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Abstract

We define a Zs-valued index for stably short-range entangled states of two-dimensional
fermionic lattice systems with charge conservation and time reversal symmetry. The index
takes its non-trivial value precisely if the ‘fluxon’, the state obtained by inserting a w-flux
through the system, transforms under time reversal as part of a Kramers pair. This index
extends the Fu-Kane-Mele index of free fermions to interacting systems.
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1 Introduction

The discovery of the integer quantum Hall effect [39] and its understanding in terms of the
topology of band insulators [51) 3] set the stage for the study of topological phases of matter.
The discovery of the quantum spin Hall effect for time reversal symmetric insulators [32], 31]
quickly led to the recognition that the landscape of topological phases of free fermion insulators
and superconductors is extremely rich, eventually leading to a complete classification in terms
of K-theory, summarised in the periodic table of topological invariants [38] [49].

A natural question is whether the phases identified and classified by the periodic table
of topological invariants survive if interactions are allowed. The answer is no in general [21]
22], but yes at least for those phases for which the topological invariant has a clear physical
interpretation. This is the case for the integer quantum Hall effect where the invariant is a linear
response coefficient. The fact that the Hall conductance is a well-defined quantised invariant
of topological phases of interacting matter was explained early [40] and it is by now very well
understood, in particular in the framework of quantum lattice systems [29] [l [6, 43} [7, [33]. Of
course, the stability of the non-interacting phases comes in general with the appearance of new,
purely interacting ones such as the fractional Hall phases that can also be classified [24].

The invariant that characterises the quantum spin Hall effect is the Zs-valued Fu-Kane-Mele
index [32,[31], 25 26]. It was argued in [48] [47] that this invariant has a physical interpretation in
terms of time reversal transformation properties of defects bound to +7 magnetic fluxes. If the
invariant is non-trivial then these defects form a Kramers pair for the time reversal symmetry.
We review the argument below. While these early works placed some importance on the role
of spin, they all recognized that the invariant is in fact only relying on fermionic time reversal
symmetry: no component of spin must be conserved for the invariant to be meaningful.

Following these ideas we construct a Zs-valued index for short-range entangled states of
two-dimensional interacting lattice fermion systems that are invariant under a fermionic time
reversal symmetry that commutes with a U(1)-symmetry. We show that this index agrees with
the Fu-Kane-Mele index of non-interacting systems, namely for symmetric quasi-free states, and
is stable under locally generated automorphisms that respect the symmetries. In particular, we
show that the quantum spin Hall phase indeed persists in the interacting regime.

1.1 1Idea behind the construction

Let us now summarise the Kramers pair binding idea of [48],47] and describe how our many-body
index is constructed based on this idea.

The systems we consider are interacting generalisations of gapped free fermion Hamiltonians
on the two-dimensional square lattice with a time reversal symmetry .7 that squares to — 1
(Altland-Zirnbauer class AII [I]). Such Hamiltonians come in two topological phases distin-
guished from each other by the Zs-valued Fu-Kane-Mele index. A nice characterisation of the
index is obtained by piercing magnetic flux through the system [I7] as follows. Let ¢ be a
gapped free fermion Hamiltonian such that 729" = J, and let 5 (¢) be the free fermion
Hamiltonian obtained from .7 by inserting flux ¢. Then the spectrum of (¢) inherits the



bulk spectrum of ., but may in addition have eigenvalues in the bulk gap. As a function of ¢,
these eigenvalues form bands within the gap of J# corresponding to modes bound to the mag-
netic flux, see Figure |1l The time reversal symmetry forces the spectra of J#(¢) and S (—¢)
to be equal and for the time reversal invariant fluxes ¢, = 0, +7 the time reversal symmetry
forces all eigenvalues of 7 (¢4 ) to be doubly degenerate due to Kramers pairing. Energy bands
satisfying these constraints come in two classes distinguished from each other as follows. Let Ep
be a generic Fermi energy in the bulk gap of the Hamiltonian .7 (for simplicity we assume that
EF is not an eigenvalue of 57 (¢,)) and let N € Zg be the parity of the number of times a band
crosses the Fermi energy in the interval ¢ € [0,7). Then N is invariant under any homotopy
of the bands that respects the time reversal symmetry constraints. The Fu-Kane-Mele index of
A (w.r.t. the chosen gap) is equal to N. The spectrum of Figure [1| corresponds to an J# with
a non-trivial Fu-Kane-Mele index. This characterisation of the Fu-Kane-Mele index parallels
the characterisation for translation invariant free fermion systems through the bulk-boundary
correspondence [27), 23], [12] where the bands associated to modes bound to the magnetic flux
are replaced by bands formed by edge modes.

¢
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Figure 1: The spectrum of a gapped free fermion Hamiltonian J#(¢) as a function of pierced
flux. The filled grey regions are bulk spectrum. The bands represent spectrum associated to
modes bound to the magnetic flux. The bands cross at time reversal invariant values of the flux
¢ = 0, +7 forming Kramers pairs represented by dots. The spectrum depicted here corresponds
to a non-trivial insulator because for any Fermi energy Er in the bulk gap, the eigenvalue bands
cross Ep an odd number of times (in fact, +1) in the interval ¢ € [0, 7).

We now imagine preparing the system at ¢ = 0 in its ground state where all single particle
states with energy below Er in the bulk gap are occupied, and increasing the flux ¢ adiabatically
from 0 to w. The state is adiabatically transported along this path and at each value of ¢ € [0, 7]
the occupied single particle states are indicated in the left panel of Figure 2l We see that one
mode of the Kramers pair at ¢ = 7 is occupied while the other mode of the pair remains
unoccupied. I instead the flux is decreased from ¢ = 0 to ¢ = —m we get a similar picture,
except that now the other mode of the Kramers pair becomes occupied, see the right panel of
Figure |2l The two states obtained from the ground state by either increasing to flux from 0 to
7 or decreasing the flux from 0 to —m are mapped into each other by time reversal.

Since these two states differ from each other in the occupation of a single Kramers pair it
seems reasonable to suspect that the corresponding many-body states form a Kramers pair.
The results of this paper provide a rigorous justification of this intuition by showing that the
two states obtained by +7 flux insertion are unitary equivalent, and are therefore given by unit
vectors in the same irreducible representation of the observable algebra. We prove that the time
reversal symmetry is implemented in this representation by an antiunitary operator T', and that
the vector representatives of the two states are indeed a Kramers pair for 7'

To define a many-body Zs index for a time reversal and U (1) symmetric state w we therefore
want to construct states w® corresponding to adiabatically inserting 7 or —7 magnetic flux in
the system. Under the assumption that w is a symmetric short-range entangled state one can
construct a Hamiltonian H = ), H, with symmetric terms H, localized near the site z and
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Figure 2: The occupied single particle spectrum (dark) as the ground state at ¢ = 0 is adia-
batically transported from ¢ = 0 to ¢ = 7 (left panel) or to ¢ = —7 (right panel). The states
at + differ only in the occupation of the Kramers pair of modes bound to the +7 flux. The
mode of this Kramers pair that is occupied in the state obtained by adiabatic transport from 0
to m flux is unoccupied in the state obtained by adiabatic transport from 0 to —7 flux and vice
versa.

such that w is the unique gapped ground state of H. Let H(¢) = >, H,(¢) with H,(¢) obtained
from H, by conjugation with the U(1) symmetry restricted to the upper half plane. Since the
H, are symmetric the H,(¢) substantially differ from H, only for those x near the horizontal
axis. The Hamiltonians H(¢) have unique gapped ground states wy related to w by conjugation
by the U(1) symmetry restricted to the upper half plane. The states w, differ from w only
near the horizontal axis. Moreover, w; = w_, since the symmetry is U(1). We then consider
the quasi-adiabatic flow [30] for the family H(¢) (Section [3.1.3)). Since H(¢) only changes as
a function of ¢ near the horizontal axis, the quasi-adiabatic flow acts non-trivially only near
this axis. An important technical merit of the quasi-adiabatic flow is that it is generated by
a local interaction localised near the horizontal axis and so it can be restricted to act non-
trivially only near the left horizontal axis (Section . We define the states wt by acting
with this restricted quasi-adiabatic flow for flux +7 on the ground state. Because we work in
the half-line gauge, both states wt and w™ look like w; = w_, far to the left of the origin
near the left horizontal axis, and look like w far from the origin and away from the left axis, see

Figure[3] Under the assumption that w is short-range entangled it follows that the states w® are
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Figure 3: The geometry of flux insertion. In the half-line gauge, the electric field E generated
by the time-dependent flux ¢(t) exists only along the left half-line, affecting the state only in
the vicinity of that line. The states w® are the result of the process ¢ = 0 — ¢ = +m.

unitarily equivalent (Proposition . The states w* therefore have unit vector representatives
QF € H in the GNS representation (7, ) of either of them. Since they are time reversal images
of each other, time reversal is implemented in the representation by an anti-unitary operator
T (Lemma , and T2 implements fermion parity. It turns out that either 72Q+ = QF
or T?2QF = —Q%F (|3.14). The first possibility correspond to a trivial index while the second
possibility corresponds to a non-trivial Zs index. In the non-trivial case we have that Q— = TQ"
and Q7 form an orthogonal Kramers pair for 7.



1.2 Organisation of the paper

The paper is organised as follows. In Section [2] we give precise definitions of the fermionic lattice
systems and the class of pure states on these systems that we will study. We then state our
main theorem: That there is a Zs-valued index associated to these states, that this index is
stable under locally generated automorphisms which respect the symmetries, and that this index
extends the Fu-Kane-Mele index for non-interacting quantum spin Hall effect. The rest of the
paper is devoted to proving the main theorem. In Section [3] we define the index of a symmetric
short-range entangled (SRE) state by carrying out the construction sketched above. In Section
[ we first prove that the index is well-defined in the sense that it is independent of various
choices made in the definition. We then turn to its properties, namely multiplicativity under
stacking and stability under locally generated automorphisms that respect the symmetries. We
also show that symmetric product states have trivial index which allows us to extend the index
to stably SRE states. Section [5|is devoted to the non-interacting situation. We first show that
all translation-invariant, time reversal invariant quasi-free states are stably SRE and therefore
have a well defined index. We then prove that our index agrees with the Fu-Kane-Mele index
for translation invariant non-interacting spin Hall states. The next Section [6] collects these
results to prove the main theorem. The appendices are devoted to some technical results. In
Appendix [A] we prove a transitivity result for fermionic SRE states that is used in Section [3]
to show that the +7 flux states are unitarily equivalent. In Appendix [B] we describe the free
fermion analogue of the adiabatic flux insertion used in Section [f]

2 Setup and results

2.1 Observable algebras

Let A be the CAR algebra over [2(Z?;C"), i.e. A is the C*-algebra generated by an identity
element and annihilation operators {a; },ez2 i—1.... », that satisfy the canonical anticommutation
relations

{Gnin g} = (@0} =0, {ans ) = duydiy (2.1)

for all sites x,y € Z? and all i,j = 1,--- ,n. For any I  Z? we denote by Ar the unital C*-
subalgebra of A generated by the {a; ;}zeri=1,... n. We also write A, = Ay for any site z € 72
The fermion parity is the *-automorphism 6 of A uniquely determined by 6(a;;) = —ag,; for
allz € Z? and all i = 1,--- ,n. We have §(Ar) = Ar for all ' ¢ Z2. An operator O € A is
called even if 0(0O) = O, odd if 6(O) = —O and homogeneous if it is either even or odd. For
any I' © Z? the subset of even operators of Ar is a C*-subalgebra of Ar which we denote by
AIJE. We will write I' € Z? to mean that I is a finite subset of Z2. If A € Ar for some I' € Z?
then A is said to be a local operator. The union of all local operators is a *-subalgebra of A
which we denote by A°C. Tt is dense in the topology of the C*-norm, see [14].

If A is the CAR algebra over 1?(Z%; C") and A’ is the CAR algebra over 1?(Z?;C") then
we denote by AQ® A’ the CAR algebra over 12(Z%;C"*"") which contains A and A’ as unital
subalgebras. This algebra describes the system obtained by stacking the systems described by
A and A’ on top of each other.

2.2 Locally generated automorphisms

For any = € Z? and any r € N we let B,(r) := {y € Z? : dist(x,y) < r} be the ball of radius r
centered at x. Let F be the collection of non-increasing, strictly positive functions f : Rt — R*
such that lim, o 7P f(r) = 0 for all p > 0. An operator A € A is said to be f-localised near a
site z € Z? if there is a sequence of operators A, € Ag, () such that [|A — A.| < f(r)|A| for all
r € N. Any operator that is f-localised near some site for some f € F is called an almost local



operator. The almost local operators form a *-subalgebra of A which we denote by A?!. Since
Aloc = A2l the algebra of almost local operators is norm-dense in A.

A 0-chain Fis amap Z? 5 x — F, € A* such that F, is even and self-adjoint, sup,, | Fy| < o
and such that each F} is f-localised near = for the same f € F. We say that F' is an f-local
0-chain. For any A € A* the sum [F, A] := Y _;2[Fy, A] converges in norm to an element of
A?. Hence, to every 0-chain corresponds a derivation 67 of the dense subalgebra .A* which
generates a one-parameter family of automorphisms o with s € R called the time evolution
generated by I and defined by of = id and —i (daf'(A)/ds) = of ([F, A]) for all A € A% and
seR.

Let us generalise this to a time-dependent setting. A family of 0-chains F'(s) for s € R is
called a time-dependent interaction (TDI) if sup, , [F:(s)| < o0 and for any so € R, there is
an f € F such that F(s) is an f-local O-chain for all |s| < sp. We assume moreover that the
map s — F,(s) is norm continuous for all = € Z2. As above, a TDI F generates a strongly
continuous family of automorphisms af" of A for s € R which is given by

ol (A) = A+ if dual ([F(u), A]) (2.2)
0

for all A € A%, Equivalently, af(A) is the unique solution of the initial value problem

—i%af(A) = af'([F(s), A]) with af'(A) = A. An important consequence of the Lieb-Robinson

bound [42] is that
aof (Aal) < A%, (2.3)

see e.g. [9, 40].

Definition 2.1. An automorphism « of A is a locally generated automorphism (LGA) if it is
of the form o = af for a finite s > 0 and a TDI F.

For any I' = Z? the map F' defined by F! = xr(z)F} is again a TDI. Since TDIs are formal
sums of even operators we have that af o6 = 6 o af” for any TDI F and any s € R.

The set of LGAs is a group since (af )~! and of o off are LGAs, generated by the TDIs
—af (F(t)) and G(t) + (af) "1 (F(t)) respectively. The group is non-abelian with

F
of oaf =af D oaf, (2.4)

see [8], [34].

2.3 Symmetries

The charge at site x € Z? is the self-adjoint operator Q, := Dy a;iam. Clearly, each Q.
is an even self-adjoint operator of norm n supported on {z} so @ is a 0-chain. We denote by

r
pPs = ag the corresponding LGAs. Similarly, we let pg = ag for any I' = Z? and note that

pg (Ap) = Ap for any I', TV < Z2. Moreover, since @, has integer spectrum,

L —id (2.5)
and hence pg yon = pg for any ¢ € R. We shall refer to these automorphisms as U(1) transfor-
mations. We note that the commutation relation [Qz, ay ;] = —ag,; implies that

pr=0. (2.6)

We also equip A with an antilinear automorphism 7 such that

2 =, (2.7)



which we call (fermionic) time reversal. We further assume that its action is local in the sense
that 7(Ar) = Ar for all T' = Z2. Finally, we assume that 7(Q,) = Q. for all z € Z2. It follows
from this and the antilinearity of 7 that

TOpy=p_gpOT (2.8)

for all ¢ € R.

We call (A, 1) a fermion system with time reversal. If (A, 7) and (A’, 7’) are fermion systems
with time reversal, then (A® A’, 7 ®7') is again a fermion system with time reversal.

We say that a TDI F' is time reversal symmetry preserving if 7(F;(s)) = —Fy(s) for all s € R
and all x € Z2. Similarly, we say the TDI F' is U(1) symmetry preserving if ps(Fy(s)) = Fx(s)
for all ¢ € R, all s € R and = € Z2. A TDI that is simultaneously time reversal and U(1)
symmetry preserving is called a symmetry preserving TDI. If F is a symmetry preserving TDI
then the associated family of automorphisms of are called symmetry preserving LGAs, and

S
satisfy p¢oaf opd_)1 =roalorl =al.

2.4 Symmetric short-range entangled states

Let (A, 7) be a fermion system with time reversal. A state ¢ : A — C is called homogeneous if

Yol =1,

time reversal invariant if B
Yot =1

where 1) is the antilinear map A 3 A > ¢(A) = ¢(A*) € C, and U(1)-invariant if
Popy =1

for all ¢ € R. If a state is simultaneously homogeneous, time reversal invariant, and U(1)-
invariant, then we call the state symmetric. A pure state g is said to be a pure product state
if the restriction of ¥y to each A, is pure.

Definition 2.2. (i) A statet) : A — C is short-range entangled (SRE) if there is a homogeneous
pure product state 1y and an LGA « such that ¥ = iy o a.

(ii) A state ¢ : A — C is stably SRE if there is a homogeneous product state 1y on an auziliary
fermion system A’ such that 1 @1 is SRE.

Note that a (stably) SRE state is necessarily pure and homogeneous.

If A is equipped with a time reversal and the SRE state is symmetric, we call it a symmetric
SRE state on (A, 7). A stably SRE state is called symmetric if, additionally, the stabilising
product state 1y can be chosen symmetric w.r.t. a time reversal 7/ on A’. If 1) is a symmetric
SRE state on (A,7) and v’ is a symmetric SRE state on (A’,7) then ¥ ®v’ is a symmetric
SRE state on (A® A", 7®7").

2.5 Examples : Non-interacting electrons with spin

We consider a single-particle Hilbert space K, = [2(Z%; C?*™) ~ [2(Z?) ® C>™ for some positive
integer m. We write the internal space as C*™ = C2 ® C™ and fix an orthonormal tensor
product basis {€si}sef1,]},icf1,,m}- We think of the label o as a spin-1/2 degree of freedom.
Denote by {6} 4cz2 the orthonormal position basis of [?(Z?). Then the vectors {J, ® e} form
an orthonormal basis of ;. Denote by J# the complex conjugation on K, with respect to
this basis, and let % be the unitary given by

1

0
%:]@{—1 0

] ®1 (2.9)

7



with respect to the tensor product decomposition K,, = 12(Z%) ® C> @ C™. We define an
antiunitary time-reversal by

T = XU (2.10)

which satisfies .72 = — 1.

Let A be the CAR algebra over KCp,,. Then 7(a(f)) = a(T'f) defines a fermionic time reversal
on A, i.e. 72 = 6 and for any I' c Z? we have 7(Ar) = Ar, so (A, 7) is a fermion system with
time reversal.

Let & be an orthogonal projection on KC;,. The functional defined by

wp(a™(fw) -+ a*(fi)a(gr) - algn)) = dw n det (i 2 f5)15-1) (2.11)

and extended to A by linearity is a pure U(1)-invariant quasi-free state which we call the state
corresponding to &.

2.5.1 The empty product state

Consider the trivial projection & = 0 on the single particle space IC,,. Then the corresponding
quasi-free state Wempty = wo is characterized by wempty (Qz) = 0 for all z € 72. Tt follows that
Wempty 1S @ product state because it restricts to each A, as the unique state on A, with zero
expectation value for @,. Since 7 ZT* = & we see that wempty is time reversal invariant, so
Wempty 1S a symmetric product state.

2.5.2 Quasi-free translation invariant spin Hall states

Let us consider the single particle Hilbert space Ky = [2(Z?; C? ® C?) where the first C? is the
spin-1/2 degree of freedom, and the second C? is some additional internal degree of freedom.

Using the Fourier transform we identify Ky = 1?(Z?; C? ® C?) with L?*(T; C?> ® C?) where T
is the Brillouin torus. Let us further identify L?(T;C?® C?) ~ L*(T;C?)@® L*(T; C?) where the
first summand corresponds to o =7 and the second summand corresponds to o =] .

Let 21 : T — Proj(C?) be an analytic projection valued map of rank 1, which can be
interpreted as a projection on L2(T;C2). Note that E = {(k,v) € T x C2 : v € Ran2?'(k)}
describes a line bundle over the torus. We define the Chern number Ch(2') of 2! as the

Chern number of this line bundle. Denote by P = % the complex conjugate of 21 using
the conjugation . Then X X R
Psu(k) = 21 (k) ® 2 (k) (2.12)

defines an analytic projection valued map of rank 2 which satisfies 7 Psp (k) T* = P (—k)
by construction. By Fourier transform we obtain the corresponding projection Psy = 2@ 2!
on Ko which satisfies 7 Psy.T* = Pgu. The corresponding quasi-free state wsg = wy,, on
A is time reversal invariant. We call any state of this form a quasi-free translation invariant
spin Hall state. To avoid possible confusion here, we note that with this definition, a spin Hall
state may be topologically trivial in the sense that it has both vanishing Chern number and
trivial Fu-Kane-Mele Z; index, see Section

For later use we note that the analyticity of Psu implies that Pgp is exponentially local,
i.e. there are constants C,n > 0 such that

(00 ® €0,y P by ® er jo| < Ce =l (2.13)

for all z,y € Z2, all 0,0’ € {1]}, and all 4,j € {1,2}. We use the norm |z|; = |z1| + |22 to
measure spatial distances.

A typical example of the above setting is the Kane-Mele model without Rashba term and
staggered chemical potential, see [27, Section 3.2]. In Section we will show that

Lemma 2.3. Quasi-free translation invariant spin Hall states are stably SRE.



2.6 Symmetry protected phases

Definition 2.4. Two symmetric states wy and wy defined on the same system (A, T) are called
equivalent if there is a symmetry preserving LGA a of A such that wy = wy o a.

We say that a symmetric SRE state (wo, A, 7) is a symmetric product state if wy is a product
state. We call two symmetric states (w1,.41,71) and (we, A2, 72) stably equivalent if there are
symmetric product states (w}, A}, 7]) and (wh, A, ) such that (w1 ®w}, A; ® A}, 71 ®7]) and
(we @ Wh, As ® AL, 72, ®T4) are equivalent.

Denote by P the class of all symmetric stably SRE states. Equivalence and stable equivalence
are equivalence relations on P. If wy,wy € P are stably equivalent then we write wi ~ wo. The
stable equivalence classes of P are called symmetry protected topological (SPT) phases. Note
that any two symmetric product states are stably equivalent. The equivalence class containing
any symmetric product state is called the trivial phase.

2.7 The many-body Z,-index

With these definitions, we can now state our main theorem which posits the existence of a Zs-
valued index associated with any symmetric stably SRE state. The empty and spin Hall states
described in Section give examples of symmetric stably SRE states for which the index takes
its two possible values. The index is multiplicative under stacking, and it is an invariant under
the action of symmetry preserving LGAs and therefore constant on SPT phases. The theorem
thus shows that there are two distinct such phases.

Theorem 2.5. There is a map Inds : P — Zo = {+1, —1} such that:

1. If wo is a product state then Indy(wp) = +1.

If wsy is a spin Hall state, then Inda(wsy) = (—1)CMZ1),
2. For any w1, ws € P, Inda (w1 ®ws) = Indy(wy) x Inda(ws).
3. Let wi,ws € P. If w1 ~ wa then Inda(wy) = Inda(ws).

While we prove that our index generalizes the Fu-Kane-Mele index of the translation-
invariant quantum spin Hall states, the same methods of Section [5| could be used to extend
the equivalence to translation-invariant cases without spin conservation since the K-theory clas-
sification is known to be complete [38], [16].

3 Definition of the index

Throughout this section we fix a symmetric SRE state (w,.A, 7) on a fermion system with time
reversal and let o = af” be an LGA and wy a homogeneous product state such that w = wp o .
3.1 Flux insertion

We first describe a construction which models the adiabatic insertion of a magnetic flux ¢
piercing the plane.

3.1.1 Unique gapped ground states

Definition 3.1. A pure state w is a ground state of a 0-chain F if

w(A*[F,A]) =0, VAe A . (3.1)



The pure state w is a locally unique gapped ground state of F' with gap A if moreover
w(A*[F, A]) = Aw(A*A) (3.2)
for all A e A°° for which w(A) = 0.

It follows by density that if w is a locally unique gapped ground state with gap A, then
l ) hold for all A in the domain of the derivation 6%, and in particular for all A € 42!

3.1.2 Symmetric parent Hamiltonian for w

Here we show the existence of a symmetric parent Hamiltonian for the symmetric SRE state w
which we can use to describe the flux insertion process.

Definition 3.2. A 0-chain H is a symmetric parent Hamiltonian for a symmetric pure state
w if w is a locally unique gapped ground state of H and H, = py(H,) = 7(H,) for all x and all
¢ e R.

Lemma 3.3. The symmetric SRE state w has a symmetric parent Hamiltonian.

Proof. Since wy is a homogeneous product state there is a 0-chain H(® such that Hg(go) € Ay
is even for each z € Z? and wy is the unique gapped ground state of H(®) with gap one. Since
w = wp o @ we claim that w is the unique gapped ground state of the 0-chain H’ with gap one,
where H! := ail(Hg(go)). Indeed, since a(A) € A% the series > ;2 [H;O),a(A)] converges in
norm, and therefore [H', A] = > > [a_l(H;S;O)), Al = cm a([Hg(CO), a(A)]) is also convergent
since a is an automorphism. But then w(A*[H’, A]) = wo(a(A)*[H© a(A)]) = 0 for all
A e A° by the remark after Definition Hence w is a ground state of H'. If H' has another
ground state w’, then w’ o a~! would be a ground state of Hy, and so w is the unique ground
state of H'. That it is gapped follows by a similar argument. Note that the H, are still even,
but they may not be symmetric since « is in general not symmetric. Therefore, we average H),
over the time reversal and U(1) symmetries to obtain a symmetric 0-chain H:

1 2m , ,
Hy = - L do pg (H, + 7(H})) - (3.3)

Since w is a symmetric state,

A H A = - [ dow(p-ol )" [(H + 7(H2)) p-o(4)]) (3.4

and the integrand is greater than 2w(A*A) for all A such that w(A) = 0 since w is a gapped
ground state of H'. Hence w is a locally unique gapped ground state of H with gap one. O
3.1.3 U(1) transformations on half-planes and quasi-adiabatic generators

A half-line in R? is determined by a base point a € R? and a non-zero direction vector v € R2.
To any half-line [ = (a,v) we can associate a half-plane (with marked boundary)

hy:={zeR?: (z—a)- (Rv) >0} (3.5)

where R is the clockwise rotation by 7/2. In the following, we will use the same notation for a
subset S < R? and S n Z? c Z2.

Let h = h; be the half-plane associated to the half-line [ = (a,v) and consider for any
symmetric 0-chain H the 0-chains H"? with

HYM =" (Hy). (3.6)

10



Since each H, is time reversal and U (1) invariant, and using 7 o pg =ph s © T, we find that the
H' are U(1) invariant and T(Hg]}’(b) = Hh,
If H is a symmetric parent Hamiltonian of a symmetric pure state w then w™? := w o pg

is the locally unique gapped ground state of H"? with gap one for all ¢ € R. It follows that
the states w™® are related to w = w™° by the quasi-adiabatic flow [46], see also [30, 28, [10} 45],
which we briefly recall. Let

w2t = [Laewo ot ()

where W : R — R is an odd bounded function such that limsyo [¢[PW () = limyo [EHPW (—t) = 0
for all p € N and such that its Fourier transform W (FE) equals —i/E whenever |E| > 1. Then:

1. The family K;‘H(@ defines a TDI K"H,

(3.7)

2. There is g € F such that
|52 (9)] < g(dist(a, oh) (3.8)

for all € Z? and all ¢ € R.

3. We have
K (6) = py (K1 (9)) = 0(K1M (9) = 7 (K1 (~0)) (3.9)
for all € Z? and all ¢, ¢’ € R.

Points 1 and 2 are standard consequences of the Lieb-Robinson bound, the fast decay of W
and the U(1) invariance of all H,. The first two equalities of 3 follow from U(1) invariance
while the last equality follows from the antilinearity of 7 through 7 (W(t)atH e (0 H£’¢)> =
W ()™ (05H ™) and the fact that W is odd.

The TDI K™ is called the quasi adiabatic generator for the family H™?. It generates a

quasi-adiabatic flow ag’H := o which has the following crucial property:

Wwh® = wo aZ’H (3.10)

for all ¢, where again w = w™?. In other words, the quasi-adiabatic flow aZ’H implements the
U(1) transformations pg on the state w. Unlike the U(1) transformations p(’; whose generator is

supported on the full half-plane h, the generator of the quasi-adiabatic flow K™ is supported
only near the line 0h, see (3.8)).

3.1.4 Defect states

The above construction allows us to define an automorphism that corresponds to inserting a
magnetic flux at the point @ in the plane. Let [ = (a,v) be any half-line with base point a. We
define a TDI Kb as a restriction of the TDI K™ as follows:

) (3.11)
0 otherwise
for all ¢ € R. We denote by

ILH LH
A = o
the LGA it generates, and we shall refer to such LGAs as fluz insertion automorphisms. We
define defect states by

I,H,p

whth? = wOfyé’H. (3.12)

As emphasized by the notation, the states w>>% depend on the symmetric parent Hamiltonian
H, on the choice of half-line I, and on the flux ¢.

11



Lemma 3.4. Let H be a symmetric parent Hamiltonian of w and let | be a half-line. For any
0,9’ € R we have

)

LH LH ILH ILH LH LH
Vg 0Py =Py oy, Vg o0=007" and vy oT=Tov",. (3.13)
It follows in particular that

Wb — yLHP o Py = whH. =% o 1. (3.14)

Proof. The first two identities are immediate consequences of (3.9). For the last one, we let

:Yé;H =7"1o ”Y;’H o7. Then for any Ae A

sty = 4 [ a5 (0 ), ) 515

where we used the antilinearity of 7=!. By , T UK (¢) = 7(KYH (¢)) = KW (—¢).
Hence, ’yé;H(A) solves the same equation as *yl;g(A), and since A is arbitrary we conclude
that 71 o ,yé;H oT = 'yl_g indeed. The identity wh™? = WhH:® o py is now immediate. As for
the last one, we use the invariance of w under parity § = 72 to conclude that

’¢_WOT20’}/ZH—(/JO7'O’)/I;OT—WO’)/IH oT (3.16)

since w is time reversal invariant. O

3.1.5 Locality

We conclude this section with a locality result for LGAs generated by TDIs satisfying (i3.8)).
Let | = (a,v) be a half-line. For any < € (0,27), the open subset of R? given by

={zeR?: (x—a)-v> |z —a|cos(s/2)}. (3.17)
will be called the cone with apex at a € R?, axis v € R? of unit length, and opening angle <.

Lemma 3.5. Let | be a half-line and let Aj¢ be a cone. Let F' be an f-local TDI. Assume
moreover that there is g € F such that |Fy|| < g(dist(x,1)) for all z € Z2. Then for any so € R
and any < € (0,2m), there is h € F such that

o' (A) — A < [Alla(r) (3.18)

for all |s| < sp and all A€ .AAL A Ba(r)e- Moreover, the same holds if A is replaced by ag(A) for
any TDI G.

Proof. For the duration of the proof, we write A = A; and A = Ay /2, see Figure If

Figure 4: The sets forming the keyhole.
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x € AU B,(5) belongs to the ‘keyhole’” then
[[F2, Alll = [[Fe = Frdist(@,pcnBa(r)e), Al < 2[ AlLf (dist(z, A ~ Ba(r)°) (3.19)
since F}. is f-localized near x, see Section On the other hand, if z € A Bqa(5)¢, then
[[F, Al < 2 Ex[[ | All < 2] Allg(dist(, 1)) (3.20)

We now sum these estimates over z. If 2 € By(5), then (dist(z, AN Bq(r)¢) = 5. Ifw € A\Ba(%),

then (dist(z, A° N By(r)¢) = §|z|. Hence,

r
3

SoiE Al <24l G Y 1)) (321)

xe]\uBa(%) zel,|z|>r/2

which is bounded above by 2||A|f(r) for some f € F. For the complement of the keyhole, we
have that dist(z,1) > ¢|z| and so by assumption

Y EAll<214] ) g(%vaH) (3.22)

:re]\cmBa(%)c zele ||z|>r/2
which is again bounded by 2| A||(r) for some § € F. We conclude that there is i € F such that
I, A]l < [A[R(r). (3.23)

The first claim of the lemma now follows from ([2.2)). For the second claim, it suffices to use (2.4])
to conclude that

o (af(A4) = af(A)] = [(af) ' o al 0 al(4) = A] = [l F)(4) — 4] (3.24)

T

and note that (a&)~!(F) is a TDI satisfying the assumptions of the lemma. O

3.2 Defect states at =7 flux

For the remainder of this section we fix a half-line [ and a symmetric parent Hamiltonian H

of w, and write w® := WHET These two states correspond to inserting a +m magnetic flux

defect into w. Our main goal is to show that these states are unitary equivalent and related
to each other by time reversal. We can then study the transformation properties of vector
representatives of these states under time reversal, finally leading to the definition of the index.

3.2.1 Almost local equivalence

We show that the states w® are almost local perturbations of each other, which will imply by
the results of Appendix [A]that they are unitarily equivalent through an operator that is almost
local.

Definition 3.6. Let f € F and let ¢ and 1)’ be states on A. We say 1 and ¢)' are f-close if
for all r > 0 we have
[$(A) = (A)] < F(A] VAe Ag,.. (3.25)

The state 1) is an almost local perturbation of the state 1 if 1,4’ are f-close for some f € F.
Recall that w = wg o a for some a = o and define homogeneous states
ot = wt o (@onbi)L, (3.26)
It follows immediately from these definitions that

ot = wo, W =wpoao 'yl_’frl o (fyir’H)_l oa l. (3.27)
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Lemma 3.7. Let A = Ay . There is f € F such that for any A € Akrcha(r)c v Ak)mea(r)c we
have

@7 (4) = &*(4)] < F()]I A (3.28)
for all v > 0.

Proof. In this proof, f stands for a function in F and it changes from equation to equation. We
write @~ = wp o 3, where 3 := ao*yl_H (%ITH) 1o . Let first A€ A n By(r)°. Let h =Ny
be the half-plane associated to the half-line [ = (a, v) and let

B=aoca o (aZ’H)fl oa L (3.29)

™

We claim that

BA) - )| < £l (3.30)

where f is independent of A. We first prove the claim with the replacements B — ’yl,f o ﬁfrH) !
5

hH (ag’H)71 The

- since this yields the claim by the second part of Lemma [3.

and f — o

family of automorphisms (fyé;H)fl o aZ’H is an LGA generated by

(K™ (9) — K (6)) +i(afy™) | fo " qualit ([ KM () - KV (), (0 w)]) | (330

see e.g. [8, Lemma 5.4]. If we denote by —I the half-line —I = (a, —v), we have that K" —
KMH — K=bH which satisfies the assumptions of Lemma hence so does the TDI (3.31)).
The Lemma (with A replacing A€ since it is applied to the cone A¢) shows that

|6y o (@) () — (@) ()| < s (3.2

for all A € A n B,(r)¢. Similarly, fyégH o (aZ’H)_ is generated by a (Kh H(p) — Kb (9))
which implies that
-1
A=A o (™)) < ()AL (3.33)

These estimates yield the claim (3.30)) since

o (5T) T (A) = ot o () THA)| = A= kT (E) T o a0 (al ) T (a)|
< A=A o (™) THA)| + |25 o ()T (A) = kT o (1) T o ai o (o) ().
Now note that
woa o (a7 = o (ol )T = W o (o H) T =, (3.34)

where the first and last equalities are by the definition of the states (3.10|) and the second one
follows from w" ™™ = wo pr = wo p_r = W™, Tt follows that wy o B = wy = @+ and so for all
A€ An By(r)¢ we find

57 (4) — " (A)] = |wo o ((B - ﬂ)(A))\ < f()]A]- (3.35)

If A e A°n By(r)¢, then Lemma implies that H('yé)’H) — A|| < f(r)|A|| by similar
arguments and therefore that

134) - 4| < r())4] (3.36)

instead of (3.30)), with the same conclusion as above since wg = @w™. O
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Proposition 3.8. There erists a homogeneous unitary U € A such that wt = w™ o Ad[U].

Proof. Since @™ = wyp is a product state, it follows from Lemma and Lemma that the
homogeneous state @™ is an almost local perturbation of &, see Definition By Lemma
this implies that there is a homogeneous unitary U € A* such that @+ = @~ o Ad[U]. Recalling
that w® = ot o (a0 yf;H), we have that

wh =@T o (aorb) =57 0 Ad[U] o (ao~yh) = &~ o (ao~yh) o Ad[U] = w™ o Ad[U] (3.37)
where U = (a0 ’yfr’H)_l(ﬁ) is again almost local by 1) and is homogeneous since a and ’yfr’H
commute with parity. O

3.2.2 GNS representation and time reversal

Let (II,H, Q%) be the GNS triple of w® and fix a homogeneous unitary U € A* such that
wt = w™ o Ad[U], which exists be Proposition Then the unit vector Q~ := II(U) Q"
represents the state w™:

w (A) =7, II(A) Q™) (3.38)

for all A e A. We now investigate the transformation properties of the vectors QF under time
reversal. To this end we first note the following general fact.

Lemma 3.9. Let v : A — C be a pure state that is invariant under an antilinear automorphism
T: A— A, namely vor = v. Let (II,,H,,Q,) be the GNS triple of v. Then there exists a
unique antiunitary operator T’ acting on H, such that T, = Q, and

TIL(A)T* =11, (7(A)) (3.39)
for all Ae A.

Proof. Let K be a conjugation on H,, such that K, = €,,. Then the map f[,, = AEI[K]oHVOT :
A — B(H,) is a (linear) *-representation of A on H,. Moreover, €, is cyclic for IT,, and

(Q,,11,(A) Q) = dL,(7(A)KQ, KQ,) = v(r(A)) = v(A) (3.40)

for all A € A. It follows that (IZIV,’HV, Q,) is a GNS triple for v. By uniqueness of the GNS
representation, there is a unique unitary V such that VQ, = €, and

I, (A) = VIL,(A)V*. (3.41)
This is equivalent to
I, (7(A)) = (KV) L (A) (KV)*, (3.42)

and (KV)Q, = Q,. Hence (3.39) holds for the choice T'= KV.
If T" were another antiunitary that satisfies the conditions of the lemma, then 77 = KV’ for
a unitary V/ = KT, and V'Q, = Q,. Moreover,

V'L (A) (V')* = KT'IL,(A) (T')* K = (Ad[K] o II, o 7)(A) = I, (A). (3.43)

Since V' was the unique unitary with these properties, we conclude that V' = V and therefore
T' = KV' = KV =T, showing uniqueness. O

With this in hand, we come back to our specific setting with (I, H, Q") the GNS triple of
wt and Q7 € H given by Q™ =II(U)QT.
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Lemma 3.10. There is a unique antiunitary T acting on the GNS Hilbert space H such that
Q™ =TOQ" and such that T implements time reversal, i.e.

I(7(A)) = TII(A)T* (3.44)
for all Ae A.
Proof. The unitary U € A is such that
w™ =w’ o Ad[U*]. (3.45)
Since w* = w= o7 by Lemma it follows that
w™ =w- oToAd[U*]. (3.46)

In other words, the antilinear automorphism 7 = 7 o Ad[U*] leaves the state w™ invariant. By

Lemma it follows that there is a unique antiunitary 7" such that
I(7(A)) = TI(A)T* (3.47)
for all A€ A, and TQ~ = Q™. It follows that TTI(U)Q" = TQ~ = Q™ and
II(7(A)) = I1(7 0o Ad[U](A)) = TI(U)IL(A)IL(U*)T* (3.48)

for all A e A. We see that T := TTI(U) satisfies the requirements of the lemma.
Suppose now that 7" is another such operator. Then 7" = T'II(U*) satisfies

T'TL(A)(T")* = I(( 0 Ad[U*])(A)) = TI(F(A)) (3.49)

and T'Q~ = T'TII(U*)Q~ = T'Q* = Q. The uniqueness of T implies that 77 = T and hence
T =T. O

3.2.3 The states w' and w™ have the same parity

With these preliminary constructions, we can now prove a property that is essential to the
definition of the index: that the defect states w* have the same parity.

Recall that (IT, H, Q%) is the GNS triple of w* and we fixed a homogeneous unitary U e .A4?!
such that w™ = w™ o Ad[U], whose existence is guaranteed by Proposition Let O~ =
II(U)Q" be the corresponding vector representative of w™. Since w™ is homogeneous there is a
unique unitary © € B(H) such that

ent =0*,  TI(6(A)) = OTI(4) &* (3.50)

for all A € A. The fact that w™ is also homogeneous implies that 27 is an eigenvector of the
operator ©* = O (since ©2 = 1). We conclude that ©Q~ = +Q~. We note that the property
00" = QT is really a choice of the overall sign of O, so the eigenvalue +1 above should be
understood as relative to that choice.

Lemma 3.11. Let © be such that hold. Then ©Q~ = Q™ and there is an even unitary
Ue A% such that wt = w™ o Ad[U].

In the following, we shall say that two states have the same parity whenever they are, as
above, unitarily equivalent through an even unitary element of the algebra.
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Proof. Let T be the antiunitary operator on H provided by Lemma Since w' is invariant
under the 27-periodic family of automorphisms pg for ¢ € R there is a unique strongly continuous

1-parameter group of unitaries Vg € B(#H) that implement the U(1) transformations, namely
Vot = QF and

VAII(AYVE = T(py(A)) (3.51)
for all A e A. The map ¢ — Vj is 2m-periodic and such that V = 1. Since w™ is also invariant
under py, and II is irreducible since w* is pure, we have V,Q~ = e"?Q)~ for all ¢ € R and some
n € 7.

The 2m-periodic family of unitaries ‘7¢ = e IO VT implements 71 o py o7 = p_g4 in the
GNS representation:

V(A = T*V,TI(A)T*VET =TI(77" 0 py 0 7(A)) = T(p_y(A)). (3.52)
Moreover,
VogQFt =™ T*V_,TQY =™ T*V_, Q™ =™ T*e™ Q™ = QF, (3.53)

where we used antilinearity of T*. It follows from uniqueness of the V;; that f/_d, = Vj, in other
words, .
Vy=e"T*V_,T. (3.54)

Now note that V; = © by uniqueness of O, and since 72 = § we have that the unitary 72
also implements parity in the GNS representation. It follows that T2 = \@ for some \ € U(1).
In particular, 72 = \V,, commutes with Vg for all ¢ € R. Using (3.54) twice yields

Vy =™ T* (e T*Vy T) T = ™ (T*)2V, T? = *™ V), (3.55)

for all ¢ € R. We conclude that n = 0, so Q™ =V, Q™ = Q7 as required.

The existence of a homogeneous unitary U € A* such that w™ = w™ o Ad[U] is guaranteed
by Proposition so we only need to show that this unitary is even. Since 2~ was chosen
so that Q= = II(U)Q". By the above we conclude that ©*Q~ = II(U)©*Q* and hence Q~ =
II(A(U))Q". Since U is homogeneous, this is compatible with Q= = II(U)Q" only if U is
even. O

3.3 Definition of the index

Definition 3.12. Let (II,H) be an irreducible representation of a fermion system with time
reversal (A, T) such that the time reversal is implemented by an antiunitary operator T acting
on H, namely II(7(A)) = TII(A)T* for all A€ A.

A vector U € H is a Kramers singlet if T?WU = U, and ¥ belongs to a Kramers pair if T?¥ = —W,
If (II, H, W) is a GNS representation of a pure state ¢, then we say that 1) is a Kramers singlet
if U is, and we say that ¢ belongs to a Kramers pair if ¥ does.

Remark 3.13. If ¥ belongs to a Kramers pair then if ¥ = TV we have
(U, 0" = (U, T = (T*V, TT) = (U, V") (3.56)

which shows that ¥ and W' = TV are orthogonal. The ‘Kramers pair’ to which U belongs is the
pair of vectors ¥ and V',

We now show that the defect state w™ is either a Kramers singlet, or it belongs to a Kramers
pair with the defect state w™. Note first that this statement makes sense since Lemma
shows that time reversal is implemented by an antiunitary operator 7" in the GNS representation
(I1,H,Q27) of w.

17



Lemma 3.14. The defect state w™ is either a Kramers singlet or it belongs to a Kramers pair.

Proof. Let © be as in (3.50). Since 72 = 6 we must have T2 = \© for some phase A € U(1). It
follows that

7207 = A0QT = \QT. (3.57)
By Lemma the vector Q= = TQ" satisfies ©Q~ = Q~. By acting on both sides of (3.57)
with T we obtain

37 = X\TQT = A0~ (3.58)

On the other hand,
30" =0T =200 =\ . (3.59)
We conclude that A is real, hence A € {+1, -1} as claimed. O

Definition 3.15. Let w be a symmetric SRE state with symmetric parent Hamiltonian H. For
any half-line | we define

+1 if wt is a Kramers singlet,

Inda(w, H,1) := { (3.60)

-1 if wt belongs to a Kramers pair.

We will show in Section that Inda(w, H,1) is actually independent of the choice of sym-
metric parent Hamiltonian H and the choice of half-line . We will anticipate this result and
denote the index from now on by Inds(w).

Note that the index is for now defined only for SRE states and not yet for the larger class
of stably SRE states. This extension will be carried out in Section [4.4] as a consequence of the
multiplicativity under stacking and the triviality of the index for product states.

Before we study the properties of the index we have just defined, we first show that it
has an expression that does not rely on the GNS representation at all. While this expression
loses it transparency to physical interpretation, this more ‘algebraic’ formulation hints at the
announced invariance under symmetry preserving LGAs. Both formulations can be used in the
proofs of the next section but we have chosen to consistency to rely only on Definition [3.15

Proposition 3.16. Let w™ be the —m flux state and let U € A be a homogeneous unitary such
that wt = w™ o Ad[U]. Then
Indy(w) = w™ (UT(U)). (3.61)

Proof. We recall first that the index is the value of T2 in the subspace spanned by the GNS
vectors QF for wt and secondly that we can choose the phases of QF and of U so that O~ = TQ+
and Q™ =II(U) Q". It follows that

Inds(w) = (QF, T2Q0F) = (TQ+, T*Q+) = (Q~, T*II(U)*Q) = (U)QH, THIIU)*Q)

=(T*Q" U )*T*IU)*Q~) =<, I(U)TI(U)T*Q") = w™ (UT(V)) (3.63)

where we used repeatedly the antiunitarity of 7. O

4 Properties of the index

4.1 Independence of choices

As pointed out earlier, the construction leading to the definition of Inds(w) requires many
choices that are not unique. We shall now show that these choices do not affect the value of
the index. More importantly, we prove in this section that the index is a bonafide topological
invariant, namely that it is constant under deformations by symmetry preserving LGAs.
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4.1.1 Kramers pairing is invariant under even unitaries

We first note that ‘being a Kramers singlet’ or ‘belonging to a Kramers pair’ is invariant under
even unitaries, a property that we will use repeatedly in this section.

Lemma 4.1. Let 1 be a homogeneous pure state on a fermion system with time reversal (A, T)
that is a Kramers singlet or belongs to a Kramers pair. Let V € A be an even unitary. Then
Y =1 o Ad[V*] is a Kramers singlet if 1 is, and @' belongs to a Kramers pair if 1 does.

Proof. Let (II, H, V) be the GNS triple of ¢. The state ¢’ is represented by the vector ¥/ =
II(V)W. Since 72 = § we have that the unitary 72 implements fermion parity. Since V is even
we therefore find

T2 = T*TII(V)¥ = T(O(V))T?*¥ = I(V)T?¥ = +V’ (4.1)

by Definiton [3.12 O

4.1.2 Independence from symmetric parent Hamiltonian

The role played by the parent Hamiltonian H constructed in Section [3.1.2] is to allow for a
definition of the flux insertion automorphism and therefore of the defect states w*. Different

parent Hamiltonians yield different defect states, but they all result in the same index.

Proposition 4.2. Let w be a symmetric SRE state and let Hi, Ha be two parent Hamiltonians
for w. Then

Indg(w,Hl,l) = Indg(w,Hg,l). (42)
Proof. We claim that the two defect states w; = wo yl_’gj, J = 1,2 are unitarily equivalent
through an even unitary. The argument follows closely the proof of Lemma and Propo-

l,Hl ( l,HQ)
-

sition Instead of considering fyl_f o (,yng )_1, we have here v ' o (v . The same

argument allows one to replace ,yl_,l;h o (fyl_’gz)*l by a}i’fl o (a}i’é}%)*l for all ¢ € [—m, 7] and all
Ae A n By(r)¢, see (3.30). We also have that

wo a}i’gl o (a}i’gb)_l —wh %o (aﬁfZ)_l =w (4.3)
and hence again
IL,H LHo\—1
wo(A) —wooaor gt o (1257) " ca T (A)| < f(r)]4] (4.4)

for all ¢ € [—m, 7] and all A € A n By(r)°. The case A € A® n B,(r)¢ follows similarly with
Wl_,l(;ﬁ o (yl_’{f)_l being close to the identity, which yields the same estimate. By Lemma |A.1}
we conclude that the two states are local perturbations of each other, see Definition [3.6] an

hence by Proposition |A.2{that there is a unitary Wy such that wgo ao*yl_’gl o (71_52) 1o (a)™t =

wp o Ad[W_4]. The family of homogeneous states wy o « o 71_,1(;11 o (yl_’{f)_l oa ! is weak-*

continuous so the W_ are all even by Lemma
Altogether, we conclude that

wi = wo o Ad[Won]oaor™® = wy o Ad[(a 0 72H2) L (W_y)]. (4.5)

where the unitary V = (a o yl_’fQ)_l(W_ﬂ) is even. We conclude by Lemma O
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4.1.3 Independence of the half-line

We finally turn to the irrelevance of the choice of half-line .
An argument similar to the above yields invariance under moving the endpoint of the half-

line along the half-line. If Iy = (a,v) and ls = (a + bv,v) then 'y(l;’H o (fy(l;’H)*1 is generated

by —'yf;’H(KllvH(gb) — K'H(¢)) which is an almost local even observable and hence yéj’H o

(’yé?’H)*l = Ad[Vy] for a family of even unitaries V. Invariance of the index then follows from
Lemma

Let us now consider half-lines [ = (a,v1) and Iy = (a,v2) with common endpoint a. Now
the corresponding defect states are truly distinct at infinity. However, they differ at infinity
by a U(1) transformation with phase 7 that does not impact the flux, which explains why the
index is invariant:

Lemma 4.3. Let ' ¢ Z2. If 1 is a Kramers singlet or belongs to a Kramers pair then the state
Y=o p71: is a Kramers singlet if 1 is, and 1)’ belongs to a Kramers pair of ¢ did.

Proof. Let (II,H, ¥) be the GNS triple of 1 and let 7' implement time reversal. Then T?¥ = +W¥
depending on whether v is a Kramers singlet, or belongs to a Kramers pair. Since ¢/ = 1o pl'=
we have that (IT',H, ¥) with II' = IT o pL is the GNS triple of 1. Using and p- = pl we
see that time reversal is still implemented in I’ by 7. The claim follows immediately. O

Proposition 4.4. Let w be a symmetric SRE state. Then
Indg(w,H, ll) = Indg(w,H, lg) (46)
for any two half-lines 11, 1>.

Proof. By the remarks at the beginning of this section we can restrict our attention to l; = (a,v1)
and lg = (a,v2). Let ¢ = arccosv; - vy be the angle between [; and ly. It is sufficient to consider
the case ¢ < 7, then v = %(v; + v2) is non-zero and we put ! = (a,v). We denote

A=A, A=Ay . (4.7)
see Figure [5]
ly
A
h
Ay a

Figure 5: The U(1) transformation in A slides the half-line /; onto lo.
First of all, if A € Ap,(r)cnac, then lejd)H opf;(A) - pé}(A)H < f(r)||Al| by Lemma Hence

I, H
jwory" o pp(A) —wo pp(A)| < f(r)] Al (4.8)
We now use that pg = pg O p/_\; and the U(1) invariance of w to conclude that

c A€ H

wopgzwop[_‘(ﬁ:woai_{(ﬁ (4.9)

where KA (¢) is defined as in ([3.7)) but with the cone A€ replacing the half-plane h. Lemma

yields that Hozf_(;\c'H (A) — vlquH(A)H < f(r)|A| by the choice of A. Altogether, we have that
[w oy o ph(A) —w oy (A)] < f(r)]A] (4.10)
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for all A€ Ap,(ryenne. Secondly, if A€ Ap, (yenn, We use that pg(A) is almost localized in the
same set to conclude that H’yll’ o pg(A) - p§¢ o pg(A)H < f(r)| All and hence

jwory 0 pi(A) —wo phy 0 ph(A) < f(r)] Al (4.11)

namely |<,uoyll(’ZS ° Py A(A) —w(A)| < f(r)|A|. Tt remains to note that H’ylZ’ (A) = Al < f(r)]|A]
to conclude that

hH A la,
wo )T o ph(A) —wo = (A)] < f(r)]A] (4.12)
for all A € Ap, (r)cnn,- The two estimates 1 D and Lemma’m imply that wq oomfyl1 ¢H
ol 3 (’YlQ(}s )_1 oa~!is an almost local perturbation of wy and so Lemma |A.2| yields a unitary

W_g such that
wo'yll’ op¢ = (,uo'yb(’;5 o Ad[W_g]. (4.13)

By continuity, the unitaries are even, see Lemmal[A7] The proof is concluded by putting ¢ = —7
and applying Lemmas [£.3] and O

Propositions [4.2] and [4.4] allow us to make the following definition announced earlier.

Definition 4.5. Let w be a symmetric SRE state. We define
Indz(w) := Inda(w, H,1) (4.14)
where H is any symmetric parent Hamiltonian for w and [ is any half-line.

Recall that the existence of a symmetric parent Hamiltonian is guaranteed by Lemma

With this, we have concluded the proof that the index of a symmetric SRE state is a well-
defined property of the state. We conclude this section with two fundamental properties of the
index: its multiplicativity under stacking and its ‘topological invariance’, namely the fact that
it is invariant under the action of symmetry preserving LGAs. This makes it an index of the
symmetry protected phases of symmetric stably SRE states.

4.2 Stacking

Proposition 4.6. Let (w1, A1,71) and (w2, Aa, T2) be symmetric SRE states. Then w) ®ws is
a symmetric SRE state on the fermion system with time-reversal (Ay ® Ao, 11 ®7‘2) and

Il’ldg (w1 ®WQ) = Indg (wl) X IndQ(WQ). (415)

Proof. Let (IL;, H;,€2) be the GNS representation of w;" and let 7; be the antiunitary that
implements time-reversal in the representation (II;,H;). The index Indz(w;) is defined by
T2Q) = Inda(w;) Q;, see Lemma

Let w = w; ®wsy. Then the O-chain H with H, = Hg(gl)(;@ 1+1 ®Hg(g2) is a symmetric
parent Hamiltonian for w which we can use to construct a defect state wt = w o 'yir’H. Let
©1 € B(H1) be the unique unitary that implements parity in the representation (II1,#;) such
that ©1QF = Qf. One easily checks that w™ = w]” ®w;, and the GNS representation of w™
can be 1dent1ﬁed with (II, ’H Q+) where H = H1 @ Ha, QT = Q+ ® Q , and II is determined
by II(A; ® As) = TI(A;)07 1 ® II5(Az) for homogeneous A; € A; and Az € Az and where
o(A) = 0 if A is even, and o(A) = 1 if A is odd. Time reversal 7 = 77 ® 72 is implemented in
this representation by 7' = T} ® Tb. The index Inds(w) is defined by T2Q* = Inds(w)Q*, but

T2Q+ (Tl Q+) ® (TgQ;—) = (Indg (wl)QIr) ® (Indg(wg)Q;) = Indg (wl) X Indg(wg) Q+. (416)

This proves the claim. O
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4.3 Invariance under symmetry preserving LGAs

We now turn to showing that Inds(w) is a bonafide topological invariant.
In order to show invariance of the index under symmetry preserving LGAs we recall Defini-
tion [3.12] and first prove the following lemma:

Lemma 4.7. Let 1) be a pure state on a fermionic system with time reversal (A, ) and let
be an automorphism of A that commutes with 7. If ¢ is a Kramers singlet then so is ¢ o 3, and
if ¥ belongs to a Kramers pair then so does v o 3.

Proof. Let (II,’H, V) be the GNS triple of ¢ and suppose time reversal is implemented by an
antiunitary operator T" acting on H. The GNS triple of ¢/ = oS is (II', H, V) with II' = 1o S.
Since 771 o BoT = 3 we have II'(7(A)) = TII'(A)T*, so time reversal is also implemented by T
in the representation IT'. The claim follows immediately. O

Proposition 4.8. Let w a symmetric SRE state and let G be a symmetry preserving TDI. Then
Inds(w) = Indy(w o af). (4.17)

Proof. Let G be the restriction of the TDI G to the right half plane R = {x € Z? : x1 > 0}
and put G = G — GE. Then %o (af")~! is an LGA generated by a&" (G (s)). The TDIs GZ

and GL = ozSGR(GL(s)) satisfy the assumptions of Lemma for the left half plane and right
half plane respectively, yielding a decomposition

~L R
af =a% 0al". (4.18)
. . ~L R ~
We will write ¥ = af, ol = of" and af = af" s0 % = aloall. Let furthermore & = woa®

and consider the state @7, = w o a” which looks like w far to the right and like & for to the left
of the vertical axis. We will prove the proposition by showing that the index of w is equal to
the index of @y, and that the index of &y, is equal to the index of @.

If H is a symmetric parent Hamiltonian for w then the collection of almost local operators
(™)=Y (H,) for 2 € Z? define a symmetric parent Hamiltonian H” for &r. The m-flux defect
states for w and Wy, may be taken to be

wt=wonqt, wf =wpoA* (4.19)

where v+ = " 5t = 'yf{gL and [ = (0, (1,0)) is the right horizontal axis.
Lemma implies that H* — H is a TDI that is almost localized on the left half plane.
Denoting by h the upper half-plane, it follows from this and the definition 1’ that KhH" —

K" islocalized along the left horizontal axis (0, (—1,0)). The LGA 'yé)’HL o(fyé;H)*l is generated
by 'yfp’H(KlﬁL — KbH), Since K is the restriction of K to the right half-plane, it follows by
the above that K" — KUH is in fact an almost local even operator so there is a family of even
unitaries Vj such that yé)’HL = Ad[Vy] o fy(lb’H , hence

vfz;m = 5o Ad[V), (4.20)

where the Vy = ('y(lz)’H)_l(V¢) are again even. We therefore find

wf =wt 0Bl o Ad[V;] (4.21)
where 8] = (v*) "l oagoqT.
In order to unburden the notation, let us write K(s) = K4 (rs) so v* = off and put

K= a?L(K). Using li we find that

Bf = (af) ool oar. (4.22)
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We will show that the automorphism (aff)~! o aff is given by conjugation with an almost local

even unitary. Indeed we have aff = of 5K = o/ 0 ol with J(s) = aF(K(s) — K(s)). Now,

R(s)— K(s) = i JO ds’ oG ([GH(s'), K (s)]) (4.23)

is an even almost local self-adjoint operator because G is supported near the left half plane
while K is supported near the right horizontal axis. It follows that J(s) is an almost local even
self-adjoint operator for all s and so af = Ad[VIN/] for an even almost local unitary W. We
therefore obtain that

B = (af) o Ad[W]oal oar = ag o Ad[W] (4.24)

where W = (aff o aL)_l(VIN/) is also an almost local even unitary. Recalling this yields
wf =wto o’ o Ad[WV,]. Since WV, is an even unitary and a” commutes with 7, we conclude
by Lemma and Lemma that the defect state @y is a Kramers singlet/belongs to a
Kramers pair if and only if w™ does.

Repeating the same argument with the replacements w — @y and Oy —»> @ = wo «

concludes the proof. O

G

4.4 Extension of the index to symmetric stably SRE states

In order to extend the index to symmetric stably SRE states we must first show that the index
of symmetric product states is trivial.

Lemma 4.9. Let wy be a symmetric product state, then Indy(w) = 1.

Proof. Since wqg is a symmetric product state we can choose a symmetric parent Hamilto-
nian H(© that consists of purely on-site terms, see the proof of Lemma It follows that
HM = g for all o, see , and in turn that the generator Ki’H(<b) of the flux insertion
automorphism vanishes for any half-line [, see and . It follows that w™ = w™ so the
vectors 27, Q™ in the GNS representation must be proportional to each other. They can there-
fore not form a Kramers pair and T2Q% = QF. This means by definition that Inda(wp) = 1. O

Lemma 4.10. Let w be a symmetric stably SRE state and suppose ' and " are symmetric
product states such that w®w' and w@wW" are symmetric SRE states. Then

Inds(w®w') = Inda(w&w"). (4.25)

Proof. Since the index of a symmetric product state is trivial (Lemma [4.9) and the index is
multiplicative under stacking (Proposition 4.6) we have

Indz (w®w') = Inde(w®W ®W") = Inda(w W’ ®w') = Indy(w@w”) (4.26)

where we used Proposition and the fact that w’ ®w” and w” ®w’, being symmetric prod-
uct states on isomorphic fermion systems with time reversal, are in the same SPT phase and
therefore related by a symmetry preserving LGA. 0

We can now make the following extension of the index to symmetric stably SRE states:

Definition 4.11. Let w be a symmetric stably SRE state, and let ' be any symmetric product
state such that w®w' is symmetric SRE. We define

Inds(w) := Indy(w®w’). (4.27)

By Lemma this definition is independent of the choice of w'.
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5 Free fermion examples

In this section, we establish that the quasi-free spin Hall states wsy described in Example 2.5.2]
are stably SRE and have a non-trivial value of the index, as claimed in Theorem

5.1 Proof that spin Hall states are stably SRE

We will first prove a more general fact and then specialise to the setting of Lemma [2.3]

For any Hilbert space V' we denote by Proj,.(V') the space of rank r orthogonal projections
in B(V). Recall that any continuous map & : T — Proj, (V) yields a rank r complex vector
bundle £ = {(k,v) e TxV :ve RanZ(k)} over T which is a subbundle of the trivial bundle

T x V. We define the Chern number Ch(£) of the map £ to be the Chern number of this
vector bundle.

Lemma 5.1. Let 0 < r < n be integers and let P T — Proj,.(C") be a smooth map. If
Ch(Z) =0 and n = Tr then there is a smooth homotopy & : [0,1] x T — Proj,.(C") : (¢, k) —
P(k) such that Py = P and P is constant.

Proof. There is a one-to-one correspondence between elements of Proj,(C™) and elements of
the Grassmannian Gr,(C™), which consists of the r-dimensional subspaces of C™. So the map
P can equivalently be regarded as a smooth map from T to Gr,(C"), and we shall use this
identification throughout the proof.

Since isomorphism classes of complex vector bundles over the torus are completely classified
by the Chern number, our assumption Ch(gz) = 0 implies that the bundle F , is isomorphic to
a trivial bundle. It now follows from [I3, Theorem 23.10], and noting that the torus has a good
open cover of 7 sets ([36, Theorem 5.3]), that there is a homotopy & : [0,1] x T — Gr,(C")
such that ) = P and 2 is constant. By [41, Theorem 10.22] we can moreover take this

homotopy to be smooth. O

Any smooth matrix-valued map o T — B(C™) determines a translation invariant operator
o on [?(Z* C") by inverse Fourier transform through

(o)) = - L dk 7.2/ (k) (k) (5.1)

T 42
where f(k) = Yezz e FTf(x) € C" for any f € [3(Z*;C"). The smoothness of </ implies
moreover that &/ has super-polynomial off-diagonal decay in the sense that there is a g4 € F
such that
{0 @ u, o 6y ®v)| < ga(dist(z,y)) (5.2)

where {d;},ez2 is the position basis of 12(Z?) and u,v € C" are arbitrary. A fortiori, a smooth
projection valued map & : T — Proj,(C") determines a translation invariant projection &
on [2(Z2;C").
Lemma 5.2. Let R R

Z:[0,1] x T — Proj,.(C") : (t,k) — P (k) (5.3)

be a smooth homotopy and denote by 2 the corresponding projections on 1?(Z?;C"). Then
there is a one-parameter norm-continuous family of unitaries [0,1] — % on [2(Z* C") and a
family of bounded self-adjoint operators [0,1] — 4 on 12(Z*;C") such that

d7

id—tt — 4%,  Y=1, and P, = VPV (5.4)
The generators ¢ have super-polynomial off-diagonal decay in the sense of , where g € F
1s independent of t.
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Proof. Let
0

Gi(k) =i {at@xk), %(k)] (5.5)

be the well-known self-adjoint Kato generator [37] and let ¥ (k) be the unique family of unitaries

that solve
0 . N R

i%”//}(k) =% (k)%(k),  Yo(k)=1. (5.6)

Then R R R R
Zi(k) = Vi(k) Zo(k) Vi (k)*. (5.7)
for all t € [0,1] and all k € T. Since the family of projections is smooth, so is the map
(t,k) — % (k). All the claims of the lemma now follow by inverse Fourier transform. O

Finally we show that the data provided by the previous lemma yields an equivalence of
symmetric quasi-free states.

Lemma 5.3. Let [0,1] 2 t — % be a norm-continuous family of self-adjoint operators on
12(Z%,C") such that holds uniformly in t. Let ¥, & be the corresponding one-parameter
family of unitaries given by . Let A be the CAR algebra over 1?(Z?;C") and let wy = wap, be
the gauge-invariant quasi-free state on A corresponding to the projection &y, see . Then
there is a U(1) symmetry preserving TDI F such that w; = wo o of for all t € [0, 1].

Proof. Let {8, }ez2 be the position basis of 1?(Z?) and let {e;}"_; be an orthonormal basis of C™.
Let us write

G(2,15y,J) 1= (0 ® €, 44 6y ® €;) (5.8)
for the matrix elements of ¢ with respect to the orthonormal basis {J, ® e;}. We take
Fo) =5 2 Y (%, )k san + %lw, iy, j)ag oz (5.9)
yeZ2 i,j=1

for all 2 € Z2. These are homogeneous self-adjoint elements of A, and they define a TDI by the
super-polynomial decay of the % (z,;y, 7). A short calculation yields

D i[F(t), a(f)] = a(i%.f) (5.10)

xeZ?

which implies that
ai (a(f)) = a(¥* f)- (5.11)

for any f e 12(Z*;C").
With this, we check that

(wo 0 ) (a*(flalg)) = wo(a™ (W Na(¥*9)) = I*g, Po W [) = {9, Pe [) = wi (a*(g)agf)))
5.12

Since the w; are quasi-free we conclude that w; = wqg o af , as required. (]

We are now equipped to prove Lemma We briefly recall the setting described in Sec-
tion m The one particle Hilbert space is Ko = L?(T;C?) @ L?(T;C?) and the state wsp
corresponds to the projection Pgy = 21 @ P} whose Fourier transform is a smooth projection
valued map of the form

Psu(k) = 2V (k) @ P (k) (5.13)

Here ?i(k:) is the complex conjugate of 21 (k). It follows that the projection valued maps 2
and ' have opposite Chern numbers, and since the Chgrn number is additive under direct
sums of bundles, this implies Ch(Zsg) = Ch(£") + Ch(2') = 0.
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Proof of Lemma[2.3 In order to apply Lemma we expand the ‘ambient dimension’ from 4
to 14 by considering the algebra A’ over 1%(Z?; C4) @ 1?(Z?;C'%) and the symmetric state w’ =
WSH ®wempty corresponding to the prOJectlon P = Pgy @ 0 and consequently P = Psu @ 0.
The projection-valued map & = Psy @0 takes values in Proj,(C) and has Ch(#) = 0. Now
Lemma provides a smooth homotopy (¢, k) — 22 (k) € Proj,(C'?) interpolating between &
and a constant projection.

Let 2, be the inverse Fourier transform of &2,. We then apply Lemma to obtain unitaries
¥; and generators ¢4 satisfying the assumption of Lemma [5.3, The latter lemma now provides
a U(1)-invariant TDI F such that w; = wp o of where wj = '), is the quasi-free state on A’
determined by the projection &?;. This family of states interpolates between wgy ® Wempty and
W, @0 Since 331 is constant, its Fourier transform £7; is strictly local and w; = wag g0 is a
product state. We conclude that wSH®wempty is LGA equivalent to a product state. Since
Wempty 18 also a product state, we conclude that wsy is stably SRE, see Section O

5.2 Index of spin Hall states

Let wsy be a spin Hall state on the CAR algebra A over 1?(Z2;C*). We have just proved that
wsy is stably SRE; Concretely, w = wsg ®wempty is a symmetric SRE state and it corresponds
to the Fermi projection & = Psy @ 0 on 1?(Z?;C*) @ 1?(Z?;C'°) where Psy = 21 @ PV is
the Fermi projection of the spin Hall state.

5.2.1 Flux insertion for spin Hall states in the free fermion formalism

The charge operator in a region A is given by IIn = (xa ® 1) ® (xa ® 1), where xp is the
multiplication operator by the characteristic function of the set A. Let I = (0, (—1,0)) be the
left horizontal axis so h = h; is the upper half plane. The analog of the many-body U(1)-
transformation of the upper half-plane h is now

@g = ¥ g9l (5.14)
Since @g(@(b@g)e@g = (L@;‘)L(é’qg(@g)((@g)l = 0 we have
[[0s 27}, 2], 2] = 0,2, (5.15)
and therefore the flow ¢ — ﬂg is also generated by
K = —i[0, P}, P}]. (5.16)
If we let %¢h be the unitary solution to
U =1, U =ix]U, (5.17)

then @h %h@(%h) Let now II;, be the projection on the left half-plane. Adiabatic flux
1nsert10n in the left horlzontal half-line gauge is generated by the restriction

Hy =TTy, (5.18)

which we call the Kato generator for flux insertion. Namely, if % is the solution to

d%.
Uo=1, i—2 = A% (5.19)
do
then the projection
Py = Uy P Uy (5.20)

26



corresponds to a state obtained from & by inserting a ¢ flux at the origin.
In particular, the Fermi projections obtained from & by inserting +7 flux in the half-line
gauge are given by

2. =2l 2.0 (5.21)
Since
TP_T* =P, (5.22)
we have that
HPY =P, AP =P, (5.23)

where J# is the complex co ugatlonlﬂ appearmg in the definition of .
It is shown in Appendlx- Prop081t10n m that ,@T 2! € 71 is trace class and that the

Chern number of 2! is equal to the index of the pair of projections @l and 2!
Ch(2") = ind(2], 21). (5.24)

We recall that the index of a pair of projection &, %5 acting on the same Hilbert space and
such that &, — &5 is compact is given by

ind(@l, @2) = dimKer(@l — Py — ]l) — dimKer(@l — Py + ]l), (5.25)

see [].
Let .44 be the orthogonal projections onto Ker(@l AR 1) and let ny = dim .44 be
the dimensions of these kernels. With this, (5.24) reads ny —n_ = Ch(2?"). We define

2L =] - N (5.26)

and note that

Lemma 5.4. The operators Q; are projections and Ql —9' e 7. Moreowver, ind(e@l, \,@1) =
0.

Proof. We first show that the projection .44 is a subprojection of 9” , and similarly for A4
and 2! . i.e. we want to show that MBZJFM = 4. First, 0 < M@+M < A4 follows from

@+ 1 and the fact that .44 is self-adjoint. Second, the definition of .44 is equivalent to
«/Vi(«@l P21 N, = +.A44, which implies that

N PN = N U+ PNy = N (5.27)

We conclude that A4 Py = PN = A4, It follow immediately that QT_ = Q_T_F — AN s
a projection. Since .44 are finite range projections the claim that QL — 2" is trace class
follows immediately from the fact that 3”1 — 2! is trace class (Proposition . It follows
that ind(Ql, 21) is well-defined and we compute it as follows:

ind(Q_L, L@;) = dimKer(—.44 — 1) — dimKer(—A44 + 1) = 0 — dim.44.. (5.28)

Hence, by the additivity of the index of a pair of projections [4, Theorem 3.4],

ind(2},2") = ind(2", 2!) + ind(2], 2!) —ind(2", 2") (5.29)
= —ny +Ch(PN) +n_=0 (5.30)
where we used ind(@l, 21y = Ch(2") =ny —n_. O

'note that # leaves H' and H' invariant, and we identify these two spaces in this equality by |z, 1) < |z, |)
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Since Ql — 9! € 7, we can apply to the following Proposition:

Proposition 5.5. Let &, 2 be projections acting on a Hilbert space H with & — 2 € J1 and
ind(Z2,2) = 0. Then there exists a unitary ¥ such that & = ¥V 29* and vV — 1€ Ji.

The proof can be found in Section VII B of [15] (without the trace class statement) or in
Section 4.2.1 of [I1] (including the trace class statement).
From Lemma [5.4] and Proposition [5.5| we get a unitary ¥ such that

2l —yaly v _1eq. (5.31)

Using this and we get for ;. = ﬁl ® Qi @ 0 that
2, = 2L+ o2l oo (5.32)
—v2' v+ ) (2 + ) D0 (5.33)

—roleo(2 ex2' X ®0) (Y @1e1)* + (N @ (XN )DO0).  (5.34)

The projections &, and (¥ @ 1@ ]l)(o@i oxo' o 0)(¥ @ 1@ 1)* differ by a finite rank
operator and hence the quasi-free states associated with &2, and "o 2" D0 are unitarily
equivalent. Moreover,

[(velel), (2 o2 reo)]=[7v2'1cn (5.35)

because ¥ — 1 € J;. The Shale-Stinespring criterion [50], see also [20, Theorem 6.16], implies
that the Bogoliubov transformation a(f) — a((¥ @ 1@ 1)f) is unitarily implementable in the
GNS representation of the quasi-free state associated with the projection el xao.
We denote the corresponding unitary by I'(¥ @ 1@ 1).

To the projection Z = @ora rao corresponds a quasi-free state wgp whose GNS

triple we denote by (II, H, |®)). One then checks using the definition l’ of 7 that 7(2! @

A ®0)T* = 2! @ 42! # @0, so that wy is time reversal invariant. It follows that
the time reversal 7 induced by the single particle time reversal .7 is implemented in the GNS
representation by an anti-unitary operator 1" which we may choose such that

T|®) = | D) (5.36)

and therefore

T2|®) = |). (5.37)
We see that |®) is a Kramers singlet. By the remarks above, the quasi-free state corresponding
to P, is represented by a vector |¥, ) € H given by

U, )y =AT(VP1d1)|P) (5.38)
where

ar = 1( [ Jastw) [Tap(rwn). (5.39)
i=1 j=1

Here {v;};~, and {w;};—, are orthonormal bases of Ran./#; and Ran./_ respectively. Being a
product of creation operators, A* is homogeneous with

T?A*T? = (—1)"+ - A* (5.40)
since 72 implements fermion parity. Since (—1)"+*"- = (=1)"+~"- and n, — n_ equals the
Chern number of 2" we conclude that

T2w,) = ()P ATI(F 1@ 1)[B) = (~1) D w (5.41)

where we used that I'(# @ 1@ 1)|®) is even under T2 because I'(¥ @ 1@ 1) is an even unitary
and |®) is a Kramers singlet, see [44] and . This shows that the quasi-free state wg,
corresponding to Z, is a Kramers singlet if Ch(21) is even, while it belongs to a Kramers pair
if Ch(227) is odd.
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5.2.2 Non-triviality of the index for spin Hall states

The state ¥ := wyp, was obtained from w = wsy ® Wempty Dy inserting a m flux defect using
a Kato generator in the single particle Hilbert space. Since we defined our index using
defect states obtained through a quasi-adiabatic evolution rather than Kato’s parallel transport,
it remains to show that both flux insertion protocols lead to the same index. The argument
follows the strategy used in the proof of Proposition to show that w™ and 1+ have the same
parity.

In order to compare the defect state 1™ obtained using the Kato generator with a defect
state w™ obtained by quasi-adiabatic evolution we first give a many-body description of the
Kato generator . It is shown in the Appendix, Lemma that %h is exponentially
local, and exponentially localised near the horizontal axis. i.e. writing

AP (2, 13y, §) 1= (00 @ €5, H3'0y ® €5) (5.42)

we have
’J@h(a:,i;y,j) < ce—SUz1—yr|+[z2[+y2]) (5.43)

for some positive constants ¢ and {. It follows immediately that the Kato generator .7,
see ([5.18), is exponentially localised near the left horizontal axis [ = (0, —(1,0)).

In particular, J7j satisfies the assumptions of Lemma so that the projections &, defined
in correspond to quasi-free pure states 1)® such that ¥+ = 9™ and there is a TDI K such
that

()
P =woal (5.44)
for all ¢ € [—m, 7]. The TDI may be taken to be (see the proof of Lemma [5.3))
KL(¢) = 3 > (%(w;yd)a;ﬂy,j + %(m;yd)a;jagg,z—) : (5.45)
yEZQ 7".7:1

Let H be any symmetric parent Hamiltonian for w (which exists by Lemma [3.3)) and denote
by w? = woyl’H the corresponding defect states obtained by quasi-adiabatic evolution described
in Section

Lemma 5.6. There is an f € F for each ¢ € [0, 7] an f-localized even unitary Vy € A such
that w? = ¢? o Ad[Vy].

Proof. Since the argument is essentially the same as the ones proving Lemma [3.7] and Proposi-
tion [3.8], we allow ourselves to gloss over some of the technical details.
Let [ be the left horizontal axis and h = h; be the upper half plane. The projections 9(’;

correspond to the states w™? := w o pg. By quasi-adiabatic evolution, we have that w™? :=
hH

wo ", see (3.10j.

Similarly to (5.45]) we can introduce a TDI K" given by

1 = ) ) Y
KMo =5 3 3 (it + AP iy el 0n),  (546)
’yGZQ Z’]:l
which is so that .
wh® = wo af (5.47)

for all ¢ € R.
Since w is SRE there is a homogeneous product state wy and an LGA « such that w = wgoa.
For all ¢ € R we now put

P? =y®o (ao af)_l (5.48)
o? = wlo(ao aé{)_l, (5.49)
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then

¥? =wy, and &% =wyo? (5.50)
with }
B%=ao v(lz)’H o (ozgf)_l oa "l (5.51)
Let .
B% =ao aZ’H o (af )y toa™h (5.52)

Arguing as in the first part of the proof of Lemma we can find g € F uniform in ¢ € [0, 7]
such that

157(4) = B2(A)] < g(r)] Al (5.53)
for all ¢ € [0,7] and all A€ Ar;n B(r)°. Since »? = wpy, we have 9% o 3¢ = ). Tt follows that

99(4) = a%(A)| = |wo (87(4) — B*(4))| < 9(r) 4] (5.54)

for all A€ Ay; n B(r)¢. Similarly we have |3(A) — A| < g(r)| A for A e Ayr_; A B(r)¢ which
implies ’1/;¢(A) - @¢(A)‘ < g(r)||A| for Ae Ay n B(r)°.

Since 1/;¢ = wy is a homogeneous product state it now follows from Lemmathat the states
@? are all h-close to wg for ¢ € [0, 7] for an h € F that depends only on g, and by Proposition
there is an f € F depending only on h, and f—local homogeneous unitaries Wy € A such
that @ = wp o Ad[Wy]. It follows that w? = 1?0 Ad[V}] with V}, = (« oaf)_l(W(b), which are
uniformly f-local for some f € F.

The family of states ©? are related to the pure homogeneous product state wg by conjugation
with the homogeneous almost local unitaries unitaries Wy which satisfy the assumptions of
Lemma Since @ = wg we must have that W, is even and so all the Wy are even. Since «
and aé( are parity preserving, we conclude that also all the Vy are even. ]
Proposition 5.7. Indy(wsy) = (—1)MZ1),

Proof. We must show that the symmetric SRE state w = wsg ®wempty has non-trivial index.
We have shown above that the defect state ¥* obtained by the Kato generator is either a
Kramers singlet or belongs to a Kramers pair. Now, Lemma [5.6] yields in particular an even
unitary V' e A such that 7 = w* o Ad[V]. By Lemma e conclude that w™ is itself
either a Kramers singlet or belongs to a Kramers pair. The claim follows by Definitions [3.15

and {111 O

6 Proof of the main theorem

We collect the results obtained in the previous sections to give a proof of Theorem [2.5

Proof. Proof of . Triviality of the index for symmetric product states is Lemma The
claim about the spin Hall states is Proposition

Proof of . Multiplicativity of the index under stacking is the statement of Proposi-
tion

Proof of . By items and , the index is invariant under stacking with a product
state. With this, the claim follows from the invariance under symmetry preserving LGAs,
Proposition [4.8

O
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A Almost local transitivity

The classical Kadison transitivity theorem implies that two GNS equivalent representations
associated with two pure states are necessarily unitarily equivalent through a unitary element
of the algebra, see e.g. [I8]. Our goal in this section is two-fold. First to prove that if ¢ is a
product state and g, 1 are almost local perturbations of each other when restricted to a cone
and its complement, then g, 1) are almost local perturbations of each other, see Definition
Second of all to show that if they are moreover pure, then they are unitarily equivalent through
a unitary in the almost local algebra.

A.1 Lifting closeness at infinity on cones to closeness at infinity

We start with the first goal, a version of which can also be found in Appendix C of [33]. It
is a rather classical argument using relative entropy, except for the fact that we need Araki’s
extension [2] for the subadditivity of the quantum entropy. Recall the definition of a cone given
in Section [3.1.5] and Definition [3.6] for two states to be almost local perturbations of each other.

Lemma A.1. Let A be a cone. Let f € F and suppose 1y is a homogeneous product state and
¥ a homogeneous state on A such that

[Yo(A) —w(A)| < f(IA] VAe AR g () (A1)

and
[Wo(A) = ¥(A)| < F(r)|A] VA€ AR (e (A.2)
Then ¥ is an almost local perturbation of 1.

Proof. For any = € Z2, we denote by p*) and p(()x) the density matrices of the restrictions to A, of

1 and 1) respectively. By assumption we have for any A € A, that [(A) —¢o(A)| < f(|z])|Al,
which implies |p(®) — p; )Hl f(lz]). Let S®) = —Tr(p® log p(*)) be the von Neumann entropy
of p{®). Since 1y is pure, its restriction is pure as well by definition and so S(()m) =0. If |z| is
large enough so that f(|z|) < 1/e then Fannes’ inequality yields

S < f(|a[) log(2"/f(|1)), (A.3)

where 2" is the dimension of the local Fock space for A,. Since f decays faster than any
polynomial we have that
S = Z 5@ < o, (A.4)
zeA
By subadditivity of the von Neumann entropy (see Theorem 3.7 of [2] for subadditivity for
fermions), the quantity S is an upper bound for the entanglement entropy of any finite I' € Z>
in the state .

We now show that 1y and 1) are g-close for some g € F. Let I' € B(r)¢ be a finite region
outside the ball B(r) and denote by p(I) and ,0((] ) the density matrices of the restrictions to Ar
of the states 1) and vy respectively. Similarly, let pT'™Y) and p(T'A) be the density matrices of
the restrictions of 1 to Ap~a and to Apsae respectively. Equivalently, p'™) is the restriction
of p1) to Apaa, and similarly for p('A9). Let

S(p® "N & pToNY) = §(p1) — 5(p" V) — 5(pTAY) (A.5)

be the relative entropy of pI) and pT'™4) & p'"A°) By non-negativity and subadditivity of the
von Neumann entropy, and the bound (A.3) on S*) obtained above,

\_/

STV @) < 5 < Y] s

z:|z|>r

(A.6)
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for some h € F that only depends on f and n. The quantum Pinsker inequality now yields

[p™) = pTN & pT A7 < 28 (oM pT N @ pTAD) < h(r). (A7)
It follows from the assumptions that
[N & pt" A — o1 < f(r). (A.8)
Combining the two last inequalities finally yields
10" = o5 | < £(r) + h(r), (A.9)
thus proving the claim since f + h € F. O

A.2 Closeness at infinity implies almost local unitary equivalence

We now move to the transitivity itself. A similar result in the context of one-dimensional spin
chains can be found in [35], and extended to the two-dimensional setting in [33]

Proposition A.2. Let v be a homogeneous pure product state. Assume that ¥ is a homogeneous
pure state that is f-close to v. Then there is f € F which depends only on f, and a homogeneous
f—local unitary U € A such that ¢ = v o Ady. The unitary U may be taken even if b has the
same parity as v, and odd of Y has opposite parity to v.

We first establish several lemmas which will be combined into a proof of the proposition at
the end of Section [A.2.2] below.

A.2.1 GNS representation for homogeneous pure product states

Let v = ® ,ez2 Uz be a homogeneous pure product state on A. For each x € Z? let 7, : A, —
B(H,) be the defining representation of A,. Since we assumed that each A, is a CAR algebra
on n fermion modes we have H, ~ C2". Let v, € H, be a unit vector representing the state
vz in 7, and let ©, € A, be the unique unitary such that 6(A) = Ade, (A) for all A e A, and
7T2(04)¥, = U,. Note that ©, is even and @326 = 1. We call a vector ¥ € H, homogeneous if it
is an eigenvector of 7,(0,), equivalently if ¥ represents a homogeneous state on A, .

Let {T?}%ﬁl be an orthonormal basis of H, consisting of homogeneous vectors, and such
that T = 71,

Let K be the linear space of sequences {V,},cz2 such that ¥, € H, and such that ¥, # T,
for only finitely many = € Z2. Then the inner product

QU 4w = [ ] (¥, @) (A.10)
€72
is well-defined for all {¥,}, {¥/} € K and extends to the whole of K by linearity. We let H be
the Hilbert space obtained by closing K w.r.t. the norm induced by this inner product. The set
of sequences {Tg}z)} with only finitely many i, # 1 form an orthonormal basis for H.

We write ®,cz2 VU, := {U,} for any sequence in H,. It is clear that for any X € Z?, the
Hilbert space ‘H decomposes as a tensor product H = Hx ® Hxe and if X is finite then Hx is
identified with &),y Ha-

We now represent A on ‘H using a Jordan-Wigner construction. Fix an enumeration z : N —
72 of the sites And let Xy = {z(n) : 1 <n < N} for all N € N. Assume moreover that the
enumeration is such that By(r) = Xy, for all 7 € N and some N, € N. For any finite X € Z>
and any homogeneous operator A € A,y we let

HHXN_l ®7Tx(N)(A) ® ﬂHg(N if Ais even

w(A) = o
<®xeXN,1 Wx(@x)) ® ) (A) @ ]lHXsz if Ais odd.

(A.11)
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The ‘tail’ of grading operators ©, ensures that odd operators supported on disjoint regions
anticommute in the representation. Since the on-site homogeneous operators generate the whole
algebra, this defines the representation uniquely.

To see that this is a GNS representation for v, let A;, - - A;, be a monomial of homogeneous
operators A, € A,,, writing T := ®, T, and use the fact that the T, are even to find

Uy 7(Agy -+ Ag)) T) = 0(Agy) -+ 0(Ag)) = 0(Agy -+ Agy). (A.12)

By linearity and continuity it follows that T(A) = (YT, n(A) T) for any A € A. Finally, the
vector T € H is cyclic for the representation 7 by construction.

A.2.2 Construction of a unitary

Let ¢ be a homogeneous pure state on A such that the hypotheses of Proposition hold
w.r.t. the product state v. i.e. the state v is f-close to v for some f € F.

For any X € Z? let Px be the projection on the state Tx = ®ex Yz € Hx. Note that each
Px is even. Let v’ > r and let P,. = Ppg,(v)\By(r)- Denote by p, the density matrix acting on
Hy := Hp,(r) corresponding to the restriction of ¢ to Ap,(,). Note that for all A€ Ag ),

Tr(p,m(A)) = $(A) = 10 (A) = Tr(©} p,O,7(A)), (A.13)

by cyclicity of the trace, where ©, is the restriction of © to the H,.. Since the density matrix is
unique, we conclude that p, is even.

Lemma A.3. For any r,v’" € N such that ' > r we have
5 pl
lon (1 & Pl < f(r) (A.14)
where we interpret all operators as operators on H,» by tensoring with the identity if needed.

Proof. Since PTLT, is even we have 1 ®Prlr, = 1®PL,. Then using Holder’s inequality we get

rr’”

low Prsl13 < Iv/orr 31/ o P = Te{per} x Tr{pp Py} (A.15)
= (Pr) = (¥ —v)(Prpr) < f(r) (A.16)
by the assumption that ¢ and v are f-close. O

Now let @, = Pp(;)c, which is an even rank 1 projection on Hpe. We have
Lemma A.4. The sequence {p, ® Q. }ren is a Cauchy sequence in trace norm.

Proof. Note first that @, = P ® Q, so

lor @ Qr — pr @ Qrl1 < llpr — pr @ Prpr |1 (A.17)

Let us denote by Tr,, the partial trace over H,.» = Hp )\By(r)- We bound the right-hand
side of ({A.17) by noting that

pr & Prr’ = Trrr’{Prr’pr’Prr’} ® Prr’ + Trrr’{Pr,#/pr’Pﬁn/} & Prr’ ( )

= Py pyr Prps + Trp{ P10 P} ® Py (A.19)

:pr/_PTT’pT’PrJq:’_PrJq:’pT’/PT‘T/_PrJq:’p’I”/P#‘/ ( )

(A.21)

+ TI'TT/{PéZ/pT/P#/} ® PT’?"/'

Here the last four terms are bounded in trace norm by +/f(r) using Holder’s inequality and
Lemma yielding
lor ®Qr — pr @ Qrllr < 44/ f(r). (A.22)

We conclude that the sequence {p,. ® @Q,}, is indeed Cauchy. O
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Let us denote by p € B(H) the limit of the Cauchy sequence {p, ® Q,}. By construction
p represents the state 1) which is homogeneous and pure, so p is actually an even rank one
projection p = |U)}¥| for some homogeneous unit vector |¥) € H. The next step towards
proving Proposition is to construct a sequence of pure density matrices p, that converge to
p, and such that p, agrees with product state T outside the ball By(r).

Lemma A.5. Let 1o € N be the smallest natural number such that 364/ f(r) <1 for all r = ry.
Then for all r = ry we have that the pure density matrices

_ (18Q.)p(18Q,)

= A.23
P T {(18Q00n(18Q)) 42
are well defined and
lp = pbrllt < 9V f(r). (A.24)
Proof. First of all,
pr’PrJ;«/Qr’ - PQﬁ' = (pr’QT’ - p) + (p - pr’Qr’)Qr (A25)

converges to zero as ' — o0 in trace norm by Lemma (A.14)) then implies that

Ip(L@QH) I < V/f(r). (A.26)

From
1= ol < lp(1@Q)|1 + lp(1®Q;) |1 (A.27)
we then obtain
Ip(L®Qy)[1 =1 —+/f(r). (A.28)
Using that p is a rank one projection it follows that
Tr{(1@Q:)p(10Qn)} = [p(1®Q)3 < [p(1®Q.)[} < (1-/F(1) (A.29)

For 7 > ro we have 36,/f(r) < 1 so certainly Tr{(1®Q,)p(1®Q,)} > 1/2 and therefore j, is
well-defined. (Note that p, is the rank one projection onto the span of (1®Q,)|¥)).
To show the bound (A24) we note that (A:26) implies p — Q-pQr1 < [QrpQrlh +

|QrpQit 1 + 1QrpQr |1 < 3+4/f(r). Combining this with |1 - Tr{QpQ:r}| < lp — QrpQ:
and Tr{Q,pQ,} > 1/2 for all r = ry we find

lo = prlls = lp — QroQrlh + (1= Tr{QrpQr}) QrpQr1 <9V f(r)  (A.30)

Tr{Q,pQ:}

as required. ]

Let us denote by 1% the pure states corresponding to the density matrices p,. i.e. ﬁT(A) =
Tr{p,m(A)} for all A€ A. Furthermore, implies that the density matrices j, are all even,
for r large enough. Indeed, vectors with different parity are orthogonal to each other, so the
trace norm of the difference of their density matrices equals 2, but the bound is 94/f(r) < 2
for all r large enough.

Lemma A.6. For allr > rq there is an even unitary U, € Ap,(11) such that 1;T+1 = @Er oAdy,
and such that
| 1= <6f(r)"™ (A.31)
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Proof. From ({A.24) we have
16r1 = prll < [pre1 = ol + llp = Arlls < 18V F(r). (A.32)

for all » = ro. We can choose normalised vector representatives |¥,) of p,, all with the same
parity and such that a, := (¥,, ¥, ;) > 0 are real and positive. Note that once ¥,, is chosen,
this uniquely fixes all the other ¥,. Then

COS(QT)Q = Ky, \I’r+1>|2 = Tr{pr+1pr} = 1+ Tr{(Pr+1 — pr)pr} (A.33)

hence
cos(0,)% = 1 — 18/ f(r). (A.34)

We can decompose W, as
W41 = cos(6,) U, + sin(6,) T+ (A.35)

where W' is the normalized component of W, that is perpendicular to ¥, .

By construction the states corresponding to the p, agree with the product state v outside
of By(r), so we have ¥, = U] ® Tp (e for all 7 = rg. Here ¥; € H, is a homogeneous vector
and Y () = ®x€Bo(r)C T € Hpy(r)e is the restriction of T to the complement of By(r). Let
V- be the unitary which acts on the subspace spanned by ¥,. and ¥, as the #,.-rotation which
rotates ¥, 1 into ¥, and acts as the identity on the complement of this subspace. Then V. is
even and V, = 7(U,) for a unique even unitary U, € ABy(r+1)- Since 7(U,)¥, 41 = ¥, we have

Urs1 = by 0 Ady, as required. With (A.34)) we find that
184/ f(r)
1-U = |1-V,|? <6? < —Y~ 2 <364/ A.36
I == I"<0r <= 18V] f(r) (A.36)
which establishes the bound (A.31)). O

Let us finally combine the unitary steps provided by Lemma into a single unitary,
providing a proof of the main proposition.

Proof of PropositiofA.3. Let g, := 6f(r)"/* so the unitaries U, € Apy(r4+1) provided by Lemma
are even and satisfy |U, — 1| < g,. Since f € F the sequence {g,},>r, is summable. For
R > rg, define U .= Hf:m U,., which is even. Then for R’ > R > ro we have

R R
”U(R') _ U(R)H < Z HU("’) _ U(T_1)|| = Z Gr- (A37)
r=R+1 r=R+1

Since {g,}r=r, is summable, this shows that {U)} -, is Cauchy and converges to a unitary
U(®) which satisfies

Ury © Adyeo) = }121%10 Pry © Adyrry = }31%1010 Ur = 1. (A.38)

Note moreover that U(*) is almost local because [|U(*) — U | < G(R) with G(R) = Y2 1 g1,
which defines a rapidly decaying function in F. It is also even as the norm limit of even
operators.

Finally, since zﬁro and v are both homogeneous and differ only in the region By(rg), there is
a homogeneous unitary V' € Ap ) such that 1/~)r0 = v o Ady. It can be chosen even provided

z/NJTO,U, and therefore 1, v, have the same parity. It follows that the claim of the proposition
holds true with U = VU(®). O
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A.3 A continuity result for parity of states

Lemma A.7. Let a < b and let [a,b] 3 ¢ — wy be a weakly-* continuous family of homogeneous
pure states that are all unitarily equivalent to a homogeneous pure product state wg. Suppose
the unitaries Vg are homogeneous and f-localised near the origin, where f is independent of .
Then all wy have the same parity and so do all the V.

Proof. Let (II,7H,Q) be the GNS representation of wp. Since wp is homogeneous, there is a
unique unitary © € B(H) such that

00 =0, TI((A) = O*II(A)0O, YAe A (A.39)

Since € is cyclic and 62 = id, the first equality above implies that ©2 = 1. Moreover, the purity
of wp implies that B(H) is the weak closure of II(A) and so the adjoint action of © extends the
action of 6 to all of B(H).

Let 6, be the restriction of 6 to the algebra Apry. Since wy is a product state, it is invariant
under 7, and so there is a unitary O implementing that partial parity such that 50 = Q.
For any A, B € Ajqoc, there is L large enough such that 07,(A) = 6(A) and so

TI(A)Q,0.11(B)Q) = (BT II(A)0.Q,T1(B)Q) = (II(6(A))Q,I1(B)Q2) = (II(A)Q2, OII(B)).
(A.40)
It now follows by density that © converges to © in the weak operator topology.
By assumption, the vectors Qg = II(V;)§2 are unit vector representatives of the states wy in
the GNS space H. Since all wgs are homogeneous,

@Q¢ = )\¢Q¢, )\¢ € {+1, —1}. (A.41)
We claim that ¢ — Ay is constant. For any ¢, ¢/,

o= hy = (026,00 = 0, 00) = QIO D QIO D
42

= (O, TL(0 (Vi) TL(V)$2) — <, TL(0(Viy)) T (U ) (A.43)

since ©Q2 = Q). By the uniform almost locality of the family V;;, we can replace 6 by its restriction
01, run the sequence of equalities in reverse order with ©® — © and conclude that

Ao — Ay

< |wg(O1) — wy (O1)] + cf(L). (A.44)

Taking L large enough such that f(L) < 1 and choosing then ¢ and ¢’ close enough such that
lws(OL) — we (Or)| < 1 (which is possible by weak-* continuity) yields [Ay — Ag| < 1. Since
Ay and Ay take values in {+1, —1}, it follows that Ay = Ay if ¢ and ¢’ are close enough, which
yields the claim. O

B Flux insertion for free fermions

In this appendix we will study the spin up component 2! of a spin Hall state gy = 21@ .21
Recall that 2! is a projection on the Hilbert space K = 1?(Z?;C?). We fix an orthonormal
basis {e;}i—12 of C? so that {§, ® e;},; is an orthonormal basis of K. For any operator & on
KC1 we denote by

A (2,1;y,]) 1= {0z @ e;, A 0y D ej) (B.1)

its matrix elements with respect to this basis.
Since in this appendix we will be exclusively concerned with the spin up component we write
P = 2" here and only here, dropping the spin label from the notation.
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Throughout this appendix we will use the following notations : L = {z € Z% : 21 < 0} is
the left half plane and R = Z?\L is the right half plane. For any subset S c Z? we write xg
for the indicator function on S, and IIg for the projection on S, i.e. IIg|d,; ® i) = Jzes]dr ® 0).
We write {7, and I for the left and right horizontal axes respectively, regarded as subsets of R2.
For any S < R? and any z € Z? we write dist(z, S) = inf,es |z — y||; for the distance from z to
the set S.

B.1 Locality estimates for Fermi projections

Recall that the Fermi projection Zgpr describing the spin Hall state is exponentially local and
SO
| P (@, 65y, 4)| < Ce™mvh (B.2)

where C,n > 0 are the constants introduced in ([2.13]).

Lemma B.1. We have

e@g(x,z‘;y,j) < Ce M=yl gpd ’%h(:c,i;y,j)‘ < ceSlmyilHlezl+ly2)) (B.3)

for some constants ¢,& > 0 and for all p € R, all x = (x1,22),y = (y1,92) € Z*> and all
i,j€{1,2}.

Proof. The first claim follows immediately from Eq and the definition Wé)‘ = ¢l gpe=ielln

In order to bound the matrix elements of Jifd)h = i[0¢=@£, Wg] we first bound the matrix
elements of 6(,59(’; = i[IT, Wg] If 2,y € h of z,y ¢ h then (8¢<@£)(:U,i;y,j) =0. If x € h and
y ¢ h then using the first claim of this lemma we obtain

(@6 P0) (.5, )| = | Pola, iy, )| < CeMevh < Cemnlimmitiezital - (B.a)

where for the last inequality we used x € h and y ¢ h so |z — ylli = |1 — 1| + |22 — 2| =
|z1 — y1| + |z2| + |y2|- The same result is obtained if x ¢ h and y € h. The final claim of the
lemma now follows straightforwardly from the definition %h = i[6¢@g, 322] and the bounds
on the matrix elements of 6¢<@(’; and L@g O

We now turn to locality properties of the defect states &2, defined in (5.20)). It will be useful
to consider the following quantities:

an(@,y) = sup | AL @iy ) (B.5)
¢€[_7T77r]n
i.jef1,2}

bn(wvy) = . sSup |(%1'%/¢>n)(xalvya.7)’ (B6)
¢€[—7r,7r]"
ijef1,2}

Lemma B.2. There are constants ¢, k,& > 0 such that

an(z,y) < k"t —yltleal+lya)) (B.7
bo(2,y) < Cnfin_le_mxl_yl|+|m|+|y2|)XL(93)XL(y) (B.8)

for all x,y € 7.

Proof. We take ¢, £ > 0 such that ‘%h(m, i;y,j)} < ce” Zllm—wl+le2l+v2)) (¢f Lemma [B.1) and

Kk = 2 sup Z e ¢l =3¢lz2] (B.9)

x1€Z €72
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Then the claimed bound on a,(z,y) holds for n = 1 by that same Lemma. We proceed by
induction using the again second claim of Lemma [B.1] to obtain

an(z,y) < sup sup Z‘% T4 2,10 )‘ X an-1(z,y) (B.10)
¢e[—m,m] ie{l, 2}22
< MK 22 e~ 26 (lm1—z1]+|z2]+|22]) o o=E(lz1—v1l+]z2]+]y2]) (B.11)

2,4’
noting that e~8lz1-¥1l e=Xle1—2l < o—€ler—ul g=¢le1—21 thig is easily bounded by
< gL lrr—yl+lz2l+y2]) (B.12)

which proves the bound on a,, for all n. The bound on b, is obtained in exactly the same way
and recalling that J; = II L%hl'[ L. O

Recall that % is the unique solution to i(d%¢ /dqb) = JHyU with initial condition %4 = 1.
Similarly we let ?/¢h be the unique solution to i(d%¢h/dqb) = %h%qsh with initial condition

Lemma B.3. There are constants c,& > 0 such that

(%¢h — 1) (x, i; y,j)‘ < ce¢(zi—yil+la2|+ly2()

(% — 1) (w5, 4)| < ceUmmmlrlezltivaly o () xco(a2)
for all x = (z1,22),y = (y1,y2) € Z2, all i,j € {1,2}, and all ¢ € [, 7].
Proof. We have

—~

B.13)

—

B.14)

0 n

‘(% — 1)( x,uyj‘ Z ' (B.15)

where a,(x,y) was defined in (B.5)). The first claim of the Lemma now follows straightforwardly
from the bound on a,,(z,y) provided by Lemma The second claim follows in the same way
using b, (z,y) instead. O

Uy is a restriction of 0Z/¢h to the left horizontal axis. Since 0Z/¢h acts non-trivially only near
the horizontal axis so we expect 02/¢h — U4 to be localised near the right horizontal axis.
Let us introduce a new family of projections
Dy = l@+milh g o=i(¢Fmy (B.16)
which satisfies 0y 2y = —i[-Zy, Dy] with Ly = 1[032y, Zy]. We let ¥4, 4,) be the unique uni-
taries such that i(d%¢2,¢1)/d¢2) = Zs, 4//(¢2,¢>1) and 7/(¢17¢1) =1, then 2, = 7/(¢2,¢1)°@¢17/(¢1,¢2)'
We want to compare the unitaries ¥4, 4,) generated by the £ with the unitaries %¢h
generated by the Ji/ " Tt is therefore convenient to extend the notation by letting %(’;)2 1) be
the solution to 1(d%(¢ 1) Jdo2) = Ji/h ?/(;‘52 o) and U p,,6,) = 1. Then @/ %( $.0)"
By construction, the projections qu differ from 92 only near the rlght horizontal axis, and
so the same holds for the generators £ and %h and for the unitaries 7y, 4, and % " (o, p1).

Lemma B.4. There are constants c,& > 0 such that
‘( Uy)(x,i5y,7)| < ce—S(lz—yl1+dist(z,lr))

‘(a%s - ﬁqﬁ)(:v, iry, 7)| < ce€Ur—ylitdist(aln))

‘(Zqﬁ — % )z, i5y,7)| < coE(lz—yli+dist(z,lr))

—&([z—yl1 +dist(z,lr))

‘(/y(¢27¢1) - 62/(@,@))(%%%]) < ce

for all x = (x1,22),y = (y1,y2) € Z2, all i,j € {1,2}, and all ¢, ¢1,p2 € [—7,7].
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Proof. The first bound : 1If z,y € R this follows immediately from Lemma [B:3] To deal with
the other cases, note first that

’(gZ/ — Up)(x,33y, ] ‘ Z ﬂcn (z,y) (B.21)
n=1
with
Cn(l‘,y) = sup (%}i%}i)(%%yd)_(%1%n)(%%yd) . (B22)
oe[—m,m|™
i)

For arbitrary x € L and y € Z* we find

cn(z,y) =  sup D (LT, T, ) (2,45 y, ) (B.23)

del—m]" | fe(r, Ryn—1
i,j€{1,2} not all L

noting that there are 2" —1 terms in the sum, that each summand contains at least one projection
Ig, and using Lemma

<9on sup Z ak T z)al(z y) (20)" n— 22 e E(lx1—z1|+|z1—y1|+|z2|+|y2|+2|22])

k+l=n 2€R 2€R
(B.24)
since |z1 — z1| = |z1| + |21, using the triangle inequality and performing the sum over z there
is a constant D > 0 such that
< D" 5 Uz—yli+lza|+|z2l), (B.25)
It follows that
‘(%h — Us) (@, iry. )| < (27D — 1) e 5 le—vhi+larl+ea) (B.26)

which proves the claim for x € L and y € Z arbitrary. The case where z is arbitrary and y € L
follows in the same way.
The second bound : We have

9y — Ph =0Ty P Y T OTI _ (0l gpomiolln (B.27)

so it is sufficient to establish the bound for %_, P %*, — e ™hPei™n = 9 P * —
w22 (%" )* which follows easily from the first bound.
The third bound : follows from

Ly — Ay =~ [, 24), (25 — Z§)] = [, (P — 2y)], P4] (B.28)

and the second bound.
The fourth bound :  follows straightforwardly from the analogous third bound on the
generators. O

Proposition B.5. The difference of projections &+ — &_ is trace class.

Proof. Fix x,y € Z? and 4,j € {1,2}. Since P, — P_ = U PU} — U_n PU*, we get from
Lemma [B.3] that .
(Py — D) (w159, )| < comEllz—vh+dst(zin) (8.20)

for some constants ¢,& > 0. This shows that &, — &_ is localized near the left horizon-
tal axis, but it is also localized near the right horizontal axis. Indeed since &¥_ = 2, =
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Virem) 2V ) = Vinom) PV E _ wehave Py~ P = Up oy PUE_ o~V iwomy P

(7r,—7r) ( s (7T7_7r) (71',—7’1’)
so using the fourth bound of Lemma |Bif| we obtain
(Ps — P )(ai5y, )] < coSllevhadintein) (5.0)
for some constants ¢, & > 0.
Combining the bounds (B.29) and (B.30) we get
(Py — P ) (x,i3y,7)| < ce— 5 @lz—yl1+dist(z.10) +dist(w.1r)) < o—E(lz—yl1+]z]1/2), (B.31)
The trace class claim follows immediately. O

B.2 The spin Hall Chern number as an index of a pair of projections

By Proposition the difference &2, — &_ is trace class so the projections &, and &_ have
a well-defined index of a pair of projections which is given by

ind(2,, P_) = Te{P, — P_}. (B.32)

We will show that this index is equal to the Chern number of the Fermi projection &2. This
Chern number may be expressed as (see for example Eq. 1.4 of [19])

Ch(2P) = 2mi Te{ P[[IL,, 2], [lIg, 2]]} (B.33)

where II;, andIli are the projections onto the upper and right half-planes respectively.
Let II(r) be the projection onto the box {(z1,22) € Z? : |z1|, |x2| < 7}, then

ind(Z;,27_) = lir{.lo Te{Il(r) (2 — Z_)I1(r)} (B.34)
Since both terms are now separately trace class,
=—i lilnglO do Tr{ Py Ay, 11(r)]} (B.35)

using repeatedly the cyclicity of the trace. Since .#y is localised near the left horizontal axis,
where it is equal to %h (Lemma and J7 = HL%}‘HL) this becomes

™

= —ilim [ d¢Tr{Z,[) T>_,]} (B.36)

7—00

where II>_, is the projection onto the half-plane {(x1,z2) € Z? : x1 > —r}. Similarly since
Py — L@g is localised on the right half axis (immediate consequence of the first bound of Lemma

and ' = —i[0, Pk, PP,

——Jim | 40T (025, 21T 1), (B.37)
Jacobi’s identity reads
(6P, P ) = ([P0 0o P04 (e 0, 20) P0). (B3Y)

Since ,@g is translation invariant in the horizontal direction, the first term is a translate of
[[QQ,HR], 0¢9£] and can therefore be replaced by the latter in the trace. The second term
is off-diagonal with respect to ,@g so its contribution vanishes in the trace. Noting that the
derivative is given by 6(;5322 = i[II, ,@(Z] we therefore obtain

U

nd(P,, P ) —i f 46 Tr{ PN ([P0, Tg], [T, 21}, (B.39)

—T
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and since the integrand does not depend on ¢ (by unitary invariance of the trace and [II, IIg] =
0), we conclude that

ind(2,, 2_) = —2mi Tt {2 [, 2], [, 2]]} . (B.40)

Recalling that we wrote & = 2! and 2, = ﬂj_r, and comparing with (B.33) we have

proven

Proposition B.6. The difference @l — 2! is trace class and the Chern number Ch(2") of
P is equal to the index of a pair of projections ind(@l, @1)
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