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Abstract

We give an explicit proof for the locality of staggered overlap operators. The proof covers
the original two flavor construction by Adams as well as a single flavor version. As in the
case of Neuberger’s operator, an admissibility condition for the gauge fields is required.

1 Introduction and motivation

As Adams has shown [1], it is possible to construct chirally symmetric lattice fermions based on
the staggered discretization. While Adams’ original construction provided a two flavor operator,
single flavor versions were found soon after |2,13]. These staggered chiral fermions are obtained
by first adding a mass term [4] to the staggered operator, followed by an overlap construction
[5], which contains an inverse square root. It is thus evident that staggered chiral fermions
are not ultralocal by construction and their locality needs to be proven. Numerically, Ref. 6]
found strong evidence in support of the locality of Adams’ original two flavor operator. In the
free case, one can furthermore show that the lifting of the doubler modes is achieved via flavor
dependent mass term |1, 2, 7]. In addition, the index theorem has been established for the two
flavor operator |8] and the correct continuum limit of the index was found in [9]. In this paper,
we give an analytic proof for the locality of staggered overlap fermions, for both the single and
two flavor cases. The general strategy we employ is quite similar to the one used by Hernandez,
Jansen and Liischer to demonstrate the locality of the original Neuberger operator [10]. We
will start in sec.2 by expanding the inverse square root as a series of Legendre polynomials,
which can be shown to be local if a spectral condition of the kernel operator is fulfilled. This
spectral condition involves an upper as well as a lower bound on the kernel operator. In sec.3
we will show that both bounds are fulfilled for Adams’ original two flavor construction, provided
an admissibility condition of the form |1 —P|| < ¢ is fulfilled by all plaquettes P of the gauge
field. The exact value of € will depend on the details of the action, specifically the negative mass
parameter s and the Wilson parameter . We then turn to a single flavor staggered operator and
show that similar bounds also hold in this case.

2 Locality

2.1 Staggered overlap Dirac operator

Let us first introduce the staggered overlap Dirac operator

Day = 2 (1+4/VATA) (2.1)
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with
A=aDs, —7rsl Dgy = Dgt + Wyt (2.2)

where r is the Wilson parameter and 0 < s < 2 is the negative mass term of the kernel operator.
The staggered operator is defined as

Dy = npvu (23)
with
(M) = (—1)2wsn™ (24)
and the symmetric derivative operator
1
Vi = % (T = Tpu-) - (2.5)

The T),4 are parallel transports defined as

(T;H—)xy = Uu(x)51+ﬂ,y (Tu—)xy = U;E(y)fsmfﬂ,y- (2-6)

The staggered Wilson term W reads

W = = (]1 —M(2)> (2.7)
a
in the two flavor case |1, 8, 11] and
W, = = (2 1 +M(1)> (2.8)
a
in the one flavor case [2,13]. The operators M (Ne) are in turn give by
M® =ensC MW =iy +in34Cas (2.9)
with the phase factors
5 = 11271374 (2.10)
€r = (—1)2v ™ (2.11)
(M )a = Mo = (—1)Z0=wt17 for 11 < v (2.12)

and the diagonal hopping terms

1
C = (C1C2C3C ) sym = IPag,nganCng (2.13)
1
Cuw = 3 {Cu,C} (2.14)
where 1
Cu= §(T/J+ + ) (2.15)
and P,g,s denotes the permutation symbol
1 «, 3,7, 6 is a permutation of 1,2,3,4
Pagrs = { 0 else. (2.16)

The kernel A is ultralocal, but due to the (ATA)fl/ ? term the staggered overlap Dirac operator
Dy, is not. However, if the matrix elements (Dso)s, of the staggered overlap operator are
decaying exponentially for large distances ||z — y|| with a decay constant oc a~!, then we recover
a local operator in the continuum limit.

!Note that in principle more general single flavor terms are allowed |3]. These are, however, not substantially
different and the generalization is straightforward.
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2.2 Legendre series expansion

Following the strategy employed in Ref. |10] we begin by expanding (AJfA)_l/2 in a series of
Legendre polynomials. In order to make the expansion convergent we impose the following

inequality, which we will show in sect.[3
0<u<ATA<v< oo (2.17)

The inequality stands for the corresponding inequality between the expectation values of the
operators in arbitrary normalizable states. We also explicitly assume that v < v. In the following
we can set u = A\pin and v = A\pax as noted in Ref. [12].

The Legendre polynomials Py (z) can be defined through the expansion of the generating function

(1-2tz+83) 2 =3P (2). (2.18)
k=0

We can now set

min max ]]-_QATA
o — Pmin + Amax) (2.19)

)\max - )\min
and due to eq. (ZI7) find that this operator has norm |[/z|| = 1. Here and in the following
Il =[]l = Omax (+) refers to the spectral norm and omax refers to the largest singular value.
Then the property |P (x)| <1 Va € [—1,1] together with ||z|| = 1 translates to

1P (2)]| < 1. (2.20)

It follows that eq. (ZI8)) is norm convergent for our choice of z for all ¢ satisfying |¢t| < 1. Due to
eq. (2I7), we can now introduce 6 through

)\max + )\min
sh = ———— 0>0 2.21
o8 )\max - )\min, ” ’ ( )
and set
t=e", (2.22)

which implies 0 < t < 1, so that the series is convergent. Note that this allows us to express t as

\/)\max — V /\min
t =cosh® — \/cosh? — 1 = \/)\——i-\/i— (2.23)

From eq. (2.I8)) we thus obtain
_ 2 -1/
(1—2tz+2) "% = < = ﬁ (Amin + Amax — 244) + t2>

0 4t t )
=(1-2e coshG—l—%A A+te

_ )\maxlg )\min <ATA>_1/2
_ VAwax + Vmin (at4) e (2.24)
= 5 )
and therefore .
(ATA)A/ T kY R (2.25)
k=0

with k = 2/ (\/)\max + \/)\min).
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2.3 Locality of the inverse square root

The lack of ultralocality stems from the (ATA)_l/ 2 term, hence it is sufficient to establish the
locality of that term in the sense defined earlier. We start by defining the kernel G (z,y) via

G (z,y) = ((ATA)*W) . (2.26)

Ty

Similarly, we define the kernels of the Py (z) via

G (2, y) = (Pi(2)),, (2.27)
and use eq. (Z28) to obtain
G(z,y) =k Y _ "Gy (z,y). (2.28)
k=0

The norm convergence of the Legendre expansion implies the absolute convergence of this series
for all z and y. From eq. (220) and eq. (227)) we infer that

|Gy (z,y)| <1,  VaVyVk, (2.29)

where the norm is in color space.

Because P (z) is a polynomial in ATA and A is an ultralocal operator, we find that Gy, (x,%)
vanishes unless z and y are sufficiently close to each other. If we introduce the Manhattan
distance ||-||;, we have

1

where £ is the range of the operator A in lattice units, i.e., the maximum Manhattan distance in
lattice units between points coupled by the operator. For two flavor staggered Wilson fermions
we have ¢ = 4, for one flavor staggered Wilson fermions ¢ = 2 and for Wilson fermions ¢ = 1.
Using the shorthand notation d = ||z — y||; /(2¢a) we find

IG (@, 9)ll = &Yt |Gk (2, 9)|
k=d

o0
< /{Ztk
k=d

= Lo (5l 3l
TTo P T Y

= ——ow (¢l 231

)\mln
and thus an exponential falloff with the decay constant E

0 1 Vv )\max + v )\min 1
= = —log x —. (2.32)
2la 2la VAmax — V Amin a

This establishes the locality of (ATA)_U2 providing eq. ([2I7) holds with the spectral bounds
given by v = Apin and v = Apax. The equivalent of this particular form for usual overlap
fermions was derived in Ref. [12].

ZNote that the log term may provide subleading corrections to this behavior only.
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Let us finally remark that this result can be slightly generalised in the case of a single isolated
zero or near zero mode A\pin. As shown in sect. 2.4 of Ref. [10], one can treat a single isolated
zero or near zero mode separately and still establish locality. In that case we identify the lower
spectral bound u = A\ with the second smallest eigenvalue of ATA. If A\pin < u/2, locality can
again be established [10].

3 Bounds on ATA

We now need to establish the spectral bounds as defined in eq. (217 for the kernel operator. We
first derive some useful identities and then establish the upper bound, which is straightforward.
The main task is then to establish the lower bound, which we do separately for the two and one
flavor case. In both instances, the bound can be established given an admissibility condition for
the gauge fields.

3.1 Some useful identities

We first note that the parallel transports fulfill the relations T, = T; + =T Jrl, which implies
that the T),4 are unitary and thus have singular values 1, i.e. || 7,,+|| = 1. The covariant second
derivative operator is given by

Ay =Tup + T, -2, (3.1)
so we can recast eq. (210 as
A
C,=1+ 7" (3.2)
Using this relation we find
1
2 2 2
Cu:1+Z(Tu++Tu—_2)- (3.3)
Defining
1
v, = Z(Tj+ +T2 —2) (3.4)
it follows that
Cr=1+V,. (3.5)
From eq. (ZI5) we also find
1
I1Cull < 5 Tt I + T 1) = 1, (3.6)
which implies
1M = [nsCe| < 1 (3.7)

and, since both 75 and € commute with C' and square to the identity, M 22 — C?. Another
useful identity is
a’vi =V, (3.8)

which, together with the anti Hermiticity condition vi = —V,,, implies that
0<a’ViV, =-V,. (3.9)

Additionally, the Hermiticity condition C,t = (), implies that Cﬁ > 0 and thus 1 +V,, > 0.
Next, we want to find a more explicit expressions for ATA. Noting that

Y > v,
V= ve H (3.10)
'V p<v,
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we find

Z nuvﬂnyvy = v2 + Z 77“7711 [v“, VV] y
v u>v

where we have introduced the shorthand notation

=> V.V,
nw

We then find

2
AEAQ = —a’V? —d? Z Umi [V;m Vu] + 72 (]1(1 — 8) — M(2)> —ar

u>v

in the two flavor case and

[M(2) 7 Wuvu]

AlAy = 0?92 = a3y [V, Vo) 472 (12 = 5) + M “’)2 +ar [M®,,¥,]

pu>v

in the one flavor case.

3.2 Upper bound
Using ||T,+| = 1 we find the following bounds

laVul <5 (H |+ I Tu-1) <1

HGWVMH < 47

1
HCHH = 5 ||Tu+ +TufH <1,

€1 = [(1CaCsC) g < 41 TG <1

and using eq. (3.7) we find

[r (10— 9) = @) < ri2 -9

Putting all this together, we find

| As|| = Hanﬂvu Y (]1(1 —5) - M<2>) H <412 - s).

The same bound holds for A; and so

|AS Ao < AT Aol < (4 + 7] (2 — 5))?

(3.11)

(3.12)

(3.13)

(3.14)

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

is uniformly bounded from above for all r and s and we can establish the existence of v in

eq. (2I7) in the two flavor case.
For the one flavor case we note that

1
1Cw |l = 5 IHCu, Cu}ll = 1,

from which it follows that

1MW) < [Crzll + ([ Caa| < 2.

(3.22)

(3.23)
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Hence we find
H11(2—s)+M<1>H <4 (3.24)

and it follows, similarly to the two flavor case, that
|AL]] <4+ |r|(4—s). (3.25)
Since AI does obey the same bound, we obtain
JAJ AL < (4 +[r|(4 = )%, (3.26)

This establishes the existence of v in eq. (2I7)) in the single flavor case as well.

3.3 Lower bound

As A'A is Hermitian and positive semidefinite we are left with showing the absence of zero-
modes. However, in general this operator can have zero-modes for certain gauge configurations,
therefore no uniform positive lower bound exists. Zero-modes can only be excluded if we assume
the gauge field to be sufficiently smooth. In our case let us assume that

|IL-P| <e  for all plaquettes P. (3.27)
As a consequence of the smoothness condition, we obtain the following relations (see app. [A])

[V, Vl <2 NCnGll<e  [alCu Wl << (3.28)

3.3.1 Lower bound on the two flavor operator A;Ag

There are four terms in

2
Ay = =V = 3 na? [V, Vo) 407 (10 = ) = M@) = ar M@, 5,9,] . (3.29)
pu>v

for which we will find bounds individually. We will consider the case 0 < r < 1 first and derive
a bound for r > 1 laterﬁ.

The first and third term )
We first look at —a?V? + r2C?2, where M(®” = C? is used. Using inequality ([328) we find (cf.

app. [A])
|C? — (CFC3C5CT)syml| < 9. (3.30)

3The r < 0 case can be covered by the simple replacement of r — |r| in the bounds. However, negative r do
not represent a physically different system compared to positive r and will therefore not be considered further.
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Using eqgs. (3.3), (B.8) and ([39), we furthermore see that for 0 < r <1
—a?’V? +120% > — a*V? + r}(CECE05CF ) sym — 9%

1
== D Vit Paps (L Va) (14 Va) (14 Va) (L + Vs) — 9r%e
1]

1
:_ZVH‘FTQ—F’I“QZV#—FiTQZVﬂVV
a K wFV
1
D DI A A VA A ARSI
HEVFEQFE U
1
=2 (1) Yk 2
# nFEV
1
tgr? D ViV Vat (A VaVsVi)syn — 9%
pAvFatu

1

1
2
> (145 d Vv + o > ViViVa+ (VVaVsVi)gm — 92 | . (3.31)

v " pFvEaFtu
Using the relation (3.9), we conclude that
V;LVV = (_Vﬂ)(_Vy) > 0, (3.32)

so that each contribution to the two-product term as well as the four-product term is positive
semidefinite. We use these properties and 1+ V,, > 0 to obtain

1 1
—a2V2 + T2C2 > T2 1+ 5 Z VMVV + 5 Z VMVVVO! — 9

pFtv " pFvEatu
1
> 72 Lt 5 > ViVu(Va+1) -9
" pAvEaFty
> 72 (1—9¢). (3.33)

Using eq. (3.1), we finally obtain

2
—a?V? +r? <]l(1 —5)— M(2)> = —a?V? +12C% — 2r%(1 — s)M® + 121 — 5)%1
> 7?2 (1 -9 — 2|1 — 5|+ |1 — s[?)
=7r2(1— |1 —s|)% — 9r’e (3.34)

for 0 < r < 1. For the case r > 1 we can decompose

2 2 2
—a®V? 4 12 (1(1 s - M(2>) = —a®V? + (1(1 s — M<2>) + (2 —1) (1(1 s — M<2>) (3.35)
and, since 72 — 1 > 0, observe that the last term is positive semidefinite. The first two terms,
however, just correspond to the r = 1 case, so the r = 1 lower bound also applies for the r > 1
case. All together we thus have

r?(1—-1-3s))2-92% 0<r<1,

(1—1]1—s[)2—9 r> 1. (3.36)

2
—a®V? +r? <]l(1 —5)— M(2)> > {
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The second term
As a result of eq. (B.28) we find

<> [la* 1V, V|| < 6e,

u>v

> numa? [V, V.

u>v

so that we obtain the lower bound

— Znﬂny V., V] > —6¢

pu>v

for the second term.

The fourth term
From the commutation properties

77VC 1% Z v,
_nucu M <V,

it follows that C7, = (—1)**'7,C. Similarly one can show that V,n5 = (—1)"15V,..

these relations we find

(M, 0,9,) = (ensCma¥ s = maVensC)
= e (50NN + 1,V unsC)
— <77577M (—1)F OV, + nsmy (— 1) v,p)
= ensy (1), V)]

From egs. (3.6) and (3.28) we can then conclude that
o[22, mw] | < e 3wl
< az 1[Cy, Vﬂ
1%
<> e

HFEV
= 12¢

and thus we obtain the lower bound
ar [M(Q),nuvu] > —12re
for all » > 0.

Final lower bound

Combining eqs.3.30),([3.38) and ([342]), we get a lower bound for the two flavor operator

r2(1-1-s))2=6+12r+9%)e 0<r<1,

.I.
Az > { (1—1—s))% - (15 + 12r)e r> 1.

(3.37)

(3.38)

(3.39)

Using

(3.40)

(3.41)

(3.42)

(3.43)
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3.3.2 Lower bound on the one flavor operator AJ{Al
We will now try to find a lower bound on the operator
2
Ay = V2 = 3 @ [V, Vol 407 (2 14M D = 51) +ar [MO,9,V,[, (3.44)
u>v

by finding a bound of each term separately. Since the second term is the same as in the two
flavor case, we can take the previous result eq. (338). Once again, we consider the case 0 < r <1
first.

The first and third terms
We start by observing that
€2, = 1(CuCy + G0,
= i(CMCVCMCV +c.c.c.c,+C,C,C.0,+ C,CLC.CL)

1
> 1(CLC) — e+ CRCY = 2 + CJC — 2+ CJC) —€)
CﬁC’B + C’BCﬁ — 3¢
= 5 ,
where we have used eq. (8.28)). For 0 < r <1 we thus obtain the bound

(3.45)

—a2V2 + ’1“2(]l + M(l))2 = —a2V2 + 7’2(1 + i7712012 + i7734034)2
== V47 (Ch + C3 + {(1 + imaCia), (1 + inssCs4) } — 1)

“w
ST (c%c%+g§c%—3s N cgcz+ggc§ 3 1)
“w

STV (1 Vi (L V) (L VA, (1 V) — 2 62)
w

2
:_ZVMJF% <2+22VM+{V1,V2}+{V},,V4}—65)
H H

> —(1=7") Vu+7r°(1 - 6e)
“w
> r? — 6rle. (3.46)

For the general case of 0 < s < 2 we use
1+M®D > -1, (3.47)

which follows from HM(I) H < 2, to find

2 2
—a®V? 412 ((2 —s)1 + M(1)> = —a?’V? 412 ((1 —s)1 + (]1 + M(1)>>
2
= —a?®V? 412 (]l + M(1)> + 721 — 5)%1 + 2r2(1 — s) <]l + M(l))
> 12— 6r2e + 121 — 52 — 2?1 — 5|
=721 — |1 —s|)? — 6r. (3.48)

10
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The lower bound of the first and third term for 0 < » <1 is thus given by
2
— a®V? 412 ((2 _$)1 +M<1>) > 21— |1 — s|)? — 6r2. (3.49)

For the r > 1 case we can again show that the » = 1 bound holds with the same argument used
in eq. (B.35]). We thus obtain the general lower bound

2 20 —J1—=s))?=6r2c 0<r<1
— a?V2 4 42 ((2 —$)1 +M<1>) > { 21(— 1 ’_ s|)82‘)_ o o (3.50)
The fourth term
Let us first decompose the mass term
G[M(1)777uvu] = ai([n12012777uvu] + [7734034777uvu]) (3.51)
and look at the first of the two commutators. We have
ai[m2C12,1, V] = ai(mz[Ci2, 1. Va 4+ n,m2[Ci2, V] + nulm2, V,u]Cr2)
= ai(—21121712C12V2 + 1n,m2([Cr2, V.| + 2m2m12V2C12)
= ai(=1)"2n,m12[C12, V], (3.52)

which results in

Hai(—l)é“’Qan [Ci2, V|l
a
§(||[0102,V“]H +[[[C2C1, V]I

llailm2Ciz, n, V]|l

IN

IN

g(HCl[CmVu]H +[C1 V] Coll +|C2[Cr Vil | 4 1[C2, VI CL). - (3.53)
With egs. (3.28) and ([BI7) we thus obtain the upper bound

lailmaCia,m, V]|l < 2¢ (3.54)
for the first term. Similarly, we obtain for the second term

lai[naCaa, 0Vl | = lai(=1)4 1,14 [Caa, Vi) || < 22 (3.55)

and thus conclude
ar[M(l),nMVM] > —4re. (3.56)

Final lower bound
Combining eqs. (.50), (B:38)) and (3.56]), we get a lower bound for the single flavor operator

r?(1—[1—s))2=(6+4r+6r%)e 0<r<1

(1—[1—s])2— (12 +4r)e r>1 (3.57)

AJ{Al > {

4 Conclusion

In this note we have proven that, when the admissibility condition |1 —P|| < ¢ is imposed on
every plaquette P, both one and two flavor staggered overlap operators are local. In particular,
we can perform a Legendre expansion of the inverse square root of AT A, which is convergent if

11
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the spectral condition of eq. (2.17) is fulfilled. From egs. (343) and ([B.57)), we find that this is

the case when

T o e, 0 < < 1, m
e < (11_5:1_—12?})2 two flavor, r > 1, (4.2)
Tz(i_47|’1+_6i|2)2 single flavor, 0 < r <1, (4.3)
e < % single flavor, r > 1, (4.4)

which is dependent on the projection point s and the Wilson parameter . The staggered overlap
operator is thus conceptually on the same footing as the standard overlap operator with a Wilson
kernel.

12
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Appendix A Plaquette dependent commutators

A.1 Representations of the plaquette

Since it is essential for the proof to have a bound on the plaquette, we first want to show how
the plaquette can be represented. Let us define the plaquette as the operator

(Puv)ay = Up(@)Uy (x + @)Ul (z + D) U (2)62,- (A1)
We find that

(T Ty Ty-To— )y = Uu(x)‘sm—kﬂ,zUu(Z)5z+9,tU,i(u)5t—ﬂ,uUuT(y)6u—ﬁ,y
= Uu(@)Us(@ + i) UL (@ + 2)UL (4)0r,y

= (Pw)ay (A.2)
or equivalently
P, =T,T,.T,T,_. (A.3)

Similarly, we can define plaquettes into negative coordinate directions as

Py =Ty Ty T T (A.4)
Py(ﬂ/) = TM+TV*T,LL7TV+’ (A5)
Py = Ty-To Ty Ty (A.6)

With these, we can find commutation relations among the 7,4 (1 # v) as

[Tt Tot] = Tpp Toy — Tos Ty
— “+Ty+(1 - Tl,fT/Jlny+TH+)
=T+ Tor (1 = Pyy(—p) (A7)

and similarly for other combinations.

A.2 TImplications for some commutators

We will need the commutator

P9 V) = 1T Tor) + [T Ty = [T T = [T, Tos)

1
= Z(TquTer(l — Puy—pw) + Tp-To-(1 = Byy)
- ;H—TV—(l - PV(—M)) - TM—TV-‘r(l - P(—V)M))? (A8)

where we used eq. (Z3]). Imposing a smoothness condition
H 1 _(P;w)a:a:H <e (AQ)

on every plaquette and remembering that all |T),+| = 1, we find that

5
N3 Vulll € STy Tor |+ [T T |+ T T+ [T T )
=ec. (A.10)

13
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Similarly we find

1
[Cw C,,] = Z([Tu+,Tu+] + [Tuf’Tqu] + [TH+,T,,,] + [TH,,T,,,]) (A-ll)
1
= (@ Tor (L= Poyyoy) + T T (1 = Ployyy)
+ T4 T (1 — PV(_M)) +T1,-T,-(1—-P,,)) (A.12)
and thus
[[Cp; Gl < e (A.13)

Using the fact that [|Cy,[| <1, we can also infer that

n

[Chir CI T [ Cas

i=1

<e (A.14)

for any number n of additional C, terms. We thus see that
16? — (CFC3C3CE )symll < Ne, (A.15)
where N is determined by the number of commutations we have to perform to bring the terms
in C? into the correct order. Let us first rewrite
1

C? — (CRO3C3C )y = 3 Pains(CaCsCC5C — CZCRCICR). (A.16)

For each term in the symmetrization bracket we now perform the commutations in two steps.
First we bring the terms in C into order, so we are left with (C,C3C,Cs)?. For each of the 4!
products in C this requires a different number of commutations, namely

Number of commutations: 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Number of products: 1 3

On average we thus have 3 commutations in this first step. From there on it takes 6 more
commutations to obtain CO%CEC%C(?, so we have performed 9 commutations on average. Since
we average over all permutations, we have

HC2 - (C%CQZC?%CZ)SymH < 9. (A'17)

In order to find al|[Cy, V., ]|| we use eqgs. (2I3) and (Z3) to determine

1
a[Cua VV] = Z([T;H—aTV-l—] + [Tu—aTv—i—] - [T;H—aTu—] - [Tu—aTu—])
1
= 1T Lo (1 = Poyyoy) + DT (1 = Ployyy)
- M—I—Tv—(l - Pu(—u)) - TM—TV—(l - PVM))7 (A-18)

from which it follows that
llalC,, V|| < e. (A.19)

Also, for ;4 = v the commutator trivially vanishes.
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