and hxy|ψij〉 for all i and j.
Eq. (59) combined with Eqs. (62) and (63) imply the
minimal norm kixy, the part of each ki acting on Q, is
given by

k̂ixy = PixyhxyPixy, (64a)

kixy = k̂ixy −
Trxy(k̂ixy)

Trxy(Ixy)
Ixy, (64b)

where Ixy is the identity operator on Q. Similarly Eqs.
(57), (62) and (63) imply the minimal norm kxy is given
by

k̂xy = PxyhxyPxy, (65a)

kxy = k̂xy −
Trxy(k̂xy)

Trxy(Ixy)
Ixy. (65b)
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However,

Pixy = PixyPxy, (66)

and therefore

Trxy(k̂
2
ixy) = Trxy(PixyhxyPixyhxyPixy) ≤

Trxy(PxyhxyPxyhxyPxy) =

Trxy(k̂
2
xy). (67)

In addition, as the limit on the number of bosons n→ ∞

Trxy(k
2
ixy) → Trxy(k̂

2
ixy), (68a)

Trxy(k
2
xy) → Trxy(k̂

2
xy). (68b)

Eqs. (67) - (68b) combined across all nearest neighbor
pairs {x, y} then imply

‖ ki(t) ‖≤‖ k(t) ‖, (69)

for i = 0, 1.
Combining Eq. (69) with Eqs. (58) and (60) implies

C(|φi(t)〉, |φi(t0)〉) < C(|φ(t)〉, |φ(t0)〉) + ǫ, (70)

A further iteration of the argument leading to Eq. (58)
then yields

C(|φi(t)〉)− C(|φi(t0)〉) <
C(|φ(t)〉) − C(|φ(t0)〉) + ǫ. (71)

B. Net Complexity After a Split

We now show that combined with Eq. (53) at t0, Eq.
(71) leads to Eq. (53) for all t > t0.
At t > t0, the left hand side of Eq. (55) is given by

p(t)

p(t) = [D(t) + C(|φ(t0)〉]2−
ρ[D0(t) + C(|φ0(t0)〉)]2−

(1− ρ)[D1(t) + C(|φ1(t0)〉)]2, (72)

with the definitions

D(t) = C(|φ(t)〉) − C(|φ(t0)〉), (73a)

D0(t) = C(|φ0(t)〉)− C(|φ0(t0)〉), (73b)

D1(t) = C(|φ1(t)〉)− C(|φ1(t0)〉). (73c)

We can then expand p(t) as a sum of three terms

q(t) = D(t)2 − ρD0(t)
2 − (1 − ρ)D1(t)

2, (74)

r(t) = 2D(t)C(|φ(t0)〉)− 2ρD0(t)C(|φ0(t0)〉)−
2(1− ρ)D1(t)C(|φ1(t0)〉), (75)

s = C(|φ(t0)〉)2 − ρC(|φ0(t0)〉)2−
(1− ρ)C(|φ1(t0)〉)2. (76)

Eqs. (71) and (73a) - (73c) imply q(t) is greater than
some −ǫ. Also s is the left hand side of Eq. (55) so
strictly greater than the right hand side, D(t) greater
than −ǫ by a futher application of the second law of
quantum complexity, and C(|φ(t0)〉) is nonnegative by
the definition of complexity. The Cauchy-Schwartz in-
equality

√

ρD0(t)2 + (1− ρ)D1(t)2×
√

ρC(|φ0(t0)〉)2 + (1− ρ)C(|φ1(t0)〉)2 ≥
ρD0(t)C(|φ0(t0)〉) + (1− ρ)D1(t)C(|φ1(t0)〉), (77)

combined with the bounds on q(t) and s, then implies
that r(t) is greater than some −ǫ. It follows that

p(t) > s− ǫ > −bρ ln(ρ)− b(1− ρ) ln(1− ρ)− ǫ. (78)

Thus Eq. (55) is highly likely satisified for all t > t0. A
split which first occurs at some time t0 with high proba-
bility persists for all t > t0.

C. Other Mergers of Pairs Similarly Improbable

The argument supporting the hypothesis that splits
persist can equally well be applied to show that any pair
of branches |φ0〉 and |φ1〉 which exists at some time t0,
whether or not they were born from the split of a single
shared parent branch, are highly unlikely to merge into
a single branch at t > t0.
Let the sum of the branches |φ0〉 and |φ1〉 at t0 be given

again by

|φ〉 = |φ0〉+ |φ1〉. (79)

Then since the optimal branch decomposition {ψi} at t0
includes |φ0〉 and |φ1〉, rather than their replacement by
|φ〉, the inequality

[C(|φ〉)]2 − ρ[C(|φ0〉)]2 − (1− ρ)[C(|φ1〉)]2 >
− bρ ln(ρ)− b(1− ρ) ln(1− ρ). (80)

must again hold at t0. The discussion of Sections VIA
and VIB then supports the hypothesis that Eq. (80)
continues to hold for all t > t0.

D. No Other Discontinuities

The remaining class of possible discontinuities in
branch time evolution are events rearranging n branches
at a single instant into a new configuration of n′ branches
with n + n′ > 3. A further extension of the argument
showing splits persist shows that rearrangements with
n, n′ ≥ 2 are highly improbable.
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Consider the case of n and n′ both 2. Suppose at
time t0 the optimal branch configuration includes a pair
of branches |φ0〉, |φ1〉. For a system evolving through
a sequence of states with much less than the system’s
maximum possible complexity, we will show at t > t0 it
is highly improbable for |φ0〉, |φ1〉 to jump to a distinct
pair |φ′0〉, |φ′1〉 with

|φ0〉+ |φ1〉 = |φ′0〉+ |φ′1〉, (81)

while all other branches vary continuously with time at
t0.
Since all branches in the optimal decomposition {|ψi〉}

aside from |φ0〉 and |φ1〉 vary continuously with t across
time t0, for a discontinuous jump to |φ′0〉, |φ′1〉, |φ′0〉, |φ′1〉
must span the same 2-dimensional space as |φ0〉, |φ1〉. For
some matrix of coefficients zij

|φ′i〉 =
∑

j

zij |φj〉. (82)

By applying the argument leading to Eq. (71) first
with |φ′0〉 in the place of |φ〉, z00|φ0〉 in place of |φ0〉 and
z01|φ1〉 in place of |φ1〉, then with |φ′1〉 in the place of |φ〉,
z10|φ0〉 in place of |φ0〉 and z11|φ1〉 in place of |φ1〉, we
obtain for t > t0 and i and j and combination of 0 and 1

C(|φi(t)〉)− C(|φi(t0)〉) <
C(|φ′j(t)〉) − C(|φ′j(t0)〉) + ǫ, (83)

since for any complex number z and vector |φ〉
C(z|φ〉) = C(|φ〉). (84)

Consider now Eq. (83) with t and t0 exchanged and t
run back to some early time t1. The discussion in Section
IIID yielding

C(|φ(t)〉, |φ(t0)〉) =
∫ t

t0

dt ‖ k(t) ‖ −ǫ (85)

implies the complexity of almost all states will increase
monotonically from t1 to t0. As already mentioned, we
assume the system begins at t1 in a state with small or
0 complexity and arrives at t0 in a state with complexity
much larger. Eq. (83) then yields the result

C(|φi(t0)〉) < C(|φ′j(t0)〉) + ǫ, (86)

for some small ǫ much smaller than C(|φi(t0)〉) or
C(|φ′j(t0)〉) and i, j any combination of 0 and 1.
An adaptation of the discussion of Section VI B com-

bined with Eqs. (83) and (86) implies |φ0〉, |φ1〉 can not
jump discontinuously to |φ′0〉, |φ′1〉 at t0.
Let t2 be some time preceding t0 at which the opti-

mal branch configuration still includes |φ0〉, |φ1〉 and not
|φ′0〉, |φ′1〉. Then at t2 the complexities satisfy

ρ′[C(|φ′0(t2)〉)]2 + (1− ρ′)[C(|φ′1(t2)〉)]2−
ρ[C(|φ0(t2)〉)]2 − (1 − ρ)[C(|φ1(t2)〉)]2 >

bρ′ ln(ρ′) + b(1− ρ′) ln(1− ρ′)−
bρ ln(ρ)− b(1− ρ) ln(1− ρ), (87)

where ρ, ρ′, both time independent, are defined by

〈φ0(t2)|φ0(t2)〉 =
ρ(〈φ0(t2)|φ0(t2)〉+ 〈φ1(t2)|φ1(t2)〉), (88)

〈φ0(t2)′|φ0(t2)′〉 =
ρ′(〈φ0(t2)′|φ0(t2)′〉+ 〈φ1(t2)′|φ1(t2)′〉). (89)

For |φ0〉, |φ1〉 to jump to |φ′0〉, |φ′1〉 at t0 > t2 the in-
equality in Eq. (87) would have to reverse. At t0 the left
hand side of Eq. (87) is given by

p(t0) = ρ′[D′
0(t0) + C(|φ′0(t0)〉]2+

(1− ρ′)[D′
1(t0) + C(|φ′1(t0)〉]2−

ρ[D0(t0) + C(|φ0(t0)〉)]2−
(1− ρ)[D1(t0) + C(|φ1(t0)〉)]2, (90)

with the definitions

D′
0(t0) = C(|φ′0(t0)〉)− C(|φ′0(t2)〉), (91a)

D′
1(t0) = C(|φ′1(t0)〉)− C(|φ1(t2)〉), (91b)

D0(t0) = C(|φ0(t0)〉)− C(|φ0(t2)〉), (91c)

D1(t0) = C(|φ1(t0)〉)− C(|φ1(t2)〉). (91d)

We can then expand p(t) as a sum of three terms

q(t0) = ρ′D′
0(t0)

2 + (1− ρ′)D′
1(t0)

2−
ρD0(t0)

2 − (1− ρ)D1(t0)
2, (92)

r(t0) = 2ρ′D′
0(t)C(|φ′0(t0)〉)+
2(1− ρ′)D′

1(t)C(|φ′1(t0)〉)−
2ρD0(t0)C(|φ0(t0)〉)−

2(1− ρ)D1(t0)C(|φ1(t0)〉), (93)

s = ρ′C(|φ′0(t2)〉)2 + (1− ρ′)C(|φ′1(t2)〉)2−
ρC(|φ0(t2)〉)2 − (1− ρ)C(|φ1(t2)〉)2. (94)

By Eq. (83), q(t0) is greater than some small −ǫ, by
Eqs.(83) and (86), r(t0) is greater than some other small
−ǫ and s is the left hand side of Eq. (87) and therefore
strictly greater than the right hand side. Thus p(t0) is
highly probably greater than the right hand side of Eq.
(87) and va jump from |φ0〉, |φ1〉 to |φ′0〉, |φ′1〉 at any t0 >
t2 is highly unlikely to occur.
By a similar argument, for a system evolving through a

sequence of states with much less than the system’s max-
imum possible complexity, rearrangments of n branches
at a single instant into a new configuration of n′ branches
for any other n, n′ ≥ 2 can be shown also to be highly
unlikely to occur.
The end result of all of which is support for the hy-

pothesis that for a system evolving through a sequence
of states with much less than the system’s maximum pos-
sible complexity, the discontinuities in branch time evo-
lution are highly probably only splits of a single branch
into a pair of sub-branches.
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VII. SCATTERING EXPERIMENT

We will apply the branching proposal of Section V to
a model of an experiment in which a microscopic system
scatters and produces a final state recorded by a macro-
scopic measuring device.
Let H be the product

H = Q⊗R, (95)

where Q is the space of states of the macroscopic measur-
ing device and R is the space of states of the microscopic
system which undergoes scattering.
Assume an unentangled initial state

|ψin〉 = |ψ0
Q〉 ⊗ |ψ0

R〉, (96)

for which the complexity measure Q(|ψin〉) is already at
a minimum and cannot be reduced by splitting |ψin〉 into
orthogonal parts. For the microscopic system, this can
be accomplished by a microsopic state |ψ0

R〉 with proba-
bility concentrated on a scale smaller than the branching
volume b. The macroscopic state |ψ0

Q〉 we assume spread
on a scale much larger than b but without entanglement
on a scale larger than b. We assume also that the number
of fermions nQ in the macroscopic system is much larger
than the number of fermions nR in the microscopic sys-
tem.
A macroscopic state satisfying these assumptions is the

n-fermion product states of Section IV,

|ψ0
Q〉 = V −n

2

∑

xj∈D0j

∏

j

Ψ†(xj , s0j)|Ω〉, (97)

where, as before, the spins sij are either 1 or -1 and the
Dij are a set of regions each of volume V any pair of
which may overlap if their spins are opposite.
The microscopic system then undergoes scattering

which produces a final state which is a superposition of
|ψi

R〉, we assume for simplicity equally weighted, which is
then detected by the macroscopic device eventually lead-
ing to the entangled result

|ψout〉 = m− 1
2

∑

0≤i<m

|ψi
Q〉 ⊗ |ψi

R〉. (98)

As was the case for the initial state, the macroscopic fac-
tor |ψi

Q〉 in each of these terms we assume spread on a
scale V large with respect to b, but without additional
entanglement beyond the entanglement explicit in Eq.
(98), and the microscopic factor |ψi

R〉 we assume spread
on a scale small with respect to b. We assume also the
macroscopic factors for distinct i are orthogonal. Macro-
scopic final states which accomplish this are the rest of
the n-fermion product states of Section IV,

|ψi
Q〉 = V −n

2

∑

xj∈Dij

∏

j

Ψ†(xj , sij)|Ω〉. (99)

With Eq. (99) for the macrosopic factors |ψi
Q〉, Ap-

pendix B can be adapted to provide an estimate of the

effect on C(|ψout〉) of the microscopic factors |ψi
R〉 in Eq.

(98). For |ψout〉, consider a version of Eqs. (35) and (36)
with fermion number n now replaced by nQ + nR. For
the additional values of nQ ≤ j < nQ + nR assume the
regions Dij extend only over volumes VR much smaller
than V. Construct the regions Eℓ without change. As a
consequence of the small size of theDij of the microscopic
state, fermions in these regions will make almost no con-
tribution to the final Schmidt vectors {λjℓ(1)} which will
remain unchanged from the discussion in Appendix B.
But an estimate of C(|ψout〉) now requires a trajectory
k(ν) from a product state |ω〉 with a total of nQ + nR
fermions. As a result, the bound on Schmidt vector ro-
tation angles of Eq. (B15) becomes

∫ 1

0

|θℓ(ν)|dν ≥ arcsin(

√

nQ − nR
mV

). (100)

Similarly, as a consequence of the fermion number of
C(|ψout〉), the bound in Eq. (B56) becomes

∑

x∈De,y∈Do

〈ψ(ν)|[I − z0(x, y)]|ψ(ν)〉

≤ 6(nQ + nR). (101)

The net result of these two changes is that the bound
of Eq. (37) becomes

C(|ψout〉) ≥ c0

√

mV (nQ − nR)

nQ + nR
. (102)

For nQ large with respect to nR, the lower bound on
C(|ψout〉) is almost unchanged from Eq. (37).
For the net complexity of |ψout〉 as a single branch we

obtain

Q(|ψout〉) ≥ (c0)
2mV. (103)

On the other hand a decomposition of |ψout〉 taking each
of the m terms in the sum in Eq. (99) as a branch and
assuming low complexity for each of the microscopic |ψi

R〉
gives

Q({(m)−
1
2 |ψi

Q〉 ⊗ |ψi
R〉}) = b ln(2m), (104)

which will be smaller than Q(|ψout〉) since V is assumed
much larger than b. Thus the final state will split into
m separate branches, one of which, chosen randomly ac-
cording to the Born rule, becomes the real world. For a
more detailed model filling in the evolution from |ψin〉 to
|ψout〉 the branching process would occur not in a single
step but sequentially over some short time as the entan-
gled form of Eq. (98) emerges.

VIII. 2-FERMION SYSTEM

We consider an isolated 2-fermion system with smooth
static internal wave function with compact support and
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center-of-mass position wave-function spreading accord-
ing to free time evolution. The center-of-mass wave func-
tion we will show eventually undergo branching. The
proof that branching will occur does not by itself show
what branches the state will split into, only that it will
split. For the wave function of a single fermion system,
no amount of spreading would result in brancing since all
states of a single fermion system are product states.
We will first find a lower bound on the complexity aris-

ing from spreading of the system’s center-of-mass wave
function. A version of Eq. (47) then yields an upper
bound on the smallest net complexity of a branch de-
composition of the state. At some instant at or before
the time at which the two limits cross, the wave function
of the center-of-mass position will split into branches.

A. Lower Bound on State Complexity

Let |ψ〉 be the state for a 2-fermion system with Gaus-
sian wave function for the center-of-mass position

|ψ〉 =
∑

X

g(X)|ψ(X)〉, (105a)

g(X) =
1

R
3
2 π

3
4

exp(−|X |2
2R2

), (105b)

|ψ(X)〉 =
∑

x0+x1=2X,s0,s1

[φ(x0 − x1, s0, s1)×

Ψ†(x0, s0)Ψ
†(x1, s1)]|Ω〉, (105c)

where R is some large constant, the wave function
φ(x, s0, s1) is antisymmetric

φ(x, s0, s1) = −φ(−x, s1, s0), (106)

vanishes beyond some distance r which is large in lattice
units but still much smaller than R

φ(x, s0, s1) = 0, |x| > r, (107)

and is a sufficiently smooth function of x that sums over
lattice points are nearly given by integrals over corre-
sponding continuous variables. The state |ψ(X)〉 is nor-
malized

〈ψ(X)|ψ(X)〉 = 1. (108)

Dropping a term which is small by a factor of r−3, Eq.
(108) implies

2
∑

xs0s1

|φ(2x, s0, s1)|2 = 1. (109)

A lower bound on the complexity of |ψ〉 follows from
Appendix B with a change in the choice of regions Eℓ.
Divide the lattice L into Le and Lo as before. All of the
points in Le we group into disjoint sets Eℓ with 4 points

in each set. Each Eℓ we require chosen in such a way
that any pair x, y ∈ Eℓ have R >> |x− y| > r.
For each Eℓ there is a corresponding tensor product

decomposition of H according to Eqs. (B7a) - (B8) and
Schmidt decomposition of |ψ〉 following Eqs. (B9) - (B11)

|ψ〉 =
∑

j

λjℓ|φjℓ〉|χjℓ〉. (110)

Consider the subspace of Qℓ with N [Qℓ] of 1. Because
no pair of x, y ∈ Eℓ is within the range of the same
|ψ(X)〉 in the superposition in Eq. (105a), the subspace
of Qℓ with N [Qℓ] of 1 is a direct sum of terms, each with
dimension 2, one such term for each x ∈ Eℓ formed from
the copies of |ψ(X)〉 it intersects. For some particular x,
let the corresponding terms in the Schmidt decomposi-
tion of Eq. (110) be

|ωx〉 =
∑

j=1,2

λjx|φjx〉|χjx〉. (111)

Eqs. (105a), (105c) and (106) then imply

|ωx〉 = 2g(x)
∑

y,s0,s1

[φ(x − y, s0, s1)×

Ψ†(x, s0)Ψ
†(y, s1)]|Ω〉, (112)

and therefore

〈ωx|ωx〉 = 4[g(x)]2
∑

xs1s2

|φ(x, s1, s2)|2. (113)

Eq. (109) then implies

〈ωx|ωx〉 = 16[g(x)]2. (114)

In place of Eq. (B15), for each Eℓ we wind up with

∫ 1

0

|θℓ(ν)|dν ≥ arcsin[4
√
2g(x)], (115)

for some arbitrarily chosen single x ∈ Eℓ. Summed over
all Eℓ, the replacement for Eq. (B17) becomes

∑

ℓ

∫ 1

0

|θℓ(ν)|dν ≥ 4R
3
2

π
1
4

. (116)

The final bound on C(|ψ〉) is then

C(|ψ〉) ≥ 2
1
2R

3
2

3
1
2π

1
4

. (117)

If the wave function g(X) of the center-of-mass po-
sition of |ψ〉 evolves according to the free Shroedinger
equation for total mass M , the value of R in Eq. (117)
at any time t will grow according to

R2 = R2
0 +

t2

16M2R2
0

, (118)

where R0 is the value of R at time 0. If R evolves with
t according to Eq. (118), C(|ψ〉) according to Eq. (117)
will eventually grow arbitrarily large.
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B. Upper Bound on Minimal Net Complexity of

Branches

The orthonormal set of plane waves of Eq. (45) gives
a possible branch decomposition of the state |ψ〉 of Eq.
(105a). We now show that if R in Eq. (105a) and there-
fore in Eq. (117) grows with t according to Eq. (118),
Q({|ψi〉}) of a possible branch decomposition of |ψ〉 into
plane wave nonetheless remains bounded.

Since the plane waves of Eq. (45) are product
states, the complexity of each vanishes. Thus to bound
Q({|ψi〉}) it is sufficient to bound the second term on
the right hand side of Eq. (42). For a 2-fermion plane-
wave |p0, s0, p1, s1〉 given by Eq. (45), the matrix ele-
ment 〈p0, s0, p1, s1|ψ〉, for φ(x, s0, s1) smooth on the lat-
tice scale, has the factored form

〈p0, s0, p1, s1|ψ〉 =

2ĝ(p0 + p1)φ̂(
p0 − p1

2
, s0, s1), (119a)

ĝ(p) = (8B)
−3
2

∑

x

exp(−ip · x)g(x), (119b)

φ̂(p, s0, s1) = (8B)
−3
2

∑

x

exp(−ip ·x)φ(x, s0, s1). (119c)

The second term on the right hand side of Eq. (42)
becomes

−
∑

p0,s0,p1,s1

{〈p0, s0, p1, s1|p0, s0, p1, s1〉

ln[〈p0, s0, p1, s1|p0, s0, p1, s1〉]} = S0 + S1, (120)

where according to the normalizations of Eqs. (105b)
and (109)

S0 = 4R−3π− 3
2

∫

d3x
x2

R2
exp[− x2

R2
] (121a)

S1 = −
∑

ps0s1

[φ(p, s0, s1)]
2 ln{[φ(p, s0, s1)]2}.(121b)

The term S0 is equal to 6. The term S1, as a result of
the assumption that φ(x, s1, s2) is a smooth function with
compact support, following the discussion of Eq. (47) of
Section V, is some other finite number independent of R.

Thus while according to Eqs. (117) and (118), the
net complexity Q(|ψ〉) will rise linearly with large t, the
net complexity of the decomposition of |ψ〉 into plane
waves will remain bounded. Therefore the minimum net
complexity will not be at the original unbranched state.
It will occur instead for branching into plane waves or,
much more likely, into still some other configuration with
net complexity still smaller than that of plane waves.

C. Branching by an Isolated Proton

A extension of the branching result shown here pre-
sumably implies that the center-of-mass wave function
of a single isolated proton would also eventually un-
dergo branching as a result of its 3 quark constituents.
Branching based on truly elementary fields is thus not
expected be entirely equivalent to branching based on
composites built from these fields even if the elementary
constituents are permanently bound within the compos-
ites. As discussed in Section XI, however, branching by
itself will not automatically produce observable conse-
quences. In particular, the evolving wave function of a
proton put through a 2-slit experiment would show inter-
ference fringes unchanged by the presence of a branch-
ing process. Observable consequences occur only if the
branching event is coupled to an observer in such a way
that its occurrence is registered. For branching driven by
spreading of a center-of-mass wave function, the coupling
mechanism itself potentially introduces sufficient com-
plexity to cause branching thereby obscuring the branch-
ing process of the underlying proton in isolation. It is not
obvious how to set up an experiment to detect center-of-
mass branching driven by a proton’s composite structure.
However if such an experiment could be found, it might
provide a way to determine the value of b.

IX. MULTI-PARTICLE SYSTEMS

For the entangled multi-fermion states of Section IV,
we will show that branching occurs if the volume occu-
pied by the entangled states or the squared gap width ex-
ceed a threshold proportional to b. For an entangled su-
perposition of identical copies of a general multi-particle
state, we then show the resulting optimal branches each
have complexity equal to b.

A. Multi-Fermion System with Large Volume

According to Eq. (38), if |ψ〉 of Eq. (36) is split into r
branches |ψi〉 each the sum of m

r distinct |pi〉 of Eq. (35),
the net complexity Q({|ψi〉}) will be bounded by

Q({|ψi〉}) ≤
c21mnV

r
+ b ln r, (122)

where, for simplicty, we assumemV sufficiently large that
the c2 and c3 terms in Eq. (38) can be dropped. The
minimum of the bound in Eq. (122) occurs at

r =
c21mnV

b
, (123)

for which value Eq. (122) becomes

Q({|ψi〉}) ≤ b+ b ln(
c21mnV

b
). (124)
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On the other hand, according to Eq. (37), if |ψ〉 is not
split into branches

Q({|ψ〉}) ≥ c20mV. (125)

Eqs. (124) and (125) imply the branch configuration
{|ψi〉} for r of Eq. (123) will have lower net complex-
ity than |ψ〉 left unsplit if

mV ≥ sb, (126)

where s is the solution to

c20s = 1 + ln(c21ns). (127)

There may be some set of branches with complexity still
lower than {|ψi〉}, but |ψ〉 left unsplit will not be the
minimum.

B. Multi-Fermion System with Large Gap Width

Now suppose the term in Eq. (37) proportional to the
gap width q is much larger than the term proportional to
V . The term proportional to q is independent of m and
holds for any m ≥ 2. For the entangled |ψ〉 of Eq. (36)
left as a single branch we have

Q({|ψ〉}) ≥ c21q
2

n
. (128)

The upper bound of Eq. (38) remains above Eq. (37)
for all m ≥ 2. If the entangled |ψ〉 of Eq. (36) is split
into m branches each consisting of one of the product
states |pi〉 of Eq. (35), each of which has complexity 0,
the result is

Q({|pi〉}) = b lnm. (129)

Branching will therefore occur if

c1q ≥
√
nb lnm. (130)

Although Eq. (130) is a lower bound on the length
scale of entanglement sufficient to cause branching for
lattice spacing a > 0, it probably does not do so in the
limit a → 0. Based on the discussion of Section IV,
it is likely that q and b will be related to renomalized

continuum b̂ and q̂ by

q̂ = aq, (131a)

b̂ = a3b. (131b)

so that for renomalized quantities Eq. (130) becomes

c1q̂ ≥

√

nb̂ lnm

a
. (132)

In the limit a→ 0, Eq. (130) requires branching only for
q̂ → ∞. There is, however, a separate mechanism which

will potentially cause branching in place of entanglement
over arbitrary distance. For a system which begins in the
distant past with small complexity and in some bounded
region, for entanglement eventually to develop over large
distances will require particle wave functions to spread
out over large distances. This process will plausibly lead
to branching as a result of the volume thresholds derived
for a 2-fermion system in Section VIII and for n-fermions
in Section IXA. The argument which says the constraint
of Eq. (130) goes away in the limit a → 0, if adapted to
the constraints of Section VIII and Section IXA suggests
these both survive.

C. Displaced Copies of a Multi-Particle System

Let |ψ(t)〉 be the state of a multi-particle system evolv-
ing in infinite volume from a configuation with small com-
plexity at t0. For a system in infinite volume, the example
considered in Section VIII supports the assumption that
the range of possible complexity of states accessible to
this sytem at t > t0 is not bounded from above. The dis-
cussion of Section IIID, based on the conjectured second
law of quantum complexity, then suggests the complexity
of |ψ(t)〉 will be a monotonically increasing function of t
which grows without bound.
Assume, for simplicity, there is a limiting k(ν, t) ∈ K in

Eq. (19) which satisfies Eqs. (17a) and (17b) connecting
|ψ(t)〉 to some product state and optimizing Eq. (20).
Let |ψi(t)〉, 0 ≤ i < m, be copies of |ψ(t)〉 sufficiently
displaced from each other that the corresponding ki(ν, t)
have disjoint support. Define |φ(t)〉 to be the sum

|φ(t)〉 = 1√
m

∑

i

|ψi(t)〉. (133)

The complexity of |φ(t)〉 will then be given by

C(|φ(t)〉) =
∫

dν ‖
∑

i

ki(ν, t) ‖ +c(t), (134a)

=
√
m

∫

dν ‖ k(ν, t) ‖ +c(t), (134b)

=
√
md(t) + c(t), (134c)

where d(t) grows monontonically in t without bound and
c(t) remains bounded.
If |φ(t)〉 is split into p branches |φj(t)〉, 0 ≤ j < p,

each the sum of m
p distinct |ψi(t)〉, the net complexity

Φ({|φj(t)〉}) will become for large t

Φ({|φj(t)〉}) =
md(t)2

p
+ b ln p. (135)

The minimum of Eq. (135) occurs at

p =
md(t)2

b
, (136)
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for which

C(|φj(t)〉) =
√
b, (137)

for each 0 ≤ j < p.

X. RESIDUAL ENTANGLEMENT

According to Section VB, each factor of an unentan-
gled tensor product will go through branching indepen-
dently. Section IX on the other hand supports the hy-
pothesis that entanglement will extend only over a finite
range in a branch state which is not itself subject to fur-
ther branching. Combining these pieces leads to the hy-
pothesis that the most general form of a branch state not
immediately subject to further branching will consist ap-
proximately of a tensor product of a set of factors each
entangled only over a finite range.
We will assume that the limit 2B → ∞ has been taken

of the number of lattice steps in the edge of the cubic
lattice L of Section III A, or alternatively, that 2B is
much larger than any of the lengths, in lattice units, that
occur in the following.
Let |ψ〉 be a branch left after a branching event and

not itself immediately subject to futher branching. Let
S be a sphere with volume V . Define the spaces Q and
R to be

Q =
⊗

x∈S

Hx, (138a)

R =
⊗

x/∈S

Hx, (138b)

so that the full Hilbert space H is then

H = Q⊗R. (139)

Define the Schmidt decomposition of |ψ〉 to be

|ψ〉 =
∑

i

λi|φi〉 ⊗ |χi〉, (140a)

|φi〉 ∈ Q, (140b)

|χi〉 ∈ R, (140c)

〈φi|φj〉 = δij , (140d)

〈χi|χj〉 = δij . (140e)

Let CQ be

CQ = sup
i
C(|φi〉). (141)

Let λ0 be the largest of the λi. The hypothesis we pro-
pose is that if V is made sufficiently large that CQ ≫ b,
then entanglement in |ψ〉 across the boundary of S is
small and the sum in Eq. (140a) nearly reduces to a
single term

|ψ〉 ≈ λ0|φ0〉 ⊗ |χ0〉. (142)

The error in Eq. (142), we propose can be made progres-
sively smaller by making S progressively larger. For any
particular |ψ〉 and S, however, there will remain some
small residual error in Eq. (142) as long as S is small
enough not to encompass the entire region on which |ψ〉
differs from the vacuum.

XI. DETERMINATION OF b

Each of the branches which results from the scattering
experiment in Section VII looks like what would be left
behind if some observer standing outside the normal uni-
verse made an observation of the scattering results and
thereby caused the reduction of the final state according
to the projection postulate. Since the process of forming
these branches depends on b, it may seem that at least
in principle there should be some further measurement
revealing the loss of coherence in the final branch config-
uration which would thereby provide a determination of
the value of b. The obstacle to finding such a measure-
ment is that branch formation is solely an extra layer
of the world sitting on top of exact unmodified unitary
Hamiltonian time evolution. No process governed by the
underlying Hamiltonian dynamics depends in any way on
b. So no such process can be used to find b. In particular,
the time evolution of a state vector is entirely unaffected
by the occurrence of a branching event.
So what gives? Are branches simply fictions of some

kind?
We believe they are not. But their status is at the

least peculiar. The world as seen by human observers we
believe incorporates elements that can not be identified
simply with state vectors. The hypothesis that human
observers encounter such additional elements of reality
we believe is also present, at least implicitly, in the var-
ious proposals for environmentally-induced decoherence
[3–8]. A determination of b consists of finding a value
which yields branches which agree with the macroscopic
world seen by a human observer. A class of experiments
to determine b is as follows.
Suppose a macroscopic system, including now a human

observer, is designed to register one of two different pos-
sible outcomes of an observation of a microscopic system.
Let |ψ(t)〉 be the state of the total system and let |ψ0(t)〉
and |ψ1(t)〉 be the branches of the possible outcomes so
that, as usual,

|ψ(t)〉 = |ψ0(t)〉+ |ψ1(t)〉. (143)

The experiment begins at t0 with state |ψ(t0)〉 as optimal
branch configuration. At some t1 > t0 the inequality in
Eq. (55) becomes first an equality

[C(|φ(t1)〉)]2−
ρ[C(|φ0(t1)〉)]2 − (1− ρ)[C(|φ1(t1)〉)]2 =

− bρ ln(ρ)− b(1− ρ) ln(1 − ρ), (144)
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where ρ is given by

〈φ0|φ0〉 = ρ〈φ|φ〉. (145)

Then on the time interval t > t1, Eq. (55) holds and
branching occurs. Eq. (144) implies b is given by

b = σ−1{[C(|φ(t1)〉)]2−
ρ[C(|φ0(t1)〉)]2 − (1− ρ)[C(|φ1(t1)〉)]2} (146)

where σ is

σ = −ρ ln(ρ)− (1− ρ) ln(1 − ρ). (147)

Then at some time t2 ≥ t1 the result of the experiment
is registered by a human observer who recognizes that
branching has occurred. The discussion of Section VI B
implies that for t1 > t2 the left hand side of Eq. (144)
almost certainly increases from t1 to t2 and thus b is
bounded by

b ≤ σ−1{[C(|φ(t2)〉)]2−
ρ[C(|φ0(t2)〉)]2 − (1− ρ)[C(|φ1(t2)〉)]2}. (148)

While the values of t0 and t2 are known, the value of
t1 is not known. To go from the inequality of Eq. (148)
to the equality of Eq. (146) would require determination
of t1. But no amount of information about the set up of
the experiment leading to Eq. (148) and no amount of
calculation of the dependence of C(|φ(t2)〉), C0(|φ(t2)〉)
and C1(|φ(t2)〉) on t2 based on such information would
be sufficient to find where t1 lies in the interval between
t0 and t2. The position of t1 in the range between t0 and
t2 is determined by the value of b, which the experiment
is intended to measure and is otherwise unknown.
However, now imagine repeating the experiment lead-

ing to Eq. (148) with |φ〉, |φ0〉 and |φ1〉 successively mod-
ified to yield a progressively smaller bound on b. At some
point in this sequence, the inequality in Eq. (148) will
turn into the equality of Eq. (146) and t1 will become
t2. For still smaller values of the right hand side of Eq.
(148) branching will no longer occur at any t1 in the
range t0 < t1 ≤ t2, and therefore no longer be registered
by a human observer at t2.
The critical value of the bound in Eq. (148) at which

branching goes away is the value of b.
A primary issue in the design of any such experiment is

finding a possible branching process which a human ob-
server might potentially register without automatically
causing branching as a consequence of the complexity of
the machinery by which the branching event is rendered
observable. In particular, it could turn out that the min-
imum complexity change in the state of the degrees of
freedom of an observer corresponding to registration of
an event is by itself always sufficient to cause branching.
If so, a measurement of b would depend on information
about the complexity of states of matter corresponding
to states of human thought. These difficulty may, per-
haps, offer some explanation for why a value of b has not

so far been coincidentally produced as a by-product of
some otherwise unrelated experiment.
An experimental test of the overall account of branch-

ing which we propose would be to see if different versions
of the experiment just described yield a single value for
b.
How the experiment just described might be realized

in practice is a subject we hope to return to elsewhere.

XII. LATTICE APPROXIMATION TO

LORENTZ COVARIANT BRANCHING

The definitions of complexity and branching in Sec-
tions III and V were for a non-relativistic field theory.
We now propose an extension of these definitions to a
relativistic field theory of fermions and spinless bosons.
An immediate problem with potential Lorentz covari-

ance of the branches found by minimizing Q({|ψi〉}) in
Eq. (42) is that the underlying definition of complexity
is based on hyperplanes of fixed t, which are themselves
not Lorentz invariant. We will therefore replace the con-
stant t hyperplanes with boost invariant hyperboloids of
constant proper time τ . Hyperboloids of constant τ , how-
ever, are not translationally invariant.
The loss of translational invariance shows itself as a

variant of the problem exposed by the EPR experiment.
This difficulty in only slightly different clothing we al-
ready briefly mentioned in Section II and is a general
problem for any formulation of branches as the substance
of reality [3–8].
Consider some branch viewed in two different frames

related by a translation. For some period of proper time
assume the branch’s representation in each frame remain
related by a translation. But then in a pair of disjoint re-
gions with spacelike separation, suppose processes occur
each of which, by itself, is sufficient to cause splitting of
the branch the two processes share. Assume in addition,
that in one frame one of these events occurs at smaller
τ but in the other frame, as a consequence of the of the
regions’ spacelike separation, the other event occurs at
smaller τ . The result will be that in the proper time in-
terval between the events the branch structure seen by
the two different frames will be different. But our goal
is to be able to interpret branch state vectors as the un-
derlying substance of reality. That interpretation fails if
branch structure is different according to different refer-
ence frames.
For any pair of distinct frames, however, for any pair

of spacelike separated events each capable of causing a
branch to split, there is some proper time sufficiently late
that splitting will have been completed in both frames.
Correspondingly, we will argue that the definition to be
introduced for branching on a hyperboloid of fixed τ
should approach translational covariance as τ → ∞. A
related proposal, in a somewhat different setting, is con-
sidered in [12–14].
We will therefore assume macroscopic reality is a single
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random choice among the set of branches at asymptot-
ically late τ according to a measure based on the Born
rule. If the branches which make up macroscopic real-
ity are permanent once formed, a random choice among
the accumulated set of branches at late τ is equivalent
to the continuing branching choice in the non-relativistic
theory, but with the bookkeeping for the choice process
performed all at once rather than in sequential steps. The
real world at some finite τ in any particular frame would
be recovered from the asymptotic late τ choice by tracing
back through proper time the branching tree according
to that frame.
The limiting branching tree found as τ → ∞, we pro-

pose as the underlying real object. The indirect relation
between branches found as τ → ∞ and branches found
at finite time is then qualitatively similar to the indirect
relation, in a Lorentz covariant quantum field theory, be-
tween a final out scattering state and a Shroedinger rep-
resentation state at some finite time.
Details of this proposal we now fill in. As first step, we

will reformulate the definitions of complexity and branch-
ing in Sections III and V with the regular lattice at fixed
time of Section III A replaced by a finite random lattice
chosen according to a Lorentz invariant density on a hy-
perboloid with fixed proper time.

XIII. HYPERBOLIC RANDOM LATTICE

Let L(τ) be the the spacelike hyperboloid with fixed
proper time τ

(x0)2 −
∑

i

(xi)2 = τ2 (149)

and let L(τ, σ) be the intersection of L(τ) with the ball
B(στ) of radius στ

∑

i

(xi)2 < σ2τ2. (150)

From L(τ0, σ) for some intial τ0, we construct a finite
random set of points L(τ0, σ, ρ) chosen according to the
Lorentz invariant density on L(τ0, σ), where ρ is a proper
distance which will set the lattice spacing. Then for
τ > τ0, a piecewise continuous L(τ, σ, ρ) will be obtained
by an iterative sequence of transformations applied to
L(τ0, σ, ρ).
Choose an initial point x0 from L(τ0, σ) randomly

according to the Lorentz invariant volume measure on
L(τ0, σ). Then iteratively choose xi+1 according to the
invariant measure on L(τ0, σ) but from the subset of
L(τ0, σ) with proper distance from each xj , 0 ≤ j ≤ i,
greater than ρ. Stop this process at the smallest n
such that for each x ∈ L(τ, σ) there is at least one
xj , 0 ≤ j < n, with proper distance from x less than
or equal to ρ. Let L(τ0, σ, ρ) by the set of all such xj .
For each x ∈ L(τ0, σ, ρ), let the c(x) be the Voronoi cell
centered on x, the set of points in L(τ0, σ) closer to x

than to any other y ∈ L(τ0, σ, ρ). For every y, the set of
sites closer to x is convex. Since c(x) is the intersection
of all such sets, it is also convex. Every point in c(x) is
at most a proper distance of ρ from x. Every point with
distance from x less than ρ

2 is contained in c(x). Thus for
ρ much smaller than τ , the proper volume of each c(x)

is less than 4πρ3

3 and greater than πρ3

6 . Pairs of points
{x, y} will be considered nearest neighbors if c(x) and
c(y) share a 2-dimensional boundary surface.
The set of points L(τ, σ, ρ) for τ > τ0, we obtain from

L(τ − δ, σ, ρ) for some small value of δ. Let L(τ, σ, ρ)
consist of the points of L(τ − δ, σ, ρ), each rescalled by a
factor of 1+ δ

τ , with any resulting hole in L(τ, σ) which is
a proper distance greater than ρ from the rescaled points
of L(τ − δ, σ, ρ) filled by an additional point chosen ran-
domly according to the invariant measure on L(τ, σ). For
small enough δ, at most one such region will be found and
adding a single point will leave no such region remaining.
The resulting set is L(τ, σ, ρ).
Unlike the field operators for the non-relativistic the-

ory of Section III, which were assumed to be taken from
a lattice field theory, for the relativistic theory it is tech-
nically more convenient to assume field operators at any
x obtained from averages over c(x) of corresponding field
operators of either a continuum field theory or, alterna-
tively, a Minkowski space lattice field theory with lattice
spacing much smaller than ρ. For simplicity we will as-
sume a continuum field theory. Let Ψ(x, s) be a contin-
uum field operator averaged over the cell c(x). Let Φ(x)
and Π(x) be, respectively, Hermitian boson field and con-
jugate momentum operators for x also in the rest frame
at x averaged over c(x). We will assume the vacuum ex-
pectation values of Φ(x) and Π(x) vanish. Since L(τ, σ)
is spacelike, we can assume the Ψ(x, s), Ψ†(x, s), Φ(x),
and Π(x) are normalized to obey the anticommutation
and commutation relations

{Ψ(x, s),Ψ(x′, s′)} = 0, (151a)

{Ψ†(x, s),Ψ†(x′, s′)} = 0, (151b)

[Φ(x),Φ(x′)] = 0, (151c)

[Π(x),Π(x′)] = 0, (151d)

{Ψ(x, s),Ψ†(x′, s′)} = δxx′δss′ , (151e)

[Φ(x),Π(x′)] = iδxx′. (151f)

Eqs. (151e) and (151f) satisfy lattice approximations to
Lorentz covariance. Let H be the subspace of the full
relativistic Hilbert space, HR, spanned by all polyno-
mials in the Ψ(x, s),Ψ†(x′, s′),Φ(y) and Π(y′) for any
x, x′, y, y′ and s, s′ acting on the physical vacuum |Ω〉
but restricted to order at most nb in any single Φ(x) or
Π(x). The resulting H is finite dimensional. By redefin-
ing the field operators Φ(x) and Π(x) to be sandwiched
between projection operators onto the space generated
by the restricted set of polynomials, we can enforce the
subsidiary relations

Φ(x)nb = 0, (152a)

Π(x)nb = 0. (152b)
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XIV. AUXILIARY FIELD THEORY

For the non-relativistic theory of Section III A, the
Hilbert space H is isomorphic to a tensor product of the
the local Hilbert spacesHx. For the relativistic theory we
have just defined, as a remnant of the the Reeh-Schlieder
theorem for the underlying continuum field theory, a sim-
ilar tensor product form does not hold. The tensor prod-
uct form of H, however, is a key ingredient in the con-
struction of the non-relativistic complexity measure of
Section III C.
Rather than viewing the non-relativistic complexity

measure as acting on states, however, it can also be
viewed as acting on the algebra of fields. This perspective
suggests an extension to the relativistic case.
From any element of the algebra A of polynomials in

the Ψ(x, s),Ψ†(x, s),Φ(x),Π(x), we define a linear map
f to an isomorphic algebra B of polynomials in the aux-
iliary fields Σi(x, s) and Υi(x), 0 ≤ i ≤ 1, which obey
the anticommutation and commutation relations

{Σi(x, s),Σi(x
′, s′)} = 0, (153a)

[Υi(x),Υi(x
′)] = 0, (153b)

{Σ0(x, s),Σ1(x
′, s′)} = δxx′δss′ , (153c)

[Υ0(x),Υ1(x
′)] = iδxx′, (153d)

along with the boson cutoff

Υnb

i = 0. (154)

The map f is defined by

f [Ψ(x, s)] = Σ0(x, s), (155a)

f [Ψ†(x, s)] = Σ1(x, s), (155b)

f [Φ(x)] = Υ0(x), (155c)

f [Π(x)] = Υ1(x, s), (155d)

along with the requirement

f(a · a′) = f(a) · f(a′), (156)

for all a, a′ ∈ A.
To obtain a complexity measure on B, we will turn

Σi(x, s) and Υi(x) into field operators on an auxiliary
Hilbert space HB generated by all elements of B act-
ing on an auxiliary vacuum |ΩB〉. But unlike the fields
Ψ(x, s),Ψ†(x, s),Φ(x),Π(x), which are a mix of creation
and annihilation operators, the Σi(x, s) and Υi(x) will
be purely creation operators.
Realizations of Eqs. (153a) - (154) by creation oper-

ators acting on |ΩB〉 are discussed in Appendix E. The
space HB is generated by all polynomials in B acting on
|ΩB〉 as specified in Appendix E. For each lattice point
x, the set of all polynomials in Σi(x, s),Υi(x), acting on
the local vacuum, |ΩB〉 generates a Hilbert space HB

x .
The space HB is then isomorphic to the ordered tensor
product

HB =
⊗

x

HB
x . (157)

The cost of realizing Eqs. (153a) - (154) purely with
creation operators, however, is that while the energy
spectrum of h, the continuum Hamiltonian on HR pro-
jected into H, is bounded from below by 0 so that any
a ∈ A which according to h carries a negative incre-
ment of energy annihilates |Ω〉, the spectrum of f(h) is
not bounded from below and f(a) ∈ B does not in gen-
eral annihilate |ΩB〉. Approximate Lorentz covariance of
Eqs. (153a) - (156) combined with Eq. (157), according
to Reeh-Schlieder, makes the presence of negative energy
states in HB pretty much unavoidable. But HB will be
used only to define complexity, not for time evolution.
The time evolution of physical states in H remains gov-
erned by the Hamiltonian of HR, the spectrum of which
is bounded from below by 0.
The fields Σi(x, s) and Υi(x) become versions of the

non-relativistic Ψ†(x, s) and Φ†(x) of Section IIIA. But
with the hyperplane of constant t of the non-relativistic
theory now replaced by the hyperboloid L(τ) of constant
proper time τ , and the translational invariance of the
hyperplane of constant t replaced by the Lorentz boost
invariance of L(τ).

XV. HERMITIAN OPERATOR HILBERT

SPACE AGAIN

Eq. (157) makes possible for HB a relativistic version
of the non-relativistic complexity measure of Section III.
Then from the map f : A → B we will retrieve a defini-
tion of complexity on H.
Let PB be the set of all product states in HB defined

by adapting Eqs. (8a) - (9). For fermion wave func-
tion p(x, s), anti-fermion wave function q(x, s), and bo-
son wave function r(x, i), define the fermion, anti-fermion
and boson creation operators, df (p), df̄ (q), and db(r), re-
spectively, to be

df (p) =
∑

xs

p(x, s)Σ1(x, s), (158a)

df̄ (q) =
∑

xs

q(x, s)Σ0(x, s), (158b)

db(r) =
∑

xi

r(x, i)Υi(x). (158c)

Then for a sequence of k fermion, ℓ anti-fermion and
m boson creation operators, the corresponding product
state is

df (pk−1)...df (p0)df̄ (qℓ−1)...df̄ (q0)×
db(rm−1)...db(r0)|ΩB〉. (159)

As a consequence of Eq. (154), the dimension of the
Hilbert space HB

x is finite. A Hilbert space of Hermitian
operators to be used to define complexity can therefore
be constructed following, with some minor changes, the
version in Appendix A. For any site x, let FB

x be the set
of Hermitian operators on HB

x which have finite norm

‖ fx ‖2= Trx(fx)
2, (160)



21

vanishing trace

Trxfx = 0, (161)

and conserve NB, a copy on HB of the fermion number
of the underlying field Ψ(x, s). NB is 0 on |ΩB〉, is raised
by 1 by Σ1(x, s) and lowered by 1 by Σ0(x, s). For any
pair of nearest neighbors {x, y}, let FB

xy be the set of

Hermitian operators on HB
x ⊗HB

y which have finite norm

‖ fxy ‖2= Trxy(fxy)
2, (162)

vanishing partial traces

Trxfxy = 0, (163a)

Tryfxy = 0, (163b)

and conserve NB.
Inner products on FB

x and FB
xy are defined by

〈fx, f ′
x〉 = Trx(fxf

′
x), (164a)

〈fxy, f ′
xy〉 = Trxy(fxyf

′
xy). (164b)

Operators fx ∈ FB
x and fxy ∈ FB

xy can be made into

operators on HB by

f̂x = fx
⊗

q 6=x

Iq, (165a)

f̂xy = fxy
⊗

q 6=x,y

Iq, (165b)

where Iq is the identity operator on HB
q . As usual, we

now drop the hat and use the same symbol for operators
on HB

x , HB
x ⊗ HB

y , and the corresponding operators on

HB. Let KB be the vector space over the reals of linear
operators k on HB given by

k =
∑

xy

fxy +
1

√

dq

∑

x

fx (166)

for any collection of fxy ∈ FB
xy for a set of nearest neigh-

bor pairs {x, y}, any collection of fx ∈ FB
x for a set of

sites x, and dq the dimension of HB
q for some site q. The

inner product on KB is given by

〈k, k′〉 =
∑

xy

〈fxy, f ′
xy〉+

∑

x

〈fx, f ′
x〉. (167)

XVI. COMPLEXITY FROM AUXILIARY

STATES

Adapting Section III C yields from the operator space
KB a definition of complexity CB(|ψ〉) on states |ψ〉 ∈
HB. For 0 ≤ ν ≤ 1, let k(ν) ∈ KB be a piecewise con-
tinuous trajectory of operators. Let the unitary operator
Uk(ν) on HB be the solution to the differential equation
and boundary condition

dUk(ν)

dν
= −ik(ν)Uk(ν), (168a)

Uk(0) = I. (168b)

For any pair of |ψ〉, |ω〉 ∈ HB with equal fermion number,
there exists a sequence of trajectories ki(ν) and phases
ξi such that for the corresponding Uki

(1) we have

lim
i→∞

ξiUki
(1)|ω〉 = |ψ〉. (169)

The complexity CB(|ψ〉, |ω〉) is defined to be the mini-
mum over all such sequences of ki(ν) of the limit of the
integral

CB(|ψ〉, |ω〉) = min lim
i→∞

∫ 1

0

dν ‖ ki(ν) ‖ . (170)

As before, any product state in PB we assign 0 com-
plexity. The complexity CB(|ψ〉) of any state |ψ〉 not in
PB is defined to be the distance to the nearest product
state

CB(|ψ〉) = min
|ω〉∈PB

CB(|ψ〉, |ω〉). (171)

Since every product state in PB is an eigenvector of NB,
and since all operators in KB preserve NB, |ψ〉 will be
reachable by a sequence of unitary trajectories in Eq.
(169) from a product state |ω〉 only if |ψ〉 itself is an
eigenvector of NB. For states |ψ〉 which are not eigen-
vectors of NB, the minimum in Eq. (171) and thus the
value of CB(|ψ〉) is, in effect, ∞.
The complexity of any a|Ω〉 for a ∈ A is then defined

to be

C(a|Ω〉) = CB[f(a)|ΩB〉]. (172)

An immediate consequence of Eq. (172) is that since
CB[f(a)|ΩB〉] is finite only if f(a)|ΩB〉 is an eigenvector
of NB, C(|ψ〉) is finite only if |ψ〉 is an eigenvector of N .
Since A and H are both finite dimensional, the set of

a|Ω〉, a ∈ A, is closed and every |ψ〉 ∈ H is given by some
a|Ω〉, a ∈ A. In addition, each |ψ〉 ∈ H is given by only a
single a|Ω〉. There are no nonzero a ∈ A which annihilate
|Ω〉. Although the full infinite dimensional algebra of
field operators on the underlying continuum relativistic
Hilbert spaceHR does contain operators which annihilate
|Ω〉, none of these can make their way into A since it is
generated by a finite set of continuum field averages each
taken over a bounded region.
On the other hand, there are potentially a ∈ A ex-

tremely close to annihilation operators for which

‖ a|Ω〉 ‖ ≪ 1, (173a)

‖ f(a)|ΩB〉 ‖ = O(1), (173b)

CB[f(a)|Ω〉] ≫ 1. (173c)

For some otherwise ordinary b ∈ A, we might then have

b|Ω〉 ≈ (a+ b)|Ω〉, (174a)

C[(a+ b)|Ω〉] ≫ C[b|Ω〉]. (174b)

In this case, according Section XVIII, if (a+b)|Ω〉 is split
into branches, a|Ω〉 will land in a branch of its own with
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exremely small weight and therefore not much overall
effect. The closer a is to a true annihilation operator,
the smaller the weight of the a|Ω〉 branch and the more
negligible the effect of the presence of a in the state (a+
b)|Ω〉.
The utility of Eq. (172) as a definition of complex-

ity is dependent, as was the case for the non-relativistic
complexity of Eq. (21), on the distinction between states
created by field operators acting in a region V and field
operators acting in a distant region V ′. For the underly-
ing continuum field theory, the Reeh-Schlieder theorem
implies that any state created by operators in V ′ can be
expressed as the limit, with respect to the topology of
HR, of a sequence of states created by operators in V . In
particular, for the continuum field theory, an entangled
combination of states created by field operators acting in
V and field operators acting in a distant V ′ can be arbi-
trarily well approximated by an entangled combination of
states created by field operators acting purely in V . But
for the lattice field theory, the complexity of these various
states is determined only after all are turned into states
in HB, and in the topology of HB an approximating se-
quence of states created by field operators acting purely
in V will not, in general, approximate the entangled com-
bination of states created by field operators acting in V
and in a distant V ′. Moreover, as shown for the non-
relativistic version of complexity in Section III C, C(|ψ〉)
is not in general continuous with respect to the Hilbert
space topology on |ψ〉. As a consequence, the complexity
of the approximating sequence of states created by op-
erators purely in V will not, in general, converge to the
complexity of the entangled combination created by op-
erators in V and in V ′. In Section XVII we will consider
an example of a state in the relativisticH which has large
complexity as a result of entanglement extended over a
large volume.

XVII. COMPLEXITY OF ENTANGLED

STATES AGAIN

We assume now the lattice spacing parameter ρ is much
smaller than the proper time τ of hyperboloid L(τ, σ).
Entangled multi-fermion relativistic states in H analo-
gous to the non-relativistic states of Section IV, for large
values of the volume V , we will show have complexity sat-
isfying upper and lower bounds analogous to Eqs. (37)
and (38).
For indices 0 ≤ i < m, 0 ≤ j < n, let {Dij} be a

set of disjoint, nearly cubic regions each centered on a
corresponding point yij . The region Dij is the set of
all center points x of all cells c(x) crossed by starting
at yij and traveling along a geodesic in L(τ, σ) a proper
distance ≤ d in the positive or negative x1-direction, then
traveling along a geodesic a proper distance ≤ d in the
positive or negative x2-direction, then traveling along a
geodesic a proper distance ≤ d in the positive or negative
x3-direction. We assume τ much larger than d and d

much larger than ρ. For d large, the mean number of
points in each such Dij will approach some limit V with
small relative dispersion. Since the proper volume of each
Dij is 8d

3 and the proper volume of each c(x) is between
4πρ3

3 and πρ3

6 , V will be between 48d3

πρ3 and 6d3

πρ3 .

Let uk(x) and, for later use, vk(x) be orthogonal spinor
wave functions obtained by boosting from the origin of
L(τ, σ) to point x a pair of orthogonal spinors for a free
fermion at rest in the rest frame at the origin of L(τ, σ).
From the {Dij} define a set of n-fermion monomials

pi = V −n
2

∏

0≤j<n





∑

x∈Dij ,k

uk(x)Ψ†(x, k)



 , (175)

and an entangled polynomial q and corresponding state
|ψ〉 ∈ H

q = z−1m− 1
2

∑

0≤i<m

ζipi, (176a)

|ψ〉 = q|Ω〉, (176b)

for complex ζi with |ζi| = 1 and z chosen to normalize
|ψ〉 to 1. The V −n

2 normalization of pi insures that z has
a finite limit for large d.
The corresponding monomials in B

pBi = V −n
2

∏

0≤j<n





∑

x∈Dij ,k

uk(x)Σ1(x, k)



 , (177)

and entangled polynomial qB and state |ψB〉 ∈ HB be-
come

qB = z−1m− 1
2

∑

0≤i<m

ζip
B
i , (178a)

|ψB〉 = qB |ΩB〉. (178b)

According to Eq. (172)

C(|ψ〉) = CB(|ψB〉). (179)

For |ψB〉 of Eq. (178b) with m > 4, n > 1, we prove
in Appendix F a lower bound on complexity of the same
form as the non-relativistic lower bound of Eq. (37)

CB(|ψB〉) ≥ c0
√
mV , (180)

with c0 independent of m,n and V .
In Appendix G we prove an upper bound of almost

the same form as the non-relativistic upper bound of Eq.
(38)

CB(|ψB〉) ≤
c1
√
mnV + c2mn

2 + c3mn+ c4
√
mnr, (181)

where c1, c2, c3 and c4 are independent of m,n and V .
The distance r is given by

r = min
x00

max
ij

rij (182)
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where rij is the number of nearest neighbor steps in the
shortest path between lattice points xij and yij such that
no pair of paths for distinct {i, j} intersect, yij is the
center point of Dij and xij is an m× n rectangular grid
consisting of the center points of the cells crossed by a
geodesic starting at x00 of m steps of 4ρ each in the x1

direction each point of which then forms the base for n
nearest neighbor steps along a geodesic in the x2 direc-
tion.
As was the case for the non-relativistic upper bound, if

CB(|ψB〉) is scaled with a factor of ρ
3
2 , and the limit ρ→

0 taken with the regionsDij kept fixed in scaled units, the
bounds of Eqs. (180) and (181) have continuum limits,
from which the term proportional to c2, c3 and c4 vanish.

XVIII. BRANCHING AGAIN

Let P (τ, σ, ρ) be the projection operator from the
Schroedinger-like representation of the continuum rela-
tivistic Hilbert spaceHR on L(τ) to its finite dimensional
lattice subspace H based on L(τ, σ, ρ). Define the com-
plexity of any continuum relativistic state |ψ〉 ∈ HR on
the hyperboloid L(τ) to be

C(τ, σ, ρ, |ψ〉) = C[P (τ, σ, ρ)|ψ〉], (183)

for the lattice complexity C[P (τ, σ, ρ)|ψ〉] of Eq. (172).
For |ψ〉 ∈ HR define the net complexity Q(τ, σ, ρ, {|ψi〉})
of a branch decomposition {|ψi〉} as before by Eq. (42),
with C(|ψi〉) replaced by C(τ, σ, ρ, |ψi〉). The optimal
branch decomposition as before is found by minimizing
Q(τ, σ, ρ, {|ψi〉}). The resulting branch decomposition
has a finite volume, lattice approximation to Lorentz co-
variance.
Rather than defining the lattice fields on L(τ, σ, ρ) to

be averages of continuum fields on L(τ), an alternative
starting point for relativistic branching would have been
to assume, as in the non-relativistic case, a pure lat-
tice field theory with time development in τ governed by
some corresponding hamiltonian h consisting of nearest-
neighbor polynomials in the lattice fields. From that stat-
ing point, we could have then used h translated into f(h)
acting on HB for a version of the argument of Section VI
to support the hypothesis that the branching predicted
by Q(τ, ρ, {|ψi〉}) for evolution in τ also consists purely
of irreverible splits of some parent branch into a pair of
orthogonal sub-branches. We will assume this hypothesis
holds.

XIX. σ LARGE

Now suppose that Q(τ, σ, ρ, {|ψi〉}) either has a limit
Q(τ, ρ, {|ψi〉}) as σ → ∞ or alternatively that σ has been
made large enough that nothing in the following ever
comes close to bumping into the boundary of L(τ, σ, ρ).
Whether the limit of branching as σ → ∞ actually exist

is beyond the scope of the present discussion. In any
case, for notational simplicity, we will now drop σ as an
argument.
If a limiting Q(τ, ρ, {|ψi〉}) does exit, the underlying

Hilbert space H will be defined on the lattice L(τ, ρ) con-
sisting of a set of points {xi} ⊂ L(τ) chosen randomly
according to the invariant measure on L(τ) but subject
to the requirements that the proper distance between any
pair of distinct xi is no less than ρ and that no point in
L(τ) is a proper distance greater than ρ from all xi. In
addition, for small δ, the set of point L(τ, ρ) will consist
of the points of L(τ − δ, ρ), each rescalled by a factor of
1+ δ

τ with any resulting hole in L(τ) more than a proper
distance of ρ from the rescaled points of L(τ − δ, ρ) filled
by an additional point chosen randomly according to the
invariant measure on L(τ).

XX. RESIDUAL ENTANGLEMENT AGAIN

Let |ψ(τ)〉 ∈ H be a branch not immediately subject
to further branching. Let Z be some large spatial region
and W the intersection of Z with L(τ, ρ). Let X be the
intersection of the complement of Z with L(τ, ρ). Let Q
be the subspace of H spanned by the set of field opera-
tors with support in W acting on the vacuum and R the
subspace of H spanned by the set of field operators with
support in X acting on the vacuuum. Although for rea-
sons already briefly mentioned in Section XIV, H will not
simply be isomorphic to a tensor product of Q and R,
the non-vacuum sectors of these spaces remain linearly
independent. Let {|ψQi〉} and {|ψRi〉} be orthonormal
bases for Q and R, respectively. Let Si and Ti be opera-
tors with support in W and in X , respectively, such that

|ψQi〉 = Si|Ω〉, (184a)

|ψRi〉 = Ti|Ω〉. (184b)

Then any branch |ψ(τ)〉 has a unique expansion of the
form

|ψ(τ)〉 =
∑

ij

αijSiTj|Ω〉, (185)

A polar decomposition of the matrix αij then yields a
Schmidt decomposition for |ψ(τ)〉

|ψ(τ)〉 =
∑

i

λiUiVi|Ω〉, (186a)

〈Ω|U †
iUj|Ω〉 = δij , (186b)

〈Ω|V †
iVj |Ω〉 = δij , (186c)

(186d)

where Ui and Vi are operators with support inW and X ,
respectively.
According to a version of the hypothesis in Section X

copied over to relativistic complexity and branching, the
state |ψ(τ)〉 will be entangled only over bounded regions
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in L(τ, ρ), so that for sufficiently large Z, the sum in Eq.
(186a) nearly reduces to a single term

|ψ(τ)〉 ≈ λ(τ)U(τ)V (τ)|Ω〉. (187)

Now define Q⊥ to be the projection of Q orthogonal
to R. Since the union of W and X is all of L(τ, ρ), Q⊥

will hold the degrees of freedom present in H but missing
from R. We therefore expect

H = Q⊥ ⊗R. (188)

For sufficiently large Z, an alternative version of Eq.
(191) becomes

|ψ(τ)〉 ≈ λ(τ)|ψQ⊥ 〉 ⊗ |ψR〉, (189)

where

|ψQ⊥〉 ∈ Q⊥, (190a)

|ψR〉 ∈ R. (190b)

The difference between |ψQ⊥〉 and U(τ)|Ω〉 and between
|ψR〉 and V (τ)|Ω〉, however, should be only near the
boundary of Z. For sufficiently large Z, Eq. (189) then
becomes

|ψ(τ)〉 ≈ λ(τ)[U(τ)|Ω〉] ⊗ [V (τ)|Ω〉]. (191)

XXI. ρ SMALL, τ → ∞

Now assume that ρ has been made much smaller than
any of the length scales occuring in the following. For
notational simplicity we will drop ρ as an agument of the
various functions in which it appears. The example of
Section VIII shows that as τ → ∞, for any system not
confined to a bounded region, branch splitting will con-
tinue without stop. To frame a plausible hypothesis for
the behavior of branching as τ → ∞ which takes contin-
ued splitting into account, we define a branch labelling
scheme which then facilitates the definition of a set of
summed branches.
For a system beginning in some initial state |ψ〉 with

complexity close to 0 at proper time τ0, consider the set of
branch states which result from minimizing Q(τ, {|ψi〉})
for τ ≥ τ0. Let E be the set of all branching events.
As discussed in Section VI on non-relativistic branch-
ing, we will assume E consists almost entirely of splits
of branches into pairs of sub-branches. In addition, how-
ever, E may also include rare events for isolated subsys-
tems of the universe for which associated branches split
and then later recombine, leaving no record in the rest
of the universe. It will turn out to be technically con-
venient to adopt a rule according to which recombining
branches remaining distinct so that all splits effectively
become permanent. A corresponding rule will then be
needed to handle subsequent splits of the remaining dis-
tinct branches.

The hypothesis that all splitting events in E consist
of some branch splitting permanently into a pair of sub-
branches yields a labeling scheme for branches. Each
branch state |ψ(s, τ)〉 can be labelled with a set of pairs

s = {(e0, ℓ0), . . . (en−1, ℓn−1)}, n > 0, (192)

giving a corresponding history of splitting events ei ∈ E
and branch indices ℓi ∈ {0, 1}. For a splitting event e ∈ E
at time τ of a state |ψ(w, τ)〉 with history

w = {w0, . . . wn−1}, (193)

the resulting branch states |ψ(u, τ)〉, |ψ(v, τ)〉 have
u = {w0, . . . wn−1, (e, 0)}, (194a)

v = {w0, . . . wn−1, (e, 1)}. (194b)

As a consequence of allowing branch states to pass
through recombination events unaffected, it follows that
each branch in the optimal set {|ψi〉} at τ will be a sum
of some corresponding set Si of orthogonal branch states

|ψi〉 =
∑

w∈Si

|ψ(w, τ)〉. (195)

Suppose |ψi〉 is a branch state at τ with w ∈ Si and
suppose that the branching event e at τ splits |ψi〉 into
branches |φ0〉 and |φ1〉. The rule needed to compensate
for having ignored events in which branches can rejoin is
then

|ψ(u, τ)〉 = 〈ψ(w, τ)|φ0〉|φ0〉, (196a)

|ψ(v, τ)〉 = 〈ψ(w, τ)|φ1〉|φ1〉, (196b)

The initial state we assign branch index 0 of an initial
null branching event ∅ ∈ E at τ0. Thus |ψ〉 at τ0 becomes
|ψ[{(∅, 0)}, τ0]〉. Each s can also be viewed as a map from
some subset of E into {0, 1}. For s of Eq. (192), define
|s| to be n.
For τ0 sufficiently large, Q(τ, {|ψi〉}) will be nearly

translationally invariant over the spatial region con-
tributing to any branching event. Since Q(τ, {|ψi〉}) is
also Lorentz invariant, it seems reasonable to assume
at the least that for each branching event and resulting
branch in any Poincaré frame there will be a correspond-
ing branching event and branch in any other frame. The
relation between corresponding branches will be consid-
ered in more detail in Section XXII.
For any τ ≥ τ0, let S(τ) be the set of s corresponding

to the set of branches which minimize Q(τ, {|ψi〉}). Each
S(τ) can be viewed as a set of maps, each map in the set
taking a subset of E into {0, 1}. Define S to be the set of
all such maps, each taking some subset of E into {0, 1}.
Appending, for the moment, a reference frame label f to
Sf (τ), the set S then contains at least

S ⊇ ∪f ∪τ Sf (τ). (197)

For any s ∈ S, and any τ , define |χ(s, τ)〉 to be the
sum of all the τ branches with histories containing s

|χ(s, τ)〉 =
∑

s′∈S(τ),s′⊇s

|ψ(s′, τ)〉. (198)
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For any τ , there will be a corresponding nτ such that

|χ(s, τ)〉 = 0, |s| > nτ . (199)

On the other hand, for every s ∈ S there is a τs such that

|χ(s, τ)〉 6= 0, τ > τs. (200)

For any τ0 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ , selecting the s′ ∈ S(τ1) which are
descendents of some s ∈ S(τ0) yields

|χ(s, τ)〉 =
∑

s′∈S(τ1),s′⊇s

|χ(s′, τ)〉. (201)

For any pair of distinct s, s′ ∈ S(τ), for any τ ′ ≥ τ ,
the states |χ(s, τ ′)〉 and |χ(s′, τ ′)〉 are orthogonal. For
any s ∈ S(τ), the only s′ ∈ S(τ) which satisfies s′ ⊇ s is
s′ = s itself, in which case

|χ(s, τ)〉 = |ψ(s, τ)〉. (202)

Let U(τ) be the unitary operator on the full relativis-
tic Hilbert space HR which takes the Schroedinger-like
representation of a state on the hyperboloid L(τ) to
the representation of that state on the hyperplane with
x0 = 0. Define |χ̂(s, τ)〉 to be the x0 = 0 representation
of |χ(s, τ)〉

|χ̂(s, τ)〉 = U(τ)|χ(s, τ)〉. (203)

For any τ0 ≤ τ1 ≤ τ , Eq. (201) implies

|χ̂(s, τ)〉 =
∑

s′∈S(τ1),s′⊇s

|χ̂(s′, τ)〉. (204)

For any τ ≥ τ0

|χ̂[{(∅, 0)}, τ ]〉 = U(τ0)|ψ〉. (205)

The example of Section VIII shows that as τ → ∞,
for any system not confined to a bounded region, branch
splitting will continue without stop and the values of |s|
for s ∈ S(τ) will grow without bound. Thus there is
no fixed s ∈ S, for which |ψ(s, τ)〉 remains defined as
τ → ∞. For every s ∈ S, however, the summed branch
|χ̂(s, τ)〉 remains defined and potentially has a limit as
τ → ∞.
The discussion in Section VC of the evolution with

increasing t of the optimal branch decomposition aris-
ing from the non-relativistic Q({|ψi〉}), now applied to
Q(τ, {|ψi〉}), implies the evolution with increasing τ of
the optimal relativistic branch decomposition will be
piecewise continuous. The discontinuous piece, accord-
ing to Sections VI and XIX, will consist almost entirely
of permanent splitting of some branch into a pair of sub-
branches. The continuous piece, according to Section
VC, for sufficiently large b will consist almost entirely
of continuous unitary evolution with τ of the branches
which do not split. If branch splitting is entirely per-
manent splitting into pairs of sub-branches and branches

which don’t split change purely by unitary evolution in
τ , then each |χ̂(s, τ)〉 of Eq. (203), for any s ∈ S(τ ′) for
any τ ≥ τ ′, will be constant in τ . Thus the existence, for
any s ∈ S, of the limit

lim
τ→∞

|χ̂(s, τ)〉 = |χ̂(s)〉 (206)

appears to be a plausible hypothesis.

XXII. TRANSLATIONAL COVARIANCE

Let |ψ〉 ∈ HR be the representation of a state on the
x0 = 0 hyperplane and {|χ̂(s)〉} the corresponding set of
τ → ∞ branches. Let Pµ, 0 ≤ µ < 4, be the momentum
operator on HR. Let |ψz〉 be a copy of |ψ〉 translated by
zµ

|ψz〉 = exp(−izµPµ)|ψ〉. (207)

Let {|χ̂z(s)〉} be the set of τ → ∞ branches arising from
|ψz〉. We now give an argument in support of the hy-
pothesis that for every s ∈ S

|χ̂z(s)〉 = exp(−izµPµ)|χ̂(s)〉. (208)

If Eq. (208) holds for zµ in a neighborhood of 0, it holds
for all zµ. We will assume zµ small in the following.
Let |ψ(τ)〉 be |ψ〉 represented on L(τ)

|ψ(τ)〉 = U †(τ)|ψ〉, (209)

and let |ψ(s, τ)〉 be the corresponding branch decompo-
sition

|ψ(τ)〉 =
∑

s

|ψ(s, τ)〉. (210)

Let {Yj} be a partition of space into disjoint regions, Wj

the intersection of Yj with L(τ).
LetQj be the subspace ofHR spanned by the operators

with support in Wj acting on the vacuum. Assume the
{Wj} are all sufficiently large that Eq. (191) yields for
each |ψ(s, τ)〉

|ψ(s, τ)〉 ≈ λ(s, τ)
⊗

j

|ψj(s, τ)〉, (211a)

|ψj(s, τ)〉 ∈ Qj , (211b)

so that

|ψ(τ)〉 ≈
∑

s

λ(s, τ)
⊗

j

|ψj(s, τ)〉. (212)

Let Ej(τ) be the set of events in the causal past ofWj .
Any s ∈ S(τ) is a union of the overlapping sets

s = ∪jsj (213a)

sj = s ∩
(

Ej(τ) × {0, 1}
)

, (213b)
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Let Sj(τ) be the set of sj arising from s ∈ S(τ). For
the Wj sufficiently large in comparison to the size of the
entangled region driving any branching event, the set of
events with ambiguous classification according to these
definitions is a small fraction of the size of each set. We
will assume the vector |ψj(s, τ)〉 actually has the form
|ψj(sj , τ)〉 since it is unchanged by parts of s outside
sj . If each of the Wj is sufficiently large, |ψj(sj , τ)〉 and
|ψj′ (sj′ , τ)〉, j′ 6= j, will be orthogonal. The orthogonality
of distinct branches implies in addition

〈ψj(sj , τ)|ψj(s
′
j , τ)〉 = δsjs′j . (214)

Let |ψz(τ)〉 be
|ψz(τ)〉 = U †(τ) exp(−izµPµ)|ψ〉, (215a)

= U †(τ) exp(−izµPµ)U(τ)|ψ(τ)〉. (215b)

If τ is sufficiently large that each of the regions Wj is
nearly flat, we will now argue that Eqs. (212) and (215b)
should give

|ψz(τ)〉 ≈
∑

s

λ(s, τ)
⊗

j

|ψzj(sj , τ)〉, (216a)

|ψzj(sj , τ)〉 = exp(−izµjPµ)|ψj(sj , τ)〉, (216b)

zµj = aνµjzν , (216c)

where aνµj is the Lorentz boost which takes points in the

hyperplane with x0 = x0j to points in the hyperplane

holdingWj , where x
0
j is the time component of the center

point of Wj .
An argument in support of Eqs. (216a) - (216c) is as

follows. Suppose first that only a single |ψj(sj , τ)〉 differs
from the vacuum and that the corresponding Wj is en-
tirely flat. Then the effect of U(τ) on |ψj(sj , τ)〉 should
consist of a boost which takes states represented in the
the hyperplane holding Wj to states represented in the
hyperplane with x0 = x0j followed by a time development

operator taking states represented in the x0 = x0j hy-

perplane to states in the x0 = 0 hyperplane. But since
time development itself is assumed translationally covari-
ant, only the boost components of U(τ) and U †(τ) in Eq.
(215b) will have an effect on exp(izµP

µ). The time devel-
opment parts of U(τ) and U †(τ) will commute through.
The effect of the boost components of U(τ) and U †(τ)
on the translation operator is then given Eqs. (216a)
- (216c). If each of the Wj is sufficiently large, since
|ψj(sj , τ)〉 and |ψj′ (j′s, τ)〉, j′ 6= j, will be orthogonal,
U(τ) should act nearly independently on each |ψj(sj , τ)〉.
The result is Eqs. (216b) - (216c) for the full expansion
of |ψz(τ)〉 in Eq. (216a).
Consider the |χz(s, τ)〉 found from the branches of

|ψz(τ)〉. Suppose again to begin that in Eq. (216a) for
|ψz(τ)〉 only a single |ψzj(sj , τ)〉 differs from the vaccum,
suppose that Wj is entirely flat, and ignore for the mo-
ment the z0j component of zµj . For Wj entirely flat, the
net complexity function Q(τ, {|ψi〉}) is translationally co-
variant. It follows that the Wj factor of any branch aris-
ing from |ψz(τ)〉 will be the translation the Wj factor of

a corresponding branch of |ψ(τ)〉, and similarly for the
summed branches

|χzj(sj , τ)〉 = exp(−i
∑

µ>0

zµjP
µ)|χj(sj , τ)〉. (217)

Now ignore the zµj , µ > 0, and assume z0j > 0.
Then |ψzj(sj , τ)〉 will be |ψj(sj , τ)〉 developed forward to
τ + z0 and thus potentially subject to additional branch-
ing. According to Section VB, each factor of a tensor
product of states branches independently, and therefore
even if more than one |ψj(sj , τ)〉 differs from the vac-
uum, the branches of |ψj(sj , τ + z0)〉 will be of the form
µ(s′j)|ψj(s

′
j , τ + z0)〉 for s′j ⊇ sj and some set of nonneg-

ative real µ(s′j). We therefore have

|χzj(sj , τ)〉 =
∑

s′
j
⊇sj

µ(s′j)|ψj(s
′
j , τ + z0)〉, (218a)

= exp(−iz0jPµ)|ψj(sj , τ)〉, (218b)

so that by Eq. (202) for |χj(sj , τ)〉

|χzj(sj , τ)〉 = exp(−iz0jPµ)|χj(sj , τ)〉. (219)

Combing Eqs. (217) and (219) gives

|χzj(sj , τ)〉 = exp(−izµjPµ)|χj(sj , τ)〉, (220)

for z0j > 0, sj ∈ Sj(τ).
On the other hand, for z0j < 0, the derivation of Eq.

(219) can be repeated but with the roles of |ψz(τ)〉 and
|ψ(τ)〉 reversed, so that

|χj(szj , τ)〉 = exp(izµjP
µ)|χzj(szj , τ)〉, (221)

and therefore

|χzj(szj , τ)〉 = exp(−izµjPµ)|χj(szj , τ)〉, (222)

for szj ∈ Szj(τ).
The argument for Eq. (218a) implies for both positive

and negative z0j

Szj(τ) = Sj(τ + z0j). (223)

Thus the sets of possible szj for Eq. (220) and for Eq.
(222) differ. This difference can be removed by choosing
some third τ ′ < τ − |z0j | and then using Eq. (201) to
obtain Eqs. (220) and (222) both for szj ∈ Szj(τ

′).
If the Wj are all sufficiently large, which is possible for

τ sufficiently large, if all of the |ψzj(sj , τ)〉 and |ψj(sj , τ)〉
differ from the vaccum, Eqs. (220) and (222) should still
apply to each independently. We then have for an ar-
bitrary |ψ〉 and displaced exp(−izµPµ)|ψ〉 the summed
branches

|χ(s, τ)〉 ≈ λ(s)
⊗

j

|χj(sj , τ〉, (224a)

|χz(s, τ)〉 ≈ λ(s)
⊗

j

|χzj(sj , τ〉, (224b)
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remain related by Eqs. (220) and (222). The derivation
of Eqs. (215a) - (216c) then implies

U(τ)|χz(s, τ)〉 ≈ exp(−izµPµ)U(τ)|χ(s, τ)〉, (225)

and therefore

|χ̂z(s, τ)〉 ≈ exp(−izµPµ)|χ̂(s, τ)〉. (226)

If the limit in Eq. (206) exists as assumed, the τ → ∞
limit of Eq. (226) is then Eq. (208).

XXIII. BORN RULE AS AN INVARIANT

MEASURE ON BRANCHING HISTORIES

To begin, assume a particular Poincaré frame, f . Con-
sider an infinite sequence si such that

si ∈ ∪τSf (τ), (227a)

|si| = i, (227b)

si ⊂ si+1. (227c)

A version of the Born rule based on asymptotic late time
branches says the probability a state with history which
begins as si at the next branching event lands in si+1 is

P (si+1|si) =
〈χ̂(si+1)|χ̂(si+1)〉

〈χ̂(si)|χ̂(si)〉
. (228)

The Born rule we now formulate as a measure on
the set of branching histories, each extending over all
time, beginning from some initial state |ψ〉. An all-time
branching history ŝ is an infinite set of pairs which as-
signs each event e ∈ E to a corresponding branch index
i ∈ {0, 1}.

ŝ = {(e0, i0), (e1, i1), ...}. (229)

Let Ŝ be the set of all such all-time histories ŝ. For every
s ∈ S, let v(s) ⊂ Ŝ be the collection of ŝ ∈ Ŝ which are
supersets of s,

v(s) = {ŝ ∈ Ŝ|ŝ ⊃ s}. (230)

For every such v(s) define the function µ[v(s)] to be

µ[v(s)] = 〈χ̂(s)|χ̂(s)〉. (231)

Let Σ be the σ-algebra of sets in Ŝ generated by all v(s)
for s ∈ S. The complement of any v(s) is given by the
finite union

v(s)c = ∪s′∈c(s)v(s
′), (232)

where c(s) is the set of s′ each consisting of exactly one
of the events in s but with branch index reversed

c[{(e0, i0), ...(en−1), in−1)}] =
{

{(e0,¬i0)}, ...{(en−1,¬in−1)}
}

. (233)

In addition, for any s, s′ ∈ S,

v(s) ∩ v(s′) = v(s ∪ s′). (234)

It follows that every element of Σ is given by a union of
a countable collection of pairwise disjoint v(s). For ev-
ery countable collection of pairwise disjoint sets {v(si)},
define

µ[∪iv(si)] =
∑

i

µ[v(si)]. (235)

Eq. (235) turns µ into a probability measure on Σ.
Eq. (228) follows from Eq. (231). Since the |χ̂(s)〉 are

Poincaré covariant and the algebra Σ is frame indepen-
dant, the measure µ is Poincaré invariant. The Born rule
can then be formulated as the hypothesis that world’s
history of branching events is an ŝ ∈ Ŝ chosen randomly
according to the measure µ.

XXIV. TIME DEPENDENT VIEW OF

BRANCHING HISTORY

The Poincaré covariant set of τ → ∞ branches |χ̂(s)〉
and corresponding branching history ŝ chosen according
to the Born measure of Section XXIII we take to be the
physical objects underlying macroscopic reality. From
these, a view of branching history unfolding in time in
any particular Poincaré frame can be constructed.
In any particular frame, for any all-time history of

events ŝ, there is a corresponding sequence of partial
branch histories sn ∈ S, n ≥ 1, with

|sn| = n, (236a)

sn ⊂ sn+1, (236b)

∪nsn = ŝ, (236c)

ordered in such a way that for every n the last event in
sn occurs after the last event in sn−1. Let |χ̂(sn)〉 be
the corresponding sequence of states represented on the
x0 = 0 hyperplane. From these define |ψn(τ)〉 to be

|ψn(τ)〉 = U †(τ)|χ̂(sn)〉, (237)

where U †(τ) is the unitary operator taking states repre-
sented on the x0 = 0 hyperplane to their representation
on the L(τ) hyperbeloid. The system begins at τ0 evolu-
tion from the initial state |ψ〉

|ψ1(τ0)〉 = |ψ〉, (238)

then at a sequence of proper times τn, n ≥ 1, successively
branches from |ψn(τn)〉 to |ψn+1(τn)〉.
The τn can be found as follows. Define |ψn(τ)〉 and ρn

to be

|φn(τ)〉 = |ψn(τ)〉 − |ψn+1(τ)〉 (239a)

ρn =
〈ψn+1(τ)|ψn+1(τ)〉

〈ψn(τ)|ψn(τ)〉
. (239b)
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From these define

∆n(τ) = [C(|ψn(τ)〉)]2−
ρn[C(|ψn+1(τ)〉)]2 − (1− ρn)[C(|φn〉)]2

+ bρn ln(ρn) + b(1− ρn) ln(1 − ρn). (240)

Each τn will then be the smallest τ such that

∆n(τ) ≥ 0. (241)

By choice of the sn, the sequence of τn is guaranteed to
be increasing.

XXV. CONCLUSION

In Section II we argued that the branching which fol-
lows from environmentally induced decoherence by itself
looks like it’s missing something. The present article con-
sists of a series of conjectures which propose to fill in
what’s missing.
What are the odds these various guesses might be

right? With the exception of the experiments proposed
in Section XI, the various conjectures can all, at least in
principle, be tested by numerical experiments. Among
the hypotheses which could be checked numerically are
the proposal in Section VI that branching is almost al-
ways a permanent split of a single branch into a pair of
sub-branches, the proposal in Section X that branches

on the large scale are nearly tensor products each factor
of which is entangled only over limited distance, and the
conjecture in Section XXI that the infinite proper time
limit exists for the |χ̂(s, τ)〉. On the other hand, the com-
plexities needed for the experiments in Section XI might
also, at least in principle, be filled in numerically leading
to a realizable attempt to estimate b.

The non-relativistic version of the proposal here is
something like the Von Neumann-Wigner interpretation
[18–20] turned on its head. Instead of conscious obser-
vation causing branching events, branching events occur
with or without an observer but those which include a
sufficient set of an observer’s degrees of freedom register
as a transition in thought. A somewhat related possi-
bility is that distinct mental states might in all cases be
associated with distinct branches because the complexity
arising from the superposition of distinct mental states is
itself sufficient to cause branching. The sequence of men-
tal transitions associated with a trajectory of thought
might then be a sequence of successive branching events.
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Appendix A: Truncated Hermitian Operator Hilbert

Space

Let Hn
x be the subspace of Hx with less than n bosons.

The dimension dn of each Hn
x is finite. Let Hn be the

product over x of all Hn
x

Hn =
⊗

x

Hn
x . (A1)

For any site x, let Fn
x consist of all Hermitian fx on Hn

x

with finite

‖ fx ‖2= Trx(fx)
2, (A2)

and vanishing trace

Trxfx = 0. (A3)

For any pair of nearest neighbor sites {x, y}, let Fn
xy con-

sist of all Hermitian fxy on Hn
x ⊗Hn

y with finite

‖ fxy ‖2= Trxy(fxy)
2, (A4)

and vanishing traces

Trxfxy = 0, (A5a)

Tryfxy = 0. (A5b)

Inner products on Fn
x and Fn

xy are

〈fx, f ′
x〉 = Trx(fxf

′
x), (A6a)

〈fxy, f ′
xy〉 = Trxy(fxyf

′
xy). (A6b)

Operators fx ∈ Fn
x and fxy ∈ Fn

xy can be made into
operators on Hn by

f̂x = fx
⊗

q 6=x

Iq, (A7a)

f̂xy = fxy
⊗

q 6=x,y

Iq, (A7b)

where Iq is the identity operator on Hn
q . As usual, we

now drop the hat and use the same symbol for operators
on Hn

x , Hn
x ⊗ Hn

y , and the corresponding operators on
Hn.
Let Kn be the vector space over the reals of linear

operators k on Hn given by sums of the form

k =
∑

xy

fxy +
1√
dn

∑

x

fx (A8)

for any collection of fxy ∈ Fn
xy for a set of nearest neigh-

bor pairs {x, y} and any collection of fx ∈ Fn
x in a set of

sites x. The inner product on K is

〈k, k′〉 =
∑

xy

〈fxy, f ′
xy〉+

∑

x

〈fx, f ′
x〉. (A9)

An equivalent inner product on Kn, which is a version
of the inner product on operator Hilbert space in [10], is

〈k, k′〉 = Tr(kk′)

dnL−2
n

, (A10)

where Tr is the trace on all of Hn and nL is the number
of sites in the lattice L. As a result of the factor of 1√

dn
in

Eq. (A8), if dn is made large, matrix elements of k given
by Eq. (A8) will approach those of k given by Eq. (15)
and Kn will become equivalent to the operator space K
of Section III B.

Appendix B: Lower Bound on the Complexity of

Entangled States

The proof of Eq. (37) proceeds as follows. The
trajectories k(ν) ∈ K and Uk(ν) which determine any
C(|ψ〉, |ω〉), according to Eqs. (17a) - (20), we charac-
terize by a corresponding set of trajectories of Schmidt
spectrum vectors. We then find the rotation matrices
which govern the motion of these vectors as ν changes.
A bound on the time integral of the angles which occur
in these matrices by a time integral of ‖ k(ν) ‖ yields Eq.
(37).

1. Schmidt Spectra

Consider some entangled n-fermion |ψ〉 of form Eq.
(36). For a trajectory k(ν) ∈ K, let Uk(ν) be the solution
to Eqs. (17a) and (17b). Define |ω(ν)〉 to be

|ω(ν)〉 = Uk(ν)|ω〉, (B1)

for some product state |ω〉 and assume that k(ν) has been
chosen to give

|ω(1)〉 = ξ|ψ〉, (B2)

for a phase factor ξ. Since all k(ν) conserve fermion num-
ber, |ω〉 according to Eq. (9) must have the form

|ω〉 = d†f (pn−1)...d
†
f (p0)×

d†b(qm−1)...d
†
b(q0)|Ω〉, (B3)

for some number of bosons m.
We now divide the lattice L into a collection of disjoint

regions and define a corresponding collection of Schmidt
decompositions of the trajectory of states which deter-
mine any C(|ψ〉, |ω〉). Divide L into subsets Le, Lo, with,
respectively, even or odd values of the sums of compo-
nents x̂i. The sites in each subset have nearest neighbors
only in the other. Let De

ij , D
o
ij , D

e, Do be

De
ij = Le ∩Dij (B4a)

Do
ij = Lo ∩Dij (B4b)

De = ∪ijD
e
ij . (B4c)

Do = ∪ijD
o
ij . (B4d)

Between De and Do choose the larger, or either if they
are equal. Assume the set chosen is De. Among the
nm spins sij , at least nm

2 will have the same value and
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therefore correspond to Dij which do not intersect. The
corresponding collection of De

ij will then include at least
nmV

4 points.
From this set of De

ij construct a set of subsets Eℓ each
consisting of 2n distinct points chosen from 2n distinct
De

ij . The total number of Eℓ will then be at least mV
8 .

We will consider only the first mV
8 of these.

The Hilbert space H is given by a tensor product

H = Hf ⊗Hb, (B5)

of a fermion space Hf and a boson space Hb. Similarly
the space Hx at each x is given by a tensor product

Hx = Hf
x ⊗Hb

x, (B6)

of a fermion space Hf
x and a boson space Hb

x. The di-
mensions of Hf

x and Hb
x are, respectively, 4 and ∞.

For each set Eℓ form the tensor product spaces

Qℓ =
⊗

x∈Eℓ

Hf
x, (B7a)

Rℓ = Hb
⊗

q 6=Eℓ

Hf
q . (B7b)

It follows that Qℓ has dimension 42n and

H = Qℓ ⊗Rℓ. (B8)

A Schmidt decomposition of |ω(ν)〉 according to Eq.
(B8) then becomes

|ω(ν)〉 =
∑

j

λjℓ(ν)|φjℓ(ν)〉|χjℓ(ν)〉, (B9)

where

|φjℓ(ν)〉 ∈ Qℓ (B10a)

|χjℓ(ν)〉 ∈ Rℓ, (B10b)

for 0 ≤ j < 42n and real non-negative λjℓ(ν) which fulfill
the normalization condition

∑

j

[λjℓ(ν)]
2 = 1. (B11)

Each |φjℓ(ν)〉 is a pure fermion state while the |χjℓ(ν)〉
can include both fermions and bosons.
The fermion number operators N [Qℓ] and N [Rℓ] com-

mute and |ω(ν)〉 is an eigenvector of the sum with eigen-
value n. It follows that the decomposition of Eq. (B9)
can be done with |φjℓ(ν)〉 and |χjℓ(ν)〉 eigenvectors of
N [Qℓ] and N [Rℓ], respectively, with eigenvalues sum-
ming to n. Let |φ0ℓ〉 be |Ωℓ〉, the vacuum state of Qℓ,
and let |φiℓ(ν)〉, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4n, span the 4n-dimensional
subspace of Qℓ with N [Qℓ] of 1. We assume the corre-
sponding λiℓ(ν), 1 ≤ i ≤ 4n, are in nonincreasing order.
Consider Eq. (B9) for ν = 1. By Eq. (B2), for any

choice of ℓ there will be a set of 2n nonzero orthogonal
|φ1ℓ(1)〉, ...|φ2nℓ(1)〉 with

λjℓ(1) =

√

1

mV
, (B12)

for 1 ≤ j ≤ 2n.
On the other hand, for ν = 0, Eq. (B9) becomes a

decomposition of the product state |ω〉. The boson part
of |ω(0)〉 will occur as the same overall tensor factor in
each |χ1ℓ(0)〉, ...|χnℓ(0)〉. The fermion part of |ω(0)〉 is a
product of n independent single fermion states, the space
spanned by the projection of these into some Qℓ is at
most n dimensional, and as a result at most n orthogonal
|φ1ℓ(0)〉, ...|φnℓ(0)〉 can occur. Therefore at ν = 0, there
will be at most n nonzero λ1ℓ(0), ...λnℓ(0). For n < j ≤
2n, we have

λjℓ(0) = 0. (B13)

But according to Eq. (B11), for each fixed value of ℓ the
set of components {λjℓ(ν)} indexed by j is a unit vector.
Eqs. (B13) and (B12) then imply that as ν goes from
0 to 1, {λjℓ(ν)} must rotate through a total angle of at
least arcsin(

√

n
mV ).

For the small interval from ν to ν + δν let µjℓ(ν) and
θℓ(ν) be

λjℓ(ν + δν) = λjℓ(ν) + δνµjℓ(ν), (B14a)

θℓ(ν)
2 =

∑

j

[µjℓ(ν)]
2. (B14b)

We then have
∫ 1

0

|θℓ(ν)|dν ≥ arcsin

(
√

n

mV

)

. (B15)

Summed over the mV
8 values of ℓ, Eq. (B15) becomes

∑

ℓ

∫ 1

0

|θℓ(ν)|dν ≥ mV

8
arcsin

(
√

n

mV

)

, (B16)

and therefore

∑

ℓ

∫ 1

0

|θℓ(ν)|dν ≥ 1

4π

√
mnV . (B17)

2. More Schmidt Spectra

Replacing the subsets Eℓ defined in Appendix B1, with
subsets of L obtained from the Sℓ of Section IV leads to
an additional bound similar to Eq. (B17).
For each 0 ≤ ℓ < q, of the two subsets of L defined by

Sℓ, let Tℓ be the subset which, for each 0 ≤ i < m, holds
n0 of the sets Dij , 0 ≤ j < n. Redefine Qℓ,Rℓ of Eqs.
(B7a) and (B7b), to be

QT
ℓ =

⊗

x∈Tℓ

Hf
x, (B18a)

RT
ℓ = Hb

⊗

q 6=Tℓ

Hf
q . (B18b)
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For each 0 ≤ ℓ < q there is again a corresponding
Schmidt decomposition of |ω(ν)〉 of Eqs. (B1) and (B2)

|ω(ν)〉 =
∑

j

λTjℓ(ν)|φTjℓ(ν)〉|χT
jℓ(ν)〉, (B19)

where

|φTjℓ(ν)〉 ∈ QT
ℓ , (B20a)

|χT
jℓ(ν)〉 ∈ RT

ℓ . (B20b)

Each |φTjℓ(ν)〉 is a pure fermion state while the |χT
jℓ(ν)〉

can include both fermions and bosons. For ν = 1, for
every 0 ≤ ℓ < q, the sum over j in Eq. (B19) has m
nonzero entries each with

λTjℓ(1) =
1√
m
, (B21)

with |φTjℓ(1)〉 carrying fermion number n0 and |χT
jℓ(1)〉

carrying fermion number n1.
Duplicating the discussion of Appendix B 1, a trajec-

tory of angles θTℓ (ν) can be defined which rotates the unit
vector [λTjℓ(0)] arising from the product state |ω(0)〉 into
the unit vector [λTjℓ(1)] of Eq. (B21). For each 0 ≤ ℓ < q,

a version of the lower bound of Eq. (B15) can be obtained
by finding the product state |ω(0)〉 which gives [λTjℓ(0)]

closest to [λTjℓ(1)] for the set of 0 ≤ j < m corresponding

to |φTjℓ(0)〉 and |χT
jℓ(0)〉 with fermion numbers n0 and n1,

respectively.
According to Eq. (9), the product state |ω(0)〉 includes

n fermion creation operators d†f (pi) given by Eq. (8a).

Since |ω(1)〉 and therefore |ω(0)〉 are normalized to 1, we
can require the pi(x, s) to be othronomal. The simplest
way to insure n0 and n1, respectively, for |φ0ℓ(0)〉 and
|χ0ℓ(0)〉 is for the support of pi(x, s) to be entirely within
Tℓ for 0 ≤ i < n0 and entirely outside Tℓ for n0 ≤ i < n.
The Schmidt decomposition of Eq. (B19) then yields
a vector [λTjℓ(0)] with only a single nonzero entry and
therefore

∑

j

λTjℓ(0)λ
T
jℓ(1) =

1√
m
. (B22)

A larger value of the sum in Eq. (B22) is possible only
if an even number of pi(x, s) have support both within
Tℓ and outside Tℓ. For some r ≤ n0, n1,, define z to be
the set

z = {i|0 ≤ i < r} ∪ {i|n0 ≤ i < n0 + r}. (B23)

Then for i ∈ z, suppose

pi(x, s) = p0i (x, s) + p1i (x, s), (B24)

where the p0i (x, s) have support entirely within Tℓ and the
p1i (x, s) have support entirely outside Tℓ. Since pi(x, s)
is normalized and the support of p0i (x, s) is disjoint from
the support of p1i (x, s) we have

‖ |p0i 〉 ‖2 + ‖ |p1i 〉 ‖2= 1. (B25)

The piece |ω̂(0)〉 of |ω(0)〉 with fermion number n0 on Tℓ
and n1 outside Tℓ is given by

|ω̂(0)〉 =
∑

u

[
⊗

i∈u

|p0i 〉
⊗

j∈z−u

|p1j〉]
⊗

i/∈z

|pi〉, (B26)

where the sum is over all r element subsets u ⊂ z.
The vector [λTjℓ(0)] corresponding to |ω̂(0)〉 will have at

most (2r)!
(r!)2 nonzero entries, one for each of the sets u in

the sum in Eq. (B26). The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality
then yields

∑

j

λTjℓ(0)λ
T
jℓ(1) ≤

√

(2r)!

m(r!)2
‖ |ω̂(0)〉 ‖ (B27)

Let |p̂0i 〉 be the projection of |p0i 〉 orthogonal to all
|p̂0j〉, j < i, and let |p̂1i 〉 be the projection of |p1i 〉 orthog-
onal to all |p̂1j〉, j < i. Substituting {|p̂0i 〉} and {|p̂1i 〉} for

{|p0i 〉} and {|p1i 〉}, respectively, in Eq. (B26) leaves |ω̂(0)〉
unchanged. The value of ‖ |ω̂(0)〉 ‖ will then be maxi-
mized if the resulting ‖ |p̂0i 〉 ‖ and ‖ |p̂1i 〉 ‖ are increased
as needed to satisfy Eq. (B25).
Suppose now that ‖ |ω̂(0)〉 ‖ has been maximized with

respect to ‖ |p̂0i 〉 ‖ and ‖ |p̂1i 〉 ‖ for all 0 ≤ i < r, expect
some pair of values j, k. The remaining dependence on
‖ |p̂0i 〉 ‖ and ‖ |p̂1i ‖ for i = j, k, is maximized at

‖ |p̂0j〉 ‖ = ‖ |p̂0k〉 ‖, (B28a)

‖ |p̂1j〉 ‖ = ‖ |p̂1k〉 ‖ . (B28b)

If ‖ |ω̂(0)〉 ‖ is then maximized with respect to the re-
maining i independent ‖ |p̂0i 〉 ‖ and ‖ |p̂1i 〉 ‖, Eq. (B27)
becomes

∑

j

λTjℓ(0)λ
T
jℓ(1) ≤

√

(2r)!

m2r(r!)2
(B29)

Suppose m has the form (2r)!
(r!)2 . For any r′ ≤ r Eq.

(B29) becomes

∑

j

λTjℓ(0)λ
T
jℓ(1) ≤

(2r′)!√
m2r′(r′!)2

. (B30)

An induction argument then shows that Eq. (B30) is an
increasing function of r′. For r′ > r on the other hand,
the sum in Eq. (B30) becomes

∑

j

λTjℓ(0)λ
T
jℓ(1) ≤

√
m

2r′
, (B31)

which is a decreasing function of r′. The maximum of
Eq. (B30) will therefore be at r′ = r.

Now suppose m lies between (2r)!
(r!)2 and (2r+2)!

[(r+1)!]2 . For

r′ ≤ r the maximum Eq. (B30) will still be at r′ = r and
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given by

∑

j

λTjℓ(0)λ
T
jℓ(1) ≤

(2r)!√
m2r(r!)2

, (B32a)

<

√

(2r)!

22r(r!)2
. (B32b)

For r′ = r + 1, Eq. (B30) becomes

∑

j

λTjℓ(0)λ
T
jℓ(1) ≤

√
m

2r+1
, (B33a)

<

√

(2r + 2)!

22r+2[(r + 1)!]2
. (B33b)

A further induction argument shows that Eqs. (B32b)
and (B33b) are decreasing functions of r. Thus for m ≥
2, we have

∑

j

λTjℓ(0)λ
T
jℓ(1) ≤

1√
2
. (B34)

A duplicate of the argument leading to Eq. (B17) then
yields

∑

ℓ

∫ 1

0

|θTℓ (ν)|dν ≥ πq

4
. (B35)

3. Schmidt Rotation Matrix

A lower bound on C(|ψ〉) follows from Eqs. (B17) and
(B35). Appendices B 3 and B 4 derive the consequence
of Eq. (B17). A derivation of the additional terms in the
bound on C(|ψ〉) which follow from Eq. (B35) is briefly
summarized in Appendix B 5.
The rotation of λjℓ(ν) during the interval from ν to

ν + δν will be determined by k(ν). For each fxy in Eq.
(15) for k(ν) which can contribute to a nonzero value of
θℓ(ν), the nearest neighbor pair {x, y} has one point, say
x in Eℓ. Since Eℓ ⊂ De and the nearest neighbors of all
points in De are in Do, y can not be in Eℓ. Let gℓ(ν) be
the sum of all such fxy. The effect of all other terms in
Eq. (15) on the Schmidt decomposition of Eq. (B9) will
be a unitary transformation on Rℓ and identity on Qℓ.
All other terms will therefore leave λjℓ(ν) unchanged.
The effect of gℓ(ν) on λjℓ(ν) over the interval from ν

to ν + δν can be determined from the simplification

|ω(ν + δν)〉 = exp[iδνgℓ(ν)]|ω(ν)〉. (B36)

From |ω(ν + δν)〉〈ω(ν + δν)| of Eq. (B36), construct
the density matrix ρ(ν + δν) by a partial trace over Rℓ,
using the basis for Rℓ from the Schmidt decomposition
in Eq. (B9) of |ω(ν)〉 at t

ρ(ν + δν) =
∑

j

[〈χjℓ(ν)|ω(ν + δν)〉×

〈ω(ν + δν)|χjℓ(ν)〉]. (B37)

An eigenvector decomposition of ρ(ν + δν) exposes the
λjℓ(ν + δν)

ρ(ν + δν) =
∑

j

[λjℓ(ν + δν)2×

|φjℓ(ν + δν)〉〈φjℓ(ν + δν)|]. (B38)

A power series expansion through first order in δν ap-
plied to Eqs. (B36), (B37) and (B38) then gives for
µjℓ(ν) of Eq. (B14a)

µjℓ(ν) =
∑

k

rjkℓ(ν)λkℓ(ν), (B39)

for the rotation matrix rjkℓ(ν)

rjkℓ(ν) = − Im[〈φjℓ(ν)|〈χjℓ(ν)|
gℓ(ν)|φkℓ(ν)〉|χkℓ(ν)〉]. (B40)

4. Rotation Angle Bounds

Since the fxy contributing to gℓ(ν) conserve total
fermion number N , gℓ(ν) can be expanded as

gℓ(ν) =
∑

xy

gℓ(x, y, ν), (B41a)

gℓ(x, y, ν) =
∑

i=0,1

ai(x, y, ν)zi(x, y, ν) (B41b)

where z0(x, y, ν) acts only on states with N(Hx⊗Hy) of
0, z1(x, y, ν) acts only on states with N(Hx⊗Hy) strictly
greater than 0, and the zi(x, y, ν) are normalized by

‖ zi(x, y, ν) ‖= 1. (B42)

The operator z0(x, y, ν) will be

z0(x, y, ν) = z0f(x, y)⊗ gb(x, y, ν), (B43a)

z0f(x, y, ν) = P f (x, y)
⊗

q 6=x,y

Iq, (B43b)

where P f (x, y) projects onto the vacuum state ofHf
x⊗Hf

y

and gb(x, y, ν) is a normalized Hermitian operator acting
on Hb

x ⊗Hb
y

Combining Eqs. (B14b),(B39) - (B41b) gives

|θℓ(ν)| ≤
∑

xyi

|θiℓ(x, y, ν)| (B44a)

[θiℓ(x, y, ν)]
2 =

∑

j

[µi
jℓ(x, y, ν)]

2, (B44b)

with the definitions

µi
jℓ(x, y, ν) = −ai(x, y, ν)

∑

k

Im{〈φjℓ(ν)|〈χjℓ(ν)|

zi(x, y, ν)|φkℓ(ν)〉|χkℓ(ν)〉λkℓ(ν)}. (B45)
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Since the |φjℓ(ν)〉 are orthonormal, gb(x, y, ν) is Her-
mitian and the λkℓ(ν) are real we have

Im{〈φjℓ(ν)|φkℓ(ν)〉
〈χjℓ(ν)|gb(x, y, ν)|χkℓ(ν)〉λkℓ(ν)} = 0. (B46)

Eq. (B45) for i = 0 can then be turned into

µ0
jℓ(x, y, ν) =

a0(x, y, ν)
∑

k

Im{〈φjℓ(ν)|〈χjℓ(ν)|[I − z0f (x, y)]

gb(x, y, ν)|φkℓ(ν)〉|χkℓ(ν)〉λkℓ(ν)}. (B47)

But in addition

|ω(ν)〉 =
∑

k

|φkℓ(ν)〉|χkℓ(ν)〉λkℓ(ν). (B48)

Also I − z0f(x, y) is a projection operator so that

[I − z0f(x, y)]2 = I − z0f (x, y). (B49)

The normalization condition on z0(x, y, ν) implies
[gb(x, y, ν)]2 has trace 1 as an operator on Hb

x ⊗Hb
y and

therefore all eigenvalues bounded by 1. Eqs. (B43a),
(B44b), (B47), (B48), and (B49) then give

[θ0ℓ (x, y, ν)]
2 ≤

[a0(x, y, ν)]2〈ω(ν)|[I − z0f(x, y)]|ω(ν)〉. (B50)

For µ1
jℓ(x, y, ν), since z

1(x, y, ν) is nonzero only on the

subspace with N(Hx ⊗Hy) nonzero, we have

µ1
jℓ(x, y, ν) = −a1(x, y, ν) Im{〈φjℓ(ν)|〈χjℓ(ν)|

z1(x, y, ν)[I − z0f (x, y)]|ω(ν)〉}. (B51)

Eqs. (B44b) and (B51) give

[θ1ℓ (x, y, ν)]
2 ≤ [a1(x, y, ν)]2〈ω(ν)|[I − z0f (x, y)]

[z1(x, y, ν)]2[I − z0f(x, y)]|ω(ν)〉. (B52)

But by Eq. (B42), [z1(x, y, ν)]2 as an operator on Hx⊗
Hy, has trace 1 and therefore all eigenvalues bounded by
1. Thus Eq. (B52) implies

[θ1ℓ (x, y, ν)]
2 ≤

[a1(x, y, ν)]2〈ω(ν)|[I − z0f(x, y)]|ω(ν)〉. (B53)

By construction of De, each nearest neighbor pair
{x, y} with x ∈ De must have y ∈ Do. Also any x ∈ De

is contained in at most a single Eℓ. As a result Eqs.
(B44a), (B50) and (B53) imply

∑

ℓ

|θℓ(ν)| ≤
∑

x∈De,y∈Do

{[|a0(x, y, ν)| + |a1(x, y, ν)|]×
√

〈ω(ν)|[I − z0f (x, y)]|ω(ν)〉}. (B54)

The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality then gives

[
∑

ℓ

|θℓ(ν)|]2 ≤
∑

x∈De,y∈Do

[|a0(x, y, ν)|+ |a1(x, y, ν)|]2×
∑

x∈De,y∈Do

〈ω(ν)|[I − z0f(x, y)]|ω(ν)〉. (B55)

The state |ω(ν)〉 can be expanded as a linear combina-
tion of orthogonal states each with n fermions each at a
single position. A state with fermions at n positions will
survive the projection I − z0f (x, y) only if at least one
of the fermions is either at x or y. Each x ∈ De can be
the member of only a single such pair of nearest neighbor
{x, y}. A y ∈ Do can be in 6 x, y pairs for an x ∈ De.
Thus a term with n fermion positions in the expansion
of |ω(ν)〉 will pass I − z0f (x, y) for at most 6n pairs of x
and y. Therefore

∑

x∈De,y∈Do

〈ω(ν)|[I − z0f(x, y)]|ω(ν)〉 ≤ 6n. (B56)

By Eq. (16)

‖ k(ν) ‖2≥
∑

ℓ,x∈De,y∈Do

‖ gℓ(x, y, ν) ‖2 (B57)

In addition, z0(x, y, ν) is orthogonal to z1(x, y, ν). It
follows that

‖ k(ν) ‖2≥
∑

x∈De,y∈Do

[|a0(x, y, ν)|2 + |a1(x, y, ν)|2].

(B58)
Assembling Eqs. (B55), (B56) and (B58) gives

‖ k(ν) ‖2≥ 1

2

∑

x∈De,y∈Do

[|a0(x, y, ν)| + |a1(x, y, ν)|]2

≥ 1

12n
[
∑

ℓ

|θℓ(ν)|]2 (B59)

Eq. (B17) then implies

∫ 1

0

‖ k(ν) ‖≥ 1

π

√

mV

192
, (B60)

and therefore

C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) ≥ 1

π

√

mV

192
. (B61)

Since Eq. (B61) holds for all product |ω〉 we obtain

C(|ψ〉) ≥ 1

π

√

mV

192
. (B62)

5. Additional Terms

The nearest neighbor {x, y} which contribute to each
θTℓ (ν) in Eq. (B35) are all distinct from the pairs which
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contribute to θℓ(ν) in Eq. (B17). A repeat of the steps
leading to Eq. (B59) yields

‖ k(ν) ‖2≥ 1

12n
[
∑

ℓ

|θℓ(ν)|+
∑

ℓ

|θTℓ (ν)|]2. (B63)

Eq. (B62) becomes

C(|ψ〉) ≥ 1

π

√

mV

192
+

πq√
192

. (B64)

Appendix C: Upper Bound on the Complexity of

Entangled States

An upper bound on C(|ψ〉) of the n-particle entangled
state of Eq. (36) is given by C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) for any n-particle
product state |ω〉, for which in turn an upper bound is
given by

C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) ≤
∫ 1

0

dt ‖ k(ν) ‖, (C1)

for any trajectory k(ν) ∈ K fulfilling Eqs. (B1) and (B2).
Beginning with an |ω〉 consisting of n particles each at one
of a corresponding set of n single points, we construct a
sufficient k(ν) in three stages. First,|ω〉 is split into a sum
of m orthogonal product states, each again consisting of
n particles one at each of a corresponding set of n single
points. Then the position of each of the particles in the
product states is moved to the center of the wave function
of one of the single particle states of Eq. (35). Finally,
by approximately ln(V )/ ln(8) iterations of a fan-out tree,
the mn wave functions concentrated at points are spread
over the mn cubes Dij .

1. Product State to Entangled State

Define the set of positions xij to be

(xij)
1 = i+ (x00)

1, (C2a)

(xij)
2 = j + (x00)

2, (C2b)

(xij)
3 = (x00)

3, (C2c)

for 0 ≤ i < m, 0 ≤ j < n and arbitrary base point x00.
Let the set of n-particle product states |ωi〉 be

|ωi〉 =
∏

0≤j<n

Ψ†(xij , 1)|Ω〉. (C3)

The entangle n-particle state |χ〉

|χ〉 =
√

1

m

∑

i

|ωi〉 (C4)

we generate from a sequence of unitary transforms acting
on |ω〉 = |ω0〉.

Let k0 acting on Hx00 ⊗Hx01 have matrix elements

〈Ω|Ψ(x00,−1)Ψ(x01,−1)k0

Ψ†(x00, 1)Ψ
†(x01, 1)|Ω〉 = −i, (C5)

〈Ω|Ψ(x00, 1)Ψ(x01, 1)k0

Ψ†(x00,−1)Ψ†(x01,−1)|Ω〉 = i, (C6)

and extend k0 to H by Eq. (14). We then have

exp(iθ0k0)|ω0〉 =
√

1

m
|ω0〉+

√

m− 1

m

∏

0≤j<n

Ψ†(x0j , s1j)|Ω〉, (C7)

where

θ0 = arcsin(

√

m− 1

m
), (C8)

and the set of spin indices sij , 0 ≤ i, j < n is

sij = −1, j ≤ i, (C9a)

sij = 1, j > i. (C9b)

Now let k1 acting on Hx01 ⊗Hx02 have matrix elements

〈Ω|Ψ(x01,−1)Ψ(x02,−1)k1

Ψ†(x01,−1)Ψ†(x02, 1)|Ω〉 = −i, (C10)

〈Ω|Ψ(x01,−1)Ψ(x02, 1)k1

Ψ†(x01,−1)Ψ†(x02,−1)|Ω〉 = i, (C11)

and extend k1 to H by Eq. (14). We then have

exp(iθ1k1) exp(iθ0k0)|ω0〉 =
√

1

m
|ω0〉+

√

m− 1

m

∏

0≤j<n

Ψ†(x0j , s2j)|Ω〉, (C12)

for θ1 given by π
2 .

Continuing in analogy to Eqs. (C5) - (C12), for a
sequence of operators kj , 0 ≤ j < n − 1, acting on
Hx0j ⊗Hx0j+1 , and corresponding θj we obtain

exp(iθn−2kn−2)... exp(iθ0k0)|ω0〉 =
√

1

m
|ω0〉+

√

m− 1

m

∏

0≤j<n

Ψ†(x0j ,−1)|Ω〉, (C13)

Let kn−1 acting on Hx00 ⊗Hx10 have matrix elements

〈Ω|Ψ(x10, 1)kn−1Ψ
†(x00,−1)|Ω〉 = −i, (C14a)

〈Ω|Ψ(x00,−1)kn−1Ψ
†(x10, 1)|Ω〉 = i, (C14b)
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extend kn−1 to H by Eq. (14), and let θn−1 be π
2 . Ap-

plying exp(iθn−1kn−1) to Eq. (C13), followed by a sim-
ilar sequence of exp(iθjkj), n ≤ j < 2n − 1 acting on
Hx0(j−n+1)

⊗Hx1(j−n+1)
gives

exp(iθ2n−2k2n−2)... exp(iθ0k0)|ω0〉 =
√

1

m
|ω0〉+

√

m− 1

m
|ω1〉 (C15)

Multiplying Eq. (C15) by exp(iθjkj), 2n−1 ≤ j < 3n−
2 on Hx1(j−2n+1)

⊗Hx1(j−2n+2)
, and then exp(iθjkj), 3n−

2 ≤ j < 4n− 2 on Hx1(j−3n+2)
⊗Hx2(j−3n+2)

gives

exp(iθ4n−3k4n−3)... exp(iθ0k0)|ω0〉 =
√

1

m
|ω0〉+

√

1

m
|ω1〉+

√

m− 2

m
|ω2〉. (C16)

The end result of a sequence of 2mn−m such steps is
|χ〉 of Eq. (C4)

exp(iθ2mn−m−1k2mn−m−1)... exp(iθ0k0)|ω0〉 =
√

1

m

∑

i

|ωi〉. (C17)

The ki and θi of Eq. (C17) have

‖ ki ‖ =
√
2, (C18a)

|θi| ≤
π

2
. (C18b)

Thus Eq. (C17) implies

C(|χ〉, |ω〉) ≤
√
2πm(n− 1

2
). (C19)

2. Entangled State Repositioned

Let yij be the center of cube Dij of Eq. (35), sij the
spins of Eq. (35) and ζi the phases of Eq. (36). Define
the entangled n-particle state |φ〉 be

|φ〉 =
∑

i

ζi
∏

j

Ψ†(yij , sij)|Ω〉. (C20)

For each 0 ≤ i < m, 0 ≤ j < n, let z0ij , z
1
ij ...z

rij
ij be the

shortest sequence of nearest neighbor sites such that

z0ij = xij , (C21a)

z
rij
ij = yij , (C21b)

for the xij in Eqs. (C2a) - (C4) and such that all zℓij for
distinct ℓ, i, j, are themselves distinct. For each 0 ≤ ℓ <
rij − 1, for nearest neighbor pair zℓij , z

ℓ+1
ij , let kℓij acting

on Hzℓ
ij
⊗Hzℓ+1

ij
have matrix elements

〈Ω|Ψ(zℓ+1
ij , 1)kℓijΨ

†(zℓij , 1)|Ω〉 = −i, (C22a)

〈Ω|Ψ(zℓij , 1)k
ℓ
ijΨ

†(zℓ+1
ij , 1)|Ω〉 = i, (C22b)

and extend kℓij to H by Eq. (14). For each i, j pair with

j < n−1, for the final nearest neighbor step exp(ikℓij), ℓ =
rij − 1, Eqs. (C22a) and (C22b) are modified to produce
spin orientation sij at yij

〈Ω|Ψ(zℓ+1
ij , sij)k

ℓ
ijΨ

†(zℓij , 1)|Ω〉 = −i, (C23a)

〈Ω|Ψ(zℓij , 1)k
ℓ
ijΨ

†(zℓ+1
ij , sij)|Ω〉 = i, (C23b)

and for j = n − 1 for the final exp(ikℓin−1), ℓ = rin−1 −
1, Eqs. (C22a) and (C22b) are modified in addition to
generate the phase ζi

〈Ω|Ψ(zℓ+1
ij , sij)k

ℓ
ijΨ

†(zℓij , 1)|Ω〉 = −iζi, (C24a)

〈Ω|Ψ(zℓij , 1)k
ℓ
ijΨ

†(zℓ+1
ij , sij)|Ω〉 = iζ∗i . (C24b)

Define r to be

r = max
ij

rij , (C25)

and for each i, j pair define

kℓij = 0, rij ≤ ℓ < r. (C26)

Let kℓ be

kℓ =
∑

ij

kℓij . (C27)

Then we have
∏

ij

[exp(i
π

2
ks−1)... exp(i

π

2
k0)]|χ〉 = |φ〉, (C28)

for |χ〉 of Eq. (C4).
The kℓ of Eqs. (C27), (C22a) - (C24b) have

‖ kℓij ‖≤
√
2mn. (C29)

Thus Eq. (C28) implies

C(|φ〉, |χ〉) ≤ π
√
mnr√
2

. (C30)

We now minimize r over the base point x00

r̂ = min
x00

r, (C31)

with the result

C(|φ〉, |χ〉) ≤ π
√
mnr√
2

, (C32)

where we have dropped the hat on r.

3. Fan-Out

The state |φ〉 with particles at the centers of the cubes
Dij we now fan-out to the state |ψ〉 with particle wave
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functions spread uniformly over the cubes Dij . For suffi-
ciently small lattice spacing a nearly all of the complexity
of the bound on C(|ψ〉) is generated in this step.
Let d be the length of the edge of the Dij . Each edge

of Dij then consists of d+1 sites. The volume V is then
d3. We begin with case

d = 2p, (C33)

for some integer p. For simpilicity we present the fan-
out applied to a prototype single particle state |υ0〉 on
prototype cube G with edge length d, and center at some
point y

|υ0〉 = Ψ†(y, 1)|Ω〉. (C34)

The first stage of the fan-out process consists of split-
ting |υ0〉 into a pair of components displaced from each
other in lattice direction 1. For integer −2p−2 ≤ i ≤ 2p−2

define y(i) to be y incremented by i nearest neighbor
steps in lattice direction 1. For 1 ≤ j ≤ 2p−2 define kj
on Hy(j−1) ⊗Hy(j) to have matrix elements

〈Ω|Ψ[y(j), 1]kjΨ
†[y(j − 1), 1]|Ω〉 = −i, (C35a)

〈Ω|Ψ[y(j − 1), 1]kjΨ
†[y(j), 1]|Ω〉 = i. (C35b)

For −2p−2 ≤ j ≤ −1 define kj by Eqs. (C35a) and
(C35b) but with j + 1 in place of j − 1. Then define k̄j
by

k̄1 =
1√
2
[k1 + k−1], (C36a)

k̄j = kj + k−j , 2 ≤ j ≤ 2p−2. (C36b)

With these definitions it then follows that

|υ1〉 = exp(i
π

2
k̄m)... exp(i

π

2
k̄1)|υ0〉, (C37)

for m = 2p−2, is given by

|υ1〉 =
1√
2

∑

i=−2p−2,2p−2

Ψ†[y(i), 1]|Ω〉. (C38)

Eqs. (C36a) and (C36b) imply

‖ k̄1 ‖ =
√
2, (C39a)

‖ k̄j ‖ = 2, 2 ≤ j ≤ 2p−2. (C39b)

It then follows that

C(|υ1〉, |υ0〉) < 2p−2π, (C40)

where for simplicity we have used an overestimate for
‖ k̄1 ‖.
The next stage of the fan-out consists of splitting each

of the 2 components of |υ1〉 but now in lattice direction
2. For k̄j , 2

p−2 < j ≤ 2p−1, defined by adapting of Eqs.
(C35a) - (C36b), we have

|υ2〉 = exp(i
π

2
k̄m)... exp(i

π

2
k̄1)|υ0〉, (C41)

with m = 2p−1, given by

|υ2〉 =
1

2

∑

i=−2p−2,2p−1

∑

j=−2p−2,2p−2

Ψ†[y(i, j), 1]|Ω〉, (C42)

for y(i, j) defined to be y(i) displaced j steps in lattice
direction 2. Eqs. (C36a) and (C36b) adapted to the fan-
out in direction 2 give k̄j , 2

p−2 < j ≤ 2p−1 each acting
on twice as many sites as was the case for the direction
1 fan-out and therefore

‖ k̄2p−2+1 ‖ = 2, (C43a)

‖ k̄j ‖ = 2
√
2, 2p−2 + 2 ≤ j ≤ 2p−1. (C43b)

It then follows that

C(|υ2〉, |υ1〉) < 2p−2
√
2π. (C44)

Splitting yet again, now in lattice direction 3, yields

|υ3〉 = exp(i
π

2
k̄m)... exp(i

π

2
k̄1)|υ0〉, (C45)

for m = 2p−1 + 2p−2, given by

|υ3〉 =
1√
8

∑

i=−2p−2,2p−1

∑

j=−2p−2,2p−2

∑

ℓ=−2p−2,2p−2

Ψ†[y(i, j, ℓ), 1]|Ω〉, (C46)

for y(i, j, ℓ) defined to be y(i, j) displaced ℓ steps in lattice
direction 3.
Eqs. (C36a) and (C36b) adapted to the fan-out in

direction 3 give k̄j , 2
p−1 < j ≤ 2p−1 + 2p−2, each acting

on twice as many sites as was the case for the direction
2 fan-out and therefore

‖ k̄2p−1+1 ‖ = 2
√
2, (C47a)

‖ k̄j ‖ = 4, 2p−1 + 2 ≤ j ≤ 2p−1 + 2p−2. (C47b)

It then follows that

C(|υ3〉, |υ2〉) < 2p−1π. (C48)

The weight originally concentrated in |υ0〉 at the center
point y of G, with edge length d, in |υ3〉 is distributed
equally over the center points of 8 sub-cubes of G each
with edge length d

2 . Combining Eqs. (C40), (C44) and
(C48) gives

C(|υ3〉, |υ0〉) < (3 +
√
2)2p−2π. (C49)

The fan-out process of Eqs. (C37) - (C49) we now
repeat a total of p−1 iterations arriving at a state |υ3p−3〉
with weight equally distributed over the center points of
23p−3 cubes each with edge length 2. Eqs. (C49) rescaled
for iteration ℓ give

C(|υ3ℓ〉, |υ3ℓ−3〉) < (3 +
√
2)2p−ℓ−12

3ℓ−3
2 π. (C50)
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The term 2p−ℓ−1 counts the decreasing number of lat-
tice steps between cube centers as the fan-out process is

iterated, while the term 2
3ℓ−3

2 counts the growing num-
ber of cubes and therefore of sites which each subsequent
operator k̄(i) acts on simultaneously.
To complete the fan-out process, the weight at the cen-

ter of each of the cubes with edge length 2 needs to be
distributed to the 26 points forming its boundary. This
process can be carried out in 3 additional steps thereby
defining |υ3p−2〉, |υ3p−1〉 and |υ3p〉.
To obtain |υ3p−2〉 from |υ3p−3〉, the weight at the center

of each edge length 2 cube is distributed simultaneously
and equally to the points at the centers of the 6 edge
length 2 squares forming the cube’s boundary. This pro-
cess itself is done simultaneously across all 23p−3 cubes.
The result is

C(|υ3p−2〉, |υ3p−3〉) ≤
π

2
2

3ℓ−3
2 . (C51)

To obtain |υ3p−1〉 from |υ3p−2〉, the weight at the center
of each edge length 2 square is distributed simultaneously
and equally to the center point of the 4 length 2 lines
forming the boundary of that square. This process itself
is done simultaneously across all faces of all 23p−3 cubes.
The result is

C(|υ3p−1〉, |υ3p−2〉) ≤
√
3π

2
√
2
2

3ℓ−3
2 . (C52)

To obtain |υ3p〉 from |υ3p−1〉, the weight at the center
of each length 2 line is distributed simultaneously and
equally to that line’s pair of end points. This process
itself is done simultaneously across all lines forming the
boundaries of the faces of all 23p−3 cubes. The result is

C(|υ3p〉, |υ3p−1〉) ≤
π

2
2

3ℓ−3
2 . (C53)

The bound on C(|υ3p〉, |υ3p−3〉) obtained by summing
Eqs. (C51) - (C53) turns out to be less the bound in Eq.
(C50) for ℓ = p. We therefore sum Eq. (C50) from ℓ of
1 to p and obtain

C(|υ3p〉, |υ0〉) <
(3 +

√
2)(2 +

√
2)

4
√
2

π2
3p
2 . (C54)

Substituting V for 23p, we then have

C(|υ3p〉, |υ0〉) <
(3 +

√
2)(2 +

√
2)

4
√
2

π
√
V . (C55)

The bound of Eq. (C54) is derived assuming Eq. (C33)
giving the edge d of cube G as an even power of 2. Con-
sider now the case

2p−1 < d < 2p. (C56)

Assume again that at each iteration ℓ of the fan-out
process, each edge length of each parent cube is split as
evenly as possible into halves to produce 8 child cubes

with all edges nearly equal. Suppose d is 2p − 1. Af-
ter iteration ℓ has been completed, the total number of
cubes will still be 23ℓ. Orthogonal to each direction, the
cubes can be grouped into 2ℓ planes, each holding 22ℓ

cubes. But for each direction one of these orthogonal
planes will have an edge in that direction which is one
lattice unit shorter than the corresponding edge of the
other 2ℓ planes. It follows that the update process in
each direction can proceed with 2p−ℓ−1 − 1 steps occur-
ing simultanously across all cubes, and one final update
skipped for the cubes with a single edge in that direction
one lattice unit shorter. The bound of Eq. (C50) will
hold without modification. For d given by 2p − 2, after
iteration ℓ, for each direction, there will be two planes of
22ℓ cubes each with the edge in that direction one lattice
unit shorter. The bound of Eq. (C50) will continue to
hold. Similarly for d given by 2p − q for any q < 2p−1.
For d of Eq. (C56), when ℓ reaches p− 1 the resulting

cubes (no longer exactly cubes) will have a mix of edges
of length 2 and of length 1. The argument leading to Eqs.
(C51) - (C53) can be adapted to show they continue to
hold for the final pass with ℓ of p. The bound of Eq.
(C54) remains in place for the net result of the entire
fan-out process. By assumption, according to Eq. (C56)
we have

2d > 2p. (C57)

Then since V is d3, Eq. (C54) gives

C(|υ3p−1〉, |υ0〉) <
(3 +

√
2)(2 +

√
2)

2
π
√
V , (C58)

which is weaker than Eq. (C55) and therefore holds
whether or not d is an even power of 2.
The bound of Eq. (C55) applies to a fan-out process

on a single prototype state on cube G. Assume the pro-
cess repeated in parallel on the mn cubes Dij , thereby
generating |ψ〉 of Eq. (36). For |φ〉 of Eq. (C20) we then
have

C(|ψ〉, |φ〉) ≤ (3 +
√
2)(2 +

√
2)

2
π
√
mnV . (C59)

From Eqs. (C19) and (C32), it follows that for a product
state |ω〉 we have

C(|ψ〉, |ω〉) ≤ c1
√
mnV + c2mn+ c3

√
mnr, (C60)

where

c1 =
(3 +

√
2)(2 +

√
2)

2
π, (C61a)

c2 =
√
2π, (C61b)

c3 =
π√
2
, (C61c)

for r of Eq. (C32). Eq. (38) then follows.
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Appendix D: Complexity Group

We now show that the topological closure of the group
G of all Uk(1) realizable as solutions to Eqs. (17a) and
(17b) has as a subgroup the direct product

Ĝ = ×nSU(dn), (D1)

where SU(dn) acts on the subspace of H with eigenvalue
n of the fermion number operator N , dn is the dimension
of this subspace, and the product is over the range 0 ≤
n ≤ 16B3.

1. Lie Algebras

The 8B3 sites of the lattice L we reorder as a 1-
dimensional array of distinct sites, successive pairs of
which are nearest neighbors with respect to the origi-
nal lattice L. The new array of sites we label with an
integer valued index z ranging from 0 to 8B3 − 1.
For any pair of nearest neighbor {z, z′}, let Fzz′ be the

set of operators of the form

fzz′ = gzz′

⊗

q 6=z,z′

Iq, (D2)

where Iq is the identity operator on Hq and gzz′ is a
traceless Hermitian operator acting on Hz ⊗ Hz′ which
commutes with Nzz′ , the fermion number operator on
Hz ⊗ Hz′ . Let Kp be the vector space over the reals of
operators of the form

k =
∑

zz′

fzz′ , (D3)

for any collection of fzz′ ∈ Fzz′ for z, z′ ≤ p.
Let Gp be the group on H of all Uk(1) realizable as

solutions to Eq. (17a) for k(ν) ∈ Kp. The topological
closure of the group Gp consists of all operators of the
form exp(ih) for h ∈ Lp, where Lp is the Lie algebra
generated by Kp [21]. Said differently, Lp is the smallest
set of operators such that Kp ⊆ Lp and, in addition, for
any h0, h1 ∈ Lp, and any real r0, r1, there are h2, h3 ∈ Lp

given by

h2 = r0h0 + r1h1, (D4a)

h3 = i[h0, h1]. (D4b)

The requirement that Lp be closed under sums in Eq.
(D4a) follows from the Trotter product formula applied
to the large t limit

exp(ir0h0 + ir1h1) =

lim
t→∞

[exp(it−1r0h0) exp(it
−1r1h1)]

t. (D5)

The requirement that Lp be closed under commutation
in Eq. (D4b) follows from the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff

formula applied to the large t limit

exp([h0, h1]) =

lim
t→∞

[exp(it−1/2h0) exp(−it−1/2h1)×

exp(−it−1/2h0) exp(it
−1/2h1)]

t. (D6)

The requirement of taking a topological closure of the
group generated by Uk(1) in order to generate Lp is a
consequence of the appearance of limits in Eqs. (D5)
and (D6).

2. Induction

For any integer 0 < p ≤ 8B3 - 1, divide H into the
product

Qp =
⊗

q≤p

Hq, (D7a)

Rp =
⊗

q>p

Hq, (D7b)

H = Qp ⊗Rp. (D7c)

By induction on p, we will show that the closure of Gp

includes the subgroup Ĝp

Ĝp = ×nĜpn, (D8a)

Ĝpn = SU(dpn)
⊗

z>p

Iz, (D8b)

where SU(dpn) acts on the subspace Qpn of Qp with
eigenvalue n of the total number operator N , and dpn
is the dimension of Qpn. The product in Eq. (D8a) is
over 0 ≤ n ≤ 2p + 2. Eqs. (D8a) (D8b) for the case
p = 8B3 − 1 become Eq. (D1).
The set of gzz′ in Eq. (D2) is a subset of the set of

fxy in Eq. (14) of Section III. Thus Ĝp for p = 8B3 − 1
is a subgroup of the group G of Section III. Proof of Eq.
(D8a) therefore implies Eq. (18) of Section III.
For p = 1, Eqs. (D8a) and Eqs. (D8b) follow imme-

diately from the definition of Kp. Assuming Eqs. (D8a)
and Eqs. (D8b) for some p− 1, we will prove them for p.
Let Spn be an orthonormal basis for Qpn consisting of

all n-fermion, m-boson, m ≤ bmax(p + 1), vectors of the
form

|ψ〉 =
∏

i≤n

Ψ†(zfi , si)
∏

j≤m

Φ†(zbj)|Ω〉 (D9a)

si ∈ {−1, 1}, (D9b)

zfi , z
b
j ≤ p, (D9c)

for any list of n distinct pairs of (zfi , si) and any list of
m integers zbj such that each zbj coincides with at most

bmax − 1 other zbj′ . For any pair of distinct |ψ0〉, |ψ1〉 ∈
Spn, and 2 x 2 traceless Hermitian h, define

H(|ψ0〉, |ψ1〉, h) =
∑

ij

|ψi〉〈ψj |hij , (D10a)
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Hp(|ψ0〉, |ψ1〉, h) =
H(|ψ0〉, |ψ1〉, h)

⊗

z>p

Iz . (D10b)

The set of all such Hp(|ψ0〉, |ψ1〉, h) is a linear basis for

the Lie algebra Lpn of the group Ĝpn of Eq. (D8b).

Thus to prove Eqs. (D8b) and (D8a) for p it is
sufficient to show that any Hp(|ψ0〉, |ψ1〉, h) for some
|ψ0〉, |ψ1〉 ∈ Spn and 2 x 2 traceless Hermitian h, given
the induction hypothesis, is contained in the Lie algebra
generated by Lp−1n′ for some n′ and Fp−1p.

3. Without Bosons

We consider first |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 both with m of 0 in
Eqs. (D9a) - (D9c). We will work backwards starting
from some Hp(|ψ0〉, |ψ1〉, h) for |ψ0〉, |ψ1〉 ∈ Spn. Since
|ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 have the same value of total N on the

region z ≤ p, it follows that a U0 can be found in Ĝp−1

such that

|ψ2〉 = U0|ψ0〉, (D11a)

|ψ3〉 = U0|ψ1〉 (D11b)

are orthogonal vectors in Spn, their restrictions to the
region p− 1 ≤ z ≤ p are also orthogonal but have equal
total particle counts on p − 1 ≤ z ≤ p. The particle
count difference between |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 at point p is at
most 2, and equal and opposite to the difference between
the corresponding totals on the region z ≤ p − 1. This
compensating difference can be moved by U0 to the point
p− 1.

A k in Fp−1p can then be found such that

|ψ4〉 = exp(ik)|ψ2〉, (D12a)

|ψ5〉 = exp(ik)|ψ3〉, (D12b)

|ψ4〉 = |ψ6〉 ⊗ |υ〉 (D12c)

|ψ5〉 = |ψ7〉 ⊗ |υ〉, (D12d)

for some |υ〉 ∈ Hp, with particle number nυ and |ψ6〉 and
|ψ7〉 orthogonal vectors in S(p−1)m with m = n− nυ.

It is then possible to find a U2 in Ĝp−1 such that

|ψ8〉 = U2|ψ4〉, (D13a)

|ψ9〉 = U2|ψ5〉, (D13b)

|ψ8〉 = |χ〉 ⊗ |φ0〉 ⊗ |υ〉, (D13c)

|ψ9〉 = |χ〉 ⊗ |φ1〉 ⊗ |υ〉, (D13d)

|φ0〉 = Ψ†(p− 1,−1)|Ω〉, (D13e)

|φ1〉 = Ψ†(p− 1, 1)|Ω〉, (D13f)

for a some |χ〉 in S(p−2)(m−1).

Combining Eqs. (D11a) - (D13f), the induction hy-

pothesis implies the existence of U0, U2 ∈ Ĝp−1 and

k ∈ F(p−1)p such that

U2 exp(ik)U0Hp(|ψ0〉, |ψ1〉, h)U †
0 exp(−ik)U †

2 =

|χ〉〈χ| ⊗
∑

ij

|φi〉〈φj |hij ⊗ |υ〉〈υ|. (D14)

The expression on the right-hand side of Eq. (D14)
can then be obtained from a commutator between an
operator k ∈ F(p−1)p and an operator g ∈ L(p−1)m for
m = n− nυ. For 2 x 2 traceless Hermitian kij , define

k =
∑

ij

|φi〉〈φj |kij ⊗ |υ〉〈υ|
⊗

q 6=p−1,p

Iq, (D15)

and for a 2 x 2 traceless Hermitian gij , define

g = |χ〉〈χ| ⊗
∑

ij

|φi〉〈φj |gij
⊗

q>p−1

Iq. (D16)

For any traceless, Hermitian 2 x 2 hij , there are kij and
gij such that

h = i[k, g]. (D17)

Combining Eqs. (D14), (D15), (D16) and (D17) then
gives

Hp(|ψ0〉, |ψ1〉, h) =
U †
0 exp(−ik)U †

2 i[k, g]U2 exp(ik)U0, (D18)

which completes the induction step and for |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉
with m of 0 in Eqs. (D9a) - (D9c).

4. With Bosons

We consider next |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 both with nonzero n
and m in Eqs. (D9a) - (D9c).
Suppose 0 < n < 2p+ 2.
If the boson factors in |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 are identical, then

by a combination of a rotation by a U0 in Ĝp−1 and by
a U1 in the group generated by k ∈ F(p−1)p the boson
factors can both be turned into the case m of 0, already
covered in Appendix D3.
Suppose the boson factors in |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 are not

identical but the fermion factors in |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 are
identical. Then again, but a combination of a rotation
by a U0 in Ĝp−1 and by a U1 in the group generated by
k ∈ F(p−1)p the boson factors can both be turned into
the case m of 0 but with orthogonal fermion factors in
|ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉. Thus back to the case covered in Appendix
D3.
Suppose both the fermion factors and the boson factors

in |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 are not identical. The induction step of

Appendix D 3 shows that the action of Ĝp is available at

least on the fermion factors in |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉. A U0 in Ĝp

can therefore be found which makes the fermion factors
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in |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 distinct both on the region p−1 ≤ z ≤ p
and on the region 0 ≤ z ≤ p − 1. It follows that a U1

in Ĝp−1 and a U2 in the group generated by k ∈ F(p−1)p

can then be found which take |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 back to m of
0.
Suppose finally either n is 0 and |ψ0〉 and |ψ1〉 have

only fermions or n is 2p + 2 and all sites are filled with
fermions. In either case, Ĝp−1 and Ĝp act purely on
boson states. The induction step to show that the Lie
algebra of Ĝp is generated by the Lie algebra of Lp−1n′ ,
either for n′ of 0 or n′ of 2p, and Fp−1p becomes nearly a
direct translation of the induction step in Appendix D3
from fermion states to boson states. We omit the details.

Appendix E: Auxiliary Field Algebra

We will construct a Hilbert space HB generated by the
algebra B of polynomials in the Σi(x, s) and Υi(x) acting
purely as creation operators on |ΩB〉 and satisfying Eqs.
(153a) - (153d).
Let BΣ be the algebra generated by the set of all

Σi(x, s), for any x, s and i, and let BΥ be the algebra
generated by the set of all Υi(x), for any x and i. Since
every a ∈ BΣ commutes with every b ∈ BΥ, the algebra
B is the tensor product

B = BΣ ⊗ BΥ. (E1)

For every x, let BΣ
x be the algebra generated by the set

of Σi(x, s), for any s and i, and let BΥ
x be the algebra

generated by the set of Υi(x) for any i. Then for every
x 6= y, every ax ∈ BΣ

x commutes or anticommutes with
every ay ∈ BΣ

y , and every ax ∈ BΥ
x commutes with every

ay ∈ BΥ
y . Therefore the algebras BΣ and BΥ are the

products

BΣ =
⊗

x

BΣ
x , (E2a)

BΥ =
⊗

x

BΥ
x . (E2b)

Now let ηx be a boost that takes the point x to the
point (τ, 0, 0, 0). For Eqs. (155a) and (155b) to be covari-
ant, Σ0(x, s) has to transform under boosts like Ψ(x, s)
and Σ1(x, s) has to transform under boosts like Ψ†(x, s).
Let Sx

ss′ and S̄x
ss′ be the spin transformation matrices

corresponding to ηx and define Σ̂0(x, s) and Σ̂1(x, s) to
be

Σ̂0(x, s) =
∑

s′

Sx
ss′Σ0(x, s

′), (E3a)

Σ̂1(x, s) =
∑

s′

S̄x
ss′Σ1(x, s

′). (E3b)

For each x and s, let BΣ
xs be the algebra generated by

Σ̂0(x, s) and Σ̂1(x, s). Then for s 6= s′, every axs ∈ BΣ
xs

either commutes or anticommutes with every axs′ ∈ BΣ
xs′ .

Therefore the algebra BΣ
x is the product

BΣ
x =

⊗

s

BΣ
xs. (E4)

Eq. (E1) implies HB is a tensor product

HB = HΣ ⊗HΥ, (E5)

of a space generated by BΣ acting on |ΩB〉 and a space
generated by BΥ acting on |ΩB〉 and Eqs. (E2a) and
(E2b) imply HΣ and HΥ are themselves products of
spaces HΣ

x and HΥ
y generated, respectively, by BΣ

x and

BΥ
x acting on |ΩB〉

HΣ =
⊗

x

HΣ
x , (E6a)

HΥ =
⊗

x

HΥ
x . (E6b)

Similarly, Eq. (E4) implies HΣ
x is a product of HΣ

xs gen-
erated by BΣ

xs acting on |ΩB〉

HΣ
x =

⊗

s

HΣ
xs. (E7)

For the pair of operators Σ̂0(x, s) and Σ̂1(x, s) which
generate BΣ

xs, Eqs. (153a) and (153c) become

[Σ̂0(x, s)]
2 = 0, (E8a)

[Σ̂1(x, s)]
2 = 0, (E8b)

{Σ̂0(x, s), Σ̂0(x, s)} = γ0ss. (E8c)

Eqs. (E8a) - (E8c) combined with approximate
Lorentz and charge conjugation invariance of the com-
plexity of states in H imply that for the field polynomials
Pi[Σ̂0(x, s), Σ̂1(x, s)]

P0[Σ̂0(x, s), Σ̂1(x, s)] = 1, (E9a)

P1[Σ̂0(x, s), Σ̂1(x, s)] = uΣ̂0(x, s), (E9b)

P2[Σ̂0(x, s), Σ̂1(x, s)] = uΣ̂1(x, s), (E9c)

P3[Σ̂0(x, s), Σ̂1(x, s)] = v[Σ̂0(x, s), Σ̂1(x, s)], (E9d)

where u and v are normalization constants independant
of x and s, an orthonormal basis for HΣ

xs must have the
form

|x, s, i〉 = Pi[Σ̂0(x, s), Σ̂1(x, s)]|ΩB〉, (E10)

up to an overall unitary rotation of the basis. Eqs.
(E8a) - (E8c) imply the result of any other polynomial

in Σ̂0(x, s) and Σ̂1(x, s) acting on |ΩB〉 is equal to some
corresponding linear combination of the |x, s, i〉 of Eq.
(E10). The complexity of a state in HB is independent
of overall normalization, however, so u can be arbitrar-
ily set to 1. The remaining constant v determines the
contribution to complexity arising from sites occupied
by more than a single fermion. In the continuum limit
of complexity, if a continuum limit exists, the weight of
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multiply occupied sites in any state will go to 0. The
continuum limit should therefore be independent of v.
For the pair of operators Υ0(x) and Υ1(x) which gen-

erate BΥ
x , Eq. (153d) becomes

[Υ0(x),Υ1(x)] = i. (E11)

Eq. (E11) combined with approximate Lorentz and
charge conjugation invariance of the complexity of states
in H imply that, up to an overall unitary rotation of the
basis, an orthonormal basis forHΥ

x will consist of a family
of states {|x, n0, n1〉Υ} labeled by a pair of nonnegative
integers n0, n1. For each n0, n1 pair Pn0n1 [Υ0(x),Υ1(x)]
is an ordered product, independent of x, of n0 copies of
Υ0(x) and n1 copies of Υ1(x) subject to the requirement

Pn0n1 [Υ0(x),Υ1(x)] = Pn1n0 [Υ1(x),Υ0(x)]. (E12)

The {|x, n0, n1〉Υ} are given by

|x, n0, n1〉Υ = un0n1Pn0n1 [Υ0(x),Υ1(x)]|Ω〉B , (E13)

where the un0n1 are normalization constants independant
of x and symmetric in the indices n0, n1. Eq. (E11) im-
plies the result of any other polynomial in Υ0(x) and
Υ1(x) acting on |ΩB〉 is equal to some corresponding
linear combination of the |x, n0, n1〉 of Eq. (E13). To
be consistent with the normalization choice for fermions,
u00, u01 and u10 will be set to 1. The remaining un0n1

determine the contribution to complexity arising from
sites occupied by more than a single boson and should
have no effect on the continuum limit of complexity, if a
continuum limit exists.
Eq. (154) implies the Pn0n1 [Υ0(x),Υ1(x)] identically

vanish for n0 ≥ n or n1 ≥ n.
The end result of Eqs. (E5) - (E7) is an HB generated

by the algebra B acting on |ΩB〉 which is an ordered
tensor product

HB =
⊗

x

HB
x , (E14)

on which, according to Eqs. (E8a) - (E13), the
Σi(x, s),Υi(x), satisfy Eqs. (153a) - (153d).
It is convenient to define at this point an orthonormal

basis P for B. In particular, no linear combination of
elements of P is 0 as a result of the anticommutation
and commutation relations of Eqs. (153a) - (153d). Each
p ∈ P consists of a product of a pΣ ∈ PΣ and a pΥ ∈
PΥ, where PΣ and PΥ are orthonormal bases for the
fermion field algebra BΣ and the boson field algebra BΥ,
respectively. Each pΣ is defined to be a product over all
distinct x and s of one of the fermion field combinations
in Eqs. (E9a) - (E9d). Each pΥ is defined to be a product
over all distinct x of one of the normalized boson field
combinations un0n1Pn0n1 [Υ0(x),Υ1(x)].

Appendix F: Lower Bound on the Complexity of

Entangled Relativistic States

The proof of Eq. (180) bounding from below the com-
plexity of the entangled relativistic state |ψB〉 of Eq.

(178b) is a version of the proof in Appendix B of a lower
bound on the complexity of the entangled non-relativistic
state of Eq. (36), but with the regular lattice of Section
IIIA replaced by the random lattice of Section XIII and
with the inclusion in HB of anti-fermion states. The
proof in Appendix B can be adapted to the presence
of anti-fermion states in HB by treating fermion-anti-
fermion pairs in HB following the treatment of bosons in
Appendix B. To do this we convert the complexity cal-
culation in HB into an equivalent complexity calculation
in yet another auxiliary Hilbert space.

1. More Auxiliary Hilbert Spaces

For a trajectory kB(ν) ∈ KB, let UkB (ν) be the solu-
tion to

dUkB (ν)

dν
= −ikB(ν)UkB (ν), (F1a)

UkB (0) = I. (F1b)

Define |ω(ν)B〉 to be

|ωB(ν)〉 = UkB (ν)|ωB〉. (F2)

for a product state |ωB(0)〉 ∈ HB

|ωB(0)〉 = df (pj−1)...df (p0)df̄ (qk−1)...df̄ (q0)×
db(rℓ−1)...db(r0)|ΩB〉, (F3)

with j fermions, k anti-fermions, and ℓ bosons, Assume
that |ωB(0)〉 and kB(ν) have been chosen to give

|ω(1)B〉 = ξ|ψB〉, (F4)

for a phase factor ξ. Fermion number conservation by
kB(ν) implies j − k must equal the fermion number n of
|ψB〉.
To deal with the presence of anti-fermions in HB, we

will make use of yet one more auxiliary Hilbert space,
HC , which consists purely of fermion states generated by
all polynomials in an auxiliary field ΣC

1 (x, s) acting on
an auxiliary vacuum |ΩC〉. The tensor product HC ⊗HB

we name HD.
There is a natural map M from HD to HB defined by

M [P (ΣC
1 )|ΩC〉 ⊗ |ψB〉] = P (Σ1)|ψB〉, (F5)

where P (ΣC
1 ) is a polynomial in the field ΣC

1 (x, s), P (Σ1)
is the corresponding polynomial but in the field Σ1(x, s)
and |ψB〉 is any state in HB. The map M takes a sub-
space of HD to the null vector in HB and thus does not
have an inverse.
Corresponding to the decomposition of HD and HB as

tensor products over all sites

HD =
⊗

x

HD
x , (F6a)

HB =
⊗

x

HB
x , (F6b)



42

the map M is given by the product

M =
∏

x

Mx, (F7)

where each Mx maps HD
x to HB

x . The maps Mx and My

for distinct x and y commute.
Let KD be the Hilbert space of Hermitian operators

of Section XV for HD in place of HB and with the ad-
ditional requirement that kD ∈ KD separately conserve
both the fermion number NB of HB and the fermion
number NC of HC .
We now convert kB(ν) ∈ KB, |ωB(ν)〉 ∈ HB connect-

ing

|ωB(1)〉 = ξ|ψB〉, (F8)

for a phase factor ξ, to the product state |ωB(0)〉 into
corresponding kD(ν) ∈ KD, |ωD(ν)〉 ∈ HD connecting
some |ωD(1)〉 to a product state |ωD(0)〉 along a path
such that for 0 ≤ ν ≤ 1

M |ωD(ν)〉 = |ωB(ν)〉, (F9a)

‖ kD(ν) ‖ ≤ 9 ‖ kB(ν) ‖ . (F9b)

In addition, while |ωB(ν)〉 is an eigenvector of NB with
eigenvalue n, |ωD(ν)〉 is an eigenvector of NB with eigen-
value 0 and of NC with eigenvalue n. Eq. (F9b) implies

CD[|ωD(1)〉, |ωD(0)〉] ≤
9CB[|ωB(1)〉, |ωB(0)〉]. (F10)

Thus a lower bound on CD[|ωD(1)〉, |ωD(0)〉] will give a
lower bound on CB [|ωB(1)〉, |ωB(0)〉].
Let the product state |ωD(0)〉 be |ωC〉 ⊗ |ωB〉 where

|ωC〉 = dCf (pn+m−1)...d
C
f (pm)|ΩC〉 (F11a)

|ωB〉 = df (pm−1)...df (p0)df̄ (qm−1)...df̄ (q0)×
db(rℓ−1)...db(r0)|ΩB〉. (F11b)

for df (pi), df̄ (qi) and db(ri) from Eq. (F3), and dCf (pi)

constructed from df (pi) of Eq. (F3) by substituting
ΣC

1 (x, s) for Σ1(x, s).
Eqs. (F8) and (F9a) imply the state |ωD(1)〉 will sat-

isfy

M |ωD(1)〉 = ξ|ψB〉. (F12)

In addition, since the trajectory kD(ν) conserves NB and
NC and |ωD(0)〉, by Eqs. (F11a) and (F11b), hasNB of 0
and NC of n, |ωD(1)〉 must have these same eigenvalues.
Also, since M acts only on the ΣC

1 (x, s) fermion content
of |ωD(1)〉 and |ψ〉B , by Eqs. (178a) and (178b), has
no boson content and no ΣB

0 (x, s) anti-fermion content,
|ωD(1)〉 must have no boson content, no ΣB

0 (x, s) and
ΣB

1 (x, s) content and be given instead by

|ωD(1)〉 = ξ|ψC〉 ⊗ |ΩB〉, (F13)

where |ψC〉 is

qC = z−1m− 1
2

∑

0≤i<m

ζip
C
i , (F14a)

|ψC〉 = qC |ΩC〉, (F14b)

for pCi given by

pCi = V −n
2

∏

0≤j<n





∑

x∈Dij ,k

uk(x)ΣC
1 (x, k)



 , (F15)

for the same ζi, u
k(x) and Dij in Eqs. (175) - (178b) for

|ψB〉.
For both the nonrelativistic version of complexity in

Section III C and the relativistic version in Section XVI,
C(|ψ〉) is actually independent of the normalization of
|ψ〉. We can therefore safely set z to 1 in Eq. (F14a).
The result is that |ωD(1)〉 in Eq. (F13) is normalized to
1, which for consistency we now assume also for |ωD(0)〉.
Now approximate Eqs. (17a), (17b), (B1) and (B2) for

|ωB(ν)〉 by a series of discrete steps

|ωB(ν + δ)〉 = [1− iδkB(ν)]|ωB(ν)〉. (F16)

We will prove Eqs. (F9a) and (F9b) by induction in ν.
Eqs. (F5), (F3), (F11a) and (F11b) give Eq. (F9a) and
(F9b) for ν = 0
Now assume kD(ν) satisfying Eq. (F9b) has been

found for ν < ν′ such that |ωD(ν)〉 given by

|ωD(ν + δ)〉 = [1− iδkD(ν)]|ωD(ν)〉, (F17)

satisfies Eq. (F9a) for ν ≤ ν′. We will show that a kD(ν′)
exists satisfying Eq. (F9b) and extending Eq. (F9a) to
ν′ + δ.
According to Eq. (A8), kB in Eq. (F16) consists of a

sum of operators of the form

f̂B
xy = fB

xy

⊗

q 6=x,y

Iq, (F18)

where fB
xy is a Hermitian operator on HB

x ⊗HB
y for a pair

of nearest neighbor sites {x, y} which conserves NB and
has vanishing partial traces for both HB

x and HB
y . We

assume the dimension dH of HD
x , and the corresponding

slightly smaller dimension of HB
x , are large enough that

the contribution to kB of single site operators of the form
given in Eq. (A7a) can be neglected.
Then the required kD(ν′) can be found if for every

allowed f̂B
xy there is a f̂D

xy of the form

f̂D
xy = fD

xy

⊗

q 6=x,y

IDq , (F19)

where fD
xy is a Hermitian operator onHD

x ⊗HD
y which has

vanishing partial traces for both HD
x and HD

y , conserves

NB and NC and for which

Mf̂D
xy|ωD(ν′)〉 = f̂B

xy|ωB(ν′)〉, (F20a)

‖ fD
xy ‖ ≤ 9 ‖ fB

xy ‖ . (F20b)
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To find the required fD
xy, decompose HD

x ⊗HD
y into a

direct sum of subspaces

HD
x ⊗HD

y = ⊕mnHD
mn, (F21)

with eigenvalues m and n of NB and NC , respectively.
Similarly, decompose HB

x ⊗HB
y into a direct sum of sub-

spaces

HB
x ⊗HB

y = ⊕mHB
m, (F22)

with eigenvalue m of NB.
Let PD

mn be the projection operator onto HD
mn. Define

Mmn to be

Mmn =MxMyP
D
mn, (F23)

for Mx and My from Eq. (F7). Then Mmn maps HD
mn

onto HB
m+n. Let HD⊥

mn be the orthogonal complement of

the subspace of HD
mn which is mapped to 0 by Mmn. For

each |ψB〉 ∈ HB
m+n there is a unique |ψD〉 ∈ HD⊥

mn such
that

MxMy|ψD〉 = |ψB〉. (F24)

For each such |ψB〉, define M−1
mn

M−1
mn|ψB〉 = |ψD〉, (F25)

and for any |ψB〉 ∈ HB
ℓ with ℓ other than m+ n

M−1
mn|ψB〉 = 0. (F26)

Eqs. (F24) - (F26) imply

MxMyM
−1
mn = PB

m+n, (F27)

where PB
m+n is the projection operator onto HB

m+n. De-

fine gDxy to be

gDxy =
∑

mn

M−1
mnf

B
xyMmn. (F28)

By Eq. (F23), gDxy maps each HD
mn into itself and there-

fore conserves both NC and NB.
We then have

MxMyg
D
xy =

∑

mn

PB
m+nf

B
xyMmn,

= fB
xy

∑

mn

Mmn,

= fB
xyMxMy, (F29)

where the first line follows from by Eq. (F27) and the
second follows because Mmn maps onto HB

m+n and fB
xy

conserves NB. Eqs. (F7), (F29) and the induction hy-
pothesis, Eq. (F9a) for ν′, give

MĝDxy|ωD(ν′)〉 = f̂B
xyM |ωD(ν′)〉

= f̂B
xy|ωB(ν′)〉, (F30)

which is Eq. (F20a).
In addition, since M−1

mn maps into HD
mn, Eqs. (F23)

and (F27) imply

Mm′n′M−1
mn = δm′mδn′nP

B
m+n. (F31)

We then have

TrDxy(g
D
xy)

2 =
∑

mn

TrBxy[P
B
m+nf

B
xyP

B
m+nf

B
xy]

=
∑

mn

TrBxy[P
B
m+n(f

B
xy)

2] (F32)

where the first line follows from Eqs. (F28) and (F31)
and the second holds because fB

xy conserves NB. Since
the index s of Σ1(x, s) is in the range 0 ≤ s < 4, the
maximum possible value of NB for x and y together is
8. As a result there are at most 9 different combinations
of m and n giving any value of m + n. Eq. (F32) then
implies

TrDxy(g
D
xy)

2 ≤ 9TrBxy(f
B
xy)

2, (F33)

which is Eq. (F20b).
Finally, gDxy can be split into

gDxy = fD
xy +

1√
dH

Ix ⊗ fD
y +

1√
dH

fD
x ⊗ Iy +

1

dH
fDIx ⊗ Iy, (F34)

where

TrDx f
D
xy = 0, (F35a)

TrDy f
D
xy = 0, (F35b)

TrDy f
D
y = 0, (F35c)

TrDx f
D
x = 0, (F35d)

and dH is the dimension of eachHD
x . Eqs. (F34) - (F35d)

imply

TrDxy(g
D
xy)

2 = TrDxy(f
D
xy)

2 +TrDy (fD
y )2+

TrDx (fD
x )2 + (fD)2. (F36)

Eqs. (F36) and (F33) imply fD
xy satisfies Eq. (F20b).

For dH large enough, Eqs. (F34) and (F30) imply f̂D
xy

satisfies Eq. (F20a).
Which completes the induction step of the proof of

Eqs. (F9a) and (F9b). Eq. ( F10) follows. To obtain
a lower bound on CB [|ωB(1)〉, |ωB(0)〉] we now derive a
lower bound on CD[|ωD(1)〉, |ωD(0)〉].

2. Schmidt Spectra Again

From each region Dij , extract a subset D̂ij , consisting
of the center points x of all cells c(x) reached by start-
ing at yij and traveling along a geodesic in L(τ, σ) in the
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positive or negative x1 direction a number ≤ d
2ρ of dis-

crete steps each of proper length 2ρ, then traveling along
a geodesic in the positive or negative x2 direction a num-
ber ≤ d

2ρ of discrete steps each of proper length 2ρ, then

traveling along a geodesic in the positive or negative x3
direction a number ≤ d

2ρ of discrete steps each of proper

length 2ρ. Since each c(x) is contained within a sphere
of radius ρ around its center point, none of the points in
D̂ij will be nearest neighbors and for large d, the total

number of points in each D̂ij will be nearly
d3

ρ3 . Since V is

between 48d3

πρ3 and 6d3

πρ3 , the number of points in each D̂ij

is zV for z between π
6 and π

48 . We will assume V is large
enough that we can ignore the statistical uncertainty in
the number of points in each D̂ij .

From this set of D̂ij construct a set of subsets Eℓ each
consisting of 2n distinct points chosen from 2n distinct
D̂ij . Since there are mn sets D̂ij , there will be zmV

2 sets
Eℓ.
For each Eℓ form the tensor product spaces

Qℓ =
⊗

x∈Eℓ

HC
x , (F37a)

Rℓ = [
⊗

x 6=Eℓ

HC
x ]⊗HB. (F37b)

The space Qℓ has dimension 162n and HD becomes

HD = Qℓ ⊗Rℓ. (F38)

A Schmidt decomposition of |ωD(ν)〉 according to Eq.
(F38) then becomes

|ωD(ν)〉 =
∑

j

λjℓ(ν)|φjℓ(ν)〉|χjℓ(ν)〉, (F39)

where

|φjℓ(ν)〉 ∈ Qℓ, (F40a)

|χjℓ(ν)〉 ∈ Rℓ, (F40b)

for 0 ≤ j < 162n and real non-negative λjℓ(ν) which
fulfill the normalization condition

∑

j

[λjℓ(ν)]
2 = 1. (F41)

Each |φjℓ(ν)〉 is a pure fermion state while the |χjℓ(ν)〉
can include fermions, antifermions and bosons.
The fermion number operators NC [Qℓ] and NC [Rℓ]

commute and |ωD(ν)〉 is an eigenvector of the sum with
eigenvalue n. It follows that the decomposition of Eq.
(F39) can be done with |φjℓ(ν)〉 and |χjℓ(ν)〉 eigenvec-
tors of NC [Qℓ] and N

C [Rℓ], respectively, with eigenval-
ues summing to n. Let |φ0ℓ〉 be |Ωℓ〉, the vacuum state of
Qℓ, and let |φiℓ(ν)〉, 1 ≤ i ≤ 8n, span the 8n-dimensional
subspace of Qℓ with NC [Qℓ] of 1. We assume the cor-
responding λiℓ(ν), 1 ≤ i ≤ 8n, are in nonincreasing or-
der. Consider Eqs. (F13) - (F15) for |ωD(1)〉. For any

choice of ℓ there will be a set of 2n nonzero orthogonal
|φ1ℓ(1)〉, ...|φ2nℓ(1)〉 with

λjℓ(1) =

√

1

mV
. (F42)

On the other hand, for the product state |ωD(0)〉 in
Eqs. (F11a) and (F11b), the |φjℓ(ν)〉 come entirely from
|ωC〉, which is a product of n independent single fermion
states. The space spanned by the projection of these into
someQℓ is at most n dimensional, and as a result at most
n orthogonal |φ1ℓ(0)〉, ...|φnℓ(0)〉 can occur. Therefore at
ν = 0, there will be at most n nonzero λ1ℓ(0), ...λnℓ(0).
For n < j ≤ 8n, we have

λjℓ(0) = 0. (F43)

Since {λjℓ(ν)} is a unit vector, Eqs. (F42) and (F43)
imply that as ν goes from 0 to 1, {λjℓ(ν)} must rotate
through ¡a total angle of at least arcsin(

√

n
mV ).

For the small interval from ν to ν + δν let µjℓ(ν) and
θℓ(ν) be

λjℓ(ν + δν) = λjℓ(ν) + δνµjℓ(ν), (F44a)

θℓ(ν)
2 =

∑

j

[µjℓ(ν)]
2. (F44b)

We then have

∫ 1

0

|θℓ(ν)|dν ≥ arcsin(

√

n

mV
). (F45)

Summed over the zmV
2 values of ℓ, Eq. (F45) becomes

∑

ℓ

∫ 1

0

|θℓ(ν)|dν ≥ zmV

2
arcsin(

√

n

mV
), (F46)

and therefore

∑

ℓ

∫ 1

0

|θℓ(ν)|dν ≥ r

π

√
mnV , (F47a)

≥ 1

48

√
mnV , (F47b)

since z is greater than π
48 .

3. Rotation Matrix and Rotation Angle Bounds

The rest of the proof of the lower bound on relativistic
complexity, Eq. (180), is a copy of Sections B 3 and B 4
of the proof in Appendix B of the non-relativistic lower
bound, Eq. (37), but with the non-relativistic fermion
charge N and Hilbert spaces Hf and Hb replaced, re-
spectively, by NC , HC and HB.
As in Appendix B 3, the rotation of λjℓ(ν) during the

interval from ν to ν + δν will be determined by the sum
gDℓ (ν) of all contributions to kD(ν) of Eq. (F17) arising
from fD

xy for nearest neighbor pairs {x, y} with one point,
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say x, in Eℓ. By construction of the Eℓ, if x is in Eℓ, y
can not be in Eℓ or any distinct Eℓ′ . A repeat of the
derivation of Eqs. (B36) - (B38) then leads to

µjℓ(ν) =
∑

k

rjkℓ(ν)λkℓ(ν), (F48)

for the rotation matrix rjkℓ(ν)

rjkℓ(ν) = − Im[〈φjℓ(ν)|〈χjℓ(ν)|
gDℓ (ν)|φkℓ(ν)〉|χkℓ(ν)〉], (F49)

for |φkℓ(ν)〉 and |χkℓ(ν)〉 of Eq. (F39) and µjℓ(ν) of Eq.
(F44a).
Since the fD

xy contributing to gDℓ (ν) conserve total

fermion number NC , gDℓ (ν) can be expanded as

gDℓ (ν) =
∑

x∈Eℓ,y /∈Eℓ

gDℓ (x, y, ν), (F50a)

gDℓ (x, y, ν) =
∑

i=0,1

ai(x, y, ν)zi(x, y, ν) (F50b)

where z0(x, y, ν) acts only on states with NC(HD
x ⊗HD

y )

of 0, z1(x, y, ν) acts only on states with NC(HD
x ⊗HD

y )

strictly greater than 0, and the zi(x, y, ν) are normalized
by

‖ zi(x, y, ν) ‖= 1. (F51)

The operator z0(x, y, ν) will be

z0(x, y, ν) = z0C(x, y)⊗ gB(x, y, ν), (F52a)

z0C(x, y, ν) = PC(x, y)
⊗

q 6=x,y

Iq, (F52b)

where PC(x, y) projects onto the vacuum state of HC
x ⊗

HC
y and gB(x, y, ν) is a normalized Hermitian operator

acting on HB
x ⊗HB

y

Combining Eqs. (F44b),(F48) - (F50b) gives

|θℓ(ν)| ≤
∑

x∈E,y/∈E,i

|θiℓ(x, y, ν)| (F53a)

[θiℓ(x, y, ν)]
2 =

∑

j

[µi
jℓ(x, y, ν)]

2, (F53b)

with the definitions

µi
jℓ(x, y, ν) = −ai(x, y, ν)

∑

k

Im{〈φjℓ(ν)|〈χjℓ(ν)|

zi(x, y, ν)|φkℓ(ν)〉|χkℓ(ν)〉λkℓ(ν)}. (F54)

A duplicate of the proof of Eqs. (B46) - (B52) then
yields

[θ0ℓ (x, y, ν)]
2 ≤

[a0(x, y, ν)]2〈ω(ν)|[I − z0C(x, y)]|ω(ν)〉, (F55a)

[θ1ℓ (x, y, ν)]
2 ≤

[a1(x, y, ν)]2〈ω(ν)|[I − z0C(x, y)]|ω(ν)〉, (F55b)

which combined with Eq. (F53a) imply

∑

ℓ

|θℓ(ν)| ≤
∑

x∈E,y/∈E

{[|a0(x, y, ν)| + |a1(x, y, ν)|]×

√

〈ω(ν)|[I − z0C(x, y)]|ω(ν)〉}. (F56)

where

E = ∪ℓEℓ (F57)

The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality then gives

[
∑

ℓ

|θℓ(ν)|]2 ≤
∑

x∈E,y/∈E
[|a0(x, y, ν)| + |a1(x, y, ν)|]2×

∑

x∈E,y/∈E
〈ω(ν)|[I − z0C(x, y)]|ω(ν)〉. (F58)

A repeat of the argument leading to Eq. (B56) implies

∑

x∈E,y/∈E

〈ω(ν)|[I − z0C(x, y)]|ω(ν)〉 ≤Mn, (F59)

where M is the maximum number of nearest neighbors
of any lattice point x. An upper bound on M can be
found as follows. Recall any c(x) is contained in a sphere
with center x and radius ρ and contains a sphere with
center x and radius ρ

2 . It follows that M is less than or
equal to the number of disjoint spheres of radius ρ

2 that
can placed with centers on a sphere with center x and
radius 2ρ. For each of the ρ

2 spheres, a slice through its
center orthogonal to the line from its center to x will be

contained in a sphere with center x and radius
√
17
2 . The

area of each of these slices is πρ2

4 , the area of the radius
√
17
2 sphere is 68πρ2

4 , and therefore

M ≤ 68. (F60)

By Eq. (16)

‖ kD(ν) ‖2≥
∑

ℓ,x∈E,y/∈E
‖ gDℓ (x, y, ν) ‖2 (F61)

In addition, z0(x, y, ν) is orthogonal to z1(x, y, ν). It
follows that

‖ kD(ν) ‖2≥
∑

x∈E,y/∈E

[|a0(x, y, ν)|2 + |a1(x, y, ν)|2].

(F62)
Assembling Eqs. (F58), (F59), (F60) and (F62) gives

‖ kD(ν) ‖2≥ 1

2

∑

x∈E,y/∈E

[|a0(x, y, ν)|+ |a1(x, y, ν)|]2

≥ 1

136n
[
∑

ℓ

|θℓ(ν)|]2 (F63)
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Eq. (F47b) then implies

∫ 1

0

‖ k(ν) ‖≥ 1

2348

√
mV , (F64)

and therefore

CD(|ωD(1)〉, |ωD(0)〉) ≥ 1

2348

√
mV , (F65)

which by Eqs. (F10) and (F8) yields

CB(|ψB〉, |ωB(0)〉) ≥ 1

21132

√
mV . (F66)

Since Eq. (F66) holds for all product |ωB(0)〉 we finally
obtain

CB(|ψB〉) ≥ 1

21132

√
mV . (F67)

Appendix G: Upper Bound on the Complexity of

Entangled Relativistic States

The proof of Eq. (181) bounding from above the com-
plexity of the entangled relativistic state |ψB〉 of Eq.
(178b) follows the proof in Appendix C of an upper
bound on the complexity of the entangled non-relativistic
state of Eq. (36), but with the regular lattice of Section
IIIA replaced by the random lattice of Section XIII and
H replaced by HB.
An upper bound on CB(|ψB〉) is given by

CB(|ψB〉, |ωB〉) for any product state |ωB〉, for which in
turn an upper bound is given by

CB(|ψB〉, |ωB〉) ≤
∫ 1

0

dt ‖ kB(ν) ‖, (G1)

for any trajectory kB(ν) ∈ KB fulfilling

dωB(ν)

dν
= −ikB(ν)ωB(ν), (G2a)

ωB(0) = |ωB〉, (G2b)

ωB(1) = ξ|ψB〉, (G2c)

for a phase factor ξ.
As in Appendix C, construction of a sufficient kB(ν)

begins with an |ωB〉 consisting of n fermions each at one
of a corresponding set of n single points. Then |ωB〉 is
split into a sum of m orthogonal product states, each
again consisting of n fermions one at each of a corre-
sponding set of n single points. Then the position of each
of the fermions in the product states is moved to the cen-
ter of of one of the monomials of Eq. (177). Finally, by
approximately ln(V )/ ln(8) iterations of a fan-out tree,
the mn wave functions concentrated at points are spread
over the mn cubes Dij .

1. Cell Count Bound

The bound on CB(|ψB〉) relies on a bound we will
derive first on the number of distinct cells c(x), x ∈
L(τ, σ, ρ), which intersect a geodesic g(λ) ∈ L(τ, σ), 0 ≤
λ ≤ λmax, of length λmax.

Let ḡ be the set of all points within a proper distance
2ρ of any point on g(λ). Since every c(x) is contained
in a sphere with center x and radius ρ, it follows that ḡ
contains all c(x) which intersect g(λ). On the other hand,
each c(x) within ḡ contains a sphere with center x and
radius ρ

2 which is disjoint from all other c(x′) contained in
ḡ. The total volume occupied by the collection of disjoint
radius ρ

2 spheres has to be less than the total volume of
ḡ. The number p(λmax) of c(x) which intersect g(λ) is
therefore bounded by

p(λmax) ≤ 24
λmax

ρ
+ 64. (G3)

2. Product State to Entangled State

For each value of 0 ≤ i < m, let xi0 be the center point
of the cell found by traveling from an abritrarily chosen
starting point, x00, along a geodesic in the x1 direction a
proper distance of 4iρ. Then from each xi0 travel along a
geodesic in the x2 direction. For each 0 < j < n, let xij
be the center point of the cell the geodesic beginning at
xi0 enters after leaving the cell with center point xij−1.
All points on the geodesics beginning at xi0 and at xi′0 for
i 6= i′ will at least a distance of 4ρ apart. As a result each
xij will be both distinct from and not a nearest neighbor
of each xi′j′ with i 6= i′. The gap between xij and xi′j′
accomplishes the goal of making it possible, despite the
random placement of cells, to insure that xBij and xBij+1

are nearest neighbors as will turn out to be required.

Let the set of n-particle product states |ωB
i 〉 be

|ωB
i 〉 =

∏

0≤j<n

[
∑

k

uk(xij)Σ1(xij , k)]|ΩB〉. (G4)

The entangle n-particle state |χB〉

|χB〉 =
√

1

m

∑

i

|ωB
i 〉 (G5)

we generate from a sequence of unitary transforms acting
on |ωB〉 = |ωB

0 〉.
The sequence of kB which convert the product state

|ωB〉 into the entangled state |χB〉 follows the sequence
of k mapping the product state |ω〉 to the entangled state
|χ〉 in Appendix C 1, with the non-relativistic fermion

operator Ψ†(x, s) replaced by the relativistic Σ̂1(x, s).

From kB0 , ...k
B
n−2 in place of k0, ...kn−2 of Eqs. (C5) -
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(C13) we obtain

exp(iθBn−2k
B
n−2)... exp(iθ

B
0 k

B
0 )|ωB

0 〉 =
√

1

m
|ω0〉+

√

m− 1

m

∏

0≤j<n

[
∑

k

vk(x0j)Σ1(x0j , k)]|ΩB〉, (G6)

with

‖ kBi ‖ =
√
2, (G7a)

|θBi | ≤
π

2
, (G7b)

as in Eqs. (C18a) and (C18b) and therefore total cost

∑

0≤j≤n−2

|θBj | ‖ kBj ‖≤ π(n− 1)√
2

. (G8)

The spinor vk(x) in Eq. (G6) , as defined in Section
XVII, is orthogonal to uk(x) of Eq. (G4) and obtained,
as is uk(x), by boosting from the origin of L(τ, σ) to x a
spin state of a free fermion at rest at the origin of L(τ, σ).
Then from kBn−1, ...k

B
n−1+p, 3n−2 ≥ p < 48n2+159n, in

place of kn−1, ...k2n−2 of Eqs. (C14a) - (C15) we obtain

exp(iθn−1+pk
B
n−1+p)... exp(iθ

B
0 k

B
0 )|ωB

0 〉 =
√

1

m
|ωB

0 〉+
√

m− 1

m
|ωB

1 〉, (G9)

with ‖ kBi ‖, |θi| satisfying Eqs. (G7a) and (G7b) and
incremental cost

∑

n−1≤j≤n−1+p

|θBj | ‖ kBj ‖< 24
√
2πn2 +

159π√
2
n. (G10)

The count of additional kBi required for Eq. (G9) arises
as follows. A geodesic between xBij and xBi+1j has proper
length λ in the range 2ρ ≤ λ < (2n + 4)ρ and there-
fore, according to Eq. (G3), can pass through a total
of between 3 and 48n+ 160 cells, and thus requires be-
tween 2 and 48n + 159 nearest neighbor steps. The se-
quence of kBn−1, ...k

B
n−1+p for the map of Eq. (G9) can

be required to complete between 2 and 48n + 159 such
steps from xBij and xBi+1j for each 0 ≥ j < n, hence

3n− 2 ≥ p < 48n2 + 159n.
Following Eqs. (C16) and (C17), we now apply copies

of the maps of Eqs. (G6) and (G9) along the x2 direction
geodesics at x10, ...xm0 with end result

exp(iθBq k
B
q )... exp(iθB0 k

B
0 )|ωB

0 〉 =
√

1

m

∑

i

|ωB
i 〉. (G11)

where all kBi satisfy Eq. (G7a), θBi satisfy Eq. (G7b)
and

q < 48mn2 + 160mn. (G12)

The cost of the transition from |ωB〉 to |χB〉 is then
bounded by

CB(|χB〉, |ωB〉) ≤
24

√
2πmn2 + 80

√
2πmn. (G13)

3. Entangled State Repositioned

Let the entangled n-particle state |φB〉 be

|φB〉 =
∑

i

ζi
∏

j

[
∑

k

uk(yij)Σ1(yij , k)]|Ω〉. (G14)

where, as defined in Section XVII, yij is the center of cube
Dij in Eq. (175) and ζi is the phase factor of monomial
pi in Eq. (176a).
Eqs. (C21a) - (C32) translate directly from the non-

relativistic field theory to the relativisitic case, with the
result

CB(|φB〉, |χB〉) ≤ π
√
mnr√
2

. (G15)

The distance r is given by

r = min
x00

max
ij

rij (G16)

where rij is the number of nearest neighbor steps in the
shortest path between lattice points xij and yij such that
no pair of paths for distinct {i, j} intersect, yij is the
center point of Dij and xij is the m×n grid of points of
Appendix G2.

4. Fan-Out

Following Appendix C 3 of the proof of the non-
relativistic upper bound in Appendix C, the state |φB〉
with particles at the centers of the cubes Dij we now fan-
out to the state |ψB〉 with particle wave functions spread
uniformly over the cubes Dij . For sufficiently small ρ
nearly all of the complexity in the bound on CB(|ψB〉) is
generated in this step.
We will construct a fan-out initially for D00, which

will then be duplicated on the remaining Dij . Recall the
x ∈ D00 are the centers of all cells crossed by starting
at y00 and traveling along a geodesic in the positive or
negative x1 direction a proper distance of less than d,
then in the positive or negative x2 direction a proper
distance less than d, then in the positive or negative x3

direction a proper distance less than d.
The set of x ∈ D00 we will arrange as the endpoints of

a tree constructed in a sequence of stages most of which
increase the number of endpoints of the tree by a factor of
8. Starting at y00, travel along a geodesic in the positive
or negative x1 directions a proper distance of d

2 . Define
this set of 2 points to be s(1). From each of the points of
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s(1) , travel along a geodesic in the positive or negative
x2 direction a proper distance of d

2 . Let this set of 4
points be s(2). From each of the points of s(2) , travel
along a geodesic in the postive or negative x3 direction
a proper distance of d

2 . The resulting set of 8 points is
s(3). Repeating this sequence of 3 steps a total of p times
yields a set s(3p) of 8p endpoints, each a distance of d

2p−1

from its nearest neighbor. For each y ∈ s(3p) let ŝ(y)
be the set of 8 y′ ∈ s(3p + 3) reached by a sequence of
geodesic segments originating at y.
Now choose q such that

ρ <
d

2q
≤ 2ρ. (G17)

Each pair of distinct points in s(3q) will be separated by
a distance of at least 2ρ. Since every cell c(x) is contained
in a sphere of radius ρ around x, each y ∈ s(3q) will lie
in a distinct cell. Similarly, for all r < q, each y ∈ s(3r)
will lie in a distinct cell. For each y ∈ s(3r), r ≤ q, let
x(y) be the center point of the cell containing y
At the outset of Section XVII we assumed ρ is much

smaller than the proper time τ of the hyperboloid L(τ, σ).
The region in L(τ, σ) occupied by a collection of nearby
y ∈ s(3q) will therefore be nearly flat and can be divided
up into disjoint cubes each with edge length d

2q−1 centered
on a corresponding y ∈ s(3q). Let the cube for y ∈ s(3q)
be t(y). The union of all t(y) covers D00. Let w(y) be

w(y) = t(y) ∩D00. (G18)

Define n(y) to be the number of points in w(y). Work-
ing backwards iteratively from s(3q), define n(y) for
y ∈ s(3p), p < q, by

n(y) =
∑

y′∈ŝ(y)

n(y′). (G19)

Carried back to n(y00) the result is V , the total number
of points in D00.
For any r ≤ q, define the state υB3r to be

|υB3r〉 =
∑

y∈s(3r),k

√

n(y)

V
uk(y)Σ1[x(y), k]|ΩB〉. (G20)

Eqs. (C35a) - (C49) of the non-relativistic fan-out pro-
cess in Appendix C 3 can then be adapted to generate a
sequence of exp(iπ2k

B) which map |υB3r−3〉 into |υB3r〉. For
the non-relativistic fan-out process, each step in which a
state is split yields a pair of equally weighted pieces. For
the splitting process corresponding to the states of Eq.
(G20) the resulting pair will not in general be weighted
equally, but this difference by itself does not affect the
complexity bound. In the course of the map taking
|υB3r−3〉 into |υB3r〉 , each of the 3 geodesic segments by
which any point in s(3r) is reached from its parent point
in s(3r−3) will be of length d

2r . Eq. (G3) implies that the
number of nearest neighbor steps to traverse a segments

of length d
2r is bounded by 24 d

ρ2r + 63. A repetition of

the derivation of Eq. (C50) then yields

CB(|υB3r〉, |υB3r−3〉) <

(3 +
√
2)(24

d

ρ2r
+ 63)2

3r−3
2 π. (G21)

The last step in the fan-out process consists of splitting
the piece of |υB3q〉 at each x(y) into n(y) equally weighted
components, then distributing these across the cube t(y)
to produce the state

|υB3q+1〉 =
∑

x∈D00,k

1√
V
uk(x)Σ1(x, k)|ΩB〉. (G22)

The complexity of the map taking |υB3q〉 to |υB3q+1〉 can
be bounded as follows. For each y ∈ s(3q) the length of
the shortest line connecting the cell holding y to the cell

holding any x ∈ w(y) is bounded by
√
3d
2q , the distance

from y to a corner of t(y), which according to Eq. (G17)

is bounded by 2
√
3ρ. Eq. (G3) implies that the number

of nearest neighbor steps to traverse a segment of length
2
√
3ρ is bounded by 48

√
3 + 63. For any x ∈ w(y), at

each z ∈ w(y) along the path from x to y, the remaining
path from z to y is the shortest nearest neighbor route
to y. It follows that if the paths from some x ∈ w(y)
to y and from a disinct x′ ∈ w(y) to y coincide at z the
remaining segments from z to y will also coincide. The
collection of shortest paths from all x ∈ w(y) to y must
therefore form a tree, each branch of which consists of
at most 48

√
3 + 63 nearest neighbor steps. By adapting

the derivation of Eq. (C50) the cost of all such paths
executed in parallel for all x ∈ D00, the total count of
which is V , can then be bounded to give

CB(|υB3q+1〉, |υB3q〉) ≤ (48
√
3 + 63)

π√
2

√
V . (G23)

Summing Eq. (G21) over r from 1 to q, adding Eq.
(G23) and using Eq. (G17) gives

CB(|υB3q+1〉, |υB0 〉) < c1
√
V , (G24)

where

c1 = [(3 +
√
2)(33 + 42

√
2) +

48
√
3 + 63√
2

]π. (G25)

The bound of Eq. (G24) applies to a fan-out process
on a single cube D00. Assume the process repeated in
parallel on the mn cubes Dij , thereby generating |ψB〉 of
Eq. (178b). For |φB〉 of Eq. (G14) we then have

CB(|ψB〉, |φB〉) ≤ c1
√
mnV . (G26)

From Eqs. (G13) and (G15), it follows that for a product
state |ωB〉 we have

CB(|ψB〉, |ωB〉) ≤
c1
√
mnV + c2mn

2 + c3mn+ c4
√
mnr, (G27)
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for c1 of Eq. (G25), r of Eq. (G16) and

c2 = 24
√
2π, (G28a)

c3 = 80
√
2π, (G28b)

c4 =
π√
2
. (G28c)

Eq. (181) then follows.


