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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 [[Il 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 [IIl 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 [V] 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
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 [VIl, 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 [IIl 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 [VITIl 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 [X] we consider branching for two different
examples of entangled multi-particle states. In Section
[X] based on the examples in Section [X] 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 [[II] - [V] for

a relativistic field theory of fermions and spinless bosons
in 34+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 [KXV] 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 Hg, for which a basis is
{|si)},% > 0. Let M be a macroscopic measuring device
with corresponding state space H containing the set of
vectors {|m;)},7 > 0. For each different value of i > 0
the state |m;) is a macroscopically distinct meter reading.
Let |mg) be an initial state showing no reading. In the
combined system-meter product state space Hs ® Hg,
a measurement of S by M over some time interval takes
each possible initial state |s;)|mg) into the corresponding
final state |s;)|m;) with the measuring device displaying
the measured value of the microscopic system’s variable

[si)|mo) = [si)[mai). (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



also with a superposition
(als1) + Bls2))[mo) = alsi)|ma) + Bls2)|ma).  (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)|mse) 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

(als1)|ma) + Bls2)|ma))leo) —
alsi)|ma)ler) + Bls2)|ma)le2). (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, |e;) and |e2) almost do
not mix in the course of further time development, and
ler) and |es) include many redundant copies of the infor-
mation in |s1)|m) and |s2)|ma), respectively. Based on
these various considerations it is argued that entangled
environmental states |e;) 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 [&] 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-g], 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. (B) 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.



A. Non-Relativistic Hilbert Space

1 2 3

Let L be a cubic lattice with coordinates az™, az”, az?,
integer ¢, lattice spacing a, spanning the region —aB <
ai® < aB. Let ¥(x,s) and ®(z) be, respectively, fermion
and boson lattice field operators for lattice site x, spin s
and time ¢, which we omit as an explicit argument. These
operators are normalized to have anticommutators and
commutators

{U(x,s), \I/T(x/, )} = 0purbssr, (4a)
[®(z), DT (2)] = Gpar (4b)

Let H be the Hilbert space spanned by all polynomials
in the ¥'(z,s) and ®f(z) for any = and s acting on the
physical vacuum |©2). We will assume the vacuum expec-
tation of ®'(z) vanishes. Let H, be the Hilbert space
spanned by polynomials in the ¥'(z,s) and ®'(z) for a
fixed z and any s acting on the local vacuum at point
x, |Q),. The space H is then isomorphic to an ordered
version of the tensor product

and the vacuum |Q) given by the product

1) = Q) |92, (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 O, indexed
by x €L

x

where the products over x on the left and right sides
of Eq. (@) 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(z, s) and boson
wave function ¢(x), define the fermion and boson creation

operators d} (p) and dZ(Q)
di(p) =) pla, )V (z,3), (82)
di(q) = qlx)®!(2). (8b)

x

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

A (Pr—1)---d(P0)d} (Gm—1)---d} (40)] Q). (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

) = Q) ¢a),

V) € Ha.

The time evolution of states in ‘H we will assume gov-
erned by a Hamiltonian given by a Hermitian polynomial
in the ¥(z, s), UT(2/,s"), ®(2) and ®7(2") which conserves
fermion number and couples only z,z’,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 [V] turns out to be
a bit more difficult than the corresponding proof would
have been in a pure fermion theory.

(10a)

(10b)

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 N, be
the fermion number operator on H,, for nearest neigh-
bor {z,y} let N, be N; + N, and let N be the total of
N, over all x. We assume N is conserved in time. For
any pair of nearest neighbor sites {z,y}, let F,, be the
set of Hermitian operators f;, acting on H, ® H, which
conserve Ny, have a finite norm defined to be

H fﬂcu H2: Tr:ﬂy( zQy)a (11)

where Try, is the trace on ‘H, ® H,, and for which the
partial traces Tr, and Tr, over H, and H,, respectively,
both vanish
Trz fmy = 07
Try fzy = 0.

(12a)
(12b)

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

Any f;, in some F,, can be made into an operator fzy
on H by

fmy:fzy ® Iqa (14)

qF#T,Y

where I, is the identity operator on H,. We now drop
the hat and use the same symbol for an operator acting
on ‘H, ® 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 f, € Fyy.



Let K be the vector space over the reals of Hermitian
linear operators k£ on H given by sums of the form

k= fuy, (15)
Ty

for any collection of f., € Fu, for a set of nearest neigh-
bor pairs {z,y}. We define an inner product on K by

<k7k/> = Z<fzy7fa/cy> (16)

zy

The difference between Eqs. (12a)), (12D) and (I6) and
corresponding parts of the operator Hilbert space in [10]
is a consequence of the infinite dimensionality of each H,,.
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 H, to finite dimension, then arrive at
K and Egs. (IZal), (I2D) and (I6) by taking the limit
n — o0o. As a consequence of taking n — oo, the norm
of operators which act on a single site also goes to oo
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 cc.

C. Complexity from Unitary Trajectories

From this machinery, for any pair of states |w), [¢)) €
‘H with equal norm and fermion number we define the
complexity C(|1), |w)) of |¢p) with respect to |w). For 0 <
v <1,let k(v) € K be a piecewise continuous trajectory
of operators. Let the unitary operator Ug(v) on H be
the solution to the differential equation and boundary
condition

dU;V(”) = —ik(V)Us(v), (17a)
Up(0) = I. (17b)

We show in Appendix [Dl that the topological closure
of the group G of all Ui (1) realizable as solutions to Egs.
(ITa)) and (T7H) has a subgroup which is the direct prod-

uct

G = XnGn; (18)

where G, is the special unitary group on the subspace of
‘H with eigenvalue n of the total fermion number operator
N. In particular Gy acts on the subspace of H of pure
boson states and G1gps acts on the isomorphic subspace
with all sites occupied by two fermions.

Thus for any pair of |¢),|w) € H with equal fermion
number, there exists a sequence of trajectories k;(v) and
phases & such that for the corresponding Uy, (1) we have

Jim €U (1)) = [9). (19)

The complexity C(|1)), |w)) is defined to be the minimum
over all such sequences of k;(v) of the limit of the integral

1
C(w) o) = min Jim [ v | k@) (20)

Finally, any product state in P we assign 0 complexity.
The complexity C'(|1)) of any state |¢) not in P is defined
to be the distance to the nearest product state

C([¢)) = min C(|¢h), |w)). (21)

|lw)eP

Since every product state in P is an eigenvector of IV, and
since all operators in K preserve N, |¢) will be reachable
by a sequence of unitary trajectories in Eq. (I9) from
a product state |w) only if |¢)) itself is an eigenvector of
N. For states [¢)) which are not eigenvectors of N, the
minimum in Eq. 1)) and thus the value of C(|¢)) is, in
effect, oco.

For any [6), o), 6) € H, C(1$), |w}) is symmetric, 0
only if |¢) = |w), and satisfies the triangle inequality

C(19), [w)) < C(19), 1)) + C(19), |w))- - (22)

Thus C(|9), |w)) can be used to define a metric on the
unit sphere in the subspace of H with any particular fixed
eigenvalue of N. The identity map from the unit sphere
with the topology given by C(|¢), |w)) 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 on H
to the unit sphere with the topology given by C(|¢), |w))
is not continuous. For any |¢) with eigenvalue n of N and
any § and e, it is possible to find a |¢) with eigenvalue n
of N such that

(¢lo) <, (23)

but in addition

C(19); [¥) +19)) > 6. (24)

This can be proved by an adaptation of the proof of the
lower bound in Appendix [Bl

The triangle inequality combined with Eq. (2I]) implies
that for any pair of states |¢) and |¢)

C(ly)) < C(l9) + C(l9), [¥)),
Clo)) < C(19) + C(l9), [4)),

and therefore

[C(l¥) = CoNl < C(18), [4))- (26)

Eq. (20) is, of course, trivial except for |¢) and |¢) with
equal norms and eigenvalues of N.

The restriction in Eq. (&) 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

(25a)
(25b)



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(|¢))) 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 |¢) can lead to large
changes in complexity. Applications of [10] typically han-
dle this issue by minimizing Eq. (20) over an e neighbor-
hood of any [1). A further departure from [10] is that Eq.
20)) will be applied without the use of an e neighborhood,
the role of which will be subsumed by the parameter b
to be introduced in the definition of branching in Section
vl

Although not continuous with respect to the metric
on H, the complexity C[|1(¢))] of a state |¢(¢)) evolving
in time according to a local Hamiltonian is a continuous
function of time. At any instant ¢, there will be a dis-
crete set of trajectories k(v) each of which yields a U (v)
that connects |t(t)) to some product state and is a local
mimimum of

Cillo(t))] = / av | k() | (27)

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

A consequence of the restriction in Eq. (5] to nearest
neighbor Hamiltonians is that state vectors |¢)) which
carry entanglement over large volumes require k() with
many steps and thus are assigned high complexity. In
Sections [[V] we define a class of multi-fermion entangled
states, and then in Appendices[Bland [C] derive lower and
upper bounds on the complexity of these states.

Egs. 0) and 2I) immediately yield a formula for the
complexity of the tensor product |x) ® |¢) of a pair of
states localized on regions R, and R, sufficiently distant
from each other. For this case we have

Cllx) ®10))* =
Cllx) ®19))" + C(I12) ®6))%, (28
where |2, ) and |Q4) are the vacuum states on regions R,

and R4, respectively. For sufficiently distant R, and Ry,
the optimal trajectories ki, (v) and kip(v) in Eq. (20)

for |x) ® |Q4) and |y) @ |¢) will commute. The opti-
mal product state in Eq. &I)) for |x) ® |¢) will be the
product |x)o ® |¢)o, where |x)o and |¢)¢ are the optimal
product states for |x) ® |Q) and |©,) ® |¢) respectively,
and ki, (V) + ki (v) will give an optimal trajectory in Eq.
@0) for |x) ® |¢) if the time parametrization of ki, (v)
and k;4(v) are chosen to fulfill

| Eix () [[= A | Kig(v) || (29)
for some A 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 |4(t)) for t > to be the trajectory given by a local
Hamiltonian H of a state starting from some |¢(to)). For
a closely spaced pair of times ¢,t+ d, the hypothesis that
H is local implies there is at least one operator k(t) in
the operator space K of Section [[IIBland a phase factor
&(t) such that

|(t +6)) = &(t) exp[—idk(t)][6(t))- (30)

The incremental complexity C(|¢(t + 9)),|o(¢))) is then
given by

Clo(t +0)),[o(8) = || k() |, (31)

for the k(t) which fulfills Eq. (80) and minimizes || k(t) ||
For any t > tg it then follows that

Clo()) [6(t0))) S/ dt || k@) | - (32)

to

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

H(c) = {I¢) € H|C(l9)) < c}- (33)

According to the conjectured second law of quantum
complexity the size of H(c) rises extremely rapidly as a
function of ¢, sufficiently rapidly that the overwhelming
majority of |¢) € H(c) have complexity C(|¢)) 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(IB(0)). 16(t0))) = / K| - (34)

for some very small € > 0.



IV. COMPLEXITY OF ENTANGLED
MULTI-FERMION STATES

We introduce a family of entangled multi-fermion
states, then in Appendices [Bl and [Cl 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 {D;;} be a set
of cubic regions each with volume V in lattice units and
let {s;;} 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 {S¢},0 < ¢ < ¢, each of which
divides the lattice L into a pair of disjoint pieces, with
each point of each S, at least one nearest neighbor step
from each point of each distinct Sy and from each point
of each D;;, and such that, for a fixed pair of nonzero
integers mng,n; which sum to n, for every 0 < i < m,
each S, divides the set {D;;},0 < j < n, into a pair
of disjoint subsets of size ng and n;. Thus the set of
surfaces {S¢},0 < ¢ < g, mark a collection of gaps within
the set of D;; the aggregate width of which is at least
g units of lattice spacing. The particular features we
require of the S, are a way of specifiying gaps in the D;;
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 ¢, however.
In particular, ¢ can be 0 so that the set {S;} is empty.

From the {D;;} and {s;;}, define a set of n-fermion
product states

pi) =V~ % H

0<j<n

Z \I/T(,T,Sij) |Q> (35)

rED;;
The entangled states we consider are then
_1
) =m=7 > Glpi) (36)
0<i<m

for complex ¢; with |(;| = 1.

For n-fermion entangled states of the form in Eq. (B6)
with m > 4, n > 1, we prove in Appendix [B] a lower
bound on complexity

C(|) > coVmV + TZ (37)

with ¢g, ¢; independent of ¢,m,n and V.
In Appendix [C]l we prove in addition

C(|Y)) < coVmnV + cgmn + car/mnr, (38)

where co, c3 and ¢4 are independent of ¢, m,n and V. The
distance r is given by

r = minmax r;; (39)
oo 1)

where r;; is the number of nearest neighbor steps in the
shortest path between lattice points x;; and y;; such that
no pair of paths for distinct {7,j} intersect, y;; is the
center point of D;; and z;; is an m x n rectangular grid
of nearest neighbors in the positive 2! and z2 directions
with base point xqq.

Egs. (B7) and (B8] 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(|¢)) evaluated on a |¢)) which
is held fixed in scaled units. One such state is the |9} of
Eq. (B6) with the regions D;; kept fixed in scaled units
and therefore V' of the form

V =a"%V, (40)

for V fixed as a — 0. Since both the lower bound of Eq.
B7) and and the upper bound of Eq. (B8] are propor-
tional to vV, C (1)) will have to be related to renormal-
ized complexity C(|¢)) by

C(lv)) = a=2C(|v)). (41)

For renormalized complexity, in the limit a — 0, the
terms in Eqgs. (37) and (38]) proportional to ¢1, c3 and ¢4
will vanish.

For multi-boson states similar to the fermion states of
Eq. 36) the proof of the upper bound of Appendix
goes through with only minor adjustments. The proof
of the lower bound of Appendix [Bl 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 [IIl 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 |[¢) € H let [¢) = >, |¢s) be a candidate
orthogonal decomposition into branches. We define the
net complexity Q({|1:)}) of this decomposition to be

QU{lv:)}) = Z<¢i|¢i>[c(|¢i>)]z—

K2

by (k) In((wilo)). (42)



with branching threshold b > 0. For any choice of b, the
branch decomposition of [¢) is defined to be the {|i;)}
which minimizes Q({|¢;)}). The first term in Eq. ({@2)
is the mean squared complexity of the branches split off
from |¢). 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 NV is oo, each branch in a de-
composition {|¢;)} which minimizes Q({|;)}) will be an
eigenvector of N. The requirement that each branch be
an eigenvector of N becomes a superselection rule.

The quantity Q({|#;)}) is nonnegative and, with
nonzero lattice spacing, there is at least one choice of or-
thogonal decomposition for which Q({]#;)}) is bounded
from above. Any |¢) with fermion number n can be ex-
pressed as a linear combination of a finite set of product
states of the form

|{‘Tj’ Sj}v {yk}> =
IT ¥@s) [ @), (43)

0<j<n 0<k<m

For this decomposition all C'(|1);)) are 0 and the second
term in Eq. ([@2)

= > g sib Au ) @l{zs, 55} {un}) %

Tj,85,Yk

In(({zj, 55}, {ye )Wz, 85 3 {ye}))],  (44)

is finite. Since Q({|v4)}) is nonnegative, it follows that
Q({|%:)}) has a finite minimum. We will assume without
proof that this minimum is unique and realized by some
decomposition {|i;)}, except possibly for |¢) in a lower
dimensional submanifold of the unit sphere in H.

For a |¢) with multi-particle wave function that is C'*°
and has compact support, a finite maximum of Q({|v4)})
also persists in the continuum limit ¢ — 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

—3(n+m)
2

H{pj, si}{ar}) = (8B)
II D] explip; - (az;) +igw - (ayw)]x

0<j<n,0<k<m x;,Yk

Ui (azj, 5;)®" (ayr)}Q),  (45)

for momenta pj;, ¢ each component of which is an integer
multiple of 5. Each of the plane-waves in Eq. [#3) is a
product state and therefore has complexity 0. Thus the
first term in Eq. ([@2)) is 0. Since the wave function of |)
is C*° and has compact support, however, the expansion
coefficients (|{p;,s;}, {qr}) fall off at large |p;| and |gx|
faster than any power. In addition, for small z and any

small positive € we have
—In(z) < e 'z (46)

Thus the second term in Eq. ({#2) is bounded

_ Z<¢i|¢i>ln(<¢i|¢i>) < Z

e ks, 5% {ar o) (ks 553, {an )] ¢ (47)

As a result of the rapid fall off of (¥|{p;,s;},{qx}) at
large |p;| and |gx|, the sum in Eq. (@7) and therefore
Q{|%:)}) has a finite limit as a — 0.

For b either extremely small or extremely large, the
branches which follow from Eq. (#2) will look nothing
like the macro reality we see. For small enough b, the
minimum of Q({|%;)}) will be dominated by the com-
plexity term. It follows from the discussion of Section [11]
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({|vs)})
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({|vi)}) 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 [[V]we argued that the results of Appendices
Bl and [T imply that if a continuum limit exists for the
lattice definition of complexity, the multiplicatively reno-
malized continuum complexity C(|i)) will be related to
lattice complexity C(|1)) by Eq. (#I). For net complex-
ity of Eq. ([@2]) to have a renormalized continuum version,
b will therefore have to be given by

b=a">b, (48)
for renomalized continuum I;, which will then have units
of volume.

B. Net Complexity of a Tensor Product

The choice of [C(|¢;))]? in Eq. ([@2) defining Q({]v:)})
rather than some other power of C(|¢;)) is dictated by

the plausible requirement that branching occur indepen-
dently for remote, unentangled factors of a tensor prod-
uct state.

Consider a state [¢)) given by the tensor product |x) ®
|¢) of a pair of states localized on regions R, and Ry
sufficiently distant from each other. A candidate branch
decomposition then becomes

[0) = ba) @ 165). (49)



Eqgs. 28) and ([@2)) then imply

QU{ba) @15} =
Q) ©@1926)}) + Q{IN) ©1[6;)}).  (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({|#:)}) is minimized at each t for some
evolving |¢(¢)). The set of possible branch decomposi-
tions over which Q({|#;)}) is minimized can be viewed
as a topological space with topology given by the prod-
uct of the Hilbert space topology on each [|¢;). At any
time ¢, the net complexity function Q({|¢;)}) 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[|t(¢))] of
[1(t)) and the complexity C|[;(t)}] of any branch |t;(¢))
will be continuous functions of time. Thus the local min-
ima of Q({|v;)}) 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. (@2) unchanged,
while the quantum complexity term in Eq. @2) 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. ([@2) 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 {]i;)} be an orthogonal decomposi-
tion of |¢(¢)) implies that a single |1);) can not jump by
itself.

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

|9) = [do) + ¢1)- (51)

The terms in Q({|v;)}) arising from |¢) before the split

are

(elo){[C(1o))]* — bIn((d]9)}- (52)

The terms from |dg), |¢1) after the split can be written
in the form

(@lo){plC(190))]* + (1 = p)IC(Io1))]*~
bpIn(p) — b(1 = p)In(1 - p) = bIn({¢|$)]}, (53)

for p defined by

(doldo) = p(¢l9)- (54)

Thus a split will occur if

[CONI = plCNI — (1 = p)Clon )P >
—bpln(p) = b(1 — p)In(1 — p). (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 |@), |¢o) or |¢1) changes suf-
ficiently to reverse the inequality in Eq. (B5). In Section
[VIl 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. (B3) 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 [IITD] based on the conjectured second law
of quantum complexity [11], we derived the estimate

C(IB(1)). 16(t0))) = / dt| k)|~ (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. (B6), we now present
an argument for the hypothesis that a pair of branches
|po) and |¢p1) produced according to Eqs. (EI) and (G5)
by a split at some ¢y of a branch |¢) 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 |¢) at t > to. If Eq.
(3 holds at tg, with high probability it will continue to
hold at all ¢t > tg.

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



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 7. 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 ¢y, assume a
particular |¢) of an optimal branch decomposition {|i;)}
splits into sub-branches |¢g) and |¢1) according to Egs.
EI) and (BBH). According to the discussion of Section
[IIDI] there is an operator k() which satisfies

|¢(t + 6)) = &(t) exp[—idk(t)]|(1)), (57)

with minimal || k(t) || yielding
Clo()), l¢(t0))) :/t dt [| k@) | e (58)
For the branches |¢p) and |¢1) we can then define k;(¢)

to accomplish

|pi(t +0)) = &i(t) exp[—idk;(t)]|#4(t)), (59)
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with minimal || k;(¢) ||. The argument leading to Eq.
(8)) then implies that with high probability

t

Cli(t)), [#:(to))) :/t dt || ki(t) || —e;  (60)
0

for some very small €; > 0.

For sufficiently large b, for |¢) the state of a system
with a large number of degrees of freedom, we can obtain
bounds on the || k;(¢) |.

For some nearest neighbor pair {z,y}, define

Q=H, ®H,. (61a)

R= Q) H-, (61b)
Z#x,Y

H=Q®R. (61c)

Let the corresponding Schmidt decompositions of

[$0), [¢1) be
|pi) = ZWU‘) ® |xij)- (62)

For sufficiently large b, for a system with a large num-
ber of degrees of freedom, the states |¢p) and |¢1) 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 |¢o) and |¢1)
to be spread over many lattice spacings. The reduced
states produced by averaging |¢g) and |¢1) over the 2
site Hilbert space Q should then still be orthogonal. If
so, we have

(Xoj]x1e) =0, (63)

for all j, ¢.

We now temporarily approximate Q by the corre-
sponding space defined in Appendix [A]l with the number
of bosons at each site x and y restricted to some large
but finite n.

Let hy, be the piece of the Hamiltonian H acting on
Q. For ¢ of 0 and 1, let Pj;, be the projection onto the
subspace of Q spanned by the set of [1;;) and hgylei;)
for all j. Let P., be the projection onto the subspace
spanned by the set of |1);;) and hgy|;) for all ¢ and j.
Eq. (B9) combined with Eqs. (62) and (63]) imply the
minimal norm k., the part of each k; acting on Q, is
given by

5 Tray (Kizy)
kiLE = kiw - le ’ (64‘b)
Y Y Troy (Ley) Y

where I, is the identity operator on Q. Similarly Eqgs.
E1), ©2) and (©3) imply the minimal norm ks, is given
by

| Tray(Fay)
v Troy(Izy)

(65a)

ky = k Ly (65b)



However,

and therefore

’I‘rwu(]%z?my) = Trwy(PiwthyPiwthyPiwy) <
Trwy(Pwthwathway) =
Tray(k2,). (67)

In addition, as the limit on the number of bosons n — oo

Troy(kZ,) — Tray(k2,)- (68b)

Eqgs. (67) - (68h) combined across all nearest neighbor
pairs {z,y} then imply

1 R t) 1<l &C2) 1], (69)
for i =0,1.
Combining Eq. (69) with Eqgs. (G8)) and (©0) implies
C(lgi(1)), [#i(t0))) < C(I8(1), |6(t0))) +¢,  (70)

A further iteration of the argument leading to Eq. (B8]
then yields

C(I6i(t))) = C(l¢i(to))) <
C(le(t))) — Clo(to))) + e (71)

B. Net Complexity After a Split

We now show that combined with Eq. (B3)) at to, Eq.
([T leads to Eq. (G3) for all ¢ > .
At t > tg, the left hand side of Eq. (B3) is given by

p(t)
p(t) = [D(t) + C(|p(t0))]*—
p[Do(t) + C(|¢o(to))))*—
(1= p)[D1(t) + C(lpr(to)))]?,  (72)

with the definitions

D(t) = C(l¢(2))) — C(l¢(t0))), (73a)
Do(t) = C(l¢o(t))) — Cllo(to))), (73b)
Dy(t) = C(|o1(1))) — Cl¢a(t0)))- (73¢)

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

q(t) = D(t)* — pDo(t)* — (1 — p)D1 (1), (74)

r(t) =2D(#)C(|¢(t0))) — 2pDo(t)C(|po(to)))—
2(1 = p)D1()C(|¢1(t0))), (75)

11

s = C(|o(to)))? — pC(|¢o(to)))*—
(1= p)C(|p1(to)))*. (76)

Egs. () and (73a) - (T3d) imply ¢(t) is greater than
some —e. Also s is the left hand side of Eq. (B3] so
strictly greater than the right hand side, D(t) greater
than —e by a futher application of the second law of
quantum complexity, and C(|¢(to))) is nonnegative by
the definition of complexity. The Cauchy-Schwartz in-
equality

VDo + (1= ) D11
VoC(de)? + (1= pC(I01 )7 =
pDo(t)C([0(t0))) + (L = p)Dr(OC(I1 (t0)),  (77)

combined with the bounds on ¢(t) and s, then implies
that r(t) is greater than some —e. It follows that

p(t) >s—e>—bpln(p) —b(1 — p)In(1 —p) —e. (78)

Thus Eq. (B8) is highly likely satisified for all ¢ > ¢5. A
split which first occurs at some time ¢y with high proba-
bility persists for all ¢ > #.

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 |¢¢) and |¢1) which exists at some time tg,
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 ¢ > .

Let the sum of the branches |¢g) and |¢1) at tg be given
again by

|9) = Ido) + ¢1)- (79)

Then since the optimal branch decomposition {¢;} at g
includes |¢o) and |¢1), rather than their replacement by
|@), the inequality

[C(oNI? = p[C(160))]* = (1 = p)[C(I¢1)))* >
—bpn(p) — b(L — p)In(1 — p). (80)

must again hold at tg. The discussion of Sections [VTA]
and [VIBI then supports the hypothesis that Eq. (80)
continues to hold for all t > tg.

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.



Consider the case of n and n’ both 2. Suppose at
time tg the optimal branch configuration includes a pair
of branches |¢o), |¢1). For a system evolving through
a sequence of states with much less than the system’s
maximum possible complexity, we will show at ¢t > g it
is highly improbable for |¢g),|¢1) to jump to a distinct
pair [¢)). |¢}) with

o) + |1) = [60) + |¢1), (81)

while all other branches vary continuously with time at
to.

Since all branches in the optimal decomposition {|;)}
aside from |¢g) and |¢1) vary continuously with ¢ across
time tg, for a discontinuous jump to |#p), [¢1), [60), |#7)
must span the same 2-dimensional space as |¢o), |¢1). For
some matrix of coeflicients z;;

;) = Z 2ij|pj)- (82)

By applying the argument leading to Eq. () first
with |¢f) in the place of |¢), zoo|¢o) in place of |¢g) and
z01|¢1) in place of |¢1), then with |¢]) in the place of |¢),

z10|¢0) in place of |¢pg) and z11|¢1) in place of |¢1), we
obtain for ¢ > ¢y and ¢ and j and combination of 0 and 1

C(li(1))) = C(I¢i(t0))) <
C(15(1))) — C|¢5(t0))) + e, (83)

since for any complex number z and vector |¢)

C(zl¢)) = C(19))- (84)

Consider now Eq. (83]) with ¢ and ¢y exchanged and ¢
run back to some early time ¢;. The discussion in Section
[T Dl yielding

Clo®)), l¢(t0))) :/t dt || k(t) || —e (85)

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

C(l¢i(to))) < C(145(t))) + e, (86)

for some small ¢ much smaller than C(|¢;(t))) or

C(|¢}(to))) and i, j any combination of 0 and 1.

An adaptation of the discussion of Section [VIB] com-
bined with Eqgs. (83) and (B8] implies |¢o),|#1) can not
jump discontinuously to |@p), |¢)) at to.

Let t2 be some time preceding ¢y at which the opti-
mal branch configuration still includes |¢o), |¢1) and not
|#0), |¢1). Then at to the complexities satisfy

P 1C(165 (t2))]* + (1 = p)[C(I¢] (£2))] ~
plC(Igo(t2)))* = (1 = p)[C (| (t2))))
bp' In(p") + b(1 — p') In(1 — p)—
bpln(p) — b(1 — p)In(1 - p), (87)
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where p, p/, both time independent, are defined by

(do(t2)|do(t2)) =
p({@o(t2)|do(t2)) + (p1(t2)1(t2))), (88)
(Po(t2)'|¢o(t2)') =
P ((Po(t2)'|Po(t2)") + (P1(t2)'|P1(t2)")).  (89)

For |¢o), |¢1) to jump to |@p), |¢)) at to > t2 the in-
equality in Eq. (87) would have to reverse. At tg the left
hand side of Eq. (87 is given by

p(to) = p'[Dy(to) + C(|¢ (o) >+

(1= p)[D(to) + C (| (t0))]*~
p[Do(to) + C(|do(t0)))]*—
(1= p)[D1(to) + C(|d1(t0)))]*,  (90)
with the definitions

Dj(to) = C(|p(to))) — C 165 (t2))), (91a)
Di(to) = C(I¢(to))) = C(l¢1(t2))),  (91b)
Do(to) = C(|¢o(to))) — Cldo(t2))), (91c)
Di(to) = C(lé1(t0))) — Cllen(t2))).  (91d)
We can then expand p(t) as a sum of three terms
(

+ (1= p")Dy(to)*—
—p)Di(t0)*, (92)

q(te) = p' Dy(to)?
pDo(to)* — (1

r(to) = 20" Dy (t)C(|dp(t0)))+
2(1 - p")D1(t)C (|1 (t0)))—
2pDo(to)C(|¢o(to)))—
2(1 = p)D1(to)C(|#1(t0))),  (93)

s =p'Cl¢o(t2)))* + (1 = p)C (191 (t2)))*~
C(l¢o(t2)))” — (1 = p)C(|d1(t2)))*. (94)

By Eq. B3), ¢(to) is greater than some small —e, by
Eqs.(83) and (B6l), (o) is greater than some other small
—e and s is the left hand side of Eq. (81) and therefore
strictly greater than the right hand side. Thus p(to) is
highly probably greater than the right hand side of Eq.
(87) and a jump from |¢o), [¢1) to [¢p), [¢}) at any to > Lo
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.



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=0Q1XR, (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

™) = [1g) ® [YR), (96)

for which the complexity measure Q(|™)) is already at
a minimum and cannot be reduced by splitting [1/‘") into
orthogonal parts. For the microscopic system, this can
be accomplished by a microsopic state |z/1%> with proba-
bility concentrated on a scale smaller than the branching
volume b. The macroscopic state |¢%> 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 ng in the macroscopic system is much larger
than the number of fermions ng in the microscopic sys-
tem.

A macroscopic state satisfying these assumptions is the
n-fermion product states of Section [V],

o) =V=F Y T ¥ (5 50)I9), (97)

CCjGD()]‘ g

where, as before, the spins s;; are either 1 or -1 and the
D;; 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
|w§3>, we assume for simplicity equally weighted, which is
then detected by the macroscopic device eventually lead-
ing to the entangled result

oy =m™r Y |vh) @ k). (98)

0<i<m

As was the case for the initial state, the macroscopic fac-
tor |z/ﬂQ> 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.
([@8), and the microscopic factor 1% ) we assume spread
on a scale small with respect to b. We assume also the
macroscopic factors for distinct ¢ are orthogonal. Macro-
scopic final states which accomplish this are the rest of
the n-fermion product states of Section [V]

o) =V Y [ (819, (99)
xz; €D J

With Eq. ([@9) for the macrosopic factors |1/)iQ>, Ap-
pendix [B] can be adapted to provide an estimate of the
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effect on C(|¢°%")) of the microscopic factors |14 ) in Eq.
[@8). For |¢p°“), consider a version of Eqs. (35) and (30)
with fermion number n now replaced by ng + ng. For
the additional values of ng < j < ng + nr assume the
regions D;; extend only over volumes Vz much smaller
than V. Construct the regions F, without change. As a
consequence of the small size of the D;; of the microscopic
state, fermions in these regions will make almost no con-
tribution to the final Schmidt vectors {\;¢(1)} which will
remain unchanged from the discussion in Appendix [Bl
But an estimate of C(|1)°“!)) now requires a trajectory
k(v) from a product state |w) with a total of ng + ng
fermions. As a result, the bound on Schmidt vector ro-
tation angles of Eq. (BIZ) becomes

nQ—nR)

— (100)

1
/ |6¢(v)|dv > arcsin(
0

Similarly, as a consequence of the fermion number of
C(|y°*t)), the bound in Eq. (B56) becomes

Yo W =2z, y)]lp(v)
zeDe,yeDe°

< 6(719 + TLR) (101)

The net result of these two changes is that the bound
of Eq. (B1) becomes

mV(ng —ng)

C([9™)) = co (102)

ng +nr

For ng large with respect to ng, the lower bound on
C(|y°*t)) is almost unchanged from Eq. (B7).

For the net complexity of [1)°%!) as a single branch we
obtain

Q(Ig") = (co)?mV.

On the other hand a decomposition of [1)°“*) taking each
of the m terms in the sum in Eq. (@9) as a branch and
assuming low complexity for each of the microscopic [1% )
gives

(103)

QU{(m)~2|vh) © [¥i)}) = bln(2m),

which will be smaller than Q(|°%)) 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 [1)*") to
|1p°%!) the branching process would occur not in a single
step but sequentially over some short time as the entan-
gled form of Eq. (O8) emerges.

(104)

VIII. 2-FERMION SYSTEM

We consider an isolated 2-fermion system with smooth
static internal wave function with compact support and



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 |¢) be the state for a 2-fermion system with Gaus-
sian wave function for the center-of-mass position

) =D g(X)$(X)), (105a)
X
1 | X2
9(X) Rinl exp(— o R2 )s (105b)
WY = S [B(@e — 1, 50, 51)X
xo+x1=2X,80,81
Ul (z0,50) 0T (21,51)]]), (105¢)

where R is some large constant, the wave function
o(x, 8o, $1) is antisymmetric

¢(I550551) = _d)(_IaSlaSO)v (106)

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

o(z,50,81) =0, |x| > 7, (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 |1)(X)) is nor-
malized

(P(X)p(X)) = 1.

Dropping a term which is small by a factor of =3, Eq.

(I0]) implies

(108)

23" |62z, 50,51)* = 1.

TSpS1

(109)

A lower bound on the complexity of |¢) follows from
Appendix [Bl with a change in the choice of regions Fj.
Divide the lattice L into L¢ and L° as before. All of the
points in L® we group into disjoint sets Ey with 4 points
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in each set. Each E; we require chosen in such a way
that any pair =,y € Fy have R >> |z —y| > 7.

For each E; there is a corresponding tensor product
decomposition of H according to Egs. (BT7a) - (BY) and
Schmidt decomposition of |1} following Egs. (B9) - (BII)

) = D Aseldse) e (110)

Consider the subspace of @, with N[Q/] of 1. Because
no pair of z,y € FEy, is within the range of the same
[t)(X)) in the superposition in Eq. ([05al), the subspace
of Q¢ with N[Qy] of 1 is a direct sum of terms, each with
dimension 2, one such term for each z € Ey formed from
the copies of |1(X)) it intersects. For some particular z,
let the corresponding terms in the Schmidt decomposi-

tion of Eq. (II0) be

lwo) = D Ajaldia)Xie)- (111)
j=1,2
Eqs. (I05a), (I05d) and ([I06]) then imply
wa) =29(x) Y [z =y, 50,51) %
Y,80,51
UH(z, 50) T (y, 51)]12),  (112)
and therefore
(wolws) = dlg(@)? Y |o(x, 51,52) . (113)
Eq. (I09) then implies
(walws) = 16[g(x)]*. (114)

In place of Eq. (BI&), for each Ey we wind up with
1
/ |00 (v)|dv > arcsin[4v/2g(x)], (115)
0

for some arbitrarily chosen single x € Ey,. Summed over
all Fy, the replacement for Eq. (BIT7) becomes

1 3
4R>2
> [ el = 25 (116)
¢ 70 T
The final bound on C(|1)) is then
23 R3
cun 2 55 1)

If the wave function g(X) of the center-of-mass po-
sition of [¢) evolves according to the free Shroedinger
equation for total mass M, the value of R in Eq. (II7)
at any time ¢ will grow according to

t2

RP=R4 ———
ot 16M2R2’

(118)

where Ry is the value of R at time 0. If R evolves with

t according to Eq. ([I8), C(|¢)) according to Eq. (I17)
will eventually grow arbitrarily large.



B. Upper Bound on Minimal Net Complexity of
Branches

The orthonormal set of plane waves of Eq. (@R gives
a possible branch decomposition of the state |¢) of Eq.
(I05a). We now show that if R in Eq. ([05al) and there-
fore in Eq. (IIT) grows with ¢ according to Eq. (I8,
Q({|®:)}) of a possible branch decomposition of |¢) into
plane wave nonetheless remains bounded.

Since the plane waves of Eq. (&) are product
states, the complexity of each vanishes. Thus to bound
Q({|®:)}) it is sufficient to bound the second term on
the right hand side of Eq. ([#2). For a 2-fermion plane-
wave |po, S0, P1,$1) given by Eq. (D), the matrix ele-
ment (po, S0, 1, $1|1), for ¢(z, sg, s1) smooth on the lat-
tice scale, has the factored form

(po, S0, p1,51Y) =

24(po + pr ) (L=

2

,80,81), (119a)

9(p) = 8B)T Y exp(—ip- z)g(x), (119b)

$(p.s0,51) = (8B) T Y_ exp(—ip-x)¢(x, 50, 51). (119¢)

The second term on the right hand side of Eq. ([#2)
becomes

- Z {{po, 50, 1, 51|P0; 50, P1, 51)

Po0,S0,P1,51

In[(po, s0,p1, S1|Po, S0, P1,51)]} = So + S1, (120)

where according to the normalizations of Eqs. (I05h)

and (I09)

z? z?
So=4R 37 % /d3xﬁ exp[—ﬁ] (121a)
S1=— Y [6(p,s0.51)]" In{[6(p, s0, 51)*}. (121b)

Ppsos1

The term Sy is equal to 6. The term S7, as a result of
the assumption that ¢(z, s1, s2) is a smooth function with
compact support, following the discussion of Eq. (@) of
Section [V, is some other finite number independent of R.

Thus while according to Eqs. ([II7) and (II8)), the
net complexity Q(|i)) will rise linearly with large ¢, the
net complexity of the decomposition of |¢) 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.
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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 [[V]
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 squared equal to b.

A. Multi-Fermion System with Large Volume

According to Eq. @B8), if |¢) of Eq. (B8] is split into r
branches [1);) each the sum of 2 distinct |p;) of Eq. (35,
the net complexity Q({|v:)}) will be bounded by

C%mnV

Q{lvi}) < +blnr,

122
- (122)
where, for simplicty, we assume mV sufficiently large that
the ¢o and c3 terms in Eq. (B8) can be dropped. The
minimum of the bound in Eq. (I22]) occurs at

2
= @ (123)

for which value Eq. (I22]) becomes

cAmnV

Q{¥:)}) <b+bIn( )- (124)



On the other hand, according to Eq. B, if |¢) is not
split into branches

QU{[¥)}) = cgmV.

Egs. ([24) and ([I25) imply the branch configuration
{|®:)} for r of Eq. ([IZ23) will have lower net complex-
ity than [¢) left unsplit if

(125)

mV > sb, (126)
where s is the solution to
c2s =1+ 1In(cins). (127)

There may be some set of branches with complexity still
lower than {|¢;)}, but [¢) left unsplit will not be the
minimum.

B. Multi-Fermion System with Large Gap Width

Now suppose the term in Eq. ([87) proportional to the
gap width ¢ is much larger than the term proportional to
V. The term proportional to ¢ is independent of m and
holds for any m > 2. For the entangled |¢)) of Eq. (B6)
left as a single branch we have

2.2

Qv > 2L

n

(128)

The upper bound of Eq. B8] remains above Eq. ([B1)
for all m > 2. If the entangled |¢)) of Eq. (B8] is split
into m branches each consisting of one of the product
states |p;) of Eq. (B3], each of which has complexity 0,
the result is

Q{lp:)}) = bInm. (129)
Branching will therefore occur if
c1q > Vnblnm. (130)

Although Eq. ([I30) 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 @ — 0. Based on the discussion of Section [V],
it is likely that ¢ and b will be related to renomalized
continuum b and q by

= agq, (131a)
a®b. (131b)

TH R

so that for renomalized quantities Eq. (I30) becomes

nblnm

c1q 2 (132)

a

In the limit « — 0, Eq. (I30) requires branching only for
q — oo. There is, however, a separate mechanism which
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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 [X_Al The argument which says the constraint
of Eq. (I30) goes away in the limit a — 0, if adapted to
the constraints of Section [VIIIl and Section [X Alsuggests
these both survive.

C. Displaced Copies of a Multi-Particle System

Let |¢(t)) be the state of a multi-particle system evolv-
ing in infinite volume from a configuation with small com-
plexity at tg. 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 ¢ > ¢y is not bounded from above. The dis-
cussion of Section [[ITD] based on the conjectured second
law of quantum complexity, then suggests the complexity
of |1(t)) will be a monotonically increasing function of ¢
which grows without bound.

Assume, for simplicity, there is a limiting k(v, ¢) € K in
Eq. ([I9) which satisfies Eqs. (I7al) and (I7D) connecting
|t)(t)) to some product state and optimizing Eq. (20I).
Let [1;(t)),0 < i < m, be copies of |¢(t)) sufficiently
displaced from each other that the corresponding k; (v, t)
have disjoint support. Define |¢(t)) to be the sum

6(t) = % Sl (133)

The complexity of |¢(¢)) will then be given by

CA0) = [ dv | X kilwst) || +el0), - (1340)

_ v / dv || k(v t) || +c(t),  (134b)
— Jmd(t) + c(t),

where d(t) grows monontonically in ¢ without bound and
¢(t) remains bounded.

If |¢(t)) is split into p branches |¢;(t)),0 < j < p,
each the sum of Z% distinct |¢;(¢)), the net complexity
O({|¢;(t))}) will become for large t

(134c¢)

md(t)?
2((lg00) ="2L L pwp. (19)
The minimum of Eq. (I35) occurs at
p= MUY (136)



for which

C(lg;(1))) = Vb, (137)

for each 0 < j < p.

X. RESIDUAL ENTANGLEMENT

According to Section [VBl each factor of an unentan-
gled tensor product will go through branching indepen-
dently. Section [[X] 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 — oo has been taken
of the number of lattice steps in the edge of the cubic
lattice L of Section [[ITAl or alternatively, that 2B is
much larger than any of the lengths, in lattice units, that
occur in the following.

Let [1) 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=) Ha, (138a)
€S
R =) M., (138b)
z¢S
so that the full Hilbert space H is then
H=Q®R. (139)
Define the Schmidt decomposition of |¢) to be
) = Z Ailgi) ® [xq), (140a)
|p:) € Q, (140b)
Xi) € R, (140¢)
(¢l ¢5) = bij (140d)
(Xilx;) = dij- (140e)
Let Cg be
Co = sup C(|n)). (141)

Let A\¢ be the largest of the \;. The hypothesis we pro-
pose is that if V' is made sufficiently large that C'g > b,
then entanglement in |¢)) across the boundary of S is
small and the sum in Eq. ([[40al) nearly reduces to a
single term

[¥) = Aoldo) ® [x0)- (142)
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The error in Eq. ([[42), we propose can be made progres-
sively smaller by making S progressively larger. For any
particular |¢) and S, however, there will remain some
small residual error in Eq. ([I42) as long as S is small
enough not to encompass the entire region on which |1))
differs from the vacuum.

XI. DETERMINATION OF b

Each of the branches which results from the scattering
experiment in Section [VIIl 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 |1(t)) be the state of the total system and let |1 (t))
and [11(t)) be the branches of the possible outcomes so
that, as usual,

[(8)) = [¢o(£)) + [¢1(2))-

The experiment begins at ¢t with state |1(t9)) as optimal
branch configuration. At some t; > ty the inequality in
Eq. (BH) becomes first an equality

(143)

[C(lg(t)]* ~
plC(1do(t)))] — (1 = p)[C (o1 (t)))])* =

—bpln(p) = b(1 — p)In(1 — p), (144)



where p is given by

(¢olgo) = p(d|®).

Then on the time interval ¢ > ¢, Eq. (B3) holds and
branching occurs. Eq. ([44)) implies b is given by

b=o"{[C(|¢(t:)))]*~
pIC(po(t))]* = (1 = p)[C(I1 (1))}

where o is

(145)

(146)

o=—pln(p) = (1 —p)In(1 - p). (147)
Then at some time ¢ty > t; 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 to > ¢ the left hand side of Eq. (I44)
almost certainly increases from t; to ¢ and thus b is
bounded by

b <o H[C(lg(t2)))]*~
p[C(|¢o(t2)))]* = (1 — p)[C(l¢1 (t2)))]*}.

While the values of tg and t5 are known, the value of
t1 is not known. To go from the inequality of Eq. (I48)
to the equality of Eq. (I48) would require determination
of t1. But no amount of information about the set up of
the experiment leading to Eq. ([I48) and no amount of
calculation of the dependence of C(|¢(t2))), Co(|d(t2)))
and Cy(]¢(t2))) on ta based on such information would
be sufficient to find where ¢; lies in the interval between
to and t3. The position of ¢; in the range between ty and
to 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. (I4]) with |¢), |¢o) and |$1) successively mod-
ified to yield a progressively smaller bound on b. At some
point in this sequence, the inequality in Eq. (I48]) will
turn into the equality of Eq. (I4€) and ¢; will become
to. For still smaller values of the right hand side of Eq.
({I48) branching will no longer occur at any ¢; in the
range tg < t1 < t9, and therefore no longer be registered
by a human observer at ts.

The critical value of the bound in Eq. (I48) 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

(148)
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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 [[IIl 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({|%;)}) in
Eq. ([@2) is that the underlying definition of complexity
is based on hyperplanes of fixed ¢, which are themselves
not Lorentz invariant. We will therefore replace the con-
stant ¢ hyperplanes with boost invariant hyperboloids of
constant proper time 7. Hyperboloids of constant 7, 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 [l and is a general
problem for any formulation of branches as the substance
of reality |3-g].

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
7 but in the other frame, as a consequence of the of the
regions’ spacelike separation, the other event occurs at
smaller 7. 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 7
should approach translational covariance as 7 — oco. A
related proposal, in a somewhat different setting, is con-
sidered in [12-14].

We will therefore assume macroscopic reality is a single



random choice among the set of branches at asymptot-
ically late 7 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 7 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 7 in any particular frame would
be recovered from the asymptotic late 7 choice by tracing
back through proper time the branching tree according
to that frame.

The limiting branching tree found as 7 — oo, we pro-
pose as the underlying real object. The indirect relation
between branches found as 7 — oo 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 [Tl and [Vl with the regular lattice at fixed
time of Section [[I[Al 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(7) be the the spacelike hyperboloid with fixed
proper time 7

(29)? — Z(gcz)2 =72 (149)

%

and let L(7,0) be the intersection of L(7) with the ball
B(oT) of radius o1

Z(mi)2 < o272

%

(150)

From L(1y,0) for some intial 79, we construct a finite
random set of points L(7g, 0, p) chosen according to the
Lorentz invariant density on L(7, o), where p is a proper
distance which will set the lattice spacing. Then for
T > 79, a piecewise continuous L(7, o, p) will be obtained
by an iterative sequence of transformations applied to
L(T07 g, p) .

Choose an initial point zy from L(79,0) randomly
according to the Lorentz invariant volume measure on
L(79,0). Then iteratively choose z;;1 according to the
invariant measure on L(7,0) but from the subset of
L(ry,0) with proper distance from each z;,0 < j < ¢,
greater than p. Stop this process at the smallest n
such that for each z € L(7,0) there is at least one
x;,0 < j < n, with proper distance from z less than
or equal to p. Let L(r,o,p) by the set of all such x;.
For each x € L(7y,0,p), let the c(x) be the Voronoi cell
centered on x, the set of points in L(1p,0) closer to z
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than to any other y € L(7y, 0, p). 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 ¢(z) is
at most a proper distance of p from x. Every point with
distance from z less than £ is contained in ¢(x). Thus for
p much smaller than 7, the proper volume of each ¢(x)

3 3
is less than MTP and greater than 5-. Pairs of points

{z,y} will be considered nearest neighbors if ¢(z) and
¢(y) share a 2-dimensional boundary surface.

The set of points L(7, o, p) for 7 > 79, we obtain from
L(t — §,0,p) for some small value of §. Let L(7,0,p)
consist of the points of L(7 — §, 0, p), each rescalled by a
factor of 1+ £, with any resulting hole in L(r, o) which is
a proper distance greater than p from the rescaled points
of L(r — ¢, 0, p) filled by an additional point chosen ran-
domly according to the invariant measure on L(7, o). For
small enough 4, at most one such region will be found and
adding a single point will leave no such region remaining.
The resulting set is L(T, g, p).

Unlike the field operators for the non-relativistic the-
ory of Section [[TIl, 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 p. For simplicity we will as-
sume a continuum field theory. Let ¥(z,s) be a contin-
uum field operator averaged over the cell ¢(z). Let ®(z)
and II(x) be, respectively, Hermitian boson field and con-
jugate momentum operators for z also in the rest frame
at x averaged over c(z). We will assume the vacuum ex-
pectation values of ®(z) and II(z) vanish. Since L(7,0)
is spacelike, we can assume the ¥(xz,s), ¥i(z,s), ®(z),
and II(z) are normalized to obey the anticommutation
and commutation relations

{U(z,s),¥(2',s")} =0, (151a)
{Ui(z,s), ¥ (', s)} =0, (151b)
[®(z), ®(z")] =0, (151c)

[T(2), TT(z')] = 0, (151d)
{U(x,s), TN (2, 5")} = 6pprOssr, (151e)
[@(z), ()] = 10z (151f)

Eqs. (I51d) and (I51) satisfy lattice approximations to
Lorentz covariance. Let H be the subspace of the full
relativistic Hilbert space, Hf, spanned by all polyno-
mials in the ¥(z,s), ¥f(z’,s"), ®(y) and I(y') for any
z,2',y,y" and s,s’ acting on the physical vacuum |(2)
but restricted to order at most n, in any single ®(x) or
II(x). The resulting H is finite dimensional. By redefin-
ing the field operators ®(z) and I(x) to be sandwiched
between projection operators onto the space generated
by the restricted set of polynomials, we can enforce the
subsidiary relations

O(x)™ =0,
()™ =

(152a)
(152b)



XIV. AUXILIARY FIELD THEORY

For the non-relativistic theory of Section [ITAl the
Hilbert space H is isomorphic to a tensor product of the
the local Hilbert spaces H,. 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 [[ITCl

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 ¥(x,s), Ui(x,s), ®(x),II(x), we define a linear map
f to an isomorphic algebra B of polynomials in the aux-
iliary fields 3;(z, s) and T;(z), 0 < ¢ < 1, which obey
the anticommutation and commutation relations

{Ei(I,S),Ei(II,SI)} =0, ( )
[Ti(x), Ti(2)] = 0, (153b)
{Zo(z, 8),21(2',8")} = Oparbssrs (153c)
[Yo(x), T1(2")] = i0zar, (153d)

along with the boson cutoff

T =0. (154)

The map f is defined by
fl¥(x,s)] = Xo(x, s), (155a)
f[OT(x,5)] = 21 (x, ), (155b)
f1®(x)] = To(x), (155¢)
fl(z)] = T1(z, s), (155d)

along with the requirement
fla-d') = f(a)- f(a'), (156)

for all a,a’ € A.

To obtain a complexity measure on B, we will turn
Yi(z,s) and Y;(x) into field operators on an auxiliary
Hilbert space H? generated by all elements of B act-
ing on an auxiliary vacuum |[QF). But unlike the fields
U(z,s),VT(z,s),®(x),(z), which are a mix of creation
and annihilation operators, the ¥;(z,s) and T;(z) will
be purely creation operators.

Realizations of Eqs. (I53al) - (I54)) by creation oper-
ators acting on |QF) are discussed in Appendix [El The
space HP is generated by all polynomials in B acting on
|QB) as specified in Appendix [El For each lattice point
x, the set of all polynomials in ¥;(z, s), T;(x), acting on
the local vacuum, |QF) generates a Hilbert space HZ.
The space HP is then isomorphic to the ordered tensor

product
" =QQHE. (157)
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The cost of realizing Eqs. (I53a) - (I24)) purely with
creation operators, however, is that while the energy

spectrum of h, the continuum Hamiltonian on H% 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 |2), the spectrum of f(h) is
not bounded from below and f(a) € B does not in gen-
eral annihilate |27). Approximate Lorentz covariance of
Eqs. (I53a)) - (I56) combined with Eq. ([I&), according
to Reeh-Schlieder, makes the presence of negative energy
states in HP pretty much unavoidable. But H? 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 %, the spectrum of which
is bounded from below by 0.

The fields ¥;(x, s) and T;(x) become versions of the
non-relativistic Uf(x, s) and ®f(x) of Section [IAl But
with the hyperplane of constant ¢ of the non-relativistic
theory now replaced by the hyperboloid L(7) of constant
proper time 7, and the translational invariance of the
hyperplane of constant ¢ replaced by the Lorentz boost
invariance of L(7).

XV. HERMITIAN OPERATOR HILBERT
SPACE AGAIN

Eq. (I57) makes possible for HZ a relativistic version
of the non-relativistic complexity measure of Section [[TIl
Then from the map f: A — B we will retrieve a defini-
tion of complexity on H.

Let P? be the set of all product states in H? defined
by adapting Eqs. (8al) - (@). For fermion wave func-
tion p(x, s), anti-fermion wave function ¢(z, s), and bo-
son wave function r(z, i), define the fermion, anti-fermion
and boson creation operators, dy(p), d7(q), and dp(r), re-
spectively, to be

dg(p) = ZP($75)E1(I, 5), (158a)
di(q) =D q(w,5)%o(w, 5), (158b)
dy(r) =Y r(@,i)Ti(). (158¢)

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

dg(pr—1)---ds(po)d(ge—1)---ds(qo)x
dp(Tr—1)...dp(10)|QB).  (159)

As a consequence of Eq. ([I54), the dimension of the
Hilbert space HPZ 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 [Al For any site z, let 2 be the set
of Hermitian operators on HZ which have finite norm



vanishing trace

Try fo = 0, (161)

and conserve N2, a copy on H® of the fermion number
of the underlying field ¥(z, s). N is 0 on |Q25), is raised
by 1 by 31(z, s) and lowered by 1 by ¥¢(x,s). For any
pair of nearest neighbors {z,y}, let ]-"f; be the set of
Hermitian operators on H2 ®7—[f which have finite norm

I foy 7= Tray(fay)?, (162)

vanishing partial traces
Try fuy = 0, (163a)
Try fzy =0, (163b)

and conserve N5,
Inner products on FZ and }'fy are defined by

(fo, fo) = Tra(faf2), (164a)
(foys fay) = Tray(foyfry)- (164b)

Operators f, € F2 and f,, € Ff;l can be made into
operators on HZ by

fo =121, (165a)
qFx

oy = Fou Q) 1o, (165b)
q#T,y

where I, is the identity operator on ’H,f. As usual, we
now drop the hat and use the same symbol for operators
on HB, HB ® ’HB , and the corresponding operators on

HE. Let K be the vector space over the reals of linear
operators k on HP given by

for any collection of f, € fgf; for a set of nearest neigh-

bor pairs {x,y}, any collection of f, € FZ for a set of
sites z, and d, the dimension of %[ for some site g. The

inner product on K7 is given by

<k7k1> :Z<fwuvfa/cy>+z<fmfg/c> (167)
Ty T
XVI. COMPLEXITY FROM AUXILIARY

STATES

Adapting Section [IT (] yields from the operator space
KB a definition of complexity CB(|))) on states [1) €
HE. For 0 < v <1, let k() € K& be a piecewise con-
tinuous trajectory of operators. Let the unitary operator
Uk (v) on HE be the solution to the differential equation
and boundary condition

dU;V(V) = —ik(v)Ur(v),

Uk(0) = I.

(168a)
(168D)
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For any pair of [¢),|w) € HP with equal norm and
fermion number, there exists a sequence of trajecto-
ries k;(v) and phases & such that for the corresponding
Uy, (1) we have

Tim §U, (D) = ). (169)
The complexity CZ(|¢),|w)) is defined to be the mini-

mum over all such sequences of k;(v) of the limit of the
integral

CP (o), w)) = min Jim [ v | ). (70
0

As before, any product state in P2 we assign 0 com-
plexity. The complexity CP(|))) of any state |/) not in
PB is defined to be the distance to the nearest product
state

min, CP(10), o))

CP(|y)) = (171)

Since every product state in P is an eigenvector of N B,
and since all operators in K preserve NB, |1) will be
reachable by a sequence of unitary trajectories in Eq.
[@I69) from a product state |w) only if |¢) itself is an
eigenvector of NB. For states |)) which are not eigen-
vectors of NZ, the minimum in Eq. (I7I) and thus the
value of CB(|3)) is, in effect, oo.

The complexity of any a|Q2) for a € A is then defined
to be

C(al) = CP[f(a)|Q)].

An immediate consequence of Eq. ([[T2) is that since
CB[f(a)|2B)] is finite only if f(a)|2P) is an eigenvector
of NB, C(|¢)) is finite only if |¢) is an eigenvector of N.

Since A and H are both finite dimensional, the set of
al),a € A, is closed and every |¢)) € H is given by some
al?),a € A. In addition, each |[¢)) € H is given by only a
single a|€?). There are no nonzero a € A which annihilate
|2).  Although the full infinite dimensional algebra of
field operators on the underlying continuum relativistic
Hilbert space H% does contain operators which annihilate
|2), 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

(172)

[ al) || <1, (173a)
I £(a)|2F) || = O(1), (173b)
CB[f(a)|0)] > 1. (173c)

For some otherwise ordinary b € A, we might then have
b|Q) = (a + b)|Q), (174a)
Cl(a + b)|2)] > C[b|)]. (174b)

In this case, according Section [XVIIIl if (a+b)|Q) is split
into branches, a|Q2) will land in a branch of its own with



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|2) branch and the more
negligible the effect of the presence of a in the state (a +

The utility of Eq. ([72) as a definition of complex-
ity is dependent, as was the case for the non-relativistic
complexity of Eq. (ZI]), 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
HE, 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 HP, and in the topology of H? 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 [IIC] C(|+)))
is not in general continuous with respect to the Hilbert
space topology on [1). 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 relativistic H 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 p is much
smaller than the proper time 7 of hyperboloid L(7, o).
Entangled multi-fermion relativistic states in H analo-
gous to the non-relativistic states of Section [[V], for large
values of the volume V', we will show have complexity sat-
isfying upper and lower bounds analogous to Eqs. (B7)
and (38)).

For indices 0 < i < m, 0 < j < n, let {D;;} be a
set of disjoint, nearly cubic regions each centered on a
corresponding point y;;. The region D;; is the set of
all center points x of all cells ¢(x) crossed by starting
at y;; and traveling along a geodesic in L(7,0) a proper
distance < d in the positive or negative z'-direction, then
traveling along a geodesic a proper distance < d in the
positive or negative z2-direction, then traveling along a
geodesic a proper distance < d in the positive or negative
x3-direction. We assume 7 much larger than d and d
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much larger than p. For d large, the mean number of
points in each such D;; will approach some limit V' with
small relative dispersion. Since the proper volume of each
D;; is 8d* and the proper volume of each c(z) is between

3 3 . 3 3
410" and T2-, V will be between 8% and 84
3 6 7 TP TP

Let u*(x) and, for later use, v*(z) be orthogonal spinor
wave functions obtained by boosting from the origin of
L(7,0) to point x a pair of orthogonal spinors for a free
fermion at rest in the rest frame at the origin of L(7, o).

From the {D;;} define a set of n-fermion monomials

pi=V72 H

0<j<n

)

> uf (@), k) |

xz€D;j; .k

(175)

and an entangled polynomial ¢ and corresponding state

) e

g=z"'‘m 2 Z Cipis (176a)
0<i<m
) = ql), (176b)
for complex ¢; with |(;| = 1 and z chosen to normalize

|9)) to 1. The V~3 normalization of p; insures that z has
a finite limit for large d.
The corresponding monomials in B

|

0<j<n

Z uk(:v)El (x, k)|,

xeD;j; .k

(177)

and entangled polynomial ¢ and state [1/®) € HE be-
come

¢®=z2"'m 2 Z Gp?, (178a)
0<i<m
[w7) = ¢"1Q7). (178b)
According to Eq. (I72)
C(l¢)) = CP (")) (179)

For [¢)B) of Eq. (II8L) with m > 4, n > 1, we prove
in Appendix [E] a lower bound on complexity of the same
form as the non-relativistic lower bound of Eq. (B7)

CP([47) = coVmV, (180)

with ¢y 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.

B3)

CP([v7) <

calVmnV + comn? + camn + cg/mnr,  (181)

where c¢1,c2,c3 and ¢4 are independent of m,n and V.
The distance r is given by

(182)

7 = min maxr;;
00 )



where 7;; is the number of nearest neighbor steps in the
shortest path between lattice points x;; and y;; such that
no pair of paths for distinct {7,j} intersect, y;; is the
center point of D;; and z;; is an m X n rectangular grid
consisting of the center points of the cells crossed by a
geodesic starting at xgp of m steps of 4p each in the x!
direction each point of which then forms the base for n
nearest neighbor steps along a geodesic in the z2 direc-
tion.

As was the case for the non-relativistic upper bound, if
CB(|pB)) is scaled with a factor of p2, and the limit p —
0 taken with the regions D;; kept fixed in scaled units, the
bounds of Eqs. (I80) and (IXI]) have continuum limits,
from which the term proportional to co, c3 and ¢4 vanish.

XVIII. BRANCHING AGAIN

Let P(r,0,p) be the projection operator from the
Schroedinger-like representation of the continuum rela-
tivistic Hilbert space H% on L(7) to its finite dimensional
lattice subspace H based on L(7,0,p). Define the com-
plexity of any continuum relativistic state 1)) € HF on
the hyperboloid L(7) to be

C(r,0,p, 1)) = C[P(7, 0, p)[¥)],

for the lattice complexity C[P(r,a,p)|)] of Eq. (IZ2).
For [¢) € HE define the net complexity Q(7,a, p, {|1:)})
of a branch decomposition {|¢;)} as before by Eq. (@2,
with C(|¢;)) replaced by C(7,0,p,|;)). The optimal
branch decomposition as before is found by minimizing
Q(7,0,p,{|¥:)}). The resulting branch decomposition
has a finite volume, lattice approximation to Lorentz co-
variance.

Rather than defining the lattice fields on L(7, 0, p) to
be averages of continuum fields on L(7), 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 7 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 H for a version of the argument of Section [V1]
to support the hypothesis that the branching predicted
by Q(r, p,{|ti)}) for evolution in 7 also consists purely
of irreverible splits of some parent branch into a pair of
orthogonal sub-branches. We will assume this hypothesis
holds.

(183)

XIX. o LARGE

Now suppose that Q(r, 0, p,{|t;)}) either has a limit
Q(7, p,{|1:)}) as ¢ — oo or alternatively that o has been
made large enough that nothing in the following ever
comes close to bumping into the boundary of L(r,c, p).
Whether the limit of branching as ¢ — oo actually exist
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is beyond the scope of the present discussion. In any
case, for notational simplicity, we will now drop ¢ as an
argument.

If a limiting Q(7, p, {|ti)}) does exit, the underlying
Hilbert space H will be defined on the lattice L(7, p) con-
sisting of a set of points {x;} C L(7) chosen randomly
according to the invariant measure on L(7) but subject
to the requirements that the proper distance between any
pair of distinct z; is no less than p and that no point in
L(7) is a proper distance greater than p from all z;. In
addition, for small d, the set of point L(7, p) will consist
of the points of L(7T — d, p), each rescalled by a factor of
1+ g with any resulting hole in L(7) more than a proper
distance of p from the rescaled points of L(7 — ¢, p) filled
by an additional point chosen randomly according to the
invariant measure on L(7).

XX. RESIDUAL ENTANGLEMENT AGAIN

Let |(7)) € 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(7, p). Let X be the
intersection of the complement of Z with L(7, p). 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 @ and R,
the non-vacuum sectors of these spaces remain linearly
independent. Let {|¢g;)} and {|1)zi)} be orthonormal
bases for Q and R, respectively. Let S; and T; be opera-
tors with support in W and in X, respectively, such that

[Yai) = Sil€Y),
[Yri) = Ti[€2).

Then any branch [¢(7)) has a unique expansion of the
form

(184a)
(184b)

(7)) = ZaijSiTj|Q>v (185)

A polar decomposition of the matrix a;; then yields a
Schmidt decomposition for |¢(7))

(7)) = Zwimm, (186a)
(QIUTU;|) = b4, (186b)
(QIVEV;19Q) = 65, (186¢)

(186d)

where U; and V; are operators with support in W and X,
respectively.

According to a version of the hypothesis in Section [X]
copied over to relativistic complexity and branching, the
state |1 (7)) will be entangled only over bounded regions



in L(7, p), so that for sufficiently large Z, the sum in Eq.
([I86a) nearly reduces to a single term

(7)) = MT)U(T)V (7)[92). (187)

Now define Q' to be the projection of Q orthogonal
to R. Since the union of W and X is all of L(7,p), O+
will hold the degrees of freedom present in H but missing
from R. We therefore expect

H=0"aR. (188)

For sufficiently large Z, an alternative version of Eq.

(I9I) becomes

[(7)) = M7)lgr) ® [¥r), (189)

where
[Wor) € QF, (190a)
Wr) € R. (190b)

The difference between [)g.) and U(7)|€2) and between
[r) and V(7)|Q2), however, should be only near the
boundary of Z. For sufficiently large Z, Eq. (I89) then
becomes

() = AU M)ID)] @ [V(7)[2)]. (191)

XXI. p SMALL, 7 — o0

Now assume that p has been made much smaller than
any of the length scales occuring in the following. For
notational simplicity we will drop p as an agument of the
various functions in which it appears. The example of
Section [VITI] shows that as 7 — oo, 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 7 — oo 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 |¢)) with
complexity close to 0 at proper time 7y, consider the set of
branch states which result from minimizing Q(7, {|v:)})
for 7 > 719. Let E be the set of all branching events.
As discussed in Section [VIl 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, F may also include rare events for isolated sub-
systems 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
convenient to adopt a rule according to which recombin-
ing branches remain 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.
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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 |1(s, 7)) can be labelled with a set of pairs

S = {(60,60),...(en,l,ﬁnfl)},n> 0, (192)

giving a corresponding history of splitting events e; € E
and branch indices ¢; € {0,1}. For a splitting evente € E
at time 7 of a state | (w, 7)) with history

w = {wo,...wp_1}, (193)

the resulting branch states |¢(u, 7)), |¢(v, 7)) have
u = {wo, ... wn_1,(e,0)}, (194a)
v = {wo,...wp—1,(e,1)}. (194Db)

As a consequence of allowing branch states to pass
through recombination events unaffected, it follows that
each branch in the optimal set {|¢);)} at 7 will be a sum
of some corresponding set .S; of orthogonal branch states

) = 3 Jolw, 7).

weS;

(195)

Suppose |¢;) is a branch state at 7 with w € S; and
suppose that the branching event e at 7 splits |¢;) into
branches |¢p) and |¢1). The rule needed to compensate
for having ignored events in which branches can rejoin is
then

¥ (u, 7)) = (@ (w, 7)do)|bo), (196a)
(v, 7)) = (Y (w,7)[d1)[d1), (196b)

The initial state we assign branch index 0 of an initial
null branching event ) € E at 75. Thus |¢) at 79 becomes
[¥[{(0,0)}, 70]). Each s can also be viewed as a map from
some subset of F into {0,1}. For s of Eq. (I92), define
|s] to be n.

For 7y sufficiently large, Q(r,{|;)}) will be nearly
translationally invariant over the spatial region con-
tributing to any branching event. Since Q(7,{|¢:)}) 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 [XXTIl

For any 7 > 79, let S(7) be the set of s corresponding
to the set of branches which minimize Q(7, {|#;)}). Each
S(7) 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

Sy(7), the set S then contains at least
S D Uyp Uy S¢(7). (197)

For any s € S, and any 7, define |x(s,7)) to be the
sum of all the 7 branches with histories containing s

(7)) = > ().

s'eS(t),s' Ds

(198)



For any 7, there will be a corresponding n., such that
Ix(s,7)) = 0,[s] > nr. (199)
On the other hand, for every s € S there is a 75 such that
Ix(s, 7)) #0,7 > 7. (200)

For any 19 < 71 < 7, selecting the s’ € S(71) which are
descendents of some s € S(7p) yields

(s = > ().

s'€S(T11),s' Ds

(201)

For any pair of distinct s,s" € S(r), for any 7" > 7,
the states |x(s,7’)) and |x(s’,7’)) are orthogonal. For
any s € S(7), the only s’ € S(r) which satisfies s’ D s is
s’ = s itself, in which case

|X(Sv T)> = |w(87 T)>

Let U(7) be the unitary operator on the full relativis-
tic Hilbert space H' which takes the Schroedinger-like
representation of a state on the hyperboloid L(7) to
the representation of that state on the hyperplane with
2% = 0. Define |{(s, 7)) to be the 2° = 0 representation

of [x(s, 7))

(202)

IX(s,7)) = U(7)Ix(s, 7)) (203)
For any 70 < 71 < 7, Eq. (201)) implies
K(sm) = Y R (204)
s'€S(t1),s' Ds
For any 7 > 7
IX[{(0,0)},7]) = U(7o) ). (205)

The example of Section [VIII shows that as 7 — oo,
for any system not confined to a bounded region, branch
splitting will continue without stop and the values of |s]
for s € S(7) will grow without bound. Thus there is
no fixed s € S, for which |¢(s,7)) remains defined as
7 — o0o. For every s € S, however, the summed branch
|X(s,7)) remains defined and potentially has a limit as
T — 00.

The discussion in Section [V.(| of the evolution with
increasing t of the optimal branch decomposition aris-
ing from the non-relativistic Q({|#;)}), now applied to
Q(7,{|¥:)}), implies the evolution with increasing 7 of
the optimal relativistic branch decomposition will be
piecewise continuous. The discontinuous piece, accord-
ing to Sections [Vl and [XIX] will consist almost entirely
of permanent splitting of some branch into a pair of sub-
branches. The continuous piece, according to Section
[V for sufficiently large b will consist almost entirely
of continuous unitary evolution with 7 of the branches
which do not split. If branch splitting is entirely per-
manent splitting into pairs of sub-branches and branches
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which don’t split change purely by unitary evolution in
T, then each |x(s, 7)) of Eq. 203)), for any s € S(7’) for
any 7 > 7', will be constant in 7. Thus the existence, for
any s € S, of the limit

lim [X(s, 7)) = [X(s)) (206)

T—>00

appears to be a plausible hypothesis.

XXII. TRANSLATIONAL COVARIANCE
Let 1)) € HE be the representation of a state on the
2% = 0 hyperplane and {|¢(s))} the corresponding set of
T — oo branches. Let P*,0 < pu < 4, be the momentum
operator on HE. Let [1,) be a copy of |¢) translated by

Zu

[¢.) = exp(—iz, P")|¢Y). (207)

Let {|x2(s))} be the set of 7 — oo branches arising from
|tb,). We now give an argument in support of the hy-
pothesis that for every s € S

[X=(5)) = exp(=iz,P")[x(s))-

If Eq. ([208) holds for z, in a neighborhood of 0, it holds
for all z,,. We will assume z, small in the following.
Let |¢(7)) be |¢)) represented on L(7)

(7)) = UT()|),

and let |¢(s, 7)) be the corresponding branch decompo-
sition

(208)

(209)

[9(7)) = (s, ) (210)

Let {Y;} be a partition of space into disjoint regions, W
the intersection of Y; with L(7).

Let Q; be the subspace of H spanned by the operators
with support in W; acting on the vacuum. Assume the
{W;} are all sufficiently large that Eq. ([I91]) yields for

each |[¢(s,T))

(s, 7)) = A(SJT)CSDI¢5(577)>7 (211a)
(s, 7)) € Qj, (211D)

so that
(212)

|¢%T)>Qﬁ}E:A(Svf)Cgbldy(SvT))

Let E;(7) be the set of events in the causal past of ;.
Any s € S(7) is a union of the overlapping sets

(213a)
(213b)

S = Uij

szsﬁ(Emﬂx{an,



Let S;(7) be the set of s; arising from s € S(r). For
the W; 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 |¢;(s, 7)) actually has the form
|t (sj, 7)) since it is unchanged by parts of s outside
sj. If each of the W is sufficiently large, |¢;(s;, 7)) and
[t (s5:,7)), 5" # j, will be orthogonal. The orthogonality
of distinct branches implies in addition

<¢j (SjvT)hbj(S;‘v T)> = 58;8}'

Let |¢.(7)) be
92 (7)) = UT(7) exp(—iz, P*) ), (215a)
= UM (7) exp(—iz, P*)U () |¢(7)). (215D)

If 7 is sufficiently large that each of the regions W; is
nearly flat, we will now argue that Eqs. ([2I2) and (215H)
should give

(214)

| ( Z)\ 5,7 ®I% s;,7)), (216a)
|25 (55, 7)) :eXp(—ZZM' "Vibi(sj, 7)), (216Db)
2uj = i 2, (216¢)

where a; is the Lorentz boost which takes points in the
hyperplane with 20 = x to points in the hyperplane
holding W}, where 3:]0
point of W;.

An argument in support of Eqs. ([2I6al) - (ZIG6d) is as
follows. Suppose first that only a single |1;(s;, 7)) differs
from the vacuum and that the corresponding W; is en-
tirely flat. Then the effect of U(7) on |¢,(s;, 7)) should
consist of a boost which takes states represented in the
the hyperplane holding W; to states represented in the
hyperplane with z° = ,T? followed by a time development
operator taking states represented in the z° = ¥ hy-
perplane to states in the z° = 0 hyperplane. But since
time development itself is assumed translationally covari-
ant, only the boost components of U(7) and UT(7) in Eq.
(215D) will have an effect on exp(iz, P*). The time devel-
opment parts of U(7) and Ut(7) will commute through.
The effect of the boost components of U(7) and UT(7)
on the translation operator is then given Eqs. (2I6a)
- ([2I6d). If each of the W; is sufficiently large, since
[(sj, 7)) and |[¢;(;8,7)),5 # j, will be orthogonal,
U () should act nearly independently on each |¢;(s;, T)).
The result is Eqs. (216D) - (2I6d) for the full expansion
of [¢(7)) in Eq. (2IGal).

Consider the |x.(s,7)) found from the branches of
[t.(7)). Suppose again to begin that in Eq. (2IGal) for
|¢.(7)) only a single |¢;(s;, 7)) differs from the vaccum,
suppose that W; is entirely flat, and ignore for the mo-
ment the zp; component of z,,;. For W; entirely flat, the
net complexity function Q(r, {|1;)}) is translationally co-
variant. It follows that the W} factor of any branch aris-
ing from |4, (7)) will be the translation the W; factor of

is the time component of the center
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a corresponding branch of [(7)), and similarly for the
summed branches

) = exp( ZE 2, P

pn>0

X2 (85, 7) ")x;(s5,7))- (217)

Now ignore the z,;,u > 0, and assume zo; > 0.
Then |¢.;(s;, 7)) will be [¢;(s;, 7)) developed forward to
T+ 2o and thus potentially subject to additional branch-
ing. According to Section [VBl each factor of a tensor
product of states branches independently, and therefore
even if more than one [1;(s;, 7)) differs from the vac-
uum, the branches of |1;(s;, 7 + 2¢)) will be of the form
p(s5)|;(s, T + 20)) for s 2 s; and some set of nonneg-
ative real fi(s};). We therefore have

Xai (55, 7)) = Y u(si)s(s5, 7+ 20)), (218a)

s52sj
= exp(—izo; P*)|¢;(s5, 7)), (218b)
so that by Eq. [202) for |x;(s;, 7))
X2 (85, 7)) = exp(—izo; P*)[x; (55, 7)) (219)
Combing Egs. 2IT7) and 2I9) gives
X2 (85, 7)) = exp(—izu; P*)|x; (55, 7)), (220)

for 205 > 0, S5 € Sj(T).

On the other hand, for zp; < 0, the derivation of Eq.
[I9) can be repeated but with the roles of [i.(7)) and
|t)(7)) reversed, so that

IXj (825, 7)) = exp(izy P*)|x2j (825, 7)) (221)
and therefore
IX2j (825, 7)) = exp(—izu; P")[x; (525, 7)), (222)

for s,; € S;;(7).
The argument for Eq. (2I8a) implies for both positive
and negative zp;

S.i(T) = (223)
Thus the sets of possible s,; for Eq. (220) and for Eq.
[@22) differ. This difference can be removed by choosing
some third 7/ < 7 — |zg;| and then using Eq. @0I) to
obtain Eqgs. (220) and [222) both for s,; € S,;(7').

If the W; are all sufficiently large, which is possible for
7 sufficiently large, if all of the |1, (s;, 7)) and |¢¥;(s;, 7))
differ from the vaccum, Eqgs. (220) and (222]) should still
apply to each independently. We then have for an ar-
bitrary [¢) and displaced exp(—iz,P")|¢) the summed

branches
o) = M @ b 7

® Xz (857

Sj(T + Zoj).

(224a)

(224b)

Ix=(s,7)) = A



remain related by Egs. 220) and (222)). The derivation
of Eqs. (2I5al) - (2I6d) then implies

U(7)[x=(s,7)) ~ exp(—iz, P*)U(7)x(s,7)),  (225)
and therefore
IX=(s,7)) =~ exp(—iz, P")[X(s, 7)) (226)

If the limit in Eq. (200) exists as assumed, the 7 — oo

limit of Eq. (220)) 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 s; such that

s; € UrSy(7), (227a)
|si =i, (227b)
S; C Sij41- (227C)

A version of the Born rule based on asymptotic late time
branches says the probability a state with history which
begins as s; at the next branching event lands in s;4; is

(X(si+1)IX(si41))
(X(si)[x(si))

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 |¢)). An all-time
branching history § is an infinite set of pairs which as-
signs each event e € E to a corresponding branch index
i€ {0,1}.

P(sit1]si) = (228)

§ = {(60, io), (61, il), }

Let S be the set of all such all-time histories 3. For every
s € S, let v(s) C S be the collection of § € S which are
supersets of s,

(229)

v(s) = {3 € 5)3D s} (230)

For every such v(s) define the function plv(s)] to be
plo(s)] = (X(s)Ix(s))-

Let X be the o-algebra of sets in S generated by all v(s)
for s € S. The complement of any v(s) is given by the
finite union

(231)

U(S)C = USIEC(S)U(S/)7 (232)

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

C[{(eo, io), ...(enfl, anl)}] =
{{(eo,ﬁio)},...{(en_l,ﬁin_l)}}. (233)
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In addition, for any s,s’ € S,

v(s)Nou(s') =v(sUs’). (234)
It follows that every element of ¥ is given by a union of
a countable collection of pairwise disjoint v(s). For ev-
ery countable collection of pairwise disjoint sets {v(s;)},
define

plUiv(si)] = Zu[v(sz')]- (235)

Eq. (238) turns g into a probability measure on X.

Eq. ([228) follows from Eq. (231]). Since the |x(s)) are
Poincaré covariant and the algebra ¥ is frame indepen-
dant, the measure p is Poincaré invariant. The Born rule
can then be formulated as the hypothesis that world’s
history of branching events is an § € S chosen randomly
according to the measure .

XXIV. TIME DEPENDENT VIEW OF

BRANCHING HISTORY

The Poincaré covariant set of 7 — oo branches |Y(s))
and corresponding branching history § chosen according
to the Born measure of Section XXIIIl 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 §, there is a corresponding sequence of partial
branch histories s, € S;n > 1, with

|sn| =mn, (236a)
Sn C Snt1, (236b)
Unsn = 8, (236¢)

ordered in such a way that for every n the last event in
sp, occurs after the last event in s,_1. Let |{(sn)) be
the corresponding sequence of states represented on the
2% = 0 hyperplane. From these define |1, (7)) to be

(¥ (7)) = UN(T)%(s0)),

where UT(7) is the unitary operator taking states repre-
sented on the 2 = 0 hyperplane to their representation
on the L(7) hyperbeloid. The system begins at 79 evolu-
tion from the initial state |1))

[¢1(70)) = |4),

then at a sequence of proper times 7,,,n > 1, successively
branches from |y, (7)) t0 [¥nt1(7n)).

The 7, can be found as follows. Define |1, (7)) and p,
to be

(237)

(238)

¢ (7)) = [¥n (7)) = [¥n41(7))

Pn = <7v/}n+1 (T)W}nJrl (T)> ) (239b)

(239a)




From these define

An(1) = [C(Jn (1))~
pu[C([¥nr1 (M) = (1= pn)[C(1¢n))]?

+bpn In(pn) +b(1 — pn) In(1 — pn).  (240)
Each 7,, will then be the smallest 7 such that
A, (1) > 0. (241)

By choice of the s,, the sequence of 7, is guaranteed to
be increasing.

XXV. CONCLUSION

In Section [[Il 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 [XIl 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 [V 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
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on the large scale are nearly tensor products each factor
of which is entangled only over limited distance, and the
conjecture in Section [XXIl that the infinite proper time
limit exists for the |x(s,7)). 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 H} be the subspace of H, with less than n bosons.
The dimension d,, of each H} is finite. Let H" be the
product over x of all H?

H = Q) Hy.

For any site z, let F,' consist of all Hermitian f, on H
with finite

(A1)

” fa ”2: Trw(f:ﬂ)27

and vanishing trace

(A2)
Tr. fr = 0. (A3)

For any pair of nearest neighbor sites {z,y}, let F}, con-
sist of all Hermitian f;, on Hjy ® H, with finite

I oy 1= Tray(fay)*, (A4)
and vanishing traces
Try fay = 0, (ASa)
Try foy = 0. (A5b)
Inner products on F;' and F,!, are
(for f2) = Tra(faf2), (Aba)
(fay: Fay) = Tray(feyfay)- (AGD)

Operators f, € F and fyy € F, can be made into
operators on H" by

fm:fw®lq7 (A7a)
qFx
qFTy

where I, is the identity operator on Hy. As usual, we
now drop the hat and use the same symbol for operators
on Hy, Hy ® H;, and the corresponding operators on
H".

Let K™ be the vector space over the reals of linear
operators k on H" given by sums of the form

1

for any collection of f, € F7, for a set of nearest neigh-
bor pairs {z,y} and any collection of f, € F in a set of
sites . The inner product on K is

(B K'Y = (fays o) + D> (far £2)-

zy

(A8)

(A9)

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

Tr(kk)

dnL72 )
mn

(k, k') = (A10)
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where Tr is the trace on all of H™ and ny, is the number

of sites in the lattice L. As a result of the factor of \/% in

Eq. (AR), if d,, is made large, matrix elements of k given
by Eq. (AS8]) will approach those of k given by Eq. (3]
and K™ will become equivalent to the operator space K

of Section [ITBI

Appendix B: Lower Bound on the Complexity of
Entangled States

The proof of Eq. (@) proceeds as follows. The
trajectories k(rv) € K and Ug(v) which determine any
C(J1), |w)), according to Eqs. (I7al) - (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 v changes.
A bound on the time integral of the angles which occur
in these matrices by a time integral of || k(v) || yields Eq.

@D).

1. Schmidt Spectra

Consider some entangled n-fermion |¢) of form Eq.
@B6). For a trajectory k(v) € K, let U(v) be the solution

to Egs. (I7a) and (I7h). Define |w(v)) to be
w(¥)) = Ur(v)|w), (B1)

for some product state |w) and assume that k(v) has been
chosen to give

w(1)) = £[¢),

for a phase factor £. Since all k(v) conserve fermion num-
ber, |w) according to Eq. (@) must have the form

(B2)

w) = db(pn—1)-..d}(po) x
di (¢m—1).-d}(q0)I22), (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(|¢), |w)). Divide L into subsets L¢, L°, with,
respectively, even or odd values of the sums of compo-
nents &;. The sites in each subset have nearest neighbors

only in the other. Let Df;, D7, D¢, D° be
Diej =1L°N Dij (B4a)
D7, = LN Dy (B4b)
D¢ = Uile-ej. (B4C)
D°® = u;; Dy (B4d)

Between D¢ and D° choose the larger, or either if they
are equal. Assume the set chosen is D°. Among the

nm spins s;;, at least “5* will have the same value and



therefore correspond to D;; which do not intersect. The

corresponding collection of Df; will then include at least

2V boints.

From this set of Df; construct a set of subsets £, each
consisting of 2n distinct points chosen from 2n distinct
Dg;. The total number of Ey will then be at least mTY.
We will consider only the first mTV of these.

The Hilbert space H is given by a tensor product

H=H oH, (B5)
of a fermion space H/ and a boson space H’. Similarly
the space H, at each x is given by a tensor product
Ho =ML @MY, (B6)
of a fermion space HJ and a boson space H2. The di-
mensions of HJ and H? are, respectively, 4 and oco.
For each set Ey form the tensor product spaces

Qé = ® H£7 (B7a‘)
zeFE,
Re=H" ) H]. (B7b)
q#E;,
It follows that Q, has dimension 42" and
H=0QrRRy. (BY)

A Schmidt decomposition of |w(v)) according to Eq.
(B8)) then becomes

w(v)) = Z AjeW)je () Ix5e(v)), (B9)

where
|9je(v)) € Qe (B10a)
IXje(v)) € Re, (B10b)

for 0 < j < 4*" and real non-negative \;; () which fulfill
the normalization condition

D e =1.

J

(B11)

Each |¢;¢(v)) is a pure fermion state while the |x;¢(v))
can include both fermions and bosons.

The fermion number operators N[Q,] and N[R;] com-
mute and |w(v)) is an eigenvector of the sum with eigen-
value n. Tt follows that the decomposition of Eq. (B3)
can be done with |¢;¢(v)) and |x;¢(v)) eigenvectors of
N[Q¢] and N[R¢], respectively, with eigenvalues sum-
ming to n. Let |¢os) be |Q), the vacuum state of Qp,
and let |¢(v)),1 < i < 4n, span the 4n-dimensional
subspace of Q, with N[Q,] of 1. We assume the corre-
sponding A (v),1 < i < 4n, are in nonincreasing order.
Consider Eq. (B9) for v = 1. By Eq. (B2), for any

30

choice of ¢ there will be a set of 2n nonzero orthogonal

|d10(1)), ...]d2ne(1)) with

Aje(1) = ol

(B12)
for 1 < j < 2n.

On the other hand, for v = 0, Eq. (B9) becomes a
decomposition of the product state |w). The boson part
of |w(0)) will occur as the same overall tensor factor in
each |x1¢(0)), ...|xne(0)). The fermion part of |w(0)) is a
product of n independent single fermion states, the space
spanned by the projection of these into some Qg is at
most n dimensional, and as a result at most n orthogonal
|12(0)), ...|¢ne(0)) can occur. Therefore at v = 0, there
will be at most n nonzero A1(0),...\¢(0). For n < j <
2n, we have

Aje(0) = 0. (B13)

But according to Eq. (BII), for each fixed value of £ the
set of components {\;¢(v)} indexed by j is a unit vector.

Egs. (BI3) and (BI2) then imply that as v goes from
0 to 1, {\je(v)} must rotate through a total angle of at

least arcsin(y/ ).

For the small interval from v to v + dv let pj,(v) and
Be(v) be

Nje(v + 0v) = Nje(v) + ovpje(v), (Bl4a)
0c(v)* =D _lnse@))* (B14b)
We then have
! [ n
/0 |6e(v)|dv > arcsm( m—V) ) (B15)

Summed over the Z2 values of ¢, Eq. (BIB) becomes

; / ouw)ldv > " aresin W%) . (B16)

and therefore

Z/O 10,()|dv > %\/mnV. (B17)
4

2. More Schmidt Spectra

Replacing the subsets Fy defined in Appendix[B1l with
subsets of L obtained from the S, of Section [V]leads to
an additional bound similar to Eq. (BI7).

For each 0 < ¢ < g, of the two subsets of L defined by
Se, let Ty be the subset which, for each 0 < i < m, holds
ng of the sets D;;,0 < 7 < n. Redefine Q, Ry of Eqgs.

(BTa) and (BTL), to be

9 = @ Hi, (B18a)
zeT,
R =H" Q) M. (B18b)

a# T



For each 0 < ¢ < ¢ there is again a corresponding
Schmidt decomposition of |w(v)) of Egs. (BI)) and (B2)

ZA )|6je )X (), (B19)
where
|65 (v)) € Q7 (B20a)
IXje(v)) € RY . (B20b)
Each | ;Q(V)} is a pure fermion state while the |Xﬁ(u)>

can include both fermions and bosons. For v = 1, for
every 0 < ¢ < ¢, the sum over j in Eq. (BI9) has m
nonzero entries each with

Afp(1) = (B21)

1
\/ﬁ?
with [¢7,(1)) carrying fermion number no and |x7,(1))
carrying fermion number n;.

Duplicating the discussion of Appendix [B1l a trajec-
tory of angles 67 (v) can be defined which rotates the unit
vector [AT,(0)] arising from the product state [w(0)) into
the unit vector [A,(1)] of Eq. (B2I). For each 0 </ < g,
a version of the lower bound of Eq. (BIH) can be obtained
by finding the product state [w(0)) which gives [A7,(0)]
closest to [A],(1)] for the set of 0 < j < m corresponding
to [¢7,(0)) and |x},(0)) with fermion numbers ng and n1,
respectively.

According to Eq. (@), the product state |w(0)) includes
n fermion creation operators d} (pi) given by Eq. (Bal).
Since |w(1)) and therefore |w(0)) are normalized to 1, we
can require the p;(x, s) to be othronomal. The simplest
way to insure ng and nq, respectively, for |¢p,(0)) and
[x0¢(0)) is for the support of p;(x, s) to be entirely within
Ty for 0 < i < ng and entirely outside T for ng < i < n.
The Schmidt decomposition of Eq. (BI9) then yields
a vector [A1,(0)] with only a single nonzero entry and
therefore

ZA}Q(O))\;‘Q(U = % (B22)

A larger value of the sum in Eq. (B22) is possible only
if an even number of p;(z,s) have support both within
Ty and outside Ty. For some r < ng,ny,, define z to be

the set
z={il0 <i<r}U{ing <i<ng+r}. (B23)
Then for i € z, suppose
pi(z,s) = pi(z,s) +pi(z,s), (B24)

where the p?(x, s) have support entirely within 7, and the
pi(x,s) have support entirely outside 7;. Since p;(x, s)
is normalized and the support of p?(z, s) is disjoint from
the support of p}(x,s) we have

I 1p5) 17 + 11 lps) 11°=1. (B25)
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The piece |@(0)) of |w(0)) with fermion number ng on Ty
and n; outside Ty is given by

|w(0)) =
Y IR ) X K v,

U i€u jEz—u i¢z

(B26)

where the sum is over all r element subsets u C z.
The vector [AT,(0)] corresponding to |&(0)) will have at

most E ))2' nonzero entries, one for each of the sets u in

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

SO <[ ey | (@20

Let [p9) be the projection of [p?) orthogonal to all
|ﬁ]Q>,j < i, and let |p}) be the projection of |p}) orthog-
onal to all [p}),j < i. Substituting {|p{)} and {[p;)} for
{Ip9)} and {|p})}, respectively, in Eq. (B26) leaves |©(0))
unchanged. The value of || |&(0)) || will then be maxi-
mized if the resulting || [p?) || and || [p}) || are increased
as needed to satisfy Eq.

Suppose now that || [©(0)) || has been maximized with
respect to || |p?) || and || [p}) || for all 0 < i < r, expect
some pair of values j, k. The remaining dependence on

| 152) || and || |p} || for i = j, k, is maximized at
I125) 1= 1 16%) Il (B28a)
1155 1= 11 B3 1l (B28b)

If || |©(0)) || is then maximized with respect to the re-

maining i independent || [p%) || and || |51) [, Ba. (BZD)
becomes

Z)\]TZ(O))\JT@(l) < mgL(i:)z (B29)

(i!r));. For any r’ < r Eq.

Suppose m has the form

(B29) becomes
> AL,
J

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

—~|

(2r")!

S T (B30)

(B31)

> o) < Y,

which is a decreasing function of . The maximum of

Eq. (B30) will therefore be at r' = r.

Now suppose m lies between % and % For

r’ < r the maximum Eq. (B3Q) will still be at 7 = r and



given by
Z AJe (0T (1) < % (B32a)
< 22%)!!)2- (B32b)
For v’ =r+ 1, Eq. (B30) becomes
DA (01 < 2—\/?1 (B33a)
(2r+2)! (B33b)

A further induction argument shows that Eqs. (B32h)
and (B33D) are decreasing functions of r. Thus for m >
2, we have

Z)\;‘Q(O))\;‘Q(l) < % (B34)

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

(B35)

1
> [>T
¢ Y0 4

3. Schmidt Rotation Matrix

A lower bound on C(|v))) follows from Eqgs. (BIT) and
(B38). Appendices [B3] and [B4] derive the consequence
of Eq. (BIT). A derivation of the additional terms in the
bound on C(]1)) which follow from Eq. (B33 is briefly
summarized in Appendix [B5l

The rotation of A\j¢(v) during the interval from v to
v + dv will be determined by k(v). For each f,, in Eq.
(@3 for k(v) which can contribute to a nonzero value of
0¢(v), the nearest neighbor pair {x,y} has one point, say
z in Ey. Since Ey C D¢ and the nearest neighbors of all
points in D€ are in D°, y can not be in Fy. Let g¢(v) be
the sum of all such f;,. The effect of all other terms in
Eq. (I5) on the Schmidt decomposition of Eq. (BY) will
be a unitary transformation on R, and identity on Q.
All other terms will therefore leave \;¢(v) unchanged.

The effect of g;(v) on Aj¢(v) over the interval from v
to v 4 dv can be determined from the simplification

|w(v + 0v)) = explidvge(v)]|w(v)). (B36)

From |w(v + 6v)){w(v + dv)| of Eq. (B3G), construct
the density matrix p(v 4+ év) by a partial trace over Ry,
using the basis for Ry from the Schmidt decomposition

in Eq. (BY) of |w(v)) at t
Y G )lww + )

{wlv +0v)[x;e ()]

p(v +6v) =

(B37)
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An eigenvector decomposition of p(v + dv) exposes the
Aje(v + 0v)

p(v +0v) =Y [Nje(v + 6v)°x

|50 (v + 6v))(¢je(v + 0v)]].

A power series expansion through first order in év ap-

plied to Eqgs. (B36), (B37) and (B3]) then gives for
pje(v) of Eq. (BIda)

(B38)

e (v Z ke (V) Aee (v (B39)
for the rotation matrix 7,xe(v)
rike(v) = = Tm[(d;e ()| (xje (V)]
9e(W)|dre (V) [xre (V)] (B40)

4. Rotation Angle Bounds

Since the fy, contributing to g¢(v) conserve total
fermion number N, g¢(v) can be expanded as

v)=> giz,y.v), (B4la)
ge(@,y,v) = Z a'(z,y,v)z'(z,y,v) (B41b)
i=0,1

where 2°(z,y,v) acts only on states with N(H, ® H,) of
0, z!(x,y, v) acts only on states with N (H,®H,,) strictly
greater than 0, and the z*(x,y, v) are normalized by

I (2, y,v) I= 1. (B42)

The operator 2°(z,y, v) will be
O(x Y, v ) = zof( y) @ ¢°(z,y,v), (B43a)
a,y,v v) @ L (B43b)

qF#T,y

where P/ (z, y) projects onto the vacuum state of HQH]

and ¢°(x,y,v) is a normalized Hermitian operator acting
on Hb ® Hb
Combmmg Eqs. (B14h),(B39) - (B41D) gives

0e)] < D 03, y,v) (Bdda)
[6‘;;(,@,%1/)]2 = Z[ﬂ;‘f(a"vyvy)]2v (B44b)

J
with the definitions
lu‘éf ({E, Y, V) =

—a(,y,0) S I (650 0) (e (V)]
k

2 (@, y, 1) dre () xe (V) Awe (v)}. - (BAB)



Since the |¢j¢(v)) are orthonormal, ¢°(x,y,v) is Her-
mitian and the Ag,(v) are real, we have

Im{(je(v)|Pre(v))
(X W)g" (@, 5, V) xie () Ake(v)} = 0. (B46)
Eq. (B43) for i = 0 can then be turned into
/1430'2 (LL', Y, V) =
O(l‘,yﬂ/)Zlm{<¢jz(V)|<Xje(V)|[I — 2% (z,y)]

9" (@, y, )| ke () Ixke (V) Ake (V). (BAT)
But in addition

Z |Ore (V) Xkt (V) Are (V). (B48)

Also I — 2%/ (z,y) is a projection operator so that

I - zof(:zz, PE=1- zof(aj, Y)- (B49)

The normalization condition on 2%(z,y,v) implies
[¢°(z,y,)]? has trace 1 as an operator on H2 ® H? and
therefore all eigenvalues bounded by 1. Egs. ,

(B44n), (B4D), (B4]), and (B49) then give
[0 (2, y,v)]* <
[a® (2, y, )] wW)I[T = 2% (2, )| |w(®)).

For u]lg (x,y,v), since z!(z,y,v) is nonzero only on the
subspace with N(H, ® H,) nonzero, we have

(B50)

wie(a,y,v) = —at(z,y,v) Im{(;e ()| (xje ()|
2y, ) =2 (2, y)llw(v))}. (B51)
Eqgs. (B44L) and (B5I) give
[0 (2, y, )] < [a' (2, y, )W) = 2% (2, y)]
(4 (@, y, v)]P[ = 2% (2, y)]|w(v)).  (B52)

But by Eq. ([B42), [2!(z,y, v)]? as an operator on H, ®
‘H,, has trace 1 and therefore all eigenvalues bounded by
1. Thus Eq. (B52) implies

[0 (z,y,v)]* <
[a* (2, y, VW) = 2% (2, 9)]lw(v)).
By construction of D¢, each nearest neighbor pair

{z,y} with x € D® must have y € D°. Also any x € D*®
is contained in at most a single Fy;. As a result Egs.

(B44a)), [B50) and ([B53) imply
Yol Y Alla’@y,v)| + lat (z,y,v)[]x
4

z€De,yeD°

\/(w(V)I[I— 2z, y)llw()}. (B54)

(B53)
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The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality then gives

DolbeP< Y
L

zeDe,yeDe°

Y W ==Y () lww)).

xeDe,yeD°

[la® (@, y, )| +]a (2, y,v)[]*

(B55)

The state |w(v)) 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 — 2% (x,%) only if at least one
of the fermions is either at « or y. Each x € D¢ can be
the member of only a single such pair of nearest neighbor
{z,y}. Ay € D° can be in 6 x,y pairs for an x € D°.
Thus a term with n fermion positions in the expansion
of |w(v)) will pass I — 2% (z,y) for at most 6n pairs of =
and y. Therefore

Y (W =2 (z,y)]lw(v) < 6n. (B56)
zeDe,ye Do
By Eq. (0]

IE@) 17> > g, yv) 1P (B57)

L,xeDe,ycD°

In addition, 2%(z,y,v) is orthogonal to z'(x,y,v). It
follows that

EON =Y

xeDe,yeD°

Assembling Eqs. (B5H), (B56) and (B58) gives
9 1
LTINS

[la® (@, y,v)I* + a (@, y,v)|?].

(B58)

[la® (@, y,v)| + la’ (,y,v)[]”

weDe yeDe
_12 ZW 12 (B59)
Eq. (BIZ) then implies
! mV
k B60
JRLCIEENE (B60)
and therefore
1 /mV
> —\ —. B61
C(). ko) > 1y /™ (B61)

Since Eq. (B6I) holds for all product |w) we obtain

mV

) = 2/ (B62)

5. Additional Terms

The nearest neighbor {x,y} which contribute to each
07 (v) in Eq. (B30) are all distinct from the pairs which



contribute to 6,(v) in Eq. (BIZ). A repeat of the steps
leading to Eq. (B59) yields

I40) 12 g (100 + S I 63
Eq. (B62) becomes
C(lv)) > %\/T—;; + \/%. (B64)

Appendix C: Upper Bound on the Complexity of
Entangled States

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

1
C([); lw)) S/O dt [| k() ], (C1)

for any trajectory k(v) € K fulfilling Eqs. (BI]) and (B2).
Beginning with an |w) consisting of n particles each at one
of a corresponding set of n single points, we construct a
sufficient k(v) in three stages. First,|w) 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 In(V')/ In(8) iterations of a fan-out tree,
the mn wave functions concentrated at points are spread
over the mn cubes D;;.

1. Product State to Entangled State

Define the set of positions x;; to be

(zi5)" =i+ (z00)", (C2a)
(zi;)* = j + (z00), (C2b)
(zi5)° = (200)°, (C2¢)

for 0 <7 < m,0 < j < n and arbitrary base point xgg.
Let the set of n-particle product states |w;) be

wi) = [ ¥y, 1) (C3)
0<j<n
The entangle n-particle state |x)
1
=5 ) (C4)

we generate from a sequence of unitary transforms acting
on |w) = |wo).
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Let ko acting on Hz,, ® H,,, have matrix elements

<Q|\I/($OQ, —1)‘1’(1‘01, —1)k0

U (oo, )W (w01, 1)|Q) = —i, (C5)
Q¥ (w00, 1)¥ (o1, 1)ko
\I/T(JJQ(), —1)\I/T(£L'01, —1)|Q> = i, (CG)
and extend ko to H by Eq. (I4). We then have
exp(ifpko)|wo) =
“ |w0 “ H \IJ IOJ,SU |Q> (C?)
0<j<n
where
o = arcsin( m_—l) (C8)
0 — m )
and the set of spin indices s;;,0 <1i,j <n is
Sij = —1,j S i, (C9a)
Sij = 1,7 >14. (Cgb)

Now let k1 acting on Hz,, ® He,, have matrix elements

(QUW(xo1, —1)¥(z02, —1)k1

Ul (2o, —1) U (w02, 1)[Q) = —i, (C10)
Q¥ (zo1, —1)¥(z02,1)k1
Ul (21, —1)UT (w0, —1)|Q) =4, (C11)
and extend k1 to H by Eq. (I4]). We then have
exp(i1 k1) exp(iboko) |w0
\/7|w0 \/ H \I/ (woj,825)|), (C12)

0<j<n

for 61 given by 7.

Continuing in analogy to Eqs. (Ch) - (CI2), for a
sequence of operators k;, 0 < j < n — 1, acting on
Hao; @ Hay;y,» and corresponding 6; we obtain

exp(i0p,—okn—2)... exp(iboko)|wo) =

\/7|w0 \/7 II @', -1, (C13)

0<j<n
Let k,,—1 acting on H,,, ® H,,, have matrix elements

Q¥ (210, 1)kn—19" (200, —1)|Q) = —i,
<Q|\I](x007_1)kn 1\11 ($107 )|Q> :i7

(Cl4a)
(C14b)



extend k,_1 to H by Eq. (I4), and let 6,1 be §. Ap-
plying exp(i6,—1kn—1) to Eq. (CI3), followed by a sim-
ilar sequence of exp(if;k;),n < j < 2n — 1 acting on
Haooniny @ Hay_ i 8lVes

.exp(iboko)|wo) =

T

Multiplying Eq. (CI5) by exp(ifk;),2n—1 < j < 3n—
200 Hay;gniny @Hay(jsnys)» and then exp(if;k;), 3n —
2<j<4dn—-2onH Moy snia 81VES

eXP(Z92n 2kon— 2

|w1 Cl5

L1(j—3n+2)

exp(i0an—3kan—3)...exp(iboko)|wo) =

i Do

The end result of a sequence of 2mn — m such steps is

[x) of Eq. (C4)

exp(i92mnfmflk2mnfmfl)

|w2 016

.exp(ifoko)|wo) =

\/72 lwi).  (C17)

The k; and 6; of Eq. (CI7) have

| ki |l = V2, (C18a)
6:l < 5- (C18b)

Thus Eq. (CI7) implies
Cx), [w)) < V3rm(n — %). (C19)

2. Entangled State Repositioned

Let y;; be the center of cube D;; of Eq. [B3)), s;; the
spins of Eq. (B8] and (; the phases of Eq. (B6]). Define
the entangled n-particle state |¢) be

¢) = ZQ‘ H Ul (yij, 55)9).

Foreach0<z<m0<]<n1etz”, i ”bethe
shortest sequence of nearest neighbor sites such that

(C21a)
(C21b)

(C20)

0 _ ..
Zij = T,
7‘”

= Yij,

for the z;; in Egs. (C2a)) - (C4) and such that all z{; for
distinct /4,1, j, are themselves distinct. For each 0 < £ <
r;5 — 1, for nearest neighbor pair zfj, fj 1 let ke acting
on H, 2 ® H e+1 have matrix elements

QW (2 DEG T (275, 1)IQ) = 4,
(Q (= fpl)lf’Z Uiz 1)) =4,

(C22a)
(C22b)
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and extend ké to H by Eq. ([[d). For each i, pair with

j <n-—1,for the final nearest neighbor step exp(zkﬁ ), L=

rij — 1, Eqs. (C22a) and (C22D) are modified to produce
spin orientation s;; at y;;

<Q|\I](ZZ+1 Slj)kz'\ll ( z]71)|Q> —1,
<Q|\I]( fj’ 1)ké \I]T( o Sl])|Q> =1,

(C23a)
(C23b)

and for j = n — 1 for the final exp(ik{, _ 1) {=rip_1 —

1, Egs. (C22a) and (C22D) are modified in addition to
generate the phase (;
QU (s kG VT (25, 1)IQ) = =i, (C24a)
QU (2 fpl)ke Tz i)l = i¢7. (C24b)
Define r to be
r= rni?x Tij, (C25)
and for each i, j pair define
ki; =0,r; < L<r. (C26)
Let k¢ be
=> ki (C27)
ij
Then we have
T s—1 T .0
[TlexoGo ke ) expGhO)) = [6),  (C28)
ij
for |x) of Eq. (C4).
The k° of Egs. (C27), (C22a)) - (C241H) have
| K, 1< v2mn. (C29)
Thus Eq. (C28) implies
m/mnr
C(|o), < . C30
(Io), Ix)) < 7 (C30)
We now minimize r over the base point xqg
7 = minr, (C31)
Zoo
with the result
m/mnr
Cllo), Ix)) < (C32)
V2

where we have dropped the hat on 7.

3. Fan-Out

The state |¢) with particles at the centers of the cubes
D;; we now fan-out to the state |¢)) with particle wave



functions spread uniformly over the cubes D;;. For suffi-
ciently small lattice spacing a nearly all of the complexity
of the bound on C(|1)) is generated in this step.

Let d be the length of the edge of the D;;. Each edge
of D;; 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 |vg) on

prototype cube G with edge length d, and center at some
point y

vo) = ¥T(y,1)|9). (C34)

The first stage of the fan-out process consists of split-
ting |vg) into a pair of components displaced from each
other in lattice direction 1. For integer —2P—2 < j < 9P—2
define y(i) to be y incremented by ¢ nearest neighbor
steps in lattice direction 1. For 1 < j < 2P~2 define k;
on Hy;—1) @ Hy(;) to have matrix elements

(QU[y(5), Uk Oy (j — 1), 1]|2) = —i, (C35a)
(QUUy(j - 1), kU7 [y(5), 1]|2) =i.  (C35b)

For —2P=2 < j < —1 define k; by Eqgs. (C35a) and
(C35D) but with j + 1 in place of j — 1. Then define k;
by

= \%(kl +hoy), (C36a)
kj=kj+k_j,2<j<2r 2 (C36b)
With these definitions it then follows that
oy = exp(igizm)... exp(igél)w, (C37)
for m = 2P~2  is given by
v = X Ve o
Egs. (C36a) and (C36B) imply
N ERZ (C39a)
Ik || =22<j<2°? (C39b)
It then follows that
C(|v1), Jvo)) < 2P~ 2x, (C40)

where for simplicity we have used an overestimate for
Il e |-

The next stage of the fan-out consists of splitting each
of the 2 components of [v) but now in lattice direction
2. For k;j,2P=2 < j < 2P~! defined by adapting of Egs.
(C35al) - (C36Hh), we have

LT+
71—

[v2) = exp(i Fon)-.. expli Fr)lvo), (C41)

36
with m = 2P~1, given by
lu2) =

DYDY

i=—2p—2 2p—1 j:72pf272pf2

Wiy (i, 5), 1], (C42)

for y(i,7) defined to be y(i) displaced j steps in lattice
direction 2. Eqgs. (C36a)) and (C36L) adapted to the fan-

out in direction 2 give I%j, 2P=2 < j < 2P~ each acting
on twice as many sites as was the case for the direction
1 fan-out and therefore

| kop—241 | =2, (C43a)
| & || = 2v2,2°72 42 < j < 2P71. (C43b)

It then follows that
C(lv2), |v1)) < 2P72V2m. (C44)

Splitting yet again, now in lattice direction 3, yields

T+ T
|U3> = exp(zgkm)...exp(z§k1)|vo>, (045)
for m = 2P~! 4 2P=2_ given by
1
lus) = 7 >
i:72p7212p71
> > Uiy 5,0,1]1Q), (C46)

j:—QP*QJP*? {=—2p—22p—2

for y(i, 7, ¢) defined to be y(4, j) displaced £ steps in lattice
direction 3.

Eqgs. (C36al) and (C36D) adapted to the fan-out in
direction 3 give k;,2P~1 < j < 2P~ 4+ 2P=2 each acting
on twice as many sites as was the case for the direction
2 fan-out and therefore

| kop-141 || = 2V2, (C4Ta)
ki || =4,20"+2<j<2r7t 4 9P72 (C47h
J

It then follows that

C(|vs), [v2)) < 2P 7. (C48)

The weight originally concentrated in |vg) at the center
point y of G, with edge length d, in |v3) is distributed
equally over the center points of 8 sub-cubes of G each
with edge length 4. Combining Eqs. (C40), (C44) and
(C4]) gives

C(Jus), [ve)) < (3 + V/2)2P~ 2. (C49)

The fan-out process of Eqs. (C37) - (C49) we now
repeat a total of p—1 iterations arriving at a state |vs,—3)
with weight equally distributed over the center points of
2373 cubes each with edge length 2. Eqs. (C49)) rescaled
for iteration ¢ give

3£—3

C(Juse), [use—3)) < (34+V2)2P~ 1275 x.

(C50)



The term 2P~ ‘=1 counts the decreasing number of lat-
tice steps between cube centers as the fan-out process is

iterated, while the term 2%7% counts the growing num-
ber of cubes and therefore of sites which each subsequent
operator k(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 |vzp—2), |Usp—1) and |vsy).

To obtain |vg,—2) from |vs,_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 237=3 cubes.
The result is

34—3

v
C(lvzp—2), [vsp-3)) < 52 z

(C51)

To obtain |vg,—1) from |v3,_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 2373 cubes.
The result is

< _\/§W2¥,
2V2

To obtain |vs,) from |vs,—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 23?~3 cubes. The result is

C(|vsp-1), [vap—2)) (C52)

3£—3

T
C(lvsp), lvap-1)) < 52°

(C53)

The bound on C(|vsp), |vsp—3)) obtained by summing
Eqgs. (C5I) - (C53) turns out to be less than the bound

in Eq. (CB0) for £ = p. We therefore sum Eq. (C50)
from £ of 1 to p and obtain

3+v2)(2+v?2)

C(|usp), [vo)) < o 27, (C54)
Substituting V for 237, we then have
3 2)(2 2
Ollosp) Juo) < CHYDCHVI (s
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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~ < d < 2P (C56)
Assume again that at each iteration ¢ 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
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with all edges nearly equal. Suppose d is 2P — 1. Af-
ter iteration ¢ has been completed, the total number of
cubes will still be 23¢. Orthogonal to each direction, the
cubes can be grouped into 2¢ planes, each holding 2%
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 2¢ planes. It follows that the update process in
each direction can proceed with 27~¢=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 ¢, for each direction, there will be two planes of
22¢ cubes each with the edge in that direction one lattice
unit shorter. The bound of Eq. (C50Q) will continue to
hold. Similarly for d given by 2P — ¢ for any ¢ < 2P~ 1.

For d of Eq. (C56), when ¢ 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 Eqgs.
(C51)) - (C53) can be adapted to show they continue to
hold for the final pass with ¢ 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 > 2°. (C57)
Then since V is d3, Eq. (C54) gives
34+v2)(2+V2
Olfvap-). oo)) < CTYICHTVD 5 (osg)

2

which is weaker than Eq. (C53) and therefore holds
whether or not d is an even power of 2.

The bound of Eq. (C53) applies to a fan-out process
on a single prototype state on cube GG. Assume the pro-
cess repeated in parallel on the mn cubes D;;, thereby

generating |1} of Eq. [B8). For |¢) of Eq. (C20) we then
have

(B3+V2)(2+ \/5)7T —
5 V :

C(l9), 19)) < (C59)

From Egs. (CI9) and (C32), it follows that for a product
state |w) we have

C(|Y), |w)) < civmnV + camn + czy/mnr,  (C60)
where

c1 = B+ \/5)2(2 +V2) T, (C61a)

co = V2, (C61b)

3= (C61c)

E )
for r of Eq. (C32)). Eq. (B8) then follows.



Appendix D: Complexity Group

We now show that the topological closure of the group
G of all Ug(1) realizable as solutions to Egs. (I7al) and
(TTH) has as a subgroup the direct product

G = x,5U(d,), (D1)
where SU(d,,) acts on the subspace of H with eigenvalue
n of the fermion number operator IV, d,, is the dimension
of this subspace, and the product is over the range 0 <
n < 16B3.

1. Lie Algebras

The 8B? 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 .. be the
set of operators of the form

fzz’ = gz ® Iq7

q#z,2’

(D2)

where I, is the identity operator on H, and g,./ is a
traceless Hermitian operator acting on H, ® H,, which
commutes with N,,,, the fermion number operator on
H.® H.. Let K, be the vector space over the reals of
operators of the form

k:Zfzz’a

zz!

(D3)

for any collection of f,, € F,, for z,2" < p.

Let G, be the group on H of all Uy(1) realizable as
solutions to Eq. (I7a) for k(v) € K,. The topological
closure of the group G, consists of all operators of the
form exp(ih) for h € L,, where L, is the Lie algebra
generated by K, [21]. Said differently, L, is the smallest
set of operators such that K, C L, and, in addition, for
any hg, h1 € Ly, and any real rg, r1, there are ho, hg € L,
given by

ha = rohg +71h1,
ha = ilho, hu].

(D4a)
(D4b)
The requirement that L, be closed under sums in Eq.

(D4al) follows from the Trotter product formula applied
to the large t limit

eXp(iT‘th + iT‘lhl) =

tlim [exp(it *roho) exp(it~*rihy)]t. (D5)
—00

The requirement that L, be closed under commutation
in Eq. (D4h) follows from the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff
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formula applied to the large t limit
eXp([h’O; hl]) =
tlim [exp (it~ ?hg) exp(—it~*/?hy) x
—00
exp(—it™2ho) exp(it*/2hy)]t.  (D6)

The requirement of taking a topological closure of the
group generated by Ug(1) in order to generate L, is a
consequence of the appearance of limits in Eqs. (D3]

and (D8]).

2. Induction

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

product
2 = QHa, (D7a)
q<p
Ry = Q) Hy, (D7b)
q>p
H=0, 3R, (D7¢)

By induction on p, we will show that the closure of G,
includes the subgroup G’,,

Gy = xnGpn,
on = SU(dpn) Q) I,

Gpn
zZ>p

where SU(dp,) acts on the subspace Qp, of Q, with
eigenvalue n of the total number operator N, and dpy,
is the dimension of Q,,. The product in Eq. (D8a) is
over 0 < n < 2p+ 2. Egs. (DSa) (D8L) for the case
p = 8B3 — 1 become Eq. (DI).

The set of g,,» in Eq. (D2)) is a subset of the set of
fey in Eq. (@) of Section [T} Thus G, for p = 8B — 1
is a subgroup of the group G of Section [[TIl Proof of Eq.
(D8al) therefore implies Eq. (I8) of Section [II

For p = 1, Egs. (D8al) and Egs. (DS8D) follow imme-
diately from the definition of K. Assuming Eqgs. (DS3al)
and Eqs. (D8D) for some p — 1, we will prove them for p.

Let S, be an orthonormal basis for Q,,, consisting of
all n-fermion, m-boson, m < by, (p + 1), vectors of the
form

(D8a)
(D8b)

o = TTw'GELso [T @D o
sef{-1,1}, (D9b)
A2 <p, (D9c)

for any list of n distinct pairs of (zlf ,8;) and any list of
m integers zé? such that each zé? coincides with at most
bimaz — 1 other zé?,. For any pair of distinct |¢g), 1) €
Spn, and 2 x 2 traceless Hermitian &, define

H(|[o), [¥1),h) = Z i) (V51 hij, (D10a)



HP(|¢O>7 |¢1>7 h) =

H(|vo), 1), (D10b)

h) Q) I..

z>p

The set of all such Hy(|to), [11), h) is a linear basis for
the Lie algebra L, of the group G, of Eq. (DSH).

Thus to prove Eqs. (D8D) and (D8al) for p it is
sufficient to show that any H,(|vo),|¥1),h) for some
[to), |¥1) € Spn and 2 x 2 traceless Hermitian h, given
the induction hypothesis, is contained in the Lie algebra
generated by L,_1, for some n’ and Fp_1p.

3. Without Bosons

We consider first i) and |¢)1) both with m of 0 in
Egs. (D9al) - . We will work backwards starting
from some H,(|Yo), |11),h) for o), [1) € Spn. Since
[tbo) and [i1) have the same value of total N on the
region z < p, it follows that a Uy can be found in Gp,l
such that

(D11a)
(D11b)

[v2) = Uolo),
[¢3) = Uo|v1)

are orthogonal vectors in Sp,, 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 |¢g) and [|¢1) 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 Uy to the point
p—1.
A kin Fj,_1, can then be found such that

14) = exp(ik)|i2), (D12a)
[v5) = exp(ik)|3), (D12b)
[a) = |1b6) @ |v) (D12c)
[vs) = |¥7) @ |v), (D12d)

for some |v) € H,,, with particle number n, and |i)¢) and
|)7) orthogonal vectors in S(,_1),, with m =n —n,,.

It is then possible to find a Us in ép,l such that

[1vs) = Ua|9a), (D13a)
o) = Us|ts), (D13b)
[vs) = [x) ® |do) @ [v), (D13c)
l1ho) = | >® |$1) ® [v), (D13d)
o) = Wi(p—1,-1)|), (D13e)
1) = ¥i(p—1,1)|), (D13f)

for a some |x) in S—2)(m-1)-

Combining Eqs. (DI1a) - (DI3M), the induction hy-
pothesis implies the existence of Uy, Us € Gp—1 and
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k € F(p—1)p such that

p(%0), |1/)1>,h)U§ exp(—ik)UJ =
O @D 16:)(651hi ® [0)(w].

ij

Us exp(ik)UoH,
(D14)

The expression on the right-hand side of Eq. (DI4)
can then be obtained from a commutator between an
operator k € F(,_1), and an operator g € L(,_1),, for
m =mn —n,. For 2 x 2 traceless Hermitian k;;, define

o Q) I, (D15)

g#p—1,p

Eoo= > o]k ®
i

and for a 2 x 2 traceless Hermitian g;;, define

Zlcﬁz Wslgi; Q) 1. (D16)

qg>p—1

For any traceless, Hermitian 2 x 2 h;;, there are k;; and
gi; such that

h =ilk,g].
(D14), (DIF), (DI6) and (DI7) then

(D17)

Combining Egs.
gives

HP(|1/}0>7 |1/}1>5 h) =

U§ exp(—ik)UJilk, g|Uz exp(ik)Up, (D18)
which completes the induction step and for |¢g) and |4)1)
with m of 0 in Eqs. (D9al) - (DAd).

4. With Bosons

We consider next [1o) and |11) both with nonzero n
and m in Egs. (D93l -

Suppose 0 < n < 2p + 2.

If the boson factors in |¢g) and |1)1) are identical, then
by a combination of a rotation by a Uy in Gp,l and by
a Uy in the group generated by k € F(,_1), the boson
factors can both be turned into the case m of 0, already
covered in Appendix [D3}

Suppose the boson factors in |1)p) and |i1) are not
identical but the fermion factors in |ig) and |¢) are
identical. Then again, but a combination of a rotation
by a Up in Gp—1 and by a U; in the group generated by
k € Fp—1)p the boson factors can both be turned into
the case m of 0 but with orthogonal fermion factors in

|tho) and |11). Thus back to the case covered in Appendix
D3l

Suppose both the fermion factors and the boson factors
in |tho) and |¢1) are not identical. The induction step of

Appendix [D3 shows that the action of G, is available at

least on the fermion factors in |1ho) and |¢1). A Up in G,
can therefore be found which makes the fermion factors



in |¢p) and |¢)1) distinct both on the region p—1 < 2z <p
andA on the region 0 < z < p — 1. It follows that a U;
in Gp—1 and a Uz in the group generated by k € F(,_1),
can then be found which take |1g) and [¢)1) back to m of
0.

Suppose finally either n is 0 and |¢o) and |¢1) have
only fermions or n is 2p + 2 and all sites are filled with
fermions. In either case, G,—1 and G), act purely on
boson states. The induction step to show that the Lie
algebra of G, is generated by the Lie algebra of L,_1,-,
either for n’ of 0 or n’ of 2p, and F,_1), 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 HZ generated by the
algebra B of polynomials in the ¥;(x, s) and Y;(x) acting
purely as creation operators on |Q5) and satisfying Eqs.

Let B> be the algebra generated by the set of all
Yi(x,s), for any x,s and 4, and let BT be the algebra
generated by the set of all T;(z), for any x and i. Since
every a € B¥ commutes with every b € BT, the algebra
B is the tensor product

B =DB*®B". (E1)
For every x, let BZ be the algebra generated by the set
of ¥;(z,s), for any s and i, and let BY be the algebra
generated by the set of T;(x) for any i. Then for every
x # 3, every a, € B> commutes or anticommutes with
every a, € Byz, and every a, € BY commutes with every
ay € B;f . Therefore the algebras B* and BY are the

products
B® =) BY,

BY =) B

Now let 1, be a boost that takes the point x to the
point (7,0,0,0). For Eqs. (I55al) and (I550) to be covari-
ant, Yo(x, s) has to transform under boosts like ¥(z, s)
and Y1 (z, s) has to transform under boosts like ¥T(z, s).
Let S%, and SZ, be the spin transformation matrices
corresponding to 7, and define $o(x,s) and 3y (x, s) to
be

(E2a)

(E2b)

So(z,8) = 8% So(x,8), (E3a)

Si(z,s) =Y 5L Su(x, ). (E3b)

For each x and s, let BZ, be the algebra generated by
Yo(x,s) and Xy (z,5). Then for s # s', every a,s € BZ,
either commutes or anticommutes with every a,s € BZ,,.
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Therefore the algebra BZ is the product

B} =) By.. (E4)
Eq. (EI) implies H? is a tensor product
HE =HZ @ HT, (E5)

of a space generated by B¥ acting on |QF) and a space
generated by BY acting on |QF) and Eqs. (E2a) and
(E2h) imply H* and HT are themselves products of
spaces H> and Hg generated, respectively, by B> and
B acting on |QF)

" = QMY (E6a)

H' =QH, .

Similarly, Eq. (E4) implies H> is a product of HZ, gen-
erated by BZ, acting on |QF)

1y = QM.

For the pair of operators o (z, s) and %1 (x,s) which
generate B2, Eqs. ([I53a) and ([[53d) become

(E6b)

(E7)

[So(x,5)]2 =0, (E8a)
[S1(z, 8)]* =0, (E8b)
{20 (‘Ta 3)7 E0 (‘Ta 3)} = ’7505' (E8C)

Egs. (E8a) - (E8J) combined with approximate

Lorentz and charge conjugation invariance of the com-
plexity of states in H imply that for the field polynomials
Pi[Xo(z,s), 21 (z, 3))

Py[So(z,5), 21 (x, )] = 1, (E9a)
Pi[So(z,5), 21 (x, 8)] = udo(z, s), (E9b)
Py[Yo(x, 8), 21 (x, 8)] = udq(z, s), (E9c)
P3[So(z, 8), 51 (x, )] = 0[S0 (x, 8), 51 (x, 5)], (E9d)

where u and v are normalization constants independant
of z and s, an orthonormal basis for H>, must have the
form

|, s,1) = Pi[io(:b,s),ﬁl(x,s)HQB), (E10)

up to an overall unitary rotation of the basis. FEgs.

(E8al) - (E8d) imply the result of any other polynomial
in 3o(z,s) and 3 (x, s) acting on |QF) is equal to some
corresponding linear combination of the |z,s,i) of Eq.
(EI0). The complexity of a state in HZ 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



multiply occupied sites in any state will go to 0. The
continuum limit should therefore be independent of v.

For the pair of operators Yo(x) and Y1 (x) which gen-
erate BY, Eq. (I53d) becomes

[To(z), T1(a)] = i. (E11)

Eq. (EII) 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 for X will consist of a family
of states {|z,n9,n1)*} labeled by a pair of nonnegative
integers ng,ny. For each ng,n1 pair Pyyn, [To(z), T1(x)]
is an ordered product, independent of z, of ng copies of
To(x) and n; copies of T1(x) subject to the requirement

Pnonl [TO(J:)? Tl(‘r)] = Pnlno [Tl(w)7 TO(‘T)] (E12)
The {|x,n0,n:)Y} are given by
|Ia no, nl>’r = Ungny Pron, [TO(I)a Tl(I)HQ>Bv (E13)

where the up,,, are normalization constants independant
of z and symmetric in the indices ng,ny. Eq. (EIL) im-
plies the result of any other polynomial in To(z) and
Ti(x) acting on |Q28) is equal to some corresponding
linear combination of the |z,ng,n1) of Eq. (EI3). To
be consistent with the normalization choice for fermions,
U0, o1 and uip will be set to 1. The remaining ungn,
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. ([I54) implies the P,yn,[YTo(z), T1(x)] identically
vanish for ng > n or n1 > n.

The end result of Eqs. (EB) - (ET7) is an H? generated
by the algebra B acting on |Q2P) which is an ordered

tensor product
WO~ @
xr

on which, according to Eqs. (ESa) - (EI3), the
Yi(z,8), Ti(x), satisfy Eqs. (I53a) - ([I53d).

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. (I53a) - (I53d)). Each
p € P consists of a product of a p* € P> and a p¥ €
PT where P¥ and PY are orthonormal bases for the
fermion field algebra B* and the boson field algebra BY,
respectively. Each p* is defined to be a product over all
distinct = and s of one of the fermion field combinations
in Egs. (E9a)) - (E9d). Each pT is defined to be a product
over all distinct = of one of the normalized boson field
combinations Ungn, Pron, [Yo(z), T1(x)].

(E14)

Appendix F: Lower Bound on the Complexity of
Entangled Relativistic States

The proof of Eq. ([I80) bounding from below the com-
plexity of the entangled relativistic state [1)Z) of Eq.
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(TZ8N) is a version of the proof in Appendix [Blof a lower
bound on the complexity of the entangled non-relativistic
state of Eq. (B0]), but with the regular lattice of Section
[T Al replaced by the random lattice of Section [XIII and
with the inclusion in H®” of anti-fermion states. The
proof in Appendix [Bl can be adapted to the presence
of anti-fermion states in HZ by treating fermion-anti-
fermion pairs in H? following the treatment of bosons in
Appendix [Bl To do this we convert the complexity cal-
culation in H? into an equivalent complexity calculation
in yet another auxiliary Hilbert space.

1. More Auxiliary Hilbert Spaces

For a trajectory kZ(v) € K, let Uys(v) be the solu-
tion to

dUkB (1/)

= —ikB(w)Uys (v), (Fla)
Uys (0) = 1. (F1b)
Define |w(v)?) to be
WP (v)) = Uys (v)|w?). (F2)
for a product state [w?(0)) € HE
|w?(0)) = dg(pj—1)...ds(po)df(qe—1)..-df(q0) x
db(rg_l)...db(To)|QB>, (F3)

with j fermions, k anti-fermions, and ¢ bosons, Assume
that |w?(0)) and kZ(v) have been chosen to give

w(1)7) = €lp®),

for a phase factor £. Fermion number conservation by
kB B(V) implies j — k must equal the fermion number n of
E),

To deal with the presence of anti-fermions in H?, 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 X{ (x, s) acting on
an auxiliary vacuum |Q¢). The tensor product H¢ @ HB
we name HP.

There is a natural map M from HP to HP defined by

(F4)

M[P(ED)IQ) @ [vF)] = P(S1)[v7),  (F5)

where P(X{) is a polynomial in the field ¢ (z, s), P(3;)
is the corresponding polynomial but in the field ¥ (z, )
and [¢B) is any state in HP. The map M takes a sub-
space of HP to the null vector in H? and thus does not
have an inverse.

Corresponding to the decomposition of H” and HP as
tensor products over all sites

"2 = QM2
Ho =QQn?,

(F6a)

(F6b)



the map M is given by the product

M =] M., (F7)

where each M, maps HY to HB. The maps M, and M,
for distinct  and y commute.

Let KP be the Hilbert space of Hermitian operators
of Section [XV] for HP in place of H? and with the ad-
ditional requirement that k” € K separately conserve
both the fermion number NP of #Z and the fermion
number N¢ of HC.

We now convert kZ(v) € KP,|wP(v)) € HP connect-
ing

WP (1)) = €[v®), (F8)
for a phase factor &, to the product state |w?(0)) into
corresponding kP (v) € KP |wP(v)) € HP connecting

some |wP(1)) to a product state |w”(0)) along a path
such that for 0 <v <1

Mw®P(v)) = [w (v)),
IEP@) I <9l k5@) | -

In addition, while |w?(v)) is an eigenvector of N¥ with
eigenvalue n, |w”(v)) is an eigenvector of N with eigen-
value 0 and of N¢ with eigenvalue n. Eq. (F9D) implies

CPllwP (1)), [w®(0))]

(F9a)
(F9b)

IN

9CZ [lw? (1)), |w® (0))].

Thus a lower bound on CP[|wP (1)), |wP(0))] will give a
lower bound on CP[|w? (1)), |w?(0))].
Let the product state |w”(0)) be |w®) ®@ |w?) where

(F10)

W) = A1) df (p)20)  (P11a)

|w?) = dg(Pm—1)---ds(Po)d 7 (qm—1)---dF(g0) X

db(Tg_l)...db(T0)|QB>.

for ds(pi), df'(%‘) and dy(r;) from Eq. (E3), and d?(pz‘)
constructed from ds(p;) of Eq. (E3) by substituting
x¢ (x, s) for $q(x, s).

Egs. (F8) and (F9al) imply the state |w? (1)) will sat-
isfy

(F11b)

Mw® (1)) = €lv").

In addition, since the trajectory k” () conserves N and
N¢ and [wP(0)), by Egs. (FI1a) and (FI1H), has NZ of 0
and N¢ of n, |wP (1)) must have these same eigenvalues.
Also, since M acts only on the X{ (x, s) fermion content
of |wP(1)) and |[¢)P, by Eqs. ([[T8a) and (I78H), has
no boson content and no $¥(x, s) anti-fermion content,
|wP (1)) must have no boson content, no ¥ (z,s) and
%8B (z, s) content and be given instead by

WP (1)) = £l) ® 1Q7),

(F12)

(F13)
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where [1)©) is

€ =zm Yt (F14a)
0<i<m
[¥°) = ¢°10°), (F14b)
for p{’ given by
pC=v=e ] | D v"@={(@.k)|, (F15)

0<j<n |x€D;j,k
for the same (;,

uk(x) and D;; in Eqs. (I75) - (IT8L) for
7).

For both the nonrelativistic version of complexity in
Section [ILC] and the relativistic version in Section XVII,
C(]v)) is actually independent of the normalization of
[t)). We can therefore safely set z to 1 in Eq. (E14al).
The result is that [w” (1)) in Eq. (F13) is normalized to
1, which for consistency we now assume also for |w? (0)).

Now approximate Eqs. (I7a), (I7h), (BI) and (B2) for

|wP (v)) by a series of discrete steps
lwB (v +8)) = [1 —iskP )] |w? (v)). (F16)

We will prove Egs. (F9a) and (F9D) by induction in v.
Eqs. (E5), (E3), (E1la) and (ETID) give Eq. (E9a) and

(E9R) for v =0
(E9L) has been

Now assume kP (v) satisfying Eq.
found for v < v/ such that |wP(v)) given by

lwP (v +0)) = [1 — idk” (v)]|w” (v)), (F17)

satisfies Eq. ([9al) for v < v/. We will show that a kP (1)
exists satisfying Eq. (F9D) and extending Eq. (E9al) to
v+

According to Eq. (AS8), k¥ in Eq. (FI6) consists of a
sum of operators of the form

fmy fzy ® Iq’

qF# T,y

(F18)

where ff; is a Hermitian operator on H2 ®7—[f for a pair
of nearest neighbor sites {z,y} which conserves N2 and
has vanishing partial traces for both #Z and HyB. We

assume the dimension dz; of H2, and the corresponding
slightly smaller dimension of Hw , are large enough that
the contribution to k? of single site operators of the form
given in Eq. (ATa) can be neglected.

Then the required kP (v') can be found if for every

allowed ffy there is a ff; of the form

fFD _ ¢D D
fzy_fxy®1q7

qF#T,Y

(F19)

D

where f, is a Hermitian operator on HD ®’H,D which has

vamshmg partial traces for both H and ’7’-[,5 conserves
N and N¢ and for which

ML wP (v ’)>: B IwB( M
I fa H_9|| oy -

(F20a)
(F20b)



To find the required ffy,
direct sum of subspaces

decompose HE ® 7—{5 into a

with eigenvalues m and n of N® and N¢, respectively.
Similarly, decompose HE @ H[ into a direct sum of sub-
spaces

HE @ HE = @, HE, (F22)
with eigenvalue m of N5,
Let PP be the prOJectlon operator onto H2 . Define
M,n to be
Mypn = M, M, PP (F23)

for M, and M, from Eq. (ET7). Then M,,, maps HL,
onto HB .. Let HE be the orthogonal complement of

the subspace of H2  which is mapped to 0 by M,,,,,. For
each [yP) € HB “there is a unique [Py € HEL such

that e o
MMy [pP) = [¢7). (F24)
For each such [¢B), define M, 1
Mo l0P) = [9P), (F25)
and for any |[¢P) € HP with £ other than m +n
M) = 0. (F26)
Egs. (24) - (E26) imply
MMM, ! =PE, . (F27)
where Pm 1 is the projection operator onto HE 4n- De-
fine gzy to be
(F28)

9y = 2 Man
mn
By Eq. (E23), g5, maps each H})

fore conserves both N¢ and N5.
We then have

M,M,qgb, = Z

into itself and there-

+nfzy mn

=5 My,

=B M, M,, (F29)

where the first line follows from by Eq. m and the
second follows because M,,, maps onto H5_ and fzy
conserves Np. Egs. (]EZI) (F29) and the induction hy-

pothesis, Eq. ([9al) for v/, give
oy M WP ()

= [P (),

Mg |wP (")) =
(F30)
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which is Eq. (F20a).

In addition, since M,,}

and (E27) imply

mns Bas. (E£23)

L maps into HL

Mo Myt = S PE L. (F31)
We then have
my gmy Z Trzy +nfzy +nfzy]

where the first line follows from Eqs. (E28) and (F31)
and the second holds because f2 conserves NZ. Since
the index s of ¥i(x,s) is in the range 0 < s < 4, the
maximum possible value of N® 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. (E32) then
implies

Trfy(gmy) < QTI' ( my)za
which is Eq. (F200).

Finally, g% can be split into

(F33)

1
D D
1 D 1 D
—fPeol,+—f"L,®I, (F34
where
Tl fh =0, (F35a)
Tr) D =0, (F35b)
D D _
Te) fP =0, (F35c¢)
PP =, (F35d)

and dy is the dimension of each H?. Eqs. (E34)) - (F35d)
imply

TP (g0)? = TeL (f0)2 + Tl (£P)2+

TP + (17)2

Eqgs. (E36) and (E33) imply f[) satisfies Eq. (E20D).
For dy large enough, Eqgs. ([34) and (E30Q) imply Afu
satisfies Eq. (F20al).

Which completes the induction step of the proof of

Egs. (E9a) and (F9D). Eq. ([EI0) follows. To obtain

a lower bound on CP[|w? (1)), |w?(0))] we now derive a
lower bound on CP[|wP (1)), |wP(0))].

(F36)

2. Schmidt Spectra Again

From each region D;;, extract a subset ﬁij, consisting
of the center points z of all cells ¢(z) reached by start-
ing at y;; and traveling along a geodesic in L(7,¢) in the



positive or negative z; direction a number < % of dis-
crete steps each of proper length 2p, then traveling along
a geodesic in the positive or negative xy direction a num-
ber < % of discrete steps each of proper length 2p, then
traveling along a geodesic in the positive or negative x3
direction a number < % of discrete steps each of proper
length 2p. Since each c¢(z) is contained within a sphere
of radius p around its center point, none of the points in
D;; will be nearest neighbors and for large d, the total

number of points in each ﬁij will be nearly Z—z. Since V is

between 48‘13 nd Gdg ,
TP ™

is 2V for z between % (] and 5. We will assume V' is large
enough that we can ignore thq statistical uncertainty in
the number of points in each D;;.

From this set of 15 i; construct a set of subsets Fy, each

cons1st1ng of 2n distinct points chosen from 2n distinct

the number of points in each D”

. Since there are mn sets DU7 there will be 22 sets
Eg.
For each Ey form the tensor product spaces
= ) #HS, (F37a)
zeE,
=[Q H e H". (F37b)
I#E(

The space Q, has dimension 162" and HP becomes
= Q@R (F38)

A Schmidt decomposition of [w”(v)) according to Eq.
(E38) then becomes

Z Aje(W)| e (V) [ x5e(v)), (F39)

where
9je(v)) € Qe (F40a)
IXje(v)) € Re, (F40b)

for 0 < j < 16®" and real non-negative \;,(v) which
fulfill the normalization condition

> Do) =1.

J

(F41)

Each |¢;¢(v)) is a pure fermion state while the |x;¢(v))
can include fermions, antifermions and bosons.

The fermion number operators N¢[Qy] and N¢[R/]
commute and |w? (v)) is an eigenvector of the sum with
eigenvalue n. It follows that the decomposition of Eq.
(E39) can be done with |¢j¢(v)) and |xje(v)) eigenvec-
tors of NY[Q,] and N¢[R,], respectively, with eigenval-
ues summing to n. Let |¢o¢) be ), the vacuum state of
Qy, and let |¢ir(v)), 1 < i < 8n, span the 8n-dimensional
subspace of Q, with NY[Qy] of 1. We assume the cor-
responding Ay (v),1 < i < 8n, are in nonincreasing or-
der. Consider Eqs. (FI3) - (FI5) for |wP(1)). For any
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choice of ¢ there will be a set of 2n nonzero orthogonal

|d10(1)), -..|d2ne(1)) with

Ae(1) = | —.

— (F42)

On the other hand, for the product state |w?(0)) in
Eqs. (FIIal) and (E11D), the |¢;¢(v)) come entirely from
|w®), which is a product of n independent single fermion
states. The space spanned by the projection of these into
some Qy is at most n dimensional, and as a result at most
n orthogonal [¢1¢(0)), ...|¢ne(0)) can occur. Therefore at

v = 0, there will be at most n nonzero A1¢(0), ... Ane(0).
For n < j < 8n, we have
Aje(0) = 0. (F43)

Since {Aj¢(v)} is a unit vector, Eqs. (F42) and (E43)
imply that as v goes from 0 to 1, {\;¢(r)} must rotate

through ja total angle of at least arcsin(y/-1%).

For the small interval from v to v + dv let pj,(v) and

Be(v) be

Nje(v + 0v) = Nje(v) + ovpje(v), (F44a)
Oe(v)? = Z[uje(V)]2. (F44b)

We then have
/0 |0¢(v)|dv > arcsin(4/ m—V) (F45)

Summed over the Z2Y values of ¢, Eq. (E45) becomes

S 1|94(V)|duzzmvarcsin( Ly, (F46)
0 mV
4

and therefore

1
3 / 10,(v)|dv > “/mnV, (F47a)
¢ 70 g
1
> EanV, (F47b)

s

since z is greater than .

3. Rotation Matrix and Rotation Angle Bounds

The rest of the proof of the lower bound on relativistic
complexity, Eq. (I80), is a copy of Sections and [B4
of the proof in Appendix [Bl of the non-relativistic lower
bound, Eq. (@7), but with the non-relativistic fermion
charge N and Hilbert spaces H/ and H® replaced, re-
spectively, by N¢, H¢ and HP.

As in Appendix B3] the rotation of Aj;(v) during the
interval from v to v 4 dv will be determined by the sum
gP (v) of all contributions to k”(v) of Eq. (EIT7) arising
from ffy for nearest neighbor pairs {z, y} with one point,



say x, in Ey. By construction of the Ey, if z is in Ey, y
can not be in F, or any distinct Ey. A repeat of the
derivation of Eqgs. (B30) - (B38) then leads to

pie(w) = rire(V) e (v), (F48)
k
for the rotation matrix 7z (v)
rike(v) = —Im[{d;e ()| (xje (V)]
90 W)|re (W) Ixke(v))],  (F49)

for |pre(v)) and |xre(v)) of Eq. (E39) and p,e(v) of Eq.
(F44a)

Since the fﬁl contributing to gP(v) conserve total
fermion number N, gP () can be expanded as

g w)= > gl(xyv),  (F50a)
z€E,y¢E,
D _ [ 7
9y (xvyu V) - Z a (xvyu V)Z (l’,y, V) (F5Ob)
1=0,1

where 2%(z, y,v) acts only on states with N¢(H2 @ HD)
of 0, 2! (x,y,v) acts only on states with N¢(HL @ HD)

strictly greater than 0, and the z%(x,y, v) are normalized
by

I (2, y,v) [I=1. (F51)

The operator 2°(z,y, v) will be
2w, y,v )= ZOC( y)® g% (x,y,v), (F52a)
22z, y,v v Q I, (F52b)

q#T,y

where P (z,y) projects onto the vacuum state of HS ®
Hg and g®(z,y,v) is a normalized Hermitian operator

acting on HZ @ HP

Combining Eqs. (F44bl),(F48)) - (E50D) gives
el < D7 18y, y,v)]

z€E,y¢E,i

Z[/L;é(xa Y, V)]27

J

(F53a)

[0 (x, y, v)]* = (F53b)

with the definitions

Zlm{ bje(v
Zi(%yaV)|¢M(V)>|Xke(’/)>)\ké(’/)}-
([B46) - ([B52) then

N;‘Z(J;vyuy) JJ Y,V X_jé(l/)|

(F54)

A duplicate of the proof of Egs.
yields

(06 (2, y,v)]* <

[@° (@, y, V)W) = 2°C (2, 9)]lw(¥)), (F55a)
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[0 (z,y,v)]? <
[a* (z, y, ) {wW)|[T = 2 (2, y)]|lw(v)),
which combined with Eq. (F53al) imply

Zl9é )<

(F55b)

Y Al @y )l +la' (z,y,0)])

2€Ey¢E

\/(w(V)I[I— 29z, y)llww)}. (F56)

where

E=UE, (F57)

The Cauchy-Schwartz inequality then gives

Do1oe@)P < Y lla(@y,v)] + la (z,y,v)[*x
4

z€E,y¢E

Yo (W) =2z, y)]w ().

z€EE,y¢FE

(F58)

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

Y W =2z, y)lw(v)) < Mn,

z€E,y¢FE

(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 ¢(z) is contained in a sphere
with center  and radius p and contains a sphere with
center = and radius §. It follows that M is less than or
equal to the number of disjoint spheres of radius § that
can placed with centers on a sphere with center z and
radius 2p. For each of the £ spheres, a slice through its
center orthogonal to the line from its center to x will be

@ The

area of each of these slices is M the area of the radius
\/_ 687rp

contained in a sphere with center z and radius

, and therefore

sphere is
M < 68. (F60)
By Eq. (I6)

IEP@) 1=

lx€EE,y¢E

I 9 (@, y,v) |I? (F61)

In addition, 2°(z,y,v) is orthogonal to z'(x,y,v). It
follows that
IEP@) 17> > [la%@,y,0)* + |a* (,y,v) ]
z€E,y¢FE
(F62)

Assembling Eqs. (E5]), (FR9), (F6Q) and (F62) gives
1

IHEP@) P25 Y lla®(e,y,v)| + la (2,9, )

z€E,y¢E
1
> - 2
> SR e



Eq. (F47h) then implies

1
1
>_ -
|10 12 vy (F64)
and therefore
CP (WP (D), [WP(0)) > sV, (FG5)
2348
which by Egs. (FI0) and (E8)) yields
1
B B B
> V/mV.
CP (), [P () > gV (F66)

Since Eq. (E66) holds for all product [w?(0)) we finally
obtain

CP (")) = vmV.

— F
— 21132 (F67)

Appendix G: Upper Bound on the Complexity of
Entangled Relativistic States

The proof of Eq. ([I81)) bounding from above the com-
plexity of the entangled relativistic state [1)?) of Eq.
(IZ8L) follows the proof in Appendix [Cl of an upper
bound on the complexity of the entangled non-relativistic
state of Eq. (B0]), but with the regular lattice of Section
[ITAl replaced by the random lattice of Section [XIIIl and
H replaced by HEB.

An upper bound on CB(|¢B)) is given by
CB([¢B),|wB)) for any product state |w?), for which in
turn an upper bound is given by

1
PPy < [Ca KWl (@)

0

for any trajectory kZ(v) € K fulfilling
wB (v

d du( ) = —ikP(v)wB(v), (G2a)
w?(0) = [w?), (G2b)
wP(1) = €lp?), (G2¢)

for a phase factor €.

As in Appendix [} construction of a sufficient kZ(v)
begins with an |w?) consisting of n fermions each at one
of a corresponding set of n single points. Then |w?) 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. (I'C7). Finally, by
approximately In(V)/In(8) iterations of a fan-out tree,
the mn wave functions concentrated at points are spread
over the mn cubes D;;.
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1. Cell Count Bound

The bound on CZ(|yP)) relies on a bound we will
derive first on the number of distinct cells c¢(z),x €
L(7,0,p), which intersect a geodesic g(\) € L(1,0),0 <
A < Apag, of length Apgz.

Let g be the set of all points within a proper distance
2p of any point on g(A). Since every c(z) is contained
in a sphere with center x and radius p, it follows that g
contains all ¢(z) which intersect g(\). On the other hand,
each c¢(x) within § contains a sphere with center = and
radius § which is disjoint from all other c(z’) contained in

g. The total volume occupied by the collection of disjoint

radius £ spheres has to be less than the total volume of
g. The number p(Apmqez) of ¢(x) which intersect g(A) is

therefore bounded by

P(Amaz) < gq dmaz + 64. (G3)
p

2. Product State to Entangled State

For each value of 0 < i < m, let ;9o be the center point
of the cell found by traveling from an abritrarily chosen
starting point, xqo, along a geodesic in the ! direction a
proper distance of 4¢p. Then from each x;o travel along a
geodesic in the 22 direction. For each 0 < j < n, let x;;
be the center point of the cell the geodesic beginning at
x;0 enters after leaving the cell with center point x;;_1.
All points on the geodesics beginning at x;o and at x;o for
1 # i’ will be at least a distance of 4p apart. As a result
each z;; will be both distinct from and not a nearest
neighbor of each x;;; with ¢ # ¢'. The gap between
x;; and ;- accomplishes the goal of making it possible,
despite the random placement of cells, to insure that xf;
and xZBJ’- 11 are nearest neighbors as will turn out to be
required.

Let the set of n-particle product states |w?) be

wP) =TI D u"@i)Eiley, DNIQP).  (G4)
0<j<n k
The entangle n-particle state |xZ)
1
) == ) (@)

we generate from a sequence of unitary transforms acting
on |wB) = |wf).

The sequence of kP which convert the product state
|wP) into the entangled state |x?) follows the sequence
of k mapping the product state |w) to the entangled state
|x) in Appendix [C1l with the non-relativistic fermion
operator Wf(z, s) replaced by the relativistic 3 (z, s).

From kP,...kB_, in place of ko, ...k,—2 of Eqs. (CH) -

n—2



(C13) we obtain

. 1
exp(i0}] okl ). exp(zo§k§>|w§>:\/ﬁ|wo>+

Vo TT IS o o) (oo, BIQP), - (G6)
0<j<n k
with
Ik | = VA, (G7a)
6P < 3., (G7b)

as in Eqgs. (CI8a) and (CI8D) and therefore total cost

m(n—1)
Z |931‘3| I kf < A

0<j<n—2

(G8)

The spinor v*(z) in Eq. (G6) , as defined in Section
[XVTIL is orthogonal to u*(z) of Eq. (G4) and obtained,
as is u*(z), by boosting from the origin of L(7,0) to = a
spin state of a free fermion at rest at the origin of L(7,0).

Then from k2 |, .. .kB_ 14ps3n—22>p < 48n%+159n, in

place of kp_1, ...kan—2 of Egs. (Cl4al) - (CIH) we obtain

exp(ibn—14pkp_ 14p)- )-..exp(if5 kg ) |W0>

S,

with || kB ||,]0:| satisfying Eqgs.
incremental cost

159
Z |9jB| I kJB < 24v2mn? + oo
n—1<j<n—1+p V2

|w1 (G9)

(G7a) and (GT7h) and
(G10)

The count of additional kP required for Eq. (G9) arises
as follows. A geodesic between :105 and xﬁ_l ; has proper
length A in the range 2p < A < (2n + 4)p 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 4 159 nearest neighbor steps. The se-
quence of k|, ..k} |, for the map of Eq. (GJ) can
be required to complete between 2 and 48n + 159 such
steps from azu and IH_U for each 0 > j < n, hence
3n —2>p < 48n? 4+ 159n.

Following Eqs. (CI6) and (CIT), we now apply copies
of the maps of Eqgs. (G6) and (G9) along the 22 direction
geodesics at x1g, ..., With end result

exp(i@fkf)... exp(i0F kP)|wl) =

\/7Z|w (G11)

where all kP satisfy Eq. (GTa), 0F satisfy Eq. (GT7h)
and

q < 48mn? + 160mn. (G12)
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The cost of the transition from |w?) to [x?) is then
bounded by

CE(IxP), W) <

24v/2mmn? + 80v2rmn.  (G13)
3. Entangled State Repositioned
Let the entangled n-particle state |¢7) be
(G14)

167) => G TID . v (i) S (i, ).

where, as defined in SectionXVTI] y;; is the center of cube
D;; in Eq. (IT5) and ¢; is the phase factor of monomial
pi in Eq. ([76a).

Eqgs. (C2Ia) - (C32) translate directly from the non-
relativistic field theory to the relativisitic case, with the
result

CB(16P), [y B)) < TV G15
(I7),Ix7)) < 7 (G15)

The distance r is given by
r = minmaxr;; (G16)

oo 1)

where 7;; is the number of nearest neighbor steps in the
shortest path between lattice points z;; and y;; such that
no pair of paths for distinct {7,j} intersect, y;; is the
center point of D;; and x;; is the m X n grid of points of
Appendix

4. Fan-Out

Following Appendix [C3l of the proof of the non-
relativistic upper bound in Appendix [T} the state |¢?)
with particles at the centers of the cubes D;; we now fan-
out to the state [1)?) with particle wave functions spread
uniformly over the cubes D;;. For sufficiently small p
nearly all of the complexity in the bound on CB([¢B)) is
generated in this step.

We will construct a fan-out initially for Dgg, which
will then be duplicated on the remaining D;;. Recall the
x € Dgg are the centers of all cells crossed by starting
at yoo and traveling along a geodesic in the positive or
negative x! direction a proper distance of less than d,
then in the positive or negative z? direction a proper
distance less than d, then in the positive or negative 23
direction a proper distance less than d.

The set of x € Dgy 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 yoo, travel along a geodesic in the positive
or negative x! directions a proper distance of %. Define
this set of 2 points to be s(1). From each of the points of



s(1) , travel along a geodesic in the positive or negative
2% direction a proper distance of g. 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 x* direction
a proper distance of g. 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 8”7 endpoints, each a distance of Qp%
from its nearest neighbor. For each y € s(3p) let 5(y)
be the set of 8 y’ € s(3p + 3) reached by a sequence of
geodesic segments originating at y.

Now choose ¢ such that

d

Each pair of distinct points in s(3¢) will be separated by
a distance of at least 2p. Since every cell ¢(x) is contained
in a sphere of radius p around z, each y € s(3¢q) will lie
in a distinct cell. Similarly, for all r < ¢, each y € s(3r)
will lie in a distinct cell. For each y € s(3r),r < g, let
2(y) be the center point of the cell containing y

At the outset of Section XVII] we assumed p is much
smaller than the proper time 7 of the hyperboloid L(7, o).
The region in L(7,0) 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 5%+ centered

29—1
on a corresponding y € s(3¢q). Let the cube for y € s(3¢)
be t(y). The union of all ¢(y) covers Dgyy. Let w(y) be
w(y) = t(y) N Doo. (G18)
Define n(y) to be the number of points in w(y). Work-
ing backwards iteratively from s(3¢), define n(y) for

y € 5(3p),p < q, by

(G19)
v’ €3(y)

Carried back to n(ygo) the result is V, the total number
of points in Dyy.
For any 7 < ¢, define the state v to be

W= Y " urmife). Hi0f). (G20

yes(3r),k

Eqgs. (C358a)) - (C49) of the non-relativistic fan-out pro-
cess in Appendix can then be adapted to generate a
sequence of exp(i3 k%) which map |[vf._3) into [vf)). 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
|vf ) into |v) | 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 4. Eq. (G3) implies that the
number of nearest neighbor steps to traverse a segments
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of length 2% is bounded by 24% + 63. A repetition of

the derivation of Eq. (C50) then yields

CE(Jug), [vg—s)) <

3r—3

(3+\/§)(24% +63)2 .
p

(G21)

The last step in the fan-out process consists of splitting
the piece of |[v4)) at each z(y) into n(y) equally weighted
components, then distributing these across the cube ¢(y)
to produce the state

W8 1) = ()5 (2, K) [ QB).
3q+1 Z . \/V 1

x€Doo,

(G22)

The complexity of the map taking |v) to [vf) ;) can
be bounded as follows. For each y € s(3¢) the length of

the shortest line connecting the cell holding y to the cell

holding any = € w(y) is bounded by ‘équ, the distance

from y to a corner of ¢(y), which according to Eq. (GI7)
is bounded by 2v/3p. Eq. (G3) implies that the number
of nearest neighbor steps to traverse a segment of length
2v/3p is bounded by 48v/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 z € w(y)
to y and from a disinct 2’ € w(y) to y coincide at z the
remaining segments from z to y will also coincide. The
collection of shortest paths from all z € w(y) to y must
therefore form a tree, each branch of which consists of
at most 48v/3 + 63 nearest neighbor steps. By adapting
the derivation of Eq. (CBQ) the cost of all such paths
executed in parallel for all z € Dy, the total count of
which is V, can then be bounded to give

CB([vE 1), [0B)) < (48V3 + 63)%\/7.

Summing Eq. (GZI) over r from 1 to ¢, adding Eq.

(G23) and using Eq. (GI7) gives
CF([ugge): 1vg) < etV

(G23)

(G24)
where

48v/3 + 63
V2
The bound of Eq. (G24) applies to a fan-out process

on a single cube Dgy. Assume the process repeated in
parallel on the mn cubes D;;, thereby generating [¢)7) of

Eq. (IZ8H). For |¢?) of Eq. (GI4) we then have
CE(|¢P),[67)) < cxvVmnV. (G26)

From Eqs. (GI3) and (GIH), it follows that for a product
state |w?) we have

a1 =[(3+V2)(33 + 42v2) + Jr.  (G25)

CP([97), lw?)) <

clVmnV + comn® + csmn + cav/mnr,  (G27)
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for ¢; of Eq. (G28), r of Eq. (GI€) and

co = 24V/2m, (G28a)
cs = 802, (G28b)
cy = \/li (G28c¢)

Eq. (IRI) then follows.



