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The Lieb-Schultz-Mattis (LSM) theorem asserts that microscopic details of the system can impose non-trivial
constraints on the system’s low-energy properties. While traditionally applied to short-range interaction systems,
where locality ensures a vanishing spectral gap in large system size limit, the impact of long-range interactions
on the LSM theorem remains an open question. Long-range interactions are prevalent in experimental platforms
such as Rydberg atoms, dipolar quantum gases, polar molecules, optical cavities, and trapped ions, where the
interaction decay exponent can be experimentally tuned. We extend the LSM theorem in one dimension to
long-range interacting systems and find that the LSM theorem holds for exponentially or power-law two-body
interactions with a decay exponent α > 2. However, for power-law interactions with α < 2, the constraints of the
LSM theorem on the ground state do not apply. Numerical simulations of long-range versions of the Heisenberg
and Majumdar–Ghosh models, both satisfying the LSM symmetry requirements, are also provided. Our results
suggest promising directions for experimental validation of the LSM theorem in systems with tunable long-range
interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The celebrated Lieb–Schultz–Mattis (LSM) theorem was
first proved by Lieb, Schultz, and Mattis in 1961 [1]. They
demonstrated that a one-dimensional quantum spin system
with translational symmetry, SO(3) rotational symmetry, and
half-odd integer spin per unit cell cannot have a unique,
gapped ground state[1–4]. This theorem establishes an
ultraviolet-infrared (UV-IR) correspondence in the quantum
system. It indicates that microscopic details of the system
(such as whether the spin of each site is a half-odd inte-
ger) can impose non-trivial constraints on the system’s low-
energy properties (such as the ground state). The most crit-
ical step in proving the LSM theorem is in showing that,
in a system with translational and rotational symmetry and
half-odd-integer spin per unit cell, the translation operator T̂
anti-commutes with the spin twist operator Û twist. This anti-
commutation relation depends only on the properties of the
Hilbert space and not on the specific form of the Hamiltonian.
The original LSM theorem has various generalizations, in-
cluding extensions to higher dimensions [3, 4], more sophisti-
cated on-site and space groups [5–8], symmetry-protected and
enriched topological systems [9–21], fermionic systems[22–
25] and open systems[26, 27].

In the original LSM theorem, short-range interaction sys-
tems are typically considered, where the good locality of the
Hamiltonian makes it straightforward to prove that its spec-
tral gap vanishes in the large system size limit. In real ex-
periments, the presence of long-range interactions in quan-
tum systems induces several peculiar features in their equi-
librium and out-of-equilibrium behavior [28], which makes
it natural to wonder the validity of the LSM theorem in sys-
tems with long-range interactions. Meanwhile, the long-range
quantum systems are currently being realized in several exper-
imental platforms such as Rydberg atoms [29], dipolar quan-
tum gases [30], polar molecules [31], quantum gases coupled
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to optical cavities [32, 33], and trapped ions [34–36], where
the decaying exponent of the long-range interactions is a tun-
able experimental parameter in some of the experimental plat-
forms. Therefore, it will be promising to test the validity of
the LSM theorem in real experiments in the future.

In this work, we provide a detailed derivation of the LSM
theorem for long-range systems with two-body interactions.
We find that for exponentially decaying interactions or power-
law interactions with a decay exponent α > 2, the LSM the-
orem still holds. However, for power-law interactions with
a decay exponent α < 2, the LSM theorem’s constraints on
the ground state may fail. We also numerically simulate two
long-range generalizations of familiar models, the Heisen-
berg model and the Majumdar–Ghosh model, which satisfy
the symmetry requirements of the LSM theorem. Our simula-
tions demonstrate a possible transition from a gapless (degen-
erate) phase to a uniquely gapped phase when decay exponent
α crosses 2 with open boundary conditions.

II. REVIEW OF THE PROOF OF THE ORIGINAL LSM
THEOREM

Let us first review the proof of the original LSM theorem.
We will then see how to modify this derivation to fit into
the long-range interaction system in the next section. This
straightforward proof originates from the original paper on the
LSM theorem [1]. In 1961, Lieb, Schultz, and Mattis proved
that a one-dimensional periodic chain of length L, with trans-
lational symmetry and SO(3) spin rotation symmetry, with
half-integer spin per unit cell, has an excitation gap bounded
by const/L.

The simple proof is as follows[37]:

• 1. We assume the system has a unique ground state
|ψ0⟩, and then construct a low-energy excited state |ψ1⟩

by twisting the boundary condition of the ground state.

• 2. We prove that this excited state |ψ1⟩ is orthogonal to
|ψ0⟩.
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• 3. We prove the excitation energy of excited state |ψ1⟩

is proportional to const/L which vanishes in the L→ ∞
limit. This shows that the system cannot have a unique
gapped ground state.

We take the one-dimensional spin- 1
2 antiferromagnetic

Heisenberg model as an example. Its Hamiltonian is

Ĥ = J
L∑

j=1

Ŝ j · Ŝ j+1. (1)

Here j is the site index, and we set the total length of the sys-
tem to L. Because LSM requires the system to be translational
invariant, we use the periodic boundary condition: ŜL+1 = Ŝ1.
We can easily see that this model satisfies the translation in-
variance, SO(3) rotation invariance required by the LSM the-
orem, and the condition that the spin on each site is a half-odd
integer.

We first define the twist operator required in the first step of
the proof:

Û twist = exp

i2π
L

L∑
j−1

jŜz
j

. (2)

This twist operator is as a rotation operation around the z-
axis for each site of the system, where the rotation angle is
proportional to the site index. For the spin on each site of this
one-dimensional chain, the rotation angle gradually increases
from 0 to 2π. This twist operator can also be interpreted as
threading a unit flux (of the U(1) rotation symmetry around
the z-axis) through the system, causing the wave function of
this one-dimensional chain to acquire an additional position-
dependent phase factor. We construct an excited state |ψ1⟩ by
applying the twist operator to the ground state |ψ0⟩:

|ψ1⟩ = Û twist|ψ0⟩. (3)

Then we prove |ψ1⟩ has momentum π relative to the ground
state |ψ0⟩. Since |ψ0⟩ is assumed to be the unique ground state

of Ĥ which has translational symmetry, |ψ1⟩ has to be orthog-
onal to |ψ0⟩. To do this, we compute how Û twist transforms
under the translation operation

T̂ Û twistT̂−1 = exp{i
2π
L

[
L∑

n=2

(n − 1)Ŝz
n+1 + LŜz

1]}

=Û twist exp

−i
2π
L

L∑
n=1

Ŝz
n+1

 exp
[
i2πŜz

1

]
.

(4)

Here T̂ is the translation operator that moves the state by
one site. The last factor exp

[
i2πŜz

1

]
comes from the periodic

boundary condition, and evaluates to −1 on a site that has half-
integer spin. Additionally, since we assume the ground state
|ψ0⟩ is unique, it is an eigenstate of

∑L
n=1 S z with eigenvalue

0. By combining these,

T̂ Û twistT̂−1|ψ0⟩ = −Û twist|ψ0⟩. (5)
By the same uniqueness, |ψ0⟩ is a momentum eigenstate. This
indicates that |ψ1⟩ has a finite momentum shift of π relative to
|ψ0⟩ and is therefore orthogonal to |ψ0⟩.

Next we calculate the energy difference between |ψ1⟩ and
the ground state |ψ0⟩:

∆ =⟨ψ0|
[
(Û twist)†ĤÛ twist − Ĥ

]
|ψ0⟩

≤⟨ψ0|
[
(Û twist)†ĤÛ twist + Û twistĤ(Û twist)† − 2Ĥ

]
|ψ0⟩

(6)

where we have used the ground state of Ĥ satisfies
⟨ψ0|Û twistĤ(Û twist)† − Ĥ|ψ0⟩ ≥ 0. In the Hamiltonian, the ŜzŜz

terms are invariant under the spin twist operation, and only
the Ŝ+Ŝ− and Ŝ−Ŝ+ terms change under the spin twist opera-
tion. Using the relation eiθŜz Ŝ+e−iθŜz = eiθŜ+, Ŝ+Ŝ− transforms
under the twist as

Û twistŜ+j Ŝ−j+1(Û twist)† = ei
2π(r j−r j+1)

L Ŝ+j Ŝ−j+1

= e−i 2π
L Ŝ+j Ŝ−j+1.

(7)

Adding the contribution from the Hermitian conjugates
gives an energy difference

|⟨ψ0|Û twist(Ŝ+j Ŝ−j+1 + Ŝ−j Ŝ+j+1)(Û twist)† − Ŝ+j Ŝ−j+1 − Ŝ−j Ŝ+j+1|ψ0⟩| = 2
[
1 − cos

(
2π
L

)]
|⟨ψ0|Ŝ+j Ŝ−j+1|ψ0⟩|. (8)

Since Ŝ+S− is a bounded operator, this energy difference in
Eq. (8) is of order O( 1

L )2 in the limit L → ∞. Summing all
the O(L) terms like this in the Hamiltonian, we obtain that the
total energy difference between |ψ1⟩ and |ψ0⟩ is proportional
to 1

L .
This shows that if a system satisfying the conditions of the

LSM theorem has a unique ground state, we can always find
an excited state orthogonal to it without a finite gap. That
is, in the thermodynamic limit L → ∞, the energy difference

between these states is proportional to 1
L . This proves the cel-

ebrated LSM theorem.

III. THE SPECTRUM GAP CALCULATION FOR
LONG-RANGE HAMILTONION

In the original proof of the LSM theorem, the locality of the
Hamiltonian is important because it limits the number of terms
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in the Hamiltonian to be linear in the system size L. How-
ever, for a generic long-range interacting system with many-
body interactions, this assumption fails because the Hamilto-
nian will generally contain exponentially many terms in L. A
way to circumvent this issue is to only consider n-body inter-
actions where n does not scale with L. For concreteness, we
focus on two-body interactions, whose decay we assume to be
bounded by a power law.

Preserving the U(1) rotation symmetry around the z-axis,
our example in the last section can be generalized to

Ĥ =
∑
m,n

[
CmnŜ+mŜ−n + DmnŜz

mŜz
n

]
. (9)

Since Ĥ is hermitian, Cmn = C∗nm. Here, we only need Cmn
to decay no slower than |m − n|−α at the large distance, which
contains exponential decay as a trivial case. For the ease of
notation below we write |Cmn| <

C
min(|m−n|,L−|m−n|)α (for periodic

boundary condition) with C being an O(1) constant.

Following the original proof, we will show that on a peri-
odic lattice of length L, the lowest excitation energy relative to
the ground state |ψ0⟩ is bounded by order O(L2−α). To do this,
we calculate the energy difference between the twisted state
Ûtwist and the ground state, which upper bounds the desired
gap,

⟨ψ0|
[
(Û twist)†ĤÛ twist − Ĥ

]
|ψ0⟩ ≤⟨ψ0|

[
(Û twist)†ĤÛ twist + Û twistĤ(Û twist)† − 2Ĥ

]
|ψ0⟩

=L
L−1∑
r=1

C1,1+r⟨ψ0|
[
(Û twist)†Ŝ+1 Ŝ−1+rÛ

twist + Û twistŜ+1 Ŝ1+r(Û twist)† − 2Ŝ+1 Ŝ−1+r

]
|ψ0⟩

≤2L
L−1∑
r=1

|C1,1+r |

[
1 − cos

(
2πr
L

)]
|⟨ψ0|Ŝ+1 Ŝ−1+r |ψ0⟩|.

(10)

We will prove that this energy gap is bounded by O(L2−α),
and thus it vanishes in the limit L → ∞ for α > 2. The
proof idea is straightforward: since Ŝ +1 Ŝ −1+r is bounded, we
only need that for any r,

|C1,1+r |

[
1 − cos

(
2πr
L

)]
≤ O(L−α). (11)

To show this, we fix a small k > 0 and separate the problem
into a short-distance part where d ≡ min(r, L − r) ≤ kL and a
long-distance part where d > kL. For the short-distance part,

|C1,1+r |

[
1 − cos

(
2πr
L

)]
<

C
dα

[
1 − cos

(
2πr
L

)]
=2π2C

d2−α

L2

[
1 + O(

d2

L2 )
]
≤ 2π2C

d2−α

L2

[
1 + O(k2)

] (12)

which is at most of order O(L−α) for large L and small d ≤ kL.
On the other hand, for the long-distance part where d > kL,

|C1,1+r |

[
1 − cos

(
2πr
L

)]
≤

2C
Lαkα

, (13)

which is again of order O(L−α). Now integrating against r
gives the desired bound O(L2−α).

From the above analysis, we conclude that in a long-range
interacting system with power-law decaying interaction |m −
n|−α and α > 2 at large distances, the spectral gap vanishes at
infinite system size.

Therefore, by following a similar approach to the original
proof of the LSM theorem (where the proofs of steps 1 and
2 are the same), we can show that a system with long-range
interactions, featuring a power-law decaying interaction with
decay exponent α > 2, also satisfies the LSM theorem.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Below, we provide some numerical results for two long-
range model that satisfy the LSM constraints. The physi-
cal Hamiltonian of our first example is a long-range spin-1/2
Heisenberg antiferromagnetic chain model. Its Hamiltonian is
written as follows:

Ĥ =
L∑

i, j

Ji jŜi · Ŝ j. (14)

Here, Ji j = d−αi j with di j ≡ min(|i − j|, L − |i − j|). The usual
spin-1/2 Heisenberg antiferromagnetic chain model satisfies
the LSM constraints and has gapless excitation. We expect
its long-range interaction version’s ground state to be gapless
when the decay exponent α > 2.

Below we provide numerical results on the spectral prop-
erties of this model with both periodic boundary condition
(PBC), where the LSM theorem can be applied, and open
boundary condition (OBC) for reference. In the PBC case,
numerics show that the gap vanishes for all α we considered,
regardless of if α > 2. In the OBC case, the gap vanishes for
α > 2 and becomes finite for some α < 2.

In more detail, we calculate the excitation gap for this
model in Eq. (14) and fit the gap against c0 + c1/L + c2/L2.
We demonstrate the numerical results Fig. 1 for the periodic
boundary condition [38]. The corresponding results with open
boundary condition are given in Fig. 2 [39]. The fitting curves
are depicted as the gray dashed lines in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2. As
shown in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2, the finite size scaling supports the
statement that the spectral gap ∆E vanishes in the thermody-
namic limit L → ∞ for α = 2 and α = 3, whereas a finite gap
exists for α = 1.5 for the open boundary condition depicted as
the blue circle line in the Fig. 2.
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FIG. 1. The gap above the ground state of the long-range Heisenberg
model is plotted as a function of the total system length L for different
values of α. The dotted lines are fitting curves with the form c0 +

c1/L + c2/L2. Here, we chose the PBC.

FIG. 2. The gap above the ground state of the long-range Heisenberg
model is plotted as a function of the total system length L for different
values of α. The dotted lines are fitting curves with the form c0 +

c1/L + c2/L2. Here, we chose the OBC.

The second model we consider is a spin-1/2 Majumdar–
Ghosh (MG) model [40] with long-range interaction. The
original MG model reads

Ĥ =
L∑

i=1

J1

(
Ŝi · Ŝi+1 +

1
2

Ŝi · Ŝi+2

)
. (15)

This model has two degenerate ground states in periodic
boundary conditions, where neighboring pairs of spins form
singlet configurations.

We modify the original MG model to allow for long-range
interactions

Ĥ =
L∑

i, j

J1,i jŜi · Ŝ j +

L∑
i, j, j±1

1
2

J2,i jŜi · Ŝ j. (16)

Here, J1,i j = |di j|
−α and J2,i j = |di j − 1|−α with di j ≡ min(|i −

FIG. 3. The spectra properties for the long-range MG model defined
in Eq. (16). The gap of the first excited state above the ground state
∆1 = E1 − E0 (depicted as solid lines) and the second excited state
above the ground state ∆2 = E2 − E0 (depicted as dot lines) as a
function of system size L for different values of α. Here, we chose
the PBC.

j|, L − |i − j|). When α → ∞, this model becomes the origi-
nal MG model. We expect its ground state to exhibit sponta-
neous symmetry breaking with periodic boundary condition,
provided that the decay exponent α > 2.

In Fig. 3, we plot the gap of the first excited state above
the ground state ∆1 = E1 − E0 (depicted as the solid line) and
the second excited state above the ground state ∆2 = E2 − E0
(depicted as the dot line) as a function of system size L for
different values of α = 1.5, 1.8, 2, 3 for the long-range MG
model with PBC. Here, E0, E1, and E2 denote the energy of
the ground state, the first excited state, and the second excited
state respectively. We find that these numerical results suggest
the double degeneracy of ground state always exists for α ≥ 2
(see the blue line for α = 2 and the green line for α = 3).
Our numerics show that as in the Heisengerb example, this
degeneracy persists for α < 2.

We also plot the lowest three eigenvalues E0 (blue solid
line), E1 (red dashed line), and E2 (green dotted line)) of the
long-range MG model as a function of the total system length
L for α = 2.0 in Fig. 4. The double-degenerate ground state is
visible for α = 2.0 within the system size we simulated.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In the present work, we consider the fate of the LSM the-
orem in systems with long-range interactions. We find that
for systems satisfying LSM constraints with either exponen-
tial decay or power-law decay with a decay exponent α > 2,
the LSM implications on the ground state properties still hold.
This means that their ground state is either gapless or gapped
with degeneracy. We also provide numerical evidence for the
long-range versions of the Heisenberg model and the Majum-
dar–Ghosh model to verify our findings. In these two models,
changing the original short-range interaction to a long-range
interaction with a decay exponent α > 2 does not alter their
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FIG. 4. The lowest three eigenvalues E0, E1 , and E2 of the long-
range MG model defined in Eq. (16) as a function of L for α = 2.0.
We use periodic boundary conditions in our numerical analysis.
Here, we chose the PBC.

gapless excitation or degenerate ground state. However, for
α < 2, the ground state could become trivially gapped.

This convenient transition point α = 2 makes it possible
to observe the LSM constraint on ground state properties in
real experiments. For example, on the trapped ion platform,
the approximate power-law exponent can be tuned within the
range 0 < α < 3 by adjusting the detuning of the laser fields
from the vibrational sidebands and by varying the intensity of

the lasers and the trap frequencies [41]. Consequently, it is
possible to witness the breakdown of the LSM constraints on
the ground state as one tunes the decay exponent from α >
2 to α < 2. Additionally, it will be interesting to explore
the relationship between the breakdown of the LSM theorem
in the long-range interacting system and the quantum phase
transition, the critical properties, and the dynamical behavior
of physical observables in the quantum systems as we tune the
decay exponent.
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NOTE ADDED

We obtained this long-range version of the LSM theorem
during our previous work about the LSM theorem. Recently,
we have noticed increasing interest in long-range interaction
systems, which led us to finally summarize our results in this
paper. There are two other independently noteworthy papers
that have been studying similar LSM constraints in long-range
models [43, 44].
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