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It is well known that an exponentially localized Hamiltonian must be gapless if its ground state
has algebraic correlations. We show that even certain exponentially decaying correlations can im-
ply gaplessness. This is exemplified by the deformed toric code  exp(8>_, Z¢) |TC), where |TC)
is a fixed-point toric code wavefunction. Although it has a confined regime for 8 > f., recent
work has drawn attention to its perimeter law loop correlations. Here, we show that these un-
usual loop correlations—mnamely, perimeter law coexisting with a 1-form symmetry whose disorder
operator has long-range order—imply that any local parent Hamiltonian must either be gapless or
have a degeneracy scaling with system size. Moreover, we construct a variational low-energy state
for arbitrary local frustration-free Hamiltonians, upper bounding the finite-size gap by O(1/L?)
on periodic boundary conditions. Strikingly, these variational states look like loop waves—mnon-
quasiparticle analogs of spin waves—generated from the ground state by non-local loop operators.
Our findings have implications for identifying the subset of Hilbert space to which gapped ground
states belong, and the techniques have wide applicability. For instance, a corollary of our first result
is that Glauber dynamics for the ordered phase of the two-dimensional classical Ising model on the
torus must have a gapless Markov transition matrix, with our second result bounding its gap.
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that have exponentially decaying correlations, area law
entanglement, and even exact low-rank tensor network
representations but nevertheless do not admit a gapped
local parent Hamiltonian. The specific wavefunctions
naturally arise in many contexts, appearing in literature
under names such as the “deformed toric code” [12, 13] or
“Rokhsar-Kivelson” wavefunctions [14—16]. For a system
of qubits on the links of a 2D lattice, the wavefunctions
are

9(8)) o exp <§ Z@) 70, (1)
J4

where [ is a real parameter henceforth assumed to be
finite, |TC) is the toric code wavefunction [precisely de-
fined in Eq. (2)] [17], and X/, Yy, Z; are the Pauli matri-
ces at link £. Here, |¢)(/3)) interpolates between the toric

code state and the product state |T>®N. The state prov-

ably admits a gapped parent Hamiltonian in the toric

code phase for 8 < 8. (e.g., B = M on the square

lattice) [18], while for 8 = . the state has algebraic cor-
relations and hence cannot admit a gapped parent Hamil-
tonian [1, 2, 19-21].

For 8 > ., the state has exponentially decaying cor-
relations, area law entanglement, and is not topologi-
cally ordered. Furthermore, limg_, [1(8)) = |T>N and
approaching this limit does not cause a diverging corre-
lation length. From this one might reasonably assume
that in this regime, |)(8)) is a ground state of a gapped
Hamiltonian in a trivial phase. Here, we show that this
is not the case: any local parent Hamiltonian of [(3))
must be either gapless or infinitely degenerate for finite
B > B.. We illustrate the phase diagram in Fig. 1(a).
This highlights that the regime 8 > . is fundamentally
different than the limit 8 = oo, where the state is simply
a product state and thus clearly admits a gapped parent
Hamiltonian.

Specifically, we have two complementary results. First,
we show the following (see Sec. II for the precise formu-
lation):

Result 1 (Informal). There are subtle loop correlations
present in [¢(S > B.)) [see Fig. 1(b)] that imply that it
does not admit a gapped local parent Hamiltonian on a
torus.

Next, to elucidate the nature of the gapless modes
above [1(8)), we restrict to the case of “frustration-free”
parent Hamiltonians and argue variationally that:

Result 2 (Informal). Any local frustration-free par-
ent Hamiltonian of |¢)(8 > S.)) has gapless modes with
a gap bounded above by ¢/L3, where L is the linear ex-
tent of the system and c is some constant. These modes
are heuristically “loop waves” [Fig. 1(c)]—analogs of spin
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FIG. 1. Enforced Gaplessness from Exponentially De-
caying Correlations. (a) We study a family of wavefunc-
tions [see Eq. (1)] interpolating between a gapped toric code
phase 8 < B. and a regime that limits to a product state
B > B.. While the toric code phase is known to be gapped
and the point at § = . has algebraic correlations and is man-
ifestly gapless, we show in this work that any parent Hamilto-
nian for the wavefunctions with finite 8 > . must be gapless
(with a finite size gap < O(1/L%) for frustration free par-
ent Hamiltonians). (b) Crucially, this is despite the fact that
the state has exponentially decaying correlations (left). This
gaplessness is enforced due to an incompatiblity between the
perimeter law scaling of Wilson loop operator in the state
(middle) and the long-range order of the open 't Hooft string
(right). (c) We conclude our work by showing, via a varia-
tional argument, that the low-energy states look like “loop
waves” above the ground state wavefunction.

waves in isotropic ferromagnets generated from non-local
loop operators.

Strictly speaking, this second result is only proven for
a class of wavefunctions dual to |1(3)) under exact lat-
tice dualities, which means the precise statement refers
to certain symmetry properties (see next section). More-
over, we remark that, intriguingly, the loop wave states
above evade a quasi-particle description on account of
their non-local nature. We conclude by discussing how
our arguments generalize to higher dimensions and out-
lining some directions for future work.

Our work challenges commonly held intuitions for
when a given ground state admits a gapped local par-
ent Hamiltonian, and has implications for understanding
what properties distinguish gapped ground states from
generic states in the Hilbert space. We further remark
that ideas similar to those presented in this work can be
applied to mixed states; in a companion work [22], we use
them to show that the toric code under decoherence is,



strictly speaking, long-range entangled beyond its error
threshold, albeit in a rather subtle way. Finally, while
most of our paper is about quantum systems, our work
naturally provides tighter bounds on the gap on the tran-
sition matrices that generate Markovian dynamics of the
classical Ising model than have previously been known
for 8 > ..

II. UNUSUAL CORRELATIONS AND
SUMMARY OF RESULTS

Before presenting rigorous arguments, we highlight pe-
culiar properties of the states in Eq. (1) that are ulti-
mately responsible for gaplessness when 8 > ..

A. The Deformed Toric Code Wavefunctions

The peculiar properties of the wavefunctions of Eq. (1)
can be understood by recasting them in the language of
gauge theory. In particular, if we treat the local states of
the qubits as the states of a Zs-valued electric field F, vi-

sually {’+> = | >, ‘$> = | —>}, then |TC) is
an equal amplitude sum over all contractible’ loop con-
figurations of E:

PRI
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which manifestly satisfies the no-charge constraint G, =
[Isco Ze = 41, where the product is over links neighbor-
ing a vertex v of the lattice. In this language, the de-
formed toric code wavefunctions host two phases. When
B < B, ¥(B) is close to the canonical toric code wave-
function which is in the topologically ordered deconfined
phase of the Zs gauge theory. For 5 > f., the €3 Xe 2
appearing in Eq. (1) gives a string tension which sup-
presses large electric field configurations, driving it into
a confined regime limiting to an ‘empty’ product state at
B = .

These wavefunction phases can be translated into
phases of associated parent Hamiltonians, which host
them as ground states. A family of such Hamiltonians
was introduced by Castelnovo and Chamon® [13]:

Ve
HB) =) |efzen? - x p x - ,
p X p

2 The reason to omit non-contractible loops on the torus is such
that in the 8 — oo limit of Eq. (1) we tend to the product state
e

3 Eq. 3 is written slightly differently than in Ref. 13 to view the
transition as a confinement transition rather than a Higgs tran-
sition.

parameterized by 5. As we now explain, the confined
regime (8 > f3.) in the deformed toric code wavefunctions
and their parent Hamiltonians is different to the usual
confined phase of the Zs gauge theory [23-27].

The first piece of evidence for the peculiarity of the
confined regime of |¢(f5)) is found by examining the cor-
relations of the wavefunctions themselves. In particular,
the confinement transition (for a “pure Z, gauge theory”
where G, = +1 for all v) is detected via the Wilson loop
operator W, = ]_[geﬂY Xy, where v is any closed loop on
the lattice. In particular, one expects that in the decon-
fined phase, the Wilson loop scales with a perimeter law
(W.)yy ~ e~ Nl whereas in the confined phase it scales
with an area law (W,)y ~ e @AM with || being
the length of the closed curve 4 and Area(y) being the
smallest area it encloses”.

However, for the wavefunctions of Eq. (1), the expec-
tation value of the Wilson loop obeys a perimeter law for
all values of B [30-32], including those in the confined
regime. Explicitly,

((Wy)ys)| = < > > we™ 1, (4)
5

where « is homologically trivial and sufficiently large
compared to the correlation length, and w > 0 is some
positive constant (see Appendix A for a derivation).

Indeed, the only distinction between the confined
regime of [1(5)) and its deconfined phase is the behav-
for of the dual “t Hooft” operator V5 = [],c4 Ze. For
all closed loops on the dual lattice, contractible or non-
contractible, V5 |¢(8)) = |¢(B)) for all 8. In other words,
Vy is a 1-form symmetry of the state. However, the open
't Hooft string® has long range order for 8 > f.:

> 40 (5)
Y(B>Pe)

where v, w are the endpoints of the open curve &, but
is short-ranged (i.e. decays to zero exponentially in the
distance v —w|) for 8 < B.”. This behavior occurs in the
usual confined phase of Zs, and reflects the proliferation
of Z4 fluxes therein.

lim <V¢i>w(5>[3c):< =

[v—w|—o00

4 The terminology of area/perimeter law for the Wilson loop is dif-
ferent than what is used in the scaling of the entanglement where
dependence on the 2D area would correspond to a “volume” law
and perimeter dependence would be an “area” law.

5 In modern parlance, the perimeter law can be interpreted as long-
range order detecting that the deconfined phase spontaneously
breaks a 1-form symmetry [28, 29].

6 In modern parlance, we say that the disorder operator of the
1-form symmetry has long-range order.

7 We remark that there is ambiguity in how to truncate the closed
loop operators V3 to an open string, but the decay with respect
to |v — w| does not depend on the choice of truncation as long as
[Va, V5] = 0 for all closed strings 4.



This unusual state of affairs was recently emphasized
by Huxford et al. in Ref. 30, where it was linked to a
ground state degeneracy of (3) for any 8. Here we em-
phasize that it in fact implies gaplessness (or degeneracy
that scales with system size).

B. Deformed Ising Wavefunctions

The perimeter law scaling described above is perhaps
more surprising if we apply a combination of em-duality
and the Kramers-Wannier duality to the wavefunctions
of Eq. (1). The resulting wavefunctions are defined on
the vertices v of the 2D lattice, taking the form:

@) o |53 220 9. ©)
(vyw)

These wavefunctions interpolate between the param-
agnetic state \—&—)@N and an Ising ferromagnetic state
IGHZ) o [1)®N 4 [1)®N. Under the duality, the perime-
ter law of the Wilson loop (Eq. (4)) becomes a perimeter
law of the disorder parameter:

< H X1,> > w e @RI (7)
VER  lo(B)

where R is a sufficiently large disk anywhere on the lat-
tice and OR is its boundary. Moreover, the long-range
order of the 't Hooft loop (Eq. (5)) becomes long-range
order of the order parameter Z, of the Ising ferromagnet:

lim <Zva><p(ﬁ>Bc) # 0. (8)

|[v—w|—o0

The coexistence of these two correlation functions is con-
trary to the typical behavior in an Ising ferromagnet,
where one expects (following, say, a mean-field treat-
ment) an area law of the disorder operator since the prob-
ability of a spin configuration appearing in the ground
state wavefunction decreases multiplicatively in the num-
ber of flipped spins present. Indeed, the area law was
recently proven rigorously in the vicinity of the ferro-
magnetic fixed point in Ref. 33.

C. Overview of Key Results

In this work, we show that the peculiar correlations
present in |¢(8 > B.)) and its dual |p(8 > B.)) cannot
appear in the ground state subspace of any gapped local
parent Hamiltonian. Specifically, our first result extends
beyond the particular form of these wavefunctions: it
shows that any state with the perimeter law scaling of
Eq. (4) and long-range order of Eq. (5) is incompatible

4

with being a gapped ground state with finite degeneracy®.

However, to prove this more general result, we intro-
duce a condition (obeyed by our deformed wavefunctions)
that serves to exclude states that achieve such correla-
tions in a trivial way—i.e., by forming a superposition of
a state exhibiting a perimeter law scaling of the Wilson
loop and long-range order of the 't Hooft string”’. An
example of such a state is

!
V2

which can naturally occur as one of a number of degener-
ate but otherwise gapped ground states at the first-order
transitions between the toric code and confined state (see,
e.g., Ref. 34 for a one-dimensional analogue). To exclude
this ‘cat state’ possibility, we demand that the connected
correlations between two open strings &; and do decays
exponentially as:

%) (NN +17C)), 9)

|<Vl§61 Véé2> - <Vd1><V@2>| < Ce_uéu (10)
where £15 is the minimum distance between the endpoints
of &1 and Go, i is a positive constant that is independent
of system size,'” and ¢ depends only polynomially on the
distance between the endpoints of both strings. Indeed,
for |¢) o [0)®™ + |TC), the left hand side of the above
quantity saturates to 1/4, violating the inequality and
revealing its cat state nature. With this diagnostic in
mind, we are able to state our first key result:

Theorem 1. (Gaplessness from Correlations) Let [)
be a wavefunction defined on a 2D lattice of finite di-
mensional qudits with the global topology of a torus''.
Suppose further that there exist Z,, unitary string oper-
ators W, and V3 that braid non-trivially (i.e. W,V; =
eV W, for 6 # 0 and v and 4 intersecting once). If the
state |1)) exhibits the following properties:

(i) a Z,, 1-form symmetry given by closed V3 loops,

(ii) a perimeter law for closed W, loops [Eq. (4)] and
long-range order of open Vj strings [Eq. (5)],

(iii) cluster decomposition of open V3 strings [Eq. (10)],

then [¢) cannot be the ground state of any gapped local
Hamiltonian with finite ground state degeneracy.

In the above, we define a local Hamiltonian H to be
one that can be written as a sum of terms H x supported

8 Note that if we give up on finite degeneracy, the zero Hamiltonian
H = 0 is a parent Hamiltonian for any state.

9 We thank Chong Wang for an insightful discussion on this point.

10 Henceforth, when we say a constant is “independent of system
size” we mean to say that it is independent of L, and Ly,.

11 In fact, the result holds for lattices whose global topology corre-
sponds to any closed manifold with genus g > 1.



on regions of the lattice X whose operator norm decays at
least exponentially quickly in the diameter of their sup-
port. Notice that all of the above conditions are obeyed
by [¥(8)), implying that its parent Hamiltonians (e.g.,
the Castelnovo-Chamon Hamiltonian of Eq. (3)) must be
gapless. We highlight that we do not require the Hamil-
tonian to have the 1-form symmetry; in fact, all our con-
ditions are on the state [¢)), not on the Hamiltonian.

The above theorem does rely on two plausible as-
sumptions about gapped Hamiltonians. First, our
theorem is strictly proven for an aspect ratio a = L, /L,
beyond a finite'? threshold value which is independent of
system size (where L, are the linear extent of the sys-
tem in the 2 and y directions). To extend our result to all
finite aspect ratios, we assume the following conjecture
about gapped states of matter in 2D: if a family of quan-
tum states defined on increasing number of qudits Ly L,
remains gapped in the thermodynamic limit on an open
range of finite aspect ratios, it remains gapped for any
finite aspect ratio. Such a conjecture can be proven for
a wide class of topological orders (e.g. those with string-
net fixed points, chiral topological orders in Kitaev’s 16-
fold way classification, etc.) and is closely related to the
concept of entanglement renormalization and the “gener-
alized s-source” conjecture of Ref. 35. Relatedly, in our
proof we assume that after taking the thermodynamic
limit for any fixed nonzero aspect ratio, the gap and the
number of degenerate ground states are bounded inde-
pendent of aspect ratio.

While this first assumption is sufficient to prove our
theorem for Hamiltonians with an exact ground state de-
generacy, we can use a further assumption to extend be-
yond this. In particular, since our proof for the case with
exact degeneracy also works for Hamiltonians with expo-
nentially suppressed long-range tails, it seems reasonable
that even if one started with a Hamiltonian with finite-
size splitting, one could utilize this freedom of adding
long-range terms to reduce to the case with exact de-
generacy. To justify this, let us recall that in gapped
quantum systems, the origin of finite-size splitting is of-
ten attributed to extensive operators Ar, L, generated
in perturbation theory that distinguish between or con-
nect different ground states (e.g. see the discussion in
Ref. [17]). Consequently, we assume that the finite-size
splitting between degenerate ground states of gapped lo-
cal Hamiltonians is exponentially small in the support of
such operators ~ e~ *SUWPPort(ALs.Ly) and that such oper-
ators can be added to the Hamiltonian to then exactly
cancel this degeneracy (see Appendix B2 for a further
discussion on this point).

We remark that an immediate corollary of the above
theorem is that any Zs symmetric parent Hamiltonian
of the deformed Ising wavefunction |p(f5)) is gapless for

12 Tt is important to keep the aspect ratio finite, otherwise the effec-
tive dimensionality of the problem can change, which can have
drastic consequences.

B > B.. Indeed, for any such parent Hamiltonian of
lo(8)) [Eq. (6)], a combination of Kramers-Wannier and
em-~duality can be used to map the Hamiltonian to a
parent Hamiltonian of |¢(8)), which the above implies is
gapless.

While the theorem above is powerful enough to imply
gaplessness of [¢(8)), it does not give us insight into the
nature of the low-energy excitations above |¢(5)). To get
some intuition about these states, we restrict to the case
of frustration-free parent Hamiltonians—Hamiltonians
that can be written as a sum of local, positive semi-
definite terms that each annihilate the ground state, an
example of which is given by the Castelnovo-Chamon
Hamiltonian. We work with the dual Ising wavefunc-
tions (6) since we are then guaranteed that loops (being
domain walls) cannot be broken'?. For this setting we
present a variational argument that applies in all dimen-
sions greater than one to prove:

(Physicist’s) Theorem 2. Let |¢(8)) be the deformed
Ising wavefunction on the D-dimensional torus. Then,
if 8 > fB., the many-body gap AFE of any frustration-
free parent Hamiltonian of |p(8)) is bounded as AE <
¢/LP*! where L is the linear extent of the system and c
is an O(1) constant.

We call the above theorem a “physicist’s” theorem be-
cause the energy bound uses some approximations based
on properties of the classical Ising model in the ferromag-
netic phase, and is therefore not fully rigorous.

The variational argument used yields insight into the
low-energy states of frustration-free parent Hamiltonians
of |¢(B)). Indeed, we find that the low-energy states look
like “loop waves”, or analogs of spin waves in Heisenberg
ferromagnets except generated from non-local loop oper-
ators (see Fig. 1(c)). Crucially, these excitations do not
have a quasi-particle description.

Finally, we restrict to the case where these frustration-
free Hamiltonians are sign-problem free. In this case,
we review a connection between such Hamiltonians and
generators of Markovian dynamics that have as a steady
state the Gibbs distribution of the classical Ising model at
inverse temperature 5. Given this connection, we remark
upon a striking corollary of Theorem 1 (we discuss the
connection to existing literature in Sec. IV B 2):

Corollary 1. Suppose that £(f) is a Z-symmetric and
local generator of Markovian dynamics that is defined
for Ising spins living on a torus, has as a steady state the

13 Alternatively, this result can be applied to 1-form symmetric par-
ent Hamiltonians of [(8)). In the gauge theory language, these
Hamiltonians are “pure gauge theories,” i.e. have no matter
present.



L./2

FIG. 2. Loop Configurations on the Torus. In the proof
of Theorem 1, we consider the above arrangement of string
operators on the torus. Notably, the closed string operators
W, /g Are supported along non-contractible loops of length
L, and are separated from one another by L. /2. The open
string operators Vi, ,,, each have a support of length L, /2
and product to closed string operator Vi, Vs, with support
along a non-contractible loop.

Gibbs distribution of the classical Ising model at inverse
temperature 8, and whose local terms individually satisfy
detailed balance'*. Then, for finite 8 > ., £(f3) is either
gapless or infinitely degenerate.

In particular, this proves that the continuous time
glauber dynamics of the classical Ising model on a torus
has a gapless Markov generator in its ordered phase under
the plausible assumptions about gapped Hamiltonians we
remarked upon earlier in this section. We conclude by
reviewing existing statistical mechanics arguments pio-
neered by Huse and Fisher [36-38], which can be used to
argue that such Markov generators and Hamiltonians are
gapless in 2D. Moreover, the results of Theorem 2 give
new, tighter bounds for the gap of the Markov generator
on a torus that crucially apply to all 8 > 3.

We relegate several of the finer details of the proofs
of Theorem 1 and 2 to the appendices, in which we also
prove a number of interesting intermediate results (e.g.
Theorem S.1. of Appendix B 1 and the lemmas of Ap-
pendix B 3) that may be of independent interest.

III. GAPLESSNESS FROM CORRELATIONS

We now provide the proof of Theorem 1. We start
by supposing, for sake of deriving a contradiction, that

14 For the Ising model, let P = P Xw,wy v, By detailed bal-
ance, we mean that the Markov generator £ can be expressed as
L =3, Ly(B) where L, is finitely supported near site v such
that:
PL,=L]P

where the T indicates the transpose operation.

Q > |¢) is the ground state subspace of a gapped lo-
cal Hamiltonian.'” Generically, there is a small splitting
between degenerate ground states in a many-body sys-
tem. However, given our assumptions on gapped phases
of matter discussed below Theorem 1, we can take this
splitting to zero, i.e., make the degeneracy is exact. This
is because, as we discuss in Appendix B 2, if the finite-size
splitting is exponentially small and our second assump-
tion holds, we can construct a gapped and exponentilaly
localized Hamiltonian with the same ground state sub-
space but with an exact degeneracy.

Correlations in gapped ground states must satisfy
strong bounds. In particular, if Ay and By are oper-
ators supported on sets X and Y respectively and the
ground state degeneracy is exact, then correlations in 2
must obey the following “clustering” property [1-3, 20]:

[(Ax By )y —(AxPaBy)y| < Cxy [ Ax|[| By e,
(12)
where P is the projector onto Q: Po = > ¢ [n)(n,

Ol = max|yy (pjypy=11/(OTO)y is the operator norm,
d(X,Y) = mingex yey dist(z,y) is the minimum dis-
tance between sets X and Y, p is an order one constant,
and Cx y is proportional to the size of X and Y.
Assuming this property, we will compute the quantity:

<W'-)”-L VdLW’YR>¢7 (13)

for curves vr,,vgr, and &y, that are defined in Fig. 2. By
evaluating this expression using two different methods,
we will arrive at a contradiction. We note that Refs. 39—
41 also used incompatibility of loop correlations to show
that certain states (e.g. the toric code) must be long-
range entangled. However, in those cases the properties
were still consistent with a gapped phase of matter. Our
case is markedly different, since we prove that states with
the correlations specified in the statement of Theorem 1
are not only long-range entangled but are incompatible
with any gapped, local Hamiltonian.

A. First Approach from Gapped Assumption

Our first way of computing Eq. (13) involves clustering
the operators on the left of the torus (WﬁiL Va, ) away from
those on the right (W,,). In particular, we know that
since WJL Vi, is supported a distance L, /4 from W,
S0

1
<W';EL VdLW’YR>¢ = <W’Jer VdLPQW’YR>¢ + Eij,Lyv (14)

15 To be precise, by local we mean that H = >y Hx where Hx
is supported on sets X, such that for any lattice site v, there
exists constants pu and s independent of system size (in our case,
independent of L, and Ly) such that:

D x| X |erdam) <, (11)
X>3v



with the error bound \5837Ly\ < poly(Ly, Ly)e #le/4,
Moreover, using the fact that V4, and W5, braid non-
trivially with one another and the fact that Vi, Vi, is a
1-form symmetry of the state [condition (i) of the theo-
rem| we can easily derive that

<W'1LV@L]P)QW’YR>1/J = 67i0<V§RW'ILPQW’YR>1/J' (15)

We now apply a form of clustering once more on the
right-hand side. In particular, in Theorem S.1. of Ap-
pendix B 1, we prove a clustering theorem [closely related

o (12)] that implies that

(V2 W, PaWa by = (V] Pl PtV g+,
(i6)
where once again £(?) decays exponentially in L, (with a
coefficient proportional to Ly ,).

At this point, we use an important lemma (Lemma
S.2), which we prove in Appendix B 3 This lemma states
that if condition (iii) in the statement of Theorem 1 holds
and the ground state degeneracy is finite, then there ex-
ists an open string &y, (which we could have chosen) that
wraps half the torus and satisfies:

PaVa, [9) = (Vas )y [4) + 5 o) (17)

where |¢) € Q is a normalized ground state that is or-
thogonal to [¢), (Va,)y ~ O(1) by assumption (i) of
our Theorem, and |5i)\ < poly(L,)e~"*L= for some con-
stant b that is independent of system size. Intuitively,
the above equation says that V, does not drive transi-
tions out of |¢) and into other ground states. With this
in mind, we can conclude that:

—i 4
(WE, Vi, Waghs = (VL) (W, PaWoo )y + i) 1
(18)
where once again 52437% < poly(Ly, Ly)e ™ L=/2 for p'
independent of system size.

B. Second Approach from Gapped Assumption

Our second method of computing Eq. (13) involves first
using the fact that Vi, Vs, is a 1-form symmetry of the
state [condition (i)]. In particular, we can re-write the
quantity of interest as

<WJ/LLV5“LW7R>¢ = <W'$L W"/RVQR>¢ (19)
= (W, PaW,, VI vy +6 . (20)

where the second line follows from clustering and () is
the associated error term bounded similarly as (") ear-
lier. Then, once again using the 1-form symmetry prop-
erty of condition (i), we can re-write VgR ) = Va, |¥)
and use Theorem S.1. of Appendix B 1 to cluster Vs,
away from W, to arrive at

(W3, Va, Wo )i = (W, PaW,, ) (VI Y0l | o (21)

In the above, we once again used condition (iii) of The-
orem 1 and Lemma S.2. of Appendix B 3 to split off the
expectation value of Vj, (see discussion in Sec. IITA).
We also the 1-form symmetry [condition (i)] to write

Vo, )y = <V£R>¢. The error term 5(L42,Ly is bounded

as |62?,Ly‘ < poly(Ly, Ly)e # F=/2,

C. Arriving at a Contradiction

At this point, we compare Eq. (18) and (21). Indeed,
if we equate the two expressions, we arrive at

—i 4 4
(L—e )W, PaW,, )y (VS Yy =€) =0t . (22)

At this point, we take the modulus of both sides. We
remark that using soley the perimeter law of W, for
homologically trivial loops [assumed in condition (ii)],
Lemma S.1. (proven in Appendix B 3) shows that

(W, PaW, )| > w'e™>Fv — poly(Ly, Ly)e /2,
(23)
for some w’ and o'. Consequently, the result of taking
the modulus yields:

25in(0/2) (Vi )l ('™ — poly(Ly, Ly)e™"E+/?)
< poly(Ly, Ly)e #F=/2, (24)

where in the second line we bounded the error term
€Ly, — (5L4WLy. Crucially, since [(V] )y is order 1 by
condition (ii) and since 6 # 0, we learn that (by mov-
ing all the L,-dependent exponentials in Eq. (24) to the
right):

e20'Ly < pon(Lx,Ly)e*“LI/z. (25)
In the limit of large L, L,, this imposes a condition
20/Ly > NLac/za (26)

which can be violated by choosing an aspect ratio a =
f—z > %"/. This provides the desired contradiction and
demonstrates that 2 cannot be the ground state subspace
of any gapped, local Hamiltonian.

|

IV. GAPLESS MODE STRUCTURE AND
CONNECTION TO MARKOVIAN DYNAMICS

Having established a rigorous, correlation-based proof
of gaplessness in parent Hamiltonians of |¢(53)), we now
turn to understanding the structure of the gapless modes
above this state. To do so, it will convenient to work with
the dual Ising wavefunctions |p(8)) of Eq. (6) and restrict
to the case of frustration-free parent Hamiltonians.



First, we present a variational argument proving the
gaplessness of any frustration-free parent Hamiltonian in
any dimension that further elucidates the structure of the
gapless modes above the state (Theorem 2 of Sec. I1C).
Subsequently, in the restricted case where these Hamilto-
nians are Zy symmetric and sign-problem free, we review
a known connection between |¢(5)) and the Markovian
dynamics of the classical Ising model. We then leverage
prior results on the Markovian dynamics of the classical
Ising to argue for the gaplessness of such Hamiltonians
and use our theorems to prove and bound the gaplessness
of the Markov generator of these dynamics.

A. Variational Class of States

We will now show via a variational argument that any
frustration-free parent Hamiltonian has a gap that scales
like an inverse power of the system size. While we re-
strict the discussion below to two-dimensions, the gener-
alizations to higher dimensions is evident from the argu-
ment presented. It is worth mentioning that any gapped
local Hamiltonian can be written as a gapped, quasilo-
cal Hamiltonian with superpolynomially decaying inter-
actions [42]'% (see Appendix C4). While we will assume
for simplicity that the Hamiltonian is finite-range, it is
not hard to see that the bound also holds for superpoly-
nomially decaying Hamiltonians. Therefore, the states
described in this section preclude gapped (in the Ising
symmetric sector) Hamiltonians more generally.

To start, we introduce a class of variational states that
will be convenient for defining our low-energy states. In
particular, suppose that H = ) H, is a frustration-
free parent Hamiltonian of |¢(53)) for 8 > 8., with each
local Hamiltonian term H, being positive semi-definite
(without loss of generality) and satisfying H, |¢(8)) = 0.
To find the variational low-energy states of H, it will
be useful to consider a “domain wall” representation of
both H and |p(f8)). In particular, note that the Hilbert
space of both can be viewed as the span of all domain
wall configuration span{C} above the Ising ferromagnetic
background. In this basis, we express the ground state
wavefunction as:

o) =Y pelcy =S e 50y, (27)
C C

up to a normalization factor, where |C| is the total length
of the domain walls present in C and the 8 dependence of
|p) is suppressed for brevity. As a consequence of local-
ity, we remark that each Hamiltonian term H, can only

16 While the construction in [42] assumes a unique ground state, it
also applies to Hamiltonians with degenerate ground states with
small splitting as long as the Hamiltonian does not have matrix
elements between these ground states. This is true if the Hamil-
tonian is symmetric and the ground states lie in different sym-
metry sectors. We discuss this in more detail in Appendix C 4.
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FIG. 3. Variational States. We introduce a class of vari-
ational states whose energy is bounded above by ~ 1/L2L,.
(a) Our variational states look like “domain wall waves.”
Specifically, they take the form of the variational ansatz of
Eq. (28) and (29), which projects the ground state to the
space with two non-contractible domain walls (top) and de-
forms it with a function ¢ depending on the separation be-
tween the domain walls’ center of mass (bottom). The result-
ing states have an energy < 1/L2L, because the Hamiltonian
terms H, typically only connect configurations where 6 is only
slightly changed. (d) There are cases where 0 can drastically
change—e.g. for the meeting point shown, H, can change C
to a configuration C’ with no non-contractible loops and hence
(0c — Bc) ~ O(1). However, such configurations occur with
low probability due to the large center of mass departures
required (shown in red), bounding their contribution to the
energy.

connect domain wall configurations C that are close in
Hamming distance; we will assume (without loss of gen-
erality) that C,C’ must be a distance of 1 apart. More-
over, the wavefunction amplitude e varies uniformly
with respect to Hamming distance—i.e. if two domain
wall configurations C,C’ are connected by the Hamilto-
nian, |o¢| < alper| for some a.

In this domain wall representation, we define our (un-
normalized) variational class of states as

l0)) = e e ). (28)
C

where 6 is a function on domain wall configurations that
we must determine. Variational class in hand, our goal
now will be to find a 6 that creates states with low energy
which have little overlap with |¢(8)).

1. Gapless Mode Structure

To develop our gapless modes, we choose 6 as follows.
Let W be the space of states consisting of two (non-
contractible) domain walls that wrap around a system in
the y-direction and any number of contractible domain
walls [see Fig. 3(a)]. Moreover, let Az(C) denote that
difference in the center of mass of between these two do-
main walls, which can be at most L, /2 on a torus. Then



fc is defined as [Fig. 3(a)]

. 4Az(C) Az 1
be = {mln <7Lz 1,1) CeW& o> 7 (29)

otherwise

which has support S C W on configurations where the
the center of mass of the domain walls Az(C) is greater
than a distance L, /4 and smoothly interpolates from 0
to 1 as the domain walls get further apart.

At this point, we aim to bound the energy of the state
generated by |¢[f]) and then use the variational principle
to thereby bound the gap of H. The variational principle
can be used because the state |p[f]) becomes orthogonal
to |p(B)) in the thermodynamic limit. In particular, note
that | (o(8)][]) |? is bounded from above by the prob-
ability of a configuration being within S € W. Such a
probability is equivalent to the probability of the same
configuration appearing within the D-dimensional clas-
sical Ising model. Since domain wall configurations are
suppressed exponentially in their length for 8 > 3., this
means that | (¢(8)]¢[0]) |* decays exponentially in L,.

With this in mind, we now show that the energy of such
states £ = 2, (@l6]] H, |p[6]) / (@l0]ll0]) < ¢/ (L2L,).
While the full derivation of this result is relegated to Ap-
pendix C, here we sketch the high-level ideas. In partic-
ular, let us note that, for frustration-free parent Hamil-
tonians, it is possible to show that the expectation value
in the numerator evaluates to

eloll 2 1gto) | < VL S0 — e Ple ot
c.c

(30)
where §? is one when C,C’ are connected by H, and zero
otherwise. The above makes clear that low-energy states
must have a 6 that mostly “varies slowly” in C and where
it doesn’t, the probability |pc|? should be small. We now
show that this is the case for our trial § in Eq. (29).

To see this, we break down the sum over C,C’ into
three cases. In the first case, where C,C’ ¢ S, note that
fc is not varying with C and hence the contribution to
Eq. (30) is zero. Therefore, the only cases of relevance
are the second two: either when both C,C’ € S or when
C e€SandC ¢S (or vice versa). We will find that
in the former, ¢ is varying slowly leading to a small
energy contribution in Eq. (30); in the latter case, 6 can
vary quickly but the probability of such configurations
are small similarly leading to small contributions.

In the former case, we note that 6 = 4Axz(C)/(Ly).
In the most likely scenario, C is changed into C’ by the
action of a local Hamiltonian term H, on the domain
walls of C. This shifts the center of mass the center of
mass of a non-contractible loop by 1/L,. Consequently,
in such cases,

16(A2(C) — Az(C'))? _ 16
7 =z

(6c — bcr)? = (31)

We remark that the center of mass could change by more
than 1/L, if, say, a contractible domain wall in C is

“fused” into one of the non-contractible domain walls.
Nevertheless, such configurations are exponentially sup-
pressed relative to the scenario earlier and can be ar-
gued to be safely ignored (see Appendix C). Combining
the above results, and relegating the details to an ap-
pendix, the energy contribution from these configurations
(EC,C’ES) is bounded by:

a ol Hy || ZC,C’GS |@C|253,c/§ueld(c)
Eccres < 212 ; 5 7

> ¢ 10cl?lecl?

(32)
where ¢’ is a constant independent of system size and
dyeld(c) enforces that v lies along one of the long wind-
ing domain walls in C, which ultimately comes from the
fact that the LHS of Eq. (31), and hence the contribu-
tion to the energy, vanishes unless H, shifts the center
of mass difference Az(C). Note that by summing over v,
we would naively get an extra factor of L,L,. Due to
this delta function, for each configuration C, only the v
that lie in the vicinity of the domain walls can change
6(C). Consequently, this sum simply gives yields an ad-
ditional factor of L,. Finally, it is possible to argue that
the term in the parentheses is order 1 (independent of
system size) by re-expressing it as a probabilisitic com-
putation in the classical Ising model (see Appendix C 4).
The result is that E¢ cres < ¢/(L2L,) for some constant
¢ independent of system size.

In the latter case, H, connects C € S and C’ ¢ S, could
potentially raise the energy of these variational states.
The situation that raises the most concern is where C
contains a “meeting” point as shown in Fig. 3(c), where
H, is able to take a configuration with ¢ ~ O(1) to C' €
S, for which ¢ = 0. Consequently, (¢ — 0c/) ~ O(1),
which could naively produce a large energy penalty in
Eq. (30). However, let us note that, by a mapping to the
classical Ising model, one can show that the variance of
the center of mass of a domain wall in C scales like v/L,.
Conversely, the meeting point requires a departure from
the center of mass of order L, [shown in red in Fig. 3(b)].
Hence, one can show that these meeting configurations
are suppressed exponentially in L, (see Appendix C). As
such, the energy contributions from this case (E¢cs cr¢s)
are exponentially suppressed in L.

As a consequence of the above calculations, we find
that the energy of the states |p[f]) are bounded from
above by E' = Eccres + Eeescrgs < ¢/(LAL,) as de-
sired.'”  We remark that in Appendix C3, we pro-
vide preliminary numerical evidence that this energy
bound is tight by performing density matrix renormal-
ization group simulations on a paradigmatic frustration-
free Hamiltonian for |p(3)) and obtaining its first ex-
cited state. Intriguingly, we find that the excited states

17 More precisely, the tightest bound is E < #X(LL)’ but
z by by

we assume that the aspect ratio Ly /Ly is O(1) and can be ab-
sorbed into c.



share qualitative similarities to the states the domain wall
waves described in Eq. (29).

We note that our variational wavefunctions share sim-
ilarities to those developed in the context of d-isotopy
loop models [43-48]. Indeed, both our variational wave-
functions and those constructed in these seminal works
have gapless modes since the space of configurations con-
taining large domain walls is well separated from the con-
figurations only containing small domain walls. However,
in the works described above, the gapless modes are un-
stable to the addition of terms which do not change the
ground state wavefunction (so-called Jones-Wenzl pro-
jectors), which join large domain wall configurations to-
gether [e.g. the meeting points of Fig. 3(b)]. In contrast,
our states remain gapless even if the Hamiltonian is al-
lowed to contain such terms.

B. Connection to Markovian Dynamics and Prior
Work

We conclude by reviewing connections between |p(/3))
and prior work on the Markovian dynamics of the classi-
cal Ising model [10, 15, 16], highlighting how this links to
gaplessness. Subsequently, we will survey previous work
in literature arguing for the gaplessness of certain parent
Hamiltonians of |p(3)) (or limiting cases of these wave-
functions) based on this connection.

1. Connections to Markovian Dynamics

We start by considering the case of Zs-symmetric
frustration-free Hamiltonians that are “sign-problem
free”—i.e. their off-diagonal elements are real and non-
positive'®, a natural example of which is the Hamiltonian

HE) =Y (7T % _x), (39

v

which is dual to the Castelnovo-Chamon Hamiltonian of
Eq. (3) and has |¢(5)) as its exact ground state. In such
a case, we will now review the well-known connection
between such parent Hamiltonians and the Markovian
dynamics (e.g., Glauber, Metropolis, etc.) of the classical
Ising model and use this to provide another argument for
gaplessness.

To demonstrate this, it is convenient to work with
the wavefunctions of Eq. (6)—dual to the deformed
toric code wavefunctions—and express them as |¢(5)) =

PY2|4)®N | where P = exp (ﬂ > o ZUZU,). Then, if

H(p) is a sign-problem-free and frustration-free Hamil-
tonian for |p(f8)), it has been shown in prior works [10,

18 This implies that the thermal partition function of such a Hamil-
tonian is equivalent to the partition function of a classical sta-
tistical mechanics model in one higher spatial dimension.
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15, 16] that H is related via a similarity transformation
to a local generator of Markovian dynamics:

L(B) =

whose local terms will manifestly obey detailed balance
(see footnote 14). As a concrete example, for the Hamil-
tonian of Eq. (33), the local Markov generator is given
by

—P~2H(B)P'?, (34)

LB == e e PP (1-X,).  (35)

v

This generator describes the dynamics of probability dis-
tributions defined over the space of classical spin con-
figurations o. In particular, if we specify the proba-
bility distribution at time ¢, w(o,t), with a row vector
(m(t)] = >o(yym(o,t) (o], then the distribution vector
evolves according to

d
2 (T = (m@)| L(B), (36)

and the steady state of the above process cor-
responds to the thermal ensemble of the classical
Ising model at inverse temperature [: (mwg|
Z7HB) L, € e 77 (g,

Connection to Markov dynamics in hand, we remark
that the gaplessness of H(3) can be phenomenologically
understood by examining the dynamical spin-spin auto-
correlation of the Markovian dynamics:

C(t) = (Zu(1)Zs(0))5 — (Z0)3, (37)

as a function of time ¢, which is crucially equivalent to the
imaginary-time autocorrelation function of H (/) in the
state |p(83)). With some care, the decay of the above cor-
relator can be connected to the second largest eigenvalue
of £L(), whose spectrum is bounded above by 0'”. In par-
ticular, if the second largest eigenvalue of L£(3) is —7v ,
then the autocorrelation function decays as Cz(t) ~ e~
at long times. For the case of the 2D classical Ising model
in its ordered phase (8 > f.), it was first argued in a
seminal work by Huse and Fisher [36] and further ev-
idenced numerically [49-51] that the “curvature driven
dynamics” of domain wall fluctuations imply that the dy-
namical autocorrelation function decays with a stretched
exponential form:

Cpsp,(t) ~ e D7, (38)

where o # 1 was initially predicted to be 1/2. This
deviation from exponential decay naturally implies that

19 Specifically, note that via the spectral decomposition:
(Z2W2(0)s = X, [@(B)Z|n)[PemFr=Fo)t. " Since the
| (m(B)| Z |n) |? appearing the sum are all positive and their sum
is equal to 1, we know that if there is a gap from the largest to
second largest eigenvalue v: (Z(t)Z(0))5 < e~t7.



the eigenvalues of £ must cluster around 0, with gaps
between these eigenvalues decaying to zero in the ther-
modynamic limit—a fact that can be made more pre-
cise by extracting the many-body spectral function from
Cjs(t). Since the spectrum of the Markov generator is
spec(L(B)) = —spec(H(B)) from Eq. (34), the above nat-
urally implies that H () is gapless. We remark that this
plausibility argument is not a proof, since the stretched
exponential behavior remains a conjecture to date.

Our work places this gaplessness on rigorous footing.
In particular, let us note that, as stated in Sec. [I1 C, an
immediate corollary of our first theorem is that any local
Zo-symmetric parent Hamiltonian of the deformed Ising
wavefunction |p(3)) is gapless (as such a parent Hamil-
tonian maps to one for the deformed toric code under
lattice dualities). With this in mind, suppose that £(3)
is a Zs-symmetric and local generator of Markovian dy-
namics that is defined for Ising spins living on a torus,
has as a steady state the Gibbs distribution of the clas-
sical Ising model at inverse temperature 5, and whose
local terms satisfy detailed balance. Then, by Eq. (34),
it is related via a similarity transformation to a Zs sym-
metric local parent Hamiltonian for |¢(8)). Since such a
Hamiltonian is gapless if 8 > B, by Theorem 1, the lo-
cal Markov generator is gapless for 8 > §.. This proves
Corollary 1 of Sec. II C. As a further remark, our sec-
ond result (Sec. I1C) can be used to bound the gap of
this Markov generator by O(1/L?) since the Hamiltonian
from Eq. (34) will be frustration-free.

2. Survey of Prior Work

We conclude by mentioning that there is a rich liter-
ature on the dynamics of the Markovian (or “kinetic”)
Ising model that have alluded to, conjectured, or argued
for its gaplessness. The aforementioned work by Huse
and Fisher [36] on 8 > . builds on work from Lifshitz,
Allen and Cahn [52, 53], identifying a T ~ L? timescale
due to the curvature-driven relaxation of (contractible)
large domain walls. This timescale was confirmed in
Monte Carlo simulations in numerous works including
Refs. [54-57]. In Ref. 37, this L? timescale were linked
to a suggested 1/L? gap in the spectrum of L(8 > f.).
Ref. 58 mentioned the above works about potential gap-
lessness for 8 > . as a consistency check of their conjec-
ture that if a frustration-free Hamiltonian has non-exact
ground state degeneracy it must be gapless®’.

Furthermore, Ref. 37 conjectured that L£(8 > f.)
might be 1/L% gapless when there are boundary condi-
tions or a torus topology allowing for “band-like” flat

20 The conjecture in Ref. 58 is for finite range frustration-free
Hamiltonians. While properties of finite-range Hamiltonians are
often qualitatively similar to those with superpolynomially de-
caying tails, we show in Appendix C 4 that this conjecture cannot
be generalized to such cases.
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domain walls, due to the presence of a L> relaxation
timescale for these flat domain walls. Note that a long
timescale does not always imply a corresponding small
gap [59, 60], so even if one has reasonable confidence
in the L timescale, this does not immediately imply a
1/L? gap. This conjecture is corroborated by our second
(physicist’s) theorem and placed on a more rigorous foot-
ing. Moreover, our bound does not rely on the Hamilto-
nian being sign-problem-free (which is necessary for the
mapping to a Markov process), indicating that the 1/L3
gap appears more generally, beyond the intuition given
by the Markov process timescale.

More recently, Ref. 58 provided exact 1/L? gapless
eigenstates for the Hamiltonian of Eq. (33) at 8 = oo,
using the exact solvability of the 1D version of (33). At
B = oo, the 1D version of (33) have 1/L? gapless states
consisting of superpositions of domain wall states with
complex weights. In 2D, at 8 = oo, configurations con-
sisting of straight domain walls along a cycle of the torus
become exact ground states. Along these straight domain
walls, the problem reduces to the 1D model, and one can
decorate these straight domain walls with the 1D gapless
modes to obtain 1/L? gapless states in 2D. If one interpo-
lates the gapless modes that we develop in Sec. [V A 1 for
B > B. to the B — oo limit, the result would correspond
to a superposition of straight domain wall configurations,
which would have zero energy as 8 — oo (specifically, for
B = O(log L)).

One nice feature of the states in Ref. 58 for 8 — oo
is that they are locally gapless above the straight do-
main wall ground states in that limit. In particular,
we can obtain O(1/L) overlap with these states by act-
ing on the straight domain wall states with sums of op-
erators up to size O(logL). On the other hand, the
states in Sec. IV A1 do not seem locally gapless, be-
cause the ground state is dominated by states without
large domains wrapping the torus and we cannot get even
1/poly(L) overlap with the states |¢[f]) with sums of lo-
cal operators. However, as we discuss more in Sec. V,
the stretched exponential autocorrelation function im-
plies that there are locally gapless states, likely at slightly
higher (though still 1/poly(L)) energies than those of
Sec. IV A1, that are locally generated. It would be in-
triguing to see if such locally gapless states at finite 5 are
related to the 1/L? gapless states in Ref. 58.

V. DISCUSSION

In this work, we showed that certain patterns of expo-
nentially decaying correlations appearing within a quan-
tum ground state can imply that any local parent Hamil-
tonian of the state must be gapless. To do so, our work
primarily centered around the peculiar loop correlations
that appear in the deformed toric code wavefunctions of
Eq. (1) and their duals [Eq. (6)]. In particular, we first
proved on the torus that whenever a perimeter law for a
loop operator charged under a 1-form symmetry [Eq. (4)]



coexists with long-range order of the 1-form’s disorder
operator [Eq. (5)], then any local parent Hamiltonian of
the wavefunction cannot be gapped with finite ground
state degeneracy.

Subsequently, in the context of the dual deformed Ising
wavefunctions, we constructed variational gapless modes
on the torus [Eq. (28) and (29)] for frustration-free par-
ent Hamiltonians whose energy decreased with system
size as ~ 1/LPT! where D is the spatial dimension
of the wavefunctions. These variational states revealed
that the gapless modes above these wavefunctions are
not pointlike quasi-particles, instead looking like waves
of extended loops or domain walls.

Overall, our work highlights that algebraically-
decaying correlation functions are not the only static
correlation indicators which disallow a gapped parent
Hamiltonian. Indeed, the states we considered had only
exponentially decaying (or long-range-ordered) correla-
tion functions. Consequently, it naturally invites further
exploration into the question of what patterns of en-
tanglement and correlations distinguish gapped ground
states over other states in the Hilbert space.

A. Lore about Higher-Form Symmetry Breaking
and Topological Order

Let us comment on how our findings can be relevant to
further developing the concept of topological order [61—
69] and related phenomena. One definition of sponta-
neous 1-form symmetry breaking (1-form SSB) commonly
used in the literature is the existence of an exact 1-form
symmetry (here V) together with a perimeter law loop
(here of the loop operator W.,) with which it braids non-
trivially [28, 70]. For the case at hand, we would say
there is a spontaneously broken Z, 1-form symmetry. It
has been argued”’ [29] that such correlations imply that
on the torus there exist ground states that are not invari-
ant under the 1-form generator on non-trivial cycles. It
is often assumed that one can always dress the perimeter-
law loop W, to produce another unitary 1-form symme-
try that braids nontrivially with V5, so there is actually
Zy X Zp 1-form SSB. If so, then perimeter-law W, to-
gether with exact V5 would imply nontrivial topological
order.

However, a recent work by Huxford et al. [30] has
shown that the above definition of 1-form SSB need
not imply topological order; we review their argument
here. Indeed, the Castelnovo-Chamon Hamiltonian of
Eq. (3) has a perimeter law and a corresponding non-
trivial ground state degeneracy [71] for 8 > f., but it
seems to not be in the topologically ordered toric code

21 This follows if there exist ground states for which the perimeter
law also applies to non-contractible loops in a certain basis, which
plausibly follows from the perimeter law for contractible loops—
at least in gapped phases of matter.
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phase. In particular, it has zero topological entangle-
ment entropy [13], violating the lower bound required for
nontrivial topological order [72]. To highlight in what
way the above definition is weaker, consider the following
properties that we would like for two ground states |i1)
and |1)2) to have in a topologically ordered phase, both of
which we refer to as local indistinguishability [30, 73-75]:

(i) they should have the same expectation values for
any local operator:

(V1] O [h1) = (2| O |12)

where the error term is typically required to be su-
perpolynomially small in system size;

(39)

(ii) a local operator cannot connect the states:

(V1] O |¢p2) = 0,

again with an error superpolynomially small in sys-
tem size.

(40)

Notice that the two properties are related by a basis
transformation |¢)1) — [11)+]12) and [1e) — |1)1) —|12).
Hence, if one of these two properties holds for all choices
of ground states, then both properties automatically hold.
The reason to be interested in these properties is that
they suggest that local perturbations of the Hamiltonian
cannot split these degenerate states (although see Ref. 74
for subtleties); such robust degeneracy is a defining prop-
erty of topological order.

The perimeter-law decay of W, and exact V% is con-
sistent with (i) and (ii) holding for particular ground
states, but they may not hold for all ground states.
For the Castelnovo-Chamon model (3), it was observed
in Ref. 71 that the local magnetization (Z,) differs by
O(1/L) rather than O(L~*°) in different ground states
that are eigenstates of V3 along the two non-contractible
cycles on a torus—this violates the superpolynomially
small error term in Eq. (39). If we label these four states
|(x = +1,y = £1)),”” then superpositions \%Kl,l)} +

[(—1,-1)), %Kl, —1))%|(—1,1)) form states that are not

invariant under the 1-form symmetry generators V5 along
noncontractible cycles but violate (ii) [30]. In Refs. 29
and 30 this was pointed out as an example of how this def-
inition of higher-form symmetry breaking is weaker than
topological order (conditions (i) and (ii), i.e., Egs. (39)
and (40)).

The Castelnovo-Chamon model demonstrates that the
perimeter-law decay of W, together with exact V does
not imply that there exists a quasilocal dressed W, that
stabilizes the ground states with V. This is because
the existence of such a dressed W, would give a nonzero
topological entanglement entropy. Therefore, we are only

22 There may be additional ground states. These do not spoil the
argument here.



guaranteed SSB of a single Zs 1-form symmetry with
trivial self-statistics. In the Castelnovo-Chamon model
for 8 > B, there is a topological line operator that acts
nontrivially in the ground state subspace, and there does
not appear to be any other quasilocal topological line
that braids nontrivially with it. This violates braiding
non-degeneracy (“modularity”); such states are believed
to only be ground states of local Hamiltoniants if they
are gapless [42]. This is consistent with our result that
any local parent Hamiltonian of |¢(3)) is gapless (or has
infinite degeneracy in the thermodynamic limit).

Our work raises the question whether one can prove
that for gapped phases of matter the above definition of
1-form SSB implies topological order. We leave this in-
teresting open question to future work. It is also worth
pointing out that even though (i) and (ii) do not hold
for the usual error term O(L~°°), they do hold for poly-
nomial error terms. In particular, the error terms are
O(1/L), so they still decay to zero in the thermodynamic
limit. Therefore, ground states cannot distinguished by
a local measurement, even if they are distinguished by
quantities like global magnetization. Such indistinguisha-
bility for ground states for gapless phases have been dis-
cussed before [76] and is reminiscent of the distinct topo-
logical sectors in the the (3 4+ 1)D U(1) spin liquid [77]
where Eqs. (39) and (40) are satisfied with error terms
O(1/L?). Tt would be interesting to explore the implica-
tions of such a (weaker) form of indistinguishability.

B. Future Directions

Our work opens a number of worthwhile research di-
rections. First, there are many notable aspects of the
proof of Theorem 1 of our work that invite a closer exam-
ination. In particular, our proof relied on placing these
wavefunctions on a torus and assuming an aspect ratio of
the system a = L, /L, above some critical aspect ratio a.
independent of system size. While it is natural to conjec-
ture that the aspect ratio of a quantum system should not
influence its status of being gapped (see closely related
conjectures in Ref. 35 and the discussion below Theo-
rem 1 in Ref. 1 C), it would be interesting to see if it
is possible to develop a proof that avoids a discussion
of aspect ratio and works on general manifolds (includ-
ing the sphere). Our variational 1/L? gapless states also
seem to rely on the geometry and topology of a torus,
crucially using the fact that a large domain wall wrap-
ping a cycle has roughly equal probability of appearing
at all locations along the direction perpendicular to the
cycle. Since the gapless modes are highly non-local, they
may depend on the topology of the manifold and the
boundary conditions. It would be interesting to obtain
a more careful analysis of this dependence. Moreover, to
extend our proof of Theorem 1 to the case of finite ground
state splitting, we assumed that this splitting was of or-
der ~ e~rsuPPort(ALs.Ly) where Ap,.r, is an extensively
supported operator that can be added to the Hamilto-
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nian to exactly cancel this splitting (see discussion below
Theorem 1 in Ref. ITC). While this assumption can be
justified following intuition from perturbation theory (see
Appendix B 2), it would be interesting to see if it can be
rigorously justified in future work.

Furthermore, as stated in the main text, our varia-
tional states demonstrate that for frustration-free Hamil-
tonians in any dimension, there are low-energy states
above the deformed Ising ground state that look like do-
main wall waves. While strictly speaking we only ob-
tained one such state, it is not hard to see that we
can construct many other orthogonal states in a simi-
lar way, for example by using higher domain wall wind-
ing sectors and giving the coefficients complex phases.
This has intriguing implications for the Markovian dy-
namics of the classical Ising model. In particular, while
the stretched exponential behavior of the autocorrela-
tion function (Z,(t)Z,(0)) of the classical Ising model
has been argued by Huse and Fisher [36] to exist in two-
dimensions, such arguments do not extend to higher di-
mensions. This is not in contradiction with our gapless
modes. Since our modes are non-local they may not be
detected via a local autocorrelation function. However,
since there are gapless signatures in this autocorrelation
function in D = 2, this suggests that there could exist lo-
cal gapless modes—i.e. states obtained from the ground
state by acting with a sum of local operators—beyond
those constructed in our work (see Sec. IV B2 for more
discussion about this point). We leave the understanding
of this tension to future work.

Beyond our variational states, we note that the wave-
functions of Egs. (1) and (6) lie within a broader class
of deformed wavefunctions—fixed point wavefunctions
of various orders acted upon by some positive defor-
mation (e.g., imaginary time-evolution). Such wave-
functions have a long history in the literature for the
study of quantum phases and their transitions [13, 44—
46, 78-88] and have further appeared within the context
of measurement-based and dynamical state preparation
[89-92], and various studies of quantum order under de-
coherence (e.g., see Refs. 31, 32, 87, 88, 93-105).

In light of our results, it would be interesting to un-
derstand under in what circumstances our results gen-
eralize to other classes of deformed wavefunctions and
further explore the implications our results for the vari-
ous use cases for these wavefunctions. As an example, in
the context of decoherence, we highlight that in a com-
panion work [22], we explore how loop correlation func-
tions indicate that the toric code under decoherence has
a rather subtle status between short- and long-range en-
tanglement beyond its error threshold.

Relatedly, it would be interesting to understand the
stability of such wavefunctions and their gapless par-
ent Hamiltonians to perturbations, and where they lie
in more general phase diagrams. The indistinguishabil-
ity conditions (39) and (40) only hold with O(1/L) error
terms, but this does not by itself preclude stability to per-
turbations. For example, in (3 + 1)D, the gapless U(1)



spin liquid is known to be stable to perturbations|[77],
even though (39) and (40) have error terms that are
O(1/L?). Previous numerical work has shown that the
(24 0)D critical point at 8 = B, immediately flows to
conventional (241)D quantum Ising criticality upon per-
turbing the Hamiltonian[21], suggesting that the Hamil-
tonian likely immediately gaps out with such perturba-
tions. On the other hand, perturbations related to wave-
function deformations with both Pauli X and Z terms,
ie. [¥(gx,92)) o< [[.(1 + g2 Xe + g:Z¢)|TC), have been
shown to preserve a single exact (dressed) 1-form sym-
metry in regions of the phase diagram with respect to
(92, 9y) [82, 83, 106, 107]. [¢¥(gs,9-)) in these regions
seems to satisfy the conditions required for gaplessness
in Theorem 1, indicating that the gapless properties pre-
sented here may persist not only along fine-tuned lines
but also in entire regions in parameter space.

Lastly, it would be interesting to investigate these novel
types of gap-forbidding correlations from a tensor net-
work point of view. In fact, the states discussed in
this work admit an exact projected entangled pair state
(PEPS) description with bond dimension D = 2 [8-
10, 108]. The PEPS for the toric code state is known
to have a ‘virtual’ 1-form symmetry, whose presence is
important” to its topological stability [112-115]. The
deformed state [Eq. (1)] preserves this property, even
in the confined regime S > [.. In addition our state
has a physical 1-form symmetry, whose disorder opera-
tor has long-range order. It would be interesting to in-
vestigate what these ingredients imply about the local
tensor properties (in particular its symmetries), as this
can perhaps provide an alternative route to proving that
a parent Hamiltonian must be gapless. As a by-product,
this would shed light on the local tensor properties best
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suited for describing gapped phases of matter.
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Appendix A: Properties of Deformed Toric Code

In this section of the appendix, we review the properties of the deformed toric code wavefunction |¢(8))
e#/220 20 |TC) [Eq. (1)] that are frequently reported in the main text. First, we demonstrate ways to see that
two-point functions of this model decay exponentially and further show that the ‘t Hooft string has long-range order.
Subsequently, we review a calculation by Huxford et al [30] that demonstrates that the deformed toric code has a
perimeter law for the Wilson loop operator.

1. Exponentially Decaying Correlations and Long-Range Order

To show that the correlation functions of the deformed toric code and Ising wavefunctions of Eq. (1) and (6) are
exponentially decaying and that the 't Hooft string/Ising order parameter exhibit long-range order, it is convenient
to work with the Ising wavefunctions. It is worth noting that the two are related by an exact lattice duality [118]:

C Lo el

which maps the deformed toric code, defined on the lines of the square lattice to the deformed Ising model, which is
now defined on the plaquettes of the square lattice (which we will view as the vertices of a slightly translated square
lattice). We start by showing that all correlation functions of the deformed Ising wavefunction—and hence all 1-form
symmetric correlation functions of the deformed toric code exponentially decay. To do so, we note that

1 1
0(B)) = —mme P Zetvia Do P | ) EN o N PRI e (g} (A2)

VZ(5) VZ(B)

where Z(f) is a normalization factor expressed as

1 B TuOw
Z(@)QN{X;e (v T2, (A3)

which takes the form of the partition function of the 2D classical Ising model. From this form of the wavefunction,
we can relate the (Z,Z,,) correlation function of the deformed Ising wavefunction to the the spin-spin correlation
function of the 2D classical Ising model at inverse temperature 3 [118]:

1 OuOw i
(ZoZw)p(p) = m Z P ) T <Uv0'w>cﬁlass cal (A4)
{o}

It is known that all correlation functions of the classical Ising model are exponentially decaying away from its critical
temperature implying that all correlation functions diagonal in Z-basis decay exponentially in the deformed Ising
wavefunction. For off-diagonal operators, let us remark that:

Xor l(8)) = Xy l22om 22 [ ) B @70 2wty 22 [ 1) (A5)

Z(B)

where in the last equation, the sum in the exponent is over sites w neighboring v’. Consequently, any expectation
value of an off-diagonal operator can be re-written as one of a diagonal operator. Hence, all correlation functions of the
deformed Ising wavefunction and all 1-form symmetric correlation functions of the deformed toric code wavefunctions
exponentially decay. Note that in the deformed toric code, the correlation function of any operator that is charged
under the 1-form is zero.

The equivalence between correlation functions in the deformed Ising wavefunction and correlation functions in the
classical Ising model can be used to argue for the long-range order. Specifically, the classical Ising model is known to
undergo a phase transition at inverse temperature [, = log(l + \/5) /2, with a trivial paramagnetic phase at 8 < f.
and a ferromagnetic phase for 5 > f.. In the ferromagnetic phase, the classical correlation function (o, 0,)52%!
develops long-range order and as a consequence (Z,Zy),(s>3.) develops long-range order. Under the dualities of
Eq. (A1), this translates to long-range order of the ’t Hooft string in the deformed toric code.
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2. Perimeter Law

For the reader’s convenience, we now review how to derive the perimeter law scaling of the deformed toric code
wavefunction provided by Huxford et al in Ref. 30. Before doing so, we remark upon a physical perspective for seeing
the perimeter law scaling in the Ising language based on statistical mechanics. In particular, let us suppose that
w(R) = I],er Xov is the disorder operator in region R. Moreover, let us divide our lattice into the region R and its
complement R¢. Then,

1
(RN tp) = gy (H 2 Em 2o (R B2 )N
% <+|®N 65/2 2 (v, wy ZvZw (675/2 2 (veR wERS) szweﬁ/QZ(u,meR,Rc szw) M(R) |+>®N (AG)
_ Zr(B)Zr-(5)
Z(p)

where in the second line, we used the fact that commuting p(R) through the exponentials will flip the bonds in the
exponent at the boundary of R, 9R. Futhermore, the notation (v,w) € R, R, indicates that v,w are either both in
R or both in R.. Note that Z4(8) appearing in the above expression looks like the partition function of a classical
2D Ising model in region A (c.f. Eq. (A3)). To estimate the ratio of partition functions appearing above, recall that
the partition function of a statistical mechanics model is related to the free energy F via Z = ¥ where F > 0 since
Z > 1in our case. Since the free energy is extensive in system size, F' ~ f(|R| + |R.| + |OR]) has contributions from
R, its complement, and the boundary between the two:

_ Zr(B)Zre(B) _ HIRIBIRS R
WRNeo) = =7 ~ croRmRTRD ¢ ’

where  Za(8) = (+]7 e men Zotu |1y SAT

(A7)

motivating the perimeter law appearing in these wavefunctions.

This perimeter law is derived more rigorously in the work by Huxford et al [30]. The derivation of the perimeter
law proceeds as follows. Let us remark that the deformed Ising wavefunction can be written in a domain wall
representation similar to discussion of Sec. [V A:

lp(8)) o Y e 12 |c). (A8)
C

Then, we have

e—B/2(ICI+|OR+C)) A
R = 9
</.L( )><p(ﬁ) ZC e—BIC] ; ( )

where OR + C is the domain wall configuration obtained by applying p(R) to |C). Since the action of p(R) on the
space of domain wall configurations is bijective, we can re-write the above as:

<M(R)> _ ZC 26_’8/2(|C‘+‘6R+CD _ ZC ze—ﬂCR _ ZC e—BCR
‘/’(B) ZC e_ﬁlcl + e_ﬂ‘aR'i'C‘ ZC e_ﬂ‘cl +6_B|8R+C| ZC e_ﬁCR COSh (BACR/Q)’

(A10)

where Cr = (|C|+|C+9R])/2 is the average between the total length of domain walls before and after applying u(R)
and ACg = |C| — |C 4+ OR] is the change in the length of the domain walls. Note that the change in the length of the
domain walls is upper bounded as ACr < |OR|. Therefore,

(W(R), () > DL S )
#(9) = S e=ACr cosh (B|OR|/2)  cosh (B]OR]/2)

(A11)

for some w and a. This proves the desired perimeter law.

Appendix B: Supporting Results for the Proof of Theorem 1

In this section of the appendix, we provide some supporting results that appear in the proof of Theorem 1 of the
main text. For the readers convenience, we restate the main theorem below.
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Theorem 1. (Gaplessness from Correlations) Let |¢) be a wavefunction defined on a 2D lattice of finite dimensional
qudits with the global topology of a toru524. Suppose further that there exist Z,, unitary string operators W, and V5
that braid non-trivially (i.e. W, V5 = e®VzW,, for 6 # 0 and v and 4 intersecting once). If the state [1) exhibits the
following properties:

(i) a Z,, 1-form symmetry given by closed V3 loops,
(ii) a perimeter law for closed W, loops [Eq. (4)] and long-range order of open V4 strings [Eq. (9)],
(iii) cluster decomposition of open Vj strings [Eq. (10)],

then [¢) cannot be the ground state of any gapped local Hamiltonian with a finite ground state degeneracy.

The subsections below are organized into three parts.

Subsection 1: In this subsection, we will prove a result on the clustering of correlations in gapped quantum systems
that we will need for our proof. The result closely follows and slightly extends results in existing work [2, 3].

Subsection 2: In this subsection, we expound upon two assumptions about gapped phases of matter expressed in
Sec. 11 C that enter into our proofs.

Subsection 3: In this subsection, we prove two lemmas that are essential intermediate steps in the full proof of the
main text.

1. Review of Clustering in Gapped Quantum Systems

To begin, we prove a result on the clustering of correlations that is essential for the proof of Theorem 1. The result
is very close to one provided in a seminal work by Hastings [2], which demonstrated that gapped local Hamiltonians
satisfy the following clustering property. Namely, Hastings showed that if Ax and By are operators supported on sets
X and Y respectively and § is the exactly degenerate ground state of a gapped Hamiltonian, then any state |¢) € Q
must obey

[(AxBy)y — (AxPaBy)y| < Cx,y | Ax ||| By |le”#*Y), (B1)

where Pg is the projector onto Q, O] = max|yy (y|py=11/(OTO)y is the operator norm, d(X,Y’) is the minimum
distance between sets X and Y, i is an order one constant, and C'x y is proportional to thet size of X and Y. If there
is a nonzero splitting between the ground states, there is typically also a term on the right hand side proportional to
this splitting. However, we remark that, if one makes our our assumptions about gapped phases of matter, however,
this splitting can be removed while maintaining the locality of the Hamiltonian (see discussion in Appendix B 2).

We aim to show a slightly more general result, which allows a similar bound for three widely separated operators.
More precisely, suppose that we have operators Ax, By, and Cz supported on sets X, Y and Z respectively that are
all far away from one another. We want to show that

<AxByCZ> ~ <AXpQByCZ> ~ <AXpQByPQCZ>. (BQ)

To do so requires applying the same proof techniques that Hastings uses for the result of Eq. (B1) but applied to
bounding the operator

|PoAx By Pq — PoAxPoByPqll. (B3)

Indeed, by bounding the above, the sequential clustering of Eq. (B2) follows. Namely, a bound for the above
would imply that (AxByCyz) ~ (AxPq(ByCz)). Furthermore, since Po(ByCz)Pq = PoByPoCzPq, we have
that (Ax By Cz) ~ (AxPqByPqaCyz) as desired.

24 As specified in the main text, this theorem holds for lattices

. : genus g > 1.
whose global topology corresponds to a closed manifold with a
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Before proceeding, we make precise what we mean by “local Hamiltonians”. Namely, we say a Hamiltonian is local
if H=7)"y Hx where Hx is supported on sets X, such that for any lattice site v, there exists constants p and s
independent of system size such that

S [ Hxc | X ferdiomCO) < . (B4)
X>ov

where, for our purposes, by independent of system size, we mean independent of L, and L,. Note that the above
demands that the operator weight of any Hamiltonian term decays at least as quickly as exponentially in the diameter
of the operator’s support. For such local Hamiltonians, we prove the following result.

Theorem S.1. Suppose that we have a local Hamiltonain H defined on a quantum lattice system with a ground
state subspace containing exactly degenerate states spanning the space Q and an O(1) spectral gap AE above this
space. Then, for any operators Ay, By supported on sets X,Y:

|PoAx ByPo — PaAxPqByPql|| < Cx y|Ax||||By|le ¢, (B5)

where Pg, is the operator that projects onto Q, ¢ = min,e x yey dist(z,y) is the minimum distance between the sets
X and Y, Cx,y ~ poly(| X[, |Y]), and u is a constant that is independent of system size.

The subsequent subsubsections will provide a proof of this theorem.

a. Useful Notation

We start by establishing some useful notation. In particular, we define the positive and negative energy components
of an operator O as

O(E, — E,,) + case

O(E, — E,) — case’ (B6)

(n| OF [m) = (n| O |m) {

where © is the Heaviside step function. These components can be conveniently expressed using the operator in
Heisenberg picture as®’

1 [ 1
+
© 27r/_ocdt0(t):|:it+s (B7)

Moreover, we will often isolate the “low-energy” and “high energy” part of the operator as

Olow = PoOPq Ohigh = O — Oiow. (B8)

Notation in hand, we now provide the high level intuition for the proof.

b. Owerview of the Proof

Let’s first remark that we can write (suppressing X,Y)
PoABPq = AiowBiow + P Anigh BhighPo (B9)
= AlowBiow + Pa Ay, BuighPa = Po APq BPq + Po[Ay ., B]Pq, (B10)

where in the last line we used the fact that Al:igh]P)Q = 0, which follows from the definition of A};gh. Consequently,
we have that

HIP)QAB]P)Q — PQAIPQBPQH = ||P§2[A};gh’ B]PQH. (Bll)

25 Note that when we write , we are implicitly taking e — 0.

1
+it+e
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The goal is to bound the left hand side. The basic idea of the proof will be to find an operator Z};gh that approximates

the action of A};gh in the low energy subspace €2 but is also localized around the support of A, such that its commutator
with B is small. This approximation is provided by

~ 1 [ 1 ~ (tAE)?
Oi—>(’)iz—/ O(t here O(t) = O(t ——— B12
[ B0 e 00 = 0Wen |52 (B12)
where O(t) = et Qe and locality is optimized by choosing ¢ as:
qg={(AE/v (B13)

where v is the Lieb-Robinson velocity of the Hamiltonian. This approximation has a nice intuitive explanation in the
energy eigenbasis. In particular,

*do omg <Q(ww’)2> 7 (B14)

L i e
Ol = On®(Bn = Bn)  O0) = [~ 555 st

where ©, better approximates © as ¢ — co. With this approximation in mind, we will re-write

Pa[Apgns BIPa = Pa[A™, BIPq + P ([A};gh, B] — A B]) P — Po[A_, B]Pq. (B15)

low?

The rest of the proof proceeds by showing that each of the terms on the right hand side above is bounded by
Cx.y||[Ax|||| By |le "¢ where Cxy ~ poly(|X|,|Y|) for some constant u that is independent of system size.

¢.  Bounding Commutators

We start by bounding the first term P [g_, B]Pg. Doing so is straightforward and relies on the Lieb-Robinson bound,
which says that for time evolution generated by local Hamiltonians,?%

|t —v(l—v
Iax (@), Byl < Wy agBere—io, (B16)
where once again v is the Lieb-Robinson velocity of the Hamiltonian and Cx y ~ poly(|X|, |Y|). With this in mind,

we have that

~ ~ 1 0 ABvt? 1
PolA™, B|Pql|| < |||[A7, B]|| = |=— dte™ A(t), B B17
IPali™. BlPall < I3 Bl = |5 [ dre5 Jlao). Bl (B17)
1 vt? 1 1 vt? 1
<or [ ae . Bl g | [ e 8 ), B
T |t|<€/v Zt—l—E 27T |t|2€/v Zt+€
(B18)

IN

1 . 2mv _ v
—AlllBICx.y ( ‘e AW), (B19)

where the first term in the second line is bounded by Lieb Robinson bounds and the second term in that line is
bounded by fast decay of the Gaussian for large t. Now, we bound the second term: Pq ([Al:igh, B - [A};gh, B]) Pg.

We will see that this term is small because A};gh well approximates A;igh on the ground state subspace. For the
readers convenience, we recall that

A = A (15)7 g = A (i)e Can” (BQO)
high 1g it € high 1gh it € ’
26 While the factor —vlet‘ does not appear in the usual statement the arXiv version of Ref. 20.

of Lieb-Robinson bounds, it is not hard to show that this form
follows immediately from the usual form [2]. See also Eq. (30) of
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which we remark decays exponentially in distance. The difference between these two quantities is made clear by
working in the energy eigenbasis:

(A}Tigh)"m = (Ahigh)an(En - Em) (g;gh)nvrz = (Ahigh)nm@q(En - Em) (B21)

Now, since ©,, is an approximation to the the © function, satisfying |0,(w) — O(w)| < e~%/2/\/27q for w > AE, we
can arrive at

—q/2 _
_ ~_ e _ ~_ e
”AhighPQ - Ahigh]pQH < || 4] V271q HPQAhigh _PQAhigh” < || 4]l V2rq (B22)
Consequently, the second term is bounded as:
e—1/2 e—{AE/(2v)
PqlAr. ., B]Pq —Po[A: , B]Pq|| < 2||A||||B||—=—= = 2||A|||| B|| ——. B23
[BolAisgs BIFa ~ Pold, BIPall < 214118l 5 = 21ANIBI- s (523)

We now bound the final commutator, Pqo [g_

low: BJPo which is the most involved. To do so, we start by making a few

observations. First, we can immediately see that Pq [AIOW, B|Pg = Pq [AIOW, Biow|Pq. Second, since € corresponds to

the exact ground state manifold of H, it is clear in the energy eigenbasis that

0,(0) In),Im) €0

(Ap)nm = Anm {0 (B24)

otherwise

But note that ©,(0) = 1/2. Hence,

Po[A-_, B|Pg = Po[A

low?

1
BIOW]PQ = i[Alowa Blow]- (B25)

low?

Thus, bounding the final commutator amounts to bounding [Ajow, Biow]- The key insight for doing so was introduced
in Ref. 2 and involves considering the following operator:

~ AFE o0 ~
A® = oz dtA(t). (B26)

Let us remark that since A(t) = A(t) exp (7
A(t) operator is localized near X, the Gaussian factor is order one. In contrast, at later times, when A(t) is delocalized,
its weight is suppressed by the Gaussian factor. With this in mind, our goal will be to show that Pq [go, BJPg is close
t0 [Alow, Blow] and then finally that Pgq [go, B|Pgq is small. We start by first showing the latter. This follows from
the fact that A° is a smeared out version of A (which in turn follows from the standard Lieb-Robinson bound and

2
(mzf) ), the above operator is quasi-local. Namely, at small times, when

long-time attenuation of A(t)). Namely,

~ ~ AFE ~ AFE ~
Po[A°, B]Pq|| < ||[A°, B]|| < / dt ||[A(t / dt||[A(t), B B27
[Pa(A", BlPall <IIA%BY < 7= | | dtA@BI + 5= [ atllA(.Bl| (B27)
’U|t| —u(—lt _ ABut?
< cgfy Al|lB l/‘ dt ——e~vE=vlth 4 dte= =3 (B28
\/7 14l ltl<t/o L It >€/v )
erfc

AE Y4 21l
< — Alll B —wlZ 4 9] 207 —AEL/2v B2
< Z5=Cxr Al ( 2 ee (B29)

J7AN

SC'X,Y||A||||B||< me”fwem/%), (B30)

where we used a known bound for the erfc in the second to last step. Now, we will show that Pq [210, BJPg, is close to
[Alow, Biow]- To do so, we break the problem up into two parts:

]P)Q [1107 B]]P)Q - [A10W7 Blow] = ([A10W7 Blow] - [A10W7 Blow]) + ]PQ [Avgighy B]]P)Q (B?’l)
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It is easy to see that the first term has to be zero by using the spectral representation. In particular, assuming that
all low-energy states are exactly degenerate and have energy zero without loss of generality, we get that

1[A: Biow] = [Aow Biow] | (B32)
Akv / dte —ABvt? /2t Z A kBk - B kAk - Z A k:Bk - B kAkn |n> <m| (B33)
\/ o2l n m n m n m n v
n, mEQ keQ keQ
=0. (B34)

The second expression can be bound by the spectral representation. In particular,

AFEv ;
IPo[AD i, BIPol = || > 4/ 5 e/ dte 2N (A Brme ™ B — B Apme' P [n) (m] (B35)
n,mes? g k¢
=11 3" S [AukBum — BukApm] e ED/CAED | < o) 4[| Bl tAE/20), (B36)
n,meN k¢Q

d. Putting the bounds together

Overall, we considered the following object in Eq. (B15):

P ABPg — Po AP BPg|| = ||PQ[A}Tigh’ B|Pq|| (B37)

= [Po[A, B|Pq + P ([A}:igh’ B] - [Bh_lgh’ B}) Po — Po[Ay,,. BIPq (B38)

low?

and bounded the operator norm of each term appearing above in Eqgs. (B17) (B23) (B25) (B30) (B32) and (B35)
with a function that decays exponentially in distance with a pre-factor that depends polynomially on the support of
operators A and B. This means that there exists some constant p such that:

|PoAx ByPo — PoAxPqByPql|| < Cx y|Ax||||By|le " (B39)

which proves the desired result.

2. Extended Discussion on Assumptions about Gapped Phases

In the main text, we remarked upon two plausible assumptions that we made regarding gapped phases of matter and
Hamiltonians that were necessary for proving our theorem. Our first assumption posited that if a family of quantum
states defined on increasing number of qudits L, L, remains gapped in the thermodynamic limit on an open range of
finite aspect ratios, it remains gapped for any finite aspect ratio. This was necessary to extend our proof to all aspect
ratios, which was strictly proven for an aspect ratio a = L, /L,, beyond a finite threshold value which is independent
of system size. Our second assumption was made to extend beyond the case of exact ground state degeneracy. In
particular, we were inspired by the fact that in gapped quantum systems, finite-size splitting is intuitively understood
via the necessity of going to extensive order in perturbation theory to generate operators Ay, r, that distinguish
between different ground states. Consequently, we assumed that the finite-size splitting between degenerate ground
states of gapped local Hamiltonians is exponentially small in the support of such operators ~ e~ "®S"WPPOrt(Ar,.1y) and
that such operators can be added to the Hamiltonian to then exactly cancel this degeneracy.

As stated in the main text, we remark that the first assumption is closely related to the generalized s-source
conjecture of Ref. [35] and we refer the reader to this reference for more intuition about the assumption. In this
subsection, we provide two paradigmatic examples where our second assumption is borne out exactly.
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a. FExample 1: Ising Ferromagnet

Our first example is the transverse field Ising model in 1D:
L—2 L-1
- - Z Zva+l —4g Z Xva (B40)
v=0 v=0

which is symmetric under a Zs symmetry generated by Hv 0 ! X,. Let us recall that this model has two phases as a
function of ¢: a trivial symmetric phase for g > 1 and an ordered Zs spontaneous symmetry breaking phase for g < 1.
In the ordered phase at g = 0, the model is exactly two-fold degenerate with ground states:

|GHZ) = NEN--- D) (B41)

1
7 (It
one of which lives in the Zs even sector and the other in the Zs odd sector. When g # 0 and less than 1, the system
remains in the ferromagnetic phase but its degenerate ground states are now split by an amount that is exponentially
small in system size. This splitting S(H) scales with system size as ~ gLe™ % [119-121] for some constant b, and the
the even sector state ends up being lower in energy than the odd sector state.

We now show that a term can be added to the Hamiltonian that keeps the Hamiltonian local [per the definition
of Eq. (B4)] but makes the degeneracy exact. To do so, let us recall that at L-th order in perturbation theory in g,
the operator —%S (H )Hv o X is generated that splits the two GHZ states above apart in energy. Consequently, we
consider the auxiliary Hamiltonian:

H =H+ 8 HX (B42)

The perturbation to H will leave the ground state subspace invariant but will reduce the ground state splitting to
zero. Crucially, this auxilliary Hamiltonian is still local because S(H) is exponentially small in the support of [T, X,.

b. Example 2: Toric Code

Let us further consider the example of the toric code of L, x L, qubits placed on the links of a square lattice with
the global topology of a cylinder (chosen for conveninece in the subsequent example) compactified in the L, direct.
In this case, consider the following Hamiltonian:

_Z X r X Z%%ngZZg (B43)
p X v l

Let us recall that the above is in a Zs topologically ordered phase for g < g. = 0.1642(2) [17, 122-126]. When g = 0,
the model has two exactly degenerate ground states that can be labeled by the values of any non-contractible loop
operator Vy =[]

Ned

VEYa,y v
£1) = Vs = +1) (B44)

When g # 0 but below the critical threshhold, the ground states are each split S(H) ~ poly(L,, L,)e~*Lv [17].
Nevertheless, this splitting can be removed adding $S(H)V; to the Hamiltonian as:

1
H'=H+ ;S(H)V; (B45)

where 4 is any non-contractible loop operator. Once again, this perturbation to H will leave the ground state subspace
invariant but will reduce the ground state splitting to zero. Crucially, this auxilliary Hamiltonian is still local because
S(H) is exponentially small in the support of V5. In the case where a more generic perturbation is added to the toric
code, we envision that the dressed logical operators of Ref. [127] could be used to remove the ground state degeneracy,
but we leave a more detailed discussion to future work.
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3. Proof of Two Useful Lemmas

Lemma S.1. Suppose that |¢) is a wavefunction defined on a two-dimensional lattice with the global topology of
the torus and suppose it is invariant under a Z,, 1-form symmetry V5. If it obeys the perimeter law scaling of Eq. (1),
ie.

|(W)wis| = < > > we=Ml, (B46)
0l

for some system size independent constant w > 0 and any homologically trivial loop 7y, then, any gapped parent
Hamiltonian of |[¢)) must have a non-trivial ground state degeneracy. Suppose now that this ground state degeneracy
is exact and Pgq is the projector onto this degenerate subspace. Then, if 77, and yg are non-contractible loops along
the y-direction of the torus whose length is independent of L, and whose minimum distance apart is ¢L, for some
constant ¢ (c.f. Fig. 2), we can conclude that

|<W7]'LLPQW7R>| > wle_a,(l’nl—i_l’m‘) - |€Lm>Ly|’ (B47)

where |er, 1, | < poly(Ly, Ly)e #E= for some constants w’, o, u > 0.

Proof. Let us remark that |¢)) has the property that
|<W7TL W )| > we@eltheD > w'e 2Ly (B48)
where w’ and o depends on the microscopic structure of the loops (in the simplest case where we choose the loops

to be straight, we have w’ = w and o’ = «, which is in fact sufficient for our purposes). If |¢) is the unique ground
state of a gapped Hamiltonian, then

<W';/‘-L W’YR> = <W'\J;L><W’YR> + ELx,Lw (B49)
where |ez, 1, | < poly(Ly, Ly)e #L=/2 for some O(1) p.

However, since Vj [¢) = [¢) for all closed loops 4, if we choose 4 that intersects with vz, once, we have (W, ) =
(W, Vs) = (VsW,, ) = e®(W,, ). Tt follows that, (W,,) = 0. Hence,

w'e™ b < (W Wa)| = ler, iz, | < poly(La, Ly)e /2. (B50)
Now, by choosing a = L, /L, sufficiently large (but still independent of system size), we can obtain a contradiction.
This proves that any gapped Hamiltonian must have a nontrivial ground state degeneracy.
Now, let us assume that H has a exact ground state subspace ). Then, from Theorem S.1. it follows that
(W1, W) = (WE PoW. ) +er,. 1, (B51)
If we take the absolute value of both sides and use the triangle inequality, we arrive at
we*MEHIRD < (W W] < (W, PaW, )| + ler, i, |- (B52)

Then, as an immediate consequence, we conclude that:

(W PoW, )| > w'eme (elthel e,

: (B53)

proving the desired result.
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Lemma S.2. Suppose that  is the exact ground state subspace of a gapped local Hamiltonian and [¢) is a
quantum state with a 1-form symmetry generated by operators V3 for closed curves 4. Let us suppose that dim((2)
is bounded from above by a constant Mg at all system sizes. Further suppose that for all open curves &; and és:

(Va, Vay) = (Va,)(Va,) +€ (B54)

where |e| < ce #P(@1,92) where D is the minimum distance between the endpoints of &; and Gz, p is some system
size independent constant, and ¢ depends polynomially in the distance between the endpoints of &; and the distance
between the endpoints of &. Then there exists an open curve & whose endpoints are a distance L, /2 apart such that:

PoVa |[¥) = al) +elp) (B55)

where |¢) € Q is a normalized vector orthogonal to |¢) and |e| < poly(L,)e~%=/4 for some constant b.

Proof. Let us start by writing
PoVa [¥) = aa [¥) + balpa) (B56)
where (¢|pa) = 0 and |ps) € Q. Moreover, note that by Theorem S.1. (see also Refs. 2 and 20), we have that
(VarVar) = (Va, PaVag) + €, (B57)

where |¢/| < ce~#P(er.@r) where 1 is a constant independent of L, and L, and c is depends polynomially on the
distance between the endpoints of aj and the distance between the endpoints of ar. Consequently, using the
assumption of the theorem, we have that

GapQap = <V6¢L><V5¢ > = <V5¢L]P)QV6¢R> +& —e= GapQag + B&L bdR <¢&L|¢&R> +e —¢. (B58)

—el
As a consequence, we can derive the inequality
|EdLbliR <‘de |5007R,> I = ‘5//‘ < Ce_VD(aL)aR)7 (B59)

which holds for all pairs é&;, and &r. Now, let us consider a family of curves {a; jMzal of length L, /2 that coincides
with oy, of Fig. 2 for aj—¢ and «a; corresponds to translating o;_1 by Ly/4M = bL, for an O(1) integer M > Mq.
This family of curves is schematically shown in Fig. 4.

Lo/2
. 4
bl
L b e o y
17 PO o %" l
@ .dSOQ .
y/4
< >
L,

FIG. 4. String Configurations in Lemma S2. We draw the family of curves referenced in the proof of Lemma S.2. The
curves are all of length L,/2 and are displaced in the z-direction by bL, from one another. Above, we displace the curves
slightly in the y-direction for ease of visualization.

We know that

|Ba]. ‘ |ba_7’+k H <900tj |(potj+k,> | S p0|y(LI)e_kuLz . (BGO)
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Now, suppose for sake of contradiction that for all j, |ba,| > poly(L,)e #*L=/4 Then,
| (Pa; [Pay i) | < poly(Ly)e =D < poly (L, e H0k=/2, (B61)

This means that {|<p@j> ,[¥)} are M +1 quantum states in  whose overlap is bounded from above by poly (L, )e™#0F=/2,
which can be taken to zero in the thermodynamic limit. Consequently, dim(Q2) > M + 1. However, this contradicts
the assumption that M > Mq > dim(€2) and hence there exists a j such that

PoVa; ) = aa; [¥) + ba, lea) , (B62)

where [by, | < poly(L,)e#bLe/4,
]

Assuming that no other states descend to an exponentially small energy at finite § in the Castelnovo-Chamon
model, it is clear that (B55) holds for all open curves &. A simple example of a model where (B55) does not hold for
all open curves but does hold for some open curves is simply the Castelnovo-Chamon Hamiltonian with some local
terms dropped. The Hamiltonian is still frustration free, but with a larger ground state subspace, and is still forced
to be gapless. Not only does Theorem 1 still apply, but Theorem 2 also still applies, to upper bound the gap.

Appendix C: Detailed Variational Argument

In this section of the appendix, we provide a more detailed version of the argument presented that proves the
following theorem (repeated from the main text for the convenience of the reader):

Theorem 2. Let |¢(8)) be the deformed Ising wavefunction on the D-dimensional torus. Then, the many-body
gap AFE of any frustration-free parent Hamiltonian of [p()) is bounded as AE < ¢/LP+! where L is the linear extent
of the system and ¢ is an O(1) constant.

Beyond this theorem, we further prove an important corollary of this theorem that is within the scope of the results
of Theorem 1. In particular,

Corollary S.1. Any Ising symmetric parent Hamiltonian of |¢(8)) cannot have a unique ground state in its even
parity sector.

The corollary establishes that such a Hamiltonian has gaplessness beyond the exponential spectral degeneracy coming
from spontaneous symmetry breaking. The subsections below are organized as follows:

Subsection 1: First, we provide a “warm-up” to the variation proof of Theorem 2 in a one-dimensional setting, that
uses many of the same techniques.

Subsection 2: Second, we provide the proof of Theorem 2. Specifically, we prove that since |¢(8)) is the ground
state of this frustration-free Hamiltonian H, we can construct (Ising-symmetric) variational states |p[d]) (8
dependence is suppressed) for H with small overlap with the ground state |p(3)) and with a gap that decreases
as O(1/(L2L,) energy in system size.

Subsection 3: We provide numerical evidence for the bound on the gap by investigating the gap of the Hamiltonian
of Eq. (33) using the density matrix renormalization group (DMRG).

Subsection 4: Finally, we prove an important Lemma, which is necessary for the proof of Corollary S.1. Namely, if a
Hamiltonian is gapped in the Ising symmetry even sector, then it can be rewritten in a quasi-local frustration-free
form, extending an argument in [42] for Hamiltonians with unique ground states. Using the result of Theorem
2 and this lemma, we can immediately prove Corollary S.1.
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1. Warm-Up: Particle Hopping in One Dimension

The following simplified example demonstrates some of the ideas underlying the variational argument in the main
text. Consider the many-body Hamiltonian

L
H= Z Ci+1 CJ (i1 —¢))

Jj=1

hj

with periodic boundary conditions on L sites, where the cj-, ¢; are Fermion creation/annihilation operators. In the
single-particle sector, H has a unique ground state |¢)) = 0L=0|O> =L"1/2 Zj |7) with zero-energy, where |j) = c}\O)
and |0) is the fermionic vacuum. Within this sector H has a spectrum 4sin(k/2), which implies a gap scaling to zero
as 1/L? in the thermodynamic limit.

We now use a variational argument to argue in a different way that the gap obeys AE < O(L~2). To that end we
consider a (un-normalized) trial state |¢[0]) = L~1/2 >_;0j]7) where 6; is a function we will choose shortly. For such
a state,

(IOl 18D = 7 (B — ;)%

closely mirroring Eq. C11 in the main text. To tightly bound the gap, we would like this expectation value to be
small relative to the normalization of the state > y |6;]2. One obvious approach to this problem is to make ¢ piecewise
constant, however we will show that does not lead to a good estimate of the gap. So, for example, take

0j = do<j<r; (C1)

Then, the expectation value of the Hamiltonian is

IO = T (s + o), ()

an expression that is small (zero) except precisely when j lies at the boundary of those sites in the support of ¢.
Summing over j then yields (1[]|H[¢[f]) = 2. On the other hand, the norm of |¢),,) takes the form (¢[6]|4[0]) = R/L
(we will see shortly that the gap is minimized by choosing R such that R/L = O(1)). Putting these results together
gives:

(Y10]|H]v[0])
{¥[o][¢[6])

As in the main text, letting ¢y denote the normalized overlap of |¢) with |¢[f]). This is c2 = <mgﬁ[w}[§> = (Ig/LL)Z =R/L

—2/R (C3)

which gives a bound on the gap of
2/R
(1 —1eol?)’
This bound implies A < O(1/L) for an appropriate choice of R = O(L), which is a very loose bound on the gap.
We improve the variational argument by making 6 vary more slowly with j, avoiding the sharp features present in
Eq. C1 in order to reduce the expected energy Eq. C3, and in turn reduce the upper bound on the gap. The trick,

which we also use in the main text, is to gradually ramp € between 0 and 1 over a buffer region that scales with
system size. The precise details of the ramp appear unimportant; indeed any ¢; of the form

A<

; = min ((j/w)" 1), (1)
for a fixed n > 0 and w = O(L) will work. The matrix element for the energy now goes as
e~ Ly () 5 o (L (©5)
L r w Jw Lw)’

When we take w = O(L) this is O(1/L?) which is substantially smaller than Eq. (3. At the same time, it is easy
to verify that cq, (1[0]x[0]) = O(1) so that we can bound the gap as A < O(1/L?).
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2. Variational States above the Deformed Ising State

If |p(B)) has a gapped (in the Ising-even sector) parent Hamiltonian, then it has a quasi-local fustration-free
Hamiltonian H = H, with H, > 0 and H,|p(8)) = 0 according to Appendix C4. The Hilbert space is spanned
by the set of domain wall (DW) configurations {|C)}; this set has a natural notion of Hamming distance encoded by
metric, d(C,C’). The zero-energy ground state is written as

©) =Y _welC). (C6)
C

For the ¢ featuring in this work, ¢ oc e~ ?I¢l varies uniformly with respect to d(C,C’). For example if d(C,C’) < 1
then |¢c| < e*P|pcr| and visa versa. Form the (un-normalized) variational state

0]) => beeclC), (C7)
c

by modulating the ground state amplitudes with a real-valued function 6(C) on DW configurations. 6 will change
slowly with respect to the Hamming distance in a sense we make precise later. While the {H,} need only be quasi-
local, we will assume for simplicty they are strictly local in this section. Therefore, H, acts only on a set A containing
sites within a ball of O(1) radius centered at v. Let B denote the complement of this set. Write |C) = |a) ® |b) where
a, b denote the part of the configuration C in A, B respectively. We then have

Hv‘(p Zaa b@ub[H |a ®‘b Z ea b@ab u u|a>®|b> (08)
a,b a,a’,b

By virtue of frustration-freeness, we have ) (Hy)a’,a®a,6 = 0, from which it follows that

H, |90[6]> = Z (au,b - ea’,b)‘pu,b(Hv)a’u|a/> ® |h>

a,a’,b

We now lighten the notation. Denote (53 ¢ as the Kronecker delta function ensuring that global configurations C,C’
agree on B. Then

Hy lol0]) =Y 68¢(0c — bcr)pe(Hy)erelC'),
ce

and

(@l0]| Hoy |[0]) = Ocripen(C” Y 68 (0 — bcr)pe(Hy)ere|C')
C// c C/

(C9)
= Z(SC C/(,Oc/ c X 90/ (06 — 9(;/)( )C/C
c.cr
Using the fact that H, is hermitian, we obtain
0 < (pl0]| Hy |@[0]) = 25(: croerpe X (Oer — 0c)?(Hy)ere
C c’
1
< 5> 08 cletreclBer —0c)|(Ho)erel (C10)
c.c

Assume H, can only change the Hamming distance by an O(]A|) amount. In such cases, the wavefunction amplitudes
are close to one another e.g., |pc/| < 2alpc| for system size independent «. Moreover noting the matrix element size
|(Hy)erel is uniformly bounded above, gives

0 < (0] Ho |010)) <Y~ 68 lpel? (b — Oe)?, (C11)
c.c

up to system size independent multiplicative constants which we routinely ignore here and subsequently in
this section.
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As in the main text, W is the space of states consisting of two (non-contractible) domain walls that wrap around
a system in the y-direction and any number of contractible domain walls. Az(C) denotes the difference in the center
of mass of between these two domain walls, which can be at most L, /2 in magnitude on a torus. Then we take
min (4Az(C)/L, —1,1) C € W and Ax/L, > 1/4
Oc = . , (C12)
0 otherwise

on configurations where the center of mass of the domain walls Ax(C) is greater than a distance L,/4. We let S
denote all those configurations for which 8¢ # 0.

We bound the energy of the state |¢[6]) and then use the variational principle to bound the gap of H. The variational
principle can be used because the state |p[6]) becomes orthogonal to |(3)) in the thermodynamic limit. |{(3)|0[0])]?
decaying exponentially in L, as it is bounded from above by the probability of a configuration being within S C W,
which is equivalent to the probability of the same configuration appearing within the D-dimensional classical Ising
model. Since the probability of having a domain wall (anywhere in the system) is suppressed exponentially in their
length for domain walls larger than O(log(L)) for 8 > S, this means that |(x(8)]¢[0])|* decays exponentially in L.

With this in mind, we now show that the energy of such states E = Y _(p[0]|H,|¢[0])/{¢[0]|¢[0]) < ¢/(L2L,)"".
In particular, using Eq. (C11) we can bound the local energy by

(Ol HollOD)] s 2cer(fc — Ocr)?|pe|*0g ¢
(wlollele)  — > c l0cecl? ’

where 0¥ = 1 when C,C’ are connected by H, and zero otherwise. Here, and henceforth, ¢’ will represent unimportant
constants independent of system size. The above makes clear that low-energy states must have a 6 that mostly “varies
slowly” in C and where it doesn’t, the probability |pc|? should be small. We now show that this is the case for our
proposed € in Eq. (C12).

To see this, we break down the sum over C,C’ in Eq. (C13) into a few cases. In the case C,C’ ¢ S, note ¢ is not
varying with C and hence their contribution to Eq. (C13) is zero. The only remaining cases are that both C,C’ € S,
CeSandC' ¢S,orC ¢S and(C €8S . Using the symmetry between C,C’ apparent in the initial bound, Eq. (C13),
these latter two contributions are of the same order, so we will just consider the second case, so that in all subsequent
calculations C € S.

Consider first the case C,C’ € S. Here we will find that ¢ is varying slowly leading to a small energy contribution
in Eq. (C13). C is changed into C’ by the action of a local Hamiltonian term H, on the domain walls of C. This shifts
the center of mass difference by r/L,; we will later reason that r will tend to be O(1) despite the presence of possibly
numerous contractible domain walls. For the moment, we take this as a given, and we find that

(C13)

16(Az(C) — Ax(C"))? < 1672
L2 T L2

(6c — 9@)2 = (C14)

Note that r is zero in the cases where v is not next to either of the domain walls, but that in this case the contribution
to the energy is evidently zero. Therefore we need only consider cases where r > 1 so that H, shifts one of the domain
walls, which in turn requres that v must lie along one of the domain walls. The total energy contribution in the case
where C,C’ € S is then

d >occres lpel’r?08 00(|Ax(C) — Ax(C')| = 7/Ly)
Fecres <+ ZZ c.cres c.c . _ v (C15)
L:L’Ly v or>1 ZC |HC‘ |<IDC|
Note that by performing the sum over v, we get an extra factor of L, L, to give
d 1
Eccres < X r? 268 06(|Ax(C) — Az(C|=r/L,) | . C16
C,C’eS > LTLy ZC ‘0C|2|§0C‘2 TZ>1 CCZIES |SDC| c,C (| ( ) ( )‘ / y) ( )
1/%

Or

27 In general, the result is W
xzliy )

79) but we take Ly > Ly.
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The % term is the thermal expectation value of the function (|6¢|?). Using [6¢|* > 16(6c > 1/2) gives % > 1P(6c >
1/2). On the other hand, P(fc > 1/2) = P(6c > 1/2|S)P(S), where P(S) is the probability of being in the space S. Note
however that P(6c > 1/2|S) is proportional to the probability of having two large loops with Ax(C) > 3L, /8, given
that there are two large loops that are at least L, /4 separated. Such a probability is O(1) because the Boltzmanm
weight of large loop configurations is largely independent of Az(C). In contrast, P(S) is exponentially small in L,
since all states in S have a domain wall of length at least L,,, and domain walls are suppressed exponentially in their
length in the ordered phase. Thus, we have that

1/% < ¢ /B(S). (C17)

We now deal with the ¢, term. This is the probability that C € S has one of its large domains touching site v, and
that acting on site v connects such a large domain to a smaller domain of linear extent at least r — 1, so that the
resulting configuration Az(C’) has a center of mass which differs by at least /L,. Such an event is bounded above
by the probability of having one of the large domains walls pass through site v (this has probability ~ O(1/L,)), and
having an nearby domain of linear extent r. This we expect to be bounded by o, < P(S) x Ce~"/¢/L,, using the fact
that domain walls have a linear free energy cost in the ordered phase. Putting these contributions together gives

/

c
FEccres < 1
c,cres = 7L, (C18)
Lastly we need to consider the case C € S and C’ ¢ S. Here
(Oc — 0cr)* = (4A2(C) /L, — 1)2.
Plugging this into Eq. (C13) and summing over v gives contribution
L, 1 L.\" .,
ECES)CIQS S lez; Z ‘QDC|2 (AJ?(C) — 4.’E> 6C,C’ . (Clg)

ces,c'gs

We now bound B above. The events contributing to this sum are those where acting at site v takes C out of the set
S. As such, v must lie on one of the long domains in C, and either i) flipping v must shift the center of mass difference
by at least Az(C) — L= or ii) causes the two long domains to merge at a meeting point *°.

The second of these contributions is the easiest to deal with. It is bounded above by

|W;| < L2P(C € K, NS), (C20)

where K, N'S is the event where the two long domains in C have a meeting point at vertex v, but a center of mass
separation of at least L, /4. However, modeling the domain wall as a Brownian bridge, we expect that the two loops
deviate in the x direction by a distance of at most O(y/L,), which is much smaller than their separation. Therefore,

we expect that P(K,|S) < Ce=7E2/Ly which is exponentially small in system size. Thus
M| < L2Ce "L/ Lvp(S). (C21)

Lastly we deal with the contribution from i). In this case, acting at v must join one of the long domain walls to
another domain wall D which shifts the center of mass difference by an amount §,D. J,D must moreover exceed
Az(C)— L, /4if C' is to exit S. Defining s(C) = (Ax(C) — L, /4)L,, and r,(D) = §,DL,, we need only consider events
for which r,(D) > s(C), giving a bound

W< S lpels(©20r(D) > 5(€)). (C22)
Y ces,crgs

Breaking the sum up according to the values of s(C),r,(D) we may further write

m < TS S B (D) = 1) 0 {s(0) = ). (c23)

Y s>0 r>s

28 There is also the probability that flipping v introduces a new

! ) nab - £ meeting point configuration of (ii). Such a process is suppressed
pair of large domain walls, which is the inverse process of the

exponentially in system size in the same manner as (ii).
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FIG. 5. Numerical Evidence for Gaplessness Bound. In the left panel, we evaluate the energy of the first even parity
excited state for the Hamiltonian of Eq. (33) using DMRG for a system of L x L qubits. We plot the energy on a log-log scale
as function of system size and find that the gap above the ground state decreases as A/L*% for the largest bond dimension
(fitting to the last four data points), nearly saturating our bound. Here, A = 3.51 is obtained by numerically fitting the data.
We remark that since the energies of the largest system sizes remain decreasing with bond dimension, the precise power of
1/L* is subject to increase with increased bond dimension. Further numerical work is necessary to precisely determine this
power. In the right panel, we probe the character of these states via (Z,Z,) as a function of v = (z,y) (with w demarcated
with a star) for the first excited state obtained in a 8 X 8 system. Intriguingly, the state indicates a thick domain wrapping a
cycle, resembling our variational state.

We expect the following (loose) bound on the conditional probability
Ps({r.(D) =r}n{s(C) = s}) < CL;'e /¢,

for some constant C. This arises because shifting one of the long domain COMs by an amount r/L,, requires D to be

an additional domain of linear extent at least r, which is exponentially suppressed in the ordered phase. The factor of
L1 comes from the fact that v must lie on one of the long domains. Substituting in these bounds gives |B;| < C L]P;(i) .
Y x

Returning to Eq. (C19) and using Eq. (C17) gives

c _
ECES,C’¢S S L2L —|—6 O(L). (024)

Y

Combining Eq. (C18) and Eq. (C24) gives the desired O(ﬁ) bound on the variational energy.

3. Numerical Evidence for Gap Bound

We report numerical evidence for the bound of Theorem 2. In particular, we investigate using the density matrix
renormalization group [116, 128] the following frustration-free parent Hamiltonian for |p(5)):

H(B) =Y (7P Fem #% — X,), (C25)

placed on a torus of size L x L for § = 1. Specifically, we evaluate the excitation energy of the system by first
preparing the ground state:

10(8)) o /2 Zw.uwy ZoZuw | 1 yEN (C26)

by imaginary-time evolving the |+) state using the time-evolution algorithm of Ref. 129. The result after bond
dimension truncation achieves a ground state energy of < 1072 for all system size and bond dimensions studied.
Subsequently, excited states are obtained by performing DMRG in the even parity sector and orthogonalizing against
the ground state. The numerical results are shown in Fig. 5 for a bond dimensions of y = 128,256,512. We find
in the left panel of Fig. 5 that the ground state energy decreases as a function of system size (consistent with a
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gapless theory) falling as 1/L3:% for the largest bond dimension data. Such an exponent is consistent with and nearly
saturates the bound we prove in Theorem 2, suggesting that the bound is tight. We remark that since the energies of
the largest system sizes remain decreasing with bond dimension, the precise power of 1/L* will likely increase with
increased bond dimension and further numerics are required to determine «. In the right panel of Fig. 5, we examine
the character of the excited states by plotting the correlation function (Z,7,) as a function of v = (z,y) for fixed w.
We find that this function is independent of z and oscillates from +1 to —1 as a function of y, revealing a “domain
wall wave” similar to the ones predicted by our variational ansatz.

4. Extension to Generic Ising Symmetric Hamiltonians

Lemma S.3. Suppose H = ) H, is a gapped local Ising symmetric Hamiltonian with a ground state |p) in its
Ising even sector and any other exponentially split states in the Ising odd sector such that (H,), = 0 (without loss

of generality). Then, we can write H =) H, for quasi-local H, with ﬁIv|g0> =0, and H, > 0.

Proof. Note that, by assumption, we have an O(1) spectral gap AFE in the Ising even sector. We now show that
we can write H = ) H, for quasi-local H, with H,|¢) =0, and H, > 0. By Ising symmetry we may, without loss
of generality assume H, are individually Ising symmetric. Using the trick in [42] we write

H= / dtf(t)e He Ht =" / dtf(t)et H,e 1 (C27)

H,

with a filter function obeying [*_dt f(t) = 1 and with a Fourier transform having | f(w)| = 0 forw > AE. Such a filter
function can be found that decays (almost) exponentially quickly with ¢. It is easy to check that )  H, =" H,,
but H, each individually annihilate the ground state |p):

|n7+>

= (Hy)p+ Y. |n ), +[He)f(E,) =0,
[, 4+)#|v)

(C28)

where F,, > AFE is the energy of state n and |n, +) label Ising even eigenstates of H. The first term is zero due to the
vanishing ground-state energy, and the second is zero due to the Fourier transform properties of the filter function.

Note that Ref. 58 conjectured that finite-range frustration-free Hamiltonians with nonzero ground state splitting
must have a gapless spectrum above the almost degenerate ground states. The above construction shows that this
is false at if one tried to generalize to quasilocal frustration-free Hamiltonians. For example, the above construction
shows that the Ising ferromagnet Hamiltonian with a small transverse field, such that it is still in the ferromagnetic
phase, can be written as a gapped, quasilocal, frustration-free Hamiltonian with a nonzero ground state splitting.

Corollary S.1 follows immediately from the rewriting of H as a frustration-free Hamiltonian. Once we write H as a
frustration-free Hamiltonian, we can apply our variational argument to show that the Hamiltonian is gapless. This is
then inconsistent with the original assumption that H has a O(1) gap in its Ising even sector, so H cannot be gapped
in its Ising even sector.
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