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ABSTRACT. We construct a topological space B consisting of transla-
tion invariant injective matrix product states (MPS) of all physical
and bond dimensions and show that it has the weak homotopy type
K(Z,2) x K(Z,3). The implication is that the phase of a family of such
states parametrized by a space X is completely determined by two invari-
ants: a class in HZ(X;Z) corresponding to the Chern number per unit
cell and a class in H*(X;Z), the so-called Kapustin-Spodyneiko (KS)
number. The space B is defined as the quotient of a contractible space
& of MPS tensors by an equivalence relation describing gauge transfor-
mations of the tensors. We prove that the projection map p: £ — Bis a
quasifibration, and this allows us to determine the weak homotopy type
of B. As an example, we review the Chern number pump—a family of
MPS parametrized by S®—and prove that it generates m3(B).
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and main result. This paper is concerned with the
topology of states of quantum spin chains, specifically those states that
can be represented as translation invariant injective matrix product states
(MPS). We construct a topological space B which is a classifying space for
phases of parametrized families of such states. That is, a family of transla-
tion invariant injective MPS parametrized by a space X can be defined as a
map X — B, and the phase of this family can be defined as the correspond-
ing element in the set [X, B] of homotopy classes of such maps. This realizes
the proposal we made in [QSWT23, VIII] for such a classifying space.

Our space B consists of translation invariant injective matrix product
states (MPS) of all physical and bond dimensions. We prove that B is weakly
homotopy equivalent to a space K(Z,2) x K(Z,3), where K(Z,n) denotes
an Filenberg-Mac Lane space, i.e., a space whose only non-zero homotopy
group Z is in degree n. Under the correspondence

H"(X,7Z) = [X,K(Z,n)]

for n > 0, this rigorously establishes the following claim. The phase of
a family of translation invariant injective MPS determines and is uniquely
determined by two invariants:

(1) aclass in H?(X,Z) corresponding to the Chern number, or Berry phase,
per unit cell, which persists as a one-dimensional invariant because we
have imposed translation invariance; and,

(2) a class H3(X,Z), which is the Kapustin—-Spodyneiko (KS) number of
the family [KS20], and can be interpreted as a flow of Berry curvature
[WQBT23].

Our work is largely motivated by Kitaev’s conjecture, as described in talks
from 2013 [Kit13] and 2019 [Kit19]. In these talks, Kitaev explained (among
other things) how in each spatial dimension k, there should be a space of
gapped bosonic invertible lattice systems Qp, so that phases of families of
such systems would correspond to homotopy classes of maps [X, Qx]. He
predicted the following homotopy types:

QOZK(Z72)7 Ql ZK(Z73)7 Q2ZZXK(Z74)
This answer for Qgy can be understood as follows. An invertible bosonic

phase over a space X is uniquely determined by the line bundle of ground
states. Complex line bundles are classified by their first Chern class so that

Linec(X) = H*(X;Z) = [X, K(Z,2)].
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It follows that Qg should be a K(Z,2). The prediction that Q; is a K(Z, 3)
means that phases parametrized by a space X in spatial dimension one
are in one-to-one correspondence with cohomology classes H3(X;Z). The
correspondence is obtained by assigning to a family its KS number [KS20,
AKS24].

Under the widely accepted hypothesis that gapped invertible lattice sys-
tems can be described by a topological quantum field theory at long range
(e.g. [KTY17]), one can use the work of Freed-Hopkins [FH21] to describe
the weak homotopy type of the spaces Qy for all k > 0.! However, precise
constructions for the spaces Qp with & > 1 have not been given in terms
of lattice systems, and this paper represents a first step towards a precise
definition of Q;.

It was shown by Hastings in [Has07] that the ground state of a gapped
Hamiltonian in one spatial dimension satisfies an area law for the entan-
glement entropy, and such area law states were shown in [VC06, SWVCO08]
to be efficiently approximated by an MPS. Motivated by this result, one-
dimensional bosonic gapped phases with finite internal symmetry group G
were studied by considering the G-action on MPS, leading to the classifi-
cation of bosonic symmetry protected topological (SPT) phases in terms
of group cohomology H?(G,U(1)) = H3(G,Z) [PTBO10, CGW1la, FK11,
SPGC11, CGW11b]. This in turn was a key piece of evidence for Kitaev’s
prediction that Q; ~ K(Z,3). An important part of Kitaev’s conjecture
is the idea that an invertible k-dimensional system with internal symmetry
G can be modeled by a continuous map BG — O, where BG is the clas-
sifying space of G. Taking Qy ~ K(Z,3), one thus recovers the expected
classification of 1-dimensional invertible systems with G symmetry, namely

[BG, Q1] = H*(BG,Z) = H*(G,Z).

MPS therefore provide a natural starting point and, after imposing trans-
lation invariance, a highly tractable class of states. In fact, there has been a
string of recent work constructing phase invariants for families of such states,
for example, [OTS24, OR24b, OR24a, SHO23, QSW™23]. It already follows
from [HMOV14] that, given a fixed bond dimension x, the classifying space
B(x) for translation invariant injective MPS of constant bond dimension x
has homotopy type

B(x) ~ K(Z,2) x BPU(x), (1.1)
i.e., the product of a K(Z,2) capturing the Chern number per unit cell with
the classifying space of the projective unitary group PU(x) = U(x)/U(1)1,
where here 1 is the x x y identity matrix. However, our work in [QSW 23]
demonstrates that the bond dimension of an MPS can change under a con-
tinuous deformation, and hence there are continuous families of injective
MPS whose bond dimension is not constant. Such examples are at the core
of the motivation for our construction of B: it suggests that a classifying

IThe Q. are should be the spaces of the loop spectrum %21, M SO.
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space for injective translation invariant MPS should, in some sense, be built
by somehow gluing the spaces B(y) for all .

This paper achieves that vision. We construct a space B whose points
correspond to translation invariant injective matrix product states, and B
can be written as a set-theoretic union

5= Bk,

x=>1

where B(x) has the homotopy type (1.1) when endowed with the subspace
topology obtained from B. The space B is constructed as a quotient by gauge
transformations of a contractible space £ whose points are MPS tensors. The
quotient map p: & — B is a quasifibration and the weak homotopy type of
B is that of K(Z,2) x K(Z,3). Consequently, phases of translation invariant
injective matrix product states parametrized by a space X are classified by

(X,B] = H*(X;Z) x H3(X;Z).

The class in H?(X;Z) corresponds to a well-defined “Chern number per unit
cell”, and the class in H3(X;Z) is the KS number of the phase.

The fact that the space B we construct is a K(Z,2) x K(Z,3) rather than
the K(Z,3) expected for Q; reflects our restriction to translation invariant
states: if we were to relax translation invariance, we expect we could push-
off the Chern number per unit cell to the boundary or rather to infinity
on an infinite lattice. However, at this point, we have not made this idea
rigorous in any sense.

1.2. Sketch of the paper. Below, we give a sketch of the construction for
B, with full definitions beginning in Section 2. However, it is helpful to first
describe a construction of Qy which is a template for our construction of B.
One first identifies a zero-dimensional quantum state as an element of
CP"™ for some n. One can obtain this element of CIP" by first describing the
state as an element of the unit sphere S**~! of the Hilbert space C"*! and
then quotienting by a U(1) gauge freedom, corresponding to an unphysical
overall phase. We then increase the “physical dimension” n by allowing the
state to become entangled with ancillary degrees of freedom. Up to a change
of basis, the process of adding unentangled ancilla is given by embedding
S?n=1 5 §?m=1 by appending zeros to a vector. This descends to a map on
quotients CP"™ — CP™. Taking a colimit as n — oo yields a diagram

S? > S5 y oo > §°°
l l l (1.2)
CP! —— CP3 b y CPP>

The space Qy is identified as the colimit CP*°. The map S*° — CP* is a
fiber bundle with typical fiber U(1) and the total space S*° is contractible,
so we see that Qy = CP*> is a K(Z,2) from the long exact sequence on
homotopy groups corresponding to the bundle.
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In higher dimension, gapped ground states of bosonic systems in the ther-
modynamic limit are described as pure states of a uniformly hyperfinite
C*-algebra 2, called a quasi-local algebra. As indicated above, we are in
particular concerned with the subset of pure states consisting of translation
invariant injective MPS, in part because of the simplicity of describing their
gauge freedom. To be precise, an injective MPS tensor is defined to be an ar-
ray of complex numbers K(iﬁ, ie€{l,...,d} and o, 8 € {1,..., D} for some
numbers d, D € N such that the matrices K’ span Mp(C). The number d
is called the physical dimension and D is called the bond dimension of K.
Section 2.1 briefly reviews the works of Fannes, Nachtergaele, and Werner
[FNW92, FNWO94]| to explain how such a tensor gives rise to a pure state
on a quasi-local algebra 2(. In particular, if two tensors K and L yield the
same state, then they must be of the same bond dimension and furthermore
are related by a gauge transformation of the form

L' =) XKiX1,

where A € C* and X € GL(D). If one further requires the right-normalization

condition:
ZKiKi* = ZLij* = 1pxp,

J

then in fact A € U(1) and X € U(D). We find this more restricted gauge
group much easier to work with, and will therefore impose this normalization
condition on our tensors.

We wish to allow the physical dimension to increase as in the zero-
dimensional case. In 1d we now also have the bond dimension and would
like to allow this to increase arbitrarily as well. Indeed, continuous con-
nected families of injective MPS can have varying bond dimension, such as
the Chern number pump described in Section 7. Therefore it is natural to
embed an injective MPS tensor K in an NxNx N array K, 5 by adding zeros
to the original array; the tensor can then be varied to change the physical
or bond dimension.

However, if we only consider tensors of the form

K' 0
0 O
then requiring the right-normalization condition will prevent a continuous

connected family of injective MPS from ever changing bond dimension. To
rectify this, we allow tensors of the form

K" 0
M* 0

where M éﬁ are arbitrary complex numbers, except that only finitely many
are nonzero. Finally, we allow gauge transformations of these tensors. An
overall phase A € U(1) can be absorbed into the K* and M® matrices, so we
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ultimately consider arrays of the form

wmx(E O »”

where X € U(oo) = colimp U(D) is a unitary that does not depend on the
index q.

Tensors of this form were considered by Ohyama and Ryu in [OR24b],
although there it was required that A satisfy the right-normalization con-
dition, while we only require K to satisfy this. Following [OR24b], we call
the bond dimension of K the essential rank of the MPS tensor A. Under a
gauge transformation, a tensor can transform as

1 (2
X5 O (K O

where A € U(1), Y € U(c0), and the N, éﬁ are arbitrary complex numbers
except that only finitely many are nonzero.

We define £(d, D) to be the space of such arrays with Afxﬁ =0ifi > d,
a > D;or 8> D and we define B(d, D) to be the quotient of £(d, D) modulo
gauge transformations. In Section 2.1, we relate this to the pure state space
P(d) of the quasi-local algebra 20(d) with on-site physical dimension d via
the following proposition.

Proposition (2.17). The map E(d,D) — Z(d) that associates to each
tensor A of the form (1.3) the pure state corresponding to the injective
MPS K is well-defined and continuous with respect to the weak™® topology
on P(d). Furthermore, this map factors through a continuous injection
B(d,D) — Z(d) such that the diagram below commutes

E(d, D) —— Z(d)
[
B(d, D)

However, in Section 2.2 we show that the map B(d, D) — Z(d) is not in
general an embedding when £(d) is given the weak™ topology, so that the
topology on B(d, D) is strictly finer than the weak™ topology. To prove this,
we exhibit a weak*-continuous path of pure states in the image of the map
B(4,2) — 22(4) that is not continuous in B(4,2). The path is essentially an
interpolation between a product state and the ground state of the 1d AKLT
model [AKLT87, AKLT88, FNW92, Sch11]. As the path approaches the
product state, the state undergoes a quantum phase transition as described
in [WOVCO06] and has a discontinuity in the topology of B(4,2). We hope
that understanding the topology of B(d, D) may shed some light on the open

question of appropriately topologizing Z?(d) so that maps like this become
embeddings.
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We define £ and B as colimits of the spaces £(d, D) and B(d, D), so that
we get a diagram analogous to (1.2):

£E1,D) —=++ —=&(d,D) —=Ed+1,D+1) —= - —= &

| l | |

B(1,D) — -+ —=B(d,D) —=B(d+1,D+1) — .- —= B

In Section 3 we show the following result, analogous to the zero-dimensional
case.

Theorem (3.6). The space & is contractible.

But unlike in the zero-dimensional case, the map p : £ — B is not a fiber
bundle. The difficulty is that the fibers over points of B with different essen-
tial rank are not homeomorphic, nor are gauge transformations described
by the free action of a compact group. Although p : £ — B is not a fiber
bundle, in Section 5 we prove the following result.

Theorem (5.16). The map p: £ — B is a quasifibration.

This is precisely the property required for a map like p to induce a long
exact sequence on homotopy groups, thus allowing us to access the homotopy
type of B. Showing that p is a quasifibration is the main technical challenge
of the paper.

As a first step, in Section 4 we study the restriction of p to the spaces of
tensors () and states B(x) of fixed essential rank .

Proposition (4.9). The restriction p : E(x) — B(x) is a Serre fibration with
fibers F(x) homotopy equivalent to U(1) x BU(1). Moreover, there exists a
commutative diagram

Flx) —— £(x) : B(x)

! | !

U(1) x BU(1) —— BU(x) — BPU(x) —— BU(1) x BPU(y)

where the vertical arrows are homotopy equivalences, the map BU(y) —
BPU(x) is the map on classifying spaces induced by the group quotient and
the map BPU(x) — B(U(1) x PU(x)) is induced by the inclusion of PU(x)
in U(1) x PU(x).

We note that the above is essentially a d = D = oo variation of a result
of Haegeman, Marién, Osborne, and Verstraete, who proved that the space
of MPS tensors is a fiber bundle over the space of MPS [HMOV14].

The key consequence of the fact that p: &€ — B is a quasifibration is a
long exact sequence on homotopy groups. That is, for any point A € £ of
essential rank x, letting p(A) be the base point in B and F(x) be the fiber
over p(A), we have

A Wn(f(X)vA) — 7T-n(‘s’vA) — 7Tn(‘87p(‘4)) — 7T'n—l(]:(X)vA) —
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Since £ is contractible, we can compute the homotopy groups of B from the
homotopy groups of the fiber F(x), which from Section 4, we know to be

F(x) ~U(1) x BU(1) ~ K(Z,1) x K(Z,2).

Note that the right-hand side is independent of the essential rank x of A.
In fact, in Section 6 we compute not only the homotopy groups of B but its
weak homotopy type. Note that knowing the homotopy groups of a space
is, in general, not sufficient to determine its weak homotopy type.

Theorem (6.6). The space B has the weak homotopy type K(Z,2)x K (Z,3).
In particular, m7,(B) =Z if n =2 or n =3 and is trivial for all other n.

In Section 7, we describe two fundamental examples of parametrized
phases from this new perspective. The families are given by continuous
functions

Py: 82— B and  43: S — B,

which are generators for the homotopy group mo(B) and mw3(B). The family
over S? = CP! corresponds to the canonical non-trivial phase in dimension 0
repeated at every site of a one-dimensional lattice. Its non-triviality is only
due to the translation invariance imposed on the systems. The family over
S3 is much more interesting: it is the Chern number pump from [WQB*23,
QSW23], and captures a true non-trivial one-dimensional phase. We prove
that 13 generates m3(B) directly from the long exact sequence on homotopy
groups. In [QSWT23], we explained how to associate a gerbe to certain
families of injective MPS and checked that for 3, the corresponding class
in H3(S3,Z) was a generator, and so the two results are consistent.

Remark 1.1. In this paper, we choose to work in the category of all topo-
logical spaces, as opposed to some convenient category such as compactly
generated spaces. While working in all spaces has the disadvantage of in-
creasing the technicality of the presentation, the benefit is a very detailed
understanding of the point set topology of the spaces constructed. This
gives us quite a bit of control over the situation.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Michael Hopkins,
Alexei Kitaev and Bruno Nachtergaele for helpful conversations. This ma-
terial is based upon work supported by the National Science Foundation
under Grant No. DMS 2055501, DMS 2143811 and DMS 2303063.

2. THE SPACE OF MPS

We now expand on the definitions of the spaces £ and B described in the
introduction. Let us begin with a reminder of the definition of an injective
MPS tensor.

Definition 2.1. We define an MPS tensor to be an array of complex
numbers Aflﬁ € C with physical index i € {1,...,d} and bond indices
a,f € {1,...,D} for some d,D € N. The natural number d is called the
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physical dimension of the MPS tensor and D is called the bond dimension.
An MPS tensor A 5 is said to be injective if the linear map

Mp(C) »C% B~ Y tr(A'B) i)

is injective, where |z'>§l:1 is the standard basis of C?. Equivalently, an MPS
tensor is injective if and only if Mp(C) = span{A!,..., A%}

We would like to define a space consisting of injective MPS tensors of
all physical and bond dimensions in such a way that allows for continuous
transitions between different physical and bond dimensions.

Definition 2.2. We define M, (C) to be the set of all infinite arrays of
complex numbers A,3 € C, where a, 8 € N but with only finitely many
pairs of indices o and 3 such that A,z # 0. We then define

M= {A € HMOO((C) : A* = 0 for all but finitely many i € N},
i=1

where A" € M (C) is the ith infinite matrix in the sequence of infinite
matrices A € [[;2; Moo(C). Thus, an element A € M is an array of complex
numbers A7 5 with indices ¢,, f € N and with only finitely many nonzero
entries.

Given d, D € N, we define

M(d,D):{AGM:Agﬁzowheneveri>dora>D0r5>D}

Note that M(d, D) is a finite-dimensional vector space and therefore has
a unique topology making it a Hausdorff topological vector space. We see
that any MPS tensor of physical dimension d and bond dimension D can be
realized as an element of M(d, D) by adding zeros to the array.

Observe that if A € My (C) and B is an N x N infinite matrix, possibly
with infinitely many nonzero entries, then for any «a,v € N,

(BA)ay = Z BapApy and (AB)ay = Z AapBpsy
B B

are sums of finitely many nonzero terms, hence they are well-defined complex

numbers. If B has only finitely many nonzero entries per column, then

(BA)ay is nonzero only for finitely many o,y € N, hence BA € M (C).

Similarly, if B has finitely many nonzero entries per row, then AB € M, (C).
Define U(o0) to be the group of N x N matrices of the form
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where X € U(D) for some D € N and where all blank entries are zero. We
identify U(D) with its image in U(co). Thus,

U(co) = | UD)
DeN

By our previous remarks, U(co) has a well-defined left group action by
conjugation on My (C). Likewise, an element X € U(oco) has a left action
on A € M defined by conjugating each A° by X.

In general, given A € M and an infinite matrix B, we will use BA and
AB to denote the element of M given by multiplying each A’ on the left or
right with B, assuming this multiplication gives a well-defined element of

M.

Definition 2.3. An MPS tensor K of physical dimension d and bond di-
mension x satisfies the right-normalization condition if

d
Z K'K™* =1
=1

where the 1 is the y x x identity matrix. If an MPS tensor satisfies the
right-normalization condition, then we will say it is right-normalized. We
let Z(d,x) C M, (C)? be the subspace of right-normalized injective MPS
tensors of physical dimension d and bond dimension .

Remark 2.4. It is worth noting that the set of injective MPS tensors is
an open subset of MX((C)d, while the set of MPS tensors satisfying the
right normalization condition is a closed subset. Therefore Z(d, x) is the
intersection of an open and a closed subset of MX((C)d, or in other words
locally closed. Hence, and that is what we mainly need in the following,
Z(d, x) is a locally compact space.

Definition 2.5. Given d, D, x € N with x < D, we define £(d, D, x) to be
the set of those A € M(d, D) of the form:

i (K" 0\ o1
ox(5 O o

where X € U(D), the M are any (D — x) x x matrices, and K € Z(d, x).
Note that both sides of (2.1) may be understood as infinite matrices with
finitely many nonzero entries. Following [OR24b], we call x the essential
rank of A. Taking unions over the essential rank, we define

£(d,D):= | €d,D,x) and &(d,D,<x):= ] €(d,D,x).
x<D X' <x

We topologize £(d, D, x), £(d, D, < x), and £(d, D) as subspaces of M(d, D).
Definition 2.6. Given A € M(d, D), we define
L(A)=> A"A" and R(A)=> A'A™
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The letters L and R tell us which factor the star goes on. We note that
L(A),R(A) € Mp(C) and L(A) and R(A) are positive matrices and contin-
uous functions of A € M(d, D). We define Q(A) to be the projection onto
the image of L(A), i.e.,

Q(A) = 0(L(A)),
where 6 is the Heaviside step function:

i <
0(z) = 0 ?fa:_O
1 ifx>0.

If A€ &(d, D, x) with X, K, and M as in (2.1), then

L(A) = X<L(K) EL(M) 8>X—1.

One can check that injectivity of K implies that L(K) is invertible, hence
L(K) + L(M) is also invertible. Therefore in this case

Q(A) = XG)l 8) X (2.2)

From the above constructions, we see that £(d, D, x) NE(d, D,x) = @ if
X # X' Indeed, the essential rank of A € £(d, D) is uniquely determined by
Aj; it is the rank of L(A).

Proposition 2.7. Given d, D, x € N with x < D, the projection valued map
Q:€(d,D,x) — Mp(C) is continuous.

Proof. As mentioned above, for A € £(d, D, x) the rank of L(A) is equal
to x and is therefore constant on £(d, D, x). Projection onto the image is
continuous on the set of self-adjoint matrices of a given size and rank. [

Although @ is not continuous on £(d, D), the following lemma is some-
times useful when we want to consider non-constant essential rank.

Lemma 2.8. Let d,D € N and Ay € £(d, D). The functions
£(d, D) > Mp(T), A Q(A)Q(A)
£(d, D) = Mp(C), A Q(A))Q(A)

are continuous at Ag.

Proof. The second function is obtained by composing the first function with
Hermitian conjugation, which is continuous, so it suffices to prove continuity
of the first function at Agy. For this, let Ay be the smallest nonzero eigenvalue
of L(Ap) and note that it suffices to show that

1Q(A)Q(Ao)x — Q(Ao)z|| < 205 || L(A) — L(Ao)|

for all z € (ker Q(Ap))* = range L(Ag) with ||z|| < 1. Given such an z, there
exists w € (ker L(Ag))* such that L(Ag)w = z. Since w € (ker L(Ag))*, it
follows that [|w|| < Ag' since Ay " is the norm of the inverse of the restriction
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of L(Ap) to (ker L(Ap))*. Then, using Q(A)L(A) = L(A) and that Q(A)

has norm one,
1Q(A)Q(Ag)z — Q(Ag)z|| = [[Q(A)L(Ag)w — L(Ag)w]|
< QA L(A)w — L(Ag)w||
+ [Q(A)L(Ag)w — Q(A)L(A)w|
< 2||L(A)w — L(Ag)w|
< 205 1L(A) = L(Ao)||
as desired. O

Definition 2.9. We now allow the physical dimension d and bond dimension
D to vary. Taking unions over d and D, we define

e= €@n), Etx= U ednDx), E&=<x)= ).
d,DeN d,DeN X' <x
D>x
As with fixed d and D, we have £(x) N E(x) = @ if x # x'. Furthermore,
EX)NE(d, D) =¢&(d,D,x) and E(<x)NE(d, D) =¢E(d,D,<x).

We now endow &£ with the final topology induced by the inclusion maps
E(d,D) — €.

Remark 2.10. With the topology above, £ is the colimit (in the category
of topological spaces and continuous maps) of the system of spaces £(d, D)
and closed embeddings £(d, D) — &E(d',D’) for d < d’ and D < D’. The
spaces £(n,n) for n € N are cofinal in this system, so £ is a sequential
colimit. It follows that each inclusion £(d, D) < & is a closed embedding,
i.e., the subspace topology on £(d, D) obtained from M (d, D) coincides with
the subspace topology on £(d, D) obtained from £. Furthermore, the spaces
E(d, D) are metrizable since they are subspaces of the finite-dimensional
topological vector space M(d, D), so the colimit £ enjoys some nice basic
topological properties. For example, £ is paracompact Hausdorff and com-
pactly generated. By “compactly generated,” we mean that £ is a weak
Hausdorff k-space as defined in [Lew78].

We can topologize £(x) and £(< x) as subspaces of £ or as colimits of
E(d,D,x) and &(d, D, < ), and these two topologies coincide. To see this,
first observe that £(d, D, < x) is closed in £(d, D). Indeed, it is the intersec-
tion of £(d, D) with the preimage of the closed set {B € Mp(C) : rank B < x}
under the continuous map L : M(d, D) — Mp(C). Since E(< x)NE(d, D) =
E(d, D, <), it follows that £(< x) is closed in £. Then £(x) is the intersec-
tion of the closed set £(< x) with the open set £\ (< (x — 1)). As noted
in [Lew78, Appendix A], the intersection of an open and closed subset of
a k-space is again a k-space in the subspace topology. Thus, the subspace
topologies that £(x) and £(< x) inherit from £ are compactly generated
topologies. It now follows from Proposition A.1 that the subspace and col-
imit topologies on £(x) and £(< x) coincide.
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Definition 2.11. Given A € £(x), we define a gauge transformation of A
to be a transformation of the form

Al NZ(AT+ ANz,
where (A, Z) € U(1) x U(co) and A € M such that

Q(A)A'=0 and A'Q(A) = A

for all 4. If X , K, and M correspond to A as in (2.1), then this is equivalent
to requiring A’ to be of the form

3 0 0\t

ox(2 O)x

for arbitrary matrices N with y cqlumys and any number of rows. From
this description one sees that AZ (A" + AY)Z~! € £(x) and

QINZ(A'+ AN Z™Y = ZQ(A)Z .

One can check that gauge transformations define an equivalence relation ~
on £.

Remark 2.12. The equivalence classes defined above can be understood as
the orbits of a right group action on €. The group is G = U(1) x (M xU(o0)),
where U(oco) acts on M by conjugating each matrix (Z.B) = ZB'Z*, and
the action of G on & is given by

A(NZ,B)=XZ"(A+ (1 -Q(A)BQ(A))Z

However, GG is not locally compact and the action is not continuous due to
discontinuities in Q(A) as A changes essential rank. For these reasons, we
do not find this a particularly helpful perspective for our purposes and will
avoid it for the remainder of the paper.

Definition 2.13. We define the quotient space
B=E&/~

with quotient map

p:E— B.

We define B(d, D, x), B(d,D,<x), B(d,D), B(x), and B(<x) to be the
images of £(d, D, x), £(d,D,<x), £(d,D), E(x), and E(<L x) under p, re-
spectively. Each of these spaces B(- - -) is given the quotient topology induced
by the corresponding space £(- - -).

Remark 2.14. Since £(d, D, <) is closed in £(d, D) and saturated with
respect to the quotient map p, it follows that the quotient topology on
B(d, D, < x) coincides with the subspace topology it inherits from B(d, D).
Likewise, since £(d, D,x) is the intersection of the closed saturated set
E(d,D,<x) and the open saturated set £(d,D) \ £(d,D,<(x — 1)), we
know that the quotient topology on B(d, D, x) coincides with the subspace
topology it inherits from B(d, D). By the same logic, the quotient topologies
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on B(< x) and B(x) coincide with the subspace topologies they inherit from
B.

Since £(<x), £(x), and & have the final topology induced by the sub-
spaces £(d, D, <), £(d, D, x), and £(d, D), respectively, one can show that
the quotient topology on B(< ), B(x), and B coincides with the final topol-
ogy induced by the inclusions B(d, D,<x) — B(<x), B(d, D, x) < B(x),
and B(d,d) < B, respectively, across all d, D € N.

Proposition 2.15. Let d,D,d',D’ € N with d < d and D < D’. The
inclusion B(d, D) — B(d', D') is a closed embedding.

Proof. First we show that B(d, D) is a closed subset of B(d', D'). Observe
that

p '(B(d,D)NEW,D')={Ae&d,D,<D): QA)A" =0 for i > D}.
We know E(d', D', <D) is closed in £(d’, D’), so it suffices to show that
{Ae€&(d,D):Q(A)A" =0 for i > D} (2.3)

is closed in E(d’, D"). Let (Ag)ren be a sequence in (2.3) converging to some
Ag € £(d',D’). By Lemma 2.8 we know Q(A4y)Q(Ax) — Q(Ap). Then for
all © > D we have

Q(Ao)Af = lim Q(Ap)Q(Ar) A}, = 0.

This proves that Ay is in (2.3). Thus, B(d, D) is a closed subset of B(d', D).
It remains to show that the quotient topology on B(d, D) obtained from
&(d, D) coincides with the subspace topology it obtains from B(d’, D’). Let
T be the quotient topology and let .7; be the subspace topology. It is easily
checked that .J; C .7 using the universal properties of these topologies.
Suppose C' C B(d, D) is closed relative to .7;. We want to show that C
is closed in B(d',D’). Since B(d',D’) has the quotient topology, this is
equivalent to showing that p=1(C) N E(d’, D) is closed in E(d’, D’).

Let (Ag)ren be a sequence in p~1(C)NE(d', D') converging to some Agy €
E(d',D'). Note that Ay, Ay € p~1(B(d, D)) since p~'(B(d, D)) is closed in
E(d,D"). Let Xy, Kg, and My, correspond to Ay as in Definition 2.5. By
compactness of U(D’), there exists a subsequence of (Xj, )men such that
X, — X for some X € U(D'). Then X} Ay Xp, — X*AgX. Let
B, and By be the elements of M D,((C)d' whose first d matrices are equal
to those of X Ay, Xk, and X*AgX, respectively, and whose last d —d
matrices are equal to zero. Since Ay, Ag € p~}(B(d, D)), this truncation
yields By, By € £(d, D') and p(By,) = p(Ak,,) and p(By) = p(Ap). We also
still have B,, — By.

We need to truncate again to get elements of £(d, D). Let

_(1pxp O
P_< 0 0>6MD,((C).

m m



CLASSIFYING SPACE FOR MPS PHASES 15

]I\;k"m 8) and each Kj,, has bond dimension at most D, it
k

Since B,,, = <

is clear that PB,,P € £(d, D). Since p(PBn,P) = p(Bm) = p(Ag,,), we see

that PB,,P € p~!(C). Furthermore, PB,,P — PByP in Mp(C)%.
Suppose we can show that PByP € &(d,D). Since C is closed with

respect to 7, we know p~1(C) N &(d, D) is closed in &(d, D). Therefore

PB,,P — PByP implies PByP € p~*(C). Thus,

p(Ap) = limp(Ag, ) = limp(PB,,P) = p(PByP) € C.

This proves that Ag € p~1(C), hence p~1(C)NE(d’, D) is closed in E(d’, D),
as desired.
It remains to show that PByP € £(d, D). Write

L 0 0
Bo =Y | N1 O(p—x)x(D—x) 0 v
No 0 O(p'—D)x(D'—D)

where Y € U(D'), L is a right-normalized injective MPS of bond dimension
x < D, and Ny and N» are arbitrary matrices. Write Y in block form as

Yii Y2 Yi3
Y =Yy Yo Yo
Y31 Y3z Y3

where Y711 is x X x, Ya2 is (D —x) x (D — ), and Y33 is (D' — D) x (D' — D).
Since B,, — By and the last D’ — D columns of each B,, are zero, we know
the last D’ — D columns of By are zero, hence the last D’ — D columns of
Y* By are also zero. But the top right block of Y*By is LY3]. Since this
must be zero and since L is an injective MPS, we see that Y3; = 0.

The first x columns of Y lie in CP ¢ CP’ and are orthogonal since Y is
unitary. They may be extended to an orthonormal basis of CP. In other
words, there exist matrices Z1 and Z5 such that the matrix

(Va2 0
Y = Y21 Z2 0
0 0 I(p—pyx-p)

is unitary. Furthermore, unitarity of Y implies

Yl*l Y11 + Y2*1Y21 == ]l
Yl*l Yio + Y2*1 Yo =0
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We then observe that

o (Yu Y2 Yig\ (L 0 0\ /Y Y5 O

PBoP=YV* (Y1 Yo You|[M 0 0)[¥y v 0

0 0 0/)\nm oo/ \vgy Y5 o0

1 0 0 L 00 L 00
=YW, Wy Ws||[Ny 0 O)J]Y*=Y|N 0 0]Y",

0 0 0 Ny 0 O 0 0 0

where Wi, Wy, W3, and N are some matrices. From this it is manifest that
PByP € £(d, D), completing the proof. O

Remark 2.16. We now observe that B(d,D,x) = B(d',D’,x) N B(d, D)
and B(d,D,<x) = B(d',D',<x) N B(d, D). It follows that the inclusions
B(d,D,x) — B(d',D’,x) and B(d,D,<x) — B(d',D',<x) are also closed
embeddings since B(d, D) is closed in B(d', D’).

Since B(x), B(<x), and B are the sequential colimits of these closed em-
beddings, we know that all the inclusions B(d, D, x) — B(x), B(d, D, < x) —
B(<x), and B(d, D) — B are closed embeddings. We have now shown that
for each of the spaces B(---), all reasonable topologies we could put on it
coincide.

In Corollaries 2.18 and 2.20 of §2.1 below we will show that B(d, D, x),
B(d,D,<x), and B(d, D) are all Hausdorff. Since quotients of k-spaces are
k-spaces, it follows that B(d, D, x), B(d,D,<x), and B(d, D) are all com-
pactly generated. Since sequential colimits of compactly generated spaces
along closed embeddings are compactly generated, we know B(y), B(< x),
and B are compactly generated.

2.1. Mapping B(d, D) into Pure State Space. In this section, we will
show how B(d, D) maps into the pure state spaces of quasi-local algebras.
Let us first recall the basic construction of matrix product states in the
thermodynamic limit for fixed, finite physical and bond dimension.

Given d € N, we define 2(d) to be the quasi-local algebra on the lattice Z
with on-site Hilbert space C%. In other words, for nonempty finite subsets
A C Z we define

An(d) = ) Ma(C)
vell

and the quasi-local algebra is the directed colimit

a(d) = | ()

ACZ

over nonempty finite subsets A. Let &(d) be the set of pure states of 2(d).
Given an injective right-normalized MPS tensor K5 of bond dimension

x and physical dimension d, we now review how to obtain a pure state
w € Z(d), following Fannes, Nachtergaele, and Werner [FNW92, FNW94].
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First, one constructs the completely positive linear map

E : My (C) ® My(C) — M, (C), E(B®C)=) CyK"BK’.
.3
Given C € My(C), we can then define a linear map E¢ : M, (C) — M, (C)
by Ec(B) = E(B ® C'). We also recursively define the completely positive
maps EM™ : M, (C) ® My(C)®" — M,(C) by setting E() = E and setting

EMH) = Eo (E™ @ idp,c))-
One can check by induction that
EMBRC® - &Cy) = (Eg, o 0Eq, ) (B).

The map Eq(B) = Y, K*BK" is of particular interest. First of all, it
is also completely positive. Moreover, injectivity of K(iﬁ implies that Eq is
irreducible, meaning the only projections P € M, (C) such that PM, (C)P is
invariant under Eq are P = 1 and P = 0. The noncommutative Frobenius-
Perron theorem of Evans and Hgegh-Krohn [EHK78] then implies that there
exists a unique positive invertible T € M, (C)4 of trace one such that T
is an eigenvector of Eq. Likewise, the adjoint of £y with respect to the
Hilbert-Schmidt inner product, given by Ei(B) = >, K‘BK™, is also ir-
reducible and therefore admits a positive eigenvector, unique up to scalar
multiplication; we know this eigenvector is 1 with eigenvalue 1 by the right-
normalization condition.? Furthermore, as shown in [EHK?78], the eigenval-
ues of these eigenvectors are the same, so Eq(7) = T. It is also shown in
[EHK78] that the corresponding eigenspaces are one-dimensional.

For n € N, the state w is then defined on A[_,, ,jnz by

WO ® - @ Cy) = tr [EW TRC_n® @ C’n)] (2.4)
— tr[(Ec, o oFe, )(T)]. (2.5)

From (2.4) we see that w is a well-defined positive linear functional on
A_ppnz- From (2.5) and the identities Eq(7) = 7" and Ej(1) = 1, we
see that the value of the state is unchanged as we tensor on identities to the
left and right of C_, ®---® C,,, so that w gives a well-defined positive linear
functional on 2((d). The scaling tr(7") = 1 ensures that w(1) = 1.

We note that w is a translationally invariant state. Furthermore, we recall
that w is the unique frustration-free ground state of a translation invariant,
nearest neighbor interaction [FNW92, Thm. 5.7]. From this, it follows that
w is a pure state.

We also remark that (2.5) can be expanded to rewrite w more explicitly
in terms of the K* matrices. Setting C = C1 ®---® C,, for ease of notation,

2Note that in [FNWO92, FNW94] the opposite normalization is used. There it is assumed
that En(]l) =1.
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we have

w(C’) = Z Clyiljl e Cminjntl“(Ki”* v Kil*TKjl o Kj”) (2.6)
ily"'yi’ll
j17"'7j"’b

We can also write the state restricted to 2y ,,jnz as a mixture of matrix
product states on (C?)®" with various boundary conditions. Precisely, if
we diagonalize T = > fiq |va)(va| With orthonormal basis |v,)X_; and we
define B,s = |vg)(va|, then one can show from (2.6) that w restricted to
21 njnz 1s represented by the density matrix

Oz = Y o [ (Bag) (¥ (Bag)|
a,p

where

W (Bag)) = D (K9 K9 Bag) |-+ ju)

jl?"'?jn

and [j1 - - - jn) is a standard basis vector for (C%)®™, ' '
Under a gauge transformation of the MPS tensor K* — AXK'X™* with
(A, X) € U(1) x U(x), we have a transformations of T" as:

T— XTX*

Plugging this transformation into (2.6), we see that K and AX K*X* define
the same state w.

Conversely, it follows from [FNWO94]| that if a given state w € Z(d) is
induced by two right-normalized injective MPS tensors K and L of physical
dimension d and bond dimensions xx and xr, then xx = xr and K and L
are related by a gauge transformation as above. This concludes our review
of [FNW92, FNW94].

Given an injective MPS tensor K of physical dimension d, we have seen
how to define a pure state on #(d). We will be considering this construction
as a function of K, and it is useful to make this functional dependence
explicit in our notation. Thus, we shall henceforth denote the induced state
by wg rather than simply w. The MPS tensors in £(d, D) are of the more
general form (2.1) but nonetheless induce pure states on 2(d) as the following
proposition shows.

Proposition 2.17. Given d,D € N, the map

£(d,D) —» P(d), A= X<]\[§[ 8>X o W= Wi 2.7)

is well-defined and continuous with respect to the weak™ topology on P (d).
There exists a unique function B(d, D) — 2(d) such that the diagram below
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commutes.

E(d,D) —— 2(d)
P
B(d,D)
Moreover, B(d, D) — 22(d) is a continuous injection.

Proof. Let A € £(d, D) and let X, K, and M be as in (2.1). Let T be related
to K as above. Then by direct substitution

tr(K* - KOTRI - KO = tr<Ain* AT AT -Aj”> (2.8)

~ T 0 4
rox(t D
Combining (2.6) and (2.8), we see that in order to show that wx is a well-
defined function of A, it suffices to show that 7" is a well-defined function of
A.
It is easy to check that 3", A*T A’ = T. Let B € Mp(C) be any matrix

satisfying this equation in place of T'. Then

where

XBX_Z< o o >X BX(MZ- 0). (2.9)
We see that ,
X (B0
X*BX = (0 0) (2.10)

for some B’ € M, (C). Plugging this into (2.9), we find >, K*B'K* = B'.
Since 1 is a simple eigenvalue of the map B’ — > . K”*B'K’, we know
B’ = AT for some A € C. Thus, B = \T.

If tr(B) = 1, then since we also have tr(T) = 1, we know X\ = 1. We have
shown that T spans the 1-eigenspace of the linear map B > A*BA" and
that it is the unique eigenvector with eigenvalue one and trace one. It is
therefore a well-defined function of A.

To prove weak*-continuity of (2.7), we again combine (2.6) and (2.8) and
observe that it suffices to show continuity of T as a function of A. Since
the linear map B ~ Y, A*BA' is a continuous function of A and the 1-
eigenspace is one-dimensional and spanned by T, the continuity of T follows
from [Kat95, Ch. 2, §5].

It is clear from the definition that if A;, Ay € £(d, D) and A; ~ Ay, then
w4, = wa,. Therefore the map £(d, D) — Z(d) descends to a unique con-
tinuous map B(d, D) — Z(d). To show that this map is injective, suppose
A1, Ay € £(d, D) and wa, = wa,. Write

K; 0\ .«
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as usual. Since wg, = wg,, we know K; and K3 have equal bond dimension
x and K1 = AW KoW™* for some A € U(1) and W € U(x). Thus,

N w0 Ky O\ (W* 0.
Al_AXl(o ﬂ)(A*le 0><0 ]1>X1N‘42'

This proves that the map B(d, D) — £(d) is injective. O

Corollary 2.18. For all d,D,x € N with x < D, the quotient spaces
B(d,D,x), B(d,D,<x), and B(d, D) are Hausdorff.

Proof. By Proposition 2.17, each space B(---) has a continuous injection
into #(d), which is Hausdorff. The result follows. O

We now define a colimit of pure state spaces as d — oco. We have a
directed system of linear isometries tgrq : C¢ — C% for d < d’ defined by
appending zeros to the end of a vector in C%. As described in [BHM™24,
§2.2], we also have a covariant functor from the category of finite-dimensional
Hilbert spaces and linear isometries to the category of topological spaces
and continuous maps. This functor maps C¢ to Z(d) and maps Lqr 4 to the
continuous function P (1 4) : Z(d) — Z(d’) defined by

@(Ld/7d)(w)(c_n R ® Cn) = W(L;kl/,dc—nbd’,d Q- ® L2/7dcnbd/’d)

for all w € Z(d) and C_, ® --- @ Cp, € A_y, rz(d’). Thus, applying
this functor yields a directed system of spaces #(d) and continuous maps
P(d) — P(d'). We define

P (o0) = colim Z(d)

d—00

in the category of topological spaces and continuous maps.

We remark that the space &?(00) enjoys some basic topological properties.
The maps 2 (14 4) are closed embeddings [BHM ™24, Prop. 2.12], hence the
inclusions into the colimit Z(d) — #(c0) are also closed embeddings. Since
each of the spaces #(d) is metrizable [Ped18, Prop. 4.3.2], hence compactly
generated and paracompact Hausdorff, the space &?(00) is also compactly
generated and paracompact Hausdorff.

Proposition 2.19. Given d,d’,D,D" € N such that d < d and D < D',
the diagram

£d,D) c &d,D)
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commutes, where the vertical arrows are the maps from Proposition 2.17.
Thus, there exists a unique continuous map € — P(o0) such that

£d,D) c ¢

| |

P(d) —— P(c0)

commutes for all d, D € N.
Furthermore, there exists a unique function B — Z(o0) such that the

diagram below commuites.

B —— P(x)

Moreover, the map B — Z2(c0) is a continuous injection.

Proof. Let A € £(d, D) with K and T corresponding to A as usual. Let
C=Cp® - ®Cy€A_ynnz(d). If we follow the upper path £(d, D) C
E(d,D") — P(d'), then the expectation value of C' in the resulting state is

Z C_n denjem " Canjntr(K’in* e K’lfn*TKjfn e an)7

Lemyeenyin

.7 (2N 7.]”

where the indices i, and j; run from 1 to d’. However, since K* = 0 for
i > d, we may equivalently sum over each index from 1 to d. If we follow the
lower path £(d, D) — 2(d) — £(d’), then the expectation value of C' in
the resulting state is the same, but with C};, ;, replaced by ([‘:l’,dck[’d/7d)ikjk
and with the indices summed from 1 to d. Since (L§,7deLd/7d)ikjk = Chipjns
these expectation values are clearly the same.

The statements about B are immediate from Proposition 2.17. O

Corollary 2.20. The spaces B(x), B(< x), and B are all Hausdorff.

Proof. By Proposition 2.19, B has a continuous injection into & (o0), which
is Hausdorff. Therefore B is Hausdorff. The spaces B(x) and B(< x) are
Hausdorff since they are subspaces of B, by Remark 2.16. (]

2.2. An Example of a Quantum Phase Transition. We show now that
the map B(d, D) — Z(d) in Proposition 2.17 is in general not a topological
embedding when Z(d) is given the weak™ topology. Let us call this map
¢:B(d,D) — &(B(d,D)). To show that £ is not a homeomorphism, we will
exhibit a weak*-continuous path in &£(B(d, D)) such that ¢! composed with
this path is not continuous in B(d, D).

The path we choose is an example of a quantum phase transition as
studied in [WOVCO06] and is inspired by the examples in that paper. We set
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d =4 and D = 2. We first define a path in M,(C)*. Given g € [0,1], we
define
V1—g? 0 200 ¢
Kl = K2 = \/j
(9) < 0 I —92> @=1/3l0 0

K(g) = %<_Og 2) K'(g) = - g(g 8)-

At g = 0, this is an MPS representation of a product state of the first
physical basis vector, while at g = 1, this is an MPS representation of
the AKLT state on the second, third, and fourth physical basis vectors
[Sch11]. We see that K(g) € £(4,2) for all g € (0,1). Furthermore, the map
E1(B) = Y, K*BK" is self-adjoint with spectrum {1,1 — (4/3)g*}, where
1 — (4/3)g? is triply degenerate. The unique positive, invertible, trace one
eigenvector of Eq is given by T = %ﬂ. Setting C = C1 ® -+ ® C, € A(d),
the equation

wy(C) =5 > Crivjy Crgutr (K (g) -+ K () K71 (g) - - K7 (g))
01,evia
J1y--sJa

therefore gives a weak*-continuous function (0,1) — £(B(4,2)). At g = 0,
we define

wo(C) =Cra1-- Cp-

This is the pure product state represented by the first standard basis vector
on each site. It is clear from these equations that w, — wp in the weak*
topology as g — 0. Moreover, wy is represented by the element K € £(4,2)

defined by
~1 (1 0 ~o =3 ~4 (0 0
K _<O ML K =K°=K"= 0 ol

Thus, wy € £(B(4,2)), so g — wy defines a path w : [0,1) = £(B(4,2)).
To show that €' o w is not continuous, we define a continuous map
F : B — R such that Flgg) o ¢! o w is not continuous. First, define

f:€—=Rby
Ztr(Ai)
i=1

Then f is manifestly continuous and it is easy to check from Definition 2.11
that f is invariant under gauge transformations. Thus, f factors through a
continuous map £ : B — R.

For g € (0,1), we have

F(E Y wy)) = F(p(K)) = f(K) = 2/1— g2 % 2,

However, at g = 0, we have

F(¢ (wo)) = F(p(K)) = f(K) = 1.

f(A) =
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Thus, g — F(f_l(wg)) is not continuous at ¢ = 0. This proves that £~ is
not continuous, so B(4,2) — Z(d) is not a topological embedding.

3. CONTRACTIBILITY OF &

Our main objective is to show that the projection p : £ — B is a quasi-
fibration, which will be accomplished in Section 5. Once this is done, the
long exact sequence for p will provide a tool for computing the homotopy
groups of B. This computation will be made rather simple by the fact that
£ is contractible, as is shown in this section. This is the one-dimensional
analog of the fact for zero-dimensional quantum systems that the limit of
the spaces of gauge data S® = colimy S is contractible. We begin with
some propositions and lemmas and prove contractibility in Theorem 3.6.

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢ : N — N be a strictly increasing function. There
exist continuous maps Ly : [0,1] — R defined for all a,b € N with the
following properties:

(1) Fab(o) = Oab,

(i) Tap(1) = bap(v)
(iii) Top(t) =0 for all t € [0, 1] whenever a > ¢(b),
(iv) T(¢)*T(t) = 1 for all t € [0,1], where T'(t) is the N x N matriz whose

entries are Tg(t).

Here, 04 is the Kronecker delta function.

Proof. For ease of notation, given t € [0, 1] let us write

. it d it
s:=sin| — an c:=cos| —
2 2

and let it be understood that s and ¢ are functions of ¢.

Given b € N such that ¢(b) # b, there exists a unique k£ € {0} UN and
I € N such that b = ¢*(I) and I ¢ ¢(N), where ¢° = idy. For any a,b € N
such that ¢(b) # b and any t € [0,1], let b = ¢*(I) with k and [ as described,
then define

(—s)ke ifa=1

(—s)F=ic2 if a = ¢7(l) for some 0 < j < k
s if a = ¢F*1(1) ‘
0 otherwise

Fab(t) =

Note that 0° = 1 by definition, as can occur above if t = 0. If ¢(b) = b, then
we define 'y (t) =1 if a = b and I'yp(t) = 0 if @ # b.

We claim that these I'y;, have all the desired properties. It is clear that
each I'y is continuous and easily verified that (i), (ii), and (iii) hold.

All that remains is to prove that I'(¢) is an isometry. We compute:

min(¢(b),¢(b'))
CETOye= >,  Ta(HTa(t).

a=1
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We want to show that this is a Kronecker delta &;. The above is clearly
symmetric in b and b’ so suppose b < V.

Suppose ¢(b) = b. Then the above reduces to [['(¢)*T(t)]yp = Tp (t).
If ¢(b') = ¥, then this is dpy by definition. If ¢(b') # b/, then we know
b # V' and we may write b = ¢F'(I') as before. If b = ¢/(I') for some
j €{0,..., k' + 1}, then we know ¢/ (I') = b = ¢(b) = ¢/ TL(I'). Injectivity
of ¢ implies I" = ¢(I'), which contradicts the definition of I’. Therefore
b+ ¢I(I') for any j € {0,..., k' + 1}, so Ty (t) = 0 = G-

Now suppose ¢(b) > b and note that this implies ¢(b') > b'. Write
b= ¢*(1) as before. Then:

k1
@) ()]s = Z Ly (DT g5 1 ()
=0

Write b = (ﬁk’(l’) as usual. Observe that in order for I 4; ;) (t) to be nonzero,
we must have ¢/ (1) = ¢/’ (I') for some j/ < k' 4 1. Injectivity of ¢ and the
definition of [ and I’ then implies that j = 5/ and [ = [’. In particular,
Y = ¢" (1) and we have k' > k since we have assumed b < ¥'. Thus,

M?r

[P(t)*r(t)]b/b = Flb’ Plb P¢g ()b ( )+ F¢k+1(l)b,(t)P¢k+1(l)b(t)

J=1

k
— kl+kc2 + Z k +k— 2] 4 + F¢k+1( )b’(t)
7j=1

k
— (_1)kl+ksk/_kc2 S2k + Z S2k—2jc2 + F¢k+1(l)b’ (t)s
j=1

:( 1)k —I—k k' —k 2—|—F¢k+1()b/(t)

where we have used the identity s + Zle s2k=2i¢2 — 1, which can be
verified by induction. If b = ¥/, then ¥’ = k and we get

[F(t)*F(t)]b/b = + s? =1.
If b #£ b, then we get
L) Tl = (~DF ke 4 (s F-1e2s =,

since the two terms differ by a factor of (—1)2*! = —1. This concludes the
proof. O
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Example 3.2. When ¢ : N — N is the function ¢(n) = n + 1, then the

formula above produces a matrix I'(t) whose transpose I'(¢)* is given by
[cos(Z)  —sin(F) cos(Z) sin*(Z)cos(F) —sin®(Z)cos(F) -]
sin (4 cos? (1) —sin () cos?(9) sin2(t?) cos? %r e
0 sin(Z) cos?(Z) —sin(77r2) cos?()
0 0 sin(4 cos?(Z)
0 0 0 sin(9)
|0 0 0 0 ]

Proposition 3.3. Let A € £(d, D) for some d,D € N. Suppose T' is an
N x N matriz and there exists a strictly increasing function ¢ : N — N such
that T';; = 0 whenever i > ¢(j). If I*T' =1, then B' := Z;'l:1 [; A7 defines
an element of E(¢(d), D).

Proof. Let X, K, and M correspond to A as in Definition 2.5. Observe that

B =X <Z§:1 Lk 0) X1
>4 TyMI 0
If i > ¢(d), then for every j € {1,...,d} we have i > ¢(d) > ¢(j), hence
Z;l:l I;;K7 =0 and Z;'l:l [';;M7 = 0. Thus B® = 0 for i > ¢(d). Therefore
we see that B € M(¢(d), D).
It remains to show that Z?Zl I';;K7 is a right-normalized MPS tensor.

Observe that span; Z?:l I';; K7 C span; K' = M, (C), where x is the bond

dimension of K. Moreover, for i € {1,...,d} we have
#(d) d ' '
> @) Y TiE =K',
k=1 j=1

implying M, (C) = span; K C span, 2?21 I';; K7, so that 2?21 [;; K7 is an
injective MPS tensor. Furthermore, the fact that I'*I" = 1 implies

@(d) d d * d
> Tk (Z r,-kK’f> = > (D) KT KM
. —

J,k=1
d
=Y KK =1,
j=1

SO 2?21 I';; K7 is properly normalized. U

For the next proposition, recall our notation that given A € M and an
infinite matrix A with finitely many nonzero entries per column, AAA*
refers to the element of M obtained by multiplying each matrix A’ by A on
the left and A* on the right.
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Proposition 3.4. Let A € £(d, D) for some d,D € N. Suppose A is an
N x N matriz and there exists a strictly increasing function ¢ : N — N such
that Ayg = 0 whenever a > ¢(B). If A*A =1, then AAA* € E(d, $(D)).

Proof. Let X, K, and M correspond to A as in Definition 2.5. Let Ap be
the ¢(D) x D upper left block of A. Then for any ¢(D) x (¢(D) — D) matrix
A we can write

Kt 0
1A K X X 0 i 0 X_l 0 A%
srs—o (3 (D )5 &)

Note that all block matrices above are of total dimension ¢(D)x ¢(D) . Since
A*A =1 and A,3 = 0 whenever a > ¢(3), it follows that AL, A, = 1pyp.
Thus, A can be chosen so as to make (A D A) unitary, from which it is
apparent that AAA* € £(d, ¢(D)). O

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢1,¢2 : N — N be strictly increasing functions and let I'(t)
and A(t) be the N x N matrices associated to ¢1 and ¢ as in Proposition
3.1. The map

E:£—&, E(A Zrm (1)ATA(1)* (3.1)

is well-defined, continuous, and homotopzc to the identity map.
Proof. The map
E:Ex[0,1] =&, E(A,t) er () AT A(t)* (3.2)

is well-defined by Proposition 3.3 and Proposmon 3.4. At t = 0 this map
restricts to the identity on £ and at ¢t = 1 it restricts to B.

To prove continuity, first note that the product topology on & x [0,1]
coincides with the final topology induced by the inclusions £(d, D) x [0, 1] —
& x [0,1]. Therefore it suffices to prove continuity of the restriction of (3.2)
to £(d, D) x [0,1]. The range of the restriction lies in E(¢p1(d), p2(D)) by
Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.4, and

d

E(d, D) x [0,1] = E(¢1(d), $2(D)),  (A,1) = Y Tij(A)AIA(t)"

j=1

is continuous since each matrix entry is a continuous function of A and t.
Composing with the inclusion £(¢1(d), p2(D)) — € proves that the restric-
tion of (3.2) to £(d, D) x [0,1] is continuous, as desired. O

Theorem 3.6. The space & is contractible.

Proof. Define I'(t) and A(t) as the paths associated to ¢1(n) = 3n + 1 and
¢2(n) = n + 1, respectively, as in Proposition 3.1. By Lemma 3.5, we know
the identity on £ is homotopic to the map E : £ — & of (3.1). Given
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A € &, we shall always let X, K, and M correspond to A as in (2.1), with
x denoting the bond dimension of K. Then E may be written as

j *
501 (0 1 <Kj 0> oy\/0 1 .
E(A) =lx o M7 0 x o) jeN
0 0

with F(A)" = 0if i # 3j+1 for some j € N. We will deform E to a constant
in three homotopies.

Let v : N x N — N be any bijection. For our first homotopy F' : £ X
[0,1] — &, we continue to let F(A,t)! = 0ifi = —1mod 3 or i = 1 and
we let F(A,t)%Tt = E(A) for all j € N. If i = 0 mod 3, then there exists
(4,7) € N x N such that i = 9¥(j,7), and we define

F(A )29 = t Tr(R(A)) 200 AT 4.

where we set Ai,o = 0, as occurs when § = 1. Note that Tr(R(A)) is a
continuous function of A € £ and Tr(R(A)) > x for all A € E(x), so that
Tr(R(A)) is nonzero. In matrix form, this can be written as

F(AJ)““‘Y’=tTr<R<A>>_1/2<)Oc é) (v?@ff) 8) ()Of é>*

where D is the size of X and
. ; K7 0
i) = 614X = 01X (3 0)
and |7) is the yth standard basis vector. We see that only the first y entries
of v(j,7y) can be nonzero. Furthermore, if A € £(d, D) then F(A,t)" =0 if
i > d :=max{3d + 1, max{3v(j,7) : < d,vy < D}}

From these remarks we see that F' maps £(d, D) x [0, 1] into E(d', D + 1).
All matrix entries of F' are manifestly continuous, so F' is a well-defined
continuous function F': € x [0,1] — [0, 1].

It is clear from the definition that F'(A,0) = E(A). At t = 1, we have an
alternate form for F'(A4, 1) as a matrix product:

F(A,1)3j+1:<(1) ;) 2 (AIZO 8) (é )(z,)* (3.3)

and

F(A,l)gw(j”):Tr(R(A))_lG ;) <0 ”(«7’7)> <(1) ;) (3.4)

0 Opxp
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From here we perform our second homotopy. We define G : £ x [0,1] — &
by

Vt8a1651 ifi=1

Visg ALy, ifi=3y(j,y) — 1
VI—tF(A1)" ifi=0mod 3
VI—tF(A1)" ifi=1mod3 andi>1

where we define A%ﬁ = 0, as occurs when i = 3¢(j,7) — 1 and o = 1.

Thus, we scale (3.3) and (3.4) to zero and we grow components G(A4,t)" for
i =1and i = 3¥(j,7) — 1, where F(A,1)" was zero. It is clear that all
matrix entries of G(A,t) are continuous and that G' maps £(d, D) x [0, 1] to
M(d', D + 1). Furthermore, G(4,0) = F(A,1). It remains to show that G
maps into &£.

We begin by writing G in matrix form. We have:

e =il (o) 3)

G(A, oD = \/ZG) §> (w(g 7) ODoxD> (é §>

. % 4d K 0\ o
wli) = X" a7k = (3 0) X"

Given A € £(d, D, x) and t € (0,1), to show that G(A,t) € E(d', D+1) we
must show that the upper (x +1) x (x + 1) block of the matrices conjugated
above form a right-normalized injective MPS tensor. This can be rephrased
as follows. Let ©(j,v) and w(j,~y) be the truncations of v(j,v) and w(j,~)
to their first x entries. For ¢ € (0,1), to show that G(A,t) € E(d', D+ 1) we

must show that the matrices
1 0 0 0
t tl—, .
\[<0 0DxD>’ w(“’(]ﬁ) 0DxD>’

w0 o) o )

and

where

(3.5)

form a right-normalized injective MPS tensor as j ranges from 1 to d and
~ ranges from 1 to D. Since K is an injective MPS tensor, we see from
the definition of v(j, ), respectively of w(j,~), that any element of CX can
be obtained by an appropriate linear combination of ©(j,7), respectively
of w(j,v). Therefore the matrices above span M, 1(C), hence form an
injective MPS tensor. To show that it is right-normalized, we compute:

St =3 (0 0 e x(5) = e

JY JY
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and

— — . * KJ j % Ed *
S o) = 3 61X (5 ) (67 47)X ) = Te(()
I I
With these in hand, one can check that (3.5) is right-normalized. Thus,
G(A,t) € € for (A,t) € £ x(0,1).

At t =1, we have
1 (10
G(A 1) = <O 0>

G(A, 1)1 = ( 0 0)

and

Ally) 0

where G(A,1)! = 0 for all other i. This is in &, so we have shown that
G : & x[0,1] — & is a well-defined continuous map.
For our final homotopy, we define H : £ x [0,1] — & by

H(A ) =G(4,1)!

and
H(A,t)" = (1 —t)G(A,1)
for all i > 1. This is well-defined and continuous, satisfies H(A,0) = G(A4, 1),

and
i< (10
H(A 1) =14 <0 0>

which is independent of A. This concludes the proof. O

Since B is the image of £ under the continuous map p, we have the
following corollary.

Corollary 3.7. The space B is path-connected.

We will no longer need the functions E, F', G, and H as they are defined
above. In later sections, these letters will be free to represent other objects.

4. THE SERRE FIBRATION &(x) — B(x)

As preparation for showing that p : £ — B is a quasifibration, we consider
the restriction of this map to the spaces of fixed essential rank.

Let us fix d, D, x € N with x < D. In this section we will show that the
projection p : £(d, D, x) — B(d, D, x) is a fiber bundle with typical fiber

F(d,D,x) = U(1) x <U(D) XU(1)xU(D—x) M(D—x)xx((c)d)- (4.1)

As mentioned in the introduction, a similar result was obtained in [HMOV14].
Taking a colimit in d and D we will obtain that p : £(x) — B(x) is a Serre
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fibration with fiber F(x) = colimy p F(d, D, x). Moreover, we will show
that the there exists a homotopy commutative diagram

Flx) —— &) t B(x)

l | l

U(1) x BU(1) —— BU(x) —— BPU(x) —— BU(1) x BPU(x)

where the vertical arrows are homotopy equivalences.

Let us explain the notation in (4.1). Let G be a group, let X and ) be
a topological spaces, and let G act to the right on X and to the left on
Y. Consider the equivalence relation on X x ) given by (z,y) ~ (2/,y') if
2’ = zg and y = g~ 'y for some g € G. Then the balanced product of X
and ) by G is the set

XxgY =X x)Y/~,

equipped with the quotient topology obtained from the natural projection
X xY — X xg Y. The image of (z,y) € X x Y in the balanced product
will be denoted with square brackets [z,y] € X xg ).

In (4.1), the group U(1) x U(D — x) acts on the right of U(D) by

— Alyxy 0
X.(A,Z)_X< 3 Z>

and acts on the left of M(p_,y,(C) by
(A Z).M = \ZM.

Recall from Definition 2.3 that Z(d, x) is the space of injective MPS ten-
sors of physical dimension d and bond dimension x satisfying the right nor-
malization condition. Let PU(yx) = U(x)/(U(1)1). Observe that U(1) x
PU(x) has a free and continuous left group action on Z(d, x) by

(1, W).A = W AW™, (4.2)
We define a right group action of U(1) x PU(x) on F(d, D, x) by

(v, [X, M]). (1, W) = <w*, [X(V(g/ g) M*MWD. (4.3)

It is easy to check that this is well-defined and continuous. The significance
of these definitions will now become apparent.

Theorem 4.1. The map

F(d, D, x) Xyyxpu(y) Z(d, x) = E(d, D, x)

K 0) x* (4.4)

(v, [ X, M]),K] — I/X(M 0

1 a well-defined homeomorphism.
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Proof. 1t is easy to check that this map is well-defined. To show continuity,
it suffices to prove continuity of the composition of (4.4) with the projection
]:(dv Dv X) X I(d7 X) - ]:(dv Dv X) XU(I)XPU(X) I(d7 X) Since U(l) X I(d7 X)
is locally compact Hausdorff, the product topology on F(d, D, x) x Z(d, x)
coincides with the quotient topology induced by the projection

U(1) x U(D) x M(p—y)xx (C)" x Z(d, x) =+ F(d, D, x) x Z(d, x).
Thus, continuity of (4.4) follows from continuity of the map

U(1) x U(D) x M(p—y)xy (C)* x Z(d,x) — E(d, D, x)

K 0 "
(v, X,M,K) — I/X(M 0>X

which is clear.
It is clear from the definition of £(d, D, x) that the map (4.4) is surjective.
Let us show that it is injective. Suppose

K 0\ s L 0\«
I/X<M 0>X —,uY<N 0>Y. (4.5)

Write Y*X in block form
«v_ (W B
Y*X = (C Z>

Then multiplying (4.5) on the right by Y* and on the left by X, we find

WK+ BM 0 LW LB
CK+ZM 0 NW NB)’

FExamining the upper right block and using injectivity of L, it follows that
B = 0. Since Y*X is unitary, we see that C' = 0 as well. Thus, W € U(x)
and Z € U(D — x). Examination of the remaining blocks yields

K=v"uyW*LW and M =v*uZ*NW.

(4.6)

Weusee[that = (v, [y (3 5)wruzenw] )]
s

This proves that the map (4.4) is injective.

It remains to show continuity of the inverse. Let Ay € £(d,D,x). We
show continuity of the inverse at Ag. Let P(D, x) be the space of rank x
projections in Mp(C). Since the map £(d, D, x) — P(D,x), A — Q(A) is
continuous and since U(D) — P(D, x), U — UQ(Ap)U* is a fiber bundle,
we know there exists a neighborhood O of Ag and a continuous map

U:0 — U(D) suchthat U(A)Q(Ag)U(A)* = Q(A)
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K 0

for all A € O. LetA0:X<M 0

by (2.2),

>X andA—Y<N 0>Y € O. Then

Y*U(Ay¥<g 8> _ <g 8>Y*U(ALK,

hence

0 Z
for some W € U(x) and Z € U(D — x). Thus,
W*LW O>

meX:CV0>

Z*NW 0

This implies that the blocks in the matrix on the right hand side are well-
defined and continuous functions of A. Therefore the map

O — U(1) x U(D) x M(p_)x,(C)* x Z(d, x),
A— (1,UA)X,Z*NW,W*LW)
is well-defined and continuous. Composing with the projections onto the

balanced products yields the restriction of the inverse to O. This composi-
tion is continuous, so we’re done. O

4wmmmmmxz<

Theorem 4.2. The map
Z(d,x)/(U(1) x PU(x)) = B(d, D, x)

[K]Hp@( 8)

1 a well-defined homeomorphism and the diagram below commutes.

F(d, D, x) Xu()xpu(y) L(d; x) —=&(d, D, x)

l lp

Z(d, x)/(U(1) x PU(x)) B(d, D, x)

Proof. 1t is clear that this map is well-defined, bijective, and that the dia-
gram commutes. Since the domain and codomain both have the quotient
topology, it is clear that the map is a homeomorphism by Theorem 4.1. [

Corollary 4.3. The map p: E(d, D, x) — B(d, D, x) is a fiber bundle. The
base space B(d, D, x) is paracompact Hausdorff and p is therefore a Hurewicz
fibration.

Proof. Since U(1) x PU(x) is a compact Lie group acting continuously and
freely on Z(d,x), we know Z(d,x) — Z(d,x)/(U(1) x PU(x)) is a fiber
bundle. It follows that F(d,D,x) Xuy)xpu(y) Z(d,x) — Z(d, x)/(U(1) x
PU(x)) is a fiber bundle. That p is a fiber bundle then follows by Theorem
4.2.
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The base space B(d, D, x) is homeomorphic to Z(d, x)/(U(1) x PU(x)) by
Theorem 4.2. The space Z(d, x) is metrizable as it is a subspace of MX((C)d,
hence it is paracompact Hausdorff. Since U(1) x PU(x) is compact, the
projection map Z(d, x) — Z(d, x)/(U(1) x PU(x)) is closed. The result now
follows since the image of a paracompact Hausdorff space under a continuous
closed map is paracompact Hausdorff [Mic57]. O

Corollary 4.4. The map p : E(x) — B(x) has the homotopy lifting property
with respect to all compact spaces. In particular, it is a Serre fibration.

Proof. Let X be a compact space and assume to be given continuous maps
making the diagram below commute.

X x{0} —— &(x)
X x [0,1] —— B(x)

Since X is compact, the horizontal arrows factor through spaces £(d, D, x)
and B(d, D, x). Since p : £(d, D, x) — B(d, D, x) is a Hurewicz fibration, we
get a map X x [0,1] — £(d, D, x) making the diagram below commute.

X x{0} —— &(d,D,x) — E(x

A
Lok

)
X x[0,1] — B(d,D,x) — B(x)

i

The composition of the dashed arrow with the inclusion £(d, D, x) < £(x)
is then the required lifting of the homotopy X x [0,1] — B(x). O

Let us consider the colimit B(y) further and identify it with a colimit of
Z(d,x) spaces. Observe that if d < d’ then Z(d, x) has an obvious closed
embedding into Z(d’, x) by adding zero matrices. We define

Z(x) := cobimI(d, X)-

The action of U(1) x PU(x) commutes with the maps Z(d, x) < Z(d’, x), so
we get a group action of U(1) xPU(x) on Z(x). Compactness of U(1) xPU(x)
ensures that U(1) x PU(x) x Z(x) = colimg U(1) x PU(x) x Z(d, x), from
which it follows that the group action on Z(x) is continuous. It is clear that
the group action on Z(y) is still free.

We note that Z(x) is paracompact Hausdorff since it is a colimit of para-
compact Hausdorff spaces along closed embeddings. Also, Z(x)/(U(1) x
PU(x)) is paracompact Hausdorff since it is the image of a paracompact
Hausdorff space under a continuous closed map.

The quotient topology on Z(x)/(U(1) x PU(x)) coincides with the final
topology induced by the inclusions Z(d, x)/(U(1) x PU(x)) < Z(x)/(U(1) x
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PU(x)). Moreover, if d < d" and x < D < D', then we have a commutative
square:

Z(d, x)/(U(1) x PU(x)) —— Z(d',x)/(U(1) x PU(x))

| |

B(d, D, x) » B(d', D', x)

where the vertical arrows are the homeomorphisms from Theorem 4.2. The
following proposition is now immediate.

Proposition 4.5. For any x € N, the space B(x) is homeomorphic to
Z(x)/(U(1) x PU(x)).

Theorem 4.6. The space Z(x) is contractible, hence B(x) is a classifying
space B(U(1) x PU(x)) = BU(1) x BPU(x).

Proof. The method of proof is similar to that in Section 3. Let ¢ : N — N
be the function ¢(n) = n + x? and let I'(¢) be the N x N matrices associated
with ¢ as in Proposition 3.1. Then we have a map B : Z(x) x [0,1] — Z(x)
defined by

B(K,t)" = i Tt K.
j=1

Then B is well-defined and continuous by the same proof as in Proposition
3.3. At t =0, we have B(K,0) = K and at t = 1 we have B(K,1)" =0 for
i <x?and B(K,1)! = K=" for i > x>

Now we define a second homotopy as follows. Let Ej,..., E,2 be a basis
for M, (C) such that Zﬁl E,Ef =1. Define C : Z(x) x [0,1] — Z(x) by

(K1) — V2t —82E; i < x?
(1) = (1— KX > 2

Then C' is a well-defined continuous map such that C(K,0) = B(K, 1) and
C(K,1) is independent of K. This proves that Z(y) is contractible. O

We next identify the fibers F(x) more explicitly. Recall the fibers of the
bundle p : £(d, D, x) — B(d, D, x) were
F(d, D,x) = U) x (U(D) xuyxu(p-y) Mp—yx (€)°)
If d > dand D' > D, then the map F(d, D,x) — F(d', D', x) defined by

o= (4 [(59).(4)])

is well-defined and continuous. These maps form a directed system and we
define

Flx) = colim 7(d, D, x).
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Note that each F(d, D, x) is path-connected, from which it follows that F(x)
is path-connected.

Proposition 4.7. Let K be a right-normalized injective MPS of physical
dimenston d and bond dimension x. The map

F@.D.) =y ) NE@ D), ) o ax () )X

is a well-defined homeomorphism. There exists a unique map F(x) —
p~Y(p(K)) such that the diagram below commutes.

F(d,D,x) — p *(p(K))NE(d, D, x)

/ /

Flx) —— pH(p(K))

Moreover, F(x) — p~Y(p(K)) is a homeomorphism.

Proof. The map F(d,D,x) — p~*(p(K)) N&(d, D, x) is a homeomorphism
because it is the restriction of the homeomorphism in Theorem 4.1 to the
fiber over p(K) with respect to the diagram in Theorem 4.2. The maps
F(d,D,x) = p~t(p(K)) commute with the maps F(d, D,x) — F(d',D’,x)
and therefore there exists a unique continuous map F(x) — p~!(p(K)) mak-
ing the diagram above commute. It is a homeomorphism since p~!(p(K)) is
the colimit of the inclusions p~t(p(K))NE(d, D, x) — p~L(p(K)) by Propo-
sition A.1. O

Note that the spaces F(d, D, x) are paracompact Hausdorff and the maps
F(d,D,x) — F(d, D, x) are closed embeddings as they are the restrictions
of the closed embeddings £(d, D, x) — £(d’, D', x) to the maps p~!(p(K))N
E(d,D,x) = p~1(p(K))NE(d, D, x). Thus F(x) is paracompact Hausdorff
and the inclusions F(d, D, x) — F(x) are closed embeddings.

We show that F(x) is weakly homotopy equivalent to U(1) x PV, (C>).
Here V, (CP) is the Stiefel manifold of orthonormal y-frames in CP, V, (C*)
is the colimit

Vi (C*) = cogm v, (CP),
and
PVy(C%) = V3(C>)/U(1) = colim PV, (CP),
where U(1) acts by multiplication on every vector in a y-frame.
Proposition 4.8. The map
F(x) = UQ1) x PVi(C™), (N [X,M]) — (N [X1,..., X))

is a homotopy equivalence, where X1,..., X, are the first x columns of X.
Consequently, F(x) is homotopy equivalent to U(1) x BU(1).



36 BEAUDRY, HERMELE, PFLAUM, QI, SPIEGEL, AND STEPHEN

Proof. For d, D € N, we have a continuous map going the other way defined
by

U(1) x PV, (CP) = F(d,D,x), A\ [X1,..., X)) — (A [X,0]),

where X € U(D) is any unitary whose first x columns are Xi,...,X,.
This is well-defined and continuous. For d < d’ and D < D’, the maps
above commute with the inclusions U(1) x PV, (CP) — U(1) x PV, (CP")
and F(d,D,x) — F(d',D',x) and therefore define a continuous function
U(1) x PV, (C*®) — F(x). Composing this with the map F(x) — U(1) x
PV, (C>) in the proposition statement gives the identity on U(1) x PV, (CP)
and composing them the other way gives the map

Fx) = F(x), (A [X,M]) = (A [X,0]).
This map is homotopic to the identity via the homotopy
F) x [0,1] = F(x), (A [X, M]) = (A [X, tM]).

Finally, we note that V,(C*) is a contractible free U(1) space so that
PV, (C*>) is a BU(1). O

We finish by giving a description of the weak homotopy type of £(x) and
identifying the map p.

Proposition 4.9. There is a homotopy equivalence

E(x) = VR (C™®) Xy Z(X)

which fits in a commutative diagram

Fx) E(x) B(x)

R |

U(1) x PV (C*) —— V3 (C*) xy(y) Z(x) —=Z(x)/(U(1) x PU(x))

where the vertical equivalences for B(x) and F(x) are those of Proposi-
tions 4.5 and 4.8 respectivtely. The space E(x) is thus a classifying space
BU(x) and the p: E(x) — B(x) fits in a diagram

Flx) —— E(x) £ B(x)

! | !

U(1) x BU(1) —— BU(x) —— BPU(x) —— BU(1) x BPU(x)

where the vertical arrows are homotopy equivalences, the map BU(y) —
BPU(x) is the map on classifying spaces induced by the group quotient and
the map BPU(x) — B(U(1) x PU(x)) is induced by the inclusion of PU(x)
in U(1) x PU(x).
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Proof. We have shown that
E(x) = Cg}gm F(d, D, x) xuyxpu(y) Z(d, x)
The maps of Proposition 4.8 induce homotopy equivalences
F(d,D,x) — U(1) x PV, (CP)

and they are equivariant if we give U(1) x PV, (CP) the right action of
U(1) x PU(x) given by

" W 0
(v, X).(, W) = (Vu ,X< ! 1)) (47)
It follows that
E(x) ~ colim (U(1) x PV(CP)) xyyxpuey Z(d: x) (4.8)

= colim PV (CP) xpy(y) Z(d, X)

= C(é’l})m V, (CP) Xu(y) Z(d, )

o <C(c)l,th VX(CD) X I(d7X)> /U(x)- (4.9)

The isomorphism in the second line of the display is induced by the bottom
horizontal maps in the diagram,

PV, (CP) x Z(d, x) U(1) x PV, (CP) x Z(d, x)

l |

~

PV (CP) xpy(y) Z(d, x) — (U(1) x PV (CP)) xyayxpu(y Z(d; X)

where the top map sends (X, K) to (1, X, K). The isomorphism in the third
line of the display is justified by using the fact that Z(d, x) is locally compact
Hausdorff to show that the canonical continuous bijection

Vo (CP) xu(y) Z(d, x) = PVA(CP) xpy(y) Z(d, x)

obtained from the universal properties of the objects on both sides is a quo-
tient map and thus a homeomorphism. Since VX((CD ) is compact Hausdorff,
and Z(d,x) is locally compact Hausdorff, by [HSTHO1, Theorem 4.1], we
can commute the colimit with the product to get

E(x) = (Vx(C%) x Z(x)) /U(x) = Vx(C™) Xy Z(X)- (4.10)

But V,(C>) x I(x) is a product of contractible spaces so is contractible.
Hence, £(x) is the quotient of a contractible space by a free action of U(x),
so is a classifying space BU(x).
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We now examine the map p: £(x) — B(x). From Theorem 4.2 and our
construction of the equivalence (4.10), we have a commutative diagram:

Z(x)/PU(x)

The identification of each spaces and maps in terms of classifying spaces
now follows. O

5. THE QUASIFIBRATION £ — B

In this section we will finally prove that the projection p : € — B is
a quasifibration. Recall that, by definition, this means that the induced
homomorphism p, : 7,(€,p~(b), 20) — 7n(B,b) is an isomorphism for all
beB,zg € pt(b), and n > 0. For example, every Serre fibration with
path-connected fibers is a quasifibration. Therefore, by Corollary 4.4 of the
previous section and by the identification of the fibers in Proposition 4.7
of this section, we know &(x) — B(x) is a quasifibration. Likewise, for
any S C B(x), the restriction p~1(S) — S is a Serre fibration with path-
connected fibers and is therefore a quasifibration.

In the following we will use some crucial results due to Dold-Thom [DT58]
reproduced below. For the convenience of the reader we also refer to Appen-
dix A in the textbook [AGP02] where these results have been summarized.
Before we can formulate the theorem we need the following definition:

Definition 5.1. Let p: E — B be a continuous map. We say that a subset
X C B is distinguished if X C p(E) and the restriction p~1(X) — X is a
quasifibration.

Theorem 5.2. A continuous map p : E — B between Hausdorff topological
spaces is a quasifibration if any one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(1) ([DT58, Korollar, Satz 2.2] & [AGP02, A.1.3]) B can be covered by
distinguished open sets U and V whose intersection U NV is also dis-
tinguished.

(2) ([DT58, Satz 2.15] & [AGP02, A.1.17]) The topological space B is the
colimit of an increasing sequence of distinguished subspaces

BiCcByC....

(8) ([DT58, Hilfssatz 2.10] & [AGP02, A.1.11]) p is surjective and there
exists a distinguished subspace B’ such that the following holds:
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Letting E' = p~Y(B') — B’, there are homotopies Hy: E — E and
hy: B — B such that

Hy =id H,(E) CFE Hi(E)CFE
ho = id hy(B") c B’ hi(B) c B’
and
poHi=hiop

with the property that, for all b € B, the restriction
Hyg:p ' (b) = p~ ' (B (b))
of Hy to the fiber over b is a weak homotopy equivalence.

We note that it is not required that H; cover h; for all t: this is only
enforced at times t = 0,1. Furthermore, it is not required that H; and h;
be the identities on the subspaces E' and B’. However, both these stronger
requirements will hold in our applications: our Hy’s will be (strong) defor-
mation retracts covering (strong) deformation retracts hy.

We will apply the lemma in an inductive fashion as follows. We filter our
spaces £ and B by essential rank:

E(L1) —— &(£2) E(<x) >y €
| | | |
B(<1) —— B(<2) » B(<x) > » B

Then, in this section, for each y > 2, we will construct:
o A set O(< ) such that
E(<x—1) cO(=x) Ccé(<x)

and O(<x) is open in (< x). Furthermore, the set O(< x) will be
saturated with respect to p, so that p(O(< x)) is open in B(< x).
e A strong deformation retract

H: O(<x) x[0,1] = O(< x)

of O(<x) onto (< (x — 1)) such that H(A,t) ~ H(B,t) whenever
A ~ B, where ~ is the relation of gauge equivalence. Thus, H covers
a deformation retract

h:p(O(<x)) x [0,1] = p(O(<x))

of p(O(< x)) onto B(< (x —1)). Furthermore, we will prove that on
fibers the restriction

Hl,b : p_l(b) - p_l(h(bv 1))’ Hl,b(A) = H(A’ 1)

is a weak homotopy equivalence.
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As mentioned earlier, £(1) = £(< 1) — B(< 1) = B(1) is a quasifibration.
Now assume that £(< (y—1)) — B(< (x—1)) is a quasifibration for x —1 for
some x > 2. Then item (3) of Theorem 5.2 implies that O(< x) — p(O(< x))
is a quasifibration. The set B(<x)\ B(< (x — 1)) is open in B(< x) and the
maps
EEX)\E(Ex—1) = B(=x)\B(s(x - 1)

O(=x)NE(=X)\E(=(x — 1)) = p(O(£x)) NB(Sx) \ B(<(x — 1))
are quasifibrations since they are restrictions of £(x) — B(x). Therefore,
item (1) of Theorem 5.2 implies that £(< x) — B(<x) is a quasifibration.
By induction, we have that £(<x) — B(< x) is a quasifibration for all x.
Item (2) of Theorem 5.2 then implies that p : £ — B is a quasifibration.

Thus, all that remains to do is construct the data in bullet points above.

We begin working towards this now.
Given d,D € N and A € M(d, D), recall that we defined

L(A) = ZAi*Ai and R(A) = Z AP AT,

Recall that L(A),R(A) € Mp(C) and L and R are continuous functions
M(d,D) — Mp(C) whose values are positive matrices. We also defined
Q(A) to be the projection onto the range of L(A).

Given A € M(d, D) and B,C € Mp(C), we denote by BAC the element
of M(d, D) whose ith matrix is BA'*C. We will be particularly interested in
Q(A)A for A€ £(d,D,x). We denote this by

A= Q(A)A

for ease of notation. Observe that if X, K, and M correspond to A as in

(2.1), then
A=X X!
)
and L4) = X<L(g() 8) x-1

We will be considering the eigenvalues of this matrix.

Definition 5.3. Given D € N, let \1,...,Ap : Mp(C)sa — R be the ordered
list of eigenvalues of a matrix repeated according to their multiplicity in the
characteristic polynomial, i.e., given a self-adjoint A € Mp(C), we have that
the A\;(A) are the eigenvalues of A and

AM(A) > > Ap(A).
Crucially, we note that the \; are continuous functions.
Since K is an injective MPS of bond dimension x, we know L(K) is an
invertible matrix of dimension . Thus, the smallest nonzero eigenvalue of

L(A) is A\ (L(A)). Moreover, the strictly positive part of the spectrum of
L(A) coincides with the spectrum of L(K).
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While L(A) is continuous as a function of A € £(d, D, x), it is not contin-
uous on &£(d, D, < x) since @ undergoes a discontinuity whenever y changes.
On the other hand, the function L(A) is continuous on £(d, D, < x), but its
spectrum is gauge dependent and is therefore not a desirable quantity to
work with for our purposes. We are therefore compelled to work with L(A);
we will have to develop some lemmas for dealing with the discontinuity and
controlling the spectrum of this operator.

The following lemma is immediate from Lemma 2.8 and continuity of the
function L : M(d, D) — Mp(C).

Lemma 5.4. Let d,D € N and Ay € £(d, D). The function
£(d,D) = Mp(T), A r> L(Q(A0)Q(A)A) = L(Q(Ag)A)
18 continuous at Ag.
We can bound L(A) using the following matrix inequalities.
Lemma 5.5. Let d,D € N. If A € M(d, D), then
L(A) < L(A).

If Ay € £(d, D) and € > 0, then there exists a neighborhood U C £(d, D) of
Ay such that

L(Ay) — elpxp < L(A)
forall AeU.

Proof. We observe:
LQA)A) =) A™Q(A)A' <Y A™A" = L(A).

(2

This gives the first bound. Given Ag € £, we have:
L(4p) — [[L(4g) — L(Q(A0)A)[I1 < L(Q(Ao)A)

The norm above can be made small as A — Ay by Lemma 5.4. We then
observe that

L(Q(A0)A) = Z A"Q(A)Q(A)Q(A)A" < Z ATQ(A)A" = L(4),

completing the proof. O

We now work towards obtaining greater control over the spectrum of
L(A). We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Let d,D € N. Given Ay € £(d, D) and € > 0, there exists an
open set U C E(d, D) containing Ag such that

[L(A) — L(A)Q(Ao)| < e
forall AeU.
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Proof. Choose & > 0. Since L(A)Y? is a continuous function of A and
L(Ag)Y? = L(Ap)2Q(Ay), there exists a neighborhood U C &(d, D) con-
taining Ag such that

| L) = L) Q) | < 2

for all A € U. Recall that L(A) < L(A) by Lemma 5.5. Conjugating
both sides of this inequality by 1 — Q(Ap), taking norms, and using the
C*-property of the norm yields

|z - oo < e 2a - eu)|| <2
Using submultiplicativity of the norm yields
1L - Q)| < ||L(4)2 e

< [scar]

< ||E(A)72 - L(40) 2 e + 2407

€,
where we have used operator monotonicity of the square root in the second

step. Since L(A) is continuous, the above may be made strictly less than e
by shrinking € and the neighborhood U'. (]

The next lemma gives us the control we need on the spectrum o(L(A)).
Recall that given Ay € £(d, D), the smallest nonzero eigenvalue of L(A) is
the xoth eigenvalue A\, (L(4y)).

Lemma 5.7. Let d,D,xo € N with xo < D. Given Ay € E(d, D, xo) and
e > 0, there exists an open set U C E(d, D) containing Ay such that:
o(L(A)) € [0,) U (Ao (L(4p)) —&,00) (5.1)

for all A € U. If xo < D, then U can be chosen such that o(L(A)) \ {0}
has monempty intersection with each of the intervals on the right hand side
above for all A€ UNE(d, D, x) with xo < x < D.

Proof. Choose € > 0. By Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.6, there exists an open
set U C £(d, D) containing Ag such that
L(4,) — €1 < L(4)
and
IL(4) — L(A)Q(Ao)|| < &
for all A € U. Note that taking a Hermitian conjugate of the above yields
IL(A) — Q(Ao)L(A)[| <&

as well.

Fix A € U. Suppose A is an eigenvalue of L(A) and A > ¢. Let = be a
corresponding unit eigenvector. We can decompose the eigenvector equation
as

L(A)Q(Ao)x + L(A) (1 — Q(Ao))z = AQ(Ao)z + A(1 — Q(Ao))z.



CLASSIFYING SPACE FOR MPS PHASES 43

Multiplying by 1 — Q(Ag) on both sides yields
AT — Q(Ao))z| < 2¢

hence 95
5
(1 — Q(Ag))x|| < —

Multiplying by Q(Ap) on both sides of the elgenvector equation yields

|Q(A0)L(A)Q(Ap)x — AQ(Ag)z| < &.
Thus,

(Ag)L(
(A0)L(Ag)Q(Ao)z) — E|Q(Ao)z|* — &
> Ao (L(A) |Q(Ag)z|)* — £l Q(Ao)x|® — &

28\ 2 : by
> AX0<L<AO>><1 -(%) ) — alQ(A0al” - &

Choosing ¢ sufficiently small, we can achieve
A > Ao (L(4y)) —

as desired. This proves that we can find an open set U C £(d, D) containing
A such that (5.1) holds for all A € U.
If A € U, then we observe that

AL(L(Ay)) = [[L(Ag)[| < [[L(A) + L[] < M (L(4)) + &
Thus, choosing & < & we see that o(L(A)) intersects the second interval in
(5.1).
Suppose xo < D. We know Ay,11(L(Ap)) = 0 since the rank of L(Ay) is
Xo- Since Ay 41 o L is continuous, we may shrink U so that

Axor1(L(A)) <&

for all A € U. We claim that 0 < A\, (L(A)) < ¢ for all A e UN&(d, D, x)
with xo < x < D. For such an A we know A, (L(A)) > 0 since x is the rank
of L(A). To show A\ (L(A)) < ¢, let v be a unit eigenvector of L(A) with
eigenvalue A, (L(A)) and let wy, ..., wp be an orthonormal basis of eigenvec-
tors of L(A) with corresponding eigenvalues Aj(L(A)),...,Ap(L(A)). Then

e > M(L(A4)) = (v, L(A)v) = (v, L(A)v)

X
—Z)\ ) (v, w;)|? > A ( Z|'Uwz

1=1
Observe that L(A) and L(A) have the same range, which contains v and
is spanned by wq,...,wy, so Y~ |(v,wi>|2 = 1. Thus, € > A\(L(4)),
concluding the proof. O
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We can finally start constructing the open set O(< ) of £(< x) that we
will eventually show retracts onto £(< (x — 1)). Recall from Remark 2.10
that £(d, D, < ) is closed in £(d, D) and £(< x) is closed in &, and that the
subspace topologies on (< x) and £(x) coincides with the final topologies
induced by the inclusions £(d, D, < x) < £(<x) and £(d, D, x) — £(x).

Proposition 5.8. Let d,D,x € N with 2 < x < D. Define

L(A) has at least two }

N(d,D,x) == {A €&(d, D;x): distinct nonzero eigenvalues

Then N(d, D, x) is open in both E(d,D,x) and E(d, D, < x). Furthermore,
define
N(x):=|JN(d,D,x).
d,D
Then N(x)NE(d,D) = N(d, D, x), hence N(x) is open in E(x) and E(L x).

Proof. Let Ag € N(d,D,x). By definition of N(d,D,x), we know that
0 < A\ (L(4p)) < M(L(A4y)). Since L, @, Ay, and A\ are continuous on
E(d, D, x), we know there exists a neighborhood Ay € U C £(d, D, x) such
that A € U implies 0 < A\ (L(4)) < Ai(L(A)), hence A € N(d, D, x). This
proves that N(d, D, x) is open in £(d, D, x). Since £(d, D, < (x—1)) is closed
in £(d, D), we know &(d, D, x) is open in £(d, D,< x), hence N(d, D, x) is
open in £(d, D, < x). The remarks about N(x) are easily verified. O

Proposition 5.9. Let d,D,x € N with 2 < x < D. The set
O(d,D,<x) = &(d, D, < (x — 1)) UN(d, D, x)
is open in E(d, D, < x). Furthermore, define

O(<x) = JO(d,D,<x).
d,D

Then O(< x)NE(d, D) = O(d, D, < x), hence O(< x) is open in E(d, D, < x).

Proof. We must show that for every Ag € £(d, D, < (x — 1)), there exists an
open subset of £(d, D, < x) containing Ay contained in O(d, D, < x). Let xo
be the essential rank of Ayg. We may find an open set U C £(d, D) containing
Ap as in Lemma 5.7 with ¢ < A\ (L(4y))/2. Then UNE(d, D, < x) is open
in £(d, D, < x) and is contained in O(d, D, <), proving that O(d, D, < x)
is open in £(d, D, < x). The remarks about O(< x) are easily verified. O

Remark 5.10. Note that both N(y) and O(< ) are intersections of an
open and a closed subset of £ and are therefore compactly generated in the
subspace topology. By Proposition A.1, the subspace topologies on N(x)
and O(<y) coincide with the final topologies induced by the inclusions
N(d,D,x) < N(x) and O(d, D, < x) < O(< ).

Our next goal is to define a gauge equivariant deformation retract of
O(< x) onto (< (x—1)). We therefore fix x > 2 for now. Let us set up some
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notation. First, we define a family of real-valued functions parametrized by
t€[0,1] and 0 > 0. We define f;5 : R — R by

0 if v <t
Fra(@) =9 7 B g > 4.

Observe that if t = 0 or 6 = 0, then f; s is the Heaviside step function 6. On
the other hand, if £ > 0 and § > 0, then t is continuous.
We then define F': O(< x) x[0,1] = My (C) using functional calculus by
F(A,t) = fis(L(A)) where & =0(A) =M\ (L(A)).

We will typically suppress the argument in 6(A) and just write ¢ for cleaner
notation. We note that F' maps O(d, D, <) x [0, 1] into Mp(C). Next, we
define G : O(<x) x [0,1] - M by

G(A,t) = AF(A,t).
Again, note that G maps O(d, D, < x) x [0,1] into M(d, D). If X, K, and
M correspond to A as in Definition 2.5, then

F(At) = X(ft,é(la(K ) 8) 5+

and

i K'fis(L(K)) 0Y
Gt =X (M@'ft;(L(K)) 0>X '

While F' is not continuous because of discontinuities in L(A) and the

discontinuity in f; s when ¢ = 0 and 0 = 0, we can in fact show that G is
continuous. We will require the following lemma.

Lemma 5.11. Given Ay € £(d, D, <(x — 1)), the function
O(d, D, <x) x [0,1] = Mp(C), (A, ) — F(A,1)Q(Ao)
is continuous at (Ao, to) for all ty € [0,1].
Proof. For Ay € £(d, D, < (x — 1)) we have 6 =0, so
F(Ao,t)Q(Ao) = 6(L(A))Q(Ao) = Q(Ao).

It therefore suffices to show that for every £ > 0, there exists an open set
U C O(d, D, < x) containing Ay such that

I1F(A,)Q(Ao) — Q(Ao)|| <& (5.2)

for all A€ U and t € [0, 1].

Let xo be the essential rank of A and set v = A\ (L(4y)) for ease of
notation. By Lemmas 5.5, 5.6, and 5.7, we know that for any & € (0,v/2),
there exists an open set U C O(d, D, < x) containing Ag such that for all
A € U we have:

o L(4y) -1 < L(4),

* |L(4) — L(A)Q(A)|| <,
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e 0(L(A)) C[0,6)U(y—¢&,00), with § = A\ (L(A)) € [0,€).
We show that (5.2) holds for all A € U and t € [0,1], provided that & is

small enough.
Suppose v is a unit eigenvector of L(A) with eigenvalue A\. Then

Ao = Q(Ao)v| = IL(A)w — Q(Ag) L(A)]| < &.
If A€ (y—¢&,00), then

5

v = Qo] < —=.

Thus,
IP(A,Q(A0)o — Q(Ao)u]l < || s (L(A)0 — v + ——

) 28
—1-4/1-=

te 2¢
_|_

This tends to zero as € — 0.
Now suppose A € [0,€). Then, by the first bullet point above,

A+ &> (v, L(Ay)v) > v]Q(Ag)],
hence

IF(A,)Q(A0)v — Q(Ao)u]| < 2 Q(Ap)v]| < 2 27

Again, this can be made arbitrarily small as € — 0. Since we have an
orthonormal basis of unit eigenvectors of L(A) on which F(A,t)Q(Ap) is
close to Q(Ap) is small, this proves the result. O

Lemma 5.12. The function G : O(< x) x [0,1] = M is continuous.

Proof. As O(< x) is the colimit of the spaces O(d, D, < x), it suffices to show
that the restriction G : O(d, D, <) x [0,1] — M(d, D) is continuous. We
note that G is manifestly continuous on N(d, D, x) x (0, 1], which is open in
O(d, D, <x) x10,1]. We next show continuity on points of N(d, D, x) x {0}.
Given Ay € N(d,D,x), we have G(Ap,0) = ApQ(Ao) = Ap. Then given
(A,t) € O(d, D, < x) x [0,1], we observe that
|G(A,8) — A|| < ||A'[F(A,t) + 1 — Q(A)] — A
< |47 = A + [[A[[IlF (A1) — Q(A)]-
By functional calculus, we have
[1F(A,1) = Q(A)| =1 - v1-t
Plugging this in, we obtain

|G(A, 1) — A} < (2—VI—1)||A" — Af|| +]|45]| (1 — VI —+).
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This is arbitrarily small for sufficiently small ¢ and A sufficiently close to
Ao.

It remains to prove continuity at (Ag,tg) € E(d,D,<(x — 1)) x [0,1].
Observe that in this case 0(Ag) = 0 so G(Ag,tg) = ApQ(Ag) = Ag. If
(A,t) € O(d, D, < x) x [0, 1], then

GAY — A5 < 14— 43 + | 45 .0) - 4.
It suffices to show that the last norm above can be made small for A sufli-
ciently close to Ag. We observe that

|AGF (A1) - A)||" = |[IF Q(A0)] A AGF (A, 1) — Q(Ao)
<|F ( > (Ao)] (40)[F(A,t) = Q(Ao)]|
< | L) 2R (A1) - Qa0

L(4o) 1/2Hucz A0)F(A1) = Q(A0)]|.

and this can be made arbitrarily small for (A4, t) sufficiently close to (Ao, to)
by Lemma 5.11. O

We are almost ready to define our deformation retract. The issue with
G(A,t) is that K f; s(L(K)) is not right-normalized as an MPS tensor. To
normalize it, we do the following. Given (A,t) € O(< x) x [0,1] with X, K,
and M corresponding to A, observe that

R(Q(A)G(A, ) = X(Ei K paLUIO K 8) x*.

Observe that f; s(L(K)) is positive and nonzero since there exists A € o(K)
such that A > ¢ by definition of O(< x). Since K is an injective MPS tensor,
S Kif s(L(K))?K™ is positive and, moreover, invertible. Therefore, the
matrix
K fy5(L(K))2K™ .
RIQUIG(A,0) +1 - Qa) = x (2 AR D5

is positive and invertible, where the 1 on the left hand side is the N x N
identity matrix. Let us define S : O(< ) x [0,1] — GL(c0) by

S(A,t) = R(Q(A)G(A, 1) + 1 — Q(A).
for ease of notation.

Lemma 5.13. The function S : O(< x) x[0,1] — GL(00) is continuous and
maps O(d, D, < x) x [0,1] into GL(D) C GL(c0).

Proof. Tt is clear that S maps O(d, D, < x) x [0, 1] into GL(D). As O(<x)
is the colimit of the O(d, D, <) it suffices to show continuity of this re-
striction. Since G is continuous by Lemma 5.12 and @ is continuous on
N(d, D, ), we see that S is continuous on N(d, D, x) x [0, 1].

We must show continuity at (Ao, tp) € £(d, D, <(x — 1)) x [0,1]. Since
G(Ap,tg) = Ap and R(Q(Ap)Ap) = Q(Ap), we see that S(Ag,tp) = 1. Given
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e > 0, there exists a neighborhood (4g,tg) € U C O(d, D, <) x [0,1] such
that

IR(G(A,1)) — R(A)|| < e
for all (A,t) € U. Then for all (A4,t) € U we have:

1S(A,1) = 1|| = |[R(Q(A)G(A, 1)) — Q(A)]
= |QA)R(G(A,1))Q(A) — Q(A)||
<e+ [|QIAR(A)Q(A) — Q(A)| =,
where the identity Q(A)R(A)Q(A) = Q(A) can be checked by represent-
ing A in terms of X, K, and M as in Definition 2.5 and using the right
normalization condition on K. (]

Theorem 5.14. The function H : O(<x) x [0,1] = O(< x) defined by
H(A,t) = S(A, t)"V2G(A, t)

is a well-defined deformation retract of O(<x) onto E(< (x — 1)) such that
H(A,t) ~ H(B,t) whenever A ~ B. Furthermore, H preserves O(d, D, < x).

Proof. Let us first show that H is well-defined, i.e., that H(A,t) € O(<x)
forall (A,t) € O(<x)x[0,1]. f A€ E(<(x—1))ort=0,then G(A,t) = A
and S(A,t) = 1, hence H(A,t) = A. Let us examine the case where A €
N(x) and t > 0.

Let X, K, and M correspond to A as in Definition 2.5. Then

i (ROE fog(K) 2K f 5(LK)) 0 s
HA Y =X ( "M LK) 0>X |

Consider first the case where ¢ < 1. Then f; 5(L(K)) is invertible, hence the
upper left corner

K = R(K f 5(K)) "2 K f,.5(L(K))
is an injective MPS tensor. One can easily check that it is right-normalized.
Thus, H(A,t) € E(x). .
To show that H(A,t) € O(<x) we must show that L(K) has two distinct

nonzero eigenvalues. For this we need estimates for R(K f; s(L(K)))™!. By
functional calculus we have

(=01 < fis(L(K)) < (1 _ #‘@)n
hence
(=1 < ROC g (L) < (1= 570705 )1
hence

<1 — L>_1]l <RKfs(LIK)'<@a-t 11
A (L(K)) B b B '

Let v1 and v, be unit eigenvectors of L(K') with eigenvalues A\; = A1 (L(K))
and Ay = A\ (L(K)) respectively. We know A\ (L(K)) > A (L(K)) since
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A € N(x). Since K is an injective MPS, we also know L(K) is positive and

invertible. Therefore if L(K') does not have two distinct nonzero eigenvalues,
then it is a scalar multiple of the identity. But:

(o, LR or) = <1 - %) 3 (00 K ROK fus (LKD) )

2 <U1,L(K)’U1> = )\1
while

(oo L)y = (1= 0 (o K RIK fua(L(K)) " Koy

< (vy, L(K)vy) = Ay

Since A, < A1, we see that L(K) is not a scalar multiple of the identity.
This proves that H(A,t) € N(x).

Now consider the case where t = 1. In this case, f1 s(L(K)) is not invert-
ible and may be diagonalized as

Fs(L(K) =Y (13 8) -

where Y € U(x) and A is a ¥’ x x’ diagonal matrix with strictly positive
entries on the diagonal and 1 < x/ < . For ease of notation, let us write

R = R(K f1,5(L(K))), so

S(A, 1) = X<]§ ](DX*.

Then

Y*R™12Kiy A 0) 0
; Y 0 0 0
H(A1) :X<0 1) R (

MW(O o) 0

Let us decompose into block form:

Y* 0\ s
0 1>X (5.4)

- . JioJb
Y*RTVPKY = ( 11 §2>, 5.5
J21 J22 ( )

where Ji1 is X' X }'. Since Y*R~Y2KY is an injective MPS tensor, we know
J11 is an injective MPS tensor of bond dimension x’ < y and therefore so is
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Ji1A. To see that Ji1A is right-normalized, observe that

1=Y*"1Y =) Y*R'?K'f 5(L(K))’K*R™?Y

~ . 2 .
:ZY*R—U?KZY(% 8>Y*KZ*R‘1/2Y

T HE D0 B
—\Ja Jn/\0 0)\Jiz J3x

-y T N2TS T AT
— \J5H AT T3 AP )

Examination of the upper left block of this equation proves that Ji1A is
right-normalized. Thus, H(A,1) € £(<(x — 1)).

Let us show next that H(A,t) is gauge equivariant. Let A, B € O(<x)
such that A ~ B. Then A € £(<(x — 1)) if and only if B € £(<(x — 1)),
in which case H(A,t) = A ~ B = H(B,t). Similarly, if ¢ = 0, then
H(A,0) = A ~ B = H(B,0). Suppose A,B € N(x) and t > 0. We
may write B as a gauge transformation B = AZ(A + fl)Z * as in Definition
2.11. Then B = AZAZ*, hence L(B) = ZL(A)Z*. Thus, 6(A) = §(B), so
F(B,t)=ZF(A,t)Z* and

G(B,t) = MZG(A, 1) Z* + N\ZAF (A, t)Z*.
Continuing, one can check that S(B,t) = ZS(A,t)Z*, hence
H(B,t) = \Z [H(A, t) + S(A, ) V2AF(A, t)} z*
= \Z [H(A, t) + AF(A, t)} Z*,

where we see that S(A,t)~'/2A4 = A from the expression (5.3) for S(A,1).
Furthermore, we see that Q(H(A,1))Q(A) = Q(H(A,t)), and this implies

that Q(H(A,t))A = 0 since Q(A)A = 0 by Definition 2.11. Recall that
Q(H(A,t)) is the projection onto the range of:

L(H(A,1)) = F(AA™S(A t) ' A'F(A,1).

If z € ker L(H(A,t)), then S(A,t)"Y2A'F(A,t)z = 0 for all i. Thus,
A'F(A t)z = 0 for all i. Multiplying by A”* and summing over i, we see
that L(A)F(A,t)z = 0. Since Q(A)F(A,t) = F(A,t), we see that F'(A,t)x
is in the orthogonal complement of the kernel of L(A). This implies that
F(A,t)x = 0. Thus, ker Q(H(A,t)) = ker L(H(A,t)) C ker F(A,t), from
which it follows that F'(A,t) = F(A,t)Q(H(A,t)). Thus, H(A,t) ~ H(B,t).

Continuity of H is clear from Lemmas 5.12 and 5.13 and it is clear from
the definition that H preserves O(d, D, < x), so we're done. O
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Let p: £ — B be the projection. Since H is gauge equivariant, it covers a
deformation retract h : p(O(< x)) x[0,1] — p(O(< x)) x [0, 1] onto B(< (x —
1)), i.e., the diagram below commutes.

O(<x) x [0,1] —— 0(<x)

leid lp

p(O(< ) x [0,1] —— p(O(< X))

Observe that O(< ) is saturated with respect to the projection p, hence
p(O(<x)) is open in B.

We need to show that the homotopy H is a weak homotopy equivalence
on fibers at time ¢ = 1. In other words, given b € p(O(< x)), we must show
that Hyp : p71(b) — p~1(h(b, 1)), H14(A) = H(A,1) is a weak homotopy
equivalence. If b € p(£(< (x—1))), then Hy 4 is the identity, so this is trivial.
We will consider the case where b € p(IN(x)). Then b = p(K) for some right-
normalized injective MPS tensor K of bond dimension y and some physical
dimension d.

Theorem 5.15. Let p(K) € p(N(x)), where K is an injective MPS tensor
of bond dimension x and some physical dimension d. Let x' < x be such that
h(p(K),1) € B(x'). There exists a unitary Y € U(x), a positive invertible
diagonal X' x X' matriz A, and (x — X') x X’ matrices J* fori € {1,...,d},
all depending only on K, such that the diagram below commutes

p L p(K)) —% p=(h(p(K), 1))

I !

1%

Fl) ———— F)
where the map ¢ : F(x) — F(x') is given by
JA
et = (x4 D) {4y ()

Furthermore, ¢ is a weak homotopy equivalence, so Hyy, is a weak homotopy
equivalence.

Proof. That the matrices Y, A, and J exist such that ¢ makes the diagram
commute follows from direct examination of (5.4) and (5.5) in the proof of
Theorem 5.14 (where J = Jo1).

We show that ( is a weak homotopy equivalence. We have a commutative
diagram

¢ F(X')
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where the vertical arrows are the weak homotopy equivalences of Proposition
4.8 and
CON X1, Xy D) = (A [XT, ., X))
where X/ is the ith column of the matrix (X7 --- X,)Y. Since the vertical
arrows are weak homotopy equivalences, it suffices to show that ¢ is a weak
homotopy equivalence.

Note that U(x) has a continuous right group action on PV, (C>) given
by [X1,..., Xy ]V = [Xj,..., X]], where X| is the ith column of the matrix
(X1 XXr)Y. Then observe that ¢ is the composition of the action of

Y with the map
N [ X1, X ) = (AN [ X, -, X)) (5.6)

Since the action of Y is a homeomorphism (with inverse given by the action
of Y1), it suffices to show that 7 is a weak homotopy equivalence.

The map 7 is the colimit of maps np : U(1) x PV, (CP) — U(1) x PV, (CP)
defined by the same formula (5.6). Each map np is a fiber bundle with
typical fiber VX_X/((CD ). So n is a Serre fibration, thus a quasi-fibration,
and the typical fiber is the contractible space V,_,/(C*). Since its target is
path connected, 7 is a weak homotopy equivalence. O

We have now constructed the data in the bullet points at the start of the
section. Therefore, by the argument at the start of the section, we now have
the following result.

Theorem 5.16. The map p: E — B is a quasifibration.

6. WEAK HoMOTOPY TYPE OF B

In this section, we identify the weak homotopy type of B. Choose, for
concreteness, the base point of e € £ to be the image of 1 € £(1,1,1) under
the inclusion, the base point of b € B to be the image of e under the quotient
map p. We let F = p~1(b) and e € F be the basepoint, and i: F — & be
the inclusion. All homotopy groups m,(—) for n > 0 will be taken relative
to these based points.

Recall that for A an abelian group and n > 0, a based space X is an
Eilenberg-Mac Lane space of type K(A,n) if 7,X = A and 7, X is trivial
for m # n. More colloquially, we just call X a K(A,n). In Proposition 4.8,
we proved there was a homotopy equivalence

F=F(1) ~U(Q1) x PV;(C®).

But U(1) is a K(Z,2) and PV;(C®) is the infinite complex projective space,
sois a K(Z,2).

Lemma 6.1. The fiber F is homotopy equivalent to a product of Filenberg—
Mac Lane spaces K(Z,1) x K(Z,2). In particular,

7 =1,2
T F = " o
0 otherwise
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The spaces B, F,& are path connected, so all have trivial set of path
components my. Since p : £ — B is a quasifibration, we obtain a long exact
sequence on homotopy groups,

i D 1) T i P+ é
o Ty F = € = By 1 F = - > mE = m B> 1 F.

Since £ is contractible, all of its homotopy groups are trivial. From this, we
obtain:

Proposition 6.2. The connecting homomorphisms 6 : 7,8 — w,_1F in-
duces an isomorphism for all n > 1. In particular,

Z n=23
T,B = i
0 otherwise.

It remains to prove that B is a product of Eilenberg—Mac Lane spaces.
To do this, we break the gauge transformations of Definition 2.11 into two
parts. We define B2 to be the quotient of £ by the gauge transformations
A — AA for A € U(1). We define B3 to be the quotient of £ by the gauge
transformations A — Z(A + A)Z* where Z € U(co) and A € M satisfies
Q(A)A* = 0 and A'Q(A) = A for all i. Thus, these are intermediate
quotients

£2-B,-2-B and £-2-B-2-B
where p = g2 © p2 = g3 0 ps.
Proposition 6.3. The map qs : B3 — B is a fiber bundle with fiber U(1).
Proof. For each i € N, we have well-defined continuous maps
Bs — C, p3(A) s tr(4")
B—C, p(A)w— ‘tr(Ai)‘

K 0\,
Y 0>X € E(x). We

know there exists i € N such that tr(4}) # 0, otherwise the K’ could not
span all of M, (C) since they would all be traceless. Consider the open neigh-
borhood p(4g) € O := {p(A): [tr(A?)| # 0}. Define a local trivialization
¢:457(0) = O xU(1) by

Fix an arbitrary point p(A4g) € B with Ag = X <

o) = () L),

Then ¢ is obviously continuous and commutes with the projection onto O.
A continuous inverse is given by the map

(M@Aw+m<%§§§m)

Thus, ¢ is a homeomorphism, proving local triviality of ¢s. U
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The following is an immediate corollary of Proposition 6.3 and Corollary
2.20.

Corollary 6.4. The space B3 is Hausdorff.

We continue to use e = 1 and its images b; = p;(e) as our base points for
Bj. The map ps : £ — By is the quotient of a completely regular space by
the free action of the compact Lie group and is therefore a fiber bundle. By
the same proof as in Section 5, we have that ps : £ — Bs is a quasifibration.
Summarizing, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.5. The maps ps : £ — By and ps : £ — B3 are quasifi-
brations, with fibers Fo = U(1) and

F3 = colim (U(D) XU(1)xU(D-1) M(D—l)xl((c)d> = PV (C™).

)

Consequently, By is a K(Z,2) and Bs a K(Z,3).

Both B and B3 admit continuous maps to B via the universal property
of the quotient. We thus get commutative diagrams

F——&——=B.
By inspection, we see that Fo — F is the map
U(l) — F

which sends A to (A,[L,0]). This induces an isomorphism on 7. On the
other hand, F3 — F is the map which sends [X, M] to (1,[X, M]). This
induces an isomorphism on .

The diagram (6.1) induces a diagram of long exact sequences

P 5 i* Px 5
00— 7T3(€ —>7T38j —>-7T2]:j —>-7T25 —>7T28j —>-7T1]:j —>7T15 —0

Lo

O:7r35—*>7738—>7T2.7:i>7725—>7TQB—>771.7:—>7T15:0

Since m& = 0, this splits into two diagrams, and we extract for j = 2, 3,

J
0—>7Tij ?Wj_lfj —0

o

0—>7TjB—i>7Tj_1f—>O

which implies that B; — B induces an isomorphism on 7;. Note further that
these are based maps, preserving our base points for each space.
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We make a remark to motivate the proof below. Consider the product
By x B3 and let

By VvV By = By % {bg} U {bg} X Bs.
Since g2(by) = b = q3(b3) we get a continuous function
qo: BoV By — B,

We would like to extend this to the whole product. Unfortunately, the
universal property of the product is useful for constructing maps into the
product, not for constructing maps out of it. Fortunately, we only care
about the weak homotopy type, so we can replace By V Bs by a CW-complex
and realize the corresponding wedge as a sub-complex of the product. CW-
complexes, being built inductively from the pushout diagrams attaching
their cells, have the right universal properties these kinds of extension. With
this in mind, we state and prove the final result of this section.

Theorem 6.6. There is a weak homotopy equivalence
K(Z,2) x K(Z,3) = B.

Proof. Since homotopy groups of a simply connected finite CW-complex are
finitely generated abelian groups, we can construct K (Z,j) to have finitely
many cells in each dimension. Then, a generator S7 — B; for 7; extends to
amap K(Z,j) — B; which is a weak homotopy equivalence. We thus get a
CW-replacement for B; which is a CW-complex of finite type. Composing
with these replacements with the maps to B, and gluing along the base
points, we get a continuous map

w: K(Z,2) Vv K(Z,3) — B.

Now, using, for example, Theorem A.6 in [Hat02], we note that the product
cell structure on K(Z,2) x K(7Z, 3) coincides with the product topology since
both have countably many cells. We have an inclusion of sub-complexes

K(Z,2) v K(Z,3) C K(Z,2) x K(Z,3),

where here the wedge is included as the subspace of pairs where one coor-
dinate is the base point. Any cell in K(Z,2) x K(Z,3) which is not in the
wedge has degree at least 6. Since m,B = 0 for n > 3, ¢¢ extends to a map

v: K(Z,2) x K(Z,3) — B.
Since the inclusions
K(Z,j) — K(Z,2)V K(Z,3) — K(Z,2) x K(Z,3)

induce an isomorphism on 7;, ¢ is a weak homotopy equivalence. O
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7. THE FUNDAMENTAL EXAMPLES

A continuous family of translation invariant injective MPS can now be
defined rigorously as a map from a topological space X into our space B.

Definition 7.1. A system of translation invariant injective matrix product
states parametrized by a space X is a continuous function ¢: X — B. We
say that two systems 1 and ¢/ are in the same phase if they are homotopic
as maps from X to B.

In this section, we go over the two fundamental examples of parametrized
families of translation invariant injective MPS. The first example is a system
parametrized by S? and the second is a system parametrized by S3. We
call these the fundamental examples because they are given by continuous
functions

g: 82 — B and 3: S — B
with the property that the homotopy class of 19 and 3 are generators for
moB and w3B.

7.1. The Generator of 3. We start by showing the following useful lemma.
Lemma 7.2. The map B(1) — B induces an isomorphism on ma.

Proof. This follows from the commutative diagram

m2E(1) —2 mB(1) —= mF(1) —=0

N

0 7T28 — 7T1]:(1)—>0

Extracted from the long exact sequence in homotopy. We explain the di-
agram further. We have used the fact that £(1) is a BU(1) and so has
vanishing 7;. By Proposition 4.9, the map £(1) — B(1) models the com-
posite BU(1) — BPU(1) — B(U(1) xPU(1)) and BPU(1) is contractible,
so this map is trivial on homotopy groups. O

It follows from the previous lemma that, to construct a parametrized sys-
tem 52 — B whose homotopy class generates w3, it suffices to construct a
parametrized system S? — B(1) with this property. But B(1) = Z(1)/U(1).
An element of Z(1) is a right-normalized injective tensor K of bond dimen-
sion 1. We thus have a vector K = (K1, K2,...) € C*™ such that

i>1

i.e., K is a unit vector, or a point of S* C C*. The U(1) action is given by
wK = (uK', pK?, .. ), so is the standard action of U(1) on S*. This gives
an explicit identification of B(1) as CP>. Using that S? = CP' we let

Py §? — B(1)
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be the inclusion CP! ¢ CP™ given by
Yo([K' KY)) = [K' : K2:0:---].

It is well-known that 12 induces an isomorphism on .

Note that the image of this map lies in B(2,1,1), which can be mapped
into the pure state space #(2). For any tensor K = (K*, K?2,0,...) € Z(1)
representing the state [K] = [K': K2:0:---] € B(2,1,1), it’s easy to see
that Eq has unique positive invertible eigenvector T = 1, and that

WK(C1®’ H QK’C ‘QK
=1

where
Qk) = K1) + K?|2).

So, wg is the product state corresponding to the pure state |Qx) at each
site.

7.2. The Generator of m3. Let us consider the example of the Chern
number pump introduced in [WQB™23] and further examined in [QSWT23].
The parameter space is taken to be the 3-sphere X = S2, with elements
written as (w,w;), where w = (wq,ws,w3) satisfies w? + w? = 1. After
defining a map 13 : S — B, we will show that it generates 3.

To define our map 13 : S — B, we cover S® with two open sets:

Uy = {(w,w4) € S3:wy > —%}

1
Ug = {(w,w4) € 53:w4 < 5}

We will define continuous functions Ay : Uy — &(d = 4,D = 2) and
Ag : Usg — E(d = 4,D = 1) such that the projections Uy — £(4,2) — B
and Ug — £(4,1) — B agree on the overlap Uy N Ug. Thus, this will define
a continuous map 13 : S° — B.

Physically, we think of this example as describing a model with two qubits
on each site of the one-dimensional lattice Z. The Hilbert space describing
a single lattice site is therefore C? ® C2. It is therefore convenient to index
the d = 4 physical dimensions as pairs ij where ¢ and j index the two
standard basis vectors on the first and second C? factor of the tensor product,
respectively. We will write 4, j € {1,]}, where

m=(5) wa w=(7)

To define Ay and Ag, we first define unitary matrices for 6, ¢ € R:

X(0,¢) = ( sy, —even %)

% ginp 2 9
e’ sin 3 COS 35
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and we define AV : Uy — My(C) and A® : Ug — My(C) by

0 /1wl
T v TV fwezg
AV(w,w) =4 \V2 T 75 0
00 - .
and
0 l+M
( g | | Hwes g
AS(W,U)4): - Q—W 0
01 . 1 1
0 0> if —5 <wy <3

Now we define A%, : Uy — My(C) and A% : Us — M;(C) by
AR (W, wa) = [i)] X (0, 9)AN (w, i) X (6, 0)"
Als] (W7 w4) = <Z’X(07 (b)AS(W? w4)X(97 ¢)T‘j>
where 0, ¢ € R are chosen so that w = ||w||(sin # cos ¢, sin 6 sin ¢, cos §). If

one expands out the products X (6, $)AN/S (w,w4) X (0, $)T, then one sees

that each A% /g is a well-defined and continuous function of (w,wy).

We must show that Ay and Ag are valued in £(4,2) and £(4,1), respec-
tively. Since A?(w,w4) obviously forms an injective MPS tensor, we need
only verify the right normalization condition. Using a bar to denote complex

conjugation, we compute:
D AGADT =3 G XATXT )G X (%) X i)
2 i,J
= > G XASAS) X))
= tr(A%(A%)")
=1,

which holds for all (w,ws) € Us. Note also that for wy € [—3,3), we can
compute

Ay(w,w@ = —%e‘w sin @ Agi(w,wzl) = 1—1—70050
A?(w,w@ = COSHT_l A\Jé\l((w,wzl) = %ew sin 0
To see that Ay(w,wy) € £(4,2), write
A (w,wa) = X(0.6)BY (0, 6, wi) X (0, 0)". (71)

where

Bij(ev b, ’LU4) = X(Q, ¢)T |Z><]| X(Q, ¢)AN(W7 ’LU4)
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For wy > %, the matrices BY (6, ¢) span M(C) since AN (w,wy) is invertible
in this case these matrices therefore form an injective MPS. Furthermore,
we observe right normalization:

ZXT\ G XAN (AY) X )] X = te[AY (AY)7] ZXT!
i,J
= tr[AN(AN)*]1
=1.

For wy € (—%, %], we have that BY (6, ¢,w,) is independent of w, and we
compute:

_le—idging 0 11 6) 0
1 _ ze”?sin 1 _ [ 3(1+4cosb)
B'(0,9) < %216 g2 8 0) B0,9) <_%e—w> sind 0)
1 _ 1oid g '
" _ [ 3(cosf—1) 0 m [ 3€¢¥sinf 0
BY(0,¢) = <—%e_2¢ sinf® 0 B7(0,¢) = $(14cosb) 0
. K 0 . ” ij - .
We see that B is of the form B = M0 with K* = Ag, which is a right

normalized injective MPS tensor. This proves that Ay(w,ws) € £(4,2)
for all values of (w,wy), and that the projections Uy — £(4,2) — B and
Us — £(4,1) — B agree on the overlap Uy N Ug.

It remains to show that the resulting map 5 : S® — B is a generator of
w38 = Z. For this purpose it is convenient to consider the basepoint of £
to be Ap := Ag(0,—1) with p(As(0,—1)) = 3(0,—1) as the basepoint of
B. Let F = p~'(13(0,—1)) be the fiber over this basepoint. Since p is a
quasifibration and £ is contractible, we have isomorphisms

—1 ~ ~
m3(B,13(0, —1)) 2 m3(E, F, Ao) N mo(F, Ao),

where 0 is the connecting homomorphism of the long exact sequence for the
based pair (€, F, Ap). Therefore, to show that the homotopy class [¢3] is a
generator, it suffices to show that dp; i3] is a generator of 7o (F, Ag).

Let us first compute p;![13]. Recall that m3(&, F, Ag) is the set of homo-
topy classes of maps (D?,52,(0,0,1)) — (£, F, Ag), where

D3 :{V€R3: vl <1}.

We regard S% as D? with its S? boundary identified to a point. Explicitly,
we have a map f : (D3,58%) — (53,(0,—1)) defined by

700 = (21 I1P w1 = 21 ) = (o). n (o)

Then m3(B,13(0,—1)) may be regarded as the set of homotopy classes of
maps of pairs (D3, 9%) — (B,13(0,—1)). In particular, [1/3] is regarded as
the homotopy class [¢)3 0 f]. Then p; ![3 0 f] is computed as a lift of ¥30 f
toamap A: (D3 52,(0,0,1)) — (&, F, Ag). We compute this lift below.
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For ||v| < @, equivalently for ws(v) > —3, we define
AT (v) = AR (W(v), w(v)). (7.3)

For ||v| > 1, equivalently for wy(v) < 3, we define

ij — *1ij(w(°) wy(v)) 0) T
AV (v) =X(0,0)( SN X(0,¢ 7.4
where 6, ¢ € R are chosen so that v = ||v/||(sin # cos ¢, sin 6 sin ¢, cos #) and

M(0,6,||v|) is defined by the lower left corner of (7.2) for wy(v) € [—3, 1)
and for wy(v) < —3 by

2 ( 1 — cos b Lo w)ll 1 iw(v)]]
MTT(97¢7 ”V”) =e€ 2¢<T> (\/5 + T - \/5 — 73)

\/_
_(1reost\ (1wl 1wl
Moo = (5 ><\/2+ & % ﬁ)

1 .
MU0, 6, |[v])) = MY(0, ¢, |v]l) = —5¢* sing

If one multiplies out the matrices in (7.4), then one sees that (7.4) is indeed
a well-defined continuous function of v for ||v|| > . By (7.1) and (7.2),
we see that (7.3) and (7.4) agree on the overlap wy(v) € (—3,3). Thus,
A . (D3,8%,(0,0,1)) — (&, F,Ap) is well-defined and continuous. It is
clearly a lift of i3 o f. Thus,

pi s o fl1=[A].

The connecting homomorphism 9 : 73(E, F, Ag) — m2(F, Ag) is defined
by restricting a map (D3, 52,(0,0,1)) — (&, F,Ag) to the S? boundary.
Thus, dp; '[13 o f] = [Alg2]. Using the homeomorphism F = F(1) of
Proposition 4.7 and the homotopy equivalence F(1) = U(1) x PV;(C*>) =
U(1) x CP*° of Proposition 4.8, we get an isomorphism

Wg(ﬁ) = 7T2(U(1) X (C]P’oo) = WQ(C]P’OO),
where U(1) is based at 1 and CP* is based at the projectivization of the
first standard basis vector. From the definitions in Propositions 4.7 and 4.8,
we see that [A|g2] maps to the homotopy class of the map

[
COS 5

9 - e‘i¢sing
S° = CP®, v 0 ,

i.e., the projectivization of the first column of X (6,¢). This is indeed a
generator of mo(CP*), physically corresponding to the ground state of (the
complex conjugate of ) Berry’s Hamiltonian H (6, ¢) = —X (0, ¢)o*X (0, ¢)7.
This proves that 13 is a generator of m3(B).
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APPENDIX A. EQUIVALENCE OF SUBSPACE AND COLIMIT T'OPOLOGIES

Proposition A.1. Let X be a topological space with an increasing sequence
of T1 subspaces
XijcXoC---CX,yCeee

such that X =J;7; X, and the topology on X is the final topology induced
by the inclusions X, — X. If A C X and A is compactly generated with
the subspace topology obtained from X, then the subspace topology on A
coincides with the final topology induced by the inclusions A N X, — A,
where each AN X, is topologized as a subspace of X.

Proof. Let 7y and 75 be the final and subspace topology on A, respectively.
The identity map id : (4, 7F) — (A, 7;) is continuous since the composition

ANX, — A M, 4 < X is the restriction of the inclusion map X, — X.
Therefore .7, C 7.

Suppose C C A is closed in the final topology. Since 7, is compactly
generated, it suffices to show that C' is compactly closed relative to 75. That
is, for any compact Hausdorff space K and continuous function f : K —
(A, 7,), we need to prove f~1(C) is closed in K. Since X is a sequential
colimit of T} spaces, we know f(K) C X,, for some n € N. The restriction
f: K — AN X, is continuous, and with ¢, : AN X, — (A, Jf) as the

inclusion, we have
1

FHC) =T (O,
which is closed since ¢, is continuous and C is closed in the final topology.
Thus, I C J. O
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