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SU2(C) SYMMETRY IN QUANTUM SPIN CHAIN GROUND
STATES AND HALDANE’S CONJECTURE

ANILESH MOHARI

Abstract

In this paper, we prove that any translation and SUz(C)-invariant pure state of Ml = ®k€zj\4c(lk) (©),
that is also real, lattice symmetric and reflection positive with a certain twist ro € U4(C), is finitely
correlated and its two-point spatial correlation function decays exponentially whenever d is an odd
integer. In particular, the Heisenberg iso-spin anti-ferromagnetic integer spin model admits unique
low temperature limiting ground state and its spatial correlation function decays exponentially.
The unique low temperature limiting ground state of the Hamiltonian is determined by the unique
solution to Clebsch-Gordon inter-twinning isometry between two representations of SUz(C).

1. Introduction

In this paper, we resume our investigation [26] for various order properties of ground
states of translation invariant Hamiltonian models [8, B4] in the two-side infinite
quantum spin chain M = QpezM g(lk) (©) of the following formal form
1) H="5"0"(ho),

ne”Z
with h§ = ho € Mjoe, where M, is the union of local sub-algebras of M and 6 is
the right translation on M. In particular, our results are aimed to investigate the
set of ground states for the Heisenberg anti-ferromagnet iso-spin model HXXX [7]
with nearest neighbour interactions

(2) hg:bfb:J(O’£®O’;+O’2®O’;+O’S®O’;),

k. 0’; and ¢¥ are Pauli spin matrices located at lattice site k € Z and J > 0

is a constant. It is well known that any finite volume truncation of HXXX with
periodic boundary condition admits a unique ground state [2, [7]. However, no clear
picture had emerged in the past literature about the set of ground states for the
two sided infinite volume anti-ferromagnet Heisenberg HXXX model. Nevertheless,
many interesting results on ground states, known for other specific Heisenberg type
of models [21], such as Ghosh-Majumder (GM) model [15] and Affleck-Kenedy-Lieb-
Tasaki (AKLT) model [I], gave interesting conjectures on the general behaviour
of ground states and its physical implication for anti-ferromagnetic Hamiltonian
HXXX model.

where o

Haldane [2] conjecture stated that HX*X has a unique ground state and the
ground state admits a mass gap with its two-point spatial correlation function
decaying exponentially for integer spin s ( odd integer d, where d = 2s + 1 ).
Whereas for the even values of d (i.e. sisa % odd integer spin, where d = 2s + 1),
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the conjecture stated that HXXX has a unique ground state with no mass gap
and its two-point spatial correlation function does not decay exponentially. A well
known result of Affleck and Lieb [2] says: if HXXX admits a unique ground state
for even values of d then the ground state has no mass gap and its two-point spatial
correlation function does not decay exponentially. In contrast, if the integer spin
HXXX model admits a unique ground state with a mass gap, a recent result [29)
says that its two-point spatial correlation function decays exponentially. Thus the
uniqueness of the hypothesis on the ground state for HX*X model is a critical issue
to settle a part of the conjecture.

For even values of d, we have proved in [26] that ground state of anti-feromagnetic
Heisenberg model HXXX is not unique and any low temperature limiting ground
state of HXXX is not pure. Neverthelss, any low temperature limiting ground
state admits no mass gap in its spectrum and its spatial correlation function does
not decay exponentially provided the limiting ground state is non degenerate. In
the present exposition we resume general mathematical set up [25] 26] and address
Haldane’s conjecture for odd values for d.

In the following text, we will now formulate the problem in the general framework
of C*-dynamical system [8, [9] valid for two-sided one-dimensional quantum spin

chain models. The uniformly hyper-finite [32] C*-algebra M = ®keZM§k) (C) of

infinite tensor product of d x d-square matrices Mék) (C) = My4(C), levelled by k
in the lattice Z of integers, is the norm closure of the algebraic inductive limit of
the net of finite dimensional C* algebras My = ®keaM lgk) (C), where A C Z are
finite subsets and an element @ in My, is identified with the element Q ® I, n AS
in Mly,, i.e. by the inclusion map if A; C Ag, where A€ is the complementary set
of A in Z. We will use the symbol M;,. to denote the union of all local algebras
{Mj : A C Z, |A] < oo}. Thus M is a quasi-local C*-algebra with local algebras
{Mj : |A] < oo} and My, = Mje, where M, is the commutant of My in M. We
refer readers to Chapter 6 of [8] for more details on quasi-local C*-algebras.

The lattice Z is a group under addition and for each n € Z, we have an auto-
morphism 6", extending the translation action, which takes Q*) to Q¥+ for any
Q € My(C) and k € Z, by the linear and multiplicative properties on M. A unital
positive linear functional w of M is called state. It is called translation-invariant if
w = wf. A linear automorphism or anti-automorphism /3 [16] on M is called symme-
try for w if wB = w. Our primary objective is to study translation-invariant states
and their symmetries that find relevance in Hamiltonian dynamics of quantum spin
chain models H [15] [33] [34].

We consider [8, B3, B4] quantum spin chain Hamiltonian in one dimensional
lattice M of the following form

(3) H=7% 6" (h)
nez

for hf = ho € M, where the formal sum in (3) gives a group of auto-morphisms
a = (ay : t € R) by the thermodynamic limit: limAnTZHai\" (A) —ai(A)]] = 0 for all
A € Mand ¢t € R for a net of finite subsets A,, of Z with uniformly bounded surface
energy, where automorphisms ol (z) = eHage=®Hr is determined by the finite
subset A of ZF and Hy = Y, .5 0™(ho). Furthermore, the limiting automorphism
(cw) does not depend on the net that we choose in the thermodynamic limit A,, 1 Z,
provided the surface energies of Hy, are kept uniformly bounded. The uniquely
determined group of automorphisms () on M is called Heisenberg flows of H.
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In particular, we have a; 0 0™ = 6™ oy for all t € R and n € Z. Any linear
automorphism or anti-automorphism S on Mj,., keeping the formal sum (3) in H
invariant, will also commute with (c).

A state w is called stationary for H if way = w on M for all ¢ € R. The set of
stationary states of H is a non-empty compact convex set and has been extensively
studied in the last few decades within the framework of ergodic theory for C*-
dynamical systems [12,Chapter 4]. However, a stationary state of H need not be
always translation-invariant. A stationary state w of M for H is called 5-KMS state
at an inverse positive temperature 8 > 0 if there exists a function z — fa p(2),
analytic on the open strip 0 < I'm(z) < 8, bounded continuous on the closed strip
0 < Im(z) < B with boundary condition

faB(t) =wg(a(A)B), fap(t+if)=ws(a(B)A)

for all A, B € M. Using weak* compactness of convex set of states on M, finite
volume Gibbs state wg 4 is used to prove existence of a KMS state wg for (ay) at
inverse positive temperature 8 > 0. The set of KMS states of H at a given inverse
positive temperature 3 is singleton set i.e. there is a unique g KMS-state at a given
inverse positive temperature § = I%T for H which has a finite range interaction
[3,4,16] and thus inherits translation and other symmetry of the Hamiltonian. The
unique KMS state of H at a given inverse temperature is ergodic for translation
dynamics. This gives a strong motivation to study translation-invariant states in a
more general framework of C*-dynamical systems [g].

A state w of M is called ground state for H, if the following two conditions are
satisfied:
(a) w(ag(A)) =w(A) for all t € R;
(b) If we write on the GNS space (H,,, T, (o) of (M,w),

ar(m,(A)) = etfor (A)eiitH‘”

for all A € M with H,(, =0, then H, > 0.

Furthermore, we say a ground state w is non-degenerate, if null space of H,, is
spanned by (, only. We say w has a mass gap, if the spectrum o(H,) of H, is
a subset of {0}([d,00) for some § > 0. For a wide class of spin chain models
[27], which includes Hamiltonian H with finite range interaction, hy being in M.,
the existence of a non vanishing spectral gap of a ground state w of H implies
exponential decaying two-point spatial correlation functions. Now we present a
precise definition for exponential decay of two-point spatial correlation functions of
a state w of M. We use symbol A¢, for complementary set of the finite volume box
Ap={n:—m<n<m}form>1.

DEFINITION 1.1. Let w be a translation-invariant state of M. We say that the
two-point spatial correlation functions of w decay exponentially, if there exists a
0 > 0 satisfying the following condition: for any two local elements @Q1,Q2 € M
and € > 0, there exists an integer m > 1 such that

(4) IMw(@10™(Q2)) — w(Q1)w(Q2)| < €
for all n € AS,.

By taking low temperature limit of wg as 8 — oo, one also proves existence
of a ground state for H [0, [0, B2, B3]. On the contrary to KMS states, the set
of ground states is a convex face in the set of the convex set of (ay) invariant
states of M and its extreme points are pure states of M i.e. A state is called
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pure if it can not be expressed as convex combination of two different states of M.
Thus low temperature limit points of unique S—KMS states give ground states for
the Hamiltonian H inheriting translation and other symmetry of the Hamiltonian.
In general the set of ground states need not be a singleton set and there could
be other states which are not translation invariant but still a ground state for a
translation invariant Hamiltonian. Ising model admits non translation invariant
ground states known as Néel state [9]. However ground states that appear as low
temperature limit of F—KMS states of a translation invariant Hamiltonian, inherit
translation and other symmetry of the Hamiltonian. In particular if ground state
of a translation invariant Hamiltonian model (3) is unique, then the ground state
is a translation invariant pure state.

Let Q — Q be the automorphism on M that maps an element
=072 e.. 25" 2@ @ QM. QM
by reflecting around the point % of the lattice Z to
Q=0 M..20" Q" Q% e..Q", © Q"
for all TL,Z > 1 and Q*la "Q*l; Q07 Qb 0y Qn S Md((C)

For a state w of M, we set a state @ of M by

() @(Q) = w(Q)

for all @ € M. Thus w — @ is an affine one to one onto map on the convex set
of states of M. The state @ is translation-invariant if and only if w is translation-
invariant state. We say a state w is lattice reflection-symmetric or in short lattice
symmetric if w = ©.

The group of unitary matrices u € Uy(C) acts naturally on M as a group of
automorphisms of M defined by

(6) Lu(@)=(.®u®u®..)Q(.u" @u" @u*..)
We also set automorphism Bu on M defined by
for all Q € M. So for u,w € Uy(C), we have
Bqu = Buw
In particular, &2 (Q) = Q for all Q € M if and only if w? = I;. We say a state w of
M is lattice symmetric with a twist w € Uy(C) if
(8) w? =1y, w(Bu(Q)) = w(Q)

We fix an orthonormal basis e = (e;) of C¢ and Q! € My(C) be the transpose
of @ € My(C) with respect to an orthonormal basis (e;) for C? (not complex
conjugate). Let Q — Q! be the linear anti-automorphism map on M that takes an
element

Q=Q¢ Q™Mo . .aQim
to its transpose with respect to the basis e = (e;) defined by

Qt — Q(t)(l) ® Qtl(l+1) R.Q Qt (I+m)

where Qq, Q1, ..., Qm, are arbitrary elements in My(C). We also note that Q' depends
on the basis e that we choose and avoided use of a suffix e. We assume that it won’t
confuse an attentive reader since we have fixed an orthonormal basis (e;) for our
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consideration through out this paper. For more general Q € Mj,., we define Q* by
extending linearly and take the unique bounded linear extension for any @ € M.
For a state w of M, we define a state @ on M by the following prescription

9) 5(Q) = w(Q")
Thus the state @ is translation-invariant if and only if w is translation-invariant. We

say w is real , if @ = w. The formal Hamiltonian H is called reflection symmetric
with twist w if By, (H) = H and real if H® = H.

We also set a conjugate linear map Q — @ on M with respect to the basis (e;)
for C? defined by extending the identity action on elements
a®les,) (0| B @lei ) ey, [T @les, ) (e, MV @10, 1<y, ji <d, k€Z, n>0
anti-linearly. Thus by our definition we have
Q" =0Q
and

@ =Q"

We set the following anti-linear reflection map 7, : M — M with twist w €
U4(C), defined by

(10) Tuw(Q) = Bu(Q)
for all Q € M.

Following a well known notion [12], a state w on M is called reflection positive
with a twist ro € Ug(C), r¢ = Iy, if

(11) w(Tr (Q)Q) 2 0

for all @Q € Mpg. Thus the notion of reflection positivity also depends explicitly on
the underlining fixed orthonormal basis e = (e;) of C.

Let G be a compact group and g — u(g) be a d—dimensional unitary represen-
tation of G. By 7, we denote the product action of G on the infinite tensor product
M induced by u(g),

(12) 79(Q) = (- @ ulg) @ u(g) ®u(g)...)Q(.. ® u(g)” @ ulg)” @ u(g)"...)
for any @ € M, i.e. vy = By(g).- We say w is G-invariant, if

(13) w(74(Q)) = w(Q)

for all @ € Mype. If G = Ug(C) and u : Ug(C) — Uy(C) is the natural representation
u(g) = g, then we will identify the notation 8, with -y, for simplicity. Formal
Hamiltonian H given in (3) is called G-gauge invariant if y,(H) = H for all g € G.

We recall now [20} [30] if H in (3) has the following form
(14) —H =B+ J,,(B)+ Y _ CiT(Ci)

for some B,(C; € My then the unique KMS state at inverse positive temperature
B is refection positive with the twist ro. We refer to [I4] for details, which we
will cite frequently while dealing with examples satisfying (12). Since the weak*-
limit of a sequence of reflection positive states with the twist ¢ is also a reflection
positive state with the twist ro, weak*-limit points of the unique S—KMS state of
H as f — o0, are also refection positive with the twist rg. Thus any weak* low
temperature limit point ground state of H is reflection positive with a twist rg if



6 ANILESH MOHARI

H is given by (14). In particular, the unique S-KMS state of anti-ferromagnetic
HXXX model is real and reflection symmetric and reflection positive with twist 7
since HXXX admits the form (12) [14] with ro = o,,. Furthermore HX*¥X admits
SUs(C) gauge symmetry with irreducible representation g — u(g).

In general, for a translation invariant pure state w, it is known that m,(Mpg)"” is
either a type-I or a type-III factor [23]. A pure mathematical question that arise
here: Do these additional symmetries of w help to understand what type of factor
7w (Mp)"” is? In the present exposition, as an application of our main mathematical
results of [26], we will prove the following theorem in the forth section.

THEOREM 1.2. Let w be a translation invariant, real, lattice symmetric and re-
flection positive with twist ro € Uyg(C) state of Ml = ®k€Z]\40(lk) (C) and the following
two statements be true for odd values of d:

(a) w is pure;
(b) w is SU(C)-invariant, where g — u(g) € Ug(C) in (13) is an irreducible
representation of SUs(C) satisfying

(15) 7’8 = I, rou(g)ry = u(g)

for all g € SU5(C), where the matriz conjugation with respect to an orthonormal

basis e = (e;) of C?.

Then 7,(Mp)" is a type-1 factor and two-point spatial correlation function of w
decays exponentially.

As an application of Theorem 1.2, we will prove the following theorems in section
5.

THEOREM 1.3. Let H be a translation invariant Hamiltonian of the form H =
> kez Ok(ho) with ho = hi € M. and H be also SU2(C) invariant with an
irreducible representation g — u(g) of SU2(C) and ro be the element in Ug(C)
satisfying (15). Let H be also real (with respect to the basis e = (e;) ), lattice
reflection symmetric and unique B-KMS at inverse positive temperature be lattice
symmetric and reflection positive with the twist ro € Uq(C).

Then any low temperature limiting ground state of H admits ergodic decomposi-
tion, in the convex set of real, lattice reflection symmetric and translation invariant
states, satisfying the following:

(a) If d is an odd integer, then all extreme points in the ergodic decomposition are
pure and SUs(C) invariant ground states of H;

(b) If d is an even integer, then none of its extreme points in the ergodic decompo-
sition are factor states of Ml though SUs(C) invariant ground states of H.

At this point we recall well known results valid for a class of SU;(C) invariant
Hamiltonians investigated in [5] [35] that are not of the form (14) and thus not evi-
dent that their unique finite temperature states admit reflection positive property.
As an example, we can verify our claim easily that the Hamiltionian investigated
in [35] is not refection positive with twist.

Besides, in the general framework [30], it is also well known that mass gap of
such a Hamiltionian in its ground state implies that its spatial correlation function
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decays exponentialy, though the converse statement in the general framework is not
true. For counter examples, we refer to example 2, page 596 in [28].

Neverthelss, the converse statement is likely to be true, for Hamiltontian of the
form (14) with the additional discrete and continuous symmetry. We include a proof
for the following theorem in support (but not assured ) of Haldane’s conjecture in
section 6.

THEOREM 1.4. Low temperature limiting ground state of anti-ferromagnet Heisen-
berg HXXX model is unique and pure for odd values of d = 3. Moreover, the state is
finitely correlated and its spatial two-point correlation function decays exponentially.

Thus the important question that remains to be answered whether the limiting
ground state w 1 for integer spin HXXX model is having a mass gap in its spectrum
from its ground state. Also note that Theorem 1.4 does not rule out possible
existence of Néel type of ground states.

The paper is organized as follows: In section 2 and 3, we will recall basic mathe-
matical set up required from our earlier paper [26] and explain basic ideas involved
in the proof of Theorem 1.2. In section 4, we prove Theorem 1.2. In section 5, we
include a proof for Theorem 1.3. In the last section, we will illustrate our results
with models of physical interest such as HXXX and HAKLT anti-ferromagnetic
models. In particular, we will give proof of Theorem 1.4. One can use similar
computation for a possible proof extending Theorem 1.4 for any odd values of d.

2. Amalgamated representation of O, and Ou:

A state ¥ on a C*-algebra A is called factor, if the center of the von-Neumann
algebra my(A)" is trivial, where (Hy, 7y, (y) is the Gelfand-Naimark-Segal (GNS)
space associated with ¢ on A [§] and 7y (A)” is the double commutant of 7y (A)
and ¥ (z) = ((y, Ty (2)(y). Here we fix our convention that Hilbert spaces that are
considered here are always equipped with inner products (.,.) which are linear in
the second variable and conjugate linear in the first variable. A state ¢ on A is
called pure, if 7y (A)"” = B(Hy), the algebra of all bounded operators on H.

We recall that the Cuntz algebra Oq(d € {2,3,..,}) [10] is the universal uni-
tal C*-algebra generated by the elements {s1, sa, ..., 84} subjected to the following
relations:

(16) sys; =051, Z sis; =1

1<i<d

Let Q = {1,2,3,...,d} be a set of d elements. Z be the set of finite sequences
I = (i1,42,...,1m) of elements, where i, € 2 and m > 1 and we use notation |I| for
the cardinality of I. We also include null set denoted by @ in the collection Z and
set sp = s = I identity of Og and sy = s;; ...... Si,, € Oq and s7 = s7 ...s7 € Oq.

The group Uy(C) of d x d unitary matrices acts canonically on Oy as follows:
Bulsi) = D uls;
1<j<d

for u = ((u}) € Uy(C). In particular, the gauge action is defined by
B.(si) =285, 2€T=8"={2€C:|z| =1}
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The fixed point sub-algebra of Oy under the gauge action i.e., {z € O4 : B,(x) =
x, z € S'} is the closure of the linear span of all Wick ordered monomials of the
form

(17) sil...siks;k...s; I = (il, ..,’ik), J = (jl,jg, ;Jk)

and is isomorphic to the uniformly hyper-finite C* sub-algebra

Mg = ®1§k<ooM,§k)((C)
of M, where the isomorphism carries the Wick ordered monomial (20) into the
following matrix element
(18) ) (en |V @ |e2)(en]® @ @ ) (e P @ 1@ 1.

We use notation UHF; for the fixed point C* sub-algebra of Oy under the gauge
group action (3, : z € S'). The restriction of 3, to UHF, is then carried into
action

Ad(u) @ Ad(u) @ Ad(u) @ ....
on MR.

We also define the canonical endomorphism A on Q4 by
(19) Az) = Z SiTSs;
1<i<d
and the isomorphism carries A restricted to UHF; into the one-sided shift
YN RY Q... > 1 QY1 QYs....

on Mp. We note for all u € Uy(C) that A8, = BuA on Oy and so in particular, also
on UHF,.

Let w’ be a A-invariant state on the UHF, sub-algebra of O4. Following [16],
section 7] and w be the inductive limit state w of M = UHF; ® UHF,. In other
word w’ = wr once we make the identification UHF,; with Mpr. We consider the
set

K, ={v : 1 is a state on Oy such that YA = ¢ and %UHFEL =wpr}

By taking invariant mean on an extension of wgr to O4, we verify that K, is non
empty and K, is clearly convex and compact in the weak topology. In case w is an
ergodic state ( extremal state ) then, wgr is as well an extremal state in the set of
Ainvariant states of M. Thus K, is a face in the ) invariant states. Now we recall
Lemma 7.4 of [9] in the following proposition which quantifies what we can gain by
considering a factor state on Oy instead of its restriction to UHF .

Our next two propositions are adapted from results in section 6 and section 7 of
[9] as stated in the present form in Proposition 2.5 and Proposition 2.6 in [25].

PROPOSITION 2.1. Letw be a translation invariant ergodic state of Ml then K, is
a face in the convez set of A-invariant states of Oq. Moreover the following holds:

(a) An element ¢ € K, is ergodic if and only if v is a factor state. Furthermore,
any other extremal point in K., is of the form 13, for some z € S*;

(b) The close subgroup H = {z € S* : 8, = 1} is independent of the extremal
point ¥ € K, of our choice;

PROOF. For the proof for (a) and (b), we refer to Lemma 7.4 in [9]. [ |



SU2(C) SYMMETRY IN QUANTUM SPIN CHAIN GROUND STATES AND HALDANE’S CONJECTURHM

PROPOSITION 2.2. Let ¢ be a A invariant ergodic state on Oq and (Hy, Ty, Cyp)
be its GNS representation. Then the following holds:

(a) The closed subgroup H = {z € S' : 3, = 9} is equal to
{z € S : B.extends to an automorphism of my(04)"}

(b) Let O be the fized point sub-algebra in O4 under the gauge group {3, : z € H}.
Then my, (O = 7y (UHFy)".

(c) Let ' be a A-invariant state of UHFy algebra and 7, (UHFy)" is a type-1 factor,
then there exists a A-invariant factor state ¢ on O4 extending w’ such that

7Tw( UHFd)” = m((’)d)”
PRrROOF. For a proof, we refer to Proposition 2.2 in [26]. |

PROPOSITION 2.3. Let (Hy, my, Cy) be the GNS representation of a A invariant
state ¥ on Oq and P be the support projection of the normal state ¢, (X) =
(Cp, X (y) in the von-Neumann algebra my(Oq)”. Then the following holds:

(a) P is a sub-harmonic projection for the endomorphism A(X) =", Sp XS} on
7 (Oq)" i.e. A(P) > P satisfying the following:

(i) PS{P=S;P, 1<k<d;

(it) The set {Stf: Pf = f, f € Hy, |I| < oo} is total in Hy;

(iii) An(P) 1 I as n? oo;

(iv) E1§k§d vy = Ix;

where Sy, = my(sk) and vy = PSEP for 1 < k < d are contractive operators on
Hilbert subspace IC, the range of the projection P;

(b) For any I = (i1, %2, ..., 1k), J = (J1,J2, -, J1) with |I],]J| < 0o we have P(srs¥) =
(Cp, v1v5Cy) and the vectors {Srf : f € K, |I| < oo} are total in Hy;

(¢) The von-Neumann algebra M = Pry(Oq)" P, acting on the Hilbert space K
i.e. range of P, is generated by {vi,v; : 1 < k < d}’ and the normal state
d(x) = (Cp, xCyp) s faithful on the von-Neumann algebra M.

(d) The following statements are equivalent:
(i) ¥ is a factor state of Oy;
(i) M is a factor;

PROOF. For a proof we refer to Proposition 2.1 in [26]. ]

Let 1 be a M-invariant state of Oy as in Proposition 2.2 and H = {z € S': ¢ =
3.} be the closed subgroup of St. Let z — U, be the unitary representation of
H in the GNS space (Hy, 7, (y) associated with the state 1 of Oy, defined by

(20) Uomry(2)Cp = 7y (B2 (7)) Gy

so that my(8,(x)) = U,my (2)US for x € O4. We use same notations (8, : z € H)
for its normal extensions as group of automorphisms on my(Og4)”. Furthermore,
(Cp, PB:(I — P)P(y) =0 as ¢ = ¢, for z € H. Since P is the support projection
of ¥ in 7y (Oq)”, we have PB,(I — P)P = 01ie. 5.(P) > P for all z € H. Since
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H is a group, we conclude that 5.(P) = P. So P € my,(UHF4)” by Proposition 2.2
(b).

Since ¢ is a faithful state of M, (4 once identified with (y € K is a cyclic
and separating vector for M and the closure of the closable operator Sy : aly —
a*Cy, a € M, S possesses a polar decomposition S = JAY2 where J is an anti-
unitary and A is a non-negative self-adjoint operator on K. M. Tomita [8] theorem
says that A MA~% = M, t € R and JMJT = M’, where M’ is the commutant
of M. We define the modular automorphism group o = (o3, t € T) on M by

oi(a) = AaAT"
which satisfies the modular relation

olas_, (b)) = d(os ()a)

for any two analytic elements a,b for the group of automorphisms (¢;). A more
useful modular relation used frequently in this paper is given by

(21) b(o_s (@) o_y (%)) = 9(b*a)

which shows that Jaly = o_ i (a*)¢s for an analytic element a for the auto-

i
2

morphism group (o). Anti unitary operator J and the group of automorphism
o = (o4, t € R) are called conjugate operator and modular automorphisms associ-
ated with ¢ respectively.

The state ¢(a) = ((4,x(p) on M being faithful and invariant of 7 : M — M,
we find a unique unital completely positive map 7 : M’ — M’ ([section 8 in [30] )
satisfying the duality relation

(22) (bCy, T(a)ls) = (F(D)Cs, aly)
for all a € M and b € M’. For a proof, we refer to section 8 in the monograph [30]
or section 2 in [24].

Since 7(a) = Y"1 cpeq VeaVS, T € M is an inner map i.e. each v, € M, we have
an explicit formula for 7 as follows: For each 1 < k < d, we set contractive operator

(23) Uy = Jos(vi)J € M

That ¥y, is indeed well defined as an element in M’ given in section 8 in [9]. By the
modular relation (21), we have

(24) > ity = Ic and 7(b) = > Wb}, be M’
k k

Moreover, if I = (iy, .., i2,41) for I = (i1,42,...,4n), we have

171<d>
=Jo:(v;) TG
= JA%viCy
= v;(p
and
(25) p(vrvy) = ¢(0703), |1],|J] < o0

We also set M to be the von-Neumann algebra generated by {7y : 1 < k < d}.
Thus M C M’.
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Following [9] and [24], we consider the amalgamated tensor product H ®x H. of
‘H with H over the joint subspace K. It is the completion of the quotient of the set

CI®CI®K,

where I, I both consisting of all finite sequences with elements in {1,2, .., d}, by the
equivalence relation defined by a semi-inner product defined on the set by requiring
(ol fIJel]®g) = fiv9),
JJI® f,IxI]®g) = (0;f,v,9)
and all inner product that are not of these form are zero. We also define two com-
muting representations (.5;) and (.S;) of O4 on H®x H by the following prescription:
SINJ@J® f)=MJ 1] f),
SANJ@Je f)=MNJIeJ® f),
where \ is the quotient map from the index set to the Hilbert space. Note that
the subspace generated by A() ® I ® K) can be identified with H and earlier Sy
can be identified with the restriction of S7, defined here. Same is valid for S7. The
subspace K is identified here with A() ® 0 ® ). Thus K is a cyclic subspace for the
representation y
§j X 8; — Sj S;
of Oy ® Oy in the amalgamated Hilbert space. Let P be the projection on K. Then

we have

S;P=PS;/P=uv

3

S;P=PS!P=1;

3

for all 1 <37 <d.
We sum up required results in the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 2.4. Let ¢ be an element in K, and (K,vr, 1 < k < d) be the
elements in the support projection of v in wy(Oq)" described in Proposition 2.3 and
(K, 0k, 1 <k <d) be the dual elements and w be the amalgamated representation
of Oqg ® Og4. Then the following holds:

(a) For any 1 <i,j <d and |I],|J| < co and |I|,|J| < oo

(Cy» 518581818757 Cy) = (Cy, SiSrS35; 8155 Cy);

(b) The state ) : & — ((y, xCy) defined on UHF;® UHF, is equal to w on M, where
we have identified

M = M(_o0,0) ® M1,00) = UHF4 ® UHFy;
with respect to an orthonormal basis e = (e;) of C.

If w is an ergodic state of Ml and v is an extremal element in K, then
(¢) T(OM))" = w(UHF,)" and 7(OF)" = n(UHF,)";
(d) The following statements are equivalent:

(i) w is a factor state of Og;
(ii) 1(O4 @ Og)" = B(H @ H)

(iii) MV M = B(K).
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PROOF. For a proof we refer to Proposition 3.1. in [26]. [ |

Let G be a compact group and g — u(g) be a d—dimensional unitary representa-

tion of G. By 74, we denote the product action of G on the infinite tensor product
M induced by u(g),

79(Q) = (.- ®@ u(g) ® u(g) @ u(g)...)Q(... ® u(g)* ®u(g)” @ulg)*...)

for any @@ € M. We recall now that the canonical action of the group Uy(C) of d x d
matrices on Oy is given by

Bug)(si) = Y siulg)}
1<i<d
and thus

Bu)(55) = D ulg)isi

1<i<d
. -k
Note that u(g)le; >< ejlu(g)* = |u(g)e; >< u(g)e;| = Zk’lu(g)éu(g)jkl ><
ex|, where e1, .., eq are the standard basis for C¢. Identifying |e; >< e;| with 887,

we verify that on Mg the gauge action 8, (4) of the Cuntz algebra Og and ~, coincide
ie. 74(Q) = Bu(g)(Q) for all Q € Mg.

PROPOSITION 2.5. Let w be a translation invariant ergodic state on M. Suppose
that w is G—invariant,

w(74(Q)) = w(Q) for all g € G and any Q € M.

Let ¢ be an extremal point in K, and (K, M,vg, 1 < k < d, ) be the elements
associated with (H,S; = 7(s;),(y), described as in Proposition 2.3. Then we have
the following:

(a) There exists a unitary representation g — U(g) in B(H ®x 1) and a represen-
tation g — ((g) € St so that

(26) U(9)S:U(9)" = ((9)Bu(g) (Si), 1<i<d
and

(27) U(9)SiU(9)* = ¢(9)Bug)(Si), 1<i<d
for all g € G.

(b) There exists a unitary representation g — G(g) in B(K) so that 4(g)Mi(g)* =
M for all g € G and ¢(0(g)zt(g)*) = é(x) for all x € M. Furthermore, the
operator V* = (vi,.,v5)" : K — C? ® K is an isometry which intertwines the
representation of G,

(28) (C(g)ilg) @ ulg)V* = V*ilg)
for all g € G, where g — ((g) is the representation of G in U(1).

(c) Tu(9)T = i(g) and Aa(g)A~" = a(g) for all g € G and t € R.
(d) u.i(g) = 4(g)u, for allg € G and z € H.

(e) If G is simply connected then ((g) = 1 for all g € G and ¢ = B,y and
Yo = YoPug) for all g € G.
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PROOF. Proof is given in Proposition 2.7 in [26], where we used factor property
of ¢ but same holds good if w is an ergodic state of M once we use Proposition 2.1
(a) instead of factor property of w. [ ]

For a given u € Uy(C), we also extend the map 7, : M — M defined in (10) to
an anti-linear automorphism on Oy ® Oy, defined by

(29) ju(§]/§§/ (24 S[S?}) = ﬂg(§[§J ® S[/S})

for all |I],]J|, |I’|,|J'| < co and then extend anti-linearly for an arbitrary element
of 04 ® Og4. So we have

(30) Ju=Bad,, = T, Bu

d

So these maps are defined after fixing the orthonormal basis e = (e;), which have
identified UHF ® UHF; with M ® Mz = M as in Proposition 2.4 (b), where the
monomial given (17) is identified with the matrix given in (18).

We make few simple observations in the following for u, w € Ug(C):
TuTw
= Pad,, T, Buw
(31) = Baw,

and

JwBu

= 7, BubBu

= 7, Bun
(32) = Jwu
Also

BuTw

= Bud,, Bu

= jld BaBuw

= J,, B
(33) = Jaw

i.e. Jp commutes with 3, if wuw* = .

By combining relations (32)-(33), we have the following identities
JwPBu

= Jaw (provided wuw* = @)

Let G be the simply connected Lie group SU3(C) and g — u(g) be a d—dimensional
unitary irreducible representation of G. Then there exists a r € Uz(C) such that

(35) ru(g)r” = u(g)
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for all g € G. The element r € Uy(C) is determined uniquely modulo a phase factor
in S'. In particular any element

(36) r, =zrg, 2 € 5!

satisfies (35), where we have fixed a rg satisfying (35) with additional condition
(37) ro =1

In our notions r1 = r¢. In such a case, r_; = —rq is the only other choice that

satisfies (35) and (37) instead of r.

With such a choice for rg, for all g € SU3(C) we have

rou(g)ro = u(g)

Taking conjugation on both sides, we have 7ou(g)ro = u(g) i.e.

7o u(g)ro” = u(g)
Since 72 = I, we arrive at B
rou(g)ro = u(g)
for all ¢ € G. So by the irreducible property of the representation g — u(g), we
conclude that 7o = prg, where p? = 1 since r3 = 792 = 1 i.e. p is either 1 or —1.

Taking determinants of matrices on both sides of 7orq = uly, we get u® =
det(ro)det(7o) = |det(ro)|> = 1. This shows that g = 1 if d is an odd integer. For
even values of d, we make a direct calculation to show u = —1 as follows:

For d = 2, let 0,0, and o, be the Pauli matrices in M2(C) i.e. the standard (
irreducible ) representation of Lie algebra sus(C) in C2:

(1, 0
UZ*O,—l'

A direct commutation shows that rg is given by

0, i
R 0

The self-adjoint matrix oy is also a unitary i.e. 05 =I5 and

OyOz0y = —0p
and

Oy0,0y = —0,
Since 0, = 0, and 0, = d,, o, inter-twins €= and e’ with their conjugate
matrices e~ "7+ and e "= respectively for all ¢ € R. In contrast, since o, = —o,,
we also get o, inter-twins e"7v with e=*“v for all ¢t € R. So we set ro = o, ( other
choice we can make for r¢ is —o,) and verify directly that 7y = —r¢ i.e. p = —1if
d=2.

We write i, = €07 € SU,(C), where to = 5 and verify that

u(e 7 u(g)u(e""07)
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= ulio, yu(g)ulio,)"
= u((io, (i, )")
= u(g)
Since suz(C) is a real Lie algebra that has unique Lie algebra extension to a complex
Lie algebra sly(C), i.e. Lie algebra over the field of complex numbers, we also have

u(g) = u(g)
for all g € SU,(C) ( Lie-derivatives of the representations in both sides are equal
as element in sl3(C)). So we have

(38) u(e™ yu(g)u(e™ ") = u(g)
If 7, is the associated Lie-representation of sug(C), we have

itomy(oy)

itoa'y> —e

u(e
for even integer values of d, whereas
itgcry) _ e?itgwu(cry)

u(e
for odd integer values of d. Thus for an arbitrary even values of d, the unitary
matrix rg = e®0™«(70)) satisfies (35) and (37). In contrast, for an arbitrary odd
values of d, the unitary matrix ro = e*2%07™u(?y) gatisfies (35) and (37). In short,
u=1if d is an odd integer and —1 if d is an even integer.

We write u = ¢? and set ry € Ug(C), such that
Cro = u(e™%) € Uy(C),

where ¢? =y and so p is 1 for odd values of d otherwise —1. In the last section, we
will recall standard explicit description of rg and g — u(g) that satisfies (35) and
(37). Note also that ro = (ro is a matrix with real entries irrespective of values
taken for d.

Now we go back to our main text. So we have
(39) J7(2) = Brr. (2) = Bur, ()

for all € Oy ® O4, where u =1 or —1 depending on d odd or even. In any case,
by (34) and (35), we also have

(40) jrzﬁu(g) = ﬁu(g)sz
for all g € SUL(C).

Let w be a translation invariant factor state of M and ¢ be an extremal element
in K,. We define a state ¢y : Og ® Oy — C by extending both ¥ : Oy — C and
1 : Oq — C by

(41) ’lbo(gpgj}/ (9 S]Sj}) =< Cw,’f}]/’[)j/’l}?’ujcd, >

for all |I’|,|J’],|I| and |J| < co. Proposition 2.4 says that (H ®x H,,(y) is the
GNS representation (Hy,, Ty s Gpo) of (Oa @ O4, 10).

PROPOSITION 2.6. Let w be a translation and SUx(C) invariant ergodic state of
M. Then the following statement holds for any extremal elememt ¢ € K,:

(a) YPBug) =¥ on Og;

(b) ’l/)Oﬂu(g) ® ﬂu(g) = 1/}0 on @d ® Oy fOT all g€ SU2(C);
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(¢) Y0Br. ® Bro = o on Oq ® Oq, where r¢ = (1 € u(SU(C));

(d) 0Bro ® Bry = o on UHF; @ UHF,.

PRrOOF. For (a),(b) and (c) we refer to Proposition 3.1 in [26], where we used
factor property of ¢ but same holds good for ergodic state as well once we use
Proposition 2.1 (a). The last statement is a simple consequence of (c) since .. =

B, on UHF, and UHFy as r¢ = (ro, where (2 = 1 is either 1 or —1. [ |
3. Real, lattice symmetric, SU>(C) and translation invariant ergodic states

We quickly recall from [25] the folloing definitions. Given a A-invariant state of Og,
we define its lattice symmetric state ¥ : Oy — C by

b(s18) = P(spsy)
for all |I],|J| < oo and extend linearly. Also we set state 1 : Oy — C defined by

U(srsy) =v(sssi)
for all |I|,|J] < oo and extend linearly.
PROPOSITION 3.1. Let w be a real, lattice symmetric translation invariant state
of M and extremal in the convex set of translation invariant states of M. Then
there exists an extremal element i in K, so that the associated amalgamated rep-

resentation Ty, : Oy ® Oq — B(H ®x H) determines an anti-automorphism Tre
that takes Ty, (51/87:518%) to Yy, (Br (318%51:8%,)) extending anti-linearly such that

where J¢ s an anti-unitary operator on H R H that takes
(51875187 )Cp = Be(m(s1s7:5157))Cw

for all |I],1J|,|I'|,|J'| < oo and then extending anti-linearly on their linear span.
Furthermore, we have

Yo(Tr (X)) = tho(X7)
for all X € my, (Oq @ Og)".

Furthermore, if w is also pure then the Popescu elements (KK, M, v, 1 < k < d, )
of ¥ as given in Proposition 2.4 satisfies the following:

(a) There exists a unique unitary operator v on K such that v¢y = (y and

(43) ’y(z C]/J/7[7.]’l~)]/1~)}/’l)]’0?}))"y* = ZCI/J/JJJ’Z)]’[N)J’U[/’U;/j

for all I'|, ||, || and |J| < oo, where 7y is also self adjoint, commuting with modular
elements A%,j.

(b) yu, = uzy for all z € H.
(c¢) The anti-unitary map Jv : K — K extends to anti-unitary map J, on HQx H
so that jf =1 and

ﬂ-(jld (:C)) = j’ﬂr(x)j'y
for all x € @d ® Oq4.
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Let w, v be as in Proposition 3.1 and w be also SU2(C) invariant. By Proposition
2.6, we have 13, (g) = %o for all g € SU>(C) on Oyg ® Oq. Since r¢ = u(ioy,), there
exists a unitary operator 7¢ : H @x H — H @ H such that F¢Cy = Gy and

Ady (m(x)) = 7(Br (x))
for all z € Og ® Oy.

We recall for each z € H,
Ady, (w(z)) = m(B:(x))
for all z € Oy ® O.
We consider the anti-automorphism j%( on B(H ®x H), defined by

ng (X) = jfoszjv
and verify the following

T (w(Br3ys187))
= Iy (Br (51:555187))) Ty
= Br (Jym(518y5155)T7)
= B (n(T,, (51/55:5157)))
= 7(Tr. (3151 5157))
PROPOSITION 3.2. Let w,1) be as in Proposition 3.1 and w be also SU(C) in-

variant. Then the anti-automorphism J,. on @d ® Oq induces a well defined anti-
automorphism map jTC on m(Oq ® Og)" by

(44) Jre(w(@)) = 7(Tr ()
for all x € 04 ® Oy and

Gre = .
i.e.
(45) Tre(X) = Toic X Ty
for all X € m(Oq @ Og)".

Furthermore, if w is also pure then jrg (P) = P and the corner anti-automorphism,

defined by
Jrc(a) = PJ..(PaP)P
for all a € B(K) satisfies the following:

(46) jTC (a) = jwﬁgaﬁv”‘j

for all a € B(K). Furthermore, we have the following consequences:
(a1) G2 = B

(a2) B (S1S581S5)Tyrc = TocS185S1 S, for all |I'|,|J'|, 1] and J| < oc.
(a8) AdU(g)jrC = jTCAdU(g)for all g € SU(C);

(b1) ACZ%TC = Be21,, where .. =y commutes with modular elements J and A%;

(02) Br (010500 v5) T Vre = TVr 010500 0%, for all [I'], ||, |I] and J| < oo;
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(b3) vy commutes the representation {u(g) : g € SU2(C)};

There exists a unique unitary operator I'c. and an anti-unitary operator ex-

tending J on H ok H extending unitary v, : K — K and anti-unitary operator
J : K = K respectively such that

(c1) Ad%Tg = fe2; Adpr< acts on 7(0g)" and 7(UHF,)" ( w(O4)" and (x(UHF ;)"

) respectively;
(c2) Br.(S1S5S1S%) Ty, = Ty S185S1: 8%, for all |I'],|J'|, |I] and J| < oo;

(c3) T'r. and J commutes the representation {U(g) : g € SU(CT)};

PROPOSITION 3.3. Let w and ¢ be as in Proposition 3.2 and w is also reflection
positive with twist ro. Then we have Ad%C (a) = a for all a € My, where My =

{aeM:B.(a) =aVz € H} = Pry(UHF;)"P.

PROOF. We recall that r¢ = (ry and thus Theorem 3.5 (d) in [25] gives a proof
as Ad'yrc = Ad,, on My, where Ad,, is defined in Theorem 3.5 in
[23] using invariance property ¥, ® Br, = o on M which is identified as before
with UHF; ® UHF,. Alternatively, we can use the same argument directly with

Ad,, using our hypothesis that w is reflection positive with the twist 7o to conclude
Ad,. on 7(UHFq)" is I. [ |

In general ergodic states of (M, #) need not be factor states of M [9] though
ergodic states of (Og, \) are factor states of O4. One of the central question that
arises while dealing with ground states of H, whether additional symmetries of H
make extremal decomposition of its ground state w in the convex set of translation
and SU(C) invariant states to be a factor decomposition.

PROPOSITION 3.4. Let w be an extreme point in the convex set of translation
and G-invariant states of M and K, ¢ be the non-empty compact convex set of A
and G-invariant states ¥ so that | UHF4 = w|Mp as in Proposition 2.1. Then the
following statements are true:

(a) The set K, ¢ is a face in the convex set of translation and G invariant states

Of Od;

(b) For an extremal element ¢ € K, ¢, let ¢ = f@ YlLdu(a) be an ergodic decompo-
sition in the convex set of A-invariant states of Og4 and VY, = fG Ui Bu(g)dg, where
dg is the normalised Haar measure on G. Then p-almost every where, 1 = ).

(c) For two elements g1 and ga, either Y., By, and . By, are same or orthogonal
and
© !/
my () =/ Ty, Bu(g) ()dg
G/Ga
for allz € O4, where Go = {g € G : Y[, Buig) = ¥y} and dg' is the induced measure
on the cosets of Go. Moreover, L (G/Gq,dg") @ I C my(Oq)”.

(d) If 1 and o are two extreme points in K, g then 1o = 113, for some z € S1;
The closed set H = {z € S' : B, = 1} is independent of the extreme point
Y € K, ¢ we choose;
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(e) For an extremal element ¢ € K, &, we have my(OF)" = 7y, (UHF,)";

PROOF. For any two G and A-invariant states ¢ and ¢’ and A € (0,1), if the
state ¥ = A1+ (1—A)th is in K, ¢ then its restriction to UHF,; being an extremal
element in the convex set of G and A invariant states, ¢¥»; = 12 = w on UHF,. So
11 and ¢ are elements in K, ¢. This proves (a).

The statement (b) follows as ¢, € K, a,

/ Bodita

:/w;ﬁu(g)dg:u/(a)
:/1/1&du(04)ﬂu(g)d9

= / VBu(g)dg
=y

and © is an extremal element in K, g.

For (c), we use Theorem 4.3.19 in [7] since 9’8, commutes with A and centrally
ergodic, being an extremal element in the convex set of A-invariant states. For the
last statement L>°(G/Gq,dg’) ® I C my(Oq)"”, ¥’ being an extremal element in the
A invariant states of Og4, we have

=Y @)

0<k<n—1

1
=— > 7w (N Buig) (@) = Yh(Buggn (@)
0<k<n—1
So g = Vi (Bugr)()) is in my(Oq)"”. Since the collection of functions seperates
points in G/Ga, we conclude that L>®(G/Gq,dg’) @ Ins C my(Oq)”. This shows
that ergodic decomposition is a central decomposition.

For (d), we use ergodic decomposition given in (c) for ¢ and 15 in the convex
set of A-invariant states and use Lemma 7.4 in [9] to conclude ¢} (o) = ¥4 («) 3, for
some z € S'. Since 3. commutes with {8,y : g € SU2(C)}, we get 1 = /3, as
well by (b).

Now proof for (e), follows along the same line of Lemma 6.8 in [9], once we use
ergodic decomposition given in (b) and (c) since ¢, commutes with {8, : g €
SU(C)}.

|

In Proposition 3.4, we have used the commuting property of {3, : z € S'} with
the group action SU(C) and A on O4. Our next proposition, in contrast having
two additional Zy actions on Oy namely b — 1/; and v of which one of them v — v
does not commute with {3, : z € S'} action on O,4. Nevertheless, next proposition
exploits commuting property of the action ¢ — z/;ﬁrc with {B,(g) : 9 € SU2(C)} on
Oq.
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PROPOSITION 3.5. Let w be an extremal element in the convex set of real, lattice
reflection symmetric, translation and SUs(C)-invariant states of M. Let K, a,
be the non-empty convex set of A and SUs(C) invariant states of Oq satisfying
Y =1 = 4. Let ¢ be an extremal element in K, g, and i = J ldu(e) be
an ergodic decomposition of 1 in the conver set of A-invariant states of Oq with

Y = =1p. Then there exists anti-automorphism J.. on my, (04 Oq)" that takes
o (81/87:8157) = Tyo (Bre (518751 57:))
by extending anti-linearly in their linear span. Moreover, the following statements

are true:

a) There exists an anti-automorphism J on 04 ® 0g)" satis ying
TC wa

@

‘.77‘4 :/ jroéﬁu(g’)dgl
G/Ga

if and only if U, oBe21, = Yo on Oa. In such a case, Yy, (Jr (x*) = 9y, o(x) for

all z € Og ® Oy.

(b) There exists an anti-automorphism J on Ww&(UHFd ® UHF,)" satisfying

@
o= [ T2Buis
G/Ga

and P, (T (x%)) = ¥y (x) for all x € UHF}.

(c) If ¥ Be21, = vy, on Oq then ¥, By = Yy on Og for all g € SUs(C); In
such a case ¥ = !, p-almost everywhere, is an ergodic state in the convex set of
\-invariant states of Oy satisfying ¥ = = 1/;

(d) The state w is as well an extremal element in the convex set of real, lattice
reflection symmetric and translation invariant states of M.

PROOF. It is rouite to check that similar statements of Proposition 3.4 (a),(b)
and (c) are valid for any extremal element ¢ € K, ¢, as well. That we can choose
an extremal element ¥ € K, ¢, with ¢ = 13, follows trivially as r¢ € u(SU>(C))
and v is SU2(C) invariant. Thus along the same line of the proof of Proposition
4.2 in [25], we ensure an anti-automorphism 7, satisfying (42).

In particular, anti-automorphism 7, also preserves the centre Z,,, of my, (@d ®
04)". By the last Proposition 3.4 (c), Zy, is isomorphic to L>®(SU(C)/Gq,dg")
and so by the uniqueness of factor decomposition of ¢y, with some he € SU3(C)/Gq
we have

Va0 (Tre (7)) = Yo,0(Bu(ne) ()
for all z € Oy ® Oy as

| 0 Bu @iy
G/Ga

- / U But (Tne ()
G/Ga

= (T (27))
= ()
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We recall that j,?( = Bur,, where pp = 1 for odd values of d and —1 for even
values of d and compute the following easy steps:

Zb;,oﬂufd (z)
= 1/);,0‘77«4;77@ (x)
=V 0Bu(he) Tre (x7)
for all z € Oq ® O4. However J,. commutes with {8, : g € SU2(C)} and so
w;,oﬁﬂld (z)
= Vo 0Trc (Bune)(z7))
= Qﬂ;,oﬁu(hg)(x)

So we have
Vi 0Bu(he) Tre (27)
= P 0T Buhe) (@)
= 1/1&,0&(11%)(5”)
= wla,oﬁuld (z)

We may reset 1, as 9, Byn.) and verify that vy, J (¥*) = ¥, o(z) for = €
Oaq ® Oy if and only if 9, oBur, = V5,0 on Oq ® Oy for some 1y,  in the factor
decomposition of 1. Same is true with 1, (8,4 for all g € SU>(C) as B,r also
commutes with {B,(y) : g € SU2(C)} on Oy @ Og.

In particular,
Wa,0Tr (€") = wa,0(x)

for all z € UHF,; ® UHF, and thus the direct integral representation in (b) holds
on M for all integers d > 2.

For any = € Oq ® Oy, we have Va,0(J%(2")) = va,0(z) provided vy, oBur, (z) =
&,0(50)-
We claim that ©4,0(J7,(2%)) = Ya,0(x) and Ya,0(Br () = a,0(z) for all z €

04 ® O4. We may write Tre = J1, © Br to verify first that 4,08, () = Ya,0(7)
for all z € Oy.

For z € Og4, Jr (J1,(x)x) = Br (J1,(x)x) since J7, = I. In particular, we have
Va0Br (T4 (2)2)) = Pa(T1, (2)2)

for x € O4. Now we use polarization identity
Ty = > i*J1,(x +i*y)( + i*y)
0<k<3

to deduce

waﬁrg (‘-71.1 (x)y)) = a (jfd ('T)y)
for all z,y € O4. This shows that
wa,Oﬁrg = wa,O
on @d ® O4 whenever
VobBer, = Uy

on Od.



22 ANILESH MOHARI

In particular, it also shows that 1, o8, = ¥, o on UHF; ® UHF,;. By our
construction, ¢, is an extremal element in K, , where the state wy, is a A-invariant
ergodic state of Mp = UHF ;. By Proposition 4.2 in [23], ¢, ; is in fact a pure state

of @d ® Og4.

Since ¥, oBu(g)Tre (%) = U, 0(Bu(g)(x)) for all g € SU,(C), we as well have
/ — 2 ; / —
« g - T u a -
Yoy 0Bu(g)Bre = Vo 0Bu(g) for all g € SU>(C) on Oq ® Oq4 provided ., (Bur, (x))
Yl (x) for x € Oy. In other words, we have
w;ﬁu(g)ﬁTgﬁu(g)* = w&
on UHF, for all g € SU;(C).

We recall that ro = u(h), where h € SU,(C) is given explicitely in section 2,
where h = €™ for odd values of d and h = e2%v. The normal subgroup generated
by {ghg~': g € SU5(C)} is not a subgroup of {—1I,I} since h ¢ {—1I,I}. Thus the
normal subgroup is equal to SU2(C) i.e. vy, ofu(g) = ¥4 o on UHF, for g € SU(C).
This completes the proof for (c).

The last statement (d) is simple consequence of (c).
|

In Proposition 3.5, if ¢;, were an extremal element in K, , then by Proposition
2.6 we could have v, 3,y = ¥, on Oq for all g € SU>(C). Thus in particular, we
could have concluded that ¥ 5,7, = ¥, f( = ¢!,. The following proposition says
much more.

PROPOSITION 3.6. Let w and v be states as in Proposition 3.5. Then w is an
extremal element in the conver set of real, lattice reflection symmetric and transla-
tion invariant state of M. Moreover, the statements following hold for odd integer
values for d:

(a) If w is an ergodic state in the convex set of translation invaraint states of M
then w is a factor state of M.

(b) If w is reflection positive with twist ro on M then w is a factor state of M.

PROOF. We only need to prove statements (a) and (b) in light of Proposition
3.5 (d).

We fix a unitary element w in the centre Zy, of m,, (UHF; @ UHF,)”. So
wAd, = w on M and so there exists z,, € S! so that ¥Ad, = ¥3,, on O4. We

compute the following equalities for z € Og ® Og:
YoAdy Ty Ady (™)
= Y08z, Jrc Adw (")
= Yo Jr Bz, Adw (7))
= Yo Adyp:, (7))
= 0B, Bz, (v)
= ¢o(x)
= Yo Tr (")
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Since 1y is a pure state of Oy @ Oy by Proposition 4.3 in [25] ( we need only
extremal property of w to show {x € B(K) : 7(z) = 7(x) = a} is CI ), we get

wIcwly = TcCyp = Cy

where we have used notation for anti-unitary operator J: on H ®x H for which
Tre(X) = T XTE with JcCy = (p Le. Jo = J,7%, notation used in Proposition
3.2.

We compute further that
JewJcCy = w'(y
Since JewJ[ € Zy, we conclude that
jrg (’LU)FQ = ’LU*FO
where Fy = [r,(UHF4 ® UHF4)"(y]. Since the above relation holds for all unitary
elements w in the centre Zy,, by Stone’s spectral theorem, we have
jTg(E)FO = EFO
for all projection £ € Zy,.

As A takes Zy to itself, we get
Tr (M(E))Fo = A(E) Fy
Since J,. (A(w)) = i&(jTC (w)), we arrive at A(E)Fy = A(E)F,. The action X —

SFXS; also takes elements in Z, to itself and so we may take unitary element
SPES; in place of E for

A(SFES;)Fy = A(S;ES;)Fy = EF,
The map X — /~\(st51) is the left shift on UHF,;® UHF, and so we conlcude that
0~ (E)Fy = EF,
Since the relation holds for all projection in the centre Z,,, we also have
0(E)Fy = EFy
for all projection E € Zy,.

However 0(Fy) = Fp and thus
O(E") =FE',
where E' = EFy is a projection in the centre of m,(M)”. The state w being an
ergodic state pf M, we conclude E’ is either 0 or Fy. Since there is an isomorphism

between the centre of 7, (M)” with Z,,Fy, we conclude that w is a factor state of
M. This completes the proof of (a).

We will modify our proof for (a) in order to prove (b). Suppose w is not itself
an extremal element in the convex set of translation invariant states. Since w is an
extremal element in the convex set of real, lattice reflection symmetric and trans-
lation invariant state, extremal decomposition of w in the convex set of translation
invariant states of M is given by

w=w'®uw Bre
where w! is a translation invariant ergodic state of M. We may write 19 = ¥} @
0} Br. for some extremal element Pl e Ko q,

For any projection E’ in the centre of m,,(M)"” we have

I (E' Ty (E") = E'J, (E')
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since ‘7?“24 = I and J,, keeps m,(M)" invariant. By the purity property of the state

Yg on Og ® Oy, as in the proof for (a), we arrive at

0(E' T (E") = E'"Tp (E')

Now by extremal property of w in the convex set of real, lattice reflection sym-
metric and translation invariant states, we get

W(XE' T (E) = (X)p(E"Tr (E))
for all X € 7y (UHF, ® UHF))” and so Y(E'" T (E")) is equal to 0 or 1.

The state w being reflection positive with twist ro on M and SU3(C), we have
w(Tr (X)X) >0

for all X € my(UHFq)”. We consider now the map (X,Y) — w(J; (X)Y) that is
linear in right side and conjugate linear in the left side variables on 7y (Oq)”. This
bilinear map is skew-symmetric if and only if d is an odd integer, here we recall
that ¢ = 1 or —1 in accordence the values for d are odd or even. So for odd integer
d, the map

(Xv Y) — ’l/)(j’l“g (XE>EY) = ’l/)(j’l“g (E)E)¢(jr< (X>Y)
is a pre-inner product
(XCy, YCp))p = w(Tr (EX)EY)
on the vector space [my, (UHF 4)"(y].

However we computed above that w(J (X)J,.(E)EX) = 0 by the first part if
(T (E)E) = 0. In such case, we have EX(y = 0 ie. EFy = 0. Similarly, if
V(BT (F)) =1, then (E) = 1 = (I, (F)) and so by replacing the role of £ by
I — E, we arrive at EFy = Fy. Thus E’ is either I or Fy. So w is a factor state of
M, contradicting our starting assumption that w is itself not an extremal element
in the convex set of translation invariant states. This completes the proof for (b).
|

In the following theorem, we sum up our main result.

THEOREM 3.7. Let w be a translation and SUs(C)-invariant, real, lattice sym-
metric state of M and w = fEB wadp(a) be an ergodic decomposition in the convex
set of real, lattice symmetric and translation invariant states of M. Then u-almost
everywhere wy are also SU3(C) invariant. Moreover, if d is an odd integer and w

is reflection positive with twist ro, then p-almost everywhere w,, are factor states of
M.

In general the statement in Theorem 3.7 is false for even values of d and counter
examples are included in section 5.

PROOF. Let K, ¢, be the non empty collection of A and SUs(C)-invariant states
of Oy such that ¢ = ¢ = ) with Y|UHF; = w|Mpg. We choose an extreme point
¢ € K, ¢, and write its extremal decomposition ¢ = [/, du(a) in the convex
set of A-invariant real and lattice symmetric states of Og4, which need not be a
factor state decomposition of Q4. We set w!, = ¢,|[UHF; and w, be its inductive
limit translation invariant state of M. So by our construction w = [wedp(a) is
an extremal decomposition in the convex set of real, lattice symmetric translation



SU2(C) SYMMETRY IN QUANTUM SPIN CHAIN GROUND STATES AND HALDANE’S CONJECTURB

invariant states of M. Now, we can repeat the argument used in Proposition 3.5
(a)-(c) to show

wa(ﬁu(g) (‘T)) = woz(x)
for all z € M for d > 2.

However,
Yo (ﬂu(g) (7)) = Yalx)

for all x € Oy if d is an odd integer for which we have p = ¢? = 1 and also Tre
admits direct integral representation given in Proposition 3.5 (a). Thus we verify
reflection positive property of w, with the twist rg from the same property of w,
where we have used Proposition 3.5 (b) and SUs;(C)-invariance property of ¢7,.
Now factor property of 1, follows from Proposition 3.6.

|

Unlike the situation K, g, another extremal element in K, ¢, need not be of
the form ¢ 3, for some z € S 1. Main obstruction comes from the fact that the Z
symmetric action 1 — ¥ on A-invariant states of Oy takes 93, — ¥8z on K, ¢,.

4. Integer spin s and half-odd integer spin s (2s + 1 = d):

PROPOSITION 4.1. Let w be a translation invariant real lattice symmetric pure
state of M with a twist ro as Proposition 3.2 and 7., be the self adjoint unitary
operator described in Proposition 3.2. If w is also reflection positive with the twist
ro then

(47) (AT30 o Bro (0)Co) = (AZVECy, Bro (07)Co)
(48) (A2 (V] )Crs Bro (05 (V1)) Cs) = (05 (05) s AF Bry (00 (0))Cy ) Vs, t € R

(49) (A7) Cp Bro (02))Co) = ((032)* Cory AZ By (107) )Gy )01, 82 > O

and

(50) (G 0 50y — 19 (Bro (052))) ) = (Gurs 032 Ty 1y (Bro (07)))Cop)
forall1<i,5<d, teR ands=1, where

zgfi/e:cp
V2T Jr

for & > 0 and z — o,(x) is the analytic extension of t — o¢(x) for an analytic
element © € M to C.

2
52

=

o(x)dt

PROOF. We recall, z(y, is an element in the domain of Az for x € M and YCy is
an element in the domain of A~z for y € M’ [6]. We also recall that v Gy =0 Cy
and thus both sides of equalities in (47)-(49) are well defined. We need to establish
those equalities.

The element o (v;)J Br (05(95))T € Mo, i.e. (B, : 2 € H) invariant element in
M as B.(vi) = zv; and B.(T B (05)T) = 2J Br. (9;)T , where we used commuting
property of (8.; z € H) with the modular group (o) on M and commuting property
of (u, : z € H) with J as 8, = Ad,,, and B.(?;) = 29, for z € H.

By our hypothesis that w is reflection positive with twist o, any element in My
is Adm invariant by Theorem 3.5 (d) in [25]. So we have the following equality for
any 1 <i,5 <d:

01 (00)T B (04 (T)) T
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= Ad,,_ (03(v1)) Ads, (T Bre (0:(37))7)
= TBr (01(5:)) T o5 v;)

where we used again modular group commutes with any automorphism that pre-
serves the faithful normal state ¢ on M. Since r¢ = (ro, we get

(51) 01(0:)T Bro (05 (07))T = T Bry (04(0:)) T 75 (v;)
for all s,t € R.

Now we use z*(y = Sz(y = jA%,TCw for € M and y*¢y = jA_%wa for
y € M’ to verify (47) as we can compute the following equalities at ease:

(A5 Cy, Bry (7))
= (0} Gy, AT By (03)Cp)
= (V] Cupy AT By (7))
= (W Cy, TT AT By (7))

= (Cyp» v: T Bro (05) T Cy)
( now by (51) )
= (Cp», T Bry (0:) T v Cyp)

= (T B (07) T Gy v Gyp)
= <«76rb (U;)Cwa UjC¢>
= <jvjc1b7ﬂ7“o(v:)§¢>

(we used conjugate linear property of )
= (TT ARGy Bry (07)Co)

= (A205Cy, Bry (V) AT2(y)
We can verify (48) along the same line. The equality (49) is a simple consequence

of (48). For (50), we recall that % is an analytic element for the modular group
(04) for any z € M or M’ and 6 > 0. [

THEOREM 4.2. Let g — vi(g) be an irreducible representation of SUx(C) and
the state w in Proposition 4.1 be also SU2(C) invariant. Then the following holds:
(a) d is an odd integer;

(b)) A =1 and M = My is a finite type-I factor and ¢ is the normalised trace on
M;

(c) H is the trivial subgroup of S* and Ad%C =1I;

(d) /U;'k = ﬁT( (Ui);

(e) There exists an irreducible representation g — 4(g) € M such that

(52) a(g)vii(g)” = Bucg) (vi)

and representation g — U(g) is an odd integer or even integer representation of

SU(C).
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ProOF. By Clebsch-Gordan theory valid for irreducible representation g — u(g)

of the group SU,(C), the representation ¢ — u(g)®u(g) in C?*®@C? admits a unique
invaiant subspace. The state w being SUs(C)-invariant, the vectors ((y, S;S;Cy)

and (Cy, 5;57Cy) are g — u(g) ® u(g) invariant by Proposition 2.5 (a) and thus
oy 0
(Cyr SiSjCy) = i

The state w being SU(C)-invariant, the vector (Cy, v;A*v;(y) is also g — u(g)®

u(g) invariant for any real s since A commutes with u(g) for all g € SU3(C) by
Proposition 2.5 (c).

For the time being, we fix § > 0 and simplify notation v¢ for v; and compute
that

(53) (Cp» viAY 0} Cy) = ey

for some positive constant ¢, independent of 1, j.

Now we use (53) in the equality (50) for y = 1 to conclude that

(r0)? (CpviviCy) = (o) (Cpvi AvICy)

forall 1 <14,5 < d. Since 7“3 =1, i.e. 7o = r§ and each row or column vector is non
zero, we conclude that

(54) (Cpviv} Cy) = (Cpu AviCy)

for some ¢,j and hence for all 1 < 4,5 < d by (53). Similarly, we also use (53) in
the equality (50) for y = —1 to conclude that

(55) (Cpoid™ 07 Cp) = (Cypsv7Cy)

for some 7, j and hence for all 1 < 4,5 < d by (53).

So we have by (54) and (55)
A2 0] — A72 )¢y

1 % -1 & *
= [|A20]Cy[* + [|AT 20/ Cy[* — 2l[v] Gyl
=0

By separating property for ¢, for M, we get
AviA™ = of

3

i.e. A commutes with each v}. A being self-adjoint, A also commutes with each
v; i.e. A commutes with each v? for any § > 0 once we remove simplified notation.
Thus A commutes with each v; and so A € M’. Since JAJ = A~!, we also
conclude A € M. The von Neumann algbera M being a factor and Aly = (y, we
conclude A = I.

We claim that M is a finite type-I factor rather than a type-II; finite factor.
Suppose not. Then My is also a type-II; finite factor. The von-Neumann factor
My being the corner of m,(UHF;)” by P € my(UHFg)”, 7, (UHF4)"” is also a
type-II von-Neumann factor.

We consider the GNS space (Huwjs Twp,Cwyp) associated with (Mp,wgr). So
Twr(Mpg)” is a type-II factor and (,, is cyclic for m,,(Mg)” in H,,. We will
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rule out the following two possible cases: As in (17), we identify My with UHF,
with respect to a orthonormal basis (e;) for C%.

(i) 7w, (UHF )" is a type-II; factor.

In such a case m,,(UHF;)” admits a unique tracial state say wg [I1]. Since
woA is also a tracial state on 7, (UHF )", we get by unisqueness of tracial state,
wo = wol. But wA = w on m,,(UHFy)” and w is a factor state, in particular, an
ergodic state i.e. unique invariant state of right translation dynamics (UHF4,8).
Thus w = wg on UHF,. So w is the unique trace on M, contradicting our hypothesis
that w is pure.

(ii) 7wy (UHF4)” is a type-II factor.

In this case, P is a finite projection in . (UHF;)” and Mo = Pn,,,(UHF )" P
is type-II; factor and m,,(UHF4)” is isomorphic to Mg ® B(H), where M is type-
II; factor acting on K and H is an infinite dimensional Hilbert space [11]. Note
that My is also a type-II; factor and ., (UHFy)’ is isomorphic to Mj,.

More generally, we claim that the commutant of A” (7, (UHF))” is also a type-
IT; factor isomorphic to My ® {S1S% : [I| = |J| = n}”. That the type-II; factor
A" (1, (UHF))" contains Mg ® {S;S7 : |I| = |J|}" is obvious. The factor being
a hyperfinite type-II; factor, we may write m,, (A" (UHFy))" = Ny ® {S1S% : |I| =
|J| = n}" for some type-IT; factor Ny and M{, C Np. For the reverse inclusion, if
X € N then X € m,,,,(UHF,;)" and so X € Mj,.

So M ® 7, (UHF )" admits a tracial state and it is a type-II; factor. However,
Cuntz relation (16) gives

() A" (7wr (UHF )" € 70, (UHF )" (1) o (UHE )/

n>1

So by the factor property of wg, we also have M{, ® m,(UHF;)” is the algebra of
all bounded operators on H,,,. This brings a contradiction.

That, d can not be an even integer, is given in [22] since wr(UHF4)” is a type-I
factor. It also follows by a more general result [26], where we could drop additional
assumption that w is reflection positive with the twist 7o but here (a) is valid for
reflection positive with twist case.

Thus d is an odd integer and wg is a type-I factor state of UHF; with its corner
Pr,(UHF,)"” P equal to a finite type-I factor M and by Proposition 2.2 (e) in [26]
we have

my(0a)” = my(UHF )"
Since f3,(S;) = 28, for any z € H but 5,(X) = X for all X € =y, (UHFy)" =
75 (Oq)”. So we have S; = 25; each 1 < i < d and z € H. This shows z = 1 as
S5S; =1 for each 1 <¢<d. Thus H = {1}.

This also shows that My = M since My = Pmy(UHF;)” P and M = Py, (O4)" P.
Thus Ad,, =TI on M as well and so

since A =1 and so 0] = Jv;J for 1 <i<d
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We are left to prove the last statement (e). The factor M being type-I and
SUs(C) being simply connected, first part follows by a standard result in represen-
tation theory [20].

We will prove now that the group action oy : @ — 4(g)zt(g)* on M is ergodic i.e.
there exists no no-trivial invariant element for the group action. Let (p; : 1 <4 < m)
be a maximal set of orthogonal minimal projections in Mg = {x € M : a4(z) =
x, Yg € SU3(C)} i.e. elements in M that are invariant for the group action
(g : g € SU2(C)) and w be a unitary element in M invariant for the group action
ag as well.

So V as well as V,, = (uv;u*) satisfies the inter-twinning relation (28). By the
uniqueness of Clebs-Gordon coefficients, we get

(56) piuvgu’p; = C; (u)pivip;
for all 1 <k < d with some scalers ¢ (u) € C.

We compute now the following

(57) Z PiuvRu pjuv U p; = |C§-(U)|2 Z PiVkP;j V. Di
1<k<d 1<k<d

Since ), vrpj;vy is also ag-invariant, the left hand side of (57) is independent
of u, is in the centre of M¢ and so |c)(u)| = 1. By (d), we also have vy = £, (vk)
and the family of vectors {p;vrp;¢y : 1 < k < d} are mutually orthogonal for each
fix 1 < 4,7 < d (as (¢(pivepjv/pi)) is a invariant vector for the representation
g — u(g) ®u(g) of SU(C) ), c%(u) is a real number and so either equal to 1 or —1.
The set of invariant unitary elements in the centre of Mg is a connected set and
the map u — ¢}(u) is continuous. Thus ¢}(u) = 1. So we get uvpu* = vy for all k
i.e. u € M’. Since M is a factor, we conclude that u is a scaler multiple of identity
element of M. This shows that M is a subfactor of finite type-I factor M.

Without loss of generality we write M = M ® Mg and 4(g) = @(g) ® Ipm,, for
all g € SU3(C) and My, = {u(g) : g € SU2(C)}".

If u € Mg in (57), is only an element that commutes with each (p;), then the
left hand side of (57) is also independent of u since G-invariant element p;7(p;)p;
is a scaler multiple of p; as each p; is a minimal projection in M. Now we follow
the same argument used above to conclude that w is a scaler multiple of identity
operator. Thus M is trivial. This completes the proof for irreducibility of the
representation g — @(g) of SU2(C).

That the dimension of the representation g — (g) could be an odd integer or
even integer follows once we appeal to Clebsch-Gordon theorem for

us(g) @ ut(g) = Ujr—s) O Upr—s41 D .- D ust+(9)

to verify that for any integer value of s, us(g) is present in the decomposition of
us(g) ®ue(g) irrespective of the value ¢ that could be either an integer spin or %—odd
integer spin representation. |

Now we sum up our main result of this section in the following theorem with a
natural generalisation.



30 ANILESH MOHARI

THEOREM 4.3. Let G be a simply connected group and g — uz(g) is a d-

dimensional irreducible representation of G such that g — u(g) ® u(g) admits a
unique one dimensional invariant subspace in C* ® C? and w be a real, lattice
reflection symmetric with a twist rg, translation invariant pure state of M. If
w is also G-invariant and reflection positive with the twist ro then there exists
an extremal element ¥ € K, so that its associated elements in Proposition 2.5
(K, M,vy : 1 < k < d) satisfies the following:

(a) A =1 and M = My is a finite type-I factor;

(b) H is the trivial subgroup of S* and Ad%< =1;

(c) For each 1 <i < d, we have v} = B, (vi);

(d) Two-point spatial correlation functions of w decay exponentially.

PRrROOF. First part of the statement is a simple generalisation of Theorem 4.2
and its proof follows by simple inspection of the proof where we have used those
properties of the representation rather than explicit use of it.

Now we consider the contractive operator T'ay = 7(a)(y,a € M, where 7(a) =
Yo viavy,x € M and the tracial state a — (Cy,aCy) on the finite matrix algebra
M is invariant for 7. The equality in (c) in particular says that T is also self adjoint
and so T? is positive.

Thus the exponentially decaying property of two point spatial correlation would
be related with the mass gap in the spectrum of T2 from 1 once we show that any
inviant vector of T2 is a scaler multiple of (.

Let f be an invariant vector for 72. Then we get

(faly)
= (T?" f,ay)
= (f. 7" (a)Cy)
for all n > 1 and a € M. Taking n — oo, we conclude that
(f;ap) = (Cy» aly)(f; Cy)
for all a € M ie. f=0if fis orthogonal to (y.
Let 0 <& < 1 and 6% be the highest eigen value of T2 — |(y)(Cp| and B > 0 so
that €79 < 1. So we have ||T — |¢y)(Cy || < 61 and for any A, B € M
7" |w(A9™(B)) — w(A)w(B)]
= 70" Gy, [T = Gy ) (G 1"BCu )
< (¢8)"lalllloll — 0
asn — oo, where a = Pry(A)P and b = Py (B)P are elements in M and 7§ < 1.
|

5. Ground states of Hamiltonian in quantum spin chain

We are left to discuss few motivating examples for this abstract framework, de-
veloped so far to study symmetries of Hamiltonian H that satisfies (3) and (14).
Before we take few specific examples, we recall some well known results in the fol-
lowing proposition for our reference and its conquences in light of results proved in
section 4 and 5.



SU2(C) SYMMETRY IN QUANTUM SPIN CHAIN GROUND STATES AND HALDANE’S CONJECTURHE

PROPOSITION 5.1. Let H be a Hamiltonian in quantum spin chain M = ®zMy4(C)
that satisfies relation (8) with hg € Mee. Then the following statements are true:

a) There exists a unique KMS state wg for (ay) at each inverse positive temperature
B
8= ,%T > 0 and wg is a translation invariant factor state of M.

(b) If H also satisfies relation (14) with J > 0 and ro € Uy(C), then the unique
KMS state wg is reflection positive with twist ro. Furthermore, any weak® limit
point of wg as  — 0o is also reflection positive with twist ro;

(c) If H is also SU2(C) -invariant i.e. Byq) (ho) = ho and w be a low temperature

limit point ground state for H described in (b) and w = f)? wdu(a) be its extremal
decomposition in the convex set of real, lattice reflection symmetric and translation
invariant states of M. Then the following hold:

(i) For any odd integer d > 3, p-allmost everywhere, w* = w®By4) for all g €
SU(C) and w* are pure ground states of H.

(ii) For any even integer d > 2, p-allmost everywhere w® = w®By4) for all g €
SU(C) but w™ are not even an extremal element in the conver set of translation
invariant states of M.

PROOF. For (a), we refer to H. Araki’s work [4] and also [I9]. For the first
statement in (b), we refer to [14]. Last part of (b) is trivial as reflection positive
property (11) is closed under weak* limit.

For the statement of (c), we use Therem 3.7. In particular, SUs(C)-invariance
ensures that u-almost everywhere w® are stationary states for the Hamitonian dy-
namics H for which 3,4 (ho) = ho for all g € SU>(C) and so p-almost everywhere
w® are as well ground states of H, since the set of ground states is a face in the
convex set of stationary states [8].

We use now a standard fact that factor decomposition coincides with extremal
decompostion for a ground state of a Hamiltonian H [§] and so extreme points are
pure states of M for odd values of d. For even values of d, these extreme points
are not extremal elements in the convex set of translation invariant states of M as
otherwise these states would have been factor states of M by Proposition 3.6 (a)
and so would have been pure states of M, contradicting the fact that there exists
no pure state that is real, lattice symmetric and SUs(C)-invariant [26]. [ |

For an even integer, such a extremal element w, in the decompostion given in
Proposition 5.1 (c) is an SUs(C)-invariant groud state of H but not far from being
extremal in the convex set of translation invariant states of M. Nevertheless, we
have

1 1
Wa = Wy © W, Br,

for some translation invariant ergodic states w} of M. In particular, this shows that
translation invariant ergodic states wl are SU,(C) invariant ground states of H for
p-almost everywhere but fails to be real and lattice symmetric. In other words,
spontaneous Zs symmetry w — @ breaks down rather then SUs(C) symmetry [26]
in the decomposition given in Proposition 5.1 (c) for even values of d > 2.

PROOF. (Theorem 1.3 ) Proof for (a) is given Proposition 5.1 (c¢) and for (b)
we recall that there is no real, lattice symmetric, SUs(C) and translation invariant
pure state of M for even values of d [26]. [ |
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6. Haldane’s conjecture:

If the ground state of anti-ferromagnetic model HXXX admits unique ground state
then the ground state wx xx is pure, translation invariant, SUs(C)-invariant, re-
flection symmtric with twist and positive. The main result, Theorem 4.2 says that
such a state is also finitely corelated and its spatial corelation functions decay expo-
nentially. Moreover, there exists an automorphism a on M commuting with 6 such
that wa is an infinite tensor product state of M [27]. Furthermore, mean entropy
s(wxxx). Thus by upper-semicontinuity property of mean entropy, s(wg) — 0 as
B — 00, if wg is the unique thermal equilibrium factor state at inverse temperature
8= ﬁ of HXXX model. This gives an important criteria for possible purity prop-
erty of wx xx by studying its asymptotic behaviour for factor or cluster property
[32] of ws as described in section 6 of [27]. The following statement is an easy
consequence of standard results [9, 21].

THEOREM 6.1. Let wg be the unique thermal equilibrium or KMS factor state
at inverse temperature B for anti-ferromagnetic HXXX model with odd integer d =
2541 >3 (s is an integer greater than 1) and w be a limit point of wg as f — oo.
Then following holds:

(a) Then w = [ wydu(r), where w, is the state defined by
(,u,«(ezl1 ®.Q® eéz) = ¢(vrvY)

and v = (v;) is the unique solution to Clebsch-Gordon equation (52) as described
in Theorem 4.2 satisfying (d) and (e) with irreducible representations g — u(g) =
us(g) and g — (g) = u-(g) of SU2(C) with finite Is,y1 factor M for an integer
r > 1 or half-odd integer.

(b) In (a) the dimension of M i.e. irreducible representation g — 4, (g) in Theorem
4.2 with dimension 2r + 1 with half odd-integer r or integer r is determined by
minimising mean energy of HXXX over all possible solutions to (52) with irreducible
representations g — 1;(g) of dimension 21+1 with half odd-integer or integer ( each
wy s an invariant state for Hamiltonian flow 6y of HXXX ) i.e.

(58) wr(ho) = mini_1 1 3 wi(hg)

3
PR R

(c) If there exist unique r for which wi(h§*®) attains its minimum then w = w, i.e.
the low temperature limit of wg as  — oo is unique and its limiting value is w,.

We illustrate our results for d = 2s + 1 = 3 in the following text for possible
further investigation.

Now we briefly discuss the situation when d = 3 i.e. s = 1. In such a case Pauli
spin matrices are given by

o, 1,0
Opr =272 1, 0 1],
o, 1,0
) 0, —i 0
oy=2"211¢ , 0, =i |,
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1, 0,0
oo=[0, 0,0
0, 0, -1

and i0,, 0y, i0, are basis for Lie-algebra sus(C) with

[iog,i0y] = —i0,, [ioy,i0,] = —i0y, [i04,i0,] = —ioy

A direct calculation shows that the inter-twiner rc = ry is a matrix with real
entries given below

0o , 0, -1
re=0 , 1,0
-1, 0,0

and
hg™ = J(0g ® 0z + 0y @0y + 0, ®02)

By Clebsch-Gordon decomposition of SUs(C) representation g — u1(g) ® u1(g),
the commutant of {u1(g9) ® ui(g) : g € SU2(C)} in M3(C) ® M3(C) is equal to
its centre made of orthogonal projections of dimension 1,3,5. Since hy commutes
with u1(g) ® u1(g), ho is in the centre of {ui(g) ® ui(g) : g € SU2(C)}” and so
wi(zho) = wi(hoz) for any x € M3(C) ® M3(C) since w; is SUz(C)-invariant of M.

Thus letXXX = wy for all t € R on local elements of M and so on M.

We compute with J =1

1
wi(hG®?) = §¢(Ulavg + voav] 4 vzavy + veavy))

1
f§¢)(—v1bv§ + vobv] + vsbvy — vabv3)

+p(vicv] — vscvy)
(where a = v1v3 + v20] + v3v3 + V2vl, b = —v1v5 + vouT + v3vs — Vv and ¢ =
v} — v3v3)

1 * * * * * * *
= §¢)((02v1 + vivg + V32 + v3v3) (V1vS 4+ VoV + V35 + Vav3))

—%Qﬁ((—vﬁvl + V102 + 0303 — vzva) (—v1v5 + VU] + V3V — Vav3))
+o((viv1 — vzvs)(viv] — v3v3))
(where we have tracial state property of ¢ on M )
= ¢((vzv1 + v302)(v20] + v303))
+o((v7v2 + vaus)(v1vy + v2v3))

+o((viv1 — v3vs)(viv] — v303))

Since vi = —wvs3, v = v2 and vi1v] + vavs + v3v; = I, we simplify further that
wt(hgmm) = ¢(5U2 (U1)6U2 (UT)) + ¢(6’U2 (U3)5U2 (’U;))
(59) +o(((vo1 = v33)(v1v] — v303))

where we have used the symbol §,,(a) = vea — ave for a € M.
Solution to (52) is given by v1 = I, v3 =I_ and ve = il,, where

VIQ+ Dl = %(ﬁz(ioz) + 17 (ioy)),
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Vil+ 1) = %(fn(z‘oz) — i (ioy))

VIl+ 1), = mioy,)

where we used notation 7; for 2/ + 1-dimensional irreducible representation of Lie-
algebra sus(C) of the Lie-group SU3(C). So

{1+ 1)dy,(v1)

and

([mlio:), m(io)] + i[m(ios), m(ioy)])

4

%@(—wy) +i(m(ios))
- %(—ﬁrl(ioy) — Ti(ioy)
=1+ Du

l(l + 1)(51,2 (’Ul) = -

ie

Similarly, we may compute by taking ajoint that

\/l(l + 1)5U2(Ug) = VU3

(14 1)(viv] — v3v3)
= 71(1 + 1)(’[)1’03 — 1)3’[)1)

We also compute that

= —5lm(ios) +im(ioy), m(ioe) — im(ioy )]

= i[?Tl (ia’m)a ! (iay)]

= ifrl(fiaz)
= —’L'ﬁ'l(idz)
fe. I+ 1)(v1vf —v3v3) = —vo
Now from (59), we get
1
prTEY — __— * S *
wi(hg™®) l(l+1)¢(vlv1 + v3v3) l(l—i—l)(’b(w%)
= 7m¢(v1vf + Vo3 + v3v3)
- 1
I+

The above computation could have been simplified by using SUs(C) symmtry of
the state w; to write
wi(h§®®) = 3wi(o, ® 05)

3 "
= *Z(ZTUW(UQ’UQ)
_ 1
Ui+ 1)
The map | — wi(hf*™) increases strictly to zero as | = %, 1, %, ... increases to
infinity and its minimum value at [ = % is —%. This shows that there is an unique

limit point in wg as f — co and limiting value is w 1.
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THEOREM 6.2. Anti-feromagnetic HXXX model with d = 3 admits unique low
temperature limiting ground state and the state is given by wi.

For any arbitary odd values of d, for uniqueness of low temperature limit points,
we need to prove that the mean energey of H*** ie. w;(hi*®) gets minimised by
a unique state w, for some %—odd integer or integer spin 7. Uniqueness of low
temperature limiting states as well holds for any odd integer d = 2s + 1 if the
function I — w;(h$*) is a monotonically increasing function in the varaiable [. For
a possible quick proof, we verify using SUs(C) symmetry that
1
Seu(h™)

=wi(o, ®0,)
= o D KK ((Wiok — Ui v2si— k) (OKVF — Vast1 kU3, 1 k),
1<k,k/<s
where ¢; is the normalized trace on My, and V* = (v}) is the Clebsch-Gordon
isometry that intertwins two representations m; ® ms and m; of SU3(C). Note that
there exists a unique intertwiner isometry provided I > |l — s| i.e. I > 5. So we
leave it for future investigation as conjecture that low temperature limiting ground
state of Hxxx for odd values of d =2s+ 1 is ws.

For further illustration of our main result, we consider now well-studied AKLT
model HAKLT [1] for which

hgHt = J(§ + §(h0 + §(h0 )%)

It is well known that wy is the unique ground state for HAKET with w1 (hakty = 0.

We may as well compute

wi(o? ® o? +O’§®O’§ +o02®0?)

1
= Zqﬁ((vlvf + V103 + 20903 4+ v3v] + v3v3 ) (VI VT + V31 + 2059 + V]V3 4+ ViV3))

1
Jrztb((vlvf — 01035 + 20903 — v3v] 4 v3v3) (VivL — ViU + 205U3 — VIV + VIV3))
+¢((v1v] + v3v3)(viv1 + v3vs))

1
= 7O +v1vg +vav3 +v307) (] + 0501 + 302 + v1v3))

30T — 0005 + a0 — w0 (T — o+ vv — vivg)
O = wa03)(T — o)

= SO(T +v2u) (I + vju2)) + 56((0105 + vaef) (051 + vfes))

O~ vaud)(T — o)

= 21+ 00d)) — 6(u3) + 5((0rv5 + vsv}) (w501 + vivs)

We also compute
(14 1)(viv3 4 v3v])

= %{(ﬁz (i0z)+im(ioy)) (=T (iog)—im(ioy))+ (M (iow) —im(ioy)) (=T (iox ) +im(ioy)) }

= ﬁl(iO'y)2 — ﬁl(i01)2
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So
P+ 1)%¢((v105 + vsvy) (V501 + v]v3))
= ¢((mi(ioy)* — T(ios)?)?)
+7_T(wz) )—2¢(m( ) m(ioy)?)
1(ioy

)’ 7i(i0y)?) = ¢(T(ioy)*m(ioy)?)

= ¢(7Tl(wy>
(¢ being tracial state on M, ¢(7

Using symmetry and tracial property of ¢ on M, we write
a = ¢(m(ion)") = d(mlioy)*!) = d(m(io=)")
and
B = ¢(mio,)*m(ioy)?) = ¢(m(ioy)*m(io.)?) = d(m(io.) *m(ios)?)
We use the following identities:
P+1)? = ¢((Filios)?* + Tlioy)? + T(io.)?)?)

=3a; + 65
and
o = >
2l +1 —1<m<l
to deduce

wi(o? ®o? +O’§®O’2 + 02 ®0?)

_3 1 1 3qy
~ 2 3+12(l+1)(2 Tou—f)
7 1 5041 9
=L 7—f—zz 1
6 T Eare 2 e - 3a)
30&1
S T S
MNETESE

We can as well use symmetry and tracial state property of ¢ to compute
wi(hg®)?) = 3w (02 @ 02) + 6w (0.0, ® 0.04)
=3¢((1 —v3)(1 —v3)) + 3¢((v30] — v1v3)(vvz — v301))
=1+ 3¢(v;) + 66(v3)

=1+ 9¢(vd)
So 1 1.1
akl _ —_—
walh§™) = 3+ 5(3 +3602) = gy
RS S ; )
_3+2(3 l(lJrl)+12(l+1)2(2l+1)_l§<lm)

This clearly shows that the unique ground state w = wy of HAKLT [1] is also

the low temperature limiting ground state of HXXX. So we have the following well

known result [1].

THEOREM 6.3. Low temperature limit point as f — oo of the unique temperature

states wg for HAKLT

s also given by wi.

7. Disclaimer

at inverse temperatures 5 > 0 is unique and its limiting value

Present manuscript being on pure mathematics, to my knowledge, I have no conflict

of interest with scientific community.
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8. Data Availability
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