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The dynamic critical exponent z characterizes the finite-size gap in gapless quantum many-body
systems. We establish a rigorous lower bound z > 2 for frustration-free Hamiltonians on any lattice
in any spatial dimension, given that their ground state exhibits a power-law decaying correlation
function. This bound applies to representative classes of frustration-free Hamiltonians, including
Rokhsar-Kivelson Hamiltonians, which are in one-to-one correspondence to Markov chains with
locality, as well as parent Hamiltonians of critical projected entangled pair states with either a
unique ground state or topologically degenerate ground states, and Hamiltonians with a plane-wave

ground state.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum many-body systems are generally complex
to solve. One way to approach this problem is to develop
intuition and understanding from tractable models. A
class of such systems called frustration-free systems has
attracted much attention in condensed matter physics
because it includes various models despite its simplicity.
A Hamiltonian is frustration-free if and only if the ground
states of Hamiltonian simultaneously minimize all local
terms of the Hamiltonian.

Although frustration-free systems are fine-tuned, they
provide pivotal representative models for various gapped
phases. The Affleck-Kennedy-Lieb-Tasaki (AKLT)
model helps to understand a 1D symmetry-protected
topological phase [I]. The Kitaev toric code provided a
solvable model for 2D topological ordered phase [2]. The
success of these models is based on the scenario that a
frustration-free nature does not affect the universal prop-
erties of gapped quantum phases.

However, gapless frustration-free systems often behave
differently from ordinary gapless systems. For example,
the dynamic critical exponent of frustration-free gapless
systems takes different values compared to those of or-
dinary gapless systems. The dynamic critical exponent
z of a Hamiltonian is defined by the behavior of the fi-
nite size gap € ~ L™* where L is the linear dimension
of the system. In contrast to ordinary gapless systems,
which exhibit z = 1 due to emergent Lorentz symmetry,
gapless frustration-free systems tend to exhibit z > 2.
This behavior is quite interesting because it cannot be
described by relativistic conformal field theory. The ob-
servation that gapless frustration-free systems often ap-
pear as multicritical points in phase diagrams [3H5] also
suggests the peculiarity of this class.

There are numerical confirmations of the lower bound
z > 2 in many examples such as the Rokhsar-Kivelson
(RK) point of the quantum dimer model [6Hg], ferromag-
netic Heisenberg models [9, [10], and many other mod-

* hwatanabe@g.ecc.u-tokyo.ac.jp

els [4, Bl MIHIZ]. In some models, it has also been ob-
served numerically that the dynamic critical exponent
changes from z > 2 to z = 1 when a perturbation violates
frustration-freeness [4, [T, 13]. Therefore, frustration-
freeness is considered to be strongly related to the dy-
namic critical exponent.

Despite these numerous indications, there is no gen-
eral proof of z > 2 and only partial results. This bound
has been shown analytically for specific frustration-free
systems [7, [8, [10 19, [20] with Nambu-Goldstone modes,
and this result is generalized to the systems with quasi-
Nambu-Goldstone modes [20]. However, other examples
suggest that a more profound understanding is possi-
ble. Also, there are upper bounds of the spectral gap
for translation-invariant frustration-free Hamiltonians in
the open boundary condition [2IH23], which yields z > 2
for gapless frustration-free Hamiltonian [I3]. However,
we cannot use this inequality as an upper bound for bulk
modes since we cannot rule out the possibility that low-
energy excitations are edge modes [13].

In this paper, we first give proof of z > 2 for a
broader class of frustration-free systems whose ground
states have correlation functions that exhibit power-law
decay as the system size increases. This result does
not assume translation invariance and is independent
of boundary conditions. The proof uses an inequal-
ity by Gosset and Huang [24], which is based on the
detectability lemma [25 26]. Our result covers RK
Hamiltonians [0, 27, 28] with a critical ground state and
parent Hamiltonians of projected entangled pair states
(PEPS) [29431] as long as the PEPS is critical. The
established bound implies that the critical frustration-
free systems cannot be described by relativistic conformal
field theories.

Our result also has important implications for the dy-
namic critical exponents of Markov chains for critical sta-
tistical systems. In statistical mechanics, the Markov
chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method is an essential nu-
merical technique for sampling probability distributions
of huge dimensions arising from many-body systems. It is
known that RK Hamiltonians, a class of frustration-free
Hamiltonians, correspond to local Markov chains with
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TABLE I: Dynamic critical exponents for MCMC with
local state updates and detailed balance condition. For
all examples in this list, z > 2 holds.

Models Dynamic critical exponent z
Ising (2D) 2.1667(5) [14]
Ising (3D) 2.0245(15) [15]

Heisenberg (3D) 2.033(5) [16]
Three-state Potts (2D)[2.193(5) [17]
Four-state Potts (2D) [2.296(5) [18]

detailed balance condition [27, 28]. The gapless nature
of RK Hamiltonians corresponds to the divergence of the
relaxation time of Markov chains. This is characterized
by the relaxation time 7 being proportional to L?, where
L is the system size. The dynamic critical exponent z
is the same as in the RK Hamiltonian. Using this cor-
respondence, we can provide a rigorous proof for the
empirical fact that z > 2 for the Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) method with local state updates and
detailed balance condition (Table [I). This class of algo-
rithms includes the most standard methods such as Gibbs
sampling (heat bath) algorithm [32] and the Metropolis-
Hastings algorithm [33] B4]. In the context of MCMC,
there have long been efforts to reduce the relaxation time
by nonlocal state updates [35] [36] and violating the de-
tailed balance condition [37, [38]. The established bound
stands as a no-go theorem that provides a rigorous foun-
dation for these works: the dynamic critical exponents
of Markov chains for critical systems cannot be smaller
than two without violating locality or the detailed bal-
ance condition.

II. z>2 FOR FRUSTRATION-FREE CRITICAL
SYSTEMS

This section presents a general framework for proving
the lower bound of dynamic critical exponents z > 2 for
frustration-free systems. The proof relies on an inequal-
ity by Gosset and Huang [24].

A. Frustration-free Hamiltonians

We consider a Hamiltonian written as
H=> H; (1)

defined on a d-dimensional lattice A. The index i need
not be associated with a lattice site in A. Each H; is a
Hermitian operator with a finite range support, which is
assumed to be independent of L. The local term H; is
called local Hamiltonian A Hamiltonian H is frustration-
free if there exists a ground state of H simultaneously
minimizes all H;. It follows that other ground states also
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must simultaneously minimize all H;. We do not assume
translation invariance.

B. The Gosset—Huang inequality

Let H be a frustration-free Hamiltonian with the
ground space projector G and the spectral gap €. The
spectral gap is the energy difference between the ground
states and the first excited state. We assume each H; is
a projector. A

Let O, and (’); be local operators which has finite
range supports around x € A and y € A, respectively.
For any normalized ground state |¥) of H and local op-
erators O, and @;, the following inequality holds [24].
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where | — y| is the distance between x and y in A,
and g and ¢’ are constants determined by details of the
Hamiltonian. We call this inequality the Gosset—Huang
inequality. The accurate definitions of the constants
and the proof of the inequality are explained in the Ap-

pendix [A]

C. A proof of z > 2 for frustration-free critical
systems

In this work, we define the dynamic critical exponent
z for a Hamiltonian by

e=0(L77), (3)

where € is the spectral gap of the Hamiltonian and L is
the linear dimension of the system [39]. The dynamic
critical exponent can depend on boundary conditions as
exemplified by in Ref. [12].

Theorem 1. For a frustration-free Hamiltonian with a
ground space projector G, the dynamic critical exponent
z satisfies z > 2 if there exists a ground state |¥) and

local operators Oy and (’5; such that

(TOL — GO, |b)]

- A =Q(L™?). 4
O[O W) o W

for a positive number A and x,y with |x—y| = (L) [£0].

Proof. First, we replace each local Hamiltonian with a
projector while preserving its kernel. This operation does
not change the ground states and the dynamic critical ex-
ponent. Using Eq. (3) and |[x—y| = ©(L), the right-hand
side of the Gosset-Huang inequality can be expressed as

€
g +e

2exp (—g'|w 4l ) — 2exp(— QL) (5)



Combining the assumption in Eq. and the Gosset—
Huang inequality, we have

QL) < 2exp(—QL'*/2)). (6)

If z < 2, this inequality is violated for a sufficiently large
L. Thus, the dynamic critical exponent satisfies z >
2. O

To find the correlation function in Eq. , we need to
know not only the state |¥) but also all the other ground
states. In many cases, however, it is sufficient to check
that the correlation function for one |¥) satisfies

(T|OL(1 — [T)(T)) O, | )|
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and
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for all other degenerate ground states |¥’) with (U|0’) =
0. If the ground states are topologically degenerate, then
the properties of hold for any local operators O}, and
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D. Classification of critical frustration-free systems

Let us distinguish two situations in which Theorem [I]
can be used: (i) When the left-hand side of Eq. ex-
hibits power-law decay as | — y| — oo. (ii) When the
left-hand side of Eq. does not depend on « and y but
exhibits power-law decay as L — oc.

In the first case, the ground state |¥) is critical. How-
ever, |U) is distinguished from the ground state of con-
formal field theories since the dynamic critical exponent
satisfies z > 2. Examples of Hamiltonians in this class
are discussed in Sec. [Tll and Sec. [Vl

The second case is another type of criticality. This
situation arises if there exists a ground state |¥’) with
(¥|P") = 0 such that

(W[OL|W) (W' Oy|¥) = Q(L™2) 9)

for some A > 0. This implies that different ground states
can be connected by local operators. For example, in
phases with spontaneous breaking of a continuous sym-
metry, |¥’) is given by applying the broken generator Q
to the ground state. Examples of Hamiltonians in this
class are discussed in Sec. [Vl

IIT. ROKHSAR-KIVELSON HAMILTONIANS

Let us define the RK Hamiltonians and review their re-
lations to Markov chains. The degeneracy of the ground
states and correlation functions of RK Hamiltonians can
be obtained using the correspondence to Markov chains.

A. Markov chain

We consider n-valued spins on a d dimensional lattice.
Let C be a classical spin configuration and w(C) be its
Boltzmann weight. The Boltzmann weights must be non-
negative. We assume that the Boltzmann weight w(C) is
given by the product of the form

w(€) = [Tw.(C), (10)

and each local weight w,,(C) depends only on spins in a fi-
nite region. The expectation value of a physical quantity
O in the Boltzmann distribution is defined by

w(C)
= E — 11
where the partition function Z is written as

Z:=>Y w(C). (12)
C

The Markov chain is defined by the master equation

d

— p— I 7 ].
qiPe ;ch Per, (13)

which describes the time evolution of the probability dis-
tribution pe. The transition-rate matrix Weer must sat-
isfy Weer > 0 when C # C' and the conservation of prob-
ability

> Weer =0. (14)
C

We also assume the detailed balance condition
ch/w(C’) = Wclcw(C) (15)

so that pc = w(C)/Z is a steady state solution of the
Master equation. This property is called the balance con-
dition.

B. Rokhsar—Kivelson Hamiltonians

We consider the Hilbert space spanned by states |C)
labeled by classical configurations C. For a given Boltz-
mann weight w(C), we introduce the following state:

w(C)
W) = 31/ A ). (16)
-

For an operator O that satisfies (C|O|C") = O(C)dc.cr,
the expectation values in |¥Urk) are equal to the one in

Eq. :
w(C)

(Wri O ) = Y- 2 (€1OI0) = (0). (17)
C



A Hamiltonian is called a Rokhsar—Kivelson (RK)
Hamiltonian, or a stochastic matrix form Hamilto-
nian [27, 28] if (i) it is frustration-free, (ii) one of its
ground states is written as Eq. (I6)), and (iii) the off-
diagonal elements of local Hamiltonians in the classi-
cal configuration basis are real and non-positive, i.e.,
(C|H;|C") < 0 when C" # C. It follows that H; is sym-
metric, i.e., (C|H;|C") = (C'|H;|C).

C. Correspondence between Rokhsar—Kivelson
Hamiltonians and Markov chains

Let us discuss the correspondence between RK Hamil-
tonians and Markov chains illustrated in Fig.

Let H =), H; be an RK Hamiltonian. Without loss
of generality, we assume the energy of the ground state
is zero. We define a positive diagonal operator S by

w(C)
Z

(cls|c’y = dec:- (18)

and the local transition-rate matrix as
W; = —SH;,S5™'. (19)

Then the transition-rate matrix for the corresponding
Markov chain is given by W = Y . W; and Weer =
(cwic).

To clarify the properties of the local transition-rate
matrix W;, let us define

(1] := (¥rx|S™ = _(Cl, (20)
C
w) = S|Trk) = Y @\cy (21)
C

The former represents the (unnormalized) uniform dis-
tribution, and the latter represents a Boltzmann distri-
bution. Since the Hamiltonian is frustration-free,

> Wi =

c

(1W; = —(Up|H; S~ = 0. (22)

This means W; conserves probability. Also, since the off-
diagonal elements of H; are non-positive, the off-diagonal
elements of W; are non-negative. Therefore, W; is a
transition-rate matrix. Furthermore, since H; is sym-
metric, W; satisfies the detailed balance condition:

(Wi)ecrw(C') = —y/w(C)w(C')(C|H;|C")
= —/w(C)w(C)(C'|H;[C)
(W;)erew(C). (23)

The balance condition Wj|w) = 0 can be expressed as
H;|Ugrk) = 0. Since the local transition-rate matrix W;

satisfies all the necessary properties, W o= Do W; is a
legitimate transition-rate matrix for a Markov chain.

: correspondence
d dim.
Ground state — Qan‘onlcfal
distribution
d+1
dim. Dynamics by

RK Hamiltonian

FIG. 1: Correspondence between an RK Hamiltonian
and a Markov chain. The d-dimensional ground state
corresponds to the d-dimensional Boltzmann
distribution as in Eq. . The Hamiltonian and the
transition-rate matrix of a Markov chain are connected

by Eq.

Conversely, we can construct an RK Hamiltonian
from a Markov chain by reversing the above steps. A
transition-rate matrix W corresponding to an RK Hamil-
tonian can be written as W = ) W;. Each local W;
has a finite range support and satisfies all the neces-
sary properties to be a transition-rate matrix and the
detailed balance condition on its own. The class satis-
fying these properties includes the Gibbs sampling (heat
bath) algorithm [32] and the Metropolis-Hastings algo-
rithms [33 [34). We discuss the constructions of RK
Hamiltonians from these algorithms in Sec. [[ILG

The above correspondences are summarized in Ta-

ble [I

D. Dynamic critical exponent

The imaginary time evolution by an RK Hamiltonian

written ase —Ht corresponds to a stochastic matrix eWt

Since —H and W are connected by a similarity trans-
formation, their spectra are the same. For a diagonal
operator O in the basis {|C)}, the autocorrelation func-
tion [4I] is defined by
<0t0+t0t0> _ <O>2
(0%) —(0)?

_ (101 Ow) — ({1[O]w))?

(110w} — ((1|O]w))?
_ {(Urk|Oe 'O\ ¥Rk) — ((YrK|O|¥Ri))?

(Vri|O?|VRK) — ((YrK|O|¥RK))?

Ao(t) =

Let E,, be nonzero eigenvalues of H. The autocorrelation
function can be written as

t) = anexp(—Eat). (25)

The relaxation time 7 is defined by

1 1
= - = — 2
T i= max -=0 (26)



TABLE II: Correspondence between RK Hamiltonians and Markov chains

RK Hamiltonian

Markov chain

Hamiltonian: H
Ground state expectation value: (Ugrk|O|¥grk)
Frustration-freeness: H = > H; with following properties
<\I/RK|I:L =0
H;|Wrk) =0

Symmetricity: <C|I§[¢|C'> = (C/|I:I,-|C>

where € is the spectral gap of the RK Hamiltonian.

When Boltzmann weights are changed, a phase tran-
sition can occur, which can be regarded as a quantum
phase transition of the corresponding RK Hamiltonian.
The RK Hamiltonians corresponding to critical points are
conformal quantum critical points [8, [I1], which means
the ground state is conformally invariant in the scaling
limit. At this point, there is a power-law decaying corre-
lation function in a ground state. Thus, the Hamiltonian
is gapless [42], and a critical slowing down occurs in the
corresponding Markov chain. Gapless means the spectral
gap converges to zero, and the spectrum becomes dense
near the lowest energy.

The dynamic critical exponent z is defined by

=0(L7), (27)

where L is the system size. This exponent z is identical
to the quantum one.

E. Degeneracy of the ground states

Let us consider the degeneracy of the ground states of
an RK Hamiltonian. We consider the transition graph G
whose vertices are labeled by the classical configurations
C, and there is an edge between C and C’ if (C’'|W;|C) > 0.
If G is connected, a Markov chain or an RK Hamilto-
nian is said to be ergodic. In this case, we can use the
Perron-Frobenius theorem to e %, and the ground state
is unique.

If G is not connected, we can use the Perron-Frobenius
theorem for each connected component. We denote the
connected components of G as {G (”)}. The Hilbert space
can be decomposed into a direct sum as

H=EH™

The Hamiltonian H and the time evolution operator

™ = Span{|C™) }emegon - (28)

Ht js block diagonalized by this decomposition as
I;[ — G}Eﬂn)7 e—I:It — @e_f[(n).
n

n
Since H is positive-semidifinite, H(™ are also positive-
semidifinite. We can easily construct the ground state of

(29)

Transition-rate matrix: W = —SHS™!

Yo *F0(0)
Locality: W= > W; with following properties
i)eer =0
i)ecrw(C) =0
(Wi)erew(C)

Boltzmann weight expectation value: (O) :=
Conservation of probability: 3. (W,

Balance condition: ., (W,
Detailed balance condition: (W;)ccrw(C') =

H™) with zero eigenvalue as

R = 2 JuEmie, 30
where
ZM =3 "w(c™). (31)
cm
Using the Perron-Frobenius theorem for each e~ H (mt, we

find that there are no other ground states than |‘l/g;)(>
if |\I’§g})<> # 0. The connected component G(™ such that

|\IJ§{L&> = 0 represents configurations that are excluded by
the constraint condition and can be ignored when con-
sidering ground states.

If an arbitrary configuration is obtained with multiple
local updates from a particular configuration, we can con-
struct an ergodic RK Hamiltonian for sufficiently large
support of each H;. However, if there is a topological in-
variant conserved for any local update, the configuration
space is decomposed into topological sectors, each sector
having a ground state. Such an example is the RK point
of the quantum dimer model discussed in Sec. [[ITG]

F. 2z > 2 for RK Hamiltonians

We obtain the following theorem by applying Theo-
rem [I] to RK Hamiltonians.

Corollary 1. For every RK Hamiltonian corresponding
to a critical system with a unique ground state, the dy-
namic critical exponent satisfies z > 2.

Proof. From the assumption of uniqueness of the ground
state, the state |Urk) given in Eq. is the unique
ground state of the RK Hamiltonian. Since the corre-
sponding classical statistical system is at a critical point,
there exists a local quantity O, such that

(020y) — (03)(Oy)
(10[%){|0y[?)

where Ap is the scaling dimension of O. Let |z —y| =
O(L) and Oy = >, 05(C)|C)(C|. From the correspon-

= O(|lz —y[7%°), (32)




dence between classical and quantum correlation func-
tions in Eq. , we have
(UrK| O} Oy|Wrk) — (Vrk|OL|rK) (VrK|Oy| VrK)
10z |Vrx) [[[[Oy | Vrx) |
= Q(L2%0). (33)

Since the ground space projector of the Hamiltonian is
|UrK)(PRK, we can use Theorem [I] to obtain z > 2. O

The following theorem also holds from the correspon-
dence between RK Hamiltonians and Markov chains.

Corollary 2. For every Markov chain for a critical sta-
tistical system, the dynamic critical exponent satisfies
z > 2 4f (i) the Markov chain is ergodic i.e. the steady
state is unique, (i) the transition-rate matriz is decom-
posed into a sum of local transition-rate matrices, and
(iii) the detailed balance condition holds for each local
transition-rate matrix.

Note that z is the same for the continuous dynamics
e"'t and the discrete dynamics (1 + W)?.

Without mentioning the uniqueness of the ground state
degeneracy, the following corollary holds.

Corollary 3. For RK Hamiltonians or corresponding
Markov chains, the dynamic critical exponent satisfies
z > 2 if there exists a critical connected component of
the transition graph, on which correlation functions fol-
low a power law.

Proof. Let |\I/ ") i) be a ground state defined in Eq. (30).

We have <\IJ( K|O|\IJ§1K> = 0 for n # n’ and a diagonal
operator O in the classical configuration basis. Thus,

(WO O, (W) — (W) OLGO, W)

= (U010, [WhY) — (UL |OL W) (W Oy W)
= [(O50,) ™ — (05)(0,) ™), (34)
where
n 1 n n
(0)™ = = > w(EcMoe™). (35)
cn)

Therefore if there exist n and O such that

* (n) _ (o*\(n) (n)
(0:0,)) OOV _ o) anoy (5
V(|02 (|0, [2)™
then we obtain z > 2 using Theorem O

G. Examples
1. The Gibbs sampling algorithm

As an example of the construction of RK Hamiltoni-
ans, we introduce the Gibbs sampling (heat-bath) algo-
rithm [32], one of the most standard MCMC algorithms.

We divide the system into the R;: A finite size region
around a position i, B;: The boundary of R; interacting
with R;, and E;: The external system not interacting
with R;. Then, we can decompose the Boltzmann weight
as

= w'(Cg,,Cp,)w" (Cp,,Cr,), (37)

where Cg,,Cp,,Cg, are the configurations in R;, B;, E;,
respectively. We consider the Gibbs sampling algorithm
that updates the variables in R; in one step. The local
transition-rate matrices are given by

cwilc’y = <CRi|Wi(cBi)|C}3i>5cBi,c;,i Ocg, . (38)
where
; w"i (Cr,,Cp,)
i — 9, ’o
< i W(CB ) > ZC” whi (Cé aCB ) CR'LCRi

(39)

This conserve probability and satisfies the detaled bal-
ance condition. The corresponding local Hamiltonian is
written as

(ClHIC") = (Cr,|Hi(C,)

/ i>5CBi ’C%i 5CE¢7C§5i’ (40)
where

! >
0" (Cr. Co P (Cr C)

=dc, 0 — . 41
i Ty WG, Ca) ”

2. The Metropolis-Hastings algorithm

Another famous MCMC algorithm is the Metropolis-
Hastings algorithm [33, [34]. The transition-rate matrix
is given by

{cwc’y = Ac.cho(elc’) (€ #C).  (42)

The diagonal elements are determined so that probability

conserves:
E A(C',C
c'£C

cwic) = Q('le). (43)

A proposal distribution Q(C’|C) takes non-negative val-

ues and A(C’,C) is defined as
w(C)QC'IC)
o)

The transition-rate matrix satisfies detailed balance con-
dition since

(CIW[C")w(C") = min (w(C)Q(CIC), w(C)Q(C'|C))
= (C'|W[C)u(C). (45)

A(C,C") :== min (1,



The corresponding RK Hamiltonian is given by

w(C)
w(C)

(ClH|C) = — A(c,chQ(ec’y  (46)

for C # C' and (C|H|C) = —(C|W|C). This Hamiltonian
is local if the given Boltzmann weight w(C) and the pro-
posal distribution Q(C|C’) are local. We decompose the
system into a finite region R;, the boundary B;, and the
external system F; as before. We assume the Boltzmann
weight is decomposed as in Eq. and Q(C|C’) is writ-

ten as

Q(CIC) = Qcy, (Cr,ICR )0, cp, den, 0 - (47)

Then, off-diagonal elements of the Hamiltonian are writ-
ten as (CH|C') = Y2,(Cr,|Hi(Cr,)ICh,)bcs, cp Ses,
and

’LURi (C;%L s CB)

NH;(Cp)|C ) = — | ——Bi2 712 4 !
(Cr,;|Hi(CB,)|CR,) W (Cr. Cp.) cs, (Cr;,CR,)

X QCBi (Cr, 7 i)? (48)

where
ACBi (CRi ) C;L)

— min [ 1 w' (Cr,,Cp,)Qcs
' " whi(Ch,, Cp.) Qe

(€ lCn)
i(cRJc;ﬁ)) oW

Diagonal elements are written as (C|H|C) =

Zi<cRi|ﬁi(CBi)|CRi> and

(Cr,|Hi(CB,)ICr,) =Y Acy, (Ch,.Cr,)Qcs, (Cr,ICR,)-
cr
(50)
The local Hamiltonian ﬁi satisfies

Z Vw(C)(C|H;|C")
Z \J 0 (Ch,,Cp,) (Cr, | Hi(C,)[CR,)
R, 7CR;

+\/wRi(Cr,,CB,)(Cr,|Hi(Cp,)|CR,)
= 0. (51)

Therefore, I:Ii|\I/RK> = 0 and the Hamiltonian H is
frustration-free.

3. The Ising RK Hamiltonian

Using the Gibbs sampling algorithm, let us discuss the
RK Hamiltonian corresponding to the Ising model on any

lattice A. The resulting Hamiltonian is the same as the
one treated in Ref. [II] in the case of the square lattice,
except for a dual transformation and changes in the co-
efficients for projectors.

A classical configurations C can be labeled by the list
of the values of spins s, = +1 as C = {Sz}zea. The
Boltzmann weight of the Ising model is

w(C) =exp | K Z Sz5y | (52)

(z,y)

where (x,y) is the edge connecting « and y, and K is
the coupling constant. The unique ground state |¥rk)
corresponding to the Ising model is given by

<C|‘I’RK> \/» Z SmSy 5 (53)

(my

where Z is the partition function.

For the Ising model, R, refers to the single site at
x, B, is the set of lattice sites adjacent to =, and Eg
includes all other sites. The RK Hamiltonian H =
> wen He corresponding to the Gibbs sampling algo-
rithm is given by

<{8}|H I{s'})
<5w|H ({sy}yen.) |5%)

II 0epsy T 0ssr (59)

YEBy 2€EF,
where
(52| Ho ({5 }yen., )| 5%)

exp(5 (52 + 5%) Yyen, 5v)
Zs;’ exp(ng z:yEB:E Sy)

(55)

= 65:273/3; -

This Hamiltonian is ergodic since one can obtain any
spin configuration from a particular spin configuration
by repeating local spin flips.

We obtain a critical point by tuning the coupling con-
stant K. The dynamic critical exponent z satisfies z > 2
due to ergodicity and Corollary For the square lat-
tice, the exact value of K is 3In(1 + V2) ~ 0.44 and
the numerical value of z = 2.1667(5) is computed by
MCMC [14]. For the cubic lattice, only numerical values
of K = 0.22 [43] and z = 2.0245(15) are known [I5].

4. The RK point of the quantum dimer model

Let us consider the square lattice and let [, be a vari-
able associated with the edge e, which takes the value of
zero or one. A classical configuration C = {l.} is called a
dimer configuration if

l(w,w+e1> + l(w,w—e1) + l(m,w+22> + l(w,w—52> =1 (56)
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FIG. 2: (a) A staggered configuration. (b) A dimer
configuration (solid line) in the same topological sector
as the reference configuration (dashed line). (c) A
dimer configuration (solid line) in a topological sector
different from the reference configuration (dashed line).

for all vertices = € Z?. Here e; := (1,0), ez == (0,1) and
(x,y) is the edge connecting vertices « and y. We illus-
trate examples of dimer configurations in Fig. [2 where
solid edges represent [ = 1 and empty edges represent
I = 0. The dimer constraint simply implies that precisely
one solid line ends at each vertex.

We consider the Hilbert space spanned by [{l.}). The
Hamiltonian of the RK point is given by

>, Hy+ ) ol (57)

p: plaquettes v: vertices

FI:

Here, ﬂp is defined for each plaquette as
Hy =202+
1
5 (2 + D) (EI+a, 68

The term IT,, is the projector to the subspace that violates
the dimer constraint in Eq. around the vertex v, and
« is a positive parameter.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. is an RK Hamiltonian
since one of the ground states is written as

Up) = rZ\ (59)

ceD

where D is the set of all dimer configurations and |D|
is the number of its elements. Namely, the Boltzmann
weight w(C) is one for dimer configurations and zero for
other configurations. The transition-rate matrix of the
corresponding Markov chain W is given by —H [44].
The configuration space is decomposed into topolog-
ical sectors and staggered configurations [45] illustrated
in Fig.[2] Any state in the same topological sector can be
obtained by repeating local transitions . <> | |. Stag-
gered configurations in Fig. [2[ (a) are isolated and do not
admit any local transition. Each topological sector €2 has

a unique ground state given by
Wq) = N Z €) (60)
cen

The state |C) corresponding a staggered configuration C is
also a ground state. Excluding staggered configurations,

correlation functions on the ground states exhibit power-
law decay. Therefore, we can use Corollary

There is a numerical study of the dynamic critical ex-
ponent, which found z = 2.01(2) [II]. We can also ob-
tain the dynamic critical exponent from the effective field
theory. Dimer configurations on the square lattice can be
described by height variables [7]. In the continuum limit,
the height variable description is identified with the ef-
fective field theory called quantum Lifshitz theory [7] 8],
whose action is given by

S = /d3 ( 875(,0
The RK point corresponds to x = 1/(2m). This field
theory is solvable. The system is decomposed into inde-
pendent harmonic oscillators by the Fourier transform,
and the dispersion relation is Ey = rl|k|?, where Ej is
the energy of the mode with momentum k. Therefore,
the dynamic critical exponent is exactly z = 2.

FER). 6

IV. PARENT HAMILTONIANS OF CRITICAL
PROJECTED ENTANGLED PAIR STATES

We can construct various frustration-free models called
parent Hamiltonians, whose ground state is written as
projected entangled pair states (PEPS) [29, 30]. Vari-
ous conditions determine the degeneracy of the ground
states [31] 46]. In this paper, we treat one of such condi-
tions, called injectivity [31].

A. Definitions

PEPS is a state specified by a graph and a tensor lo-
cated at each vertex of the graph. The tensor A®) on
a vertex ¢ has a physical spin index s; and virtual spin
indices 0; .y, -+, 0¢,4,), Which correspond to the edges
incident to the vertex i. A PEPS |¥(A)) is given by

S TTA% . o, D). (62)
{s},{o} 1

Here, all pairs of virtual spins representing the same edge
are contracted. For example, PEPS for the square lattice
is depicted as

where the diagonal lines represent physical spins and the
horizontal and vertical lines represent virtual spins. We
note that each A® need not be the same tensor.



For a finite region R; around the point i, we consider
the reduced density matrix defined as

pr; = Travg, [W(A) (W (A)], (64)

where A\ R; is the region excluding R; from the graph.
The local Hamiltonian H; of the parent Hamiltonian for a
PEPS |¥(A)) and an interaction range R; is the projector
such that

ker H; = supp(pr,), (65)

where supp(pg,) is the support space of pg, .

B. Injectivity

A PEPS |¥) is said to be critical if there exists a power-
law decaying correction function in |¥). For the parent
Hamiltonian of a critical PEPS, the dynamic critical ex-
ponent z satisfies z > 2 if the ground state is unique.

Here, we introduce the injectivity, which guarantees
that the ground state is unique. For a region R on the
graph, the linear map I'g is defined by

=D . Clowm

{sr} {or} {oar}

X <H AW

) {sr}),  (66)
ier {sr}{orHoonr)

where {sr} is the set of physical spins on R, {ogr} is the
set of virtual spins on the boundary of R, and {or} is
the set of virtual spins inside R. For example, if tensors
are on a square lattice and R is a plaquette consisting of
four vertices, then I'g(C') can be depicted as

A region R is injective if ' is an injective map. Also, a
PEPS is injective if there is a proper covering of disjoint
injective regions. We consider a super-lattice such that
each vertex is an injective region. The ground state of
the parent Hamiltonian with an injective PEPS is unique
if the interaction range contains adjacent two vertices of
the super-lattice [31]. Thus, the following corollary is
derived from Theorem [

Corollary 4. For parent Hamiltonians of injective
PEPS with a sufficiently large interaction range, if the
ground state is critical, the dynamic critical exponent sat-
isfies z > 2.

Injectivity is a helpful tool to guarantee the uniqueness
of the ground state, but it is not a necessary condition.

For example, the quantum state in Eq. correspond-
ing to the Ising model on the square lattice, which can be
described as PEPS by a method explained later, is not
injective. However, the ground state of the parent Hamil-
tonian of this state is unique if the interaction range is
sufficiently large [31].

Theorem [I] is also valid in the presence of topological
degeneracy. For instance, the ground state of the RK
point of the quantum dimer model in Eq. can also
be represented as PEPS. This model has both topological
order and a critical ground state.

C. PEPS for Ising model on the honeycomb lattice

The quantum state |Urk) in Eq. corresponding to
a local Boltzmann weight can be described as PEPS [30].
In this case, injectivity is determined by the structure of
the graph [31]. As an example, let us consider the Ising
model on the honeycomb lattice. The Boltzmann weight
is given by

w({s}) = H wh (s4,55), w™ efsisi - (68)

(si’ Sj) =

where s; is the spin on the vertex ¢ and (7, ) runs over
all edges of the honeycomb lattice. The quantum state
corresponding to the Boltzmann weight is

Z\/ EsHish =>_ 11

{s} (i.3)

whI (s, 85)|{s})-

(69)

[Wrk) :

Let i1, 72, and ¢3 be the three vertices adjacent to a vertex
i. We define the § tensor by

5 1
8i04,i104,i504,i3 * 0

Inserting 0 for each vertex, the wavefunction of |¥) is

written as
H Vwsi, 55)
- : :H w ] 31753 XH(szULzlo'leo'z i3

{o} (@.4)

—ZH wlj(azjao-]z XH6510L110L1201 ig (71)

{o} (0.3)

(8i = 0ijiy = Oiiy = Tiig),

(otherwise). (70)

({s}VrKk) =

This is a PEPS because vVw®J can be regarded as a ten-
sor having a trivial one-dimensional physical spin index.
This delta insertion process is valid for arbitrary local
Boltzmann weights. One can construct a uniform PEPS
by the singular value decomposition for vw?®J and group-
ing of tensors (Fig. . Since vV w®J is a symmetric invert-



FIG. 3: Construction of a uniform PEPS

ible matrix for indices s; and s;, there is a decomposition

w(s;, s5) =

Z Bsisiin Gsysir-  (72)
_1 ,2

We define a tensor A® by
(2) -
8i0 (i,i1) 0 (i,ip) T (i,ig) T ¢5i70'<i,7‘,1)¢5i0'(71,i2)¢Si0(i,7‘,3)' (73)

The state |¥) can be written by A® as

Z H i U(z 1) 0 (iyin) O (isig) |{5}>

{s}{o} i

|URrK) =
(74)

The PEPS in Eq. is injective. We consider a hexag-
onal region R consisting of six adjacent vertices. This
region has six physical spins and six outer virtual spins.
Therefore, I'p is a square matrix given by

6
(Cr) (s} (o} = | [ borse Vw0(si, 5i41), (75)

i=1

where s7; = s1. Since this is a product of invertible ma-
trices, ' is injective. Therefore, if the Ising model is at
a critical point, we have z > 2 for the parent Hamilto-
nian of |¥(A)) whose interaction range contains adjacent
hexagonal regions.

V. HAMILTONIANS WITH A PLANE-WAVE
GROUND STATE

Let us consider a frustration-free Hamiltonian on a d-
dimensional lattice A, for which the following two states
are ground states.

v, (W

\/LT > 0|W), (76)

xEeA

where O, is a local operator, L is the system size, and
N is a normalization constant. There could be other
ground states |P’) as long as (U/|O4|¥) = 0. We assume
O ®)|| = ©(1) and the correlation function for O, and
|¥) decays exponentially:

(V|OLOy|W) = e~ ). (77)
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The normalization constant N is evaluated as

1 e
N=1; > (W00, W) = 6(1). (78)
x,yeA
Let | —y| = O(L). The correlation function for O with
the ground space projector G is
(U0} 0y|¥) — (U|OLGO,|W)|
(L) _ T
— e N.gwwmmmomw
_ o(1 _
- ‘e o o ) —o(L™?). (79)

This satisfies the assumption of Theorem Thus, we
obtain z > 2.

A. XXZ model with fine-tuned magnetic field

Let us give an example of frustration-free systems with
a plane-wave ground state. We consider a Hilbert space
of qubits on an arbitrary d-dimensional lattice A given
by

H=QQ)M:; Hi=>Span{|0;),|1;)}. (80)

€A
Let f[u be a positive-semidefinite operator satisfying
kerﬁi’j :Span{|010]>,|011]>+ ‘1103>} (81)

This can be realized as a spin-1/2 XXZ model with the
fine-tuned magnetic field:

. 1 1
Hm-:Z]l—si-sj—i—(l—A) (si—2> (sj—2>
= §f§f75fs§fA§f§j
1-A 2—A.
e (52)

where A is a parameter such that A < 1. The total
Hamiltonian is H := }_; ., H;;, where (i,j) runs over
all edges of the lattice. If A is connected, the ground
states of the Hamiltonian are given by

M > s1w). (83)

€A

)= [0--0),

Since H; ;|¥) = 0, the Hamiltonian is frustration-free.
The correlation function for |¥) and §; is

(W335 1) — (V]3] G5 0]
=105 — (W[5 [W) (W55 |¥)]

(84)

Therefore, we can use Theorem|[I| by setting [i—j| = (L)
to obtain z > 2.



B. Ferromagnetic Heisenberg model

The result of the previous subsection is generalized to
similar models. Let us consider a spin-s ferromagnetic
Heisenberg model on an arbitrary d-dimensional lattice
A. The local Hamiltonian on an edge (i, j) is given by

A 2s(2s +1) ~ 1 . .
Hi,j = 7( 2+ )]]. — 5(81 + Sj)2
2821—.§i-§j. (85)

The total Hamiltonian is
H=> H;, (86)
(i,5)
where (i, j) runs over all edges of the lattice. This Hamil-
tonian has the following two ground states.

(W) :=10---0), |W) = (87)

8, [¥)
\/25|A zeZA

Other ground states has total z-spin s* < s|A|—2. There-
fore, s; |¥) is orthogonal to all ground states except for
[W). The state |¥) spontaneously breaks the global
SU(2) symmetry of the Hamiltonian and only has U(1)
symmetry generated by ). 7. The plane wave state |IW)
can be written as

W) = oy S 1) (59)

Since ), 57 is a generator of spontaneously broken sym-
metry, |W) represents a Nambu-Goldstone mode. The
correlation function for |¥) and §; is

(W[5 55 |w) -
= |25, — (@IsF W)V 155 )|

(T|3f G35 (D)

= 25(0;

5= x| = 0.

Therefore, we can use Theorem [I| to obtain z > 2.

(89)

C. Hard-core boson

Let us consider the Hamiltonian of hard-core boson
given by
Hyj = (a; — a;)' (a; — a;) + galasala;, — (90)
where d;r and a; are the bosonic creation and annihilation
operator at site 4, and g is a positive parameter. The
kernel of the local Hamiltonian is

ker H; ; = Span{[0;0;), [0;1;) + [1;0;)}. (91)

Thus, the Hamiltonian is equivalent to the one in Eq.
when restricted to the Hilbert space spanned by config-
urations of zeros and ones. Therefore, this model is also
gapless, and its dynamic critical exponent satisfies z > 2.
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VI. DISSCUSIONS

In this paper, we have shown the rigorous lower bound
z > 2 for frustration-free systems with correlation func-
tions that exhibit power-law decay as the system size
increases.

The established lower bound holds for RK Hamiltoni-
ans with critical ground states and parent Hamiltonians
of critical PEPS with a unique ground state or topo-
logically degenerate ground states. The ground states
of these systems have power-law decaying correlation
functions, and the ground states themselves are critical.
These systems are distinguished from the quantum crit-
ical points described by conformal field theories.

Using the correspondence between RK Hamiltonians
and Markov chains, we also showed z > 2 for Markov
chains with local state updates and the detailed bal-
ance condition. The study of dynamic critical expo-
nents in statistical mechanics has mainly used numer-
ical calculations and field-theoretic approaches such as
the epsilon expansion. On the other hand, the Gosset—
Huang inequality we employed is based on the detectabil-
ity lemma, which has developed in the field of quantum
information. Our results suggest that the quantum infor-
mation perspective is useful for understanding dynamical
critical phenomena.

The established lower bound also holds for frustration-
free systems with plane-wave ground states. These sys-
tems differ from other examples in that the correlation
functions for one ground state decay exponentially. The
advantage of the argument by the Gosset—Huang inequal-
ity is that these different types of quantum critical points
can be treated within the same framework.

Finally, we discuss the limitations of our argument
based on the Gosset-Huang inequality and present a
broader conjecture beyond it. An example of a gapless
frustration-free system where the Gosset-Huang inequal-
ity cannot be applied is the Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger
uncle Hamiltonian introduced in Ref. [47]. As shown in
our accompanying paper [48], the correlation function of
this model for any local operator decays exponentially
with system size, even though the system is gapless with
quadratic dispersion relation and hence the dynamic crit-
ical exponent is z = 2 [4§]. Based on this observation, we
conjecture that the lower bound z > 2 holds in general,
even in situations where our argument cannot be directly
applied.

In this work we reinforce the unique features of gapless
frustration-free systems. Further studies on this interest-
ing quantum phase are expected.
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Appendix A: Proof of the Gosset—Huang inequality

In this section, we prove the Gosset-Huang inequality
following [24].

1. Interaction graph

For the formulation and the proof of the Gosset—Huang
inequality, it is useful to define an interaction graph. The
interaction graph for a Hamiltonian H= Zyjl H; has N
vertices labeled 1,...,N and there is an edge between
vertex i and vertex j precisely when [H;, H;] # 0. If two
vertices 7 and j share an edge, we say that i is adjacent
to j and write ¢ ~ j. The degree g; of a vertex i is given
by the number of vertices adjacent to 7. The maximum
degree g of the graph is defined by g := max; g;.

For local operators @ and @', we consider a chain of
operators

OaHiuHiza"'aHilfm

o (A1)
such that

[@’ FI%J 7é 0, [Hlj’Hlj+1] 7é 0, } 7é 0. (AQ)
This chain corresponds to a path connecting the posi-
tions of @ and O’ on the interaction graph. The dis-
tance d(O, Q') between O and O’ is given by the mini-
mum length [ of such a chain. If [O, @] # 0, we define

d(0,0") =1.

[ i1

2. Detactability lemma

First, we show the following lemma.

Lemma 1 (Detectability lemma [25, 26]). Let H =
Zivlﬁ' be a frustration-free Hamiltonian with the

ground space projector G and the spectral gap €, and let
each H; be a projector. Let P, :=1—H,; and P == IL Pz,
where the product is taken in any order. Then

g2

e+ g%’

1P G| < (A3)

where g is the mazimum degree of the interaction graph.

Proof. We follow the argument in Ref. [26].  Let
P = o-(l)Po-(z) Py (ny for an arbitrary permutation
o of indices 1,2,. ,N . Let us consider the quantity
|H;Pyjy - P,

U(N)|1/J)H for any state |¢) and perform the
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following operations. If H; commute with Hg(jy, we use

()| = 1Py Hi i) - Pogay 10|

< NHiPo(e1) - Poy )11 a4
4

| HiPyjy - - Po(avy

Otherwise, we use

| H; Py Poitny -+ Pocy )|

<NHPyji1) - PonylO) | + 1 HiH 3y Po41) -+ Booy 0|
<N HiPy(jr1) - Poy Ol + 1 Ho () Pogig1) - Py |#)]-
(A5)

If we start from || H; P|4)|| and repeat this procedure, we
obtain the sum of the following g; terms:

IELPIO) < > 1 Ho Pogsny
o(l)~i

Py} (A6)

Since the square of the average can be bounded above by
the average of the square, we find

2
|H P < g7 Z 1oy Loty - Loty [0)]
o(l)~i
1 A . .
Sg?; > M oy Pogir) -+ Poiany [0)1%-
Y o(l)~i
(A7)

Summing the left-hand side from ¢ = 1 to N yields the
energy expectatlon of P|¢> Since there are at most g
vertices H that does not commute with H(,(l),

N
(WIPTHPY) =) |HPlv)l|
i=1

N
< Z Z 1 Ho Pogisny -+ Poiay 1)1
i=1  o(l)~i
N
<D MHoyPorny - Poiaoy [0)1?
=1
N
= 9> (WIPsn) - Poany (L = Po) Poisn) -+ Poivy [90)
=1
= > (1= | PIY)[). (A8)

Let [¢+) = (1 —G)[¢). The state P|ipt) is orthogonal to
the ground states since GP|i)+) = G|yp+) = 0. Therefore
| Pl )P < ([ PTHPY) < g*(L—[IP[g)]1%),

(A9)
where € is the spectral gap of H. Thus
D)L 9
P < . A10
121 < ) (A10)



Also, we obtain

(A11)

3. The Gosset—Huang inequality

Theorem 2 ([24]). Let H = Zfil H; be a frustration-

Jree Hamiltonian with the ground space projector G and
the spectral gap €, and let each H; be a projector. For
local operators o and @', the following inequality holds.

([0 - GO w)|
1O1W)16'1w)]

A An _
< 2exp (_2(d(020,(’)1) 2) /92+e>’ (A12)

where g is the mazimum degree of the interaction graph
and c is the chromatic number of the interaction graph.
The chromatic number ¢ of the interaction graph is the
smallest number of colors needed for coloring the ver-
tices so that no two adjacent vertices have the same color.
Also, d(O1,0") is the distance between O and O' defined
in Sec.

Since we are considering geometrically local Hamilto-
nians, the maximum degree g of the interaction graph
does not depend on the system size. Also, ¢ also does
not depend on the system size since the greedy coloring
ensures ¢ < g+ 1.

Proof. We divide vertices of the interaction graph into
c colors so that no two adjacent vertices have the same
color, which means the same colored H; commute with

each other. We denote i-th vertex with color j as .FAIl(J ),

and consider
Hp@) Hp‘(l)

I ) PO

where ]%(j) =1 }AIZ.(j). For the quantity (¥|Of(PtP)",
only P; inside the “light cone” remains:

@O [P T 22 T[22

(A13)

—wot I PV I PO [T Y-

i d(PV,0)=1 & dPP,0)<2 i (PP ,0)<3

(A14)
We have
(T|OTO'|w) =

(U|OT(PTP)"O| W), (A15)

as long as the two light cones from Ot and @’ do not over-
lap (Fig. . Since PP has 2¢ — 1 layers, the maximum
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FIG. 4: Two light cones from Of (orange) and O
(blue) in a one dimensional lattice.

of n is given by
(A16)

Therefore, for polynomials @, (x) such that deg Q. (z) <
m and Q,(1) =1,

<W|@*@'|W> — (W|0'Q.(PTP)O[W).  (AL7)
Let G+ =1 — G. We have
(PTPY" =G = (PTP—G)" = (PTP - G)"G*, (A18)
for n > 0 and (PTP)? — G = G*. Therefore,
(T[O1(1 - &)O'|w)
= (VO (Qm(PTP) - )O'))
= (Y[0'Qu(PTP - &)GO'|¥)
< [O1W)[[[|O'19)[[[|Qum (PTP = G- (A19)

Since |[PTP — G|| < ¢%/(g® + ¢€) from the detectability
lemma [T}

1Qum(PTP —G)|| < max

0<z<1-¢

|Qm ()], (A20)

where § = ¢/(g*> + ¢). We minimize the right-hand

side of Eq. (A20) under the constraint deg @,, < m and
Q@ (1) = 1. The optimal polynomial is

Tm(i 1)

mx:; A21
(@) = 72—, (A21)

where T),(x) is the degree m Chebyshev polynomial of
the first kind defined by T,,(z) = cos(marccosz) =
cosh(m arccosh ). The polynomial T,, () satisfies

2m tanh(arccosh z/2)

1
Tm(l‘) > 5em,am:(:osh:n 2 e

— N =

= 2my/(z—1)/(z+1)

(A22)

[\

for x > 1. Also |T,,(z)| <1 for |z| < 1. Therefore Q,,(x)

satisfies
) (A23)

1Qu ()| < 2e72mV0 = zexp( 2m



for 0 < z < 1-—94¢. From Eq. (A19), Eq. (A20) and
Eq. (A23)), we obtain

<\Ij|?(ﬂ_®@/mj> 2exp [ —2m, | ——— ). (A24
G p( v92+e> (A24)

O

Appendix B: Lower bound by plane wave variational
state

This section gives a lower bound of the dynamic criti-
cal exponent for translation invariant gapless frustration-
free systems by plane wave variational excitations. This
bound yields z > 2 when there is a plane-wave ground
state. Systems that spontaneously break a continuous
symmetry naturally have such a ground state. Without
a plane-wave ground state, this lower bound is generally
looser than z > 2.

Let us consider a translation invariant frustration-free
Hamiltonian H = ), H; on a d dimensional lattice with
a ground state |U). We can assume that each H; is a
projector while preserving the ground space and the dy-
namic critical exponent. We consider the following plane
wave state.

O(k)) = Ze“‘”'”’“@il‘m- (B1)

We assume (¥|O;|¥) = 0 by subtracting a constant, from

O;. Then the variational state |O(k)) is orthogonal to
the ground state |¥). We assume that |O(k)) is also or-
thogonal to other ground states. The energy expectation
of this state is

(O(k)H|O(K)) _ 3 (O(k)|H?|O (k)
(O(K)|O(K)) —~  (O(k)|O(k))

_ el HiO))|1?

IOE) 12

_ % k@i /1,0, |0)|?
[lO(k))||?/L4

I, e [, O)| W)

B Go(k) - (B2)

where Gop(k) is a correlation function in momentum
space defined as

oy

Go(k) : 7d

> ek @m0l 0;)W).
J
(B3)

The variational state |O(k)) is a gapless excitation if the
numerator of Eq. converges to zero at |k| — 0, or
the denominator diverges in the thermodynamic limit.
First, we assume that |O(0)) is a ground state. This
case includes when the ground space has a spontaneously
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broken on-site continuous symmetry [20]. If |O(0)) is a
ground state,

H10(0)) = 3 [H;, 0] %) = 0. (B4)

J
We can evaluate the numerator of Eq. (B2) using
Eq. (B4) as

| D2 e, O )
J
=13 _(e*®r — e[, 07| 9) |
J
= O(|k[), (B5)
since [H;, ;] is nonzero only if x; is in a finite region

around x;. The state |O(k)) is orthogonal to ground
states if k # 0. Thus, we obtain

< (O HIOK) _ O(lkP)
- (O(K)|Ok)  Go(k)

We assume |¥) is a product state as in Ref. [20]. In this
case,

(B6)

Go(k) = (¥|0]0;|¥) = (1), (B7)

and we obtain z > 2 from Eq. by setting |k| =
O(2r/L). Tt is expected that Go(0) = O(1) for more
general states.

Next, we consider the case of RK Hamiltonians with a
unique critical ground state. Let O; be a real diagonal

operator in the classical configuration basis. If |¥) is
critical, Gp(0) diverges as
Go(0) = Z<Oioj> = O(L17?89), (B8)

J
where Ay is the scaling dimension of O; and L is the
system size. Thus
(0(0)|H]0(0))
(0(0)|0(0))

o) —(d—2A0)
= Goid) = O ). (BY)

Since |O(0)) is orthogonal to ground states, we obtain

z>d—2Ap. (B10)
For example, the RK Hamiltonian, whose ground state
corresponds to the two-dimensional Ising model, satisfies
z > 7/4 because the lowest scaling dimension of the op-
erator, excluding the identity, is 1/8. This bound is iden-
tical to the rigorous results of previous studies [49, 50].
A numerical calculation shows z = 2.1667(5) [14].

For unitary conformal field theories and scalar opera-
tors, the unitarity bound is given [51] by

Ap >

(d - 2). (B11)

N | =



Thus, we obtain d — 2A» < 2. This bound also holds for
spinning operators. Therefore, except when the equality
in Eq. (B11)) holds, our result z > 2 improves the lower
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bound by plane wave variational states in the case of
RK Hamiltonian, whose ground state corresponds to a
unitary conformal field theory.
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