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We propose a framework to design concurrently a frustration-free quantum many-body Hamilto-
nian and its exact ground states in one and two dimensions using an elementary matrix product
state (MPS) representation. Our approach strategically chooses a local cluster Hamiltonian, which
is arranged to overlap with neighboring clusters on a designed lattice. Ensuring that there exists a
state spanned on the lattice that has its local submanifolds as the lowest-energy eigenstate of every
cluster, we can construct the bulk Hamiltonian as the sum of the cluster Hamiltonians. The key
to find such a solution is a systematic protocol, which projects out excited states on every cluster
using MPS and effectively entangles the cluster states. The protocol offers several advantages, in-
cluding the ability to achieve exact many-body ground-state solutions at nearly equal cost in one
and two dimensions including those with gapless or long-range entangled ground states, flexibility
in designing Hamiltonians unbiasedly across various forms of models, and numerically feasible vali-
dation through energy calculations. Our protocol offers exact ground state for any given-frustration
free Hamiltonian, and enables the exploration of exact phase boundaries and the analysis of even a
spatially nonuniform random system, providing platforms for quantum simulations and benchmarks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the internal structure of quantum
many-body states provides insights into emergent mate-
rial phases, which can give certain connectivity to quan-
tum information processing. For instance, the quantum
Z2 spin liquid phase1 was found to be the exact solutions
of the Kitaev model and toric codes2,3, and related topo-
logical orders and the braiding statistics were recently
demonstrated in a quantum simulators4,5. Methodologi-
cally, however, finding such intriguingly entangled quan-
tum states relies much on a matter of luck, as the clar-
ification of highly entangled states is often hindered by
the exponential growth of complexity with system size6.
Traditional numerical techniques like exact diagonaliza-
tion give valuable insight as they provide us with the
exact description of the states, but their scalability and
computational cost limit their applicability in large-size
regimes.

In quest for efficient methods to simulate directly the
infinite size quantummany-body systems, tensor network
techniques7 like matrix product states (MPS)8,9 and in-
finite projected entangled pair states (iPEPS)10 are de-
veloped based on density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) scheme11,12. These methods allow us to ma-
nipulate quantum states, yet they too face difficulty in
capturing the full complexity accurately. The main issue
is the amount of entanglement they could store. Because
the standard MPS and PEPS face the area-law bound of
entanglement entropy (EE), they are only suitable for a
gapped state or at most for some critical states with log-
arithmic EE. This bound is relaxed in multiscale entan-
glement renormalization ansatz (MERA)13 but require
an additional complexity in the tensor structure. In the
present paper, we challenge this limit, showing that an
unrestricted way of constructing MPS in a sufficiently
large-size cluster can afford numerically exact description

for the classes of gapless or long-range entangled ground
states, widely expanding the phase space of MPS from
those given in previous literature.

Indeed, if the exact wave functions are available, they
offer a playground for theorists to find new concepts,
such as Laughlin wave function14 led to topological orders
in quantum spin liquids, and the Affleck-Kennedy-Lieb-
Tasaki (AKLT) states15 have proved useful in discover-
ing the symmetry-protected topological (SPT) phases16.
However, a class of so-called exact solutions are typically
given in the analytical tractable or mathematically inte-
grable form, and are very limited.

With these backgrounds, there is a demand to find
an exact form of quantum many-body states more sys-
tematically and practically, using a concrete numerical
representation based on particular basis sets. For that
purpose, the MPS is very useful, as the first detection of
quantum phase transitions in a quantum simulator was
done in an MPS language using the exact solution of the
ZXZ model that traverses the SPT and transverse Ising
product phases17.

We propose here a method that engineers a set of
frustration-free Hamiltonian and its exact ground state
on a large-size lattice based on the MPS representation.

Our approach hinges on selecting local cluster Hamilto-
nians and their corresponding lowest energy eigenstates,
strategically designing a lattice where clusters share sites
with their neighbors to have a bulk Hamiltonian as the
sum of cluster Hamiltonians. Building an exact ground
state of a total Hamiltonian means that we need to prop-
erly entangle the cluster states. Previous injective MPS
state assuming the translationally invariant (TI) form is
always known to have a frustration-free parent Hamilto-
nian: from a pair of adjacent such TI tensors, one can
obtain a projector that defines the parent Hamiltonian.
However, the application of such construction is limited
to the gapped system. In our MPS, we focus on the fi-
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nite size cluster and lift the limitations of the TI form
of tensors, which largely expands the phase space of the
MPS to represent even the gapless and the long-range
entangled topological states. We construct such a state
by successively adding the MPS tensors in units of clus-
ters, imposing the local condition as the linear equations
to determine their elements. The local condition is pre-
determined as such to project out part of the states on
each cluster, and the corresponding penalty term yields a
frustration-free Hamiltonian. We demonstrate that such
numerically exact MPS solutions are ubiquitously found,
even in two dimensions (2D) with an almost compara-
ble cost to one-dimensional (1D) lattices. The method is
systematic and easy to apply to a wide class of entangled
states without bias.

The paper is organized as follows. In §.II, we first
highlight the core of the method of how to design such
a model and the exact ground states together using the
full Hilbert space of the limited system size N . We show
in §.III how to practically construct the exact MPS so-
lutions based on the strategy given in §.II, and show
an extention to two dimensions in §.IV. In §.V we fur-
ther show how to find the exactly solved frustration-free
model across the parameter space, where we demonstrate
that different models have the same classes of exact so-
lutions on the zigzag spin-1/2 chain. There one finds the
feasibility of determining the exact ground state in a va-
riety of previously studied phase diagram with the same
lattice geometry but with various interactions. Through-
out this paper, we provide demonstrations of the exact
MPS solutions in AKLT, toric code, spin-1/2 diamond
chain, spin-1/2 models on a ladder as well as triangular,
kagome, and square lattices.

II. DESIGNING A HAMILTONIAN WITH
EXACT GROUND STATE SOLUTIONS

A. Essence of the framework

We first illustrate the essense of the present framework
by using a well-known AKLT15 state, although most of
the states we discuss are far more complex and are not
written down in a simple analytical form like AKLT. Let
us consider a unit consisting of nc sites, where each site
carries d degrees of freedom. A sufficiently large finite-
size system consisting of N sites is regarded as an assem-
bly of Nc clusters, sharing their n∩(< nc) sites with its
neighbors.

Our goal is to construct a bulk quantum state on a fi-
nite but sufficiently large N site cluster, |Ψgs

N ⟩, that serves
as an exact ground state of a Hamiltonian written as a

sum of positive-definite operator ĥl acting on the l-th
cluster:

HN =

Nc∑
l=1

ĥl. (1)

The construction of |Ψgs
N ⟩ is such that whenever we

project this state onto any of the unit clusters by in-
tegrating out the N −nc part, they consist of a specified
manifold of states {|ψ⟩} on the l-th cluster, satisfying

ĥl|ψ⟩ = 0. Here, the local Hibert space of a unit cluster
has dimension dnc , which are classified by this penalty

term ĥl into two groups {|ψ⟩} and {|ξ⟩} of dimension Dg

and M , respectively, with Dg +M = dnc . If such |Ψgs
N ⟩

is obtained, Eq.(1) becomes a so-called “frustration-free”
Hamiltonian because the ground state energy is the sum

of the lowest eigenvalues (zero) of ĥl.
The AKLT model serves as the most elementary ex-

ample. Let the spin-1 chain be constructed from a site-
shared spin-1 dimers with nc = 2 and d = 3, where we
need Nc = N dimers for the periodic boundary condition
(PBC) and Nc = N − 1 for the cluster open boundary
condition(C-OBC). For this unit, we may span the local
Hilbert space of dimension 9 into four S = 0, 1 states as
{|ψm⟩}4m=1 and five S = 2 states as {|ξm⟩}5m=1, where we
want to project out the latter. Using a projection opera-
tor P2 onto S = 2, we obtain a local penalty Hamiltonian,

ĥAKLT
l =

5∑
m=1

|ξm⟩⟨ξm| = P2(Sl + Sl+1). (2)

By rewriting it using the spin-1 operator Si and taking
a sum over units, we reach the AKLT Hamiltonian:

HAKLT
N =

N∑
i=1

1

2
(Si · Si+1) +

1

6
(Si · Si+1)

2 +
1

3
. (3)

The exact ground state |Ψgs
N ⟩ that satisfiesHAKLT

N |Ψgs
N ⟩ =

0 is known as AKLT state.
More generally, one can consider any nc-site unit, mak-

ing it share a site, an edge or a plane with its adjacent
units, and design a lattice model and its exact ground
state. Suppose that among dnc states, the manifold of
states {|ξm⟩}Mm=1, are designed to be projected out from
the ground state. These states are orthogonal to the

rest of the states {|ψm′⟩}Dg

m′=1 that constitute the ground

state as, ⟨ξm|ψm′⟩ = 0. We set ĥl as a local penalty
Hamiltonian written in the form,

ĥl =

M∑
m,n=1

ϵmn|ξm⟩⟨ξn|, (4)

where theM×M matrix ϵmn should be positive semidef-
inite to have |ξm⟩ as excited states.

However, determining ĥl and {|ξm⟩} does not guaran-
tee that we can obtain an exact eigenstate of HN . Unlike
the exact AKLT state known a priori, we need to derive
the actual form of |Ψgs

N ⟩ that satisfies

HN |Ψgs
N ⟩ = 0. (5)

Because one can always perform a Schmidt decomposi-
tion of any finite-size wave function into l-th cluster and
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TABLE I. Previously established frustration-free models. The nature of ground state (g.s.), whether it is gapped or gapless,
the number of degeneracies for PBC/OBC (P/O), and the spatial dimensions are shown.

model g.s. gap degeneracy BC dim. ref.

AKLT chain SPT gapped 1/4 P/O 1D (2D) [15, 18–21]

Majumdar-Ghosh chain product state gapped 2 P 1D [22, 23]

PXP-like chain liquid gapped 1/4 P/O 1D [24, 25]

Motzkin chain Motzkin walk gapless 1 P 1D [26, 27]

Fredkin chain Dyck walk gapless 1 P 1D [28, 29]

Zigzag XXZ chain anyon BEC gapless O(N2) O 1D [30, 31]

Three-coloring problem product state gapless many any 2D (1D) [32, 33]

Kitaev’s toric code Z2 spin liquid gapped 4 P 2D (3D) [3, 34]

Rokhsar-Kivelson point short ranged RVB gapped 1 P 2D [35, 36]

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. (a) Cluster-entangling scheme to construct a model that hosts an exact solution. Case I first determines ĥl and
obtain its excited states, |ξ⟩, and Case II is vice versa. (b) Illustration of typical lattice models constructed as a sum of unit
clusters: zigzag ladder, ladder, triangular lattice, kagome lattice, pyrochlore lattice, and square lattice. Usually, however, the
corner-shared lattices in two and three dimensions are difficult to treat because of the small number of constraints M .

the rest of the system of size N − nc, whenever Eq.(5)
holds, it means that there are no nonzero Schmidt values
for {ξ}, in which case the ground state is expressed as

|Ψgs
N ⟩ =

Dg∑
m=1

λm|ψm
l ⟩|Φm

l̄ ⟩, (6)

where {|Φm
l̄
⟩} is the Schmidt state on the rest of the sys-

tem. This holds for both PBC and C-OBC. Operating

ĥl immediately gives Eq.(5). However, successively en-
tangling {|ψm⟩} with those of their neighbors to make it
fulfill Eq.(6) is not a promising task. Therefore, there can
often be no solution that satisfies Eq.(5), in which case
HN is no longer called “frustration-free”. The core of
our paper is the protocol given in Section II B, that pro-
vides an unbiased and systematic construction of {|Ψgs

N ⟩}
satisfying Eq.(5) or equivalently (6). In particular, this
protocol is pinned down to the construction of MPS in
the non-TI form in Sec.III.

It is known that for any given injective TI MPS, there

always exists a frustration-free parent Hamiltonian9,37.
Its ground state is proved to be unique and has a finite
gap9. Here, we list the essential differences between our
constructions.

• Our MPS tensors do not require TI form both
for PBC and OBC and are constructed consecu-
tively and independently between those of uncon-
nected clusters by adding the clusters one by one.
Whereas, the physical properties obtained from our
MPS with PBC show TI, and those with OBC the
symmetry about the center.

• The exact ground states |Ψgs
N ⟩ very often show de-

generacies both for PBC and OBC, where the for-
mer solution is included in the latter. Such degen-
erate solutions are difficult to access via DMRG
using MPS as a variational ansatz.

• The corresponding frustration-free Hamiltonian
can belong to the classes not only of gapped ground
states but of gapless ground states and also those
with long-ranged entanglement properties.



4

Although the frustration-free Hamiltonian is con-
structed from any given TI MPS, its vice versa, the
way to derive the exact MPS ground state from the
general frustration-free Hamiltonian was not mentioned
before9,37. The present protocol basically allows the lat-
ter for any frustration-free models in 1D and 2D for both
PBC and OBC. In Table I we list such models whose
ground states are established. We confirmed that for all
these models, our method offers an exact MPS ground
state at reasonable large N , e.g. see §.II C and §.IV.
With this in mind, there are two strategies in choosing

ĥl and {ξm}.
Case I refers to when we are given the form of ĥl and

HN we want to solve; We first check whether ĥl has Dg ≥
2, otherwise we only have a trivial product ground state.
When Dg ≥ 2, by applying the protocol in §.II B, we
examine whether Eq.(5) is satisfied and if yes (i.e. DN ̸=
0 in Eq.(10)), we find that HN is frustration-free and
obtain its exact ground state.

Case II is when we want to search for an unknown
Hamiltonian (see §.V for demonstration). We vary the
choice of cluster states {|ξm⟩}Mm=1 as well as the way of
overlapping the clusters n∩ to find the condition that
satisfies Eq.(5). Once the condition is fulfilled, the form
of HN is determined through Eqs.(4) and (1).

B. Protocol for model construction

We start from an elementary method that straight-
forwardly imposes the condition Eq.(6) (equivalent to
Eq.(5)) for all l = 1, · · · , Nc. It gives an exact ground
state |Ψgs

N ⟩ by solving a set of linear equations. Impor-
tantly, it tells us whether such an exact ground state
exists or not, and if it exists, we find the number of de-
generacy as well.

Suppose that we decide to project out M different
states on the l-th cluster, represented using the normal-
ized and orthogonal set of dnc basis {|j⟩} as

|ξm⟩ =
dnc−1∑
x=0

ξ̃mx |x⟩. (7)

with ξ̃mx ∈ C. The elements of the local Hamiltonian in

Eq.(4) is given as ϵmn =
∑

x ξ̃
m
x ξ̃

n∗
x . The local Hilbert

space is classified as
{
{|ψm⟩}Dg

m=1, {|ξm
′⟩}Mm′=1

}
.

For the system size N consisting of Nc cluster, the
Hilbert space dimension is dN , and its subspace with l-
th cluster state being restricted to {|ψm

l ⟩} is defined as

Vl = {{|ψm
l ⟩} ⊗ |Ψj

l̄
⟩j=0,··· ,dN−nc−1}, (8)

where {|Ψj

l̄
⟩} is the space spanned by N − nc sites that

do not belong to the l-th cluster.
The ground states belong to the subspace Vgs ≡

∩Nc

l=1Vl. Projection to this state means imposing the fol-
lowing conditions on the whole Hilbert space: we pre-
pare a M × dnc matrix using the coefficients of Eq.(7),

Ql = (ξ̃mx ), and the conditions are described by the linear
equation,

Q = ⊕Nc

l=1Ql, Q|Ψgs
N ⟩ = 0. (9)

The number of rows of Q is the total number of condition,
dN−ncMNc, and the number of columns is dN . Solving
this linear equation numerically gives the exact ground
state when dim ∩Nc

l=1 Vl ̸= 0, and the degeneracy of the
ground state is

DN = dim ∩Nc

l=1 Vl = dN − rankQ. (10)

Here, we mean by “exact”, not the analytical tractability
(formula) of the wave function. It is natural because the
wave functions always have ambiguity in the choice of
phases or gauges, and also in the choice of the orthogonal
sets when DN ≥ 2. Whereas, the exactness is guaranteed
by machine epsilon as the types of local bases remaining
are clearly separated from the rest of the Hilbert space by
our rule, which makes the results numerically tractable.
Still, because the dimensions of Q increase exponen-

tially, there is an upper bound of N that can be com-
puted, which is comparable to the exact diagonalization
scheme. This cost can be reduced by subsequently link-
ing one cluster to another. We first prepare a single unit
Nc = 1, imposing a condition Eq.(7) to obtain a set of
{ψm} of dimension Dg. Then, add one unit cluster from
another, where each time the condition to project the dn

dimensional Hilbert space to Dn solutions and the extra
M condition to project the states spanned on an added
unit gives the number of rows of Q as DnM , which is
reduced significantly from dN−ncMNc.
The solutions can be classified by the symmetry of HN

represented by the operator R. When the Hilbert space
of the n site system is divided into rn-sectors by this sym-
metry, {Rj}rnj=1, one can project the states onto these sec-
tors at each process of adding a unit cluster, and obtain
the eigenstate of both R and HN . We show the example
in §.VD3.
In practice, we do not need to have large N to judge

whether the exact solution exists. The main usage of the
protocol is to find a proper choice of {|ξm⟩} for a given
cluster that yields a set of bulk Hamiltonian and the exact
ground state. Once we confirm that there is a solution,
we shall shift to the method in Section III, where the
elements of the exact MPS representing |Ψgs

N ⟩ are deter-
mined similarly to Eq.(9), that reaches far larger N by
the truncation which is nothing but the unitary trans-
formation. It effiently chooses the basis, formally ”com-
pressing the information” without sacrificing the exact-
ness.
Figure 1(b) shows examples of the choices of unit clus-

ters and the lattice that can be used in the present frame-
work. The edge-shared lattices can be constructed both
by the edge- and corner-sharing of clusters. However, the
corner-shared units are not favorable for the present pro-
tocol in 2D as we see in §.IV becauseM is relatively small
and the number of solutions increases exponentially.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

boundary
operator

FIG. 2. (a) Toric code in finite Nx × Ny size plaquettes including N = 2NxNy sites at the centers of the links. The red
crosses and blue plaquettes indicate the projector Av and Bp and the two green lines show the loop operators, Zh and Zv. We
color the sites depending on the types of projections imposed to determine their MPS tensor in constructing the MPS along
the yellow 1D paths (partially shown on the upper part). (b) Entanglement entropy (EE) of the obtained exact MPS on four
topological sectors for the division of the system into half, SN/2, given as a function of circumferences Nx at Ny = 12. (c) Bond
dimension χn and (d) EE, Sn, for the bipartition into the first n site and the rest N − n, for four different topological sectors
with (Nx, Ny) = (2, 12), (3, 12).

C. Revisiting AKLT and toric codes

Before going into the main results, we briefly show that
the protocol successfully applies to the AKLT and toric
code models.

For AKLT, we span a Hilbert space of spin-1 dimer
as {|Sz

l , S
z
l+1⟩} = (|1, 1⟩, |1, 0⟩, |0, 1⟩, |1,−1⟩, |0, 0⟩, · · · , |−

1,−1⟩) and classify them into S = 0, 1 and S = 2 man-
ifolds. The projection matrix Ql consists of Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients of S = 2 states,

Ql =


1 0 · · · 0

0 1√
2

1√
2

0 · · · 0

0 0 0 1√
6

2√
6

1√
6

0 0 0

0 · · · 0 1√
2

1√
2

0

0 · · · 0 1

 . (11)

On the other hand, the MPS representation of the AKLT
state for PBC is known as

|ΨAKLT
N ⟩ =

∑
{in}

Tr
( N∏
n=1

Ain
)
|i1, i2, · · · , iN ⟩,

A±1 = ± 2√
3
σ±, A0 = − 1√

3
σz, (12)

where in = 1, 0,−1 denotes Sz
n on site n and σ is the

Pauli matrix. The operation, Q |ΨAKLT
N ⟩ = 0, in Eq.(9)

corresponds to having

A1A1 = 0

A1A0 +A0A1 = 0

A1A−1 + 2A0A0 +A−1A1 = 0

A−1A−1 = 0, (13)

which is confirmed straightforwardly. We can also check
that in the case of OBC, the number of degeneracies is
four that explains the number of edge states.
We now demonstrate briefly how the Z2 quantum spin

liquid ground state of the toric code3 is described by our
MPS (for the derivation see §.III and IV). The Hamilto-
nian consists of vertex (Av) and plaquette (Bp) operators
summed over the system as

Htoric = −
∑
v

Av −
∑
p

Bp,

Av =
∏
i∈v

σx
i , Bp =

∏
i∈p

σz
i . (14)

All Av’s and Bp’s commute and have eigenvalues ±1,
so that the ground state will be the simultaneous +1
eigenstate of all the operators which makes Eq.(14)
frustration-free. In applying our protocol, we prepare
two species of clusters both with nc = 4, given in blue
and red circles in the inset of Fig. 2(a), which have over-
lap n∩ = 1 and 2 between the same and different species,
respectively. The local penalty Hamiltonians for the two

clusters are ĥl = Av, Bp, and the corresponding Ql in
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Eq.(9) is set to project out from among 24 states the

M = 8 states with eigenvalue −1 of ĥl.
To prepare a torus based on Nx×Ny plaquettes (N =

2NxNy), we wrap them by drawing the spiral 1D MPS
path running along the x-direction as shown in Fig. 2(a).
We add the MPS tensors one by one from top left to
bottom right and determine their elements by perform-
ing a projection as follows (for details see §.III): the MPS
tensor of the blue-colored site is determined by Ql giving
Bp = 1 on the upper plaquette that makes PBC in the x-
direction. The red-colored site is imposed Av = 1 on the
left and Bp = 1 on the upper plaquette, the purple site
by imposing two Av = 1 and one Bp = 1, and otherwise,
no projection is given. To form a torus, the PBC in the
y direction is attained by diagonalizing the boundary op-

erator, Hbd = −
∑Nx

j=1(Av∈(j,Ny) +Bp∈(j,Ny)), consisting
of operators on the last row. We find D = 4 fold de-
generate eigenstates with eigenvalue −2Nx. Finally, we
apply two loop operators Zh =

∏
i∥x σ

z
i , Zv =

∏
i∥y σ

z
i ,

running along the closed horizontal and vertical paths,
respectively, which classify the four degenerate ground
states into topological sectors by their eigenvalues ±1.
(For bounary and spring operators we apply the third
method in §.III C).

Figure 2(b) shows the entanglement entropy(EE) SN/2

for cutting the torus into half; given an extrapolation by
an area of a cut (curcumference) Nx → 0, they clearly
show the extrapolation to the − ln 2 value known as the
topological EE of a Z2 spin liquid38.
Our MPS does not have TI as can be seen from the

bond dimension and the EE when we divide the system
into n and N −n sites in Figs. 2(c) and 2(d) for four dif-
ferent topological sectors and (Nx, Ny) = (2, 12), (3, 12),
namely N = 48, 72. The bond dimension depends on the

place of a cut as ĥl is imposed in a period of Nx, where we
find that the maximum bond dimension required to have
a toric code is given as χn ≲ 100Nx, which is feasible for
standard numerical resources.

We finally list several advantages of getting an exact
toric code ground state. Previous numerical approxima-
tions using DMRG working on cylinders naturally se-
lect minimally entangled states, which are the super-
posed ones from the ± topological sectors, underesti-
mating EE38,39. It is indeed generally difficult to obtain
the topologically degenerate states of all sectors indepen-
dently, as the eigenstates of the loop operators are found
difficult to identify40,41. Our method can elucidate them
easily, and can further identify all the excited states ex-
actly by converting arbitrary sets of {Av, Bp} as −1.

III. EXACT MATRIX PRODUCT SOLUTIONS

In this section, we present the actual process of ze-
roing out part of the subspace of each cluster in deter-
mining the elements of the MPS tensor. This is done
by successively adding the tensor and imposing projec-
tors. The advantage of using MPS representation is that

it could ”compress” the information without losing the
exactness, relying on the canonical form and orthogonal-
ization. The MPS is used not as a variational ansatz but
as a convenient form of storing full information on the
wave functions.

A. Cluster-open boundary MPS in one dimension

In our protocol introduced in §.II the maximum system
size N available was limited by the substantial growth of
dimension of the Hibert space and the number of condi-
tions. Here, we extend the method by adopting the MPS
wave function. As we saw in Eq.(13), the matrices A(in)

of the AKLT state fulfill the exact-solution condition of
the protocol, from which we can anticipate that other
states can be similarly treated. Regardless of the model,
the form of MPS for OBC is given as

|Ψgs⟩ =
d∑

i1,i2,··· ,iN=1

A
[1]i1
1β1

A
[2]i2
α2β2

· · ·A[N ]iN
αN1 |iN · · · i1⟩,

(15)

where A
[n]in
αnβn

has a dimension χn−1 × χn × d. We deter-
mine the size and elements of these matrices.

As a preparation, we choose a unit cluster consisting
of nc sites and decide how to construct the lattice by
making the neighboring clusters share n∩(< nc) sites. In
Fig. 3(a) we show two example of the constructions of
lattices with nc = 5 and n∩ = 2 to guide the follow-
ing explanation. We consider a 1D system with C-OBC
which is the OBC of clusters, not the sites. Compared to
standard OBC, half of the interactions among n∩ sites

belonging to ĥ1 and ĥNc
are lacking. We decide the 1D

path of MPS on the lattice, e.g. as shown in bold lines
in Fig. 3(a).

Next, we obtain a series of matrices {Bin
αnβn

}Nn=1 as

shown in Fig. 3(b), which is written simply as Bn, mk
and finally derive An from Bn. These processes are per-
formed following the steps given below. Further details
are provided in the next subsection.

1. Obtain B1, · · · , Bnc
as an initial set of MPS. We

first diagonalize the nc-site unit cluster and from
among the eigenstates, choose M states {ξm} that
is to be projected out, expressed in the form of
Eq.(7), which give the element of Q. We can choose
a general form of B1, · · · , Bnc−1 using a set of unit
matrices, whose bond dimensions are Dn = dn. Us-
ing B1, · · · , Bnc−1, we decide the form of Bnc

that
projects out {ξm} by the singular value decompo-
sition (SVD) of matrix Q (see Fig. 3(c)). The final
bond dimension is Dnc

= Dg = dnc −M .

2. Add na ≡ nc − n∩ successive sites (one cluster) to
have n′ = n+ na system. Again the Bn of the first
na−1 sites are obtained by the unit matrices. When
adding the last site, we again construct a matrix Q
that fulfills the linear equation for projection to the
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FIG. 3. (a) Examples of lattices with a choice of nc = 5, n∩ = 2. (b) Schematic illustration to construct the exact MPS. In
and outward arrows indicate the order of determining the elements of Bn using the projection matrix Q. These elements are
obtained by the singular value decomposition of Q. (c) Process of determining Bn+na at step 1 and 2 by the projection matrix
Q, where we perform the SVD. (d) Processes in step 4 and 5; left-normalization and the process of extracting p = 1, · · · , DN

independent |Ψgs
N,p⟩. The SVD is performed from right to left to reduce the bond dimensions to sufficient values χn.

cluster ground state. The SVD of Q will provide
Bn′ of dimension Dn+na

.

3. Repeat step 2 by setting n′ as updated n until we
reach the system size n′ = N . The final matrix
has dimensions DN−1 ×DN × d. A set of matrices
{Bn}Nn=1 represents DN degenerate solutions.

4. We left-normalize a sets of matrices {Bn}Nn=1 to
make them orthogonal.

5. We divide the matrix BN into Dn columns. The
Dn independent solutions are these column vectors
combined with {Bn}N−1

n=1 common to all of them.
For each such set, we start from right n = N − 1
toward n = 1 and truncate the matrix. At each
step, we divide the system into n and right N − n
matrices and perform a Schmidt decomposition to
discard the bonds that have zero Schmidt values
which reduces the bond dimensions to χn. {Bn}Nn=1

is converted to {An}Nn=1.

When we consider the 1D system, we often find the case
that the truncation in step 5 is needed for only the right
half of the system, namely χn = Dn and An = Bn for
n = 1, · · ·N/2. However, in general, the truncation is
given throughout the system. The truncation here is not
losing information but shrinks the bond dimension by
discarding the idle dimension. This is because, the series
of nonzero Schmidt basis are exactly determined, and the
growth of Dn beyond χn is simply because the former is
not taken in the optimal canonical form. In that respect,
the present MPS solutions are numerically precise in ma-
chine epsilons, beyond those of the exact diagonalization
calculation in practice.

We finally briefly show the implication of step 5 (see
Fig. 3(d)). We truncate the bond dimensions of matrix
of Dn of Bi

n to χn of Ai
n one by one. Let the matrix

be described as an assembly of column vectors of dimen-
sion χn−1 as Bi

n = (bin,1, · · · , bin,χn
). Left-normalization

imposed on these matrices indicates,

d∑
i=1

Bi†
n B

i
n = Îχn

,

d∑
i=1

bi†n,pb
i
n,q = δpq, (16)

wher În is the unit matrix of dimension n. From among
the DN bonds on the rightmost matrix BN , choosing the
p-th column vector bN,p, we find the p-th ground state
|Ψgs

N,p⟩. Because of Eq.(16), for p, q = 1, · · · , Dn,

⟨Ψgs
N,p|Ψ

gs
N,q⟩ = b†N,pbN,q = δpq, (17)

holds, namely, the degenerate ground states are orthog-
onal to each other. Unlike Bi

n, the A
i
n obtained after the

truncation for n = 1, · · · , N − 1 are no longer common
among DN degenerate solutions.

B. Example: spin-1/2 diamond chain

We demonstrate the process proposed in the previ-
ous subsection in the spin-1/2 diamond chain shown in
Fig. 4(a). Two exact solutions for the Heisenberg model
with two coupling constants, J and Jd, are known42,43,
which are the tetramer-dimer and dimer-monomer states
as shown in the phase diagram of Fig. 4(b). Deriving
the corresponding MPS for these states refer to Case I

in Fig. 1(a) where ĥl is given á priori. The unit cluster
to accommodate all these states without bias is nc = 7,
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FIG. 4. Application of MPS approach to the spin-1/2 Heisen-
berg diamond chain. (a) Unit Hamiltonian and the lat-
tice we use for the construction of MPS (nc = 7, n∩ = 1,
C-OBC). (b) The ground state phase diagram42 with two
exact solutions, tetramer-dimer and dimer-monomer states,
with energies E = nv(et + es) and nves, respectively, where
et = 2(−J + Jd/8) and es = −3Jd/4 are the energies of rung-

triplet and rung-singlet state per diamond. For nc = 7, ĥl

has several Dg degeneracies. The exact solutions are avail-
able at Jd/J ≥ 1.386 with Dg > 2. (c) Bond dimension χn for
Jd/J = 1.3816, 1.5, 2, 2.5 where we take N = 7, 13, 19, · · · , 45.
(d) Bipartite entanglement entropy Sn for corresponding data
of panel (c), where we select N = 49 and 19, which are the
reasonable maximum size available for given Dg. Data of (c)
and (d) are averaged over all degenerate ground states.

namely two diamonds, which share n∩ = 1 with its neigh-
bor. Notice that we may also choose nc = 4 (one dia-
mond) and apply two different projections alternatively
to simply obtain part of these states, which we do not
adopt here.

For each diamond we have a Heisenberg Hamiltonian

ĥ
(d)
n and the cluster Hamiltonian is given as

ĥl = ĥ
(d)
2l + ĥ

(d)
2l+1,

ĥ(d)n = J(s3n−1 + s3n)(s3n−2 + s3n+1) + Jds3n−1s3n+1.
(18)

We denote the down and up spin state szn = ∓1/2 for
each site as in = 0 and 1, respectively, and describe the
n-spin state as |inin−1, · · · i1⟩, e.g. |0100 · · · ⟩ given in the
descending order of site indices. These states are indexed
by x = 0, · · · 2n−1 which is the base-ten numerals of these
bits. For example, in diagonalizing Eq.(18) at Jd/J =

1.5, we have Dg = 4 fold degenerate lowest energy state,
and we need to project out M = 27 − 4 = 128 states per
cluster.
Let us explain the details of step 1 (n = 0) and step 2

(n > nc). At both steps, we add na-sites (na = nc = 7)
for the initial step 1 and na = nc −n∩ = 6 for successive
step 2 and we need to obtain Bn+1, · · ·Bn+na

. For the
first na−1 sites, the matrices describe the full set of basis
2na−1 equivalently, and are given by the disaggregation
of unit matrix, Î. For Bn+1, by dividing the 2 × 2 unit

matrix into upper and lower parts, we find B0
n+1 = ÎDn

⊗
(1 0) and B1

n+1 = ÎDn
⊗ (0 1). The second site matrices

are given by dividing the 4 × 4 into two 2 × 4 as B0
2 =

IDn
⊗ (1 0 0 0; 0 1 0 0) and B1

2 = IDn
⊗ (0 0 1 0; 0 0 0 1). We

successively construct the rest of them up to n+ na − 1.
For Bn+na we impose the condition to project

out {|ξm⟩}. The basis of nc-site cluster is |x⟩ =
|incinc−1 · · · i1⟩, having M different excited states,
Eq.(7). Next, for each of m = 1, · · · ,M different condi-
tions, we prepare Dn ×Dn+na−1 matrix for in+na = 0, 1

Pm;in+na
=

2na−1∑
x=0

ξ̃mx
(
Bin

n B
in+1

n+1 · · ·Bin+na−1

n+na−1

)
. (19)

Using them we construct a projection matrix of
(MDn−1)× (dDn+na−1), with d = 2 as

Q =

 P1;0 P1;1

...

PM ;0 PM ;1

 , Q vb = 0, (20)

where vb has dimension (dDn+na−1). To obtain such vb

we perform a SVD as Q = UΛV , where Λ has at most
min(dDn+na−1,MDn) nonzero diagonal values. This
means that the Dn+na

rightmost columns of matrix V
serve as different vb. A set of matrices, B1

n+na
to Bd

n+na
,

are obtained by dividing the (dDn+na−1)×Dn+na
part of

V into d-blocks with Dn+na−1×Dn+na
. These processes

are shown schematically in Fig. 3(c).
We finally briefly explain the results obtained.

Takano,et.al found the exact tetramer-dimer ground
state at Jd/J ≲ 242. On a single diamond, the triplet
on a rung and the other triplet based on two sides
entangle and form a tetramer, which has the energy
et = 2(−J + Jd/8). On its neighbor, the singlet resides
on a rung with energy es = −3Jd/4. The total energy
of the product states of tetramer and dimer is given by
E = (et + es)nv/2 where nv is the number of rungs. Nu-
merically, the ground state energy is found to extrapolate
to E/N smoothly with increasingN at 0.909 < Jd/J < 2.
However, our method shows that there is another point,
Jd/J = 1.3816, not reported previously, that exhibits

the energy crossing of the nc = 7 cluster Hamiltonian ĥl.
One possibility is that Jd/J = 1.3816 is a phase transi-
tion point. However, below this point, the ground state

degeneracy of ĥl is Dg = 2 and we cannot find an exact
solution. Another possibility is that the trimer-dimer
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FIG. 5. (a) Construction of 1D PBC-MPS using projec-
tion matrix Q. The right panel is the k = π PBC-MPS. (b)
Construction of MPS for PBC Hamiltonian that applies the
same method for C-OBC MPS by adding projections about
the two triangles at the boundary. (c) PBC-MPS obtained by
diagonalizing Hbd, which is the most practical.

ground state of the form of restricting the population of
states per diamond is no longer an exact but an approx-
imate ground state at Jd/J < 1.3816. In such cases,
a larger inter-cluster fluctuation including excited states
needs to be taken into account which is numerically hard
to access.

In Figs. 4(c) and 4(d), we show the bond dimension
of MPS and the bipartite entanglement entropy Sn when
dividing the system into n and N − n parts. We find
that the case of Jd/J = 1.3816 and 1.5 are similar in Sn

and are nearly flat, consistent with the product nature of
the ground state. However, the profile of χn differs much,
which may suggest the change of the nature of the ground
state below 1.3816. The other two cases with larger Dg

show a significant increase of χn and Sn, showing that
our method can be a fingerprint of elucidating the nature
of the phases.

The extension of diamond chain exact solutions to 2D
diamond lattice was reported44, hosting a highly degen-
erate ground state because of an arbitrarity of choosing
the dimer covering pattern. Such a case can also be dealt
with in our framework if we set the projection to be the
tetramer or dimer singlet states for nc = 4 diamond and
apply a 2D scheme in §.IV.

C. MPS for the periodic boundary Hamiltonian in
one dimension

The MPS that applies to the Hamiltonian with peri-
odic boundary condition (PBC) takes the form

|Ψpbc
N ⟩ =

d∑
{in}

tr
(
Ãi1

1 · · · ÃiN
N

)
|iN · · · i1⟩. (21)

It is known that for a given OBC-MPS, one can construct
a PBC-MPS with bond dimensions increased by a factor
of N9; for each local degree of freedom, i = 1, · · · d, we
combine a set of {An} on the (n, n+ 1) block as

Apbc;i = N−1/N


0 Ai

1 0 · · · 0

0 0 Ai
2

...
. . .

0 · · · Ai
N−1

Ai
N 0 · · · 0

 , (22)

which allows a newly obtained matrix of the form,

∑
{in}

tr
( N∏
n=1

Apbc;i
n

)
|iN · · · i1⟩

=
1

N

N−1∑
j=0

d∑
{in}

tr
(
Ai1+j

1 · · ·AiN+j
N

)
|iN · · · i1⟩, (23)

which fulfills the translational invariance, and formally
reduces to Eq.(21). Such PBC-MPS is the eigenstate of
the translation operator T and we can design it to have

T |Ψpbc
N ⟩ = eik|Ψpbc

N ⟩. For example, when k = π, we com-
bine two matrices as (Bi

n ⊗ Bi
n+1) and prepare Eq.(22)

for N/2 blocks (see Fig. 5(a)). However, since the OBC-
MPS (which includes C-OBC) in our case is degenerate,
they naturally generate only part of the PBC-MPS, and
does not guarantee the completeness of the solution. An-
other drawback is that the method requires more bond
dimensions than necessary.
We now propose three practical ways to obtain a full

set of MPS for the PBC Hamiltonian that overcomes the
above issues.
Imposing projection. This method does not differ

much from the treatment of constructing C-OBC-MPS in
§.III A. We explain the difference using the zigzag ladder
based on triangles in Fig. 5(b). The PBC Hamiltonian is
realized from the C-OBC one by adding one triangle and
connecting the edge sites. We follow step 1 and consec-
utively apply step 2 for n = 1, · · · , N − 2 until we reach
the last cluster. At the final step, we first add BN−1

using the unit matrix, and then derive BN by simulta-
neously imposing three projection matrix Q that operate
on (N−2, N−1, N), (N−1, N, 1), and (N, 1, 2) triangles.

We then apply steps 4 and 5 and obtain D̃N degenerate
solutions forming the columns of ÃN . The two extra Q
required reduces the bond dimension to D̃N < DN .
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Translation operator. In deriving MPS for the PBC
Hamiltonian, one can directly classify them by an opera-
tor T , that shifts the wave function by one lattice spacing
along the 1D path of the MPS, where we assume that the
n = N site is put back to n = 1. We first prepare a full
set of OBC-MPS, {|Ψgs

N,j⟩}, obtained in §.III A. Then, we

evaluate the matrix representation of ⟨Ψgs
N,j |T |Ψgs

N,k⟩ of

dimension DN and by diagonalizing it, the D̃N different
PBC-MPS is obtained as its eigenstates. Suppose that

l-th eigenvector of T is (c
(l)
1 , · · · , c(l)DN

), which means

|Ψpbc;(l)
N ⟩ =

DN∑
j=1

c
(l)
j |Ψgs

N,j⟩, (24)

and using the column vectors ofBi
N = (biN,1, · · · , biN,DN

),
the l-th PBC-MPS solution of dimension χN−1×1 yields,

B̃i
N =

DN∑
j=1

c
(l)
j biN,j . (25)

The rest of the truncation process in step 5 is the same
as before.

Diagonalizing the boundary operator.
Evaluating the matrix representation of the spin op-

erator is easier than using T since there is no efficient
matrix product operator (MPO) representation of the
translation operator. We first divide the Hamiltonian
by the C-OBC term and the boundary term, given as

HN = HC-OBC
N +Hbd. (26)

Then we prepare a full set of OBC-MPS {|Ψgs
N,j⟩} and

diagonalize the boundary term, ⟨Ψgs
N,j |Hbd|Ψgs

N,k⟩, given
in the form of DN ×DN matrix as shown schematically
in Fig. 5(c). The number of zero eigenvalues is the degen-
eracy of the PBC ground states, and by using the eigen-
vectors, the PBC-MPS is constructed using Eqs. (24) and
(25). This method is the most efficient among the three,
allowing for larger N . For example, in constructing the
PBC-MPS of the zigzag chain (see state E in Fig. 10(a)
in §.V), we could reach up to N = 18 for the method
of imposing projection, while for diagonalizing Hbd we
find up to N = 40, and find DPBC

N = 50 degenerate PBC
solutions out of DN = 441 C-OBC solutions.

IV. EXACT MATRIX-PRODUCT-STATES IN
TWO-DIMENSIONAL AND RANDOM CASES

A. Construction of two dimensional MPS

The construction of MPS we showed in §.III is straight-
forwardly extended to 2D, while several points differ from
1D, as one may anticipate from the brief demonstration
for the toric code presented in §.II C. For comprehensive-
ness, we consider the triangular unit nc = 3 as shown in
Fig. 6(a): we can choose either n∩ = 2 and 1 depending

on how we design the boundary conditions and numer-
ical costs. There are spiral or snake-type 1D paths of
constructing MPS as shown in Fig. 6(b), while we here
adopt the latter; At n = Nx+1 we only need to include a
single triangle for projection. However, from n = Nx +2
to 2Nx − 1, we need to include two triangles highlighted
and the input from the related sites marked with open
circles. This is because the dimensions of matrices dif-
fer between sites that are separated to long distance over
the MPS path, and we need to track the intervals to con-
tract them. Besides the C-OBC, we can also construct
a cylinder by taking PBC in the x-direction, in which
case we need to project out the excited states of three
triangles at n = 2Nx with input from 2Nx − 1 sites. The
schematic illustration of constructing MPS is shown to-
gether in Fig. 6(c).

B. Two dimensional MPS on a triangular lattice

We now construct MPS with nc = 3, n∩ = 2 for the
triangular lattice of sizeN = Nx×Ny with C-OBC whose
details are shown in Fig. 7. We select the M = 2 states
the same as for the zigzag chain in §.V, i.e. Eq.(31), and
study the cluster Hamiltonian of the form Eq.(32). The
bonds on the edges of the rectangle have half the values
of coupling constants as those inside. When considering
the AF-XXX-Γ model, j1 = j2, γ1 = γ2 with γ/j =

√
3

(E) where the triangular unit has a C3 symmetry, we
find DN as shown in the lower panel. Here, either Nx or
Ny = 2 case corresponds to the zigzag chain. The same

degeneracy is found for other C3 case (cosβ = 1/
√
3) as

well as for j2/j1 = −1/4 and γ = 0 (D).
Most of these degenerate ground states have a perfect

three-sublattice geometry about ⟨Sz
j ⟩, while the values

of ⟨Sz
j ⟩ of three different colored sites can vary without

changing the energy. We also found that the matrices of
such ground states consist only of nine elements shown
in Fig. 6(c): the top three matrices are the constituents
that do not cross the boundary. These states are product
states and indeed, if we divide for example the 8×8 lattice
into four parts and duplicating the inner two (which are
identical in terms of the distribution of bond dimensions),
increase the lattice size, which gives exactly the ground
state energy of E = −3JN/4. In performing parallelly
the DMRG calculation, the bond dimensions turned out
to be much more suppressed down to χn = 3, 4 for up to
Nx, Ny = 10.
To explicitly construct the three-sublattice product

ground state in our framework, we can define three dif-
ferent species of single-site states with indices γs = a, b, c
as

|γs⟩ = cos(θγs
/2)e−iϕγs/2|1⟩+ sin(θγs

/2)eiϕγs/2|0⟩,
(27)

which are parameterized by θγs and ϕγs . For a unit tri-
angle with its ground state |ψ⟩ = |a⟩|b⟩|c⟩, these pa-

rameters are set to fulfill ĥl|ψ⟩ = 0. Here, the cluster
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C-OBC

FIG. 6. Construction of 2D MPS. (a) Triangular lattice of N = Nx ×Ny sites using nc = 3 cluster with site overlaps, n∩ = 2
and n∩ = 1. (b) Spiral and snake type 1D path for constructing MPS. (c) How we operate the projection matrix Q at each
step for the snake type MPS and for PBC. Bullet indicates the n-th site which we want to determine Bn by the projection
Q. The matrix Q includes several triangles highlighted in purple where we want to exclude {ξm}Mm=1, and also includes the
information of matrices of the open circles that are not even included in the projected triangles. When we apply PBC in the
x-direction, we need to make projections at n = 2Nx about three triangles with inputs from 2Nx − 1 sites that share the first
and second columns of the lattice. In constructing a cylinder, we set the PBC in the x-direction that the snake runs.

triangular C-OBC

...

FIG. 7. Results obtained for a parameter γ =
√
3j with

regular triangular geometry in Eq.(32) corresponding to point
E. Unlike the zigzag chain Γ =

√
3J(= 2γ) is also a regular

triangle inside the lattice cluster. The degree of degeneracy
of the ground state(bottom panel), and the three sublattce
ground state whose MPS state consists of 9 tensors shown
here. The lattice size is expanded by making three columns
per unit as blocks.

Hamiltonian is predefined for the XXZ and C3 cases as

ĥl = |ξ⇑⟩⟨ξ⇑| + |ξ⇓⟩⟨ξ⇓|. We then find the ground state

|Ψgs⟩ =
∏N

i=1 ⊗|γs⟩i∈γs
. For the XXZ case, this form

does not conserve the total Sz so we need to project the
obtained states to the local Hilbert space of each total-Sz

sector, which gives the exact ground state.

The similar exact ground states are found in the
kagome lattice for the XXZ model at Jz = −1/245 and
the XYZ model (C3 line in our case)33, where they con-

structed the three-coloring exact solutions as product
state. In the kagome lattice, there is a macroscopic num-
ber of configurations of tiling the three-colored triangles
unlike the triangular lattice with fixed three sublattices,
and the number of degenerate solutions they derived re-
lies on that degeneracy. However, the number of de-
generacy can exceed the number of three colorings for
a sufficiently large size of the lattice, which cannot be
detected in their frameworks. Our method does not rely
on this consideration and gives the unbiased exact de-
generacy. In fact, for a zigzag ladder, a sawtooth chain,
and a triangular lattice, the number of three-colorings
is restricted to maximally three, while we can still find a
substantial degeneracy in the ground state, which cannot
be captured by intuition.

C. Variants of lattices for 2D MPS

We now apply the method to several lattices to demon-
strate the available size and constructions of the spin-1/2
lattice models, where we consider the case of M = 2,
Dg = 6 unless otherwise noted.
triangular lattice with C-OBC. In Fig. 8(a) we show

nc = 3, n∩ = 1 triangular lattice with C-OBC, where we
plot Dn as a function of n for the MPS path taken along
the yellow line in the snaky shape. For 7×20 cluster with
N = 139 we find DN = 560 degenerate ground states.
When n < Ny, we do not perform a projection so that
the bond dimension grows in powers as 2n, while at larger
n we find that Dn oscillates between fours successive 4n’s
and two 8n’s, where the former bonds are marked by a
circle in the figure.
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FIG. 8. (a,b) Dn of the exact MPS solutions of triangular and kagome lattice constructed using nc = 3 and n∩ = 1 for several
choices of Nx × Ny with C-OBC. The left panel in (a) is the case of Nx = 7, where for 7 × 20 system, we find Dn = 4n for
the bonds marked with a circle. (c,d) Ladder and square lattice with nc = 4, n∩ = 2, C-OBC, where we change the number
of sites M to be projected to see how Dn grows. (e-h) Bond dimension χn after truncating the MPS and EE, Sn as functions
of bipartition size n. The data are averaged over DN ground states (see panels (a-d)), while for the kagome lattice, we choose
500 ground states among DN = 12288 to save the computational cost which does not alter the quality of the result.

kagome lattice with C-OBC. We apply the same treat-
ment for the kagome lattice as in Fig. 8(b). Because the
number of triangles that require a projection is much less
than the triangular lattice, Dn grows exponentially with
n, which means that it is practically difficult to deal with
this lattice.

Ladder and square lattices with C-OBC. We now ex-
amine other types of unit clusters, nc = 4, n∩ = 2 in a
spin-1/2 model. Here, we increase the number of sites to
be projected out from M = 1 to 7 in the following order,

|ξ1⟩ = |0001⟩+ |0010⟩+ |0100⟩+ |1000⟩,
|ξ2⟩ = |1110⟩+ |1101⟩+ |1011⟩+ |0111⟩,
|ξ3⟩ = |0000⟩,
|ξ4⟩ = |1111⟩,
|ξ5⟩ = |0011⟩+ |0110⟩+ |1100⟩+ |1001⟩,
|ξ6⟩ = |0101⟩+ |1010⟩,
|ξ7⟩ = |0001⟩ − |0010⟩+ |0100⟩ − |1000⟩,
|ξ8⟩ = |1110⟩ − |1101⟩+ |1011⟩ − |0111⟩. (28)

Figure 8(c) shows Dn for M = 1, · · · , 7, finding that the
exponential increase at M ≤ 6 is suppressed and when
M = 8 we are able to construct the exact ground state up
to 10×20 lattice sites by suppressing the bond dimension
toDn ≤ 800. However, for the square lattice, the number
of projections increases; In Fig. 8(d) we show the case of
M = 4 at 5 × 5 and M = 4 at 6 × Ny, Ny ∼ 20, where
we find that Dn is ssuppressed to 10 and do not change
much with n. At M ≥ 6 the number of bases per square
is too small to entangle the state, and we no longer find
the exact solution.

Entanglement entropy. To make a more system-
atic understanding of the ground states of the above-
mentioned lattices, we plot in Figs. 8(e)-(h) the bond
dimension χn and the EE Sn, averaged over orthogonal-
ized DN exact solutions with C-OBC. Here, when χn in-
creases linearly as in the triangular case, the EE behaves
as ∝ lnn, and its numerical cost is comparable to the
well-known gapless 1D systems that the exact MPS fea-
sible even in 2D. as one can see in the case of the ladder
with quasi-linear χn in panel (g). The M = 5 square lat-
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tice rather shows an area-law-like behavior, that keeps
χn constant over a wide range of the system. In con-
trast, the kagome lattice shows a volume law, Sn ∝ n,
that makes χn increase exponentially fast.

D. Random systems

We finally discuss the case of the spatially nonuniform
Hamiltonians.

Quenched bond randomness. Let us again consider
the triangular unit cluster, nc = 3 of spin-1/2, where we
may choose

|ξ⇑,l⟩ = cl,1|101⟩+ cl,2|011⟩+ cl,3|110⟩)
|ξ⇓,l⟩ = cl,1|010⟩+ cl,2|100⟩+ cl,3|001⟩), (29)

where cl = (cl,1, cl,2, cl,3) ∈ R are random variables. As

in α = π/2 in Eq.(A4), ĥl(cl) = |ξ⇑,l⟩⟨ξ⇑,l|+|ξ⇓,l⟩⟨ξ⇓,l|, is
the XXZ cluster Hamiltonian whose three bonds typically
have different values of jz and j⊥. Notice that if we
take cl ∈ C while keeping the time-reversal symmetry,

ĥl(cl) starts to have the anisotropic and nonsymmetric
exchange coupling terms such as Sx

i S
y
j (see Appendix A).

We now generate cl to be a uniform random distri-
bution at [−1 : 1] and consider two types of triangular
lattice using the construction n∩ = 2 and 1, as shown in
Figs. 9(a) and 9(b), respectively. The distribution of Jz

and J⊥ for the two constructions are shown, both with a
peak at zero. Unfortunately, when n∩ = 2 the system can
host only trivial all-up and all-down state solutions with
two-fold degeneracy at Nx, Ny ≥ 3. When n∩ = 1, the
degeneracy of the exact ground states increases to ∼ 4N ,
which can be a good reference for the random-bond XXZ
model as a quantum version of the Edwards-Anderson
model46 studied extensively in the context of classical
spin glass47. Indeed, there is an increasing interest in
trying to elucidate the quantum disordered phase48–51 in
relevance to materials52.
Quite remarkably, even if we vary the absolute values

|cl| > 0 arbitrarily while keeping its structure unchanged,
the energy eigenstates of the triangles do not change so
that the lattice ground state remains the same. How-
ever, the distribution of Jz and J⊥ change. We show in
the lower panel of Fig. 9(b) the case where we normal-
ize |cl| = 1, which differs much from the unnormalized
ones. The physical implication of the stability of the ex-
act ground state is put forward for future studies.

Sine square deformation. We add one more example
that the Hamiltonian is not spatially uniform but useful.
Consider again a 1D zigzag chain as in §.V, while we let

the magnitude of ĥl depend on the location of interac-
tions as

HSSD =

Nc∑
l=1

f̂SSD(rl)hl(rl),

fSSD(rl) =
1

2

(
1 + cos(

πrl
R

)
)
, (30)

1

0

(c)

(b)

0

20000

40000

-1 0 1 -1 0 1

0

10000

-1 0 1

5000

0
-1 0 1 -1 0 1

(a)

-1 0 1

FIG. 9. (a,b) Model with quenched randomness where ĥl is
determined by Eq.(29) depends on l. We set n∩ = 2 and 1
where only the latter has a nontrivial ground state with ∼ 4N
degeneracy. the distribution of Jz and J⊥ over Nx = Ny =
300 bonds are shown. Lower panels are the distributions when
we set |cl| = 1 for all triangles. (c) Schematic illustration
of the sine square deformation fSSD(r) applied as envelope
function of the lattice Hamiltonian to vary the amplitudes of
ĥl gradually over the system.

where R is the radius of a circle with its origin at the
center of the lattice and rl is the positional vector of the
l-th cluster. We use the envelope function fSSD which
gradually scales down the interaction strength from 1
at the center to 0 at the edges of the lattice as shown
in Fig. 9(c). This treatment is called sine-square defor-
mation (SSD)53. Solving HSSD gives the same ground
state wave function as the case of PBC for the gapped
system54–56. It is also found useful to reduce the finite
size effect significantly57,58, and the physical properties
measured at the center mimic those of N → ∞ already
at N ∼ 2059,60. In the present framework, the deforma-

tion simply modifies the eigenvalues of ĥl but since we
set the lowest energy state to zero, the ground state so-
lution does not change with this modification. Finding
such solutions would help to further clarify the role of
SSD.
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V. FINDING FRUSTRATION-FREE MODELS
ACROSS THE PARAMETER SPACE

So far we have focused on how to construct the ex-
act MPS ground states from a given ĥl (Case I). In this
section, we demonstrate how to design a Hamiltonian
(Case II) that can host the exact ground states by prop-

erly selecting {ξm} and ĥl in §.VA,VB using the zigzag
spin-1/2 chain as a platform. Then, we pay attention to
the Hamiltonian we found in these results, and discover
several extra exact solutions for these Hamiltonians in
§.VC.

A. Triangular unit

Let us consider a unit triangle consisting of three spin-
1/2 shown in Fig. 10(a), whose up and down spins are
denoted as in = 0, 1 and its dnc = 23 basis states are
given as |i3i2i1⟩ = |000⟩, |001⟩, · · · . In a zero magnetic
field, the system naturally requires a time-reversal sym-
metry, and from among four time-reversal pairs we choose
a single pair to be projected out as

|ξ⇑⟩ = cosα|000⟩+ i sinα
[
cosβ|101⟩

+ sinβ
(
cos δ|110⟩+ sin δ|011⟩

)]
|ξ⇓⟩ = cosα|111⟩ − i sinα

[
cosβ|010⟩

+ sinβ
(
cos δ|001⟩+ sin δ|100⟩

)]
,(31)

which are parameterized by 0 ≤ α, β, δ ≤ π, encom-
passing all possible realizations for the combination of
the four basis states for the bond-symmetric interac-
tions. To include the antisymmetric Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya terms61, we need to extend the parameter to com-
plex variables which we present in Appendix A. In §.V,
unless otherwise noted, we focus on the case of δ = π/4
that preserves the mirror symmetry of the triangle.

The local Hamiltonian is given as

ĥl = |ξ⇑⟩⟨ξ⇑|+ |ξ⇓⟩⟨ξ⇓|

=
∑
η

(
j⊥η (Sx

i S
x
j + Sy

i S
y
j ) + jzηS

z
i S

z
j + γη(S

x
i S

y
j + Sy

i S
x
j )
)

(32)

where η = 1, 1′, 2 denote the three bonds forming a tri-
angle, and we denote jzη/j

⊥
η = ∆η by convention. The

exchange interactions are

j⊥1 = sin2 α sin 2β sin δ,

jz1 = cos2 α− sin2 α(cos2 β − sin2 β cos 2δ),

γ1 = sin 2α sinβ cos δ,

j⊥1′ = sin2 α sin 2β sin δ,

jz1′ = cos2 α− sin2 α(cos2 β + sin2 β cos 2δ),

γ1′ = sin 2α sinβ cos δ,

j⊥2 = sin2 α sin2 β sin 2δ,

jz2 = cos2 α+ sin2 α cos 2β,

γ2 = sin 2α cosβ. (33)

When tanβ =
√
2 (i.e., cosβ = 1/

√
3), the triangle is C3

symmetric and we find j1 = j1′ = j2 and γ1 = γ1′ = γ2.
The value of α controls the anisotropy of spins and when
α = π/2, we find an XXZ type of interaction, γη = 0.

B. Exactly solvable diagrams of zigzag chain

We consider a zigzag chain obtained by consecutively
linking (123), (234), · · · clusters.

HN =
∑

η=1,1′,2

∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
J⊥
η (Sx

i S
x
j + Sy

i S
y
j ) + Jz

ηS
z
i S

z
j

+ Γη(S
x
i S

y
j + Sy

i S
x
j )
)
, (34)

where interaction runs over neighboring pairs of spins

⟨i, j⟩, and J
⊥/z
1 = 2j

⊥/z
1 , J

⊥/z
2 = j

⊥/z
2 , Γ1 = 2γ1,

Γ2 = γ2, because the diagonal bonds are doubled. When
we leave the boundary of the cluster open, which we call
cluster-open boundary, the boundary bonds are not dou-
bled.
We first highlight the results obtained by this param-

eterization in Fig. 10(a). The “solution-space diagram”
is depicted by setting α as polar radius and varying β in
the vertical axis for fixed α. All the parameters on this
plane have exact solutions. There are two distinct lines;
the vertical α = π/2 line represents the XXZ model with

Γη = 0, and along the horizontal β = acos(±
√

1/3),
all the diagonal rung bonds η = 1 have twice as large
amplitudes of interactions as those of the legs η = 2
(see Fig. 10(a)). The representative points with high-
symmetry model parameters are summarized in Table I.

1. Spatially anisotropic XXZ models

Let us first focus on the XXZ models (α = π/2, see
Table I(a) and Fig. 10(a)); The β = 0, π limits are the
AF Ising chains coupled by the F zigzag bonds, which
has a trivial ground state. When cosβ = ±

√
2/3 (A

and D) the spin SU(2) symmetry is recovered and we
find an F-AF zigzag Heisenberg (XXX) model.
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FIG. 10. (a) Diagram of solution space at δ = π/4 (mirror symmetry) on the plane of α, β = [0 : π]. (b) Model parameters of

Eq.(34) along the XXZ line(α = π/2) (J⊥
1 , Jz

1 , J
⊥
2 , Jz

2 ) = (
√
2 sin 2β,−2 cos2 β, sin2 β, cos 2β), and J2 = 2J1 line (cosβ =

√
1/3)

with (J⊥
2 , Jz

2 ,Γ2) = (2 sin2 α/3, (2 cos 2α+1)/3, sin 2α/
√
3). (c) Phase diagrams of previous studies (I)F-AF XXZ62, (II)F/AF-

AF XXZ63, (III)FXXZ-XY64, (IV,V)F-FXXZ65,66, (VI)F-AF XXX67. (VII)XXX-Γ models68. Red bullets are the multicritical
exact solutions with M = 2 and Orange solid lines are the exact solutions with M = 4 (broken lines are those that do not have
solutions (DN = 0). The amplitudes of parameters are scaled together arbitrarily.

The values of coupling constants as functions of β are
shown in the right panel of Fig. 10(b). The zigzag inter-
action is ferromagnetic (Jz

1 < 0), while both the F and
AF leg interactions Jz

2 are realized. We find |∆η| ≤ 1
between A and D. A wide range of magnetic anisotropy
for an F/AF-F XXZ chain has room to afford exactly
solvable ground states.

The present framework successively connects different
exact solutions that appear in different models that are
separately studied in previous literature. The six phase
diagrams that host A to D states are summarized in
Fig. 10(c) (I)-(VI)62–68, which are variants of F-AF XXZ
models. Here, we refer to F or AF interactions as those of
Jz
η , because the local unitary transformation rotating the

spin quantization axis on either of the legs by π converts
J⊥
1 → −J⊥

1 , but does not change the physical states. It
is widely accepted that in a series of materials consisting
of edge-shared CuO2 chains such as Rb2Cu2Mo3O12

69,
Na2Cu2O2

70, and LiCuVO4
71 are represented by the F-

AF XXZ models.

In the phase diagram Fig. 10(c)-(I) taken from the
DMRG study in Ref.[62], two gapless spin fluid phases
are observed, having a zigzag and strong-leg characters,
respectively. The ferromagnetic (F), spin fluid I, and the
other two phases with massive excitations merge at the
single point A, which forms a multicritical point. This
point is exactly solved in our framework.
Analogous XXZ-types of models that interpolate F

(∆1 = −1) and AF(∆1 = 1) zigzag interactions in
Figs. 10(c)-(II)63 and (III)64 exhibit essentially similar
diagrams, insensitive to ∆2. At J⊥

2 /J
⊥
1 ≳ 0.5, one finds

a gapped dimer singlet phase, sandwiched by Spin fluid I
and II. When |∆η| ≥ 1 the system becomes massive and
develops either F or AF long-range orders.
It is noteworthy that in diagram (III), Ref.[64] did not

detect the multicritcal pointB located at (J⊥
2 /J

⊥
1 ,∆1) =

(
√

1/8,−
√

1/2). This manifests that for model parame-
ters with an irregular anisotropy, it is difficult to predict
or confirm numerically whether several phases exactly
meet at a single point.
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TABLE II. Representative parameters α, β at δ = π/4 plane
with mirror symmetry. (a) cosα = 0 (α = π/2) line having

Γη = 0 and (b) cosβ = ±
√

1/3 line with J
⊥/z
1 = ±2J

⊥/z
2 and

Γ2 = 2|Γ1|. These points have high symmetry in their model
parameters, where XXX and I represent the Heisenberg and
Ising model, XY the case with Jz

η = 0 (∆η = 0). Points A-F
refer to the ones that appear in Fig. 10.

(a) XXZ line cosα = 0, δ = π/4

cosβ ( J⊥
1 , J⊥

2 , Jz
1 , Jz

2 )

F-AF I ±1 ( 0, 0, −2, 1 )

F-AF XXX
√

2/3 ( 4/3, 1/3,−4/3, 1/3 ) A

F-AF XXX −
√

2/3 (−4/3, 1/3,−4/3, 1/3 ) D

F-F XXZ
√

1/3 ( 4/3, 2/3,−2/3,−1/3 ) C

FXXZ-XY
√

1/2 (
√
2, 1/2,−

√
1/2, 0 ) B

FXXX(decoupled) 0 ( 0, 1, 0, −1 ) F

(b) J1 = 2J2 line cosβ =
√

1/3, δ = π/4

cosα ( J⊥
2 , Jz

2 , Γ2 )

F-F XXZ 0 ( 2/3, −1/3, 0 )

XYΓ ±1/2 ( 1/2, 0, ±1/2 )

AF XXX-Γ ±
√

1/2 ( 1/3, 1/3,±
√

1/3 ) E

AF I ±1 ( 0, 1, 0 )

Similarly, in the AF-AF SU(2) Heisenberg case (dia-
grams (IV, V)), there is another point C with J2/J1 =
0.5, ∆1 = ∆2 = −1/2 at which the F and Dimer
phases meet. As we see shortly, it is the endpoint
of the Majumdar-Ghosh line, hosting an exact dimer
singlet-product ground state22,23. The phase diagram
in panel (V)66 was studied in search of metamagnetic
phase, which shows a magnetization jump in an ap-
plied magnetic field as observed in several materials like
FexMn1−xTiO3, GdNi2Sb2 and GdCu2Sb2

72–74. Indeed,
C is a multicritical point where the metamagnet merges
with dimer and F phases.

The multicritical point D in the phase diagram (VI)
has further interesting property; it has both the S = 0
ground state and fully polarized S = N/2 ferromagnet
to be perfectly degenerate, and the former is not the
Majumdar-Ghosh product state but another highly en-
tangled state called uniformly distributed resonating va-
lence bond state (UDRVB). Hamada, et.al. discovered
a UDRVB as an exact ground state at J2 = −J1/4,
(J1 < 0) (this F-AF model is called the generalized rail-
road trestle model)75.

2. J1 = 2J2 Γ model

At α ̸= π/2, the finite Γη-terms appear. We particu-

larly focus on the cosβ =
√
1/3 line where the C3 sym-

metry of the unit triangle leads to twice as large zigzag

coupling against the leg couplings, J
⊥/z
1 = 2J

⊥/z
2 and

Γ1 = 2Γ2. When we further take cosα =
√

1/2 the

AF Heisenberg coupling, J⊥
η = Jz

η ≡ Jη is realized at

E. It appears as a multicritical point of the phase dia-
gram of the Heisenberg J1-J2 model with finite Γ term
shown in Fig. 10(c)-(VII)76. Here, we plot it on the
plane of Γη/Jη and ϕ = atan(J2/J1) with J2 = cosϕ
and J1 = sinϕ. The multicritical point E has J1 = 2J2
and Γη =

√
3Jη, where five phases meet, and similarly

to point C it is part of the Majumdar-Ghosh line that
extends from Γη = 0. Our method interpolates point
E with the other two points, D and F within the same
δ = π/4 (Fig. 10(a)). Point D hosting RVB appears at
ϕ = atan(−1/4) where the RVB with S = 0 and the
fully polarized ferromagnetic solution S = N/2 coexist.
The latter extends to larger ϕ toward the endpoint F,
at which we find a decoupled ferromagnetic Heisenberg
chain.

C. Exact solution lines in the phase diagrams

So far we have designed the form of the Hamiltonian
following Case II in §.II A that elucidates the bulk exact
solutions. These solutions appears as “isolated points”,
A-F, in the phase diagrams of Fig. 10(c). However, if we
focus on a given Hamiltonian in each diagram and vary
the model parameters, we find that these points are not
isolated but are connected to the exact solution lines.

To find such lines, we diagonalize the unit cluster

Hamiltonian ĥl, and see how the degeneracy Dg of the
lowest energy manifold changes with model parameters,
which we referred to as Case I. In §.VA we considered
Dg = 6 (M = 2) for multi degenerate solutions at A-
F, which are the tricritical(multicritical) points at which

three phase boundaries meet. In addition, ĥl can have
Dg = 4 (M = 4) along the bold lines of Fig. 10(c)(I)-
(VII). Among them, the solid lines have the bulk ex-
act solution, which include the Majumdar-Ghosh lines or
points, a well-known singlet-product ground state of the
zigzag chain. It is noteworthy that these exactly solved
lines very often coincide with the numerically obtained
phase boundary, e.g. in Fig. 10(c)-(IV),(V), at which F
and spin fluid phases meet. The broken lines do not have
such solutions but connect different multicritical points.
Indeed, in Fig. 10(c)-(VII), we newly find an exact ne-
matic product solution on the broken line inside the ne-
matic phase. This broken line connects the two multi-
critical points, E and D. These results show that the
present framework is useful to clarify the ground state
phase diagram with a very small numerical cost of diag-
onalizing the small unit cluster. It reminds us of a level
spectroscopy analysis that successfully detects the phase
boundary using exact diagonalization77,78.

We notice that these exact ground state solutions dis-
cussed here in Fig. 10 are gapless for the correspond-
ing frustration-free Hamiltonian. Indeed, the ones found
along the XXZ lines are equivalent to the one previously
reported as gapless based on the exact analysis using
anyons30.
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FIG. 11. Solution space of the zigzag spin-1/2 chain based on
a triangular unit with the choice of M = 6 in Eq.(31), where α
is the tangent and β denotes the vertical line as in Fig. 10(a).
For all cases, β = [π/2 : π] range has the same types of
solution as the ones with β = [0 : π/2] and is abbreviated.
The range without any symbols or lines has no exact solution.
δ = π/4, 3π/4 and off these two are shown in different panels.

D. Classification of the exact solutions

1. Degeneracy

There are two important pieces of information in ad-
dition to the phase diagram; whether we have a set of
Hamiltonian and exact solution or not for a given pa-
rameter, and if yes, how the degeneracy grows with N ,
which provides us with the nature of the obtained ground
state.

We focus on a wider range of parameters than we did
in the previous subsection and show the “solution dia-
gram” with information about the types of degeneracy in
Fig. 11(a)-11(c) for δ = π/4, 3π/4 and otherwise. Here,
we consider the zigzag chain with cluster open boundary
(C-OBC), where we leave the edge triangles not to link
to the other edges. We can add a unit triangle one by
one to evaluate DTOBC

N by rankQ iteratively. There are
four types of degeneracy: DN increasing with order-N2,
with Fibonacci sequence, with 2N , and constantDN = 8.
Here, notice that by definition in Eq.(31) once we take
α = 0, π the other two parameters β, δ do not make sense,
and so as β = 0, π about δ.
N2-type degeneracy: The degeneracy increasing in

a square appears in almost the whole region of the di-
agram at δ = π/4 except for a few points. In in-
creasing the number of triangles linked and obtain-
ing the form of Q, we find an iterative relationship,
dim(∩n

l=1Vl)/dim(∩n−1
l=1 Vl) = (n+ 4)(2(n+ 2)) for odd-n

and (n + 5)(2(n + 3)) for even-n with n ≤ Nc = N − 2
for C-OBC. Accordingly, we obtain the exact form,

DTOBC
N =

{
(N + 2)2/4 (even N)

(N + 1)(N + 3)/4 (odd N).
(35)

The degeneracy increasing in powers implies that the sys-
tem is possibly gapless and is found to be a specific mul-
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FIG. 12. (a) Bond dimension χn and (b) EE Sn of the ex-
act MPS solutions of the zigzag spin-1/2 chain with N = 60
C-OBC, obtained at parameters A-F in Fig. 10(a). The re-
sults are averaged over the orthogonalized DN -degenerate so-
lutions.

ticritical point, which is observed previously in some spe-
cific model parameters30,31,33,45. In the standard critical
phase in quantum many-body systems, the ground state
of a finite-size system is unique and has a finite-size gap
that closes with N−1 or N−279. However, when more
than two phases meet at multicritical points, highly de-
generate states can appear as ground states As in Fig. 10
(c)-(III) B, the multicritical point moves away from the
highly symmetric model parameters when we vary α and
β, and our solution can track them.
Fibonacci-sequence: Interestingly, degeneracy can

sometimes form a Fibonacci sequence with increasing N
as 2, 2, 4, 6, 10, 16 · · · , namely

DTOBC
N = 2FN , (36)

where FN+2 = FN+1+FN . These points appear at eight
isolated points, α = 0, π, (α, β) = (π/2, 0), (π/2, π), and

(α, β) = (±π/3, acos(±
√
1/3)) with δ = π/4. This de-

generacy is an Ising-type80, and increases exponentially
with N .
2N -type: Solutions with degeneracy increasing linearly

as DN = 2N appear along the lines of the αβ-plane as
α = π/2 and β = π/2 for all values of δ.
Constant-type: At α = π/2 or β = π/2, the 8-fold

degeneracy appears for N ≥ 4.
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FIG. 13. Distribution of degeneracy of N2-type ground states
of the zigzag chain with C-OBC classified according to the
conservation number. (a) Heisenberg model with SU(2) sym-

metry realized at β = acos(−
√

2/3) at point D. A schematic
illustration of the RVB state is shown on the right panel where
a pair of sites connected by arrows denotes the singlet, and a
pair connected by a broken line is the triplet. (b) XXZ model
(α = π/2, δ = π/4) with U(1) symmetry, classified by the
total Sz where we show only the Sz ≥ 0 part. (c) XYZ model
at α ̸= π/2 having Z2 symmetry. The red and blue numbers
in panels (b) and (c) are those that have +1 and −1 eigen-
values about the mirror operation against the vertical axis of
the center of the cluster.

2. Exact MPS solutions

One can obtain the MPS solutions for this zigzag spin-
1/2 chain as well using the treatment given in §.III. Fig-
ure 12 shows the bond dimension χn and EE Sn for
N = 60 C-OBC solutions obtained for the parameters
A-F. One finds that χn after truncated is basically equiv-
alent to Dn up to n ≤ N/2 that follows Eq.(35), and the
EE follows Sn ∝ lnn.

3. Symmetry and RVB state

As mentioned in §.II B, the exact solutions for a given
N can be classified by the symmetries. Here, we focus on
the N2-type degeneracy solutions found at δ = π/4 for a
zigzag chain with C-OBC (see Figs. 10(a) and 11). The
spins have SU(2) symmetry at A, D, F, U(1) symmetry
at other points along the XXZ line, and Z2 the other
parts of the α-β plane except for a few points.

To understand the origin of degeneracy, it is useful to
classify the solutions according to the conservation num-
bers. This is done by projecting the ground state solu-
tions to the corresponding subspace. In Figs. 13(a)-(c)
we show how the numbers of solutions distribute for a
given N , where total S and total Sz are used for SU(2)
and U(1) cases, respectively. Here, we classify the U(1)
and Z2 cases further by whether they have ±1 eigenvalues
about the mirror operation against the plane perpendic-
ular to the zigzag ladder. The degeneracy at (N,Sz) is
related to either of larger ones at (N − 1, Sz ± 1/2). Al-
though the conservation numbers change, they shall be
related.

We now show that the present analysis helps us clar-
ify the nature of the RVB state at point D. The exact
solution is called RVB given in the form75,

|ΦRVB⟩ =
∑

i1<j1,i2<j2,···
[i1, j1][i2, j2] · · · ,

[i, j] = (|01⟩ − |10⟩)/
√
2, (37)

where the summation is taken over all possible combina-
tions of pairs of sites with no duplication on site indices.
Here, [i, j] is the singlet formed on i, j-th pair of sites,
written as arrows in Fig. 13(b). It was shown that75 the
S = 0 RVB is degenerate with the S = N/2 fully po-
larized state for PBC because this parameter is at the
boundary of the two phases (see Fig. 10(c)-(VI)). A new
finding here is that in C-OBC, all the spin sectors (that
were the excited states in PBC) become degenerate with
S = 0, N/2 and join the ground state; we find that the
number of degeneracy in Eq.(35) comes from the num-
ber of all different total-Sz and total-S sectors given in
Fig. 13(b). Using our MPS solution (see §.III A), we dis-
cover the exact form of the S = 1 state: it is obtained by
replacing the first singlet [i, j] to triplet (i, j) as

|ΦS=1⟩ =
∑

i1<j1,i2<j2,···
(i1, j1)[i2, j2], [i3, j3] · · · . (38)

In the same manner, the S = m state has the form of re-
placing the first m successive singlet in Eq.(37) to triplet
as well. The reason why the states S ̸= 0, N/2 become
the excited state for PBC is that they cannot fulfill the
translational invariance. It is natural to expect all of
them to collapse to the ground state at N → ∞, provid-
ing us with the state beyond the simple RVB.
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VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have proposed a framework to concurrently design
a lattice Hamiltonian and determine an exact ground
state in quantum many-body systems belonging to the
class of frustration-free models. This framework ad-
dresses the challenge of going over the limit of accurately
approximating unbiased ground states, which goes across
both the gapped and gapless, short-entangled to long-
range entangled states, particularly in large-scale systems
where computational costs escalate significantly.

We begin by introducing a unit cluster and catego-
rizing states into two distinct manifolds: one contribut-
ing to the ground state and the other not, belonging to
the lowest energy level and excited levels of the clus-
ter Hamiltonian, respectively. The lattice Hamiltonian is
formulated as a sum of local cluster Hamiltonians with
overlapping clusters. By zeroing out the excited manifold
of the cluster state, the lowest-energy manifold enters the
full many-body lattice wave function.

It is then imperative to entangle the lowest energy
states among different clusters. The key to our frame-
work projects the Hilbert space onto these states over all
clusters, ensuring an unbiased ground state determina-
tion that can be systematically applied across various
models. When further employing the matrix product
state approach, we can progressively expand the system
size and iteratively apply the projection to newly added
clusters to determine their matrices. We can take full
advantage of the techniques developed for matrix prod-
uct states like canonical form or truncation. Given the
precise knowledge that the ground state energy is set to
zero and the positive semidefiniteness of the Hamiltonian,
validating exact solutions is straightforward.

One can systematically search for such Hamiltonians
by parameterizing the lowest energy cluster states as lin-
ear combinations of chosen basis states. This approach
offers various types of models and facilitates connections
between different exact solutions found in various con-
texts. We provide a demonstration using the spin-1/2
zigzag chain, showcasing exact ground states whose de-
generacy increases quadratically with the system size, re-
vealing connections between previously reported phase
diagrams in anisotropic XXZ-type models. As a novel
discovery, we found that the resonating valence bond
(RVB) state of the ferro-antiferro zigzag chain model
previously reported by Hamada et. al.75 exhibits addi-
tional macroscopic degeneracy across all total S-sectors.
This implies the condensation of all allowed numbers of
magnons, suggesting a multi-magnon Bose-Einstein con-
densate atop the RVB sea.

Related work by Batista et al.30,31 has found an ex-
act solution for the antiferromagnetic XXZ model on the
zigzag ladder, exhibiting the same degeneracy as shown
in Eq.(35). They employed a generalized Jordan-Wigner
transformation to map spins to anyons and identified a
BEC ground state of anyons carrying momentum Q, rep-
resented as (aQ)

n(a−Q)
m|0⟩, where the choice of adding

n and m anyons explains the origin of the degeneracy.
It corresponds to the XXZ line of our zigzag chain at
α = π/4 with total Sz = n + m − N/2. They also de-
rived the specific form of the matrix product state (MPS)
solution for Q = 2π/p of bond dimension p − 1. How-
ever, there is no one-to-one correspondence between their
periodic MPS representation and ours, as the MPS rep-
resentation has large facultativity. While their approach
may apply to models with specific conservation numbers
or geometries, such cases are not easily identified. Our
method helps to relate these results with other models as
we did in Fig. 10.

We also demonstrated the application to 2D systems
that exhibit comparable computational costs to the 1D
case. However, in 2D, the bond dimensions can grow
more rapidly than 1D, especially when the overlap of
neighboring clusters is small as n∩ = 1. Notably, on
the kagome lattice, the degeneracy undergoes exponen-
tial growth, but decreasing Dg leads to over-suppression
of the state entanglement. Nonetheless, intriguing states
with exact matrix product state (MPS) solutions of mod-
erate bond dimensions exist. Previously, spin-1/2 model
on the kagome lattice at specific interaction strength,
Jz/J⊥ = −1/2, called XXZ0, was known to exhibit
three-coloring product state45, detected via exact diag-
onalization(ED). It features macroscopic degeneracy at-
tributed to classical frustration effects as three-coloring
patterns discussed previously in the classical kagome
models81–83. However, for larger system sizes, numer-
ous other degenerate ground states exist that defy such
simple product state explanations. The XYZ model also
showcases three-coloring degenerate ground states using
different basis sets33. Although these three-colored states
apply to various lattice geometries, such as sawtooth,
zigzag, and triangular, they possess essentially unique
three-coloring patterns and fail to elucidate the highly
entangled underlying states demonstrated in our study.

These prior works have partially introduced the con-
cept of utilizing cluster states to derive a bulk ground
state in a so-called frustration-free Hamiltonian given by
the positive definite operators26,31,33,45. However, their
methodology relies on conserved quantum numbers for
construction, wherein they define a vacuum state and
introduce fictitious free particles capable of condensa-
tion. These states thus obtained are product states, sim-
ilarly to Majumdar-Ghosh singlet-product state22,23 and
its generalization to 2D frustrated lattices84–86. Another
series of exact solutions in quantum many-body systems
are the long-range entangled states hosted by Kitaev and
toric code models2,3, and several toy models sharing sim-
ilar structures were developed which proved useful to elu-
cidate the nature of such liquid states87,88. As mentioned
in the introduction and in §.II A, there are also series of
works on injective MPS having a translationally invari-
ant form9,37, where it is mathematically proven that for
any given injective MPS one can find a frustration-free
parent Hamiltonian. However, these descriptions are lim-
ited to the gapped unique ground states. Our MPS that
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allows for far more degrees of freedom by imposing min-
imal conditions on the MPS are shown to describe both
the gapless ground states, e.g. A-E in the zigzag spin
1/2-chain, and the topologically ordered ground states
of the toric code, particularly allowing for the determi-
nation of a set of exact ground states of all topological
sectors. We briefly mention that the area-law expected
for MPS is not going to limit the representation of the
finite-N quantum many-body states even at finite tem-
perature both in 1D and 2D known to have a volume
law89,90, consistent with the present findings.
Our protocol for generating matrix product states

proves valuable for systems outside these particular
regimes empirically known. Indeed, physically meaning-
ful models for laboratory studies often necessitate main-
taining the natural and standard form of the Hamilto-
nian, which makes the quantum state intriguing. Im-
portantly, our approach achieves finding some particular
points to be exactly solved in a class of frustration-free
models, without the need for additional numerical ap-
proximations or prior knowledge.

Exact solutions obtained on a large scale provide rigid
theoretical starting points for exploring unknown quan-
tum many-body phases. The spin liquid phase of a
regular Heisenberg kagome antiferromagnet is discussed
about three-coloring solutions45,91, and the quantum scar
states that get rid of thermalization can be studied by
obtaining exact scar tower of states in the integer-spin
1D AKLT is24,92. The present framework can provide a
platform for many such models and helps to clarify the
underlying complexity of quantum many-body states.

Appendix A: Cluster Hamiltonian of a triangle with
antisymmetric exchange term

Here, we extend the parameter space of the choice of
the cluster states from the ones shown in Eq.(31). We in-
clude the parameters λ, µ, ν to have the complex number
of coefficients as

|ξ⇑⟩ = eiλ cosα|000⟩+ i sinα
[
eiµ cosβ|101⟩

+ sinβ
(
eiν cos δ|110⟩+ sin δ|011⟩

)]
,

|ξ⇓⟩ = e−iλ cosα|111⟩ − i sinα
[
e−iµ cosβ|010⟩

+ sinβ
(
e−iν cos δ|001⟩+ sin δ|100⟩

)]
,(A1)

Here, when we apply a local gauge transformation
Uz(θ) = e−iσzθ/2 to rotate the spin xy-axis by θ about
the z-axis, which transforms the up and down spin states

as |0⟩ → e−iθ/2|0⟩ and |1⟩ → eiθ/2|1⟩, we find

ĥl(α, β, δ, λ, µ, ν) → ĥl(α, β, δ, λ− 2θ, µ, ν), (A2)

which does not change the property of the Hamiltonian.
Therefore, we set λ = 0 and focus on the other two pa-
rameters. The resultant coupling constants include sev-
eral terms that are not considered in the main text as

ĥl =
∑

⟨i,k⟩=1,1′,2

∑
η,ζ=x,y,z

jηζik S
η
i S

ζ
k (A3)

with the exchange couplings for ⟨i, k⟩ = ⟨1, 2⟩, ⟨2, 3⟩, and
⟨1, 3⟩ indexed as 1,1’, and 2, respectively. They are given
as

jxx1 = jyy1 = sin2 α sin 2β cos δ cos(ν − µ),

jxy1 = sin2 α sin 2β cos δ cos(ν − µ) + sin 2α sinβ sin δ,

jyx1 = − sin2 α sin 2β cos δ cos(ν − µ) + sin 2α sinβ sin δ,

jzz1 = cos2 α+ sin2 α(− cos2 β + sin2 β sin2 δ),

jxx1′ = sin2 α sin 2β sin δ cosµ− sin 2α sinβ cos δ sin ν,

jyy1′ = sin2 α sin 2β sin δ cosµ+ sin 2α sinβ cos δ sin ν,

jxy1′ = sin2 α sin 2β sin δ sinµ+ sin 2α sinβ cos δ cos ν,

jyx1′ = − sin2 α sin 2β sin δ sinµ+ sin 2α sinβ cos δ cos ν,

jzz1′ = cos2 α+ sin2 α(− cos2 β − sin2 β sin2 δ),

jxx2 = sin2 α sin2 β sin 2δ cos ν − sin 2α cosβ sinµ,

jyy2 = sin2 α sin2 β sin 2δ cos ν + sin 2α cosβ sinµ,

jxy2 = sin2 α sin2 β sin 2δ sin ν + sin 2α cosβ cosµ,

jyx2 = − sin2 α sin2 β sin 2δ sin ν + sin 2α cosβ cosµ,

jz2 = cos2 α+ sin2 α cos 2β. (A4)

In addition to the symmetric Γ-term that have equal
xy and yx elements, the antisymmetric Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya interaction terms like jxy = −jyx appear for this
treatment. This will widely expand the model that pro-
vides the exact solution since the antisymmetric term
ubiquitously appears in materials when the local bond
inversion symmetry is lost.
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