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VIOLATION OF PARITY AND FLAVOR SYMMETRIES IN A
NAMBU-JONA-LASINIO MODEL

YUKIMI GOTO! AND TOHRU KOMA?

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
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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 [I,2]. For Wilson fermions, it was predicted
in [IL2] 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 [I3[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 ¥ 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 [yo71, 1707572) = 0 in
the Hilbert space. For further details, see Remark (4.2l

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

Ny
_ ) 1
Lo=  Winu(@" +igoA,) Wi + T Fu P,

1=1

where W; are the quark fields with Ny flavors, A, is the gauge field, F),, is its field
strength, and gy is the coupling constant in the standard notation. Clearly, this
Lagrangian Ly has the symmetry of the SU(N¢) rotation about the flavors. In addition,
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it is invariant under the usual chiral transformation,
U — %Py, for j=1,2,---, N (1.1)

with the Ny angles, 6; € [0,27), j=1,2,..., N;.

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., Ny = 2,
because the generalization is straightforward. We also write

o= ()= ()

By formally integrating out the gauge fields A,, the resulting Lagrangian £ can be
written in terms of only the quark fields W¥;, 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

£ = 0,00 + G{(B0)? + (DinsW)? +

J

3

() + (B9} (1.2)
=1
with the effective coupling constant g, where 7; 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 A,, are
attractive. Therefore, we choose g > 0 for the effective coupling constant. The above £
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 £
is also invariant under the above chiral transformation (IIl). 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 [1H4], it was also argued that the expectation value of the flavor singlet
pseudoscalar operator, i¥v; ¥, must vanish as a result of the Vafa—Witten theorem [31].
This means that the 7 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 [9L23/[27.28], it may have a different physical
interpretation compared to the standard picture of Aoki phase.

Since the interactions of the Lagrangian £ 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 £ of (L2]), the observables which
correspond to the spin components of the Heisenberg model, contain two observables
[6], U ¥ and Wiys7,W. 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.[Bl Our main result is given in Sec. dl The reflection
positivity of the model is proved in the three Sections [BH7l The Gaussian domination
and the infrared bound are obtained in Sec. 8l The existence of the long-range order
is proved in Sec.[@ Appendices [Al 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 (I.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= TUry,0" + J(TW)? — (Uy50)?]

with the effective coupling constant g > 0. The four-fermion interaction for the Dirac
fermion fields W is formally written

(PD)? — (U5 0)*

1 1 - _ _ _
= STV \1/75\11)(\11\1/ \1175\11) (DY — D9 0) (T + Ty )
1+ 5 g — s 1+
=2|U VAT} Y
{ > > >

I—7s

1
=2 {‘I’T% 275\11 LT

We want to define the corresponding interaction on the three-dimensional cubic lattice
A C Z? in the Hamiltonian formalism. We simply introduce

DO @) = W @0 5(1+95)¥()

and
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where U(z) is the four-component Dirac-field operator at the site x € A. Then, from
the above observations, one can consider the nearest-neighbor interaction given by

I (@) (y) + T (@) (y)

for the nearest-neighbor sites, z,y € A. We also introduce
TV (z) =T (z) + T (z)

and

@ (z) .= i[TH(z) — T (2)).
Clearly, one has

IO (z) = M (2)y¥(z) and TP (z) = U(2)ivgy;¥(z). (2.1)
In addition, one notices
LW (@)W (y) + T (@) (y) = 2[00 (@)I (y) + T (@) (y)].
From these observations, one can consider the interaction Hamiltonian,
Hu=—g Y [D@IW () + T @) (y)],
y:la—y|=1

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, z,y € A.
The precise definiiton of the finite lattice which we consider is given by

Ai={r=0="2% ez’ —L+1<29<L, i=123}

with a positive integer L, and the periodic boundary condition. The lattice A can be
considered as the three-dimensional torus. We write e,, for the unit vector whose p-th
component is 1.

Next, consider the two flavor Dirac fermions. The four-component Dirac field Wy (z)
with the flavor f = u,d at the site x € A is given by

wfg;(x)
wie) = | o) [ W@ = (400 @) o) o )
v (@)

where wf(i) (x) is the fermion operator for the component i € {1,2,3,4} at the site
x € A with the flavor f € {u,d}. These satisfy the anti-commutation relations,

(vt (@), W W'} = Geybigders {vr (@), 9 (9)} = 0,
for the sites z,y € A, 1,7 € {1,2,3,4} and f,f" € {u,d}. We write

W(z) = (ing W) = (W), V()
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for short. In order to simplify the notation, we will use MV(z) to mean
MU, (2)
U(r) —
#90) = (V)

for any 4 x 4 matrix M. Our Hamiltonian of the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model [15] is
given by

HW = g™ 4+ gh, (2.2)
where the first term is the usual kinetic Hamiltonian given by
=K Z { ) V(x4 ey) — Uiz + e1)a ¥ ()] (2.3)
zEACZ3
+ [T (@)W (2 4 e5) — UT(x + €)'V ()] (2.4)
+ [0 (2)asW(z + e5) — Ul (z + eg)ag\lf(:c)]}, (2.5)
with the hopping parameter x € R, where
a; = (O Ui) for i=1,2,3
ag; 0
with the Pauli matrices,
0_01 U_O—z' andg_lo_
o) PG o N
The second term is the interaction Hamiltonian given by
HyY = —g>" Z [T (@)W (@ +e,) + T (@) M (2 + e,)]
zeN p=1 ) (26)
—g> Z Z 2)SD (@ + e,) + S ()Y (2 + ¢,)]
zeA p=1 j=

with the coupling constant g > 0, where
FO(2) = Ui (@)W (), TO(@) = UH(@)inrs¥(a),
S(z) = U)o ¥(z) and S(z) := U(2)ingysme¥ ()

for j,¢ =1,2,3, where 7; are the Pauli matrices which act on only the flavor indices.
The explicit forms are given by

(o o=y (10
T = 1 0, 9 = i 0 a 3 = 0 —1 .

In the following, we will use the expressions,

(1, 0 (0 1
o= ) ma (] 6) 1)
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with the 2-by-2 unit matrix 15. 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 [I0-H12]. In the present paper,
reflection positivity is the essential tool to establish the existence of long-range order.

. CONTINUOUS CHIRAL SYMMETRY OF THE HAMILTONIAN

As is well-known, the form (Z6) of the interaction Hamiltonian Hmt is invariant
under the usual chiral transformation,

Uy (x) = 95U (1), Vg(x) — Wy (), (3.1)
with a real 6 for z € A. As we will see below, the present Hamiltonian H®) of (2.2
is also invariant under another chiral transformation,

Uy (x) — 50, (1), Wq(z) — e 05y (x), (3.2)

where the two flavors are rotated by the opposite angles. Since vy = 7% one
notices that the quantity W' (z)y,m ¥ (y) is invariant under this transformation. More
generally, the operators, SU)(x) and Séj )(:c) for j = 1,2, are all invariant under this
transformation.

The rest of the terms are given by the operators,

IO (@)D (2 +e,), TP ()T (2 4 ¢,), SP(2)SP (z + ¢,) and S (2)5 (z + ¢,,).
Note that
IO(z) = Wl (2)7Vu(2) + Vi(2)0Va()
and
S5 (x) = Wl (2)in0ys Wu(w) — B (2)iversPa ().

Under the present chiral transformation (3.2]), one has
I'Y(z) - TW(x) cos 20 + Ség)(x) sin 26,
Ség)(x) — —I'W(2) sin 260 + Ség)(x) cos 26.
Therefore, the following quantity is invariant under the chiral transformation (3.2)):
T @)W (y) + 55 ()55 ()
for =,y € A. Similarly, the following quantity is also invarinat:
I® (@) (y) + 59 ()5 (y).

These observations imply that the interaction Hamiltonian H ” ) of QE) is invariant
under the chiral transformation (3:2)). Since the kinetic Hamiltonian HK is invariant,
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the present Hamiltonian H®) of (ZZ) is invariant under the chiral transformation

32).

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

Tr (-.-) e BHW
)= lim rl-)e R
8/ Tre BHW

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
T
oy MHEZ MHE:@ o ¥ (@)

TEA zEA

A
(-

and

(2) _ T(r
5A T |A| Z |A| Z \Il Z70757—2 (ZE)

TEA TEA

By a standard argument (see also Appendix [A]) ; it is easy to see that for any 6§ € R,
15 y0e ™ = 7 cos(260) — iyys sin(26).

This relation implies that under the chiral transformation 3.1)), S™ () is transformed
into UT(2)ivoys7 ¥ (x). Then, the chiral and flavor symmetries of the Hamiltonian
HW®W lead to the following equalities

and
A 1 A 2
s (OV1) = wiV ((082]2).
As we will prove below, there exists a long-range order in the sense that

Mo = M (081 > c, (4.1)

where ¢y is a strictly positive constant and independent of the volume |A|. We consider
a state [16],18,211,22],

W () = Nag V(14 On) () (14 On)),
where N is the normalization constant, and we have written

Oy = Oj(\l) + OE()?/)X
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This is also a ground-state expectation. To see this, we compute the expectation value
of HW — E(()A), where ESA) is the energy eigenvalue of the ground state. We have

W®(HW = EN]) = Neg? (14 O)[H® = EgM)(1+0y))
= Nwé“( [HW ~ 5310x)

= A LONHD. 04]) — ) (H. 04100}
N A) A) “
:?;g (O, [H™, OAl) < 757

where ¢; is a positive constant. Thus, the energy is degenerate into the energy of the
ground state in the infinite-volume limit |[A| 7 oc.

By using the flavor rotational symmetry of the Hamiltonian H® of ([2.2)) and the
existence of the long-range order (4.1]), we obtain

NOWM) > 2NM¢ and w(A)(Oé?[)x) > 2N ¢y.

Thus, the two order parameters show the non-vanishing spontaneous magnetizations
in the infinite-volume ground state w(- - -) := weak*— limp »zs w™(---).

These observations imply that the chiral, flavor and parity symmetries are all spon-
tanouesly broken in the infinite-volume ground state w(- - -).

Our main result is summarized as follows:

Theorem 4.1. There exists a positive number oy small enough such that
: N : N (H2)
Ahfnzluw (0,)>0 and AhfIeryw (O54) >0
for all the hopping parameter k and the coupling constant g of the interaction which
satisfy |k|/g < ao.

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 UT(z)ivyysm¥(z) —
Ui (2) v ¥ (z).

(ii) We have not been able to prove that the state w(---) is pure@. Therefore,
when we consider the pure state decomposition for the state w(---), 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

' 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 [7L[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 [yo71,i707572] = 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 A’ C A be a subset and A(A’) be the algebra generated by wf(i) (z) and | f(,])(y)]T
forx,y € A, f,f' € {u,d} and 7,7 € {1,2,3,4}. Since our A is symmetric with respect
to a plane with the periodic boundary condition, there are a natural decomposition
A =A_UA; with A- N Ay = 0 and a reflection map r : AL — A+ satisfying
r(As) = Ay. We write A = A(A) and Ay = A(A4). The reflection has an anti-linear
representation ¥ : Ay — Az requiring [17]

o’ (@) = 0 (0(x), ([ @) = [ W),
I(AB) = 9(A)I(B), (AT =09(A") for A, B € A.

For x € A, we introduce Majorana fermion operators §f( (x), 7]152)( ) by

&(z) = WP @)+ o (@), 1(@) = id{pP @) - @)}, (5.1)

or equivalently,

W) = S0 @ +ind @), W@ = @) - @) (62)

These satisfy [§fi) (2)]" = §fi) (x), [nf(i) ()] = nf(i) (x), and the anti-commutation rela-
tions
{6"@), & W)} = 200400000, {0 (@)1 ()} = 20001010,
6@, w)} = 0.

Next, following the idea of [12], we will introduce certain functions, h,,, on the lattice
A, and rewite the interaction Hamiltonian. For this purpose, we first decompose the
interaction Hamiltonian into two parts,

i = g® + g

int int, D>
where
Yy ——QZZ Dz +e,) + SV (2)SV(z +e,)
zeA p=1 (53)
+ 8O(@) S (2 + €,.) + S5 (2) S5 (x + e,)]
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and
HY, ——QZZ V(e +e,) + 5P (2)SP(z +ey)
zeN p=1 (54)
+ 8@ (@ + ¢,) + S8 (2)S (@ + ¢,)].

Note that
3

> Z TO@IN (@ +e,) =—5> Y TO(2) = TO(z+ ) +3) [T ().

zeN p=1 zeN p=1 TEA

[\3}—'*

Therefore, one has

g, =2 Z Z{ — T +e,)]" + [SD(2) = SV (z +e,)]”

mGAu 1

+ [$P () — 8O <x +e0)]” + [S2(2) — 5P (z + €,)] "}
— 39 3 {IPO (@) + [SV(@)]? + [P (@) + [P (2)]2).

TEA

2 (5.5)

Similarly, one has
3
1
DS I = LS @) + 1O e, 330
zeN p=1 €A p=1 TzEA

Therefore,
3
9
Y =~ 5 DY AP (@) + TPz + e, + [SP(x) + SP (2 +¢,)]

A
+ (8P (@) + S (@ + eu)2 + SO (@) + SO (@ + )} (5.6)
+39 ) {[MP @) + [P @) + [S5” (@) + [55” ()]}

Let h,(x) be a real-valued function on the lattice A for p = 1,2, 3, and we introduce
[10,12]

B =43 S {0~ IO + 0 5 ()] + [500) — 59+,

zeA p=1
+ [59(@) = 59w + )] + [557 (@) = 55 (@ + )]}
— 39> {[TV(@)]? + [SD (@) + [$® (@)]* + [S ()]}

TzEA

(5.7)

We write
A A
HY (h) = HY o () + H,. (5.8)

int 1
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Clearly, when h, = 0 for all ;4 = 1,2, 3, this equals the interaction Hamiltonian Hi(lﬁ).
We also write

H® () = 7N + HY (h) (5.9)

int

for the whole Hamiltonian.

6. REFLECTION WITH RESPECT TO THE PLANE z() = 1/2

Let us consider first the reflection with respect to the #(!) = 1/2 plane. By this
plane, we divide our finite lattice A into two parts,

A ={zeA: —L+1§x(1)§0} and A+::{xEA: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,

Vy(z) = 70Wa(z),  Wa(r) = Va(),

and write U(7p) for the unitary transformation on the fermion Fock space. We also
introduce a transformation,

U(z) = ™ 20(),

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

Let us consider first the kinetic Hamiltonian H&A) of (2.3)) about these two transfor-
mations. We have written HI(<Af) for the kinetic Hamiltonian HI(<A) (23)) for the flavor
f € {u,d}. Clearly, the first transformation U(vy) changes the sign of the kinetic
Hamiltonian for the flavor u, i.e.,

Ut (o) HU (70) = —HE.

Therefore, by these two transformations, U(vy) and Us, the kinetic Hamiltonians HI(<Af)
for the flavors f = u, d are tranformed into the following forms:
HE, =[U (o) U] B U (30)Us

7u'

——ir > { W@l (e +er) - W@+ en)on Wy (@)
z€ACZ3 (6.1)
+ iUl (1) Wy (x + e3) + Ul (2 + e2)aa Wy (2)]

+ [Wl(2)as (o + e3) = Wiz + e5)aWu(2)] |
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and
(A L A)
Kd = [U( )U2]THK dU(’YO)Uz

=ik Z { D)o Wy(z +e1) — Uz + e1)ay Ua(z)]
zEACZ? (6.2)
+ [l (2)aWq(z + e3) + Ul (2 + e5)anUg(x)]

+ [Ul(2)asWq(z + e5) — Wl (z + eg)ag\lfd(:c)]}.

When we use the real representation for the Dirac fermion field ¥(z), these right-hand
sides become pure imaginary hermitian by the expressions of the matrices, ay, as, as.
This property is crucial for the reflection positivity [17].

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

TO(2) = [U(30) Vo) TN (2)U (70) U = U (2)70 ¥ (2) = TV (),
T (2) = [U(70)Ua) TT® (2)U (10) Ua = — U (2)ineysms ¥ (z) = —S57 (), (6.3)
SN () = [U(70)Ua]' SO (@)U (0) Vs = W (2)r1 W (2),
SO (z) = [U(70)Ua]'SP (2)U (70) Vs = W (2) 0 (x),

S (z) = [U(%)Uz]TS (2)U(70)Uz = ‘I’T(I)%Tz’,‘l’(!)ﬁ) = 5(3)(95)>

and
SV (@) = [Uro)Ua]' SV (2) U () Us = — T (2) 7570 (),
S (@) = [U(0)Ua) S (1)U (70) Us = U (2)75m U ()
and
S (x) = [U()UL] S5 (2)U (0)Un = =W (2)inoys ¥ () = ~TP(z). (6.4
Then

Hi (h) = [U(y0)Ua] Hiy

int int

(W)U (10)Uz = His g (h) + Hiph,
where we have written

A (h) - WW@%]EmMMthU

= ZZ{ [TO () = TO(x + €,) + hu(2)]* + [V (2) — SO (x + ¢,)]?

chA n=1
+ [SO(2) = 8Pz +e,)]” + [P (2) — 58 (x + )]}
=39 > {TD (@) + [SY(@)]? + [S® (@) + [S ()]}

zEA
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and

aw = [U<%>U21 T U (o) Us

Z Z{ + Tz +e))? + [SP(2) + S (z +¢,)]?
meAu 1 (6.6)
[S<”<x> + 80 (@ + e )]2 + [S (2) + S (@ + €,))?)
+39 ) {[T@ @) + [SP (@) + [ (@) + [S) ()]}

The whole Hamiltonian H™ (h) of (5.9) is transformed into
HMN(R) := [U(y0)Us] ' HY (YU (7) U 6.7
- HI((Au_'_H( +H1nt R(h) Hl(n[:I ‘

6.1. Two unitary transformations. Further, we will use two unitary transforma-
tions below. First we define U(ay) as follows:

—a1V,(z) for x € Ay;
U(on)]"Wy(2)U = 6.8
U] (@)U ) {w) o (©5)

and

Wa(x for z € Ay;
Vo)) Uan) = 4 ) : (6.9)

a1 Vy(x) for z € A_.

We also introduce [11}13]

i (ﬂ i i

upyy () = 11 ()" @ | @) + ¢ (@)}, (6.10)
yeA, j€{1,2,3,4}, f'e{u,d}:
(y7j7f’);£(x7i7f)

where we have written
nd (y) = [ W) ()
for y € A and ' € {u,d}. Then, one has
) ‘ B .
[ (2) (ZL’)]T f(lj)<y)u(l) (.CL’) — {[,lvbf (x)]T’ fOl" (y>]>f/) - (Ialaf)v

" ‘
PH,f PH,f wf(g) (y), otherwise.

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

by [11,13]
Uodd,u = H H uPHu

rE€Aoaq jE{l 2.3 4}

where we have written

Noaa = {r € A 2 + 2@ 4 26) = odd}.
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For all i € {1,2, 3,4}, one has

W (@) for z € Aga,

o (6.11)
u (SL’) for x € A\Aodd-

(Uoaan) 90l (2) oddu:{

Similarly, we define

even d - H H upH d

r€Aeven j€{1,2,3,4}
for the flavor d and the sublattice Agyen := A\Aoqq. Further, we write

Ustagg = Uodd,quvon,dv
01 = U(a1>Ustagg7
and
FI(A)(h) = (Ul)TF[(A)(h)Ul
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 ﬁII((Al of (6.1). It can be written

3
A)
Hica=2 M
with
HI((AuM ' ZKJZ Ui(z (z+e,) —Vi(z+e,)a,V,(z)] for p=1,3,
zEA

and
Ku2 = KJZ (Ul () oWy (2 + e2) + Ul (2 + e3)an Wy ()]
TEA
Clearly, the hopping Hamiltonians in the second and third directions can be decom-

posed into two parts as follows:

~ (A - .
HI(<,1)1,2 = Hli—,uﬂ + HK,u,2

with

He o=k [Wl(@)aalu(z + eg) + Ul(2 + e2)aa ¥y ()] (6.12)
zeAL
and
HI(<1}1)1,3 = I—(’_,u,3 + le,u,?,

with

H o= —ir Y [Ul(x)asWy(z + e3) — Uh(z + e3)a3 ¥, (2)]. (6.13)
TEAL

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

] — gt [7— 770
HKvu,l - HK,u,l + HK,u,l + HK,u,1>
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where
= —ik Z (U () Uy (x + e1) — U (@ + e1)ay Uy ()], (6.14)
z€A; (WAL
Hy oy = —ik Z (Wl (2)on Wz + e1) — Ul (2 + e1)on Uy ()], (6.15)
z€A_ : (D40
and

Hyyyi=—in > [Th@)ony(z +er) — Uiz + 1) ¥y (2)]

zeA : z(1)=0

ik Z (Ul (27 Uy (2) — U (2)ag U (27)],

zeA (M =L

(6.16)

where 2, 1= (—L+1, @ 23)) and we have used the anti-periodic boundary condition
for the fermions.
By using the unitary transformation U(ay) of (6.8)), we have

[U(a)]THY ,\Ular) =in > [Th@) Wz + e1) — Ul(x + 1)Uy ()]
zeA : z(D=0
ik > (W) Pa(x) — (@) Uy (ap)],
zeA MW=L

where we have used a; is self-adjoint, and (a;)? = 1. In passing, we note the following:
The negative sign in front of the right-hand side of (G.I]) 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(a)] Hg g Uln) =in Y [Wl(2)Va(e + 1) — Tz +e)Vq())

zeA : (=0

tin Y (W) Wa(e) — Uh(@)Wa(ay)]

zeN (D=L

from ([6.2]) and (6.9).

By using the Majorana fermions of (5.1), one has
[ (@) (y) = [ ()0 () = 5[53” (@) (y) + 0 (@) ()] for @ #y.
Therefore, we have

Ul iUy =2 S SN +e) 40w+ )

zeA : (=0 =1

P YW 0o

zeA (D=L =1

(6.17)
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From the representations (5.1) of the Majorana fermions and (6.11]), one has
(Uoaan) ' €D(2)Upgay = €9(x) forall € Aand i=1,2,3, 4,

u u

and

(4) .
(Uoddu)T'r]l(l)( )Uoddu _{ —Tu ( ) for x EAodda

nl(f)(x) for = € A\Aoaq

for all i = 1,2,3,4. By combining this with U; = U(0)Ustage, the definition of the
reflection map 9 and (G.I7), we obtain the desired expression,

1K
HKul (Ul) HKulUl B} Z Zf(z I+€1) 771(11)( )Wl(f)(x—i-el)]

z€eA : z(1)=0 i=1
P S D) - o)
zeA (W= i=1
:% 3 Zg“ YIS () + 1 ()0 () ()]

zeA 1 (=0 =1

+5 > Zé“ (@) + 0 (@) () ().

z€A :z(V=—L[41 i=1

(6.18)

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

As to IZII?u’1 of (614) and (G.I5), one notices that both of the two Hamiltonians do
not change under the U(q;) transformation of (6.8)). Further, since the matrix oy is
symmetric, i.e., its transpose equals itself, one has

(Uodd7u)T[qjl(x)alqju(x + 61) - \IIL(I + 61)a1\11u(x)]Uodd,u
= ‘I’l(i’f)alt‘lﬂ(i’f +e1) = "Uy(z + er)ar Uy (z)

for any x € A, where the superscript ‘t” denotes the transpose, namely

L ) = (60 @0 @) 00 @), 00 @)

Therefore, we have

HE = (O)HE O = =ik Y [Wl(@)an Wl + er) = "Wy + er)ag Uy (2)]
z€A; (WAL

and

Hy oy o= (O0) Hy U1 = —ik Z (W (@) " (2 4 1) — "Wy (2 + e) oy Uy (2)].
x€A_ : (D #£0
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In addition, since the reflection map ¢ changes the hopping direction, we obtain
Eﬁiul _'ﬁ(fﬂ(ul)

where we have used that the matrix «; 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 ]:Iéu’?) of (6.13)) in the third direction. From
the properties of the matricies «;, one notices that

(Ula)) Hy y5U(0n) = —H 5 and  (U(an)) Hy, 5U0r) = Hy s
Further, one has
(Usdan) TV (2)as Wy (2 + e3) — Ul (2 + e3)as Wy ()] Undd.n
= Ul (2)as" Ul (2 + e3) — "Wy (x + e3)az ¥, (2)
because the matrix ag is symmetric. From these observations, we have

Hf o= (00) HE 30 = £in > [Wh(z)as' Ul (a+es) =Ty (z+es)as Uy (2)]. (6.19)

TEAL

This implies

Eﬁiu3 _'ﬁ(fﬂ(u3)
because the matrix a3 is real hermitian.
Finally, let us consider HI:EuQ of (6I2). In the same way, one has
U ()T Hif , oUlcr) = F6 Y [Wh(@)aa Wy (@ + €2) + Ul (2 + e2) 0 Wy ()]

TEAL

Note that
(Uodd,u)T[\111:(517)@2\Du(37 + 62) + \IIL(‘T + 62)042\I’u(517)]Uodd,u
= ‘1’1(17)042“1’11@ + e2) + "Wy (z + e2)az ¥y ()

for any z € A, where we have used that the matrix as is anti-symmetric. By combining
these two, we obtain

Hif o= (U) Hig U = F60) (U)o Wz + e2) + 'y (2 + €2) 00 Ty ()]

rEA4
Since the matrix as is pure imaginary hermitian, we have
_l’_
E{Ku2 _'ﬁ(fﬂ(u2)

As mentioned in some comments above, these arguments hold for the case of the
flavor d.
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6.3. Interaction Hamiltonian f[&?R(h). Next, consider the interaction Hamilton-
ian Hlnt R( ) of [B3). For the part about the operator T (x), we write

3

() ~
Ao =3 Ay, (1) =39 > TV @), (6.20)
p=1 rEA
where
9
52 D(a + e) + hy (@)
eA
The Hamiltonian ng(l) 1(h) can be decomposed into three parts as follows:
(A .
HE (h) = Hi, () + Hyyy  (h) + iy, (),
where
~ g ~ ~
Hiy ((h) =3 Y EW(@) =IO +eq) + ()P,
TEN;:
NE
T _9
Hey 4 (h) - Z LW (@ +er) + h (@),
TEA
mg)¢0
and
g ~ ~
H,(h) =5 Y M) =TW(@ +e1) + b (). (6.21)
0.
Similarly, we have
(A e
ng‘(l))’u(h’) Hlj_u) (h) + Hr\(l) (h) for pu=2,3,
where
%, (h): QZPU O (z +e,) + hy(a)]? for pu=2,3.
TEAL

From the definitions of I'V)(z) and U(ay), one has

- — Ul (2)50Wu(z) + Wi(@)Va(z) if zeAy;
(e7] o T 1) = d
(e T (@)Ulen) {\I/L(x)%\lfu(x) — \Ifg(x)%\lfd(x) if xeA_.

Further, by using U, := U (01)Ustagg, We have

(O)'TD ()0 = F(=1)*"+=P+=DTO(2) for 2 € Ay, (6.22)
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where we have used the expression of the matrix vy in (2.7). For the Hamiltonian
Hf(l) 1( ) of (6.21), we have

o g = = 2D L) L 203)
Ol f (0 =5 3 [FW(@) =T (e +e) + (1 (@)

zEA:
(=0

+3 2 0@ - IO+ e) = ()" @),
zEA:
MW=L

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

UL, (W)U = g Z TV (2) +TW (z + ey) — hy(x)]?

r 1

ZBEA+Z
WAL
with hy(z) = (—1)w(1)+r<”+m<3> hi(z), and
UfHz,, ()0 = Z ) + T (z 4 1) + hy ()]
xEA,
w(l)yé(]
Moreover for p = 2,3, we have
1187, (00, = £ 3 [F0() + FO + 6,) — o)
Z‘EA+
and
Oz, (WU = J Z )+ TW(z +e,) + hy(x))?
xEA,

with h,(z) = (—1)= "+l h,(z). In particular, when h = 0, these imply
ﬁ(Hf‘(l) (0)) H;_(l) (0) fOI' :u = 1727 37
where we have written

Hiy () = UL HG, ()0

for p=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, SM(z), S®(z) and Séz) (x), in the Hamiltonian
Hi(rﬁ?R(h), it is enough to check the corresponding relations. Actually, in the same way,
we have

UF5D (2)0y = +(=1)*" =2+ 0y (1) Uy (2) + Ul(2)an Wl (2)] for = € Ay,

US® ()0 = + (1) 742 0l (2) 700, (z) + Wl (2)70Wa(2)] for =€ Ay
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and
UF52(2)0y = F(=1)* "+ 101 (2) 7500 0l (2) + Vg (2) 500 Wy (2)] for z € Ay

0. 4 Interaction Hamiltonian H. (Q)I Let us consider the interaction Hamiltonian

2 ntI of ([6). The part about the operator I'® () of [6.3) is given by

1

A) A) ~
i = Z 0 +39 ) [FP ()], (6.23)
TEA
where ¥
r A
fon = 5 D TP (@) + T + )"
:(:EA

The Hamiltonian H) = can be decomposed into three parts as follows:

NI

(A) - 0
Hig ) = 2o ' Hp<2> 2T A RORE
where g
Hip =5 D [MP@) + T (@ +e)]?,
ZE€A+
x(l)yﬁL
T — 9
F(2> 1° Z F(z )(95 + ‘31)]2>
xEAf
(D=0
and
By = =2 37 [ @)+ TP+ e (6.24)
TEA:
z(M=0,L
Similarly, we have
(N _
Hf‘(Q), HP\—(Z) + HF(Z) for w= 27 37
where
it = =4 Y [MO@) + T+ ) for p=23,
xEAi
One has

[U()]'T®(2)U(ay) = {‘I’L(T )iy V() + Ul (2)iy075 Wa(2) %f x € Ay
— U (2)ieys Wu(x) — Uh(2)ineysPa(z) if 2 € A

Therefore, we obtain
(U)IT(2)0, = TP (2) for z € Ay, (6.25)

Where we have used that the matrix vy7y5; is anti-symmetric. For the Hamiltonian

H2,) 1 of @.24), we have
O} B 01 = =5 L@ (z) ~ T (z + e,)]2.

TEA:
z(M=0,L
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This is the desired form [L0,[13] for getting a Gaussian domination. Similarly, one has

g
UlHE,, U = § [I@(2) + T (2 + )2
zeEA
x<€1>7ZL

and
_ 9
UlH,, U W= § )+ T (z 4 )2

xEA,
x(l);éo

Further, we have

0l 01 = =2 S @) + T (@ +¢,)

@,
(EGA+
and
Ol fre 0= =5 D 0P(@) + T (@ + )P

zEA_
for = 2,3. From these observations, we have
o (1,

w,) = i, for p=1,23

where we have written

HE =0/

IO £ U, for w=123,

and we have used that the matrix iyy7ys in I'® () 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 HH1tI of (6.4]), it is enough to check
the corresponding relations. On can check that

USSP ()0, = +i[ Ul (2) oy 'O (2) — *Wy(2)ay W, (2)] for o€ Ay,

Ufgél)(x)ﬁl - jFi[‘I’l(@Oél%t‘I’S(x) — "Wy(x)arysWy(z)] for e Ay
and
] ~é3)( Uy = ﬂ:S J(2) for x € A..

7. REFLECTION WITH RESPECT TO THE PLANE z(?) = 1/2

As to the reflection with respect to the z(M-2(?) plane, the argument is the same as
in the above case of the (1) = 1/2 plane. Therefore, it is enough to deal with the case
of the reflection with respect to the 22 = 1/2 plane.

We write

)= [ L]



VIOLATION OF PARITY AND FLAVOR SYMMETRIES IN NJL MODEL 23

for the spin rotation by the angle 6 € [0, 27) about the third axis, and

0= (1) ")

for the four-component Dirac spinor. We also write Us(#) for the corresponding unitary
operator on the fermion Fock space, i.e.,

[Us(0)]TW (2)Us(0) = Us(0)¥(x) for z € A.
Note that

0 [us(0)] 13 (0)

[Us (0)] ilds (0) = <[U3(9)]T0m3(9) 0

) for 1 =1,2,3,

[us(0)]To1us(0) = oy cosf + o sin 6,

[U3(9)]TO'QU3(9) = 09 cos 6 — 01 sin 9,
and
[u3(9)]T03u3(9) = 03.

Therefore, one has

Us(—7/2)] alhs(—7/2) = —a, (7.1)
Us(—7/2)] alhs(—7/2) = o, (7.2)
and
Us(—7/2)] asths(—7/2) = a. (7.3)
Moreover,
[Us(—m/2)]Tyolhs(—7/2) = =70 (7.4)
and
(Us (=7 /2)] sty (—7/2) = 5. (7.5)

Clearly, these change only the matrices, ay and s, of the hopping terms in the z("
and z® directions in the kinetic Hamiltonian. In addition, although the coefficient x
in front of the matrix as changes its sign, it does not affect the above argument about
the reflection positivity in the case of the () = 1/2 plane.

8. (FAUSSIAN DOMINATION AND INFRARED BOUND

By reflection positivity, we obtain the Gaussian domination bound

Trexp[—-BHW (h)] < Trexp[-BH™(0)],



24 Y. GOTO AND T. KOMA

for the Hamiltonian H®™ (h) of (5:9). The proof proceeds in a similar manner to that
in [I3[14], and is omitted here to avoid repetition. In order to expand this with respect
to the function A, we note that

QZZ D@+ e,) + hy(a)]?

z€eA p=1
gzzr(l F(l (:)3—|—e)]
zeA p=1
3
+gZZr<l D (@ + ey gzz
z€eA p=1 eA p=1

The second sum in the right-hand side is written

53S0 () TG+ o)) = 9 30 S TO ().

zEA p=1 z€EA p=1
where we have written
Ouhy(z) == hy(z) — hy(x —e,).
Therefore, the second order of the expansion yields
)2<Zir(1)( ZZF )b )(A) By Zi <0
zeA mu=1 yel /=1 A 2 €A p=1 7

where (--- - -- )(BA) denotes the Duhamel two-point function [10]. Since this inequality
can be extended to [10] complex-valued functions h,(z), we have

(ZZF(I)(z)auhu(:L’),ZZF(I)(y)Q/hM/ >B —25gZZ|h z))%, (8.1)

zeA p=1 yeA /=1 zeA p=1

where ~++ denotes its complex conjugate. We choose

1
hu(x) = \/W

with the wavenumber p = (p™M,p® p®)), where we have written pr = pMaz) +
pPz® 4+ pB 2B Then, one has

[eip(x—l—eu) . eipm:|

uhy(r) = ———=e™*(1 — cos p™)

and

where we have written
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From these, we have

3
> r(@)dh(x) = —20VE,,

zeA p=1
where we have written
= eP”, 8.2)
0= 2 1 (
|A TzEA

By substitutng these into the above bound (81]), we obtain
1

< .
o= 489K,

9. LONG-RANGE ORDER

Now, let us prove the existence of the long-range order for 'V (z). We write

Lo a@amy @) | a0 4)
=3 [<F1(9 )F—p>6 + (L pF( )>5 ]

- p
and

= ([P0, (W (0), L)Y (9.1)

for their thermal expectation values (- - ) 5 - We use the inequality, [10]

1 1
g < 2 [bp T/ t +Bbpcp} < b+ §vﬁbpcp-

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

1 ain 1 1 c
+ F(l)r(l) A) F(l)r(l) (M) « Y e
QR P —p>B +< N >B } = 4ﬂng +4 ng

Further, following [19,220], we have

3
3|A| Z [Z cosp } 12|A| Z \/ gcg {; Cosp(“)}+ + E£/1\>30>

(9.2)

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

3
1 1

) = { cosp(“)}

12[A] Zp#) B9, Zuzl .

and 1
A - 1 -
x yGA
Clearly, the quantity 6(3) becomes small for a large 3, and E(L[;a)o is nothing but the
long-range order. Our goal is to show that the long-range order E(L[;a)o is strictly positive
in the infinite-volume limit A * Z3.



26 Y. GOTO AND T. KOMA

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

o Z {Z cosp(“)} Vo < V3D /ﬁ Z Cps (9.3)
p;ﬁO p=1 + p

where we have written

3 2
1 1

I3 = | — —({ cosp(ﬂ)} ) )
25\ 2

Let us estimate the right-hand side of ([@.3)). From the definition (@.1)) of c,, one has

e, = ([0, [ (0). 1Y }>§?’
= ([P D, PO + ([P, () PO Y.

—p’ int v~ p

For the contribution of the kinetic Hamiltonian HI(<A) in the right-hand side, we have

‘A‘ Z< F(—lp’ A 5 |A|2 Z Z < ,P(l)(y)u (BA) —ip(z—y)

p xz,yeEA
A) (1) (A)
|A| erA< HK T (:L’)H g -

Note that

(HY 1O (2)]
=ik Y > AW )Ty +e,). TV (@) — [WF(y + e,)a, (y), T ()]}

p=13 y=x,x—e€y

—r Y A W)Uy +e2), PO (@)] + [0 (y + e2)a, ¥ (y), IV ()]}

Y=,T—e2

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

Al Z< o O TV < Colil

where Cy is a positive constant.
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The contribution for the interaction Hamiltonian H; (M) 55 written

\A\Z< p [ T

L o e

= 1 (I, 1 e )
43 S, ), FO T+
* <[F“><x>, [P (@), PO (@ = e}
FO M RUCICNCUBRIE ELEPR

+ ([T (), 557 (2), T ()] S5 (& = eu)D5 T

where we have used the commutation relations, (A4)) 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

T Z( [0, ) T = ZZ O @)+ ¢,) P

xEAu 1

Z S (8 (2)S8 (@ + €)Y

3
meA p=1 (=1

= |—QZZ x+e“)>(ﬁA).

Consequently, we obtain
Tl Z ¢, < Colr| + 32gEW (9.4)

where we have written

1 3
EW = TZZ (@) V(@ +e,)) . (9.5)
€A p=1

As shown in Appendix[B], this quantity £®) is positive at sufficiently low temperatures
in the strong coupling regime g/|x| > 1.
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The left-hand side of ([0.2) is written

O L
3|A|Z {Zcosp } 31 |ZZ x+e“)>(ﬁ)_§8()

zeA p=1
from (R.2)). By combining this, (0.2)), (9.3)) and (@.4)), we obtain
1 V3I
—eW) 3 A)
SEM < 6(8) + 12f\/co|/~f| +32g£™) 4 x4
< o(g) + Lol [OlAL VO w5,
g

Therefore, the lower bound for the long-range order E(L[;a)o is given by

%W{W_\/@g}—a() Valy [Golnl o

12 g LRO"

The lower bound for E®™ is given by
B
By

as shown in Appendix Bl Since I3 = 0.68-- -, these imply the existence of the long-
range order at sufficiently low temperatures in the strong coupling regime |x|/g < 1.

EWN > log 2

APPENDIX A. CHIRAL ROTATIONAL SYMMETRY

One can check that, for any two 4 x 4 matrices, M and M’ the following relation
holds:

(U (2) MY (2), UT () MU (2)] = T (2)[M, MU (z). (A.1)
We write
IO (z) == Ul(z)y5¥(z). (A.2)
Then, by using the above formula, one has the commutation relations,

0 (2), 1 (2)] = 200 (2),  [T(2), T ()] = 200V (),

A3
and  [['®(z), TW] = 2i0® (z). (4-3)
In addtion, from the definitions of S (x) for j = 1,2, 3, we have
T (z), SV(x)] =0 for j=1,2,3. (A.4)
Moreover, one has
[P0 (), 557 ()] = 209" ()57 ¥ () (A.5)
and
00 (2), W (2)757 0 (2)] = —2i85 (). (A.6)

for £ =1,2,3.
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Next consider the rotation by the generator I'® (x). Let # € R, and note that

ieief‘“)(x)r(l)(x)e—iﬁf(s)(x) _ Z-eier<5>(x) [F(E)) (@7 F(l)(x)]e—ier(ﬁ')(x)

do
_ _26i91"(5)(x)r(2) (I)e—wr@(m)7
where we have used the above commutation relation [['®(z),T'M)(z)] = 203 (x).
Further,
d2

_262‘01"(5)(90)F(1) (x)e—iel"“)(m) _ _QieiGF(5)(gc) [F(5) (SL’) @ (x>]e—i€1"(5)(m)
do ’
_ _4ei0F(5) @) (z)e—wr@ ()

These imply
eiGI‘(s)(x)l—w(l)(x)e—iGF(5)(x) =TI (z) cos 20 — TP () sin 26.
In particular, for § = —x /4, the following holds:
e i(m/Hr® (w)p(l)(x)ei(ﬂ/4)1“(5) @) = 7@ (g). (A.7)

APPENDIX B. A LOWER BOUND FOR &€&

In this Appendix, we obtain a lower bound for €™ of ([@.5).
In the same way as in [I4], we first use Peierls’s inequality. Namely, we have

Z5 = Trexp[~BH™(0)] > exp[—B(QL), H™ (0)QA)] (B.1)

var? var

for any variational wavefunction Q). We recall the expression of the operator '™ (z),
ie.,

T (2) = Ul (2)3Tu(z) + Ul (2)70Pa(2).
Since the matrix vy in I'™ () has the four eigenvalues, +1, +1, —1, —1, we choose the
variational state Q) so that it is the eigenstate of I'™ () for both of the two flavors,
u and d, and all the sites x € A with the eigenvalue +4, i.e., F(l)(z)QsQr) =400 In
other words, each site x is occupied by the two eigenstates of vy with the eigenvalue
+1 for both of the two flavors, u and d. Then, clearly, one has

QW) HIEA)Q(A)> -0

var’ var

)

for the kinetic Hamiltonian HI(<A . Further, we have

(Q(A) r® (x)Q(A)> =0

var ? var

for all # € A because the matrix 7yys in T'®(z) satisfies the commutation relation
Y0075 + Y0757 = 0, which yields (v, v0v5v) + (v,7075v) = 2(v,7075v) = 0 for any
eigenvector v of v5. Therefore, except for the term having the operator 'V (x), all
the expectation values of the terms in the Hamiltonian are vanishing. From these
observations, one has

QW T® )W) = —16 - 3g|A|.

var? var
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By substituting this into the right-hand side of (B.Il), we have
log Z§" > 16 - 38g|Al. (B.2)
On the other hand, the following holds:
log 2" = —B(HM(0))Y + 5 < —B(HW(0)){V + log 251,

where S éA) is the entropy, and we have used its upper bound. By combining this with
the above inequality (B.2), one has

1 8
—— (HM YN > 16.3¢g — 2 log 2.

The right-hand side is written

3
Loy L () QZZ 1) 1) (A)
€A p=1

< 8-3|k| 4+ 8gEW),

where we have used the rotational symmetries of the Hamiltonian H™(0). Therefore,
we obtain the desired lower bound,

EW >6— — —log 2. (B.3)
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