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VIOLATION OF PARITY AND FLAVOR SYMMETRIES IN A

NAMBU–JONA-LASINIO MODEL

YUKIMI GOTO1 AND TOHRU KOMA2

Abstract: We study a lattice Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model with certain continuous

chiral and two-flavor symmetries. For the Hamiltonian of the model, we construct a

ground state which breaks the parity and flavor symmetries. In our argument, the

chiral symmetry plays a crucial role for proving the violation of the parity and flavor

symmetries, although the model does not contain the so-called Wilson term.
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1. Introduction

In the present paper, we deal with a lattice Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model with cer-

tain continuous chiral and two-flavor symmetries. A model of this type in the lattice

1 Gakushuin University, Department of Mathematics, Mejiro, Toshima-ku, Tokyo 171-8588, Japan.

Email: yukimi.goto@gakushuin.ac.jp.
2 Gakushuin University (retired), Department of Physics, Mejiro, Toshima-ku, Tokyo 171-8588,

Japan.
1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.19244v1


2 Y. GOTO AND T. KOMA

regularization with Wilson fermion is expected to exhibit the violation of the chiral

symmetry and flavor symmetry in the ground state [5]. In lattice quantum chromo-

dynamics (QCD) literature, such a phase structure is referred to as Aoki phase, going

back to the pioneering works by Aoki [1, 2]. For Wilson fermions, it was predicted

in [1, 2] that, in the broken phase for the parity and flavor symmetries, the charged

pions can be interpreted as Nambu–Goldstone (massless) bosons, despite the absence

of chiral symmetry. This expectation was strengthened by computer simulations of

QCD [4, 6].

For the present Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model, we construct a ground state which

breaks the parity and flavor symmetries. More precisely, we introduce certain two

observables to detect the violation of the parity and flavor symmetries, and for these

observables, we prove the existence of a non-vanishing spontaneous magnetization in

the ground state. Technically, the method of fermion reflection positivity [17] is crucial

for the proof, as in our previous works [13, 14]. However, it should be noted that if

we introduce a symmetry-breaking field, the existence of spontaneous magnetization

is always equivalent to the non-vanishing of the expectation value of Ψ̄Ψ due to the

symmetries of the present model. Thus, the usual procedure to show spontaneous

symmetry breaking does not work. To overcome this difficulty, we use the trial state

introduced by Horsch and von der Linden [16]. In particular, we show the simultaneous

non-vanishing of spontaneous magnetizations in two directions using the two order

parameters. This approach is one of the principal novel ingredients in our paper. Then,

the above conjecture is proved for our model without any approximation. However,

we have not been able to prove that there exists an infinite-volume ground state such

that it is pure and breaks the parity and flavor symmetries. Namely, the ground state

which we constructed may consist of two or more pure states, and each pure state

may not break the two symmetries simultaneously. Unfortunately, we cannot deny

the possibility, but we do not expect such a situation to occur, since two observables

can be simultaneously diagonalized in finite volume systems by [γ0τ1, iγ0γ5τ2] = 0 in

the Hilbert space. For further details, see Remark 4.2.

In this section, we roughly describe the present model and our idea to prove the

violation of the parity and flavor symmetries. The precise mathematical definitions will

be given later. For this purpose, we start from our motivation. Namely, the numerical

simulations of QCD showed the violation of the parity and flavor symmetries [6]. The

Lagrangian of QCD is given by

L0 =

Nf
∑

i=1

Ψ̄iγµ(∂
µ + ig0Aµ)Ψi +

1

4
FµνF

µν ,

where Ψi are the quark fields with Nf flavors, Aµ is the gauge field, Fµν is its field

strength, and g0 is the coupling constant in the standard notation. Clearly, this

Lagrangian L0 has the symmetry of the SU(Nf) rotation about the flavors. In addition,
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it is invariant under the usual chiral transformation,

Ψj → eiθjγ5Ψj for j = 1, 2, · · · , Nf , (1.1)

with the Nf angles, θj ∈ [0, 2π), j = 1, 2, . . . , Nf .

Next, we go back to the original idea of Nambu [24] for getting the effective La-

grangian. In the following, we will treat only the case with two flavors, i.e., Nf = 2,

because the generalization is straightforward. We also write

Ψ =

(

Ψ1

Ψ2

)

=

(

Ψu

Ψd

)

.

By formally integrating out the gauge fields Aµ, the resulting Lagrangian L can be

written in terms of only the quark fields Ψi, and the Lagrangian becomes the effective

one for the self-interacting fermion system. In the following, we will not treat the

color degrees of freedom. As an approximation for the dominant contributions in the

interaction terms, the four-fermion interactions have been widely used so far. The

explicit form of the effective Lagrangian is given by

L = Ψ̄γµ∂
µΨ+ g̃

{

(Ψ̄Ψ)2 + (Ψ̄iγ5Ψ)2 +
3

∑

j=1

[(Ψ̄τjΨ)2 + (Ψ̄iγ5τjΨ)2]
}

(1.2)

with the effective coupling constant g̃, where τj are the Pauli matrices which act

on only the flavor indices. From a physical viewpoint, we assume that the effective

interactions between two quarks, which are mediated by the gauge fields Aµ, are

attractive. Therefore, we choose g̃ > 0 for the effective coupling constant. The above L
is nothing but the Lagrangian of a generalized Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model [15,25,26].

Clearly, it is invariant under the SU(2) flavor rotation. Further, this Lagrangian L
is also invariant under the above chiral transformation (1.1). The latter invariance

will be checked in Sec. 3 below for the corresponding Hamiltonian on a lattice. Since

the chiral symmetry plays a crucial role for proving the violation of the parity and

flavor symmetries, we cannot include the so-called Wilson term into the Hamiltonian.

Therefore, the well-known doubling problem arises in our model. In the original works

of Aoki phase [1–4], it was also argued that the expectation value of the flavor singlet

pseudoscalar operator, iΨ̄γ5Ψ, must vanish as a result of the Vafa–Witten theorem [31].

This means that the η meson remains massive in the broken phase for the parity and

flavor symmetries, thereby solving the U(1) problem on the lattice. However, since

our model presumably lacks a desirable continuum limit that reproduces the chiral

anomaly, due to the presence of doublers [9,23,27,28], it may have a different physical

interpretation compared to the standard picture of Aoki phase.

Since the interactions of the Lagrangian L are attractive, the corresponding interac-

tion Hamiltonian, whose explicit form is given by (2.6) below on a lattice, looks very

similar to the ferromagnetic Heisenberg spin Hamiltonian, although their internal de-

grees of freedom are totally different from each other. As is well known, in the ground
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states of the Heisenberg ferromagnet, the spins align in the same direction, and the

rotational symmetry of the spins is spontaneously broken.

In the model given by the above Lagrangian L of (1.2), the observables which

correspond to the spin components of the Heisenberg model, contain two observables

[6], Ψ̄τ1Ψ and Ψ̄iγ5τ2Ψ. In the present paper, we construct a ground state such that

the ground-state expectation values for these two observables are simultaneously non-

vanishing. This result implies the violation of the parity and flavor symmetries. In

our proof, we need to treat the above two observables because of the symmetries of

the present system.

The present paper is organized as follows: We give the precise definition of the

Hamiltonian of the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model in Sec. 2, and the chiral symmetry of

the Hamiltonian is checked in Sec. 3. Our main result is given in Sec. 4. The reflection

positivity of the model is proved in the three Sections 5–7. The Gaussian domination

and the infrared bound are obtained in Sec. 8. The existence of the long-range order

is proved in Sec. 9. Appendices A and B are respectively devoted to technical relation

and estimate.

2. Hamiltonian of the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model

In order to derive the Hamiltonian of the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model (1.2) on a

lattice, consider first the case of the single flavor. The corresponding Lagrangian of

the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model is given by [15, 25, 26]

L = Ψ̄γµ∂
µΨ+ g̃[(Ψ̄Ψ)2 − (Ψ̄γ5Ψ)2]

with the effective coupling constant g̃ ≥ 0. The four-fermion interaction for the Dirac

fermion fields Ψ is formally written

(Ψ̄Ψ)2 − (Ψ̄γ5Ψ)2

=
1

2
(Ψ̄Ψ + Ψ̄γ5Ψ)(Ψ̄Ψ− Ψ̄γ5Ψ) +

1

2
(Ψ̄Ψ− Ψ̄γ5Ψ)(Ψ̄Ψ + Ψ̄γ5Ψ)

= 2

[

Ψ̄
1 + γ5

2
Ψ · Ψ̄1− γ5

2
Ψ + Ψ̄

1− γ5
2

Ψ · Ψ̄1 + γ5
2

Ψ

]

= 2

[

Ψ†γ0
1 + γ5

2
Ψ ·Ψ†γ0

1− γ5
2

Ψ + Ψ†γ0
1− γ5

2
Ψ ·Ψ†γ0

1 + γ5
2

Ψ

]

.

We want to define the corresponding interaction on the three-dimensional cubic lattice

Λ ⊂ Z
3 in the Hamiltonian formalism. We simply introduce

Γ(+)(x) := Ψ†(x)γ0 ·
1

2
(1 + γ5)Ψ(x)

and

Γ(−)(x) := Ψ†(x)γ0 ·
1

2
(1− γ5)Ψ(x),
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where Ψ(x) is the four-component Dirac-field operator at the site x ∈ Λ. Then, from

the above observations, one can consider the nearest-neighbor interaction given by

Γ(+)(x)Γ(−)(y) + Γ(−)(x)Γ(+)(y)

for the nearest-neighbor sites, x, y ∈ Λ. We also introduce

Γ(1)(x) := Γ(+)(x) + Γ(−)(x)

and

Γ(2)(x) := i[Γ(+)(x)− Γ(−)(x)].

Clearly, one has

Γ(1)(x) = Ψ†(x)γ0Ψ(x) and Γ(2)(x) = Ψ†(x)iγ0γ5Ψ(x). (2.1)

In addition, one notices

Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(y) + Γ(2)(x)Γ(2)(y) = 2
[

Γ(+)(x)Γ(−)(y) + Γ(−)(x)Γ(+)(y)
]

.

From these observations, one can consider the interaction Hamiltonian,

Hint = −g
∑

x,y:|x−y|=1

[

Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(y) + Γ(2)(x)Γ(2)(y)
]

,

with the coupling constant g > 0, i.e., we assume that the interaction is attractive,

following the idea of [25]. Here, the sum is over all the nearest-neighbor pairs, x, y ∈ Λ.

The precise definiiton of the finite lattice which we consider is given by

Λ := {x = (x(1), x(2), x(3)) ∈ Z
3 : − L+ 1 ≤ x(i) ≤ L, i = 1, 2, 3}

with a positive integer L, and the periodic boundary condition. The lattice Λ can be

considered as the three-dimensional torus. We write eµ for the unit vector whose µ-th

component is 1.

Next, consider the two flavor Dirac fermions. The four-component Dirac field Ψf(x)

with the flavor f = u, d at the site x ∈ Λ is given by

Ψf(x) :=











ψ
(1)
f (x)

ψ
(2)
f (x)

ψ
(3)
f (x)

ψ
(4)
f (x)











, Ψ†
f (x) :=

(

ψ
(1)
f (x)†, ψ

(2)
f (x)†, ψ

(3)
f (x)†, ψ

(4)
f (x)†

)

where ψ
(i)
f (x) is the fermion operator for the component i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} at the site

x ∈ Λ with the flavor f ∈ {u, d}. These satisfy the anti-commutation relations,

{ψ(i)
f (x), [ψ

(j)
f ′ (y)]

†} = δx,yδi,jδf,f ′, {ψ(i)
f (x), ψ

(j)
f ′ (y)} = 0,

for the sites x, y ∈ Λ, i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} and f, f ′ ∈ {u, d}. We write

Ψ(x) :=

(

Ψu(x)

Ψd(x)

)

, Ψ†(x) :=
(

Ψ†
u(x),Ψ

†
d(x)

)
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for short. In order to simplify the notation, we will use MΨ(x) to mean

MΨ(x) =

(MΨu(x)

MΨd(x)

)

,

for any 4 × 4 matrix M. Our Hamiltonian of the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model [15] is

given by

H(Λ) := H
(Λ)
K +H

(Λ)
int , (2.2)

where the first term is the usual kinetic Hamiltonian given by

H
(Λ)
K := iκ

∑

x∈Λ⊂Z3

{

[Ψ†(x)α1Ψ(x+ e1)−Ψ†(x+ e1)α1Ψ(x)] (2.3)

+ [Ψ†(x)α2Ψ(x+ e2)−Ψ†(x+ e2)α2Ψ(x)] (2.4)

+ [Ψ†(x)α3Ψ(x+ e3)−Ψ†(x+ e3)α3Ψ(x)]
}

, (2.5)

with the hopping parameter κ ∈ R, where

αi =

(

0 σi
σi 0

)

for i = 1, 2, 3

with the Pauli matrices,

σ1 =

(

0 1

1 0

)

, σ2 =

(

0 −i
i 0

)

and σ3 =

(

1 0

0 −1

)

;

The second term is the interaction Hamiltonian given by

H
(Λ)
int := −g

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[

Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(x+ eµ) + Γ(2)(x)Γ(2)(x+ eµ)
]

− g
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

3
∑

j=1

[

S(j)(x)S(j)(x+ eµ) + S
(j)
5 (x)S

(j)
5 (x+ eµ)

]

(2.6)

with the coupling constant g > 0, where

Γ(1)(x) := Ψ†(x)γ0Ψ(x), Γ(2)(x) := Ψ†(x)iγ0γ5Ψ(x),

S(j)(x) := Ψ†(x)γ0τjΨ(x) and S
(ℓ)
5 (x) := Ψ†(x)iγ0γ5τℓΨ(x)

for j, ℓ = 1, 2, 3, where τj are the Pauli matrices which act on only the flavor indices.

The explicit forms are given by

τ1 :=

(

0 1

1 0

)

, τ2 :=

(

0 −i
i 0

)

and τ3 :=

(

1 0

0 −1

)

.

In the following, we will use the expressions,

γ0 =

(

12 0

0 −12

)

and γ5 =

(

0 12
12 0

)

, (2.7)
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with the 2-by-2 unit matrix 12. We also impose the anti-periodic boundary condition

[13] for the boundary of the kinetic Hamiltonian (2.3), in order to realize the fermion

reflection positivity [17].

Originally, reflection positivity was introduced in quantum field theory by Oster-

walder and Schrader [30], and it is closely related to the existence of a positive self-

adjoint transfer matrix [29]. Subsequently, this concept was applied to the study

of phase transitions in statistical mechanical models [10–12]. In the present paper,

reflection positivity is the essential tool to establish the existence of long-range order.

3. Continuous chiral symmetry of the Hamiltonian

As is well-known, the form (2.6) of the interaction Hamiltonian H
(Λ)
int is invariant

under the usual chiral transformation,

Ψu(x) → eiθγ5Ψu(x), Ψd(x) → eiθγ5Ψd(x), (3.1)

with a real θ for x ∈ Λ. As we will see below, the present Hamiltonian H(Λ) of (2.2)

is also invariant under another chiral transformation,

Ψu(x) → eiθγ5Ψu(x), Ψd(x) → e−iθγ5Ψd(x), (3.2)

where the two flavors are rotated by the opposite angles. Since γ0e
iθγ5γ0 = e−iθγ5 , one

notices that the quantity Ψ†(x)γ0τ1Ψ(y) is invariant under this transformation. More

generally, the operators, S(j)(x) and S
(j)
5 (x) for j = 1, 2, are all invariant under this

transformation.

The rest of the terms are given by the operators,

Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(x+ eµ), Γ
(2)(x)Γ(2)(x+ eµ), S

(3)(x)S(3)(x+ eµ) andS
(3)
5 (x)S

(3)
5 (x+ eµ).

Note that

Γ(1)(x) = Ψ†
u(x)γ0Ψu(x) + Ψ†

d(x)γ0Ψd(x)

and

S
(3)
5 (x) = Ψ†

u(x)iγ0γ5Ψu(x)−Ψ†
d(x)iγ0γ5Ψd(x).

Under the present chiral transformation (3.2), one has

Γ(1)(x) → Γ(1)(x) cos 2θ + S
(3)
5 (x) sin 2θ,

S
(3)
5 (x) → −Γ(1)(x) sin 2θ + S

(3)
5 (x) cos 2θ.

Therefore, the following quantity is invariant under the chiral transformation (3.2):

Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(y) + S
(3)
5 (x)S

(3)
5 (y)

for x, y ∈ Λ. Similarly, the following quantity is also invarinat:

Γ(2)(x)Γ(2)(y) + S(3)(x)S(3)(y).

These observations imply that the interaction Hamiltonian H
(Λ)
int of (2.6) is invariant

under the chiral transformation (3.2). Since the kinetic Hamiltonian H
(Λ)
K is invariant,
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the present Hamiltonian H(Λ) of (2.2) is invariant under the chiral transformation

(3.2).

4. Spontaneous breaking of both flavor and parity symmetries

The aim of the present paper is to prove the spontaneous breaking of both flavor

and parity symmetries.

We write

ω
(Λ)
0 (· · · ) := lim

βր∞

Tr (· · · ) e−βH(Λ)

Tr e−βH(Λ)

for the expectation value with respect to the ground state without the symmetry

breaking field. In order to consider a phase transition, we introduce two order param-

eters

O
(1)
Λ =

1

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

S(1)(x) =
1

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

Ψ†(x)γ0τ1Ψ(x)

and

O
(2)
5,Λ =

1

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

S
(2)
5 (x) =

1

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

Ψ†(x)iγ0γ5τ2Ψ(x).

By a standard argument (see also Appendix A) , it is easy to see that for any θ ∈ R,

eiθγ5γ0e
−iθγ5 = γ0 cos(2θ)− iγ0γ5 sin(2θ).

This relation implies that under the chiral transformation (3.1), S(1)(x) is transformed

into Ψ†(x)iγ0γ5τ1Ψ(x). Then, the chiral and flavor symmetries of the Hamiltonian

H(Λ) lead to the following equalities

ω
(Λ)
0 (O

(1)
Λ ) = ω

(Λ)
0 (O

(2)
5,Λ) = 0,

and

ω
(Λ)
0 ([O

(1)
Λ ]2) = ω

(Λ)
0 ([O

(2)
5,Λ]

2).

As we will prove below, there exists a long-range order in the sense that

ω
(Λ)
0 ([O

(1)
Λ ]2) = ω

(Λ)
0 ([O

(2)
5,Λ]

2) > c0, (4.1)

where c0 is a strictly positive constant and independent of the volume |Λ|. We consider

a state [16, 18, 21, 22],

ω(Λ)(· · · ) := Nω
(Λ)
0 ((1 +OΛ)(· · · )(1 +OΛ)),

where N is the normalization constant, and we have written

OΛ := O
(1)
Λ +O

(2)
5,Λ.
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This is also a ground-state expectation. To see this, we compute the expectation value

of H(Λ) − E
(Λ)
0 , where E

(Λ)
0 is the energy eigenvalue of the ground state. We have

ω(Λ)([H(Λ) −E
(Λ)
0 ]) = Nω

(Λ)
0 ((1 +OΛ)[H

(Λ) − E
(Λ)
0 ](1 +OΛ))

= Nω
(Λ)
0 (OΛ[H

(Λ) −E
(Λ)
0 ]OΛ)

=
N
2

{

ω
(Λ)
0 (OΛ[H

(Λ), OΛ])− ω
(Λ)
0 ([H(Λ), OΛ]OΛ)

}

=
N
2
ω
(Λ)
0 ([OΛ, [H

(Λ), OΛ]]) ≤
c1
|Λ| ,

where c1 is a positive constant. Thus, the energy is degenerate into the energy of the

ground state in the infinite-volume limit |Λ| ր ∞.

By using the flavor rotational symmetry of the Hamiltonian H(Λ) of (2.2) and the

existence of the long-range order (4.1), we obtain

ω(Λ)(O
(1)
Λ ) ≥ 2N c0 and ω(Λ)(O

(2)
5,Λ) ≥ 2N c0.

Thus, the two order parameters show the non-vanishing spontaneous magnetizations

in the infinite-volume ground state ω(· · · ) := weak∗− limΛրZ3 ω(Λ)(· · · ).
These observations imply that the chiral, flavor and parity symmetries are all spon-

tanouesly broken in the infinite-volume ground state ω(· · · ).
Our main result is summarized as follows:

Theorem 4.1. There exists a positive number α0 small enough such that

lim
ΛրZν

ω(Λ)(O
(1)
Λ ) > 0 and lim

ΛրZν
ω(Λ)(O

(2)
5,Λ) > 0

for all the hopping parameter κ and the coupling constant g of the interaction which

satisfy |κ|/g ≤ α0.

Remark 4.2. In passing, we should remark the following:

(i) In order to prove the violation of the parity, we need the two observables be-

cause of the symmetries of the present system. Actually, as shown in Ap-

pendix A, a chiral rotation yields the transformation Ψ†(x)iγ0γ5τ2Ψ(x) →
Ψ†(x)γ0τ2Ψ(x).

(ii) We have not been able to prove that the state ω(· · · ) is pure1. Therefore,

when we consider the pure state decomposition for the state ω(· · · ), it is not
obvious that there exists a pure state which shows a non-vanishing spontaneous

magnetization for both of the order parameters. Physically, since each of the

two flavors can take any direction for their chiral rotations, one can expect

the existence of a pure state having the desired symmetry breaking character.

In other words, the present internal degrees of freedom allow to yield the two

1In general, it is quite difficult to prove whether a given state is pure or not. Here, the term “pure

state” refers to the concept in the context of infinite systems [7, 8], rather than its usage in usual

quantum mechanics of finite degrees of freedom.
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non-vanishing spontaneous magnetizations. In fact, these magnetizations can

be expected from the commutativity [γ0τ1, iγ0γ5τ2] = 0. Namely, the first

spontaneous magnetization does not seem to prevent the second observable

from magnetizing. Thus, the assumption of the two flavors is essential for our

proof of the violation of the parity.

5. Reflection positivity: Preliminary

Let Λ′ ⊂ Λ be a subset and A(Λ′) be the algebra generated by ψ
(i)
f (x) and [ψ

(j)
f ′ (y)]†

for x, y ∈ Λ′, f, f ′ ∈ {u, d} and i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}. Since our Λ is symmetric with respect

to a plane with the periodic boundary condition, there are a natural decomposition

Λ = Λ− ∪ Λ+ with Λ− ∩ Λ+ = ∅ and a reflection map r : Λ± → Λ∓ satisfying

r(Λ±) = Λ∓. We write A = A(Λ) and A± = A(Λ±). The reflection has an anti-linear

representation ϑ : A± → A∓ requiring [17]

ϑ(ψ
(i)
f (x)) = ψ

(i)
f (ϑ(x)), ϑ([ψ

(i)
f (x)]†) = [ψ

(i)
f (ϑ(x))]†,

ϑ(AB) = ϑ(A)ϑ(B), ϑ(A)† = ϑ(A†) for A,B ∈ A.

For x ∈ Λ, we introduce Majorana fermion operators ξ
(i)
f (x), η

(i)
f (x) by

ξ
(i)
f (x) := [ψ

(i)
f (x)]† + ψ

(i)
f (x), η

(i)
f (x) := i{[ψ(i)

f (x)]† − ψ
(i)
f (x)}, (5.1)

or equivalently,

ψ
(i)
f (x) =

1

2
[ξ

(i)
f (x) + iη

(i)
f (x)], [ψ

(i)
f (x)]† =

1

2
[ξ

(i)
f (x)− iη

(i)
f (x)]. (5.2)

These satisfy [ξ
(i)
f (x)]† = ξ

(i)
f (x), [η

(i)
f (x)]† = η

(i)
f (x), and the anti-commutation rela-

tions

{ξ(i)f (x), ξ
(j)
f ′ (y)} = 2δx,yδi,jδf,f ′, {η(i)f (x), η

(j)
f ′ (y)} = 2δx,yδi,jδf,f ′,

{ξ(i)f (x), η
(j)
f ′ (y)} = 0.

Next, following the idea of [12], we will introduce certain functions, hµ, on the lattice

Λ, and rewite the interaction Hamiltonian. For this purpose, we first decompose the

interaction Hamiltonian into two parts,

H
(Λ)
int = H

(Λ)
int,R +H

(Λ)
int,I,

where

H
(Λ)
int,R := −g

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[

Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(x+ eµ) + S(1)(x)S(1)(x+ eµ)

+ S(3)(x)S(3)(x+ eµ) + S
(2)
5 (x)S

(2)
5 (x+ eµ)

]

(5.3)
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and

H
(Λ)
int,I := −g

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[Γ(2)(x)Γ(2)(x+ eµ) + S(2)(x)S(2)(x+ eµ)

+ S
(1)
5 (x)S

(1)
5 (x+ eµ) + S

(3)
5 (x)S

(3)
5 (x+ eµ)

]

.

(5.4)

Note that

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(x+ eµ) = −1

2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[Γ(1)(x)− Γ(1)(x+ eµ)]
2 + 3

∑

x∈Λ

[Γ(1)(x)]2.

Therefore, one has

H
(Λ)
int,R =

g

2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

{[

Γ(1)(x)− Γ(1)(x+ eµ)
]2

+
[

S(1)(x)− S(1)(x+ eµ)
]2

+
[

S(3)(x)− S(3)(x+ eµ)
]2

+
[

S
(2)
5 (x)− S

(2)
5 (x+ eµ)

]2}

− 3g
∑

x∈Λ

{

[Γ(1)(x)]2 + [S(1)(x)]2 + [S(3)(x)]2 + [S
(2)
5 (x)]2

}

.

(5.5)

Similarly, one has

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

Γ(2)(x)Γ(2)(x+ eµ) =
1

2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[Γ(2)(x) + Γ(2)(x+ eµ)]
2 − 3

∑

x∈Λ

[Γ(2)(x)]2.

Therefore,

H
(Λ)
int,I =− g

2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

{

[Γ(2)(x) + Γ(2)(x+ eµ)]
2 + [S(2)(x) + S(2)(x+ eµ)]

2

+ [S
(1)
5 (x) + S

(1)
5 (x+ eµ)]

2 + [S
(3)
5 (x) + S

(3)
5 (x+ eµ)]

2
}

+ 3g
∑

x∈Λ

{

[Γ(2)(x)]2 + [S(2)(x)]2 + [S
(1)
5 (x)]2 + [S

(3)
5 (x)]2

}

(5.6)

Let hµ(x) be a real-valued function on the lattice Λ for µ = 1, 2, 3, and we introduce

[10, 12]

H
(Λ)
int,R(h) :=

g

2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

{[

Γ(1)(x)− Γ(1)(x+ eµ) + hµ(x)
]2

+
[

S(1)(x)− S(1)(x+ eµ)
]2

+
[

S(3)(x)− S(3)(x+ eµ)
]2

+
[

S
(2)
5 (x)− S

(2)
5 (x+ eµ)

]2}

− 3g
∑

x∈Λ

{

[Γ(1)(x)]2 + [S(1)(x)]2 + [S(3)(x)]2 + [S
(2)
5 (x)]2

}

.

(5.7)

We write

H
(Λ)
int (h) := H

(Λ)
int,R(h) +H

(Λ)
int,I. (5.8)
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Clearly, when hµ = 0 for all µ = 1, 2, 3, this equals the interaction Hamiltonian H
(Λ)
int .

We also write

H(Λ)(h) := H
(Λ)
K +H

(Λ)
int (h) (5.9)

for the whole Hamiltonian.

6. Reflection with respect to the plane x(1) = 1/2

Let us consider first the reflection with respect to the x(1) = 1/2 plane. By this

plane, we divide our finite lattice Λ into two parts,

Λ− := {x ∈ Λ: − L+ 1 ≤ x(1) ≤ 0} and Λ+ := {x ∈ Λ: 1 ≤ x(1) ≤ L}.

In order to show that the present Hamiltonian has a reflection positivity with respect

to this plane, we need some preparations.

We first introduce a transformation,

Ψu(x) → γ0Ψu(x), Ψd(x) → Ψd(x),

and write U(γ0) for the unitary transformation on the fermion Fock space. We also

introduce a transformation,

Ψ(x) → eiπx
(2)/2Ψ(x),

and write U2 for the corresponding unitary transformation on the fermion Fock space.

Let us consider first the kinetic Hamiltonian H
(Λ)
K of (2.3) about these two transfor-

mations. We have written H
(Λ)
K,f for the kinetic Hamiltonian H

(Λ)
K (2.3) for the flavor

f ∈ {u, d}. Clearly, the first transformation U(γ0) changes the sign of the kinetic

Hamiltonian for the flavor u, i.e.,

U †(γ0)H
(Λ)
K,uU(γ0) = −H(Λ)

K,u.

Therefore, by these two transformations, U(γ0) and U2, the kinetic Hamiltonians H
(Λ)
K,f

for the flavors f = u, d are tranformed into the following forms:

H̃
(Λ)
K,u :=[U(γ0)U2]

†H
(Λ)
K,uU(γ0)U2

=− iκ
∑

x∈Λ⊂Z3

{

[Ψ†
u(x)α1Ψu(x+ e1)−Ψ†

u(x+ e1)α1Ψu(x)]

+ i[Ψ†
u(x)α2Ψu(x+ e2) + Ψ†

u(x+ e2)α2Ψu(x)]

+ [Ψ†
u(x)α3Ψu(x+ e3)−Ψ†

u(x+ e3)α3Ψu(x)]
}

(6.1)
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and

H̃
(Λ)
K,d := [U(γ0)U2]

†H
(Λ)
K,dU(γ0)U2

= iκ
∑

x∈Λ⊂Z3

{

[Ψ†
d(x)α1Ψd(x+ e1)−Ψ†

d(x+ e1)α1Ψd(x)]

+ i[Ψ†
d(x)α2Ψd(x+ e2) + Ψ†

d(x+ e2)α2Ψd(x)]

+ [Ψ†
d(x)α3Ψd(x+ e3)−Ψ†

d(x+ e3)α3Ψd(x)]
}

.

(6.2)

When we use the real representation for the Dirac fermion field Ψ(x), these right-hand

sides become pure imaginary hermitian by the expressions of the matrices, α1, α2, α3.

This property is crucial for the reflection positivity [17].

In order to deal with the interaction Hamiltonian, we note that

Γ̃(1)(x) := [U(γ0)U2]
†Γ(1)(x)U(γ0)U2 = Ψ†(x)γ0Ψ(x) = Γ(1)(x),

Γ̃(2)(x) := [U(γ0)U2]
†Γ(2)(x)U(γ0)U2 = −Ψ†(x)iγ0γ5τ3Ψ(x) = −S(3)

5 (x), (6.3)

S̃(1)(x) := [U(γ0)U2]
†S(1)(x)U(γ0)U2 = Ψ†(x)τ1Ψ(x),

S̃(2)(x) := [U(γ0)U2]
†S(2)(x)U(γ0)U2 = Ψ†(x)τ2Ψ(x),

S̃(3)(x) := [U(γ0)U2]
†S(3)(x)U(γ0)U2 = Ψ†(x)γ0τ3Ψ(x) = S(3)(x),

and

S̃
(1)
5 (x) := [U(γ0)U2]

†S
(1)
5 (x)U(γ0)U2 = −Ψ†(x)γ5τ2Ψ(x),

S̃
(2)
5 (x) := [U(γ0)U2]

†S
(2)
5 (x)U(γ0)U2 = Ψ†(x)γ5τ1Ψ(x)

and

S̃
(3)
5 (x) := [U(γ0)U2]

†S
(3)
5 (x)U(γ0)U2 = −Ψ†(x)iγ0γ5Ψ(x) = −Γ(2)(x). (6.4)

Then

H̃
(Λ)
int (h) := [U(γ0)U2]

†H
(Λ)
int (h)U(γ0)U2 = H̃

(Λ)
int,R(h) + H̃

(Λ)
int,I,

where we have written

H̃
(Λ)
int,R(h) :=[U(γ0)U2]

†H
(Λ)
int,R(h)U(γ0)U2

=
g

2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

{[

Γ̃(1)(x)− Γ̃(1)(x+ eµ) + hµ(x)
]2

+
[

S̃(1)(x)− S̃(1)(x+ eµ)
]2

+
[

S̃(3)(x)− S̃(3)(x+ eµ)
]2

+
[

S̃
(2)
5 (x)− S̃

(2)
5 (x+ eµ)

]2}

− 3g
∑

x∈Λ

{

[Γ̃(1)(x)]2 + [S̃(1)(x)]2 + [S̃(3)(x)]2 + [S̃
(2)
5 (x)]2

}

(6.5)
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and

H̃
(Λ)
int,I := [U(γ0)U2]

†H
(Λ)
int,IU(γ0)U2

= −g
2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

{

[Γ̃(2)(x) + Γ̃(2)(x+ eµ)]
2 + [S̃(2)(x) + S̃(2)(x+ eµ)]

2

+ [S̃
(1)
5 (x) + S̃

(1)
5 (x+ eµ)]

2 + [S̃
(3)
5 (x) + S̃

(3)
5 (x+ eµ)]

2
}

+ 3g
∑

x∈Λ

{

[Γ̃(2)(x)]2 + [S̃(2)(x)]2 + [S̃
(1)
5 (x)]2 + [S̃

(3)
5 (x)]2

}

.

(6.6)

The whole Hamiltonian H(Λ)(h) of (5.9) is transformed into

H̃(Λ)(h) := [U(γ0)U2]
†H(Λ)(h)U(γ0)U2

= H̃
(Λ)
K,u + H̃

(Λ)
K,d + H̃

(Λ)
int,R(h) + H̃

(Λ)
int,I.

(6.7)

6.1. Two unitary transformations. Further, we will use two unitary transforma-

tions below. First we define U(α1) as follows:

[U(α1)]
†Ψu(x)U(α1) =

{

−α1Ψu(x) for x ∈ Λ+;

Ψu(x) for x ∈ Λ−,
(6.8)

and

[U(α1)]
†Ψd(x)U(α1) =

{

Ψd(x) for x ∈ Λ+;

α1Ψd(x) for x ∈ Λ−.
(6.9)

We also introduce [11, 13]

u
(i)
PH,f(x) :=









∏

y∈Λ, j∈{1,2,3,4}, f ′∈{u,d}:
(y,j,f ′)6=(x,i,f)

(−1)n
(j)

f′
(y)









{

[ψ
(i)
f (x)]† + ψ

(i)
f (x)

}

, (6.10)

where we have written

n
(j)
f ′ (y) := [ψ

(j)
f ′ (y)]

†ψ
(j)
f ′ (y)

for y ∈ Λ and f ′ ∈ {u, d}. Then, one has

[u
(i)
PH,f(x)]

†ψ
(j)
f ′ (y)u

(i)
PH,f(x) =

{

[ψ
(i)
f (x)]†, for (y, j, f ′) = (x, i, f);

ψ
(j)
f ′ (y), otherwise.

By using these operators, we define a particle-hole transformation on a sublattice

by [11, 13]

Uodd,u :=
∏

x∈Λodd

∏

j∈{1,2,3,4}

u
(j)
PH,u(x),

where we have written

Λodd := {x ∈ Λ | x(1) + x(2) + x(3) = odd}.
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For all i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, one has

(Uodd,u)
†ψ(i)

u (x)Uodd,u =

{

[ψ
(i)
u (x)]† for x ∈ Λodd,

ψ
(i)
u (x) for x ∈ Λ\Λodd.

(6.11)

Similarly, we define

Ueven,d :=
∏

x∈Λeven

∏

j∈{1,2,3,4}

u
(j)
PH,d(x).

for the flavor d and the sublattice Λeven := Λ\Λodd. Further, we write

Ustagg := Uodd,uUeven,d,

Ũ1 := U(α1)Ustagg,

and

Ĥ(Λ)(h) := (Ũ1)
†H̃(Λ)(h)Ũ1

for the transformed Hamiltonian from (6.7). We want to decompose this Hamiltonian

into some parts [13] in the following way.

6.2. Kinetic Hamiltonian. Let us consider the kinetic Hamiltonians (6.1) and (6.2).

We first deal with H̃
(Λ)
K,u of (6.1). It can be written

H̃
(Λ)
K,u =

3
∑

µ=1

H̃
(Λ)
K,u,µ

with

H̃
(Λ)
K,u,µ := −iκ

∑

x∈Λ

[Ψ†
u(x)αµΨu(x+ eµ)−Ψ†

u(x+ eµ)αµΨu(x)] for µ = 1, 3,

and

H̃
(Λ)
K,u,2 := κ

∑

x∈Λ

[Ψ†
u(x)α2Ψu(x+ e2) + Ψ†

u(x+ e2)α2Ψu(x)].

Clearly, the hopping Hamiltonians in the second and third directions can be decom-

posed into two parts as follows:

H̃
(Λ)
K,u,2 = H̃+

K,u,2 + H̃−
K,u,2

with

H̃±
K,u,2 := κ

∑

x∈Λ±

[Ψ†
u(x)α2Ψu(x+ e2) + Ψ†

u(x+ e2)α2Ψu(x)] (6.12)

and

H̃
(Λ)
K,u,3 = H̃+

K,u,3 + H̃−
K,u,3

with

H̃±
K,u,3 := −iκ

∑

x∈Λ±

[Ψ†
u(x)α3Ψu(x+ e3)−Ψ†

u(x+ e3)α3Ψu(x)]. (6.13)

The kinetic term in the first direction is decomposed into three parts as follows:

H̃K,u,1 = H̃+
K,u,1 + H̃−

K,u,1 + H̃0
K,u,1,
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where

H̃+
K,u,1 := −iκ

∑

x∈Λ+ : x(1) 6=L

[Ψ†
u(x)α1Ψu(x+ e1)−Ψ†

u(x+ e1)α1Ψu(x)], (6.14)

H̃−
K,u,1 := −iκ

∑

x∈Λ− : x(1) 6=0

[Ψ†
u(x)α1Ψu(x+ e1)−Ψ†

u(x+ e1)α1Ψu(x)], (6.15)

and

H̃0
K,u,1 :=− iκ

∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=0

[Ψ†
u(x)α1Ψu(x+ e1)−Ψ†

u(x+ e1)α1Ψu(x)]

− iκ
∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=L

[Ψ†
u(x

−
L )α1Ψu(x)−Ψ†

u(x)α1Ψu(x
−
L)],

(6.16)

where x−L := (−L+1, x(2), x(3)), and we have used the anti-periodic boundary condition

for the fermions.

By using the unitary transformation U(α1) of (6.8), we have

[U(α1)]
†H̃0

K,u,1U(α1) =iκ
∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=0

[Ψ†
u(x)Ψu(x+ e1)−Ψ†

u(x+ e1)Ψu(x)]

+ iκ
∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=L

[Ψ†
u(x

−
L)Ψu(x)−Ψ†

u(x)Ψu(x
−
L )],

where we have used α1 is self-adjoint, and (α1)
2 = 1. In passing, we note the following:

The negative sign in front of the right-hand side of (6.1) is canceled out with the

negative sign in the right-hand side of (6.8). On the other hand, in the case of the

flavor d of (6.2), both of the corresponding two signs are plus. Therefore, we obtain

the same result in the case of the flavor d. Namely, for the flavor d, one has

[U(α1)]
†H̃0

K,d,1U(α1) =iκ
∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=0

[Ψ†
d(x)Ψd(x+ e1)−Ψ†

d(x+ e1)Ψd(x)]

+ iκ
∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=L

[Ψ†
d(x

−
L)Ψd(x)−Ψ†

d(x)Ψd(x
−
L )]

from (6.2) and (6.9).

By using the Majorana fermions of (5.1), one has

[ψ(i)
u (x)]†ψ(i)

u (y)− [ψ(i)
u (y)]†ψ(i)

u (x) =
1

2
[ξ(i)u (x)ξ(i)u (y) + η(i)u (x)η(i)u (y)] for x 6= y.

Therefore, we have

[U(α1)]
†H̃0

K,u,1U(α1) =
iκ

2

∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=0

4
∑

i=1

[ξ(i)u (x)ξ(i)u (x+ e1) + η(i)u (x)η(i)u (x+ e1)]

+
iκ

2

∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=L

4
∑

i=1

[ξ(i)u (x−L )ξ
(i)
u (x) + η(i)u (x−L )η

(i)
u (x)].

(6.17)
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From the representations (5.1) of the Majorana fermions and (6.11), one has

(Uodd,u)
†ξ(i)u (x)Uodd,u = ξ(i)u (x) for all x ∈ Λ and i = 1, 2, 3, 4,

and

(Uodd,u)
†η(i)u (x)Uodd,u =

{

−η(i)u (x) for x ∈ Λodd;

η
(i)
u (x) for x ∈ Λ\Λodd

for all i = 1, 2, 3, 4. By combining this with Ũ1 = U(α1)Ustagg, the definition of the

reflection map ϑ and (6.17), we obtain the desired expression,

Ĥ0
K,u,1 := (Ũ1)

†H̃0
K,u,1Ũ1 =

iκ

2

∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=0

4
∑

i=1

[ξ(i)u (x)ξ(i)u (x+ e1)− η(i)u (x)η(i)u (x+ e1)]

+
iκ

2

∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=L

4
∑

i=1

[ξ(i)u (x−L)ξ
(i)
u (x)− η(i)u (x−L )η

(i)
u (x)]

=
iκ

2

∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=0

4
∑

i=1

[ξ(i)u (x)ϑ(ξ(i)u (x)) + η(i)u (x)ϑ(η(i)u (x))]

+
iκ

2

∑

x∈Λ : x(1)=−L+1

4
∑

i=1

[ξ(i)u (x)ϑ(ξ(i)u (x)) + η(i)u (x)ϑ(η(i)u (x))].

(6.18)

This is nothing but the desired form for the reflection positivity [13, 17].

As to H̃±
K,u,1 of (6.14) and (6.15), one notices that both of the two Hamiltonians do

not change under the U(α1) transformation of (6.8). Further, since the matrix α1 is

symmetric, i.e., its transpose equals itself, one has

(Uodd,u)
†[Ψ†

u(x)α1Ψu(x+ e1)−Ψ†
u(x+ e1)α1Ψu(x)]Uodd,u

= Ψ†
u(x)α1

tΨ†
u(x+ e1)− tΨu(x+ e1)α1Ψu(x)

for any x ∈ Λ, where the superscript ‘t’ denotes the transpose, namely

tΨ†
f (x) =











ψ
(1)
f (x)†

ψ
(2)
f (x)†

ψ
(3)
f (x)†

ψ
(4)
f (x)†











, tΨf(x) =
(

ψ
(1)
f (x), ψ

(2)
f (x), ψ

(3)
f (x), ψ

(4)
f (x)

)

.

Therefore, we have

Ĥ+
K,u,1 := (Ũ1)

†H̃+
K,u,1Ũ1 = −iκ

∑

x∈Λ+ : x(1) 6=L

[Ψ†
u(x)α1

tΨ†
u(x+ e1)− tΨu(x+ e1)α1Ψu(x)]

and

Ĥ−
K,u,1 := (Ũ1)

†H̃−
K,u,1Ũ1 = −iκ

∑

x∈Λ− : x(1) 6=0

[Ψ†
u(x)α1

tΨ†
u(x+ e1)− tΨu(x+ e1)α1Ψu(x)].
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In addition, since the reflection map ϑ changes the hopping direction, we obtain

Ĥ+
K,u,1 = ϑ(Ĥ−

K,u,1),

where we have used that the matrix α1 is real hermitian. In passing, since this ar-

gument is independent of the sign of the hopping ampitude, the relation holds in the

case of the flavor d.

Next, consider the kinetic Hamiltonian H̃±
K,u,3 of (6.13) in the third direction. From

the properties of the matricies αi, one notices that

(U(α1))
†H̃+

K,u,3U(α1) = −H̃+
K,u,3 and (U(α1))

†H̃−
K,u,3U(α1) = H̃−

K,u,3.

Further, one has

(Uodd,u)
†[Ψ†

u(x)α3Ψu(x+ e3)−Ψ†
u(x+ e3)α3Ψu(x)]Uodd,u

= Ψ†
u(x)α3

tΨ†
u(x+ e3)− tΨu(x+ e3)α3Ψu(x)

because the matrix α3 is symmetric. From these observations, we have

Ĥ±
K,u,3 := (Ũ1)

†H̃±
K,u,3Ũ1 = ±iκ

∑

x∈Λ±

[Ψ†
u(x)α3

tΨ†
u(x+e3)−tΨu(x+e3)α3Ψu(x)]. (6.19)

This implies

Ĥ+
K,u,3 = ϑ(Ĥ−

K,u,3)

because the matrix α3 is real hermitian.

Finally, let us consider H̃±
K,u,2 of (6.12). In the same way, one has

[U(α1)]
†H̃±

K,u,2U(α1) = ∓κ
∑

x∈Λ±

[Ψ†
u(x)α2Ψu(x+ e2) + Ψ†

u(x+ e2)α2Ψu(x)].

Note that

(Uodd,u)
†[Ψ†

u(x)α2Ψu(x+ e2) + Ψ†
u(x+ e2)α2Ψu(x)]Uodd,u

= Ψ†
u(x)α2

tΨ†
u(x+ e2) +

tΨu(x+ e2)α2Ψu(x)

for any x ∈ Λ, where we have used that the matrix α2 is anti-symmetric. By combining

these two, we obtain

Ĥ±
K,u,2 := (Ũ1)

†H̃±
K,u,2Ũ1 = ∓κ

∑

x∈Λ±

[Ψ†
u(x)α2

tΨ†
u(x+ e2) +

tΨu(x+ e2)α2Ψu(x)].

Since the matrix α2 is pure imaginary hermitian, we have

Ĥ+
K,u,2 = ϑ(Ĥ−

K,u,2).

As mentioned in some comments above, these arguments hold for the case of the

flavor d.
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6.3. Interaction Hamiltonian H̃
(Λ)
int,R(h). Next, consider the interaction Hamilton-

ian H̃
(Λ)
int,R(h) of (6.5). For the part about the operator Γ̃(1)(x), we write

H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(1)(h) =
3

∑

µ=1

H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(1),µ
(h)− 3g

∑

x∈Λ

[Γ̃(1)(x)]2, (6.20)

where

H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(1),µ
(h) :=

g

2

∑

x∈Λ

[Γ̃(1)(x)− Γ̃(1)(x+ eµ) + hµ(x)]
2.

The Hamiltonian H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(1),1
(h) can be decomposed into three parts as follows:

H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(1),1
(h) = H̃+

Γ̃(1),1
(h) + H̃−

Γ̃(1),1
(h) + H̃0

Γ̃(1),1
(h),

where

H̃+

Γ̃(1),1
(h) :=

g

2

∑

x∈Λ+:

x(1) 6=L

[Γ̃(1)(x)− Γ̃(1)(x+ e1) + h1(x)]
2,

H̃−

Γ̃(1),1
(h) :=

g

2

∑

x∈Λ−:

x(1) 6=0

[Γ̃(1)(x)− Γ̃(1)(x+ e1) + h1(x)]
2,

and

H̃0
Γ̃(1),1

(h) :=
g

2

∑

x∈Λ:
x(1)=0,L

[Γ̃(1)(x)− Γ̃(1)(x+ e1) + h1(x)]
2. (6.21)

Similarly, we have

H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(1),µ
(h) = H̃+

Γ̃(1),µ
(h) + H̃−

Γ̃(1),µ
(h) for µ = 2, 3,

where

H̃±

Γ̃(1),µ
(h) :=

g

2

∑

x∈Λ±

[Γ̃(1)(x)− Γ̃(1)(x+ eµ) + hµ(x)]
2 for µ = 2, 3.

From the definitions of Γ̃(1)(x) and U(α1), one has

[U(α1)]
†Γ̃(1)(x)U(α1) =

{

−Ψ†
u(x)γ0Ψu(x) + Ψ†

d(x)γ0Ψd(x) if x ∈ Λ+;

Ψ†
u(x)γ0Ψu(x)−Ψ†

d(x)γ0Ψd(x) if x ∈ Λ−.

Further, by using Ũ1 := U(α1)Ustagg, we have

(Ũ1)
†Γ̃(1)(x)Ũ1 = ∓(−1)x

(1)+x(2)+x(3)

Γ̃(1)(x) for x ∈ Λ±, (6.22)
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where we have used the expression of the matrix γ0 in (2.7). For the Hamiltonian

H̃0
Γ̃(1),1

(h) of (6.21), we have

Ũ †
1H̃

0
Γ̃(1),1

(h)Ũ1 =
g

2

∑

x∈Λ:
x(1)=0

[Γ̃(1)(x)− Γ̃(1)(x+ e1) + (−1)x
(1)+x(2)+x(3)

h1(x)]
2

+
g

2

∑

x∈Λ:
x(1)=L

[Γ̃(1)(x)− Γ̃(1)(x+ e1)− (−1)x
(1)+x(2)+x(3)

h1(x)]
2.

This is the desired form [10,13] for getting a Gaussian domination. Similarly, one has

Ũ †
1H̃

+

Γ̃(1),1
(h)Ũ1 =

g

2

∑

x∈Λ+:

x(1) 6=L

[Γ̃(1)(x) + Γ̃(1)(x+ e1)− h̃1(x)]
2

with h̃1(x) := (−1)x
(1)+x(2)+x(3)

h1(x), and

Ũ †
1H̃

−

Γ̃(1),1
(h)Ũ1 =

g

2

∑

x∈Λ−:

x(1) 6=0

[Γ̃(1)(x) + Γ̃(1)(x+ e1) + h̃1(x)]
2.

Moreover for µ = 2, 3, we have

Ũ †
1H̃

+

Γ̃(1),µ
(h)Ũ1 =

g

2

∑

x∈Λ+

[Γ̃(1)(x) + Γ̃(1)(x+ eµ)− h̃µ(x)]
2

and

Ũ †
1H̃

−

Γ̃(1),µ
(h)Ũ1 =

g

2

∑

x∈Λ−

[Γ̃(1)(x) + Γ̃(1)(x+ eµ) + h̃µ(x)]
2

with h̃µ(x) := (−1)x
(1)+x(2)+x(3)

hµ(x). In particular, when h = 0, these imply

ϑ(Ĥ−

Γ̃(1),µ
(0)) = Ĥ+

Γ̃(1),µ
(0) for µ = 1, 2, 3,

where we have written

Ĥ±

Γ̃(1),µ
(h) := Ũ †

1H̃
±

Γ̃(1),µ
(h)Ũ1

for µ = 1, 2, 3.

Clearly, the second sum in the right hand side of (6.20) can be treated in the same

way.

In the above argument, the relation (6.22) is crucial for the reflection positivity.

Therefore, as to the four operators, S̃(1)(x), S̃(3)(x) and S̃
(2)
5 (x), in the Hamiltonian

H̃
(Λ)
int,R(h), it is enough to check the corresponding relations. Actually, in the same way,

we have

Ũ †
1 S̃

(1)(x)Ũ1 = ±(−1)x
(1)+x(2)+x(3)

[tΨu(x)α1Ψd(x) + Ψ†
d(x)α1

tΨ†
u(x)] for x ∈ Λ±,

Ũ †
1 S̃

(3)(x)Ũ1 = ±(−1)x
(1)+x(2)+x(3)

[−Ψ†
u(x)γ0Ψu(x) + Ψ†

d(x)γ0Ψd(x)] for x ∈ Λ±
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and

Ũ †
1 S̃

(2)
5 (x)Ũ1 = ∓(−1)x

(1)+x(2)+x(3)

[Ψ†
u(x)γ5α1

tΨ†
d(x) +

tΨd(x)γ5α1Ψu(x)] for x ∈ Λ±.

6.4. Interaction Hamiltonian H̃
(Λ)
int,I. Let us consider the interaction Hamiltonian

H̃
(Λ)
int,I of (6.6). The part about the operator Γ̃(2)(x) of (6.3) is given by

H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(2) :=

3
∑

µ=1

H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(2),µ
+ 3g

∑

x∈Λ

[Γ̃(2)(x)]2, (6.23)

where

H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(2),µ
:= −g

2

∑

x∈Λ

[Γ̃(2)(x) + Γ̃(2)(x+ eµ)]
2.

The Hamiltonian H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(2),1
can be decomposed into three parts as follows:

H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(2),1
= H̃+

Γ̃(2),1
+ H̃−

Γ̃(2),1
+ H̃0

Γ̃(2),1
,

where

H̃+

Γ̃(2),1
:= −g

2

∑

x∈Λ+:

x(1) 6=L

[Γ̃(2)(x) + Γ̃(2)(x+ e1)]
2,

H̃−

Γ̃(2),1
:= −g

2

∑

x∈Λ−:

x(1) 6=0

[Γ̃(2)(x) + Γ̃(2)(x+ e1)]
2,

and

H̃0
Γ̃(2),1

:= −g
2

∑

x∈Λ:
x(1)=0,L

[Γ̃(2)(x) + Γ̃(2)(x+ e1)]
2. (6.24)

Similarly, we have

H̃
(Λ)

Γ̃(2),µ
= H̃+

Γ̃(2),µ
+ H̃−

Γ̃(2),µ
for µ = 2, 3,

where

H̃±

Γ̃(2),µ
:= −g

2

∑

x∈Λ±

[Γ̃(2)(x) + Γ̃(2)(x+ eµ)]
2 for µ = 2, 3.

One has

[U(α1)]
†Γ̃(2)(x)U(α1) =

{

Ψ†
u(x)iγ0γ5Ψu(x) + Ψ†

d(x)iγ0γ5Ψd(x) if x ∈ Λ+;

−Ψ†
u(x)iγ0γ5Ψu(x)−Ψ†

d(x)iγ0γ5Ψd(x) if x ∈ Λ−.

Therefore, we obtain

(Ũ1)
†Γ̃(2)(x)Ũ1 = ±Γ(2)(x) for x ∈ Λ±, (6.25)

where we have used that the matrix γ0γ5 is anti-symmetric. For the Hamiltonian

H̃0
Γ̃(2),1

of (6.24), we have

Ũ †
1H̃

0
Γ̃(2),1

Ũ1 = −g
2

∑

x∈Λ:
x(1)=0,L

[Γ(2)(x)− Γ(2)(x+ e1)]
2.
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This is the desired form [10,13] for getting a Gaussian domination. Similarly, one has

Ũ †
1H̃

+

Γ̃(2),1
Ũ1 = −g

2

∑

x∈Λ+:

x(1) 6=L

[Γ(2)(x) + Γ(2)(x+ e1)]
2

and

Ũ †
1H̃

−

Γ̃(2),1
Ũ1 = −g

2

∑

x∈Λ−:

x(1) 6=0

[Γ(2)(x) + Γ(2)(x+ e1)]
2.

Further, we have

Ũ †
1H̃

+

Γ̃(2),µ
Ũ1 = −g

2

∑

x∈Λ+

[Γ(2)(x) + Γ(2)(x+ eµ)]
2,

and

Ũ †
1H̃

−

Γ̃(2),µ
Ũ1 = −g

2

∑

x∈Λ−

[Γ(2)(x) + Γ(2)(x+ eµ)]
2

for µ = 2, 3. From these observations, we have

ϑ
(

Ĥ−

Γ̃(2),µ

)

= Ĥ+

Γ̃(2),µ
for µ = 1, 2, 3,

where we have written

Ĥ±

Γ̃(2),µ
:= Ũ †

1H̃
±

Γ̃(2),µ
Ũ1 for µ = 1, 2, 3,

and we have used that the matrix iγ0γ5 in Γ(2)(x) is pure imaginary hermitian.

Clearly, the second sum in the right-hand side of (6.23) can be treated in the same

way.

In the above argument, the relation (6.25) is crucial again. Therefore, as to the rest

of the operators in the interaction Hamiltonian H̃
(Λ)
int,I of (6.6), it is enough to check

the corresponding relations. On can check that

Ũ †
1 S̃

(2)(x)Ũ1 = ±i[Ψ†
u(x)α1

tΨ†
d(x)− tΨd(x)α1Ψu(x)] for x ∈ Λ±,

Ũ †
1 S̃

(1)
5 (x)Ũ1 = ∓i[Ψ†

u(x)α1γ5
tΨ†

d(x)− tΨd(x)α1γ5Ψu(x)] for x ∈ Λ±

and

Ũ †
1 S̃

(3)
5 (x)Ũ1 = ±S(3)

5 (x) for x ∈ Λ±.

7. Reflection with respect to the plane x(2) = 1/2

As to the reflection with respect to the x(1)-x(2) plane, the argument is the same as

in the above case of the x(1) = 1/2 plane. Therefore, it is enough to deal with the case

of the reflection with respect to the x(2) = 1/2 plane.

We write

u3(θ) := exp

[

i
θ

2
σ3

]
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for the spin rotation by the angle θ ∈ [0, 2π) about the third axis, and

U3(θ) :=

(

0 u3(θ)

u3(θ) 0

)

for the four-component Dirac spinor. We also write U3(θ) for the corresponding unitary

operator on the fermion Fock space, i.e.,

[U3(θ)]
†Ψ(x)U3(θ) = U3(θ)Ψ(x) for x ∈ Λ.

Note that

[U3(θ)]
†αiU3(θ) =

(

0 [u3(θ)]
†σiu3(θ)

[u3(θ)]
†σiu3(θ) 0

)

for i = 1, 2, 3,

[u3(θ)]
†σ1u3(θ) = σ1 cos θ + σ2 sin θ,

[u3(θ)]
†σ2u3(θ) = σ2 cos θ − σ1 sin θ,

and

[u3(θ)]
†σ3u3(θ) = σ3.

Therefore, one has

[U3(−π/2)]†α1U3(−π/2) = −α2, (7.1)

[U3(−π/2)]†α2U3(−π/2) = α1, (7.2)

and

[U3(−π/2)]†α3U3(−π/2) = α3. (7.3)

Moreover,

[U3(−π/2)]†γ0U3(−π/2) = −γ0 (7.4)

and

[U3(−π/2)]†γ5U3(−π/2) = γ5. (7.5)

Clearly, these change only the matrices, α1 and α2, of the hopping terms in the x(1)

and x(2) directions in the kinetic Hamiltonian. In addition, although the coefficient κ

in front of the matrix α2 changes its sign, it does not affect the above argument about

the reflection positivity in the case of the x(1) = 1/2 plane.

8. Gaussian domination and infrared bound

By reflection positivity, we obtain the Gaussian domination bound

Tr exp[−βH(Λ)(h)] ≤ Tr exp[−βH(Λ)(0)],
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for the Hamiltonian H(Λ)(h) of (5.9). The proof proceeds in a similar manner to that

in [13,14], and is omitted here to avoid repetition. In order to expand this with respect

to the function h, we note that

g

2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[Γ(1)(x)− Γ(1)(x+ eµ) + hµ(x)]
2

=
g

2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[Γ(1)(x)− Γ(1)(x+ eµ)]
2

+ g
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[Γ(1)(x)− Γ(1)(x+ eµ)]hµ(x) +
g

2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[hµ(x)]
2.

The second sum in the right-hand side is written

g
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[Γ(1)(x)− Γ(1)(x+ eµ)]hµ(x) = g
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

Γ(1)(x)∂µhµ(x),

where we have written

∂µhµ(x) := hµ(x)− hµ(x− eµ).

Therefore, the second order of the expansion yields

(βg)2
(

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

mu=1

Γ(1)(x)∂µhµ(x),
∑

y∈Λ

∑

µ′=1

Γ(1)(y)∂µ′hµ′(y)
)(Λ)

β
− βg

2

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

[hµ(x)]
2 ≤ 0,

where (· · · , · · · )(Λ)β denotes the Duhamel two-point function [10]. Since this inequality

can be extended to [10] complex-valued functions hµ(x), we have

(

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

Γ(1)(x)∂µhµ(x),
∑

y∈Λ

3
∑

µ′=1

Γ(1)(y)∂µ′hµ′(y)
)(Λ)

β
≤ 1

2βg

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

|hµ(x)|2, (8.1)

where · · · denotes its complex conjugate. We choose

hµ(x) =
1

√

|Λ|
[

eip(x+eµ) − eipx
]

with the wavenumber p = (p(1), p(2), p(3)), where we have written px = p(1)x(1) +

p(2)x(2) + p(3)x(3). Then, one has

∂µhµ(x) = − 2
√

|Λ|
eipx(1− cos p(µ))

and
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

|hµ(x)|2 = 2Ep,

where we have written

Ep :=

3
∑

µ=1

(1− cos p(µ)).
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From these, we have

∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

Γ(1)(x)∂µhµ(x) = −2Γ̂(1)
p Ep,

where we have written

Γ̂(1)
p :=

1
√

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

Γ(1)(x)eipx. (8.2)

By substitutng these into the above bound (8.1), we obtain

bp := (Γ̂
(1)
−p, Γ̂

(1)
p )

(Λ)
β ≤ 1

4βgEp

. (8.3)

9. Long-range order

Now, let us prove the existence of the long-range order for Γ(1)(x). We write

gp :=
1

2

[

〈Γ̂(1)
p Γ̂

(1)
−p〉(Λ)β + 〈Γ̂(1)

−pΓ̂
(1)
p 〉(Λ)β

]

and

cp :=
〈[

Γ̂
(1)
−p, [H

(Λ)(0), Γ̂(1)
p ]

]〉(Λ)

β
(9.1)

for their thermal expectation values 〈· · · 〉(Λ)β . We use the inequality, [10]

gp ≤
1

2

[

bp +
√

b2p + βbpcp

]

≤ bp +
1

2

√

βbpcp.

By using the bound (8.3) for bp, we have

1

2

[

〈Γ̂(1)
p Γ̂

(1)
−p〉(Λ)β + 〈Γ̂(1)

−pΓ̂
(1)
p 〉(Λ)β

]

≤ 1

4βgEp
+

1

4

√

cp

gEp
.

Further, following [19, 20], we have

1

3|Λ|
∑

p

〈Γ̂(1)
p Γ̂

(1)
−p〉(Λ)β

[ 3
∑

µ=1

cos p(µ)
]

≤ δ(β) +
1

12|Λ|
∑

p 6=0

√

cp

gEp

{ 3
∑

µ=1

cos p(µ)
}

+

+ Σ
(Λ)
LRO,

(9.2)

where {a}+ = max{a, 0}, and we have written

δ(β) :=
1

12|Λ|
∑

p 6=0

1

βgEp

{ 3
∑

µ=1

cos p(µ)
}

+

and

Σ
(Λ)
LRO :=

1

|Λ|〈Γ̂
(1)
0 Γ̂

(1)
0 〉(Λ)β =

1

|Λ|2
∑

x,y∈Λ

〈Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(y)〉(Λ)β .

Clearly, the quantity δ(β) becomes small for a large β, and Σ
(Λ)
LRO is nothing but the

long-range order. Our goal is to show that the long-range order Σ
(Λ)
LRO is strictly positive

in the infinite-volume limit Λ ր Z
3.
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For this purpose, let us first estimate the second term in the right-hand side of (9.2).

By using the Schwarz inequality, one has

1

|Λ|
∑

p 6=0

1
√

Ep

{ 3
∑

µ=1

cos p(µ)
}

+

√
cp ≤

√
3I3

√

1

|Λ|
∑

p

cp, (9.3)

where we have written

I3 :=

√

√

√

√

1

3|Λ|
∑

p 6=0

1

Ep

({ 3
∑

µ=1

cos p(µ)
}

+

)2

.

Let us estimate the right-hand side of (9.3). From the definition (9.1) of cp, one has

cp =
〈[

Γ̂
(1)
−p, [H

(Λ)(0), Γ̂(1)
p ]

]〉(Λ)

β

=
〈[

Γ̂
(1)
−p, [H

(Λ)
K , Γ̂(1)

p ]
]〉(Λ)

β
+
〈[

Γ̂
(1)
−p, [H

(Λ)
int , Γ̂

(1)
p ]

]〉(Λ)

β
.

For the contribution of the kinetic Hamiltonian H
(Λ)
K in the right-hand side, we have

1

|Λ|
∑

p

〈[

Γ̂
(1)
−p, [H

(Λ)
K , Γ̂(1)

p ]
]〉(Λ)

β
=

1

|Λ|2
∑

p

∑

x,y∈Λ

〈[

Γ(1)(x), [H
(Λ)
K ,Γ(1)(y)]

]〉(Λ)

β
e−ip(x−y)

=
1

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

〈[

Γ(1)(x), [H
(Λ)
K ,Γ(1)(x)]

]〉(Λ)

β
.

Note that

[H
(Λ)
K ,Γ(1)(x)]

= iκ
∑

µ=1,3

∑

y=x,x−eµ

{[Ψ†(y)αµΨ(y + eµ),Γ
(1)(x)]− [Ψ†(y + eµ)αµΨ(y),Γ(1)(x)]}

− κ
∑

y=x,x−e2

{[Ψ†(y)αµΨ(y + e2),Γ
(1)(x)] + [Ψ†(y + e2)αµΨ(y),Γ(1)(x)]}.

Clearly, this right-hand side is of order of 1. Therefore, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

|Λ|
∑

p

〈[

Γ̂
(1)
−p, [H

(Λ)
K , Γ̂(1)

p ]
]〉(Λ)

β

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C0|κ|,

where C0 is a positive constant.
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The contribution for the interaction Hamiltonian H
(Λ)
int is written

1

|Λ|
∑

p

〈[

Γ̂
(1)
−p, [H

(Λ)
int , Γ̂

(1)
p ]

]〉(Λ)

β

=
1

|Λ|2
∑

p

∑

x,y∈Λ

〈[

Γ(1)(x), [H
(Λ)
int ,Γ

(1)(y)]
]〉(Λ)

β
e−ip(x−y)

=
1

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

〈[

Γ(1)(x), [H
(Λ)
int ,Γ

(1)(x)]
]〉(Λ)

β

= − g

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

{

〈
[

Γ(1)(x), [Γ(2)(x),Γ(1)(x)]
]

Γ(2)(x+ eµ)]〉(Λ)β

+ 〈
[

Γ(1)(x), [Γ(2)(x),Γ(1)(x)]
]

Γ(2)(x− eµ)]〉(Λ)β

}

− g

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

3
∑

ℓ=1

{

〈
[

Γ(1)(x), [S
(ℓ)
5 (x),Γ(1)(x)]

]

S
(ℓ)
5 (x+ eµ)]〉(Λ)β

+ 〈
[

Γ(1)(x), [S
(ℓ)
5 (x),Γ(1)(x)]

]

S
(ℓ)
5 (x− eµ)]〉(Λ)β

}

,

where we have used the commutation relations, (A.4) in Appendix A for getting the

third equality. Further, by using the commutation relations (A.3), (A.5), (A.6), and

the chiral and the flavor rotational symmetries of the present Hamiltonian, we obtain

1

|Λ|
∑

p

〈[

Γ̂
(1)
−p, [H

(Λ)
int , Γ̂

(1)
p ]

]〉(Λ)

β
=

8g

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

〈Γ(2)(x)Γ(2)(x+ eµ)〉(Λ)β

+
8g

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

3
∑

ℓ=1

〈S(ℓ)
5 (x)S

(ℓ)
5 (x+ eµ)〉(Λ)β

=
32g

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

〈Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(x+ eµ)〉(Λ)β .

Consequently, we obtain

1

|Λ|
∑

p

cp ≤ C0|κ|+ 32gE (Λ), (9.4)

where we have written

E (Λ) :=
1

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

〈Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(x+ eµ)〉(Λ)β . (9.5)

As shown in Appendix B, this quantity E (Λ) is positive at sufficiently low temperatures

in the strong coupling regime g/|κ| ≫ 1.
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The left-hand side of (9.2) is written

1

3|Λ|
∑

p

〈Γ̂(1)
p Γ̂

(1)
−p〉(Λ)β

[ 3
∑

µ=1

cos p(µ)
]

=
1

3|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

〈Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(x+ eµ)〉(Λ)β =
1

3
E (Λ)

from (8.2). By combining this, (9.2), (9.3) and (9.4), we obtain

1

3
E (Λ) ≤ δ(β) +

√
3I3

12
√
g

√

C0|κ|+ 32gE (Λ) + Σ
(Λ)
LRO

≤ δ(β) +

√
3I3
12

√

C0|κ|
g

+

√
6

3
I3
√
E (Λ) + Σ

(Λ)
LRO.

Therefore, the lower bound for the long-range order Σ
(Λ)
LRO is given by

1

3

√
E (Λ)

[√
E (Λ) −

√
6I3

]

− δ(β)−
√
3I3
12

√

C0|κ|
g

≤ Σ
(Λ)
LRO.

The lower bound for E (Λ) is given by

E (Λ) ≥ 6− 3|κ|
g

− 1

βg
log 2

as shown in Appendix B. Since I3 = 0.68 · · · , these imply the existence of the long-

range order at sufficiently low temperatures in the strong coupling regime |κ|/g ≪ 1.

Appendix A. Chiral rotational symmetry

One can check that, for any two 4 × 4 matrices, M and M′, the following relation

holds:

[Ψ†(x)MΨ(x),Ψ†(x)M′Ψ(x)] = Ψ†(x)[M,M′]Ψ(x). (A.1)

We write

Γ(5)(x) := Ψ†(x)γ5Ψ(x). (A.2)

Then, by using the above formula, one has the commutation relations,

[Γ(1)(x),Γ(2)(x)] = 2iΓ(5)(x), [Γ(2)(x),Γ(5)(x)] = 2iΓ(1)(x),

and [Γ(5)(x),Γ(1)] = 2iΓ(2)(x).
(A.3)

In addtion, from the definitions of S(j)(x) for j = 1, 2, 3, we have

[Γ(1)(x), S(j)(x)] = 0 for j = 1, 2, 3. (A.4)

Moreover, one has

[Γ(1)(x), S
(ℓ)
5 (x)] = 2iΨ†(x)γ5τℓΨ(x) (A.5)

and

[Γ(1)(x),Ψ†(x)γ5τℓΨ(x)] = −2iS
(ℓ)
5 (x). (A.6)

for ℓ = 1, 2, 3.
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Next consider the rotation by the generator Γ(5)(x). Let θ ∈ R, and note that

d

dθ
eiθΓ

(5)(x)Γ(1)(x)e−iθΓ(5)(x) = ieiθΓ
(5)(x)[Γ(5)(x),Γ(1)(x)]e−iθΓ(5)(x)

= −2eiθΓ
(5)(x)Γ(2)(x)e−iθΓ(5)(x),

where we have used the above commutation relation [Γ(5)(x),Γ(1)(x)] = 2iΓ(2)(x).

Further,

d2

dθ2
eiθΓ

(5)(x)Γ(1)(x)e−iθΓ(5)(x) = −2ieiθΓ
(5)(x)[Γ(5)(x),Γ(2)(x)]e−iθΓ(5)(x)

= −4eiθΓ
(5)(x)Γ(1)(x)e−iθΓ(5)(x).

These imply

eiθΓ
(5)(x)Γ(1)(x)e−iθΓ(5)(x) = Γ(1)(x) cos 2θ − Γ(2)(x) sin 2θ.

In particular, for θ = −π/4, the following holds:

e−i(π/4)Γ(5)(x)Γ(1)(x)ei(π/4)Γ
(5)(x) = Γ(2)(x). (A.7)

Appendix B. A lower bound for E (Λ)

In this Appendix, we obtain a lower bound for E (Λ) of (9.5).

In the same way as in [14], we first use Peierls’s inequality. Namely, we have

Z
(Λ)
β := Tr exp[−βH(Λ)(0)] ≥ exp[−β〈Ω(Λ)

var , H
(Λ)(0)Ω(Λ)

var 〉] (B.1)

for any variational wavefunction Ω
(Λ)
var . We recall the expression of the operator Γ(1)(x),

i.e.,

Γ(1)(x) = Ψ†
u(x)γ0Ψu(x) + Ψ†

d(x)γ0Ψd(x).

Since the matrix γ0 in Γ(1)(x) has the four eigenvalues, +1,+1,−1,−1, we choose the

variational state Ω
(Λ)
var so that it is the eigenstate of Γ(1)(x) for both of the two flavors,

u and d, and all the sites x ∈ Λ with the eigenvalue +4, i.e., Γ(1)(x)Ω
(Λ)
var = 4Ω

(Λ)
var . In

other words, each site x is occupied by the two eigenstates of γ0 with the eigenvalue

+1 for both of the two flavors, u and d. Then, clearly, one has

〈Ω(Λ)
var , H

(Λ)
K Ω(Λ)

var 〉 = 0

for the kinetic Hamiltonian H
(Λ)
K . Further, we have

〈Ω(Λ)
var ,Γ

(2)(x)Ω(Λ)
var 〉 = 0

for all x ∈ Λ because the matrix γ0γ5 in Γ(2)(x) satisfies the commutation relation

γ0γ0γ5 + γ0γ5γ0 = 0, which yields 〈v, γ0γ5v〉 + 〈v, γ0γ5v〉 = 2〈v, γ0γ5v〉 = 0 for any

eigenvector v of γ0. Therefore, except for the term having the operator Γ(1)(x), all

the expectation values of the terms in the Hamiltonian are vanishing. From these

observations, one has

〈Ω(Λ)
var , H

(Λ)(0)Ω(Λ)
var 〉 = −16 · 3g|Λ|.



30 Y. GOTO AND T. KOMA

By substituting this into the right-hand side of (B.1), we have

logZ
(Λ)
β ≥ 16 · 3βg|Λ|. (B.2)

On the other hand, the following holds:

logZ
(Λ)
β = −β〈H(Λ)(0)〉(Λ)β + S

(Λ)
β ≤ −β〈H(Λ)(0)〉(Λ)β + log 28|Λ|,

where S
(Λ)
β is the entropy, and we have used its upper bound. By combining this with

the above inequality (B.2), one has

− 1

|Λ|〈H
(Λ)(0)〉(Λ)β ≥ 16 · 3g − 8

β
log 2.

The right-hand side is written

− 1

|Λ|〈H
(Λ)(0)〉(Λ)β = − 1

|Λ| 〈H
(Λ)
K 〉(Λ)β +

8g

|Λ|
∑

x∈Λ

3
∑

µ=1

〈Γ(1)(x)Γ(1)(x+ eµ)〉(Λ)β

≤ 8 · 3|κ|+ 8gE (Λ),

where we have used the rotational symmetries of the Hamiltonian H(Λ)(0). Therefore,

we obtain the desired lower bound,

E (Λ) ≥ 6− 3|κ|
g

− 1

βg
log 2. (B.3)
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