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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 SU2(C)-invariant pure state of M = ⊗k∈ZM

(k)
d

(C),
that is also real, lattice symmetric and reflection positive with a certain twist r0 ∈ Ud(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 SU2(C).

1. Introduction

In this paper, we resume our investigation [26] for various order properties of ground
states of translation invariant Hamiltonian models [8, 34] in the two-side infinite

quantum spin chain M = ⊗k∈ZM
(k)
d (C) of the following formal form

(1) H =
∑

n∈Z

θn(h0),

with h∗0 = h0 ∈ Mloc, where Mloc is the union of local sub-algebras of M and θ 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) hxxx0 = J(σ0
x ⊗ σ1

x + σ0
y ⊗ σ1

y + σ0
z ⊗ σ1

z),

where σkx , σ
k
y and σkz 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 [1], gave interesting conjectures on the general behaviour
of ground states and its physical implication for anti-ferromagnetic Hamiltonian
HXXX model.

Haldane [2] conjecture stated that HXXX 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. s is a 1

2 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 HXXX 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 = ⊗k∈ZM
(k)
d (C) of

infinite tensor product of d × d-square matricesM
(k)
d (C) ≡Md(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 MΛ = ⊗k∈ΛM
(k)
d (C), where Λ ⊂ Z are

finite subsets and an element Q in MΛ1
is identified with the element Q⊗ IΛ2

⋂
Λc

1

in MΛ2
, i.e. by the inclusion map if Λ1 ⊆ Λ2, where Λc is the complementary set

of Λ in Z. We will use the symbol Mloc to denote the union of all local algebras
{MΛ : Λ ⊂ Z, |Λ| < ∞}. Thus M is a quasi-local C∗-algebra with local algebras
{MΛ : |Λ| < ∞} and M′

Λ = MΛc , where M′
Λ is the commutant of MΛ 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 θn, extending the translation action, which takes Q(k) to Q(k+n) for any
Q ∈Md(C) and k ∈ Z, by the linear and multiplicative properties on M. A unital
positive linear functional ω of M is called state. It is called translation-invariant if
ω = ωθ. A linear automorphism or anti-automorphism β [16] onM is called symme-
try for ω if ωβ = ω. 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, 33, 34] quantum spin chain Hamiltonian in one dimensional
lattice M of the following form

(3) H =
∑

n∈Z

θn(h0)

for h∗0 = h0 ∈ Mloc, where the formal sum in (3) gives a group of auto-morphisms

α = (αt : t ∈ R) by the thermodynamic limit: limΛη↑Z||α
Λη
t (A)−αt(A)|| = 0 for all

A ∈ M and t ∈ R for a net of finite subsets Λη of Z with uniformly bounded surface
energy, where automorphisms αΛ

t (x) = eitHΛxe−itHΛ is determined by the finite
subset Λ of Zk and HΛ =

∑

n∈Λ θ
n(h0). Furthermore, the limiting automorphism

(αt) does not depend on the net that we choose in the thermodynamic limit Λη ↑ Z,
provided the surface energies of HΛη are kept uniformly bounded. The uniquely
determined group of automorphisms (αt) on M is called Heisenberg flows of H .
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In particular, we have αt ◦ θn = θn ◦ αt for all t ∈ R and n ∈ Z. Any linear
automorphism or anti-automorphism β on Mloc, keeping the formal sum (3) in H
invariant, will also commute with (αt).

A state ω is called stationary for H if ωαt = ω on M for all t ∈ 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 ω of M for H is called β-KMS state
at an inverse positive temperature β > 0 if there exists a function z → fA,B(z),
analytic on the open strip 0 < Im(z) < β, bounded continuous on the closed strip
0 ≤ Im(z) ≤ β with boundary condition

fA,B(t) = ωβ(αt(A)B), fA,B(t+ iβ) = ωβ(αt(B)A)

for all A,B ∈ M. Using weak∗ compactness of convex set of states on M, finite
volume Gibbs state ωβ,Λ is used to prove existence of a KMS state ωβ for (αt) at
inverse positive temperature β > 0. The set of KMS states of H at a given inverse
positive temperature β is singleton set i.e. there is a unique β KMS-state at a given
inverse positive temperature β = 1

kT 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 [8].

A state ω of M is called ground state for H , if the following two conditions are
satisfied:
(a) ω(αt(A)) = ω(A) for all t ∈ R;
(b) If we write on the GNS space (Hω , πω, ζω) of (M, ω),

αt(πω(A)) = eitHωπω(A)e
−itHω

for all A ∈ M with Hωζω = 0, then Hω ≥ 0.

Furthermore, we say a ground state ω is non-degenerate, if null space of Hω is
spanned by ζω only. We say ω has a mass gap, if the spectrum σ(Hω) of Hω is
a subset of {0}⋂[δ,∞) for some δ > 0. For a wide class of spin chain models
[27], which includes Hamiltonian H with finite range interaction, h0 being in Mloc,
the existence of a non vanishing spectral gap of a ground state ω 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 ω of M. We use symbol Λcm for complementary set of the finite volume box
Λm = {n : −m ≤ n ≤ m} for m ≥ 1.

Definition 1.1. Let ω be a translation-invariant state of M. We say that the
two-point spatial correlation functions of ω decay exponentially, if there exists a
δ > 0 satisfying the following condition: for any two local elements Q1, Q2 ∈ M

and ǫ > 0, there exists an integer m ≥ 1 such that

(4) eδ|n||ω(Q1θ
n(Q2))− ω(Q1)ω(Q2)| ≤ ǫ

for all n ∈ Λcm.

By taking low temperature limit of ωβ as β → ∞, one also proves existence
of a ground state for H [6, 9, 32, 33]. On the contrary to KMS states, the set
of ground states is a convex face in the set of the convex set of (αt) 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 β−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 β−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→ Q̃ be the automorphism on M that maps an element

Q = Q
(−l)
−l ⊗Q

(−l+1)
−l+1 ⊗ ...⊗Q

(−1)
−1 ⊗Q

(0)
0 ⊗Q

(1)
1 ...⊗Q(n)

n

by reflecting around the point 1
2 of the lattice Z to

Q̃ = Q(−n+1)
n ...⊗Q

(0)
1 ⊗Q

(1)
0 ⊗Q

(2)
−1 ⊗ ...Q

(l)
−l+1 ⊗Q

(l+1)
−l

for all n, l ≥ 1 and Q−l, ..Q−1, Q0, Q1, .., Qn ∈Md(C).

For a state ω of M, we set a state ω̃ of M by

(5) ω̃(Q) = ω(Q̃)

for all Q ∈ M. Thus ω → ω̃ is an affine one to one onto map on the convex set
of states of M. The state ω̃ is translation-invariant if and only if ω is translation-
invariant state. We say a state ω is lattice reflection-symmetric or in short lattice
symmetric if ω = ω̃.

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

(6) βu(Q) = (..⊗ u⊗ u⊗ ...)Q(...⊗ u∗ ⊗ u∗ ⊗ u∗...)

We also set automorphism β̃u on M defined by

(7) β̃u(Q) = βu(Q̃)

for all Q ∈ M. So for u,w ∈ Ud(C), we have

β̃uβ̃w = βuw

In particular, α̃2
w(Q) = Q for all Q ∈ M if and only if w2 = Id. We say a state ω of

M is lattice symmetric with a twist w ∈ Ud(C) if

(8) w2 = Id, ω(β̃w(Q)) = ω(Q)

We fix an orthonormal basis e = (ei) of Cd and Qt ∈Md(C) be the transpose
of Q ∈ Md(C) with respect to an orthonormal basis (ei) for Cd (not complex
conjugate). Let Q→ Qt be the linear anti-automorphism map on M that takes an
element

Q = Q
(l)
0 ⊗Q

(l+1)
1 ⊗ ....⊗Q(l+m)

m

to its transpose with respect to the basis e = (ei) defined by

Qt = Qt0
(l) ⊗Qt1

(l+1) ⊗ ..⊗Qtm
(l+m)

,

whereQ0, Q1, ..., Qm are arbitrary elements inMd(C). We also note thatQt 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 (ei) for our
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consideration through out this paper. For more general Q ∈ Mloc, we define Qt by
extending linearly and take the unique bounded linear extension for any Q ∈ M.
For a state ω of M, we define a state ω̄ on M by the following prescription

(9) ω̄(Q) = ω(Qt)

Thus the state ω̄ is translation-invariant if and only if ω is translation-invariant. We
say ω is real , if ω̄ = ω. The formal Hamiltonian H is called reflection symmetric
with twist w if βw(H̃) = H and real if Ht = H .

We also set a conjugate linear map Q → Q on M with respect to the basis (ei)
for Cd defined by extending the identity action on elements

..Id⊗|ei0〉〈ej0 |(k)⊗|ei1〉〈ej1 |(k+1)⊗|ein〉〈ejn |(k+n)⊗Id.., 1 ≤ ik, jk ≤ d, k ∈ Z, n ≥ 0

anti-linearly. Thus by our definition we have

Q∗ = Qt

and

(Q)∗ = Q∗

We set the following anti-linear reflection map Jw : M → M with twist w ∈
Ud(C), defined by

(10) Jw(Q) = βw(Q̃)

for all Q ∈ M.

Following a well known notion [12], a state ω on M is called reflection positive
with a twist r0 ∈ Ud(C), r

2
0 = Id, if

(11) ω(Jr0(Q)Q) ≥ 0

for all Q ∈ MR. Thus the notion of reflection positivity also depends explicitly on
the underlining fixed orthonormal basis e = (ei) of C

d.

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

(12) γg(Q) = (..⊗ u(g)⊗ u(g)⊗ u(g)...)Q(...⊗ u(g)∗ ⊗ u(g)∗ ⊗ u(g)∗...)

for any Q ∈ M, i.e. γg = βu(g). We say ω is G-invariant, if

(13) ω(γg(Q)) = ω(Q)

for all Q ∈ Mloc. If G = Ud(C) and u : Ud(C) → Ud(C) is the natural representation
u(g) = g, then we will identify the notation βg with γg for simplicity. Formal
Hamiltonian H given in (3) is called G-gauge invariant if γg(H) = H for all g ∈ G.

We recall now [20, 30] if H in (3) has the following form

(14) −H = B + Jr0(B) +
∑

i

CiJr0(Ci)

for some B,Ci ∈ MR then the unique KMS state at inverse positive temperature
β is refection positive with the twist r0. We refer to [14] 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 r0 is also a reflection
positive state with the twist r0, weak

∗-limit points of the unique β−KMS state of
H as β → ∞, are also refection positive with the twist r0. Thus any weak∗ low
temperature limit point ground state of H is reflection positive with a twist r0 if
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H is given by (14). In particular, the unique β-KMS state of anti-ferromagnetic
HXXX model is real and reflection symmetric and reflection positive with twist r0
since HXXX admits the form (12) [14] with r0 = σy. Furthermore HXXX admits
SU2(C) gauge symmetry with irreducible representation g → u(g).

In general, for a translation invariant pure state ω, it is known that πω(MR)
′′ is

either a type-I or a type-III factor [23]. A pure mathematical question that arise
here: Do these additional symmetries of ω help to understand what type of factor
πω(ML)

′′ 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 ω be a translation invariant, real, lattice symmetric and re-

flection positive with twist r0 ∈ Ud(C) state of M = ⊗k∈ZM
(k)
d (C) and the following

two statements be true for odd values of d:
(a) ω is pure;
(b) ω is SU2(C)-invariant, where g → u(g) ∈ Ud(C) in (13) is an irreducible
representation of SU2(C) satisfying

(15) r20 = Id, r0u(g)r
∗
0 = ¯u(g)

for all g ∈ SU2(C), where the matrix conjugation with respect to an orthonormal
basis e = (ei) of C

d.

Then πω(ML)
′′ is a type-I factor and two-point spatial correlation function of ω

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 =
∑

k∈Z
θk(h0) with h0 = h∗0 ∈ Mloc. and H be also SU2(C) invariant with an

irreducible representation g → u(g) of SU2(C) and r0 be the element in Ud(C)
satisfying (15). Let H be also real (with respect to the basis e = (ei) ), lattice
reflection symmetric and unique β-KMS at inverse positive temperature be lattice
symmetric and reflection positive with the twist r0 ∈ Ud(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 SU2(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 M though SU2(C) invariant ground states of H.

At this point we recall well known results valid for a class of SU2(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 ω 1

2

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 Od and Õd:

A state ψ on a C∗-algebra A is called factor, if the center of the von-Neumann
algebra πψ(A)′′ is trivial, where (Hψ , πψ, ζψ) is the Gelfand-Naimark-Segal (GNS)
space associated with ψ on A [8] and πψ(A)′′ is the double commutant of πψ(A)
and ψ(x) = 〈ζψ , πψ(x)ζψ〉. 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 ψ on A is
called pure, if πψ(A)′′ = B(Hψ), the algebra of all bounded operators on Hψ.

We recall that the Cuntz algebra Od(d ∈ {2, 3, .., }) [10] is the universal uni-
tal C∗-algebra generated by the elements {s1, s2, ..., sd} subjected to the following
relations:

(16) s∗i sj = δijI,
∑

1≤i≤d

sis
∗
i = I

Let Ω = {1, 2, 3, ..., d} be a set of d elements. I be the set of finite sequences
I = (i1, i2, ..., im) of elements, where ik ∈ Ω and m ≥ 1 and we use notation |I| for
the cardinality of I. We also include null set denoted by ∅ in the collection I and
set s∅ = s∗∅ = I identity of Od and sI = si1 ......sim ∈ Od and s∗I = s∗im ...s

∗
i1
∈ Od.

The group Ud(C) of d× d unitary matrices acts canonically on Od as follows:

βu(si) =
∑

1≤j≤d

ujisj

for u = ((uij) ∈ Ud(C). In particular, the gauge action is defined by

βz(si) = zsi, z ∈ T = S1 = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}.
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The fixed point sub-algebra of Od under the gauge action i.e., {x ∈ Od : βz(x) =
x, z ∈ S1} is the closure of the linear span of all Wick ordered monomials of the
form

(17) si1 ...siks
∗
jk ...s

∗
j1 : I = (i1, .., ik), J = (j1, j2, .., jk)

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

MR = ⊗1≤k<∞M
(k)
d (C)

of M, where the isomorphism carries the Wick ordered monomial (20) into the
following matrix element

(18) |ei1〉〈ej1 |(1) ⊗ |ei2〉〈ej2 |(2) ⊗ ....⊗ |eik〉〈ejk |(k) ⊗ 1⊗ 1....

We use notation UHFd for the fixed point C∗ sub-algebra of Od under the gauge
group action (βz : z ∈ S1). The restriction of βu to UHFd is then carried into
action

Ad(u)⊗Ad(u)⊗Ad(u)⊗ ....

on MR.

We also define the canonical endomorphism λ on Od by

(19) λ(x) =
∑

1≤i≤d

sixs
∗
i

and the isomorphism carries λ restricted to UHFd into the one-sided shift

y1 ⊗ y2 ⊗ ... → 1⊗ y1 ⊗ y2....

on MR. We note for all u ∈ Ud(C) that λβu = βuλ on Od and so in particular, also
on UHFd.

Let ω′ be a λ-invariant state on the UHFd sub-algebra of Od. Following [16],

section 7] and ω be the inductive limit state ω of M ≡ ˜UHFd ⊗ UHFd. In other
word ω′ = ωR once we make the identification UHFd with MR. We consider the
set

Kω = {ψ : ψ is a state on Od such that ψλ = ψ and ψ|UHFd = ωR}
By taking invariant mean on an extension of ωR to Od, we verify that Kω is non
empty and Kω is clearly convex and compact in the weak topology. In case ω is an
ergodic state ( extremal state ) then, ωR is as well an extremal state in the set of
λ-invariant states of M. Thus Kω is a face in the λ 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 Od instead of its restriction to UHFd.

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. Let ω be a translation invariant ergodic state of M then Kω is
a face in the convex set of λ-invariant states of Od. Moreover the following holds:

(a) An element ψ ∈ Kω is ergodic if and only if ψ is a factor state. Furthermore,
any other extremal point in Kω is of the form ψβz for some z ∈ S1;

(b) The close subgroup H = {z ∈ S1 : ψβz = ψ} is independent of the extremal
point ψ ∈ Kω of our choice;

Proof. For the proof for (a) and (b), we refer to Lemma 7.4 in [9].
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Proposition 2.2. Let ψ be a λ invariant ergodic state on Od and (Hψ , πψ, ζψ)
be its GNS representation. Then the following holds:

(a) The closed subgroup H = {z ∈ S1 : ψβz = ψ} is equal to

{z ∈ S1 : βzextends to an automorphism of πψ(Od)
′′}

(b) Let OH
d be the fixed point sub-algebra in Od under the gauge group {βz : z ∈ H}.

Then πψ(OH
d )′′ = πψ(UHFd)

′′.

(c) Let ω′ be a λ-invariant state of UHFd algebra and πω′(UHFd)
′′ is a type-I factor,

then there exists a λ-invariant factor state ψ on Od extending ω′ such that

πψ(UHFd)
′′ = πψ(Od)

′′

Proof. For a proof, we refer to Proposition 2.2 in [26].

Proposition 2.3. Let (Hψ , πψ, ζψ) be the GNS representation of a λ invariant
state ψ on Od and P be the support projection of the normal state ψζψ (X) =
〈ζψ , Xζψ〉 in the von-Neumann algebra πψ(Od)

′′. Then the following holds:

(a) P is a sub-harmonic projection for the endomorphism Λ(X) =
∑

k SkXS
∗
k on

πψ(Od)
′′ i.e. Λ(P ) ≥ P satisfying the following:

(i) PS∗
kP = S∗

kP, 1 ≤ k ≤ d;
(ii) The set {SIf : Pf = f, f ∈ Hψ, |I| <∞} is total in Hψ;
(iii) Λn(P ) ↑ I as n ↑ ∞;
(iv)

∑

1≤k≤d vkv
∗
k = IK;

where Sk = πψ(sk) and vk = PSkP for 1 ≤ k ≤ d are contractive operators on
Hilbert subspace K, the range of the projection P ;

(b) For any I = (i1, i2, ..., ik), J = (j1, j2, ..., jl) with |I|, |J | <∞ we have ψ(sIs
∗
J) =

〈ζψ , vIv∗Jζψ〉 and the vectors {SIf : f ∈ K, |I| <∞} are total in Hψ;

(c) The von-Neumann algebra M = Pπψ(Od)
′′P , acting on the Hilbert space K

i.e. range of P , is generated by {vk, v∗k : 1 ≤ k ≤ d}′′ and the normal state
φ(x) = 〈ζψ , xζψ〉 is faithful on the von-Neumann algebra M.

(d) The following statements are equivalent:
(i) ψ is a factor state of Od;
(ii) M is a factor;

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

Let ψ be a λ-invariant state of Od as in Proposition 2.2 and H = {z ∈ S1 : ψ =
ψβz} be the closed subgroup of S1. Let z → Uz be the unitary representation of
H in the GNS space (Hψ , π, ζψ) associated with the state ψ of Od, defined by

(20) Uzπψ(x)ζψ = πψ(βz(x))ζψ

so that πψ(βz(x)) = Uzπψ(x)U
∗
z for x ∈ Od. We use same notations (βz : z ∈ H)

for its normal extensions as group of automorphisms on πψ(Od)
′′. Furthermore,

〈ζψ , Pβz(I − P )Pζψ〉 = 0 as ψ = ψβz for z ∈ H . Since P is the support projection
of ψ in πψ(Od)

′′, we have Pβz(I − P )P = 0 i.e. βz(P ) ≥ P for all z ∈ H . Since
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H is a group, we conclude that βz(P ) = P . So P ∈ πψ(UHFd)
′′ by Proposition 2.2

(b).

Since φ is a faithful state of M, ζφ once identified with ζψ ∈ K is a cyclic
and separating vector for M and the closure of the closable operator S0 : aζφ →
a∗ζφ, a ∈ M, S possesses a polar decomposition S = J∆1/2, where J is an anti-
unitary and ∆ is a non-negative self-adjoint operator on K. M. Tomita [8] theorem
says that ∆itM∆−it = M, t ∈ R and JMJ = M′, where M′ is the commutant
of M. We define the modular automorphism group σ = (σt, t ∈ T) on M by

σt(a) = ∆ita∆−it

which satisfies the modular relation

φ(aσ− i
2

(b)) = φ(σ i
2

(b)a)

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

(21) φ(σ− i
2

(a∗)∗σ− i
2

(b∗)) = φ(b∗a)

which shows that J aζφ = σ− i
2

(a∗)ζφ for an analytic element a for the auto-

morphism group (σt). Anti unitary operator J and the group of automorphism
σ = (σt, t ∈ R) are called conjugate operator and modular automorphisms associ-
ated with φ respectively.

The state φ(a) = 〈ζφ, xζφ〉 on M being faithful and invariant of τ : M → M,
we find a unique unital completely positive map τ̃ : M′ → M′ ([section 8 in [30] )
satisfying the duality relation

(22) 〈bζφ, τ(a)ζφ〉 = 〈τ̃ (b)ζφ, aζφ〉
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 τ(a) =
∑

1≤k≤d vkav
∗
k, x ∈ M is an inner map i.e. each vk ∈ M, we have

an explicit formula for τ̃ as follows: For each 1 ≤ k ≤ d, we set contractive operator

(23) ṽk = J σ i
2

(v∗k)J ∈ M′

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

(24)
∑

k

ṽkṽ
∗
k = IK and τ̃ (b) =

∑

k

ṽkbṽ
∗
k, b ∈ M′

Moreover, if Ĩ = (in, .., i2, i1) for I = (i1, i2, ..., in), we have

ṽ∗I ζφ

= J σ i
2

(vĨ)
∗J ζφ

= J∆
1

2 vĨζφ

= v∗
Ĩ
ζφ

and

(25) φ(vIv
∗
J ) = φ(ṽĨ ṽ

∗
J̃
), |I|, |J | <∞

We also set M̃ to be the von-Neumann algebra generated by {ṽk : 1 ≤ k ≤ d}.
Thus M̃ ⊆ M′.
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Following [9] and [24], we consider the amalgamated tensor product H⊗K H̃ of

H with H̃ over the joint subspace K. It is the completion of the quotient of the set

CĪ ⊗ CI ⊗K,
where Ī , 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

〈Ī ⊗ I ⊗ f, ĪJ̄ ⊗ IJ ⊗ g〉 = 〈f, ṽJ̄vJg〉,
〈Ī J̄ ⊗ I ⊗ f, Ī ⊗ IJ ⊗ g〉 = 〈ṽJ̄f, vJg〉

and all inner product that are not of these form are zero. We also define two com-
muting representations (Si) and (S̃i) of Od on H⊗KH̃ by the following prescription:

SIλ(J̄ ⊗ J ⊗ f) = λ(J̄ ⊗ IJ ⊗ f),

S̃Īλ(J̄ ⊗ J ⊗ f) = λ(J̄ Ī ⊗ J ⊗ f),

where λ is the quotient map from the index set to the Hilbert space. Note that
the subspace generated by λ(∅ ⊗ I ⊗ K) can be identified with H and earlier SI
can be identified with the restriction of SI , defined here. Same is valid for S̃Ī . The
subspace K is identified here with λ(∅⊗∅⊗K). Thus K is a cyclic subspace for the
representation

s̃j ⊗ si → S̃jSi

of Õd⊗Od in the amalgamated Hilbert space. Let P be the projection on K. Then
we have

S∗
i P = PS∗

i P = v∗i
S̃∗
i P = PS̃∗

i P = ṽ∗i
for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

We sum up required results in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.4. Let ψ be an element in Kω and (K, vk, 1 ≤ k ≤ d) be the
elements in the support projection of ψ in πψ(Od)

′′ described in Proposition 2.3 and
(K, ṽk, 1 ≤ k ≤ d) be the dual elements and π be the amalgamated representation

of Õd ⊗Od. Then the following holds:

(a) For any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d and |I|, |J | <∞ and |Ī|, |J̄ | <∞
〈ζψ , S̃Ī S̃∗

J̄SiSIS
∗
JS

∗
j ζψ〉 = 〈ζψ , S̃iS̃Ī S̃∗

J̄ S̃
∗
jSIS

∗
Jζψ〉;

(b) The state ψ : x→ 〈ζψ , xζψ〉 defined on ˜UHFd⊗UHFd is equal to ω on M, where
we have identified

M ≡ M(−∞,0] ⊗M[1,∞) ≡ ˜UHFd ⊗UHFd;

with respect to an orthonormal basis e = (ei) of C
d.

If ω is an ergodic state of M and ψ is an extremal element in Kω then

(c) π(OH
d ))′′ = π(UHFd)

′′ and π(ÕH
d )′′ = π(UHFd)

′′;

(d) The following statements are equivalent:

(i) ω is a factor state of Od;

(ii) π(Õd ⊗Od)
′′ = B(H̃ ⊗K H)

(iii) M∨M̃ = 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 γg, we denote the product action of G on the infinite tensor product
M induced by u(g),

γg(Q) = (..⊗ u(g)⊗ u(g)⊗ u(g)...)Q(...⊗ u(g)∗ ⊗ u(g)∗ ⊗ u(g)∗...)

for any Q ∈ M. We recall now that the canonical action of the group Ud(C) of d×d
matrices on Od is given by

βu(g)(sj) =
∑

1≤i≤d

siu(g)
i
j

and thus

βu(g)(s
∗
j ) =

∑

1≤i≤d

¯u(g)ijs
∗
i

Note that u(g)|ei >< ej |u(g)∗ = |u(g)ei >< u(g)ej| =
∑

k,l u(g)
l
i

¯u(g)
k

j |el ><
ek|, where e1, .., ed are the standard basis for Cd. Identifying |ei >< ej | with sis∗j ,
we verify that onMR the gauge action βu(g) of the Cuntz algebraOd and γg coincide
i.e. γg(Q) = βu(g)(Q) for all Q ∈ MR.

Proposition 2.5. Let ω be a translation invariant ergodic state on M. Suppose
that ω is G−invariant,

ω(γg(Q)) = ω(Q) for all g ∈ G and any Q ∈ M.

Let ψ be an extremal point in Kω and (K,M, vk, 1 ≤ k ≤ d, φ) be the elements
associated with (H, Si = π(si), ζψ), described as in Proposition 2.3. Then we have
the following:

(a) There exists a unitary representation g → Û(g) in B(H̃ ⊗K H) and a represen-
tation g → ζ(g) ∈ S1 so that

(26) Û(g)SiÛ(g)∗ = ζ(g)βu(g)(Si), 1 ≤ i ≤ d

and

(27) Û(g)S̃iÛ(g)∗ = ζ(g)βu(g)(S̃i), 1 ≤ i ≤ d

for all g ∈ G.

(b) There exists a unitary representation g → û(g) in B(K) so that û(g)Mû(g)∗ =
M for all g ∈ G and φ(û(g)xû(g)∗) = φ(x) for all x ∈ M. Furthermore, the
operator V ∗ = (v∗1 , .., v

∗
d)
tr : K → Cd ⊗ K is an isometry which intertwines the

representation of G,

(28) (ζ(g)û(g)⊗ u(g))V ∗ = V ∗û(g)

for all g ∈ G, where g → ζ(g) is the representation of G in U(1).

(c) J û(g)J = û(g) and ∆itû(g)∆−it = û(g) for all g ∈ G and t ∈ R.

(d) uzû(g) = û(g)uz for all g ∈ G and z ∈ H.

(e) If G is simply connected then ζ(g) = 1 for all g ∈ G and ψ = ψβu(g) and
ψ0 = ψ0βu(g) for all g ∈ G.
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Proof. Proof is given in Proposition 2.7 in [26], where we used factor property
of ψ but same holds good if ω is an ergodic state of M once we use Proposition 2.1
(a) instead of factor property of ω.

For a given u ∈ Ud(C), we also extend the map Ju : M → M defined in (10) to

an anti-linear automorphism on Õd ⊗Od, defined by

(29) Ju(s̃I′ s̃∗J′ ⊗ sIs
∗
J) = βū(s̃I s̃J ⊗ sI′s

∗
J′)

for all |I|, |J |, |I ′|, |J ′| < ∞ and then extend anti-linearly for an arbitrary element

of Õd ⊗Od. So we have

(30) Ju = βūJId = J
Id
βu

So these maps are defined after fixing the orthonormal basis e = (ei), which have

identified ˜UHF ⊗ UHFd with ML ⊗MR = 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 ∈ Ud(C):

JuJw
= βūJIdJIdβw

(31) = βūw,

and

Jwβu
= J

Id
βwβu

= J
Id
βwu

(32) = Jwu
Also

βuJw
= βuJIdβw
= J

Id
βūβw

= J
Id
βūw

(33) = Jūw
i.e. Jw commutes with βu if wuw∗ = ū.

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

Jwβu
= Jwu by (52)

= Jūw (provided wuw∗ = ū)

(34) = βuJw by (33)

LetG be the simply connected Lie group SU2(C) and g → u(g) be a d−dimensional
unitary irreducible representation of G. Then there exists a r ∈ Ud(C) such that

(35) ru(g)r∗ = ¯u(g)
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for all g ∈ G. The element r ∈ Ud(C) is determined uniquely modulo a phase factor
in S1. In particular any element

(36) rz = zr0, z ∈ S1

satisfies (35), where we have fixed a r0 satisfying (35) with additional condition

(37) r20 = Id

In our notions r1 = r0. In such a case, r−1 = −r0 is the only other choice that
satisfies (35) and (37) instead of r0.

With such a choice for r0, for all g ∈ SU2(C) we have

r0u(g)r0 = ¯u(g)

Taking conjugation on both sides, we have r̄0 ¯u(g)r̄0 = u(g) i.e.

r̄0
∗u(g)r̄0

∗ = ¯u(g)

Since r̄0
2 = I, we arrive at

r̄0u(g)r̄0 = ¯u(g)

for all g ∈ G. So by the irreducible property of the representation g → u(g), we
conclude that r̄0 = µr0, where µ

2 = 1 since r20 = r̄0
2 = 1 i.e. µ is either 1 or −1.

Taking determinants of matrices on both sides of r̄0r0 = µId, we get µd =
det(r0)det(r̄0) = |det(r0)|2 = 1. This shows that µ = 1 if d is an odd integer. For
even values of d, we make a direct calculation to show µ = −1 as follows:

For d = 2, let σx, σy and σz be the Pauli matrices inM2(C) i.e. the standard (
irreducible ) representation of Lie algebra su2(C) in C2:

σx =

(

0 , 1
1 , 0

)

,

σy =

(

0 , i
−i , 0

)

,

σz =

(

1 , 0
0 , −1

)

.

A direct commutation shows that r0 is given by

r0 =

(

0 , i
−i , 0

)

The self-adjoint matrix σy is also a unitary i.e. σ2
y = I2 and

σyσxσy = −σx
and

σyσzσy = −σz
Since σx = σ̄x and σz = σ̄z , σy inter-twins eitσx and eitσz with their conjugate
matrices e−itσx and e−itσz respectively for all t ∈ R. In contrast, since σ̄y = −σy,
we also get σy inter-twins eitσy with e−itσy for all t ∈ R. So we set r0 = σy ( other
choice we can make for r0 is −σy) and verify directly that r̄0 = −r0 i.e. µ = −1 if
d = 2.

We write iσy = eit0σy ∈ SU2(C), where t0 = π
2 and verify that

u(eit0σy )u(g)u(e−it0σy )
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= u(iσy)u(g)u(iσy)
∗

= u((iσy)g(iσy)
∗)

= u(ḡ)

Since su2(C) is a real Lie algebra that has unique Lie algebra extension to a complex
Lie algebra sl2(C), i.e. Lie algebra over the field of complex numbers, we also have

u(ḡ) = ¯u(g)

for all g ∈ SU2(C) ( Lie-derivatives of the representations in both sides are equal
as element in sl2(C)). So we have

(38) u(eit0σy )u(g)u(e−it0σy ) = u(g)

If πu is the associated Lie-representation of su2(C), we have

u(eit0σy ) = eit0πu(σy)

for even integer values of d, whereas

u(eit0σy ) = e2it0πu(σy)

for odd integer values of d. Thus for an arbitrary even values of d, the unitary
matrix r0 = eit0πu(σy)) satisfies (35) and (37). In contrast, for an arbitrary odd
values of d, the unitary matrix r0 = ei2t0πu(σy) satisfies (35) and (37). In short,
µ = 1 if d is an odd integer and −1 if d is an even integer.

We write µ = ζ2 and set r0 ∈ Ud(C), such that

ζr0 = u(eit0σy ) ∈ Ud(C),

where ζ2 = µ and so µ is 1 for odd values of d otherwise −1. In the last section, we
will recall standard explicit description of r0 and g → u(g) that satisfies (35) and
(37). Note also that rζ = ζr0 is a matrix with real entries irrespective of values
taken for d.

Now we go back to our main text. So we have

(39) J 2
rz (x) = βr̄zrz(x) = βµId(x)

for all x ∈ Õd ⊗Od, where µ = 1 or −1 depending on d odd or even. In any case,
by (34) and (35), we also have

(40) Jrzβu(g) = βu(g)Jrz
for all g ∈ SU2(C).

Let ω be a translation invariant factor state of M and ψ be an extremal element
in Kω. We define a state ψ0 : Õd ⊗ Od → C by extending both ψ̃ : Õd → C and
ψ : Od → C by

(41) ψ0(s̃I′ s̃
∗
J′ ⊗ sIs

∗
J) =< ζψ, ṽI′ ṽ

∗
J′v∗Iv

∗
Jζψ >

for all |I ′|, |J ′|, |I| and |J | < ∞. Proposition 2.4 says that (H̃ ⊗K H, π, ζψ) is the

GNS representation (Hψ0
, πψ0

, ζψ0
) of (Õd ⊗Od, ψ0).

Proposition 2.6. Let ω be a translation and SU2(C) invariant ergodic state of
M. Then the following statement holds for any extremal elememt ψ ∈ Kω:

(a) ψβu(g) = ψ on Od;

(b) ψ0βu(g) ⊗ βu(g) = ψ0 on Õd ⊗Od for all g ∈ SU2(C);
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(c) ψ0βrζ ⊗ βrζ = ψ0 on Õd ⊗Od, where rζ = ζr0 ∈ u(SU2(C));

(d) ψ0βr0 ⊗ βr0 = ψ0 on ˜UHFd ⊗UHFd.

Proof. For (a),(b) and (c) we refer to Proposition 3.1 in [26], where we used
factor property of ψ 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 βrζ =

βr0 on UHFd and ˜UHFd as rζ = ζr0, where ζ
2 = µ is either 1 or −1.

3. Real, lattice symmetric, SU2(C) and translation invariant ergodic states

We quickly recall from [25] the folloing definitions. Given a λ-invariant state of Od,

we define its lattice symmetric state ψ̃ : Od → C by

ψ̃(sIs
∗
J ) = ψ(sĨsJ̃)

for all |I|, |J | <∞ and extend linearly. Also we set state ψ̄ : Od → C defined by

ψ̄(sIs
∗
J ) = ψ(sJsI)

for all |I|, |J | <∞ and extend linearly.

Proposition 3.1. Let ω 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 ψ in Kω, so that the associated amalgamated rep-
resentation πψ0

: Õd ⊗ Od → B(H̃ ⊗K H) determines an anti-automorphism Jrζ
that takes πψ0

(s̃I′ s̃J′sIs
∗
J) to ψψ0

(βrζ (s̃I s̃
∗
JsI′s

∗
J′)) extending anti-linearly such that

(42) Jrζ (X) = JζXJ ∗
ζ

where Jζ is an anti-unitary operator on H⊗K H̃ that takes

π(sIs
∗
J s̃I′ s̃

∗
J′)ζψ → βζ(π(sI′s

∗
J′ s̃I s̃

∗
J ))ζψ

for all |I|, |J |, |I ′|, |J ′| < ∞ and then extending anti-linearly on their linear span.
Furthermore, we have

ψ0(Jrζ (X)) = ψ0(X
∗)

for all X ∈ πψ0
(Õd ⊗Od)

′′.

Furthermore, if ω is also pure then the Popescu elements (K,M, vk, 1 ≤ k ≤ d, φ)
of ψ as given in Proposition 2.4 satisfies the following:

(a) There exists a unique unitary operator γ on K such that γζψ = ζψ and

(43) γ(
∑

cI′J′,I,J ṽI′ ṽ
∗
J′vIv

∗
J))γ

∗ =
∑

cI′,J′,I,JJ ṽI ṽJvI′v∗J′J

for all I ′|, |J ′|, |I| and |J | <∞, where γ is also self adjoint, commuting with modular

elements ∆
1

2 ,J .

(b) γuz = uz̄γ for all z ∈ H.

(c) The anti-unitary map J γ : K → K extends to anti-unitary map Jγ on H̃⊗K H
so that J 2

γ = I and

π(JId(x)) = Jγπ(x)Jγ
for all x ∈ Õd ⊗Od.
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Let ω, ψ be as in Proposition 3.1 and ω be also SU2(C) invariant. By Proposition

2.6, we have ψ0βu(g) = ψ0 for all g ∈ SU2(C) on Õd ⊗Od. Since rζ = u(iσy), there

exists a unitary operator r̂ζ : H̃ ⊗K H → H̃ ⊗K H such that r̂ζζψ = ζψ and

Adr̂ζ (π(x)) = π(βrζ (x))

for all x ∈ Õd ⊗Od.

We recall for each z ∈ H ,

AdUz (π(x)) = π(βz(x))

for all x ∈ Õd ⊗Od.

We consider the anti-automorphism Ĵγrζ on B(H̃ ⊗K H), defined by

Ĵγrζ (X) = Jγ r̂ζXr̂∗ζJγ
and verify the following

Ĵγrζ (π(s̃I′ s̃J′sIs
∗
J))

= Jγπ(βrζ (s̃I′ s̃J′sIs
∗
J)))Jγ

= βr̄ζ (Jγπ(s̃I′ s̃J′sIs
∗
J )J ∗

γ )

= βr̄ζ (π(JId (s̃I′ s̃J′sIs
∗
J )))

= π(Jrζ (s̃I′ s̃J′sIs
∗
J ))

Proposition 3.2. Let ω, ψ be as in Proposition 3.1 and ω be also SU2(C) in-

variant. Then the anti-automorphism Jrζ on Õd ⊗Od induces a well defined anti-

automorphism map Ĵrζ on π(Õd ⊗Od)
′′ by

(44) Ĵrζ (π(x)) = π(Jrζ (x))
for all x ∈ Õd ⊗Od and

Ĵrζ = Ĵγrζ
i.e.

(45) Ĵrζ (X) = Jγ r̂ζXr̂∗ζJγ
for all X ∈ π(Õd ⊗Od)

′′.

Furthermore, if ω is also pure then Ĵrζ (P ) = P and the corner anti-automorphism,
defined by

Ĵrζ (a) = P Ĵrζ (PaP )P
for all a ∈ B(K) satisfies the following:

(46) Ĵrζ (a) = J γr̂ζar̂∗ζγ∗J
for all a ∈ B(K). Furthermore, we have the following consequences:

(a1) Ĵ 2
rζ

= βµ;

(a2) βr̄ζ (S̃I S̃
∗
JSI′S

∗
J′)Jγ r̂ζ = Jγ r̂ζSIS∗

J S̃I′ S̃
∗
J′ for all |I ′|, |J ′|, |I| and J | <∞.

(a3) AdÛ(g)Ĵrζ = ĴrζAdÛ(g)for all g ∈ SU2(C);

(b1) Ad2γrζ
= βζ2Id , where γrζ = γr̂ζ commutes with modular elements J and ∆

1

2 ;

(b2) βr̄ζ (ṽI ṽ
∗
JvI′v

∗
J′)J γrζ = J γrζvIv∗J ṽI′ ṽ∗J′ for all |I ′|, |J ′|, |I| and J | <∞;
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(b3) γrζ commutes the representation {û(g) : g ∈ SU2(C)};

There exists a unique unitary operator Γζr and an anti-unitary operator ex-

tending J on H̃ ⊗K H extending unitary γrζ : K → K and anti-unitary operator
J : K → K respectively such that

(c1) Ad2Γrζ
= βζ2 ; AdΓrζ acts on π(Od)

′′ and π(UHFd)
′′ ( π(Õd)

′′ and (π( ˜UHFd)
′′

) respectively;

(c2) βr̄ζ (S̃I S̃
∗
JSI′S

∗
J′)J Γrζ = J ΓrζSIS

∗
J S̃I′ S̃

∗
J′ for all |I ′|, |J ′|, |I| and J | <∞;

(c3) Γrζ and J commutes the representation {Û(g) : g ∈ SU2(C)};

Proposition 3.3. Let ω and ψ be as in Proposition 3.2 and ω is also reflection
positive with twist r0. Then we have Adγrζ (a) = a for all a ∈ M0, where M0 =

{a ∈ M : βz(a) = a∀z ∈ H} = Pπψ(UHFd)
′′P .

Proof. We recall that rζ = ζr0 and thus Theorem 3.5 (d) in [25] gives a proof
as Adγrζ = Adγr0 on M0, where Adγ0 is defined in Theorem 3.5 in

[23] using invariance property ψ0βr0 ⊗ βr0 = ψ0 on M which is identified as before

with ˜UHFd ⊗ UHFd. Alternatively, we can use the same argument directly with
Adrζ using our hypothesis that ω is reflection positive with the twist r0 to conclude
Adrζ on π(UHFd)

′′ is I.

In general ergodic states of (M, θ) need not be factor states of M [9] though
ergodic states of (Od, λ) are factor states of Od. 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 ω in the convex set of translation
and SU2(C) invariant states to be a factor decomposition.

Proposition 3.4. Let ω be an extreme point in the convex set of translation
and G-invariant states of M and Kω,G be the non-empty compact convex set of λ
and G-invariant states ψ so that ψ|UHFd = ω|MR as in Proposition 2.1. Then the
following statements are true:

(a) The set Kω,G is a face in the convex set of translation and G invariant states
of Od;

(b) For an extremal element ψ ∈ Kω,G, let ψ =
∫ ⊕

ψ′
αdµ(α) be an ergodic decompo-

sition in the convex set of λ-invariant states of Od and ψα =
∫

G ψ
′
αβu(g)dg, where

dg is the normalised Haar measure on G. Then µ-almost every where, ψ = ψα.

(c) For two elements g1 and g2, either ψ
′
αβg1 and ψ′

αβg2 are same or orthogonal
and

πψ(x) =

∫ ⊕

G/Gα

πψ′

α
βu(g′)(x)dg

′

for all x ∈ Od, where Gα = {g ∈ G : ψ′
αβu(g) = ψ′

α} and dg′ is the induced measure
on the cosets of Gα. Moreover, L∞(G/Gα, dg

′)⊗ I ⊂ πψ(Od)
′′.

(d) If ψ1 and ψ2 are two extreme points in Kω,G then ψ2 = ψ1βz for some z ∈ S1;
The closed set H = {z ∈ S1 : ψβz = ψ} is independent of the extreme point
ψ ∈ Kω,G we choose;
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(e) For an extremal element ψ ∈ Kω,G, we have πψ(OH
d )′′ = πψ(UHFd)

′′;

Proof. For any two G and λ-invariant states ψ and ψ′ and λ ∈ (0, 1), if the
state ψλ = λψ1+(1−λ)ψ0 is inKω,G then its restriction to UHFd being an extremal
element in the convex set of G and λ invariant states, ψ1 = ψ2 = ω on UHFd. So
ψ1 and ψ1 are elements in Kω,G. This proves (a).

The statement (b) follows as ψα ∈ Kω,G,
∫

ψαdµα

=

∫

ψ′
αβu(g)dgµ(α)

=

∫

ψ′
αdµ(α)βu(g)dg

=

∫

ψβu(g)dg

= ψ

and ψ is an extremal element in Kω,G.

For (c), we use Theorem 4.3.19 in [7] since ψ′βg commutes with λ and centrally
ergodic, being an extremal element in the convex set of λ-invariant states. For the
last statement L∞(G/Gα, dg

′)⊗ I ⊂ πψ(Od)
′′, ψ′ being an extremal element in the

λ invariant states of Od, we have

1

n

∑

0≤k≤n−1

πψ(λ
k(x))(g′)

=
1

n

∑

0≤k≤n−1

πψ′

α
(λk(βu(g′)(x)) → ψ′

α(βu(g′)(x))

So g′ → ψ′
α(βu(g′)(x)) is in πψ(Od)

′′. Since the collection of functions seperates
points in G/Gα, we conclude that L∞(G/Gα, dg

′) ⊗ Iα′ ⊂ πψ(Od)
′′. This shows

that ergodic decomposition is a central decomposition.

For (d), we use ergodic decomposition given in (c) for ψ1 and ψ2 in the convex
set of λ-invariant states and use Lemma 7.4 in [9] to conclude ψ′

1(α) = ψ′
2(α)βz for

some z ∈ S1. Since βz commutes with {βu(g) : g ∈ SU2(C)}, we get ψ1 = ψ2βz 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 ζz commutes with {βu(g) : g ∈
SU2(C)}.

In Proposition 3.4, we have used the commuting property of {βz : z ∈ S1} with
the group action SU2(C) and λ on Od. Our next proposition, in contrast having

two additional Z2 actions on Od namely ψ → ψ̃ and ψ̄ of which one of them ψ → ψ̄
does not commute with {βz : z ∈ S1} action on Od. Nevertheless, next proposition

exploits commuting property of the action ψ → ψ̃βrζ with {βu(g) : g ∈ SU2(C)} on
Od.
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Proposition 3.5. Let ω be an extremal element in the convex set of real, lattice
reflection symmetric, translation and SU2(C)-invariant states of M. Let Kω,Gr

be the non-empty convex set of λ and SU2(C) invariant states of Od satisfying

ψ̃ = ψ̄ = ψ. Let ψ be an extremal element in Kω,Gr and ψ =
∫

ψ′
αdµ(α) be

an ergodic decomposition of ψ in the convex set of λ-invariant states of Od with
ψ = ψ̃ = ψ̄. Then there exists anti-automorphism Jrζ on πψ0

(Õd⊗Od)
′′ that takes

πψ0
(s̃I′ s̃

∗
J′sIs

∗
J) → πψ0

(βrζ (s̃I s̃
∗
JsI′s

∗
J′))

by extending anti-linearly in their linear span. Moreover, the following statements
are true:

(a) There exists an anti-automorphism J α
rζ

on πψ′

α
(Õd ⊗Od)

′′ satisfying

Jrζ =
∫ ⊕

G/Gα

J α
rζβu(g′)dg

′

if and only if ψ′
α,0βζ2Id = ψ′

α,0 on Od. In such a case, ψ′
α,0Jrζ (x∗) = ψ′

α,0(x) for

all x ∈ Õd ⊗Od.

(b) There exists an anti-automorphism J α
rζ

on πψ′

α
( ˜UHFd ⊗UHFd)

′′ satisfying

Jrζ =
∫ ⊕

G/Gα

J α
rζβu(g′)dg

′

and ψ′
α(Jrζ (x∗)) = ψ′

α(x) for all x ∈ UHFd.

(c) If ψ′
αβζ2Id = ψ′

α on Od then ψ′
αβu(g) = ψ′

α on Od for all g ∈ SU2(C); In
such a case ψ = ψ′

α µ-almost everywhere, is an ergodic state in the convex set of

λ-invariant states of Od satisfying ψ = ψ̄ = ψ̃.
(d) The state ω 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 ψ ∈ Kω,Gr as well. That we can choose
an extremal element ψ ∈ Kω,Gr with ψ = ψβrζ follows trivially as rζ ∈ u(SU2(C))
and ψ is SU2(C) invariant. Thus along the same line of the proof of Proposition
4.2 in [25], we ensure an anti-automorphism Jrζ satisfying (42).

In particular, anti-automorphism Jrζ also preserves the centre Zψ0
of πψ0

(Õd ⊗
Od)

′′. By the last Proposition 3.4 (c), Zψ0
is isomorphic to L∞(SU2(C)/Gα, dg

′)
and so by the uniqueness of factor decomposition of ψ0, with some hζ ∈ SU2(C)/Gα
we have

ψ′
α,0(Jrζ (x∗)) = ψ′

α,0(βu(hζ)(x))

for all x ∈ Õd ⊗Od as
∫

G/Gα

ψ′
α(Jrζ (βu(g′)(x∗)))dg′

=

∫

G/Gα

ψ′
α(βu(g′)(Jrζ (x∗)))dg′

= ψ(Jrζ (x∗))

= ψ(x)
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We recall that J 2
rζ = βµId , where µ = 1 for odd values of d and −1 for even

values of d and compute the following easy steps:

ψ′
α,0βµId(x)

= ψ′
α,0JrζJrζ (x)

= ψ′
α,0βu(hζ)Jrζ (x∗)

for all x ∈ Õd ⊗Od. However Jrζ commutes with {βu(g) : g ∈ SU2(C)} and so

ψ′
α,0βµId(x)

= ψ′
α,0Jrζ (βu(hζ)(x∗))
= ψ′

α,0βu(h2

ζ
)(x)

So we have

ψ′
α,0βu(hζ)Jrζ (x∗)

= ψ′
α,0Jrζβu(hζ)(x∗)

= ψ′
α,0βu(h2

ζ
)(x)

= ψ′
α,0βµId(x)

We may reset ψ′
α as ψ′

αβu(hζ) and verify that ψ′
α,0Jrζ (x∗) = ψ′

α,0(x) for x ∈
Õd ⊗ Od if and only if ψ′

α,0βµId = ψ′
α,0 on Õd ⊗ Od for some ψ′

α,0 in the factor
decomposition of ψ. Same is true with ψ′

α,0βv(g) for all g ∈ SU2(C) as βµI also

commutes with {βu(g) : g ∈ SU2(C)} on Õd ⊗Od.

In particular,

ωα,0Jrζ (x∗) = ωα,0(x)

for all x ∈ ˜UHFd ⊗ UHFd and thus the direct integral representation in (b) holds
on M for all integers d ≥ 2.

For any x ∈ Õd ⊗Od, we have ψα,0(J α
rζ
(x∗)) = ψα,0(x) provided ψ

′
α,0βµId(x) =

ψ′
α,0(x).

We claim that ψα,0(JId(x∗)) = ψα,0(x) and ψα,0(βrζ (x) = ψα,0(x) for all x ∈
Õd ⊗ Od. We may write Jrζ = JId ◦ βrζ to verify first that ψα,0βrζ (x) = ψα,0(x)
for all x ∈ Od.

For x ∈ Od, Jrζ (JId(x)x) = βrζ (JId(x)x) since J 2
Id

= I. In particular, we have

ψ′
α,0βrζ(JId(x)x)) = ψα(JId(x)x)

for x ∈ Od. Now we use polarization identity

JId(x)y =
∑

0≤k≤3

ikJId(x+ iky)(x+ iky)

to deduce

ψαβrζ (JId(x)y)) = ψα(JId(x)y)
for all x, y ∈ Od. This shows that

ψα,0βrζ = ψα,0

on Õd ⊗Od whenever

ψ′
αβζ2Id = ψ′

α

on Od.
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In particular, it also shows that ψ′
α,0βrζ = ψ′

α,0 on ˜UHFd ⊗ UHFd. By our
construction, ψ′

α is an extremal element in Kω′

α
, where the state ω′

α is a λ-invariant
ergodic state of MR = UHFd. By Proposition 4.2 in [25], ψ′

α,0 is in fact a pure state

of Õd ⊗Od.

Since ψ′
α,0βu(g)Jrζ (x∗) = ψ′

α,0(βu(g)(x)) for all g ∈ SU2(C), we as well have

ψ′
α,0βu(g)βrζ = ψ′

α,0βu(g) for all g ∈ SU2(C) on Õd ⊗ Od provided ψ′
α(βµId(x)) =

ψ′
α(x) for x ∈ Od. In other words, we have

ψ′
αβu(g)βrζβu(g)∗ = ψ′

α

on UHFd for all g ∈ SU2(C).

We recall that rζ = u(h), where h ∈ SU2(C) is given explicitely in section 2,
where h = eπiσy for odd values of d and h = e

π
2
iσy . The normal subgroup generated

by {ghg−1 : g ∈ SU2(C)} is not a subgroup of {−I, I} since h /∈ {−I, I}. Thus the
normal subgroup is equal to SU2(C) i.e. ψ

′
α,0βu(g) = ψ′

α,0 on UHFd for g ∈ SU2(C).
This completes the proof for (c).

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

In Proposition 3.5, if ψ′
α were an extremal element in Kω′

α
, then by Proposition

2.6 we could have ψ′
αβu(g) = ψ′

α on Od for all g ∈ SU2(C). Thus in particular, we

could have concluded that ψ′
αβµId = ψ′

αβ
2
rζ = ψ′

α. The following proposition says
much more.

Proposition 3.6. Let ω and ψ be states as in Proposition 3.5. Then ω is an
extremal element in the convex 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 ω is an ergodic state in the convex set of translation invaraint states of M
then ω is a factor state of M.

(b) If ω is reflection positive with twist r0 on M then ω 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 Zψ0
of πψ0

( ˜UHFd ⊗ UHFd)
′′. So

ωAdw = ω on M and so there exists zw ∈ S1 so that ψAdw = ψβzw on Od. We

compute the following equalities for x ∈ Õd ⊗Od:

ψ0AdwJrζAdw(x∗)

= ψ0βzwJrζAdw(x∗)
= ψ0Jrζβz̄wAdw(x∗))
= ψ0Adwβzw(x))

= ψ0βzwβz̄w(x)

= ψ0(x)

= ψ0Jrζ (x∗)



SU2(C) SYMMETRY IN QUANTUM SPIN CHAIN GROUND STATES AND HALDANE’S CONJECTURE23

Since ψ0 is a pure state of Õd ⊗ Od by Proposition 4.3 in [25] ( we need only
extremal property of ω to show {x ∈ B(K) : τ(x) = τ̃ (x) = x} is CI ), we get

wJζwζψ = Jζζψ = ζψ

where we have used notation for anti-unitary operator Jζ on H̃ ⊗K H for which
Jrζ (X) = JζXJ ∗

ζ with Jζζψ = ζψ i.e. Jζ = Jγ r̂ζ , notation used in Proposition
3.2.

We compute further that
JζwJζζψ = w∗ζψ

Since JζwJ ∗
ζ ∈ Zψ, we conclude that

Jrζ (w)F0 = w∗F0

where F0 = [πψ( ˜UHFd ⊗UHFd)
′′ζψ]. Since the above relation holds for all unitary

elements w in the centre Zψ0
, by Stone’s spectral theorem, we have

Jrζ (E)F0 = EF0

for all projection E ∈ Zψ0
.

As Λ takes Zψ to itself, we get

Jrζ (Λ(E))F0 = Λ(E)F0

Since Jrζ (Λ(w)) = Λ̃(Jrζ (w)), we arrive at Λ̃(E)F0 = Λ(E)F0. The action X →
S∗
iXSi also takes elements in Zψ to itself and so we may take unitary element
S∗
i ESi in place of E for

Λ̃(S∗
i ESi)F0 = Λ(S∗

i ESi)F0 = EF0

The map X → Λ̃(s∗iXsi) is the left shift on
˜UHFd⊗UHFd and so we conlcude that

θ−1(E)F0 = EF0

Since the relation holds for all projection in the centre Zψ0
, we also have

θ(E)F0 = EF0

for all projection E ∈ Zψ0
.

However θ(F0) = F0 and thus

θ(E′) = E′,

where E′ = EF0 is a projection in the centre of πω(M)′′. The state ω being an
ergodic state pf M, we conclude E′ is either 0 or F0. Since there is an isomorphism
between the centre of πω(M)′′ with Zψ0

F0, we conclude that ω 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 ω is not itself
an extremal element in the convex set of translation invariant states. Since ω is an
extremal element in the convex set of real, lattice reflection symmetric and trans-
lation invariant state, extremal decomposition of ω in the convex set of translation
invariant states of M is given by

ω = ω1 ⊕ ω1βrζ

where ω1 is a translation invariant ergodic state of M. We may write ψ0 = ψ1
0 ⊕

ψ1
0βrζ for some extremal element ψ1 ∈ Kω1,G,

For any projection E′ in the centre of πω(M)′′ we have

Jrζ (E′Jrζ (E′)) = E′Jrζ (E′)
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since J 2
rζ = I and Jrζ keeps πω(M)′′ invariant. By the purity property of the state

ψ1
0 on Õd ⊗Od, as in the proof for (a), we arrive at

θ(E′Jrζ (E′)) = E′Jrζ (E′)

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

ψ(XE′Jrζ (E′)) = ψ(X)ψ(E′Jrζ (E′))

for all X ∈ πψ( ˜UHFd ⊗UHFd))
′′ and so ψ(E′Jrζ (E′)) is equal to 0 or 1.

The state ω being reflection positive with twist r0 on M and SU2(C), we have

ω(Jrζ (X)X) ≥ 0

for all X ∈ πψ(UHFd)
′′. We consider now the map (X,Y ) → ω(Jrζ (X)Y ) that is

linear in right side and conjugate linear in the left side variables on πψ(Od)
′′. This

bilinear map is skew-symmetric if and only if d is an odd integer, here we recall
that ζ2 = 1 or −1 in accordence the values for d are odd or even. So for odd integer
d, the map

(X,Y ) → ψ(Jrζ (XE)EY ) = ψ(Jrζ (E)E)ψ(Jrζ (X)Y )

is a pre-inner product

〈〈Xζψ, Y ζψ〉〉E = ω(Jrζ (EX)EY )

on the vector space [πψ(UHFd)
′′ζψ ].

However we computed above that ω(Jrζ (X)Jrζ (E)EX) = 0 by the first part if
ψ(Jrζ (E)E) = 0. In such case, we have EXζψ = 0 i.e. EF0 = 0. Similarly, if
ψ(EJrζ (E)) = 1, then ψ(E) = 1 = ψ(Jrζ (E)) and so by replacing the role of E by
I − E, we arrive at EF0 = F0. Thus E′ is either I or F0. So ω is a factor state of
M, contradicting our starting assumption that ω 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 ω be a translation and SU2(C)-invariant, real, lattice sym-

metric state of M and ω =
∫ ⊕

ωαdµ(α) be an ergodic decomposition in the convex
set of real, lattice symmetric and translation invariant states of M. Then µ-almost
everywhere ωα are also SU2(C) invariant. Moreover, if d is an odd integer and ω
is reflection positive with twist r0, then µ-almost everywhere ωα 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 Kω,Gr be the non empty collection of λ and SU2(C)-invariant states

of Od such that ψ = ψ̄ = ψ̃ with ψ|UHFd = ω|MR. We choose an extreme point
ψ ∈ Kω,Gr and write its extremal decomposition ψ =

∫

ψ′
αdµ(α) in the convex

set of λ-invariant real and lattice symmetric states of Od, which need not be a
factor state decomposition of Od. We set ω′

α = ψ′
α|UHFd and ωα be its inductive

limit translation invariant state of M. So by our construction ω =
∫

ωαdµ(α) 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 CONJECTURE25

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

ωα(βu(g)(x)) = ωα(x)

for all x ∈ M for d ≥ 2.

However,
ψα(βu(g)(x)) = ψα(x)

for all x ∈ Od if d is an odd integer for which we have µ = ζ2 = 1 and also Jrζ
admits direct integral representation given in Proposition 3.5 (a). Thus we verify
reflection positive property of ωα with the twist r0 from the same property of ω,
where we have used Proposition 3.5 (b) and SU2(C)-invariance property of ψ′

α.
Now factor property of ψα follows from Proposition 3.6.

Unlike the situation Kω,G, another extremal element in Kω,Gr need not be of
the form ψβz for some z ∈ S1. Main obstruction comes from the fact that the Z2

symmetric action ψ → ψ̄ on λ-invariant states of Od takes ψβz → ψβz̄ on Kω,Gr .

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

Proposition 4.1. Let ω be a translation invariant real lattice symmetric pure
state of M with a twist r0 as Proposition 3.2 and γr0 be the self adjoint unitary
operator described in Proposition 3.2. If ω is also reflection positive with the twist
r0 then

(47) 〈∆− 1

2 v∗i ζψ , βr0(v
∗
j )ζψ〉 = 〈∆ 1

2 v∗j ζψ, βr0(v
∗
i )ζψ〉

(48) 〈∆− 1

2σt(v
∗
i )ζψ , βr0(σs(v

∗
j ))ζψ〉 = 〈σs(v∗j )ζψ,∆

1

2 βr0(σt(v
∗
i ))ζψ〉∀s, t ∈ R

(49) 〈∆− 1

2 (vδ1i )∗ζψ , βr0((v
δ2
j )∗)ζψ〉 = 〈(vδ2j )∗ζψ,∆

1

2 βr0((v
δ1
i )∗)ζψ〉∀δ1, δ2 > 0

and

(50) 〈ζψ , vδ1i σi(y− 1

2
)(βr0((v

δ2
j )∗))ζψ〉 = 〈ζψ , vδ2j σi(y+ 1

2
)(βr0((v

δ1
i )∗))ζψ〉

for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, t ∈ R and s = 1, where

xδ =
1√
2π

∫

R

exp−
1

2

t2

δ2 σt(x)dt

for δ > 0 and z → σz(x) is the analytic extension of t → σt(x) for an analytic
element x ∈ M to C.

Proof. We recall, xζψ is an element in the domain of ∆
1

2 for x ∈ M and yζψ is

an element in the domain of ∆− 1

2 for y ∈ M′ [6]. We also recall that v∗i ζψ = ṽ∗i ζψ
and thus both sides of equalities in (47)-(49) are well defined. We need to establish
those equalities.

The element σt(vi)J βr̄ζ (σs(ṽj))J ∈ M0, i.e. (βz : z ∈ H) invariant element in
M as βz(vi) = zvi and βz(J βr̄ζ (ṽj)J ) = z̄J βr̄ζ (ṽj)J , where we used commuting
property of (βz ; z ∈ H) with the modular group (σt) onM and commuting property
of (uz : z ∈ H) with J as βz = Aduz and βz(ṽj) = zṽj for z ∈ H .

By our hypothesis that ω is reflection positive with twist r0, any element in M0

is Adγrζ invariant by Theorem 3.5 (d) in [25]. So we have the following equality for

any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d:
σt(vi)J βr̄ζ (σs(ṽj))J
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= Adγr̄ζ (σt(vi))Adγrζ (J βr̄ζ (σs(ṽj))J )

= J βr̄ζ (σt(ṽi))J σs(vj)
where we used again modular group commutes with any automorphism that pre-
serves the faithful normal state φ on M. Since rζ = ζr0, we get

(51) σt(vi)J βr̄0(σs(ṽj))J = J βr̄0(σt(ṽi))J σs(vj)

for all s, t ∈ R.

Now we use x∗ζψ = Sxζψ = J∆
1

2 xζψ for x ∈ M and y∗ζψ = J∆− 1

2 yζψ for
y ∈ M′ to verify (47) as we can compute the following equalities at ease:

〈∆− 1

2 ṽ∗i ζψ, βr0(v
∗
j )ζψ〉

= 〈v∗i ζψ ,∆− 1

2 βr0(v
∗
j )ζψ〉

= 〈v∗i ζψ ,∆− 1

2 βr0(ṽ
∗
j )ζψ〉

= 〈v∗i ζψ ,JJ∆− 1

2βr0(ṽ
∗
j )ζψ〉

= 〈ζψ , viJ βr̄0(ṽj)J ζψ〉
( now by (51) )

= 〈ζψ ,J βr̄0(ṽi)J vjζψ〉

= 〈J βr̄0(ṽ∗i )J ζψ , vjζψ〉

= 〈J βr̄0(v∗i )ζψ , vjζψ〉

= 〈J vjζψ , βr0(v∗i )ζψ〉
(we used conjugate linear property of J )

= 〈J J∆
1

2 v∗j ζψ , βr0(v
∗
i )ζψ〉

= 〈∆ 1

2 v∗j ζψ, βr0(v
∗
i )∆

− 1

2 ζψ〉
We can verify (48) along the same line. The equality (49) is a simple consequence
of (48). For (50), we recall that xδ is an analytic element for the modular group
(σt) for any x ∈ M or M′ and δ > 0.

Theorem 4.2. Let g → vij(g) be an irreducible representation of SU2(C) and
the state ω in Proposition 4.1 be also SU2(C) invariant. Then the following holds:
(a) d is an odd integer;
(b) ∆ = I and M = M0 is a finite type-I factor and φ is the normalised trace on
M;
(c) H is the trivial subgroup of S1 and Adγrζ = I;

(d) v∗i = βrζ (vi);
(e) There exists an irreducible representation g → û(g) ∈ M such that

(52) û(g)v∗i û(g)
∗ = βu(g)(v

∗
i )

and representation g → û(g) is an odd integer or even integer representation of
SU2(C).
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Proof. By Clebsch-Gordan theory valid for irreducible representation g → u(g)
of the group SU2(C), the representation g → u(g)⊗ ¯u(g) in Cd⊗Cd admits a unique
invaiant subspace. The state ω being SU2(C)-invariant, the vectors 〈ζψ, S∗

i Sjζψ〉
and 〈ζψ , SjS∗

i ζψ〉 are g → ¯u(g)⊗ u(g) invariant by Proposition 2.5 (a) and thus

〈ζψ, SiS∗
j ζψ〉 =

δij
d

The state ω being SU2(C)-invariant, the vector 〈ζψ , vi∆sv∗j ζψ〉 is also g → u(g)⊗
¯u(g) invariant for any real s since ∆ commutes with ˆu(g) for all g ∈ SU2(C) by

Proposition 2.5 (c).

For the time being, we fix δ > 0 and simplify notation vδi for vi and compute
that

(53) 〈ζψ, vi∆yv∗j ζψ〉 = δijcy

for some positive constant cy independent of i, j.

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

(r0)
j
i 〈ζψviv∗i ζψ〉 = (r0)

i
j〈ζψvj∆v∗j ζψ〉

for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d. Since r20 = I, i.e. r0 = r∗0 and each row or column vector is non
zero, we conclude that

(54) 〈ζψviv∗i ζψ〉 = 〈ζψvj∆v∗j ζψ〉
for some i, j and hence for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d by (53). Similarly, we also use (53) in
the equality (50) for y = − 1

2 to conclude that

(55) 〈ζψvi∆−1v∗i ζψ〉 = 〈ζψvjv∗j ζψ〉
for some i, j and hence for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d by (53).

So we have by (54) and (55)

||[∆ 1

2 v∗i −∆− 1

2 v∗i ]ζψ ||2

= ||∆ 1

2 v∗i ζψ ||2 + ||∆− 1

2 v∗i ζψ||2 − 2||v∗i ζψ ||2

= 0

By separating property for ζψ for M, we get

∆v∗i∆
−1 = v∗i

i.e. ∆ commutes with each v∗i . ∆ being self-adjoint, ∆ also commutes with each
vi i.e. ∆ commutes with each vδi for any δ > 0 once we remove simplified notation.
Thus ∆ commutes with each vi and so ∆ ∈ M′. Since J∆J = ∆−1, we also
conclude ∆ ∈ M. The von Neumann algbera M being a factor and ∆ζψ = ζψ, we
conclude ∆ = I.

We claim that M is a finite type-I factor rather than a type-II1 finite factor.
Suppose not. Then M0 is also a type-II1 finite factor. The von-Neumann factor
M0 being the corner of πω(UHFd)

′′ by P ∈ πψ(UHFd)
′′, πω(UHFd)

′′ is also a
type-II von-Neumann factor.

We consider the GNS space (HωR , πωR , ζωR) associated with (MR, ωR). So
πωR(MR)

′′ is a type-II factor and ζωR is cyclic for πωR(MR)
′′ in HωR . We will
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rule out the following two possible cases: As in (17), we identify MR with UHFd
with respect to a orthonormal basis (ei) for C

d.

(i) πωR(UHFd)
′′ is a type-II1 factor.

In such a case πωR(UHFd)
′′ admits a unique tracial state say ω0 [11]. Since

ω0Λ is also a tracial state on πωR(UHFd)
′′, we get by unisqueness of tracial state,

ω0 = ω0Λ. But ωΛ = ω on πωR(UHFd)
′′ and ω is a factor state, in particular, an

ergodic state i.e. unique invariant state of right translation dynamics (UHFd, θ).
Thus ω = ω0 on UHFd. So ω is the unique trace on M, contradicting our hypothesis
that ω is pure.

(ii) πωR(UHFd)
′′ is a type-II∞ factor.

In this case, P is a finite projection in πωR(UHFd)
′′ and M0 = PπωR(UHFd)

′′P
is type-II1 factor and πω(UHFd)

′′ is isomorphic to M0 ⊗B(H), where M0 is type-
II1 factor acting on K and H is an infinite dimensional Hilbert space [11]. Note
that M′

0 is also a type-II1 factor and πωR(UHFd)
′ is isomorphic to M′

0.

More generally, we claim that the commutant of Λn(πωR(UHFd))
′′ is also a type-

II1 factor isomorphic to M′
0 ⊗ {SIS∗

J : |I| = |J | = n}′′. That the type-II1 factor
Λn(πωR(UHFd))

′ contains M′
0 ⊗ {SIS∗

J : |I| = |J |}′′ is obvious. The factor being
a hyperfinite type-II1 factor, we may write πωR(Λ

n(UHFd))
′ = N0 ⊗ {SIS∗

J : |I| =
|J | = n}′′ for some type-II1 factor N0 and M′

0 ⊆ N0. For the reverse inclusion, if
X ∈ N0 then X ∈ πωR(UHFd)

′ and so X ∈ M′
0.

So M′
0 ⊗ πω(UHFd)

′′ admits a tracial state and it is a type-II1 factor. However,
Cuntz relation (16) gives

⋂

n≥1

Λn(πωR(UHFd))
′′ ⊆ πωR(UHFd)

′′
⋂

πω(UHFd)
′

So by the factor property of ωR, we also have M′
0 ⊗ πω(UHFd)

′′ is the algebra of
all bounded operators on HωR . This brings a contradiction.

That, d can not be an even integer, is given in [22] since ωR(UHFd)
′′ is a type-I

factor. It also follows by a more general result [26], where we could drop additional
assumption that ω is reflection positive with the twist r0 but here (a) is valid for
reflection positive with twist case.

Thus d is an odd integer and ωR is a type-I factor state of UHFd with its corner
Pπω(UHFd)

′′P equal to a finite type-I factor M and by Proposition 2.2 (e) in [26]
we have

πψ(Od)
′′ = πψ(UHFd)

′′

Since βz(Si) = zSi for any z ∈ H but βz(X) = X for all X ∈ πψ(UHFd)
′′ =

πψ(Od)
′′. So we have Si = zSi each 1 ≤ i ≤ d and z ∈ H . This shows z = 1 as

S∗
i Si = I for each 1 ≤ i ≤ d. Thus H = {1}.

This also shows thatM0 = M sinceM0 = Pπψ(UHFd)
′′P andM = Pπψ(Od)

′′P .
Thus Adγrζ = I on M as well and so

v∗i = Adγrζ (v
∗
i )

= J βr̄ζ (ṽ∗i )J
= βrζ (vi)

since ∆ = I and so ṽ∗i = J viJ for 1 ≤ i ≤ d
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We are left to prove the last statement (e). The factor M being type-I and
SU2(C) being simply connected, first part follows by a standard result in represen-
tation theory [20].

We will prove now that the group action αg : x→ û(g)xû(g)∗ onM is ergodic i.e.
there exists no no-trivial invariant element for the group action. Let (pi : 1 ≤ i ≤ m)
be a maximal set of orthogonal minimal projections in MG = {x ∈ M : αg(x) =
x, ∀g ∈ SU2(C)} i.e. elements in M that are invariant for the group action
(αg : g ∈ SU2(C)) and u be a unitary element in M invariant for the group action
αg as well.

So V as well as Vu = (uviu
∗) satisfies the inter-twinning relation (28). By the

uniqueness of Clebs-Gordon coefficients, we get

(56) piuvku
∗pj = cij(u)pivkpj

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ d with some scalers cij(u) ∈ C.

We compute now the following

(57)
∑

1≤k≤d

piuvku
∗pjuv

∗
ku

∗pi = |cij(u)|2
∑

1≤k≤d

pivkpjv
∗
kpi

Since
∑

k vkpjv
∗
k is also αg-invariant, the left hand side of (57) is independent

of u, is in the centre of MG and so |cij(u)| = 1. By (d), we also have v∗k = βr0(vk)

and the family of vectors {pivkpjζψ : 1 ≤ k ≤ d} are mutually orthogonal for each
fix 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d ( as (φ(pivkpjv

∗
l pi)) is a invariant vector for the representation

g → u(g)⊗ u(g) of SU2(C) ), c
i
j(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 → cij(u) is continuous. Thus cij(u) = 1. So we get uvku

∗ = vk 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 MG is a subfactor of finite type-I factor M.

Without loss of generality we write M = M′
G⊗MG and û(g) = û(g)⊗ IMG

for
all g ∈ SU2(C) and M′

G = {û(g) : g ∈ SU2(C)}′′.

If u ∈ MG in (57), is only an element that commutes with each (pi), then the
left hand side of (57) is also independent of u since G-invariant element piτ(pj)pi
is a scaler multiple of pi as each pi is a minimal projection in MG. Now we follow
the same argument used above to conclude that u is a scaler multiple of identity
operator. Thus MG is trivial. This completes the proof for irreducibility of the
representation g → û(g) of SU2(C).

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

us(g)⊗ ut(g) ≡ u|t−s| ⊕ u|t−s|+1 ⊕ ..⊕ us+t(g)

to verify that for any integer value of s, ut(g) is present in the decomposition of
us(g)⊗ut(g) irrespective of the value t that could be either an integer spin or 1

2 -odd
integer spin representation.

Now we sum up our main result of this section in the following theorem with a
natural generalisation.
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Theorem 4.3. Let G be a simply connected group and g → uij(g) is a d-

dimensional irreducible representation of G such that g → u(g) ⊗ ¯u(g) admits a
unique one dimensional invariant subspace in Cd ⊗ Cd and ω be a real, lattice
reflection symmetric with a twist r0, translation invariant pure state of M. If
ω is also G-invariant and reflection positive with the twist r0 then there exists
an extremal element ψ ∈ Kω so that its associated elements in Proposition 2.5
(K,M, vk : 1 ≤ k ≤ d) satisfies the following:
(a) ∆ = I and M = M0 is a finite type-I factor;
(b) H is the trivial subgroup of S1 and Adγrζ = I;

(c) For each 1 ≤ i ≤ d, we have v∗i = βrζ (vi);
(d) Two-point spatial correlation functions of ω decay exponentially.

Proof. 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 Taζψ = τ(a)ζψ , a ∈ M, where τ(a) =
∑

i viav
∗
i , x ∈ M and the tracial state a → 〈ζψ , aζψ〉 on the finite matrix algebra

M is invariant for τ . The equality in (c) in particular says that T is also self adjoint
and so T 2 is positive.

Thus the exponentially decaying property of two point spatial correlation would
be related with the mass gap in the spectrum of T 2 from 1 once we show that any
inviant vector of T 2 is a scaler multiple of ζψ .

Let f be an invariant vector for T 2. Then we get

〈f, aζψ〉
= 〈T 2nf, aζψ〉
= 〈f, τ2n(a)ζψ〉

for all n ≥ 1 and a ∈ M. Taking n→ ∞, we conclude that

〈f, aζψ〉 = 〈ζψ , aζψ〉〈f, ζψ〉
for all a ∈ M i.e. f = 0 if f is orthogonal to ζψ .

Let 0 ≤ δ < 1 and δ2 be the highest eigen value of T 2 − |ζψ〉〈ζψ | and β > 0 so
that eβδ < 1. So we have ||T − |ζψ〉〈ζψ ||| ≤ δI and for any A,B ∈ M

eβn|ω(Aθn(B))− ω(A)ω(B)|
= eβn|〈a∗ζψ , [T − |ζψ〉〈ζψ |]nbζψ〉|

≤ (eβδ)n||a||||b|| → 0

as n→ ∞, where a = Pπψ(A)P and b = Pπψ(B)P are elements in M and eβδ < 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.
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Proposition 5.1. LetH be a Hamiltonian in quantum spin chain M = ⊗ZMd(C)
that satisfies relation (3) with h0 ∈ Mloc. Then the following statements are true:

(a) There exists a unique KMS state ωβ for (αt) at each inverse positive temperature
β = 1

kT > 0 and ωβ is a translation invariant factor state of M.

(b) If H also satisfies relation (14) with J > 0 and r0 ∈ Ud(C), then the unique
KMS state ωβ is reflection positive with twist r0. Furthermore, any weak∗ limit
point of ωβ as β → ∞ is also reflection positive with twist r0;

(c) If H is also SU2(C) -invariant i.e. βu(g)(h0) = h0 and ω be a low temperature

limit point ground state for H described in (b) and ω =
∫ ⊕

X
ωαdµ(α) 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, µ-allmost everywhere, ωα = ωαβu(g) for all g ∈
SU2(C) and ω

α are pure ground states of H.
(ii) For any even integer d ≥ 2, µ-allmost everywhere ωα = ωαβu(g) for all g ∈
SU2(C) but ωα are not even an extremal element in the convex set of translation
invariant states of M.

Proof. For (a), we refer to H. Araki’s work [4] and also [19]. 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, SU2(C)-invariance
ensures that µ-almost everywhere ωα are stationary states for the Hamitonian dy-
namics H for which βu(g)(h0) = h0 for all g ∈ SU2(C) and so µ-almost everywhere
ωα 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 [8] 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 SU2(C)-invariant [26].

For an even integer, such a extremal element ωα in the decompostion given in
Proposition 5.1 (c) is an SU2(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

ωα = ω1
α ⊕ ω1

αβrζ

for some translation invariant ergodic states ω1
α of M. In particular, this shows that

translation invariant ergodic states ω1
α are SU2(C) invariant ground states of H for

µ-almost everywhere but fails to be real and lattice symmetric. In other words,
spontaneous Z2 symmetry ω → ω̄ breaks down rather then SU2(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, SU2(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 ωXXX is pure, translation invariant, SU2(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 α on M commuting with θ such
that ωα is an infinite tensor product state of M [27]. Furthermore, mean entropy
s(ωXXX). Thus by upper-semicontinuity property of mean entropy, s(ωβ) → 0 as
β → ∞, if ωβ is the unique thermal equilibrium factor state at inverse temperature
β = 1

kT of HXXX model. This gives an important criteria for possible purity prop-
erty of ωXXX by studying its asymptotic behaviour for factor or cluster property
[32] of ωβ as described in section 6 of [27]. The following statement is an easy
consequence of standard results [9, 21].

Theorem 6.1. Let ωβ be the unique thermal equilibrium or KMS factor state
at inverse temperature β for anti-ferromagnetic HXXX model with odd integer d =
2s+ 1 ≥ 3 (s is an integer greater than 1) and ω be a limit point of ωβ as β → ∞.
Then following holds:

(a) Then ω =
∫

ωrdµ(r), where ωr is the state defined by

ωr(e
i1
j1
⊗ ...⊗ einjn) = φ(vIv

∗
J)

and v = (vi) 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 → û(g) = ur(g) of SU2(C) with finite I2r+1 factor M for an integer
r ≥ 1 or half-odd integer.

(b) In (a) the dimension of M i.e. irreducible representation g → ûr(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 → ûl(g) of dimension 2l+1 with half odd-integer or integer ( each
ωl is an invariant state for Hamiltonian flow σ̂t of H

XXX ) i.e.

(58) ωr(h0) = minl= 1

2
,1, 3

2
,..ωl(h0)

(c) If there exist unique r for which ωl(h
xxx
0 ) attains its minimum then ω = ωr i.e.

the low temperature limit of ωβ as β → ∞ is unique and its limiting value is ωr.

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

σx = 2−
1

2





0 , 1, 0
1 , 0, 1
0 , 1, 0



 ,

σy = 2−
1

2





0 , −i, 0
i , 0, −i
0 , i, 0



 ,
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σz =





1 , 0, 0
0 , 0, 0
0 , 0, −1



 .

and iσx, iσy, iσz are basis for Lie-algebra su2(C) with

[iσx, iσy] = −iσz, [iσy, iσz] = −iσx, [iσz, iσx] = −iσy

A direct calculation shows that the inter-twiner rζ = r0 is a matrix with real
entries given below

rζ =





0 , 0, −1
0 , 1, 0
−1 , 0, 0



 .

and

hxxx0 = J(σx ⊗ σx + σy ⊗ σy + σz ⊗ σz)

By Clebsch-Gordon decomposition of SU2(C) representation g → u1(g)⊗ u1(g),
the commutant of {u1(g) ⊗ u1(g) : g ∈ SU2(C)} in M3(C) ⊗ M3(C) is equal to
its centre made of orthogonal projections of dimension 1, 3, 5. Since h0 commutes
with u1(g) ⊗ u1(g), h0 is in the centre of {u1(g) ⊗ u1(g) : g ∈ SU2(C)}′′ and so
ωl(xh0) = ωl(h0x) for any x ∈ M3(C)⊗M3(C) since ωl is SU2(C)-invariant of M.
Thus ωlσ

XXX
t = ωl for all t ∈ R on local elements of M and so on M.

We compute with J = 1

ωl(h
xxx
0 ) =

1

2
φ(v1av

∗
2 + v2av

∗
1 + v3av

∗
2 + v2av

∗
3))

−1

2
φ(−v1bv∗2 + v2bv

∗
1 + v3bv

∗
2 − v2bv

∗
3)

+φ(v1cv
∗
1 − v3cv

∗
3)

(where a = v1v
∗
2 + v2v

∗
1 + v3v

∗
2 + v2v

∗
3 , b = −v1v∗2 + v2v

∗
1 + v3v

∗
2 − v2v

∗
3 and c =

v1v
∗
1 − v3v

∗
3)

=
1

2
φ((v∗2v1 + v∗1v2 + v∗3v2 + v∗2v3)(v1v

∗
2 + v2v

∗
1 + v3v

∗
2 + v2v

∗
3))

−1

2
φ((−v∗2v1 + v∗1v2 + v∗2v3 − v∗3v2)(−v1v∗2 + v2v

∗
1 + v3v

∗
2 − v2v

∗
3))

+φ((v∗1v1 − v∗3v3)(v1v
∗
1 − v3v

∗
3))

(where we have tracial state property of φ on M )

= φ((v∗2v1 + v∗3v2)(v2v
∗
1 + v3v

∗
2))

+φ((v∗1v2 + v∗2v3)(v1v
∗
2 + v2v

∗
3))

+φ((v∗1v1 − v∗3v3)(v1v
∗
1 − v3v

∗
3))

Since v∗1 = −v3, v∗2 = v2 and v1v
∗
1 + v2v

∗
2 + v3v

∗
3 = I, we simplify further that

ωt(h
xxx
0 ) = φ(δv2(v1)δv2(v

∗
1)) + φ(δv2(v3)δv2(v

∗
3))

(59) +φ(((v∗1v1 − v∗3v3)(v1v
∗
1 − v3v

∗
3))

where we have used the symbol δv2(a) = v2a− av2 for a ∈ M.

Solution to (52) is given by v1 = l+, v3 = l− and v2 = ilz, where

√

l(l+ 1)l+ =
1√
2
(π̄l(iσx) + iπ̄l(iσy)),
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√

l(l + 1)l− =
1√
2
(π̄l(iσx)− iπ̄l(iσy))

and
√

l(l+ 1)lz = π̄l(iσz)

where we used notation π̄l for 2l+ 1-dimensional irreducible representation of Lie-
algebra su2(C) of the Lie-group SU2(C). So

l(l+ 1)δv2(v1)

=
i√
2
([π̄l(iσz), πl(iσx)] + i[π̄l(iσz), π̄l(iσy)])

=
i√
2
(π̄l(−iσy) + i(π̄l(iσx))

=
1√
2
(−iπ̄l(iσy)− π̄l(iσx)

= −
√

l(l + 1)v1

i.e
√

l(l+ 1)δv2(v1) = −v1

Similarly, we may compute by taking ajoint that
√

l(l + 1)δv2(v3) = v3

We also compute that
l(l + 1)(v1v

∗
1 − v3v

∗
3)

= −l(l+ 1)(v1v3 − v3v1)

= −1

2
[πl(iσx) + iπl(iσy), πl(iσx)− iπl(iσy)]

= i[πl(iσx), πl(iσy)]

= iπ̄l(−iσz)
= −iπ̄l(iσz)

i.e.
√

l(l+ 1)(v1v
∗
1 − v3v

∗
3) = −v2

Now from (59), we get

ωl(h
xxx
0 ) = − 1

l(l+ 1)
φ(v1v

∗
1 + v3v

∗
3)−

1

l(l + 1)
φ(v2v

∗
2)

= − 1

l(l+ 1)
φ(v1v

∗
1 + v2v

∗
2 + v3v

∗
3)

= − 1

l(l+ 1)

The above computation could have been simplified by using SU2(C) symmtry of
the state ωl to write

ωl(h
xxx
0 ) = 3ωl(σz ⊗ σz)

= − 3

l(l+ 1)
ω(v2v

∗
2)

= − 1

l(l+ 1)

The map l → ωl(h
xxx
0 ) increases strictly to zero as l = 1

2 , 1,
3
2 , ... increases to

infinity and its minimum value at l = 1
2 is − 4

3 . This shows that there is an unique
limit point in ωβ as β → ∞ and limiting value is ω 1

2

.
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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 ω 1

2

.

For any arbitary odd values of d, for uniqueness of low temperature limit points,
we need to prove that the mean energey of Hxxx i.e. ωl(h

xxx
0 ) gets minimised by

a unique state ωr for some 1
2 -odd integer or integer spin r. Uniqueness of low

temperature limiting states as well holds for any odd integer d = 2s + 1 if the
function l → ωl(h

xxx
0 ) is a monotonically increasing function in the varaiable l. For

a possible quick proof, we verify using SU2(C) symmetry that

1

3
ωl(h

xxx
0 )

= ωl(σz ⊗ σz)

= φl(
∑

1≤k,k′≤s

kk′((v∗k′vk′ − v∗2s+1−k′v2s+1−k′ )(vkv
∗
k − v2s+1−kv

∗
2s+1−k)),

where φl is the normalized trace on M2l+1 and V ∗ = (v∗k) is the Clebsch-Gordon
isometry that intertwins two representations πl ⊗ πs and πl of SU2(C). Note that
there exists a unique intertwiner isometry provided l ≥ |l − s| i.e. l ≥ s

2 . 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 ω s

2
.

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

haklt0 = J(
1

3
+

1

2
(hxxx0 +

1

3
(hxxx0 )2)

It is well known that ω 1

2

is the unique ground state for HAKLT with ω 1

2

(haklt0 ) = 0.

We may as well compute

ωl(σ
2
x ⊗ σ2

x + σ2
y ⊗ σ2

y + σ2
z ⊗ σ2

z)

=
1

4
φ((v1v

∗
1 + v1v

∗
3 + 2v2v

∗
2 + v3v

∗
1 + v3v

∗
3)(v

∗
1v1 + v∗3v1 + 2v∗2v2 + v∗1v3 + v∗3v3))

+
1

4
φ((v1v

∗
1 − v1v

∗
3 + 2v2v

∗
2 − v3v

∗
1 + v3v

∗
3)(v

∗
1v1 − v∗3v1 + 2v∗2v2 − v∗1v3 + v∗3v3))

+φ((v1v
∗
1 + v3v

∗
3)(v

∗
1v1 + v∗3v3))

=
1

4
φ((I + v1v

∗
3 + v2v

∗
2 + v3v

∗
1)(I + v∗3v1 + v∗2v2 + v∗1v3))

+
1

4
φ((I − v1v

∗
3 + v2v

∗
2 − v3v

∗
1)(I − v∗3v1 + v∗2v2 − v∗1v3))

+φ((I − v2v
∗
2)(I − v∗2v2))

=
1

2
φ((I + v2v

∗
2)(I + v∗2v2)) +

1

2
φ((v1v

∗
3 + v3v

∗
1)(v

∗
3v1 + v∗1v3))

+φ((I − v2v
∗
2)(I − v∗2v2))

=
3

2
(1 + φ(v42))− φ(v22) +

1

2
φ((v1v

∗
3 + v3v

∗
1)(v

∗
3v1 + v∗1v3))

We also compute

l(l + 1)(v1v
∗
3 + v3v

∗
1)

=
1

2
{(π̄l(iσx)+iπ̄l(iσy))(−π̄l(iσx)−iπ̄l(iσy))+(π̄l(iσx)−iπ̄l(iσy))(−π̄l(iσx)+iπ̄l(iσy))}

= π̄l(iσy)
2 − π̄l(iσx)

2
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So
l2(l + 1)2φ((v1v

∗
3 + v3v

∗
1)(v

∗
3v1 + v∗1v3))

= φ((π̄l(iσy)
2 − π̄l(iσx)

2)2)

= φ(π̄l(iσy)
4 + π̄l(iσx)

4)− 2φ(π̄l(iσx)
2π̄l(iσy)

2)

(φ being tracial state on M, φ(π̄l(iσy)
2π̄l(iσx)

2) = φ(π̄l(iσx)
2π̄l(iσy)

2)

Using symmetry and tracial property of φ on M, we write

αl = φ(π̄l(iσx)
4) = φ(π̄l(iσy)

4) = φ(π̄l(iσz)
4)

and

βl = φ(π̄l(iσx)
2π̄l(iσy)

2) = φ(π̄l(iσy)
2π̄l(iσz)

2) = φ(π̄l(iσz)
2π̄l(iσx)

2)

We use the following identities:

l2(l + 1)2 = φ((π̄l(iσx)
2 + π̄l(iσy)

2 + π̄l(iσz)
2)2)

= 3αl + 6βl

and

αl =
1

2l+ 1

∑

−l≤m≤l

m4

to deduce
ωl(σ

2
x ⊗ σ2

x + σ2
y ⊗ σ2

y + σ2
z ⊗ σ2

z)

=
3

2
− 1

3
+

1

l2(l + 1)2
(
3αl
2

+ αl − βl)

=
7

6
+

1

l2(l + 1)2
(
5αl
2

− 1

6
(l2(l + 1)2 − 3αl))

= 1 +
3αl

l2(l + 1)2

We can as well use symmetry and tracial state property of φ to compute

ωl((h
xxx
0 )2) = 3ωl(σ

2
z ⊗ σ2

z) + 6ωl(σzσx ⊗ σzσx)

= 3φ((I − v22)(1− v22)) + 3φ((v3v
∗
1 − v1v

∗
3)(v

∗
1v3 − v∗3v1))

= 1 + 3φ(v42) + 6φ(v42)

= 1 + 9φ(v42)

So

ωl(h
aklt
0 ) =

1

3
+

1

2
(
1

3
+ 3φ(v42)−

1

l(l + 1)
)

=
1

3
+

1

2
(
1

3
− 1

l(l + 1)
+

3

l2(l + 1)2(2l+ 1)

∑

−l≤m≤l

m4)

This clearly shows that the unique ground state ω = ω 1

2

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 β → ∞ of the unique temperature
states ωβ for HAKLT at inverse temperatures β > 0 is unique and its limiting value
is also given by ω 1

2

.
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