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EXPONENTIAL DECAY OF THE CRITICAL POINTS IN A DISCRETE
MODEL OF POLYACETYLENE

DAVID GONTIER ADECHOLA E. K. KOUANDE ERIC SERE

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider stationary states of the SSH model for infinite poly-
acetylene chains that are homoclinic or heteroclinic connections between two-periodic dimerized
states. We prove that such connections converge exponentially fast to the corresponding asymp-
totic periodic states.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this article is to prove an exponential decay property for critical points in the SSH
model. This model was introduced by Su, Schrieffer and Heeger to describe polyacetylene, which
is a long one-dimensional chain of carbon (and hydrogen) atoms. In this model, the chain can
lower its total energy by dimerizing. This physical phenomenon was first predicted by Peierls [12]
(see also [1]) and is now known as the Peierls distorsion or dimerization.

Actually, Kennedy and Lieb [6], and Lieb and Nachtergaele [9] proved that the minimizers of
the SSH energy associated to closed polyacetylene with an even number L of carbon atoms are
always 2-periodic. When L = 2 mod 4 or when L = 0 mod 4 is large enough, these minimizers
are dimerized, in the sense that they are 2-periodic, but not 1 periodic. In this situation, there
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are exactly two minimizing configurations of this energy, that we call t~ and t*. They are of the
form

t, =W —(=1)"5, and ¢t} =W+ (=1)"6. (1)

Here, t,, denotes the hopping amplitude between the n-th atom and the (n 4 1)-th atom. It
is related to their distance d, by an affine relation of the form ¢, = a — bd,. The quantity
W > 0 is the average hopping amplitude between the atoms, and é > 0 is the distorsion. This
distorsion phenomenon remains in the thermodynamic limit, that is when the number of atom
goes to infinity. We proved in [4] that this distorsion disappears at a sufficiently high temperature.
More precisely there is a critical temperature below which the polyacetylene chain is dimerized
(6 > 0) and behaves as an insulator, and above which it is 1-periodic (§ = 0) and behaves as a
metal.

In this paper, we study a family of critical points, namely homoclinic and heteroclinic critical
points, for the infinite SSH model at zero temperature. Using the terminology of dynamical
systems, a configuration t = (¢, )nez is said to be homoclinic if

ngriloo |tn — t;“ = ng&lm It — t:l =0, (2)
and it is said to be heteroclinic if

lim |¢t, —t
n——oo

2= dim 5] =0, 3)
In other words, a configuration is homoclinic if it converges to the same dimerized state t* at
infinity, and it is heteroclinic if it switches from the dimerized state t— at —oo to the dimerized
state tT at +-00. Of course, one can also consider homoclinic and heteroclinic configurations which
converge to t~ at +o0o. But they can be obtained from the other ones by the shift n — n + 1.

As can be expected, the state t* is a homoclinic critical point. The fact that heteroclinic
critical points exist was suggested in [8, 15, 18]. A rigorous proof was given by M. Garcia Arroyo
and one of us (see [2, 3]). Such configurations are sometimes called kinks. Another point of view
on these soliton-like solution was initiated by Takayama, Lin-Liu and Maki [17]. In this approach,
the SSH model is replaced by a continuum approximation involving the Dirac operator.

Our main goal is to prove that homoclinic and heteroclinic critical points converge exponentially
fast to the corresponding dimerized states. In order to state our theorem, we first need to define
the notion of critical points for our infinite model.

2. CRITICAL POINTS FOR THE INFINITE SSH MODEL, AND MAIN RESULT

2.1. The SSH model. In order to define critical points for the infinite SSH model, we start
with the SSH model for a periodic linear chain with L classical atoms, together with quantum
non-interacting electrons. We will take the limit L — oo at the end.

We denote by t,, the hopping amplitude between the n-th and (n + 1)-th atoms (modulo L),
and set t = {t} := {t1,---,tr}. In what follows, we only consider the case where all hopping
amplitudes are strictly positive, and we sometime write t > 7 > 0 as a shortcut for ¢, > 7 for
all n. For instance, for the dimerized configurations, we have § < W, so t, > W —§ > 0 (the
quantity z? := W2 — 62 is positive, see [6, 4]). The SSH energy of the corresponding chain is
(see [6, 10, 11, 12, 16, 4])

L
= B3t — 12— 2Tx(TL), (4)

n=1

RIHE

M\“;
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where T'= T'({t}) is the L x L hermitian matrix

0 ¢t 0 0 tr,
ti1 0ty .- 0 0
ta 0 t3 0
T =T({t}) = : , ()
0o o0 - -2 0 tp
tr. 0 -+ 0 tr_1 O
and where we set T = —T1(T < 0). The first term in (4) is the distortion energy of the

atoms: this energy depends quadratically on the distances d,, between successive atoms, but these
distances are themselves affine functions on the amplitudes ¢,,. The parameter p > 0 is the rigidity
of the chain, and our units are such that the jump amplitude between two atoms is 1 when their
distorsion energy is minimal. The second term in (4) models the electronic energy of the valence
electrons under the Hamiltonian T'. It results from the identity
min  2Tr (Ty) = 2T (T1(T < 0)) = —2Tr(T-).
0<y=y*<1

The minimization on the left-hand side was performed for all one-body density matrices v repre-
senting non-interacting electrons. The condition 0 <« < 1 is the Pauli principle, and the 2 factor
stands for the spin.

2.2. The SSH energy difference. Let us fix a configuration t, and consider the energy difference
functional F (L ) defined by

L
F(h) = P (6 +h) - fgz (h + 2ty —2)h, —2Te(T + H)- ~T_),  (6)

where T = T({t}) and H = T({h}) are the hermitian matrices constructed from {t} and {h}
respectively. Clearly, {t} is a critical point of £() iff {0} is a critical point of ]—'t(L). We have
substracted the quantity £%)(t) in order to have a finite energy difference at the limit L — ooc.
Actually, Eqn. (6) admits a clear analog as L — oo, namely, for two bounded sequences t : Z — R*
and h : Z — R, assuming that h € ¢}(Z,R) and that (T'+ H)_ — T_ is trace-class as an operator
acting on ¢2(Z, C), we set

h) := g %(hn 2t — 2)hy — 2Te(T + H)_ —T_)|. (7)

Now, the operator T := T({t}) (and similarly for T + H) is acting on the infinite dimensional
Hilbert space ¢2(Z,C), whose coefficients in the canonical basis are

Vn € Z, Tn,n—i—l = Tn+1,n =tn, Cri,j =0 if |Z 7]| 7& L.

In what follows, we denote by bold letters a,t,h, u,... sequences from Z to R, and by capital
letters A, T, H,U, ... the corresponding operators acting on ¢2(Z).

The fact that the map F; is well defined when t is a homoclinic or heteroclinic configuration is
given in the next two lemmas (see Section 3.1 for the proof).

Lemma 2.1. Let {t} be a homoclinic or heteroclinic configuration such that t > 7 for some
7> 0. Then there is a positively oriented contour € in the complex plane, a constant C' > 0 and
a constant 1) > 0 so that, for all {h} with |h|lge < n and for all z € €, the operator (z — (T + H))
is invertible with ||(z — (T + H)) ™ op < C. In addition,

1 z
—(T+ H)- " 2 %g md

The contour % is independent of h, but depends on t. This Lemma might be surprising, as the
energy 0 can be in the spectrum of 7'+ H. Actually, we will prove the following:
o If {t} is a homoclinic configuration with t > 7 > 0, then 0 is never in the spectrum of
T + H, for h small enough.
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e If {t} is a heteroclinic configuration with t > 7 > 0, then 0 is always an isolated eigenvalue
of T'4+ H of multiplicity 1, for all h small enough.

In both cases, one can choose a contour € of the form (see Figure 1)
C=Z+1) = XZ—-i)—=(—g/2—-1) = (—g/2+1) = (Z+1), (8)

where ¥ is a negative enough number, and where g = dist(0,0(7") \ {0}) is the distance between
0 and the (rest of the) spectrum.

by —4 o(T) > | —4 o(T)

—2W —20 0 26 2W —2W —20 0 20 2W

F1GURE 1. Contours used for the Cauchy integral, for a homoclinic configu-
ration (Left), and a heteroclinic configuration (Right). The main difference
is that 0 is in the spectrum in the heteroclinic case. We prove below that
Oess(T) = [-2W, —20] U [2§, 2W], and that the spectrum of T is symmetric with
respect to 0.

In the heteroclinic situation, 0 is a stable (or topologically protected) eigenvalue: it is unper-
turbed by the addition of H. Actually, any T" matrix coming from a heteroclinic configuration can
be seen as a junction between two SSH chains with different indices [16, 5, 7].

This Lemma allows to prove that Fi is well-defined and smooth around {0}. We refer to
Section 3.2 for the proof of the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Let {t} be a homoclinic or heteroclinic configuration with t > T for some T > 0, and
let n > 0 and € be a contour as in Lemma 2.1. The map h — Fy(h) is C* on {h, ||h|l, <n}.
In addition, there is C > 0 so that, for all {h} with ||h|p <7, we have

1
Fi(h) — Li(h) — th(ha h)| < C|h|%,

where Ly (differential of Fy) is the continuous linear form on £*(Z) defined by (we set Ty := 1(T <
0) the spectral projector of T on R™)

Le(h) := 0y (tn — 1)hy + 2T (TeH)

neL
and Hy, (hessian of Fi) is the bilinear form on (1(Z) defined by
1 1 1
Hy(h,K) := 1Y hyky + 2T (m jé H—K— sz> : (9)

neZ
In addition, the bilinear map Hy can be extended continuously as a bilinear map on (*(Z).

2.3. Critical points for the infinite SSH model, and main result. We can now define the
notion of critical points for the infinite SSH model.

Definition 2.3. Let {t} be a homoclinic or heteroclinic configuration such that t > T for some
7> 0. We say that {t} is a critical point if Ly is the null map. Equivalently, using that

Tr(IeH) = Z P [(Te)nt1,n + (De)nnp1] =2 Z b, (Ft)n,n-',-l J
nez nez

the configuration t is a critical point if

4
V€L, |t =1 (T (10)
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We implicitly used that I' is symmetric and real-valued. With this definition, the dimerized
configuration t* is a homoclinic critical point. The kink state constructed in [3] is a heteroclinic
critical point. Now we can provide our main result, which states that all homoclinic or heteroclinic
critical points of F; converge exponentially fast to t™ at +oo.

Theorem 2.4. Let {t} be a homoclinic or heteroclinic critical point, and let {u} be the sequence
Up = t, — t;7. If u is square integrable at +oo (u € (*(Z%)), then u is exponentially localized at
+o00: there is C >0 and o« > 0 so that

[un| < Ce™™.

Of course, the same applies in the —oo direction, and we have exponential convergence to t*
or t~ at —oo depending whether the critical configuration is homoclinic or heteroclinic.

We note that there exist critical points (that is configurations satisfying (10)), which do not
converge to t* at infinity. For instance, in [2, 3], the authors show the existence of kink-like
solutions for a closed chain with an odd number of atoms (see also Figure 2). This solution
satisfies the critical point equation (10), but, seeing the closed chain as a periodic configuration,
it does not converge to t* at infinity.

FIGURE 2. A localized kink appears in the chain with L = 101 carbon atoms.

Note that this exponential localization was already known for the exactly soluble continuum
model of Takayama, Lin-Liu and Maki [17].

2.4. Strategy of the proof. Let us briefly explain the strategy to prove Theorem 2.4. We break
the proof in several Lemmas, that we prove later in Section 4.

Let {t} be a homoclinic or heteroclinic critical point, and let {u} be the sequence u,, := t, —t,

n?

so that T'=T" + U. The configurations {t} and {t*} are critical points, hence satisfy the Euler-

Lagrange equations

4 4
th =1— ;Fnﬂl-i-lv trt =1- ;Frt,n—&-l?

with ;=T = 1(TT 4+ U < 0), and T'" := 1(T" < 0). According to Lemma 2.1, the expression
of I' and T'y can be written using the Cauchy’s residual formula using the same contour €, that is

1 dz 1 dz
= R — d It=_—"— "
2iw?§gz—(T++U)’ o % fop 2 — T’

and where the operators in the integrand are uniformly bounded in z € €. Since u,, = t, — t,},
we obtain (we use the resolvent formula in the last line)

4 4 (1 1 1
u 1 ( )"’"+1 1 (21#%5 |:Z—T+ Z—(T++U)} Z)n,n—i—l

-4 /1 1 1 1
T (gm ﬁg <z — UL T+> dz)n’nﬂ + ;(QU(Ua U))ns

with the remainder term

1 1 1 !
(Qu(ug,us)) (21%72277* 127(T++U) 2T+ Z>n’n+1
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Multiplying by p and reordering the terms, this can be also written as
VneZ, (ZLu),=(Qu(u,u)), (11)

with the linear map

1 1 1
(gu)nzuu"+4<2m§l§g(z—T*UZ—T+>dZ>n’n+1' (12)

Formally, if v is another real sequence, with corresponding operator V', we have

(v, (Lw) = > vp(L0)p = p Y vnup + 2Tr <211ﬂ ?i . _1T+ U- _1T+ v> dz (13)

nez neE”Z

and we recognize the expression of the Hessian Hy+(v,u) in (9). Unfortunately, the previous
computations is formal, since u is not necessary in £2(Z). We only know that it is square integrable
at +o0. Actually, for a heteroclinic configuration, we have u ¢ ¢?(Z), since u does not decay to 0
at —oo. In order to bypass this difficulty, we regularize u using appropriate cut-off functions.

For @ > 0 and s € Z that we choose later (o will be small, and s will be large), we introduce
the function 6, s : Z — RT defined by

e ifn<s

, 14
e*, ifn>s (14)

0a,5(n) = min{e®",e**} = {
and denote by 0, s the multiplication operator by 6, s, defined by (Oq s)n,m = 0a,s(1)0n

In what follows, we will consider the sequence 0, s, defined by
(Ua,s)n = 0a,s(n)ba,s(n + 1)u,, with corresponding operator ﬁa,s =0,,U0O, ;.
Since u is bounded and square integrable at +oo the vector Uy, s is in £2(Z) for all a > 0 and all

s € Z. We also introduce the operator T+ acting on ¢%(Z), and defined in the canonical basis by

a,s(n) ot (TJF ) . Oa,s(n+ 1)t+
@8 n+1,n 9a7s(n) w?

and (i&) = 0if [i — j| # 1. Note that T, is not symmetric. Using that
i

«a,s
»J

/ <f+ ) ="
n € ’ @8 n,n+1 GQ,S(n + 1) n’

Oas(n)  Jem@ if n<s
Oas(n+1) 1 if n>s,

we see that ij s has the matrix form

0 tf,e @ 0 0 0
th e 0 th em@ 0 0
Ti=1" o th e 0 tt 0 |- (15)
0 0 t+ 0 th,
0 0 0 thy 0

This operator is constructed to satisfy the following commutation relations (see Section 4.1 for
the proof).
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Lemma 2.5. The operator T+ satisfies

Ou Tt =TF 00, and TTO,,=0,, (T;) . (16)

There is a* > 0 and C > 0 so that, for all 0 < o < «ax, all s € Z, and all z € €, the operators

z—TF, and 2 — (fjs)* are invertible, with ||(z — Tvots)*lﬂop < C and ||(z — (fj’s)*)’lﬂop <C.

a,s
In addition, we have
1 1 1 1

®as = ~ @(157 d 7@as:@a57~~
TP TT T g, o M ETE T T I Ty

We multiply (11) on the left by 65(n), and on the right by 6,(n 4+ 1). Using that, for any
operator A on (?(7Z), we have Oa,sAnn+1ba,s(n+1) = (04,sAOq s)n.n+1, and the fact that
1 1 1 1

Ous U Oy = O VO g ——
R 5/_/2_(]“;5)*

— T+ T T+ ’
z=T z—T4s
=Ua,s

we obtain an equation of the form

(Zostias) = (Quev(aw) . (17)

n

where .3”;78 is the operator defined on ¢2(Z) by

2im z—fafs z—(ffots

VW € 2(Z), (,,s?;,sv) :—u(%,s)n+4<1 ( L 1 *>dz> ., (18)
" € ) n,n+1

and with the right-hand side given by

- 1 1 L L
s , n=—4— ——=—(Yqas S (T+ LT 8] A Ve ’
(Q , ,U(ul LIQ)) (2171_%@0 ZfTDtS (6 s Ul)z_ (T++U) (U2® 5 )Z* (T;—,S)*dz>nn+l

(19)
The exponential decay is a consequence of the following Lemmas.

Lemma 2.6. The operator £ defined in (12), seen as an operator from €%(Z) to itself, is bounded
symmetric with bounded inverse. .

There is a, > 0 and C > 0 so that, for all 0 < a < o, and all s € Z, the operator £, s defined
in (18), seen as an operator from (?(Z) to itself, is bounded with bounded inverse.

Note that the operator .Z, s is not symmetric for o > 0. We refer to Section 4.2 for the
proof. A key property that we use in the proof is the fact that the Hessian Hy+ is coercive (see
Proposition 4.1 below). Due to the equality (v, £Vv)s; = He+ (v, v) for v € (2(Z) (see (13)), this
implies that % is invertible.

In order to control the right-hand side of (17), we use the following result (see Section 4.3 for
the proof).

Lemma 2.7. There is ay, > 0 and C' > 0 so that, for all0 < a < o, and all s € Z, we have

Yy, up € £°(Z) N 2(ZH), H@w,U(ul,ung(Z) < O |40 5112 ] 2.
We can now prove the exponential decay of u. From (17) and the two Lemmas, we get that
there is C > 0 and o™ > 0 so that, for all 0 < o < «* and all s € Z, we have
a7 < Cllfa,sull. (20)

Concerning the left-hand side, we note that 6, is increasing so that 0y s(n)0a,s(n+1) > 62 ((n).
Hence

165, sullZ> < [t s17-
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Let us now bound the right-hand side. We fix € := %, where C'is the constant appearing in (20).
Since u goes to 0 at 400, there is M large enough so that |u,| < e for all n > M. This gives

16a,sullz = 0 J()lunl* + Y s J()unl* < Jullie Y 05 (0) +* D 05 () ]un]®

n<M n>M n<M n>M

_ 4 4an 2 02 2 4 Aol
=llullf~ Y ' + 262 ulf = Juli-

e
Fppe—r +52||93,su||§2-
n<M

1

Plugging these inequalities in (20) gives
4aM

(1—Ce?))0% jullf < ||U||2}oom-

With our choice of ¢, the quantity 1 — Ce? = % is positive. The right-hand side is a bound

independent of s € Z. We can take the limit s — co, and conclude that

e4o¢M

< 2Jlulz=

2an
e” P
( " (z) 1 — e 4o

€ (*(Z), with H(emnun)

)nGZ nez

This proves as wanted that the sequence u is exponentially decaying at 4oco.

3. SMOOTHNESS AND TAYLOR EXPANSION OF THE MAP JF

In this section, we prove Lemma 2.1, which states that h — (T'+ H)_ is smooth locally around
0, whenever T is a homoclinic or heteroclinic configurations.

We first record a useful Lemma that we will use many times throughout the article. In what
follows, we denote by B := B(¢*(Z)) the set of bounded operators acting in ¢*(Z), and by &, =
S, (¢3(Z)) the p-Schatten class: A € &,, iff A is a compact operator with ||A|ls, = Tr(|A[P)/? <
+00. The set G is simply the set of compact operators, with || A]|le.. = || A4|lop-

Lemma 3.1. Let a be a sequence from Z to R, and let A be the corresponding operator.

o Ifae (>, then A is a bounded operator (A € B), and || Allop < 2||all¢e ;
e Ifa goes to 0 at +o0, then A is compact (A € 6o ) ;
o Ifaec (P(Z) for some 1l <p < oo, then A is in the Schatten class S,, and

|Aller < 2|jall¢r.
Proof. For the first part, we note that, for all ¢ € £2(Z), we have

< lalle= Y ([al® + [nr1l?) = 2lalle= 9],

neEZ

|<7;[}a A¢>é2| = Z Qn, (%wn-i-l + 1/}7‘,-11/%)

nez

where we used that @b + ab < |a|? + |b|? in the middle inequality.

For the second part, we note that the operator A is the limit, for the operator norm, of the finite-
rank operators AV associated with the truncated configurations aV := (1_N<n<N @n)nez. Hence
A is compact.

For the last part, we first prove the result for p = 1. We have, by duality,

lAllg, = sup |Tr(AK)| = sup
KeB KeB
I Kllop=1 I Kllop=1

lafler sup Y (Knrinl + [ Knnra]) < 2)afe
€

IKllop=1 NEZ

Z ap, (KnJrl,n + Kn,n+1)
neZ

IN

We used in the last line that | K, , 41| = [{en, Kent1)| < || K|lop. Finally, to conclude the proof, we
proceed by interpolation using Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem for Schatten spaces (see [14,
Remark 1 p.23] and [13, p.115] for the version with B instead of &). O

3.1. The spectrum of homoclinic and heteroclinic configurations. In order to prove that
Fi is smooth, we first study the spectrum of the operator 7" when t is such a configuration. We
treat the two cases separately.
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3.1.1. Homoclinic configurations. Let {t} be a homoclinic configuration with t > 7 for some
7 > 0. Then, we can write t = tT + u, where we recall that t™ is the dimerized configuration
tF =W 4 (—1)"6 with 6 > 0, and where the sequence u goes to 0 at +oo.

We have T = TF + U. The operator T+ has purely essential spectrum, of the form (see for
instance [4] and references therein)

o (T*) = Oess (T*) = [-2W, —26] U [26,2W].
In particular, Tt has a spectral gap of size 46 around 0. On the other hand, since u goes to 0 at
+o00, U is compact, see Lemma 3.1. We thus deduce from Weyl’s theorem that

Oess(T') = Oess(TT) = [2W, —25] U [26, 2W]. (21)

In particular, 0 € gess(T'). In addition, we claim that 0 is not an eigenvalue of T'. More specifically,
we have the following.

Lemma 3.2. Let {t} be any configuration witht > 7 for some T > 0 (in particular, all coefficients
t, are non null). Assume there is Ng € N and 0 < k < 1 so that

t
(Homoclinic case) V|n| > Ny, D) o
2n
Then 0 is not an eigenvalue of T'. Conversely, if
t t
(Heteroclinic case) Vn > Ny, Al o ond ‘ 2n | < 7
2n —2n—1

then 0 is an eigenvalue of T of multiplicity 1.

For a homoclinic (resp. heteroclinic) configurations, the first (resp. second) condition is satisfied
with k = % <1
Proof. The eigenvalue equation T = 0 reads
Vne€Z, thn+tnr1¥nia =0.
We obtain directly

v = 0 ] (22=2) v s = (-1 I (=)

m=1 tam—1 m=1 tam

The vector space {¢), Tty = 0} is therefore 2 dimensional, since ¢ € {T+ = 0} can be recovered
from its values 1y and 1, and we have Ker(T) = {T% = 0} N ¢*(Z).

Let us first consider the homoclinic case, and let 1 € {T% = 0}. Since [ta,/tant1] > w71 > 1
for n > Ny, we have |an,+2r| > [tan, |~ as k — 00, s0 ¢ cannot be square integrable at +oo,
unless 15, = 0, which is equivalent to 1o = 0. Similarly, we have |[¢)_an, —or+1| > [¥_ang+1|6™F
as k — 00, so 1 cannot be square integrable at —oo, unless ©¥_an,+1 = 0, which gives 1 = 0 as
well. So Ker(T') = {0}.

In the heteroclinic case, the same reasoning shows that we must have ¥y = 0. However, given
Y1 € R, the function 1 with ¥, 11 = (1) ] <t2771> 1 and ¥, = 0 is a square integrable

m=1 tom

non null eigenvector. In this case, dim Ker(T') = 1. O

Remark 3.3. In the heteroclinic case, the corresponding normalized eigenvector v is sometimes
called an edge state, or interface state or zero mode. As shown in the proof, it is exponentially
decaying at +oc: there is C > 0 and 3 := —log(k) > 0 so that |[¢b,| < Ce ™ PI"l. Tt is always expo-
nentially decaying, even though the sequence t may converge to t* wery slowly at +00. Actually,
we do not require t to be a critical point here.

Note that it is only supported on the odd integers: o, = 0 for all n € Z. In particular, the
corresponding projector Z := |1)(¢| satisfies

Vn € Z, L1 = Zptin = 0.
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Let us return to the homoclinic case. We proved that 0 ¢ o(T). Let g := dist(0,0(T)) be the
distance between 0 and the spectrum of T, and set n := ¢/8. Let h be any perturbation with
[Ihllcc < 7. Then ||H||op < 21 by Lemma 3.1. In particular, the spectrum of T'+ H is 2n—close to
the one of T, hence o(T + H) N [—g/2,9/2] = 0.

Let us consider the positively oriented contour % in (8). We deduce first that (z — (T'+ H))
is invertible for all z € ¢, and with ||(z — (T + H)) " !{|op < C for a constant C' independent of
z € €. Also, from the Cauchy residual formula, we have

1 dz
T+ H e
T+ H<0)= 217T¢gz—(T+H)

(T+H). = —(T+HWT+H<0)= QIiéﬁd

and

3.1.2. Heteroclinic configurations. Now, let {t} be a heteroclinic configuration with t > 7 for some
7 > 0. First, we claim that 0 ¢ oess(T).
Lemma 3.4. Let t be a heteroclinic configuration. Then
Oess(T) = [-2W, —20] U [26, 2W].
In particular, 0 ¢ 0ess(T).
Proof. Introduce the sequence t with ¢, = t, if n # 0, and to = 0. We denote by f the

corresponding operator, and set K :=7T — T. In a matrix format, the decomposition T'=T + K
reads

0 0 0
0 t,|0 0 t 4]0 .0 0l0
0ty 0 |to O oty 0]0 0 0 0 O0ltg O
0 [0 & 0 |~= 070 % 0 |71 0 %[0 0 0
0lt; 0 01lt; 0 010 0
0 0" 0

The operator K is of rank 2, hence is compact, so Oess(T) = acss(f) by Weyl’s theorem. In
addition, the operator 7T is of the form T = Ty, & T acting on (2(Z) ~ (%(Z~) & (2(Z"), hence

Uess(T) = Oess TL Uaess TR)

Let us first focus on the right operator Tr. The hopping amplitudes tn for n > 1 are of the form
tn = t5 + u, with lim, o, u, = 0. So, with obvious notation, TR = T + Ug. The sequence
(un) goes to zero, so Ur is a compact operator (the proof is similar than for Lemma (3.1)),
and oess(TR) = UGSS(TIJ%r ). Finally, reasoning as before and introducing the cut compact operator
Kt :=T%T —T%, we have
T(TT) = Ooss(TT) = Tess(T5) U 0ess (T).
In addition, since ¢, = t} for the dimerized configuration t*, TZF is unitary equivalent to ’f}'{ ,
and in particular
Oess(Th) = Oess(T}) = [—2W, 28] U [26, 2W].

Altogether, we proved that oes(Tr) = [—2W, —26] J[26, 2W]. The proof for the left part is similar,
upon replacing T by T~. O

In addition, using Lemma 3.2, we know that 0 is an eigenvalue of T' of multiplicity 1. So 0 is
an isolated eigenvalue, and we set
} =0

N >,

g:=dist (0,0(T)\ {0}) >0, and n:=min {g

l\-')\‘]
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By standard perturbation theory, for all h with ||h| ¢~ < 7 (hence ||H|op < 27 by Lemma 3.1),
the spectrum of T'+ H is composed of an isolated eigenvalue Ao(T" + H) of multiplicity 1, with
[Mo(T + H)| < 2n < g/4 corresponding to the perturbation of the 0 eigenvalue of T, and the rest
of the spectrum, at distance at least g — 2n > 3¢/4 from 0.

Since ||h||g < 7/2 and ||h|gee < /2, the vector t + h satisfies t+h > 7/2 > 0 and (¢, + hy,) €
(tn — 6/2,ty, + /2). In particular, it satisfies the assumption of Lemma 3.2 (heteroclinic case)
with k= W=0/2 ~ 1 8o Mo(T + H) = 0: the eigenvalue 0 is unperturbed by the addition of H.

We consider the positively oriented contour € defined in (8). We deduce from the previous
discussion that, for all h with ||h||ge < 1), we have

(T + H)_ (T+H)]l(T+H<O)2_i71Ty§gZ_(;_|_mdza

where all operators appearing are uniformly bounded by some constant C' > 0 independent of
z € ¥. We also remark that we have

1 dz
T+H<0)=-—¢ —— and WT+H<0)=1(T+H Z
(T + H < 0) m?ggz_(TJrH), and 1(T+H<0)=1(T+H<0)+Z,

where Z = |¢)(¢] is the rank—1 projector onto the normalized zero-mode ¢ € Ker(T + H), see
Remark 3.3.

3.2. Taylor expansion of the map F;. In this section, we study the energy Fi in (7), and
prove Lemma 2.2. Recall that F; is defined by

Fe(h) = g > (o + 2t — 2)hy — 2Te((T + H)- — T_).
neZ
In what follows, t is a homoclinic or heteroclinic configuration with t > 7 for some 7 > 0. We

introduce the constant 17 > 0 and the contour % as in the previous section.

First, we claim that for all h with ||h||, <7 (we now use the £* norm), the map F;(h) is well-
defined and finite. Since ||h|j¢~ < ||h||;x < 7, h satisfies the conditions of the previous section.
For the first part of the energy, we write that

> hn=IblE < |h|f,  and
nez

> (2t — 2)hy,

nez

< @ltllee +2) [Ih]ler,

so the first part is continuous from ¢' to R. For the second part, we use the Cauchy residual
formula, and get that

-1 g P 1 1 1
(T+H)_T_2m¢g(z(T+H) _zT)dz_Ziwyg;<z(T+H)HzT)Zdz’

where we used the resolvent formula in the last equality. In particular, for all h € ¢! with ||h||x <7
and all z € ¥, we have, using Lemma 3.1,
1 1
H
z—(T+H) z-T

1
z—(T+ H)

1

_ < 2 1.
| o<2etmia @

op

1H|,

S,

op
Integrating z in the compact € eventually shows that F(h) is well-defined and continuous around
0 for the ¢* norm.

We can push the resolvent formula, and write that

1 1 =1 1 \"
—_ — H
z2—(T+H) =2-T ;Z—T( z—T) ’

where the sum on the right is absolutely convergent in B whenever

H

sup
ZEE

<1,
op

z —
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which happens whenever ||hl/¢~ is small enough, according to Lemma 3.1. Actually, it is also
absolutely convergent in &; whenever ||hl,: is small enough. We deduce directly that h — Fi(h)
is analytic on a ¢! neighborhood of 0.

Let us compute the differential and hessian of this map. We write
1
Fi(h) = Ly(h) + §Ht(h’ h) + R¢(h),

with the linear form (differential) Ly on ¢!(Z), defined by

1 1 1
L¢(h) := ty —2)hy +2Tr | —— H dz |,
o(h) Mﬂ%( Jhn + (217ry§ng LT z)

the bilinear form (hessian) Hy on ¢*(Z) x ¢*(Z), defined by

1 1 1 1
e(h. k) ane; + r(217r§égz—T s T z-T" Z)

3
Ri(h) := % <Qi7ry§g [z—lTH] Z_szdz> .

Reasoning as in (22), we see that |Ry(h)| < C|/h[|3; < C|/h||?,. Similarly, we have
[He(h, k)| < || Hl|e, || Kle, < C'[[lle[[K]e2,

and the rest

so the Hy bilinear form can be extended continuously on ¢2(Z).

To end the proof of Lemma 2.2, it remains to simplify the expressions of Ly and Hy. We use
the following result.

Lemma 3.5. We have

1 1 1 1 1
Tr (= H =Tr(—— Hdz) = Te(T H 2
r<2i7r§éaz—T z—TZdZ> r(mwyggz—T dZ) r(TeH) (23)

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Tr H——K dz ) =2Tr [ —— H——Kdz). (24
(Qinyggz—T s T z-T" Z) (m?iZ—T 2T Z) (24)

Proof. First, writing that z = (z = T) + T, we get

iyﬁ zdz _iygdz+£¢ dz
2ir J (2 —T)2 2 ) 2—T 2 ] (z—T)2’

and the second term vanishes by the Cauchy residual formula. We recognize the spectral projector

1

dz
Iy ::ﬂ(T<0):E_¢g;’—T7

and

in the first term. This and the cyclicity of the trace gives (23). We now differentiate this equality
with respect to T, in the direction K. We get

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
— @ T K H H K d
2im Je r<z—T z=T z—T+z—T z=T z—T>ZZ

:_L Tr ! KLH dz.
2im Jo z=T z-T

Using again the cyclicity of the trace gives (24). O

4. PROOFS OF THE LEMMAS

In this section, we provide the proofs of the Lemmas appearing in Section 2.4.
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4.1. Proof of Lemma 2.5. We first prove Lemma 2.5, which compares T and fjs The fact
that O, 7" = ij sOa,s is a simple computation. Taking the adjoint gives the second equality
of (16).

Let us now prove that (z —Ta’s) is invertible for a small enough. The operator T'— T, satisfies

thr(l—e™®) ifn<s

th(l—e) ifn<s
_Tt - -Tr =4
(T To‘7s)n,n+l {0 if n > s ) (T Ta,s)n+1,n {0 if n >s ’

and (T — Ta*,s)ij =0 if |i — j| # 1. Reasoning as in Lemma 3.1, we deduce that
1T — T llop < 2ma%<|t7f| ‘max{|l —e |, |1 —e*|} =2(W 4+ §)(e* — 1). (25)
’ ne

This bound is independent of s € Z, and goes to 0 as & — 0. Since (z — T") is invertible for
all z € €, we deduce that for o small enough, (z — fj ) is invertible with bounded inverse, and
satisfies ||(z — fis)_lﬂ < C for a constant C' independent of z € €.

Finally, from the equality O, T = T(ISGQ,S, we get Oq s(z —T) = (2 — T;s)@a,s, which
gives, as wanted

1 1 1 1
OussFF = 27, O M SO = O T

4.2. Proof of Lemma 2.6. We now prove Lemma 2.6. The first and most important step is to
prove the following Proposition, whose proof is postponed to Section 4.4

Proposition 4.1. For the dimerized configuration t*, the hessian Hy+ is bounded on (*(Z) x {*(Z)
and coercive.

Using this result, we can prove that £ is a symmetric bounded invertible operator. Recall that
% is defined in (12) by

1 1 1
Lu), = pu, +4 | — U d .
(L) pottn + (217T¢g(z—T+ z—T‘*‘) Z>n7n+1

As we already noticed in (13), we have

(v, LW)p2r = (LVv, W)z = Hy+ (v, w).

This equality is first valid for v, w compactly supported, but can be extended for v,w € (2(Z)
by continuity of Hg+. This already proves that % is a symmetric bounded operator on ¢2(Z). In
addition, the coercivity of Hy+ shows that % is invertible with bounded inverse (Lax-Milgram
theorem).

We now focus on the map ,i;;’s defined in (18). We claim that ||,:?Z;S — Z||lop goes to 0 as

a — 0. This will eventually prove that £, s is also invertible with bounded inverse.
We have, for v,w € (?(Z) ,
dz) .

1 1 1 1
U

U _ _ — \%
Z—T+ Z_T+ Z—Tots Z — (Ta-!_,s)*

v, (L = D )u)ee = 2Tk (1 5@

2im

We have
1 1 1 1
Z—T+ Z—T+ Z_T;:s Z_(f(;s)*

1 1 U 1 4 1 U 1 1
z—=T% z—fots z—=T% Z—Tots z =T+ z—(f&rs)*

1 1 1 1 1

— (T4, ~-TH——=-U -
Z—T“‘(D"S >Z_To¢+s Z—T++Z_Ta+s z =T+

1
z = (ijs)*

(T =T
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We then use estimates of the form (R stands for resolvent)
Te(Ry (T-T)ReURsV) < | Ru(T = T)RU RSV | < || Rallopll Rallopll B lop | T—Top Ul |V -
We deduce that there is C' > 0 so that, for a small enough,

(v, (£ = Zos)w)e| < CITS, = T lopllUlle2|Vie2 < 2CIT5, = T [lop [ullezIVe2,

where we used Lemma 3.1 in the last inequality. We proved in Lemma 25 that ||7, Na —T"|lop = 0
as a — 0. Together with the fact that .2 is invertible, we deduce that for thereis a* > 0and C' > 0
so that, for all 0 < a < a* and all s € Z, the operator L, , is invertible with ||(Lq.s) " lep < C.
This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.6

4.3. Proof of Lemma 2.7. Finally, we focus on the map @a,&U defined in (19). First, using
that Y, (A4)2Z .11 < [|Al|&2 and estimates of the form

1B (OV)Ro(WO)Rslle> < [[Rallopl| Rzllop | Rsllop[OV [|e. [WO|s.
we get

~ 2
HQQ,S,Uw,w) < C)|On V|6t WOt

2@

It remains to bound ||©4,sU|ls, by ||fa,sulet. To do so, we follow the steps of Lemma 3.1, and
prove that for all 1 < p < oo and all u € ¢7(Z), we have O, U in &, (in B if p = 00), and

”@a,sU”6p < CpHeoz,suHZ’) (26)

for a constant C), independent of u (and ||©4, sUllop < Cool|fa,sulle= for p = c0). We use below
the fact that

Oas(n) <bps(n+1) <e“fy(n). (27)
First, for p = oo, we have, for ¢ € (*(Z),
180, s U7 =Y 0% (M)tn—1tn-1 + unthnia | <2 03 ((0)|un—1*[pn-1]* + 05 () n * [

newL neEZ
< 260, sullfes V1172 + 2[10a,sullf [[2[17 -

We used that |a + b|? < 2|a|? + 2[b]? for the first inequality, and (27) for the second. This proves
the bound
H@aysUng < (2" +2) ”0&,5“”%00’

In the case p = 1, we have by duality
||@a,sU||61 = SUP ‘Tr(®o¢ SUK)‘ - SUP | Z un a,s )Kn+1,n + unea,s(n + 1)Kn,n+1|

”KHop_1 HKHop—l neZ
< Z |[unba,s(n)| + Z [unba,s(n +1)| < [|fa,sullo + e*[|fa,salle
nez nez

Here, we used that both | K, 41| and | K41 | are smaller than 1, and (27) for the last inequality.
We conclude that (26) holds for all 1 < p < oo using Riesz-Thorin interpolation.

4.4. Coercivity of the Hessian at the dimerized configuration. In this section, we prove
Proposition 4.1. Recall that

1 1 1
H+(h,h) = u|h|? +2Tr [ — H Hd
t+( 9 ) MH H + (2171.%5 Z*TJF Z*TJF Z)

We already proved that Hg+ is a bounded quadratic form on ¢2(Z). We now prove that, for the
dimerized configuration t*, the Hessian Hg+ is a coercive bilinear map on ¢?(Z), namely that
there is C' > 0 so that, for all h € ¢*(Z), we have

Hg+ (h,h) > C|/h|%.
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By density, it is enough to prove the result for all compactly supported sequences h. Assume
that h is such a sequence, so that h, = 0 for all |[n| > S. First, we claim that there is C' > 0 so
that, for all L large enough, we have

H, (b, h) > O |h:. (28)

where Ht(f)(h7 h) is the hessian of the SSH model for the closed L = 2N chain, defined by
L

1 1 1
H(L)hh_ h 2T yﬁ H Hdz ).
() = b+ 200 (o ) et

Here, Try, is the trace for L x L hermitian matrices, tf is the dimerized ground state of the closed
L-chain (L even), of the dimerized form (see [6])

=W+ (=1)"dz, (29)

and T; is the associated L x L hermitian matrix. It was proved in [3, 4] that W, — W and
0, — 6 as L — oo. Actually, the bound (28) was more of less proved in [3], with a constant C
independent of L for L large enough. We provide here another proof.

To prove (28), as in [6], we use the convexity of the function f : [0,1] — R defined by
1
0,122+ —Vz — §m2.

As a consequence, the map A — Trf(A) is convex on the set of hermitian matrices with spectrum
in [0,1]. This implies that, with A = mTQ,

1

7TI‘(\/1T2) Z 7T1“( <T2>) + gW

Te[T* — (T%)?),

where (A) is the average of A over all translations, namely

01 0 - 0
X 00 1 0
=7 > efaer*, e, = :
k=0 0 0 0 1
10 0
We deduce that
B L 11
(L) L _ 2 - - 4 2\ 2
£ 2Z::t 1)% = Tr(\/(T D+ gy el = (7 (30)

Since the operator T 7 always corresponds to a 2-periodic configuration, it holds
6, (Tgt)2 o] = (lef)2 and, in particular (Ti) <(Ti) >

We deduce that there is equality in (30) for t]. We also deduce from (30) that, for all t, we have

1

OO =D = S

T4 — (127,

We apply this inequality for t = tj{ + sh and get that

1 1

EBf +sh) B> - —
(6 o) = ED]) 2 e

Te (T + sH)* = (T + sH)?)?]

For the denominator, we use the fact that, for s small enough, we have |7} + sH |op < 2|77 [lop-
For the numerator, expanding the expression and using that (7;7)2 = ((T}")2), so that Try (T} )2 H) =
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Trp, ((T7)*(TF H)Y) and Trp ((T;)*)(H?)) = Trp((T;7)?H?) (so that the orders O(1) and O(s)
vanish), we obtain that

52 1

2
Wt} +sh) —€W(t7) = EWTQ[(T;HJFHT;) _ <T;H+HTL+>2} +o(s?)
L llop
s2 1 + +112 n 2 )
= o T H + HIE G, = (T H + HTDG, ) +o(s?)
L llop

The previous computation is valid for all h. We now use the fact that h is compactly supported
n [—S, 5], and that L > S. This allows to prove that the last term is small. More specifically, we
have the following.

Lemma 4.2. For all S € N all L>> S, allt € CL and all h € CY compactly supported in [—S, 5],
we have

TH)|G, < L Ht||e>o||h||z2

Proof. Set A =TH, so that
An,n = tnhn + hn—ltn—la An,n+2 = tn+1hn7 An,n—Q = tn—2hn—1-
The matrix (A) is of the form

. 1
(A =2a0, (Apmia=a1, (Apno=a_1, with  a,, := T I;) oom -

Using that h is compactly supported and Cauchy-Schwarz we get

s 2 s 2
2 1 1 2 1 2 2
= — E t h < —It E h < —||t h|/7.S
| [2 k+m/llk > [2” (25 k > [2” g [Nl 72

k=—S k=-S5
We obtain

1
IANE: = D {A)% . = L(2a0)® + Laf + La?; < 6L 75 It]7= 7.

n,m —
n,m

This proves that
52 1

EB(tF +sh) — D (t]) == ——
g E16 T,

128
(HTJH+HT5||; t+|zm|h||e2>+0(52)-

Finally, we bound from below the remaining HTz' H+H Tz' ||§52 A computation shows that the
matrix A :=TH + HT satisfies

An,n - Q(tnhn + tn—lhn—l), An,n+2 == tnhn+1 + hntn+17 An,n—? - tn—lhn—2 + hn—ltn—Qa

and A; ; = 0 otherwise. Squaring all terms and summing gives

HTZFH + HTZFH262 = 24(tnhn + tnflhnfl)2 + (tnhn+1 + hntn+1)2 + (tnflhn72 + hnfltn72)2'

Expanding, relabelling all sums, and using that tJLr is dimerized, of the form (29), we obtain

h, h _ 22 + t2 3t,t
+ + _ n _ n+1 ntl
|72 H + HT; HG 2%<(h +1) O (hn+1>>’ with - Qn = ( tntnt1  th +2t”+1>.
We have

TH(Qu) = B2 +£211) = 6(WF +63)
and

det Qn = (22 +12,1)(t2 + 260 ) — Otot2 =2t + 20 | —4t2t2 | =2(t2 —t2 ,)? = 32W}05.
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Since 6, — d > 0 and Wy, — W for L large enough, there is a constant C' > 0 such that
@ > C > 0 for a constant C independent of n and L large enough. So

|7 H + HT |, > 20 -
Altogether, we proved that for L large enough, we have

2
(L) (44 ey s ST L 125, 40 2 2
£ ) — 06 2 g (zc 226 12 ) Il + ofs?)
> Cs?||h|% + o(s?),
where C is independent of L, for L large enough (L > Lo, where L depends on the support S of
h). This proves the lower bound (28) for Ht(f)
To conclude the proof, we note that -

1 1 1 1 o i ot

i (el ) = (el )| < CUHIE T = T

Since Wi, — W and d;, — L, we have ||[TT — T} [|op,. — 0 as L = 2N (even) goes to infinity. So
for L large enough, we have

C
’mgmm—HWmmﬂsjmﬁv

)
where C is the bound in (28). This proves Hy+ (h,h) > $||h||%, where the constant C' is indepen-

dent of h. We proved the bound for h compactly supported, but by density, it can be extended
for all h € ¢2(Z), hence the coercivity of Hy+.
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