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Abstract

We consider SPT-phases with on-siteG (whereG is any finite group) symmetry for two-dimensional
quantum spin systems. We then impose translation invariance in one direction and observe that on
top of the H3(G,T)-valued index constructed in [10], an additional H2(G,T)-valued index emerges.
We also show that if we impose translation invariance in two directions, on top of the expected
H3(G,T)⊕H2(G,T)⊕H2(G,T) valued index, an additional H1(G,T)-valued index emerges.

1 Introduction

In 2010, Chen, Gu and Wen [4] introduced the notion of symmetry-protected topological phases of matter
(SPT). They first considered one-dimensional matrix product states and later on, Chen, Liu and Wen
[5], extended this to two-dimensional projective entangled pair models. Afterwards, in [3] this concept
was extended to other dimensions. This last reference used a setup involving so-called lattice non-linear
sigma models and provided an Hd+1(G,U(1)) valued index for any d-dimensional lattice non-linear sigma
model. The standard setup for defining SPT phases is in quantum spin systems (defined in section 2.1).
To define SPT phases in this setting, one needs to fix a finite group G with an on-site group action
g 7→ Ug (with g ∈ G), defining a global group action βg (also defined in section 2.1). A state ω, is
then called G-invariant, if ω ◦ βg = ω. Afterwards, one needs to restrict the space of states. We1 ask
that our states are short-range entangled (SRE), see definition 2.2. A state ω is short-range entangled
if there is a disentangler γ. This is a locally generated automorphism, produced by a one-parameter
family of interactions Φ ∈ BFϕ

([0, 1]) (γ = γΦ0;1 as defined in section 2.3) satisfying that ω ◦γ is a product
state. Combining these two definitions, we say that ω is an SPT state if it is short-range entangled and
G-invariant.

One then defines an equivalence relation on these SPT states by saying that ω1 is equivalent to ω2

with respect to the on-site group action U if there exists a G-invariant one-parameter family of inter-
actions Φ ∈ BFϕ

([0, 1]) such that ω1 ◦ γΦ0;1 = ω2 (again, see section 2.3 for the definitions). One can
then extend this equivalence to the stronger notion of being stably equivalent. This goes as follows:
one defines an operation called stacking that takes two SPT states ω1 and ω2 and outputs a third one
ω1 ⊗stack ω2 (and similarly for the group action). This ⊗stack is defined in section 2.1. In short, it is the
tensor product at the level of the on-site Hilbert space. One then defines another equivalence relation
and says that two SPT states with on-site group actions (ω1, U1) and (ω2, U2) are stably equivalent if and
only if there exist trivial2 SPTs with their group actions, (ϕ1, Ũ1) and (ϕ2, Ũ2) and a (G independent)
unitary V mapping between the respective on-site Hilbert spaces3, such that

1. V †U1,g ⊗ Ũ1,gV = U2,g ⊗ Ũ2,g for all g ∈ G.

2. ω1⊗stack ϕ1 ◦ iV (where iV is defined in section 2.1) is equivalent to ω2⊗stack ϕ2 with respect to the
above on-site group action.

∗Institute for Theoretical Physics, Katholieke Universiteit Leuven.
1There are other definitions possible like for instance the concept of invertible G-invariant states used in [6] or the unique

gapped ground state of a G invariant interaction presented in the introduction of [10].
2A trivial state is a G-invariant product state that transforms trivially under the on-site group action (see remark 7.1).
3The reader can think of this V as being a unitary transformation of the on-site group action.
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In one spatial dimension so-called matrix product states ([5],[11],[12]) can be used to construct non-trivial
SPT states. Later on and more generally it was shown in [9] that any G-invariant state satisfying the split
property (this includes any SRE state) carries an H2(G,T)-valued4 index and that this index is constant
on the (stable) equivalence classes. Later on in [6] it was then shown that this classification problem is
complete (the index, seen as a map from the set of stable equivalence classes to H2(G,T) is injective.).
In two spatial dimensions, more recently in [10], it was proven there is an H3(G,T)-valued index that is
constant on the (stable) equivalence classes5. In this paper, we will denote this H3(G,T)-valued index
of a state ω by Index2D(ω).

We’ve used stacking to define the stable equivalence relation. Stacking however plays a more general
role. It is widely believed that it allows us to define an (abelian) group structure on the set of stable
equivalence classes6. Although it is nowhere stated explicitly, the author thinks that the literature (like,
for example, [6]) suggests the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1. Take some fixed group and a fixed lattice. Let S be the set of stable SPT classes
defined through the above equivalence class. Let ∗ be the map

∗ : S2 → S : (⟨ω1, U1⟩∼, ⟨ω2, U2⟩∼) 7→ ⟨ω1 ⊗stack ω2, U1 ⊗ U2⟩∼. (1.1)

Then ∗ is well-defined (independent of the choice of representative) and S equipped with the ∗ operation
forms an abelian group.

Before proceeding, we make three remarks on this conjecture:

1. The claim that ∗ is well-defined and abelian is trivial. Namely, by letting iV be the automorphism
that exchanges the two algebras that are being stacked, one can exchange the order of the stacking
freely. By using

ω1 ◦ γΦ1
0;1 ⊗stack ω2 ◦ γΦ2

0;1 = (ω1 ⊗stack ω2) ◦ γΦ1⊗1+1⊗Φ2
0;1 ∼ ω1 ⊗stack ω2, (1.2)

one can show that this is a well-defined map.

2. A representative of the inverse is sometimes called a G-inverse.

3. From a category point of view, if one assumes that this conjecture is true (for some subclass of
groups that is a category), it is not hard to see that it gives rise to a contravariant functor from this
category of groups to the category of abelian groups (say S[G]). More specifically, to each group
morphism f : G1 → G2, one can find a group morphism f̃ : S[G2] → S[G1] : ⟨ω,U⟩∼ 7→ ⟨ω,U ◦ f⟩∼
and this f̃ is indeed invariant on the choice of representative (if two states can be connected while
preserving the symmetry action β, they can certainly be connected while preserving the symmetry
β ◦ f).

In what follows, we will call S with the above group structure the stable SPT classification. In this paper,
we consider the 2D case with the (stable) equivalence relation as presented here but with one notable
difference. We will only consider states, interactions, and on-site symmetries that have a translation
symmetry in one direction. There is a conjecture about the SPT classification of such states, see section
3.1.5.1 of [13] for a more general and detailed exposition (which was partially based on [3]).

Conjecture 1.2. The set of translation invariant SPTs under stable equivalence7 also satisfies conjecture
1.1. Let g be the inclusion map from the space of 2d translation invariant SPT states to the more general

4By Hn(G,T) we mean the n-th (Borel) group cohomology of G with coefficients in the torus T (seen as a (group) module
under addition with trivial group action).

5In [10], there is no mention of the stacking operation but using remark 11.3 and remark 12.3, one can extend it to the
stable equivalence class.

6The stacking with a trivial state will then be related to the identity of this group
7In the stable equivalence relation for translation invariant states we ask that the on-site symmetry is translation invariant

and that any path connecting two states and each trivial state is not only G-invariant but also translation invariant.
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set of 2d SPT states. Let f be the map that takes a 1d SPT state and outputs a translation invariant
2d SPT state by taking the tensor product in the direction of the translation symmetry. The sequence

0 → {1d SPT states} f→ {2d translation invariant SPT states} g→ {2d SPT states} → 0 (1.3)

induces a sequence (of group morphisms) on the stable equivalence classes. By this, we mean that the
class of f(ϕ) only depends on the class of ϕ and similarly for g. Moreover, this induced sequence is exact
and split.

This implies that

{2d translation invariant SPT classification} ≃ {1d SPT classification}⊕{2d SPT classification}. (1.4)

Since a 1d SPT state carries an H2(G,T) valued index and a 2d SPT state carries an H3(G,T) valued
index, this means that 2d SPT states with a translation symmetry should carry an H2(G,T)⊕H3(G,T)
valued index. This is consistent with the result of section XII of [3].

The first result of this paper is the construction of an H2(G,T) valued index (which we will denote
by Index) on the space of translation invariant SPT states that is consistent with conjectures 1.1 and
1.2. By being consistent with the conjecture it is meant (among other things) that, if Index1 is the one-
dimensional SPT index from [9], then Index(f(ω)) = Index1(ω) for any 1d SPT ω. This construction
highly relies on the objects that are present in the construction of the 2d SPT index in [10].

We also look at the case where there is a second translation symmetry (so the system is translation
invariant in both x and y directions). For such systems, there is the following conjecture (see again [13]
and [3]):

Conjecture 1.3. The space of SPTs, translation invariant in two directions under stable equivalence also
satisfies conjecture 1.1. Let g be the inclusion map from the space of 2d SPT states that are translation
invariant in both x and y directions to the more general set of 2d SPT states with translation invariance
in the x direction only. Let f be the map that takes a 1d translation invariant SPT state and outputs
a 2d SPT state that is translation invariant in both x and y directions by taking the tensor product in
the y direction. The sequence

0 →
{
1d translation invariant

SPT states

}
f→
{
2d SPT states with two
translation symmetries

}
g→
{
2d SPT states translation
invariant in x direction

}
→ 0

(1.5)
induces a sequence (of group morphisms) on the stable equivalence classes. By this, we mean that the
class of f(ϕ) only depends on the class of ϕ and similarly for g. Moreover, this induced sequence is exact
and split.

Translation invariant SPT states in one spatial dimension are known to carry an H2(G,T)⊕H1(G,T)
valued index (see section 4 for a construction of these indices consistent with the rest of the setup). From
this and the last two conjectures, we expect there to be an

H3(G,T)⊕H2(G,T)⊕H2(G,T)⊕H1(G,T) (1.6)

valued index. The first part of the index is just the above mentioned Index2d. The following two parts can
be related to the case of a single translation symmetry as follows. Let µ be the automorphism that rotates
the lattice by 90° and let Index(ω) be the index as constructed before (this is the second part of 1.6). The
third part of the index is now given by Index(ω ◦µ) (the state rotated by 90°). The last part of the index
requires a different construction altogether. It can be thought of as being the charge in the Brillouin zone.

A final remark:

Remark 1.4. As noticed in [3]. The groups in which these indices take values can be concisely written
out. Using that

H0(Z,T) ∼= T H1(Z,T) ∼= T H2(Z,T) ∼= 0 H3(Z,T) ∼= 0 (1.7)
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and inserting this into the Künneth formula for Z×G gives

H2(Z×G,T) ∼=
2⊕

i=0

H i(Z,T)⊗H2−i(G,T) ∼= H2(G,T)⊕H1(G,T) (1.8)

H3(Z×G,T) ∼=
3⊕

i=0

H i(Z,T)⊗H3−i(G,T) ∼= H3(G,T)⊕H2(G,T). (1.9)

This result can in turn be used to work out the Künneth formula for Z2 ×G

H3(Z2×G,T) ∼=
3⊕

i=0

H i(Z,T)⊗H3−i(Z×G,T) ∼= H3(G,T)⊕H2(G,T)⊕H2(G,T)⊕H1(G,T). (1.10)

The layout of this paper is as follows: First in section 2 we explain the setup, define the concept of
locally generated automorphisms, and give the algebraic definition of group cohomology. In section 3.2 we
state the two results for SRE states. In section 3.1, we state the first result using the weaker assumption
3.2 and the second result using the weaker assumption 3.5. It is using these weaker assumptions that we
then prove the statements. The rest of the paper provides a proof of these statements. The results in
this paper rely heavily on the methods that were developed in [10].
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2 Setup and definitions

In this paper, we work in the two-dimensional lattice Z2. We will first need some specific subsets of Z2,
so let

L :=
{
(x, y) ∈ Z2|x < 0

}
, R :=

{
(x, y) ∈ Z2|x ≥ 0

}
(2.1)

U :=
{
(x, y) ∈ Z2|y ≥ 0

}
, D :=

{
(x, y) ∈ Z2|y < 0

}
(2.2)

be the left, right, upper, and lower half-planes respectively, and let

Cθ :=
{
(x, y) ∈ Z2

∣∣∣tan(θ) ≤ ∣∣∣y
x

∣∣∣} (2.3)

be the horizontal cone (the green area in figure 1). We will use τ to denote the bijection that moves every
element of Z2 one site upward. Similarly, we let ν denote the bijection that translates every element of
Z2 by one site to the right. In what follows we will sometimes need to widen our cone or other subsets
of Z2 vertically by one site. For this purpose we define W such that for any Γ ⊂ Z2,

W (Γ) := Γ ∪ τ(Γ) ∪ τ−1(Γ). (2.4)
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For example, the red area in figure 1 is W (Cθ)
c. In the later part, we will also need to rotate our lattice

by 90◦ (clockwise) so call µ the bijection on Z2 that does precisely this.8 Finally, we will need to define
the horizontal lines and the finite horizontal line

Lj := {(i, j)|i ∈ Z} Ln
j := {(i, j)|i ∈ Z ∩ [−n, n]}. (2.5)

2.1 Quasi local C∗-algebra

The setup in this paper will be very similar to the setup in [10] and is just the standard setup for
defining quantum spin systems. For the rest of this paper, take d ∈ N+ arbitrary. This number will be
called the on-site dimension9. For each z ∈ Z2, let A{z} be an isomorphic copy of B(Cd) (the bounded

operators on Cd). In what follows, let GZ2 be the set of finite subsets of Z2. For any Λ ∈ GZ2 , we
set AΛ =

⊗
z∈ΛA{z}. We define the local algebra as Aloc =

⋃
Λ∈GZ2

AΛ and define the quasi local C∗

algebra as the norm closure of the local algebra (A = Aloc). Similarly, for any (possibly infinite) subset
Γ ⊂ Z2 we set Aloc,Γ =

⋃
Λ∈GΓ

AΛ and AΓ = Aloc,Γ.

Throughout this paper, we will sometimes require a stronger form of locality than merely being in
the norm completion of the local algebra. Specifically when Γ = Lj is a horizontal line. We will say that
an operator A ∈ ALj is summable if and only if there exists a sequence An ∈ ALn

j
on the finite horizontal

lines such that
∞∑
i=0

∥A−An∥ <∞. (2.6)

We will need to define some automorphisms on this algebra using the bijections defined previously. To
this end, define the isomorphisms

τ : AΓ → Aτ(Γ) ν : AΓ → Aν(Γ) µ : AΓ → Aµ(Γ) (2.7)

as the translation upwards, the translation to the right, and the right-handed rotation respectively. By
construction, these isomorphisms are automorphisms if Γ is taken to be Z2 (because d is a constant
throughout the lattice). Clearly if Γ = Z (by which we mean again the x-axis (Z, 0)) only one of these
translation automorphisms descends to an automorphism on AZ. This automorphism is then also simply
denoted as ν.

We will need to define one additional class of automorphisms. For any set of unitaries Vi ∈ U(Cd)
(labelled by i ∈ Z2), we define the (unique) automorphism iΓV ∈ Aut(AΓ) (for all Γ ⊂ Z2) such that
iΓV (A) = Ad(⊗i∈IVi)(A) for all I ⊂ Γ finite and A ∈ AI . This class of automorphisms will be used to
define a group action on the algebra. More specifically, let G be a finite group and let Ui ∈ hom(G,U(Ai))
(for i ∈ Z2) be the on-site group action. Let βΓ ∈ hom(G,Aut(AΓ)) (for any Γ ⊂ Z2) be such that

βΓg (A) = iΓU(g) = Ad(⊗i∈IUi(g))(A) (2.8)

for any g ∈ G, I ⊂ Γ finite and A ∈ AI . Clearly, any unitary transformation of our representation
U(·) → V †U(·)V induces a transformation of the group action βg → i−1

V ◦ βg ◦ iV .

Throughout our paper when we are discussing translation invariance in the vertical direction we will

ask that the group action is translation invariant in the vertical direction (τ ◦ βΓg = β
τ(Γ)
g ◦ τ). If we

also have translation invariance in the horizontal direction, we will also ask that the group action be

translation invariant in that direction as well (ν ◦ βΓg = β
ν(Γ)
g ◦ ν). As it turns out, in showing that

the H1-valued index is consistent with all the conjectures of the introduction, we will even require that
the on-site group action Ui(g) is the same at each site. In what follows we will always assume this.
This means that when we denote an on-site symmetry action we merely have to give one representation
U ∈ hom(G,U(Cd)), and when we denote a unitary transformation of the on-site Hilbert space we only

8We will not discuss rotation invariant states in this paper. The µ is only defined to make certain constructions work.
9In principle in the case where there is only one translation we can let d be x-dependent but for simplicity let us take d

constant over the lattice.
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have to give a single unitary V ∈ U(Cd), we will use this notation frequently.

By construction, there is a tensor product operation on this C∗ algebra in the sense that for any
Γ1,Γ2 ⊂ Z2 satisfying that Γ1 ∩ Γ2 = ∅ we can define a bilinear, surjective map

⊗ : AΓ1 ×AΓ2 → AΓ1∪Γ2 . (2.9)

There is however a second tensor product operation on this C∗ algebra that we will use. We will call it
the stacking operation. It is such that for any Γ ⊂ Z2 we define the bilinear, surjective map

⊗stack : AΓ ×AΓ → A2
Γ (2.10)

where A2 is the quasi-local C∗ algebra on Z2 constructed from an on-site algebra B(Cd) ⊗ B(Cd) ≃
B(Cd×d)10. We will also need to define the stacking of the group action by which we mean

(βg ⊗stack βg)
Λ =

⊗
z∈Λ

Ad(U(g)⊗ U(g)z) (2.11)

for any Λ ∈ GZ2 (in fact stacking can be defined for any automorphism, not just the group action).

2.2 States on A

We will use P(A) to denote the set of pure states on A (see [2]). In this paper, we will often refer to the
GNS triple. For its definition, construction, and properties we refer to [2]. We will sometimes write the
tensor product of states ω ⊗ ϕ to be such that (ω ⊗ ϕ)(a⊗ b) = ω(a)ϕ(b) and similarly for the stacking
tensor product. We will call a pure state ϕ on AΓ a product state if for any Λ ⊂ Γ, the restriction
ϕ|AΛ

is still pure. We will call a state ω, G-invariant if ω ◦ βg = ω (where βg = iU(g) with U an on site
group action). Moreover, we say that a G-invariant product state ϕ is trivial with respect to U (we will
sometimes denote this as (ϕ,U) is trivial) if ϕ(Ui(g)) = 1 for all i ∈ Z2.

There is a natural way to construct a pure G-invariant state on the quasi local C∗-algebra over Z2,
AZ2 using a pure G-invariant state on the quasi local C∗-algebra over Z, AL0

11.

Definition 2.1. Let ϕ ∈ P(AL0) be a state that is G-invariant under a group action βL0
g . Define

ϕi ∈ P(ALi) as ϕi := ϕ0 ◦ τ−i. We define the infinite tensor product state ωϕ as ωϕ :=
⊗

j∈Z ϕj . This is

a G-invariant pure state over Z2 that is invariant under the automorphism τ .

The proof that this is a well-defined state is done in definition 8.2.

2.3 Interactions and locally generated automorphisms

An interaction Φ is a map
Φ : GZ2 → Aloc : I 7→ Φ(I) (2.12)

where Φ(I) ∈ AI is hermitian (Φ(I) = Φ(I)∗). We will sometimes use the restriction of an interaction,
ΦΓ for Γ ⊂ Z2. This means setting all Φ(I) = 0 when I is not in Γ. Following the work done in [8], will
use ∥Φ∥F to indicate the F -norm of Φ where F is an F -function. We will use BF ([0, 1]) to denote the
one-parameter families of interactions with norm continuous therms and uniformly bounded F -norms.
Just as was done in [8], for any Φ ∈ BF ([0, 1]), we use γΦs;t to denote the locally generated automorphism
(LGA) generated by Φ from s to t. Following [10], we will fix a specific family of monotonically decreasing
positive functions by saying that for any 0 < ϕ < 1 we define

Fϕ : R+ → R+ : r 7→
exp
(
−rϕ

)
(1 + r)4

. (2.13)

10This can also be used to stack two C∗-algebras with different on-site Hilbert spaces, this was used in the introduction.
In the rest of the paper we will for simplicity of notation (but without loss of generality) only stack two identical C∗-algebras
on top of each other.

11When applied to a trivial state on AL0 this will also give a trivial state on AZ2 .
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This F -function is particularly useful to us because, as was shown in [10], if Φ ∈ BFϕ
([0, 1]), we can

decompose the automorphism into different parts. More precisely, we can show that γΦs;t ∈ QAut1(A)
where QAut1(A) is defined in 3.112.

Sometimes we will say that an interaction is G-invariant. By this we simply mean that βg(Φ(I)) = Φ(I)
(for all I ∈ GZ2). Similarly, if we say an interaction is translation invariant we mean that τ(Φ(I)) =
Φ(τ(I)) (for all I ∈ GZ2). It should be clear that if an interaction is G-invariant (translation invariant),
then the LGA it generates commutes with the group action (the translation automorphism) as well.

2.4 The stable equivalence class

We will now define a subset of these states that we will call short-range entangled (SRE):

Definition 2.2. Let ω ∈ P(A). We say that ω is an SRE state if and only if there exists a ϕ ∈]0, 1[ such
that there exists an interaction Φ ∈ BFϕ

([0, 1]) such that ω ◦ γΦ0;1 is a product state. We then call γΦ0;1 a
disentangler for ω.

On the set of G-invariant SRE states we will now define three stable equivalence classes depending
on the additional imposed symmetry:

Definition 2.3. Take (ω1, U1) and (ω2, U2) elements of

S0 = {(ω,U) ∈ P(A)× hom(G,U(Cd))|ω is SRE, ω ◦ iU(g) = ω ∀g ∈ G} (2.14)

for two algebras A1 and A2
13. We say that ⟨ω1, U1⟩∼ = ⟨ω2, U2⟩∼ if and only if there exists a ϕ ∈]0, 1[

such that there exists a G-invariant interaction Φ ∈ BFϕ
([0, 1]), trivial elements of S0 (see subsection

2.2), (ϕ1, Ũ1) and (ϕ2, Ũ2) for algebras Ã1 and Ã2 respectively and an on-site unitary such that

ω1 ⊗stack ϕ1 ◦ iV = ω2 ⊗stack ϕ2 ◦ γΦ0;1 V †U1(g)⊗ Ũ1(g)V = U2(g)⊗ Ũ2(g). (2.15)

We also define similar equivalence classes ⟨·⟩1∼, ⟨·⟩
2
∼ and ⟨·⟩3∼ on

S1 = {(ω,U) ∈ P(A)× hom(G,U(Cd))|ω is SRE, ω ◦ iU(g) = ω ∀g ∈ G, ω ◦ τ = ω}
S2 = {(ω,U) ∈ P(A)× hom(G,U(Cd))|ω is SRE, ω ◦ iU(g) = ω ∀g ∈ G, ω ◦ ν = ω} (2.16)

S3 = {(ω,U) ∈ P(A)× hom(G,U(Cd))|ω is SRE, ω ◦ iU(g) = ω ∀g ∈ G, ω ◦ τ = ω, ω ◦ ν = ω}

respectively. Here we now also demand that the interactions and the trivial states are invariant under
the additional translation symmetries.

3 Results

To formulate the results, we will often use Hn(G,T) to denote the n-th (Borel) group cohomology of G
with coefficients in the torus T (seen as a (group) module under addition with trivial group action). For
the definition of these group cohomology modules, we refer to [1].

This section will contain three different parts. First, we discuss the main result starting from some
rather abstract assumptions. In the second part, we present the claim that these assumptions are im-
plied by some more natural assumptions relating to short-range entanglement. In the last part of the
section we compare our assumptions to those made in [10].

3.1 Statement of the result in terms of Q-automorphisms

Similarly what was done in [10], we will define an index on the space of states that can be disentangled
by a Q-automorphism. This class of automorphisms is defined as:

12In appendix A we show a stronger version of this statement.
13With two different algebras we simply mean two different on-site dimensions because we already fixed each on-site

dimension to be identical.
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αL αR
θ

ηLg ηRg

Θ

Figure 1: These figures indicate the support area of the different automorphisms in a particular decom-
position of the QAut. The angle θ needs to be smaller than or equal to what was indicated here so that
the Θ and the ηg (possibly after widening by one site vertically and one site horizontally) commute.

Definition 3.1. Take α ∈ Aut(A). We say that α ∈ QAut1(A) if and only if ∀θ ∈]0, π/2[ there exists
an αL ∈ Aut(AL), αR ∈ Aut(AR), V1 ∈ U(A) and a Θ ∈ Aut

(
AW (Cθ)c

)
14 such that

α = Ad(V1) ◦ αL ⊗ αR ◦Θ. (3.1)

We will often write α0 to mean αL ⊗ αR. In this paper, we will consider states that satisfy the
following property (see figure 1 for the support of the automorphisms):

Assumption 3.2. Let ω ∈ P(A) be

1. such that there exists an automorphism α ∈ QAut1(A) and a product state ω0 ∈ P(A) satisfying

ω = ω0 ◦ α. (3.2)

2. such that there exists a θ ∈]0, π/2[ for which there exists a map, β̃ : G → Aut(A) : g 7→ β̃g,
satisfying

ω ◦ β̃g = ω β̃g = Ad(Vg,2) ◦ ηLg ⊗ ηRg ◦ βUg (3.3)

for some Vg,2 ∈ U(A), ηLg ∈ Aut
(
Aν−1(Cθ∩L)

)
and ηRg ∈ Aut

(
Aν(Cθ∩R)

)
.

3. translation invariant (ω ◦ τ = ω).

We will also require a similar subclass of automorphisms and states on the quasi-local C∗-algebra
over Z, AL0 . We now define the assumption

Assumption 3.3. Take ϕ ∈ P(AL0) such that

1. ϕ ◦ βg = ϕ.

2. there exist automorphisms α̃L ∈ Aut(AL0∩L), α̃R ∈ Aut(AL0∩R) and a summable operator b ∈
U(AL0) such that

ϕ0 = ϕ ◦Ad(b) ◦ α̃L ⊗ α̃R (3.4)

is a product state.

We now state the result that using assumption 3.2 we can define an H2(G,T)-valued index.

Theorem 3.4. For any A satisfying the construction from section 2.1 and any choice of on-site group
action U ∈ hom(G,U(Cd)), there exists a map

IndexA,U : {ω ∈ P(A)|ω satisfies assumption 3.2} → H2(G,T) (3.5)

that is well-defined (doesn’t depend on any of the choices in assumption 3.2). This map will be consistent
with conjecture 1.2 by which we mean that:

14Note that our definition of QAut1(A) is slightly different from the definition of QAut(A) from [10] because of this
vertical widening W .
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1. For any G invariant and translation invariant family of interactions Φ ∈ BFϕ
([0, 1]) (for some

0 < ϕ < 1) we have that IndexA,U (ω) = IndexA,U (ω ◦ γΦ0;1).

2. For ϕ ∈ P(AL0), any one dimensional G-invariant state satisfying assumption 3.3, the state ωϕ as

defined in definition 2.1 satisfies Index
AL0

,U

1d (ϕ) = IndexA,U (ω).

3. This index is a group homomorphism under the stacking operator. By this, we mean that

IndexA
2,U⊗U (ω1 ⊗stack ω2) = IndexA,U (ω1) + IndexA,U (ω2). (3.6)

4. The index is independent on the choice of basis for the on-site Hilbert space by which we mean

that for any on-site unitary V we get that IndexA,Ad(V †)(U)(ω ◦ iV ) = IndexA,U (ω).

Proof. This statement is proven in section 13.

The assumption from which we can define the H1(G,T)-valued index is the same one with an addi-
tional translation invariance:

Assumption 3.5. Let ω ∈ P(A) satisfy assumption 3.2 with the additional property that it is also
translation invariant in the other direction (ω ◦ ν = ω).

Similar to before, we also require an assumption for states on the quasi-local C∗-algebra over Z.

Assumption 3.6. Let ϕ ∈ P(AL0) satisfy assumption 3.3 with the additional property that ϕ is trans-
lation invariant (ϕ ◦ ν = ϕ).

We are now ready to state the second main result:

Theorem 3.7. For any A satisfying the construction from section 2.1 and any choice of on-site group
action U ∈ hom(G,U(Cd)), there exists a map

IndexA,U
2 trans : {ω ∈ P(A)|ω satisfies assumption 3.5} → H1(G,T) (3.7)

that is well-defined (doesn’t depend on any of the choices made in assumption 3.5). This map will be
consistent with conjecture 1.3 by which we mean the following:

1. For any G invariant family of interactions that is translation invariant in both directions Φ ∈
BFϕ

([0, 1]) we have that IndexA,U
2 trans(ω) = IndexA,U

2 trans(ω ◦ γΦ0;1).

2. For ϕ ∈ P(AL0), any one dimensional G-invariant and translation invariant state satisfying as-

sumption 3.3, the state ωϕ as defined in 2.1, satisfies Index
AL0

,U

1d trans(ϕ) = IndexA,U
2 trans(ωϕ).

3. This index is a group homomorphism under the stacking operator by which we mean that

IndexA
2,U⊗U

2 trans (ω1 ⊗stack ω2) = IndexA,U
2 trans(ω1) + IndexA,U

2 trans(ω2). (3.8)

4. The index is independent of the choice of basis for the on-site Hilbert space. By this we mean that,

for any on-site unitary V , we get that Index
A,Ad(V †)(U)

2 trans (ω ◦ iV ) = IndexA,U
2 trans(ω).

Proof. This statement is also proven in subsection 13.

3.2 SRE implies previous assumptions

The assumptions in the previous subsection are rather technical. However, it turns out that any SRE
state, with some additional symmetries, naturally satisfies these assumptions. The precise statements
and proofs are formulated in section 14 but we will describe them in words here.

As is shown in appendix B, which is based on the work in [10], for any one parameter family of in-
teractions Φ ∈ BFϕ

([0, 1]), we have that γΦ0;1 ∈ QAut1(A). This implies the following. Take any SRE

state ω (see definition 2.2), with entangler γΦ0;1, and product state ω0 such that ω = ω0 ◦ γΦ0;1. We can
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simply define the α from assumption 3.2 to be equal to this γΦ0;1. Similarly, in [10] it has been shown

that if this state has an additional on-site symmetry, we can use the Φ and ω0 to construct some β̃g that
can be decomposed like in equation (3.3) for any angle.

It should also be said that we use the same definition of SRE (with the same F -function) for states
over the quasi-local C∗-algebra over Z, AL0 . This is because we will use the 1D SRE states to create
translation-invariant 2D SRE states. Since the F -norm of a sum of disjoint interactions has an F -norm
given by the highest of the F -norms of its sub-interactions, this means that to ensure that the resulting
state has a well-defined index, we will need a similar F -norm and not something weaker.

Additionally, it turns out that the indices that are defined in the last subsection are independent of
the choice of representative of the equivalence classes introduced in 2.4.

All in all, we will show the following theorem:

Theorem 3.8. Take (ω,U) ∈ S0 (see subsection 2.4) for the algebra A. The following statements now
hold:

1. IndexA,U
no trans(ω) is well defined and independent on the choice of representative of ⟨ω⟩∼.

2. If additionally, (ω,U) ∈ S1, Index
A,U (ω) is also well defined and independent on the choice of

representative of ⟨ω⟩1∼.

3. If instead, (ω,U) ∈ S2, Index
A,U (ω ◦ µ) is well defined and independent on the choice of represen-

tative of ⟨ω⟩2∼.

4. If additionally, (ω,U) ∈ S3, Index
A,U
2 trans(ω) = IndexA,U

2 trans(ω ◦µ) is well defined and independent on
the choice of representative of ⟨ω⟩3∼.

Proof. This is shown in section 14.

3.3 Comparison with [10]

The first thing we would like to remark on is that in [10], a different equivalence class on states is used.
First of all the set of states considered is a priori different. Namely, for any state ψ ∈ P(A), we define
two different conditions

1. There exists a Φ ∈ PSL
15 such that ψ is the unique gapped groundstate of Φ.

2. ψ is an SRE state.

However, in theorem 5.1 of [10] it is proven that the first item implies the second item. If one then looks
at the definition of the index there, one could as well have started from the second condition. This is
precisely what we did in this paper. As a side note, one should also be able to prove that the second item
implies the first item by using theorem D.5 of [10] with Kt the disentangler and Φ a gapped interaction
that has the product state as its ground state. However, we won’t work this out explicitly in this paper.

When we add the group, the story changes considerably. Let us define the two different equivalence
classes. To this end, let ψ1 and ψ2 be two (pure) G-invariant states that are unique gapped groundstates
of Φ0 and Φ1 ∈ PSL,β respectively. The following two conditions define different equivalence classes:

1. There exists a G-invariant, bounded path of gapped interactions λ 7→ Φ̃(λ) (see [10] for precise
definitions) such that ψ1 and ψ2 are unique gapped groundstates of Φ̃(0) and Φ̃(1) respectively.

2. There exists a G-invariant LGA, γΨ0;1 such that ψ1 ◦ γH0;1 = ψ2.

15This is defined in [10] but it essentially means bounded interaction that is connected to a trivial (without overlapping
terms) interaction.
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A priori those two conditions are not equivalent. However, in [10] it is proven that the first equivalence
implies the second one. The proof that equivalent states have the same index only uses the second condi-
tion. This means that one could also have taken the second equivalence condition as the starting point.
This is exactly what we do in this paper. One should also be able to show that the second condition
implies the first one using a similar construction as in the above remark without the group and averaging
the resulting interaction over the group (where one then has to use that a finite group has a normalized
Haar measure).

There were two things that are in theorems 3.4 and 3.7 but were not discussed in [10]. This is the
part that proves that the index is a group homomorphism under stacking and the part that the index is
independent of the choice of basis for the on-site Hilbert space. However, on inspection of the arguments
used in this paper one can conclude that these also hold for the H3-valued index.

All in all, we have provided a proof that the work done in [10] also implies the following theorem:

Theorem 3.9. For any A satisfying the construction from section 2.1 and any choice of on-site group
action U ∈ hom(G,U(Cd)), there exists a map

IndexA,U
no trans : {ω ∈ P(A)|ω is SRE and G-invariant} → H3(G,T) (3.9)

that is well-defined (doesn’t depend on the choice of disentangler). This map will satisfy:

1. For any G invariant family of interactions Φ ∈ BFϕ
([0, 1]) we have that

IndexA,U
no trans(ω) = IndexA,U

no trans(ω ◦ γΦ0;1). (3.10)

2. This index is a group homomorphism under the stacking operator by which we mean that

IndexA
2,U⊗U

no trans (ω1 ⊗stack ω2) = IndexA,U
no trans(ω1) + IndexA,U

no trans(ω2). (3.11)

3. The index is independent of the choice of basis for the on-site Hilbert space by which we mean that
for any on-site unitary V we get that

Index
A,Ad(V †)(U)

no trans (ω ◦ iV ) = IndexA,U
no trans(ω). (3.12)

4 Translation invariance in one dimension

LetAL0 be the quasi-local C
∗ algebra defined on the one-dimensional lattice. Let Ui ∈ hom(G,U(Ai)) (for

i ∈ Z) be the on-site group action. Let βg be again so that for each finite I ⊂ Z, βIg = Ad
(⊗

i∈I Ui(g)
)
.

In this section, we will look at states satisfying the split property. We say that ω ∈ P(AL0) satisfies
the split property iff. it is quasi equivalent to ω|L ⊗ ω|R. This implies that there exists a GNS triple of
ω, (H, π,Ω) that is of the form H = HL ⊗ HR, π = πL ⊗ πR. We will denote the space of pure states
satisfying the split property by SP(A). Now let us additionally ask that ω is invariant under the group
action (ω ◦ βg = ω). The following now holds:

Lemma 4.1. There exist maps uσ : G→ U(Hσ) (for all σ ∈ {L,R}) satisfying

Ad(uσ(g)) ◦ πσ = πσ ◦ βσg uL(g)⊗ uR(g)Ω = Ω. (4.1)

They are unique up to a G-dependent phase. Furthermore, there exists a 2-cochain C : G2 → U(1) that
satisfies

uR(g)uR(h)uR(gh)
† = C(g, h)1HR

uL(g)uL(h)uL(gh)
† = C(g, h)−1

1HL
. (4.2)

Its second group cohomology class is independent of the choice of GNS triple or the choice of (a G-
dependent) phase in uR(g). This index is invariant under locally generated automorphisms generated by
G-invariant interactions.
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Proof. See [9].

The cohomology class of this 2-cochain is called the one-dimensional SPT index. Now let us assume
additionally (on top of the split property and the G-invariance) that ω be translation invariant. To this
end, let ν be the automorphism that translates B by one site to the right. We assume that ω ◦ ν = ω.
The following now holds:

Lemma 4.2. There exists a unique w ∈ U(H) such that

Ad(w) ◦ π = π ◦ ν wΩ = Ω. (4.3)

Proof. Since ω ◦ ν = ω, we get that (H, π ◦ ν,Ω) ∼
u.e.

(H, π,Ω). The uniqueness of the GNS triple now

implies the existence of this w. Its uniqueness follows from the irreducibility of π.

We can use this to define an additional 1d index for translation invariant states. To do this, we will
need to use the finiteness of the group explicitly. We will use one particular property of this, namely
that finite groups have discrete U(1) representations. By this we mean the following:

Lemma 4.3. Let G be a finite group. Let α : [0, 1] → hom(G,U(1)) : λ 7→ αλ be a map such that
λ 7→ αλ(g) is continuous for all g ∈ G. If α0(g) = 1 for all g ∈ G then αλ(g) = 1 for all g ∈ G and all
λ ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. Take α as above with α0(g) = 1 for all g ∈ G, we will prove that αλ(g) = 1 for all g ∈ G and
all λ ∈ [0, 1]. To do this, let n be the order of G. It follows from Lagrange’s theorem that gn = 1G

for all g ∈ G. This implies that there exists a unique (λ and g dependent) k ∈ N ∩ [0, n − 1] such that
αλ(g) = exp(2πik/n). Since for any fixed g ∈ G, αλ(g) has to be continuously connected to 1, we deduce
that k = 0 and hence the result follows.

Lemma 4.4. There exists a (unique) α ∈ hom(G,U(1)) satisfying that

π(U−1(g))(1HL
⊗ uR(g)) = α(g)w†(1HL

⊗ uR(g))w. (4.4)

This index is invariant under locally generated automorphisms generated by one-parameter families of
interactions in BFϕ

([0, 1]) (with Fϕ as presented in (2.13)) that are both G and translation invariant.

Proof. The fact that α exists follows from the fact that π is irreducible and combined with the fact that

Ad(π(U−1(g))(1HL
⊗ uR(g))) ◦ π = Ad

(
w†(1HL

⊗ uR(g))w
)
◦ π = π ◦ β[−1,∞[

g . (4.5)

The fact that α is a U(1)−representation follows from the fact that uR is the lift of a projective repre-
sentation. Suppose that uR(g)uR(h) = C(g, h)uR(gh) then

π(U−1(g))(1HL
⊗ uR(g))π(U−1(h))(1HL

⊗ uR(h)) = C(g, h)π(U−1(gh))(1HL
⊗ uR(gh)) (4.6)

on the one hand whereas

w†(1HL
⊗ uR(g))ww

†(1HL
⊗ uR(h))w = C(g, h)w†(1HL

⊗ uR(gh))w. (4.7)

These two equations can only be consistent if α(g)α(h) = α(gh). The proof that this is independent
of the choice of GNS triple is straightforward. Now we need to show that this index is invariant under
LGA’s generated by G-invariant interactions. To this end let Fϕ be our F-function from equation (2.13).
Let Φ ∈ BFϕ

([0, 1]) be a G-invariant, translation invariant interaction. For simplicity of notation let
Φsplit = Φν−1(L) + Φν(R). Let λ ∈ [0, 1] 7→ Aλ ∈ U(A) be a norm continuous one-parameter family such
that

γΦ0;λ = Ad(Aλ) ◦ γ
Φsplit

0;λ A0 = 1A. (4.8)

and define A := A1. This exists because of lemma A.1. By construction (H, π ◦ γΦsplit

0;1 , π(A†)Ω) is a GNS

triple of ω ◦ γΦ0;1. Let w̃ := π(A†)wπ(A) then α̃(g) := π(U−1(g))uR(g)w̃
†uR(g)

†w̃ is the index of ω ◦ γΦ0;1.
Putting the A’s to the front and inserting the old index gives

α̃(g) = α(g)w†π ◦ βRg (ν(A†)A)π(A†ν(A))w. (4.9)
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Figure 2: This is a graphical depiction of the support of the automorphisms ξL and ξR with respect to
Θ in the definitions of Coneσ(α0, θ), Cone

W
σ (α0, θ), Coneνσ(σ)(α0, θ) and ConeWνσ(σ)(α0, θ) respectively.

This shows that we conclude the proof if we can show that βRg (ν(A
†)A) = ν(A†)A. We will do this proof

in two steps. The first step is that we prove that Ad
(
βRg (ν(A

†)A)
)
= Ad

(
ν(A†)A

)
. We use the first

equation of (4.8) and obtain

Ad
(
βRg (ν(A

†)A)
)
= βRg ◦ γν(Φsplit)

0;1 ◦ ν ◦ ν−1 ◦ γΦsplit

1;0 ◦ (βRg )−1 = Ad
(
ν(A†)A

)
. (4.10)

This shows that there exists some α′ ∈ hom(G,U(1)) such that α′(g) = βRg (ν(A
†)A)(A†ν(A)). However

since this has to hold for each λ ∈ [0, 1], we can define for each λ some αλ ∈ hom(G,U(1)) through

αλ(g) = βRg (ν(A
†
λ)Aλ)(A

†
λν(Aλ)). This implies that α′(g) = α1(g) has to be connected to α0(g) = 1.

Now we will use that the U(1) representations of a finite group are discrete. More specifically we will
use lemma 4.3. This implies that α′(g) = 1 for all g ∈ G.

All together we constructed a proof of the following theorem:

Theorem 4.5. There exist maps

Index1d : {ω ∈ SP(A)|ω ◦ βg = ω} → H2(G,T) (4.11)

Index1d trans : {ω ∈ SP(A)|ω ◦ βg = ω and ω ◦ ν = ω} → H1(G,T) ∼= hom(G,T).

For any G−invariant family of interactions Φ ∈ BF ([0, 1]), we have that Index1d(ω) = Index1d(ω ◦ γΦ0;1).
For any G−invariant family of interactions Φ′ ∈ BF ([0, 1]) that is also translation invariant, we have that
Index1d trans(ω) = Index1d trans(ω ◦ γΦ′

0;1).

5 Cone and translation operators

In this section, we will fix certain objects that we will later on use to define an H2(G,T)−valued index
for states satisfying assumption 3.2 and an H1(G,T)−valued index for states satisfying assumption 3.5.
To this end, let ω ∈ P(A) satisfy assumption 3.2. Fix a product state ω0 and an α ∈ QAut1(A) such
that ω = ω0 ◦ α. Fix (H0 = HL ⊗HR, π0 = πL ⊗ πR,Ω0), a GNS triple (see theorem 2.3.16 in [2]) of ω0

where (∀σ ∈ {L,R}) πσ : Aσ → B(Hσ) is a GNS representation of the restriction of ω0 to Aσ. We also
fix, V1, α0 = αL ⊗ αR and Θ as a choice of decomposition for α such that Θ and ηg commute (see figure
1). Because we will be working with states that are translation invariant, it makes sense to define the
translation action on the GNS space of ω0:

Lemma 5.1. There exists a unique v ∈ U(H0) such that

Ad(v) ◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ τ ◦Θ−1 ◦ α−1
0 and π0(V1)vπ0(V

†
1 )Ω0 = Ω0. (5.1)

If additionally, ω satisfies assumption 3.5, there exists a unique w ∈ U(H0) such that

Ad(w) ◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ν ◦Θ−1 ◦ α−1
0 and π0(V1)wπ0(V

†
1 )Ω0 = Ω0. (5.2)

Proof. We only do the first part as the second part is analogous. Since ω◦τ = ω we get by the uniqueness
of the GNS triple (see Corollary 2.3.17 and Theorem 2.3.19 from [2]) that there exists a unique ṽ ∈ U(H0)
satisfying

Ad(ṽ) ◦ π0 ◦ α = π0 ◦ α ◦ τ ṽΩ0 = Ω0. (5.3)
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Since α = Ad(V1) ◦ α0 ◦Θ we get that

Ad
(
π0(V

†
1 )ṽπ0(V1)

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ τ ṽΩ0 = Ω0. (5.4)

Choosing v = π0(V
†
1 )ṽπ0(V1) concludes the proof.

We now define a subgroup of U(H0) that includes the representations of cone automorphisms (see
figure 2 for a graphical depiction of the supports of ξ):

Definition 5.2. Take 0 < θ < π/2, αL ∈ Aut(AL), αR ∈ Aut(AR) and α0 := αL⊗αR. Take σ ∈ {L,R}
and x ∈ U(Hσ)⊗1HZ2/σ

then we say that x is a cone operator on σ (or in short x ∈ Coneσ(α0, θ)) if and

only if there exists a ξ ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ)∩σ

)
such that

Ad(x) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ ξ. (5.5)

Coneσ(α0, θ) is a subgroup of U(Hσ)⊗ 1Z2/σ. We have that

ConeR(α0, θ) ⊆ ConeL(α0, θ)
′ ConeL(α0, θ) ⊆ ConeR(α0, θ)

′. (5.6)

If additionally ξ ∈ Aut(ACθ∩σ), ξ ∈ Aut
(
Aνσ(W (Cθ)∩σ)

)
or ξ ∈ Aut

(
Aνσ(Cθ∩σ)

)
respectively, we will say

that x ∈ ConeWσ (α0, θ), x ∈ Coneνσ(σ)(α0, θ) or x ∈ ConeWνσ(σ)(α0, θ) respectively.

Proof. The proof of equation (5.6) just follows from the fact that we defined Coneσ(α0, θ) such that

ConeL(α0, θ) ⊆ U(HL)⊗ 1HR
ConeR(α0, θ) ⊆ 1HL

⊗ U(HR). (5.7)

We will also define a generalization of this. We will define a subgroup of U(H0) that includes both
the group π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(U(AR)) and the representations of cone automorphisms:

Definition 5.3. Take 0 < θ < π/2, αL ∈ Aut(AL), αR ∈ Aut(AR) and Θ ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ)c

)
. Take

σ ∈ {L,R} and take x ∈ U(H0) then we say that x is an inner after cone operator on σ (or in short
x ∈ IACσ(α0, θ,Θ)) if there exists an A ∈ U(Aσ) and a y ∈ Coneσ(α0, θ) such that

x = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A)y. (5.8)

IACσ is a subgroup of U(H0). We get that

IACR(α0, θ,Θ) ⊆ IACL(α0, θ,Θ)′ IACL(α0, θ,Θ) ⊆ IACR(α0, θ,Θ)′. (5.9)

If, additionally, y ∈ ConeWσ (α0, θ) we will say that x ∈ IACW
σ (α0, θ,Θ). If A ∈ U(Aνσ(σ)) and y ∈

Coneνσ(σ)(α0, θ), we say that x ∈ IACνσ(σ)(α0, θ,Θ). If A ∈ U(Aνσ(σ)) and y ∈ ConeWνσ(σ)(α0, θ), we say

that x ∈ IACW
νσ(σ)(α0, θ,Θ).

Proof. Take uL ∈ IACL(α0, θ,Θ) and uR ∈ IACR(α0, θ,Θ) arbitrary. Take Aσ ∈ U(Aσ) and vσ ∈
Coneσ(α0, θ) (for σ ∈ {L,R}) such that uσ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ Θ(Aσ)vσ. We have to prove that [uL, uR] = 0.
To do this, we need three things. First of all, by construction, we get that [AL, AR] = 0. Secondly, we
showed in 5.6 that [vL, vR] = 0. We now only have to show that [π0 ◦α0 ◦Θ(AL), vR] (and vice versa) as
using these three properties repeatedly on the expression [uL, uR] shows that it vanishes. This property
is clearly equivalent to showing that Ad(vR) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦ Θ(AL) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ Θ(AL). Using definition
5.2 and the fact that ξR and Θ commute, this reduces to showing that ξR(AL) = AL. This is true by
construction.

Remark 5.4. The main reason for the introduction of the ConeWσ (α0, θ) and IACW
σ (α0, θ,Θ) subgroups is

that they are still (inner after) cone operators when translated. More specifically, let y ∈ ConeWσ (α0, θ)
then both vyv† and v†yv are elements of Coneσ(α0, θ). The analogous statement is also true for the
IAC operators. Similarly, in the case where there are two translation symmetries, we get that for x ∈
IACνσ(σ)(α0, θ) or x ∈ IACW

νσ(σ)(α0, θ,Θ), both wxw† and w†xw are in IACσ(α0, θ,Θ) or IACW
σ (α0, θ,Θ)

respectively.
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There is a standard lemma we will often refer to:

Lemma 5.5. Let A and B be arbitrary unital C∗-algebras. Let (HA, πA) and (HB, πB) be arbitrary
irreducible ∗-representations on A and B respectively. Let U ∈ U(HA ⊗ HB) be such that there exists
an αA ∈ Aut(A) and an αB ∈ Aut(B) satisfying

Ad(U) ◦ (πA ⊗ πB) = πA ◦ αA ⊗ πB ◦ αB (5.10)

then there exists a UA ∈ U(HA) and a UB ∈ U(HB) such that U = UA ⊗ UB.

Proof. From the assumptions we see that ∀A ∈ A

Ad(U) ◦ πA ⊗ πB(A⊗ 1) = πA ◦ αA(A)⊗ 1 ⊂ B(HA)⊗ 1. (5.11)

Since Ad(U) is continuous in weak operator topology (on B(HA ⊗ HB)), it follows that we can extend
the map

Ad(U)|Im(πA) : Im(πA)⊗ 1 → B(HA)⊗ 1 (5.12)

to the closure in weak operator topology. By irreducibility (and the Von Neumann bicommutant theo-
rem), we get that πA(A)′′ = B(HA) and therefore we get a map

Ad(U)|B(HA)⊗1 : B(HA)⊗ 1 → B(HA)⊗ 1. (5.13)

By restriction, this gives rise to an automorphism τA : U(HA) → U(HA). By Wigners theorem any
automorphism of B(HA) is inner and therefore there exists a UA such that τA = Ad(UA). Doing the
same on B gives us similarly a τB and a UB. We now get

Ad(U) ◦ (πA ⊗ πB) = τA ◦ πA ⊗ τB ◦ πB = Ad(UA ⊗ UB) ◦ (πA ⊗ πB). (5.14)

By the irreducibility of πA ⊗ πB we get that (up to some irrelevant phase) we need that U = UA ⊗ UB
concluding the proof.

Among other things, it shows that if a unitary on the GNS space of ω0 has an adjoint action that is
the product of cones then it is a product of cone operators:

Lemma 5.6. Take x ∈ U(H0) such that there exist ξσ ∈ Aut(ACθ∩σ) (for σ ∈ {L,R}) satisfying

Ad(x) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ ξL ⊗ ξR (5.15)

then there exist xσ ∈ Coneσ(α0, θ) such that x = xL ⊗ xR. These are unique up to a phase.

Proof. Using lemma 5.5, the result follows.

Following Ogata [10], we now define objects using the following lemma:

Lemma 5.7. There unitaries Wg ∈ U(H0) and uσ(g, h) ∈ U(Hσ) for all g, h ∈ G and for all σ ∈ {L,R}
satisfying

Ad(Wg) ◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦Θ−1 ◦ α−1
0

Ad(uσ(g, h)) ◦ πσ = πσ ◦ ασ ◦ ησg ◦ βσUg ◦ ησh ◦ (βσUg )−1 ◦ (ησgh)−1 ◦ α−1
σ (5.16)

uL(g, h)⊗ uR(g, h) =WgWhW
−1
gh .

Proof. The result follows from the fact that assumption 3.2 is sufficient to define the objects used in
lemma 2.1 and definition 2.2 of [10].

These objects will be the starting point for our definition. Clearly the uσ(g, h) are elements of
ConeWνσ(σ)(α0, θ). The Wg have the following property:

Lemma 5.8. Take Ξσ ∈ Coneσ(α0, θ) (for all σ ∈ {L,R}), then Ad(Wg)(Ξ
σ) ∈ Coneσ(α0, θ) (for all

g ∈ G). If, more generally, we take Ξσ ∈ IACσ(α0,Θ), then Ad(Wg)(Ξ
σ) ∈ IACσ(α0,Θ). Similarly

if Ξσ ∈ ConeWσ (α0, θ), then Ad(Wg)(Ξ
σ) ∈ ConeWσ (α0, θ). If additionally, Ξσ ∈ Coneνσ(σ)(α0, θ) or

Ξσ ∈ ConeWνσ(σ)(α0, θ), Ad(Wg)(Ξ
σ) ∈ Coneνσ(σ)(α0, θ) and ConeWνσ(σ)(α0, θ) respectively.
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Proof. Take Ξ̃σ such that Ξσ = Ξ̃σ ⊗ 1Hσc . Take ξσ ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ)∩σ

)
such that

Ad
(
Ξ̃σ
)
◦ πσ ◦ ασ = πσ ◦ ασ ◦ ξσ. (5.17)

We have that

Ad
(
Ad(Wg)(Ξ

R)
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ζg,R (5.18)

where

ζg,σ := ηg ◦ βUg ◦ ξσ ◦ (βUg )−1 ◦ η−1
g . (5.19)

Since ζg,σ ∈ Aut(ACθ
∩ Aσ) we get that

Ad
(
Ad(Wg)(Ξ

R)
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 = πL ◦ αL ⊗ πR ◦ αR ◦ ζg,R. (5.20)

Using lemma 5.6 there exists a Zg,R ∈ U(HR) satisfying that Ad(Wg)(Ξ
R) = 1HL

⊗ Zg,R. To show the
second result we only need to observe that for any A ∈ U(AR) we get that

Ad(Wg)(π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A)ΞR) = Ad(Wg) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A)Ad(Wg)(ΞR) (5.21)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ξR(A)Ad(Wg)(ΞR).

By the previous result, this is clearly in IACR(α0, θ,Θ) concluding the proof.

We now have to define two more objects (remember that v was defined in lemma 5.1):

Lemma 5.9. There exist KL
g ∈ ConeνL(L)(α0, θ) and K

R
g ∈ ConeνR(R)(α0, θ) such that

v†WgvW
†
g = KL

g ⊗KR
g = Kg (5.22)

and they are unique (up to a phase). They satisfy the identity

Ad
(
KR

g

)
◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU

g ◦ τ ◦ (βRU
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ α−1

0 . 16 (5.23)

Proof. By some straightforward calculation, we have that

Ad(Kg) ◦ π0 = Ad
(
v†WgvW

†
g

)
◦ π0 (5.24)

=
⊗

σ=L,R

πσ ◦ ασ ◦ τ−1 ◦ ησg ◦ βσUg ◦ τ ◦ (βσUg )−1 ◦ (ησg )−1 ◦ α−1
σ .

Using lemma 5.6 concludes the proof that these unitaries exist and are unique up to a G−dependent
phase.

If, additionally, ω satisfies assumption 3.6, we can use these objects to define bσg :

Lemma 5.10. There exist a bLg ∈ ConeWν−1(L)(α0, θ) and a bRg ∈ ConeWR (α0, θ) (both unique up to an

exchange of a G−dependent phase) satisfying that

w†WgwW
†
g = bg := bLg ⊗ bRg . (5.25)

It will satisfy

Ad
(
bσg ⊗ 1HZ2/σ

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ ν−1 ◦ ησg ◦ ν ◦ (ησg )−1. (5.26)

Proof. It is easy enough to show that

Ad
(
w†WgwW

†
g

)
◦π0 = π0 ◦ (αL ◦ ν−1 ◦ ηLg ◦ ν ◦ (ηLg )−1 ◦α−1

L )⊗ (αR ◦ ν−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ ν ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦α−1
R ). (5.27)

To do this one only has to use that βUg commutes with ν. By lemma 5.6 the result now follows.

16Observe in particular that Θ has cancelled out
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6 Defining the indices

In this section, we will use the objects defined in section 5 to define the H2(G,T)-valued index introduced
in theorem 3.4 and the H1(G,T)-valued index introduced in theorem 3.7.

6.1 The H2(G,T)-valued index

Lemma 6.1. There exists a C : G2 → U(1) such that

KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
KR

h Ad
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KR

gh)
†
))
uR(g, h) = C(g, h)v†uR(g, h)v (6.1)

for all g, h ∈ G.

Proof. Since the GNS representation is irreducible this is equivalent to showing that the left and righthand
side of equation (6.1) have the same adjoint action on the GNS representation. We first prove the result
for the full tensor product. By using the definition of u(g, h) we get

v†uL(g, h)vv
†uR(g, h)v = v†(uL(g, h)⊗ uR(g, h))v = v†WgWhW

−1
gh v. (6.2)

Now using the definition of Kg gives:

(6.2) = KgWgv
†WhW

−1
gh v = KgWgKhWhv

†W−1
gh v (6.3)

= KgWgKhWhW
†
ghK

†
gh = KgWgKhWhW

†
ghK

†
ghWghW

†
hW

†
gWgWhW

†
gh

= KgAd(Wg)
(
KhAd

(
WhW

†
gh

)(
K†

gh

))
uL(g, h)⊗ uR(g, h).

Using lemma 5.8 we get that

(KL
g ⊗KR

g )Ad(Wg)
(
(KL

h ⊗KR
h )Ad

(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KL

gh ⊗KR
gh)

−1
))

(6.4)

= KL
g Ad(Wg)

(
KL

hAd
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KL

gh)
†
))

⊗KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
KR

h Ad
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KR

gh)
†
))

concluding the proof.

We the next goal is to prove that this function C is a 2-cochain. We will do this by proving that the
3-cochain constructed in [10] is invariant under some substitution. More precisely, we will use:

Lemma 6.2. The three-cochain C ′(g, h, k) defined through

uR(g, h)uR(gh, k)uR(g, hk)
†Ad(Wg)(uR(h, k)

†) = C ′(g, h, k)1. (6.5)

is invariant under the substitution

Wg → KgWg uR(g, h) → KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
KR

h Ad
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KR

gh)
†
))
uR(g, h) (6.6)

Proof. Inserting substitution (6.6) into (6.5) gives

uR(g, h)uR(gh, k)uR(g, hk)
†Ad(Wg)

(
uR(h, k)

†
)

(6.7)

→KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
KR

h Ad
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KR

gh)
†
))
uR(g, h) (6.8)

KR
ghAd(Wgh)

(
KR

k Ad
(
WkW

†
ghk

)(
(KR

ghk)
†
))
uR(gh, k)

uR(g, hk)
†Ad(Wg)

(
Ad
(
WhkW

†
ghk

)
(KR

ghk)(K
R
hk)

†
)
(KR

g )
†

Ad(KgWg)
(
uR(h, k)

†Ad(Wh)
(
Ad
(
WkW

†
hk

)(
KR

hk

)
(KR

k )
†
)
(KR

h )
†
)
.
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Using the fact that WgWhW
†
gh = uL ⊗ uR(g, h) and lemma 5.8 (for the substitution Kg → KR

g in the
last line) one now gets

=KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
KR

h Ad
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KR

gh)
†
))
WgWhW

†
ghuL(g, h)

† (6.9)

KR
ghAd(Wgh)

(
KR

k Ad
(
WkW

†
ghk

)(
(KR

ghk)
†
))
WghWkW

†
ghkuL(gh, k)

†

WghkW
†
hkW

†
guL(g, hk)Ad(Wg)

(
Ad
(
WhkW

†
ghk

)
(KR

ghk)(K
R
hk)

†
)
(KR

g )
†

KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
uR(h, k)

†Ad(Wh)
(
Ad
(
WkW

†
hk

)(
KR

hk

)
(KR

k )
†
)
(KR

h )
†
)
(KR

g )
†.

We will now use the fact that the uL(g, hk) commutes with everything that has support only on the
right. Combining this with lemma 5.8 gives

=KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
KR

h Ad
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KR

gh)
†
))
WgWhW

†
ghuL(g, h)

† (6.10)

KR
ghAd(Wgh)

(
KR

k Ad
(
WkW

†
ghk

)(
(KR

ghk)
†
))
WghWkW

†
ghkuL(gh, k)

†

WghkW
†
hkW

†
gAd(Wg)

(
Ad
(
WhkW

†
ghk

)
(KR

ghk)(K
R
hk)

†
)
uL(g, hk)

Ad(Wg)
(
uR(h, k)

†Ad(Wh)
(
Ad
(
WkW

†
hk

)(
KR

hk

)
(KR

k )
†
)
(KR

h )
†
)
(KR

g )
†

=KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
KR

h Ad
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KR

gh)
†
))
WgWhW

†
ghuL(g, h)

† (6.11)

KR
ghAd(Wgh)

(
KR

k Ad
(
WkW

†
ghk

)(
(KR

ghk)
†
))
WghWkW

†
ghkuL(gh, k)

†

Ad
(
WghkW

†
hkW

†
g

)(
Ad(Wg)

(
Ad
(
WhkW

†
ghk

)
(KR

ghk)(K
R
hk)

†
))

uR(g, hk)
†Ad(Wg)

(
uR(h, k)

†Ad(Wh)
(
Ad
(
WkW

†
hk

)(
KR

hk

)
(KR

k )
†
)
(KR

h )
†
)
(KR

g )
†.

Doing the same with uL(gh, k)
† now gives

=KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
KR

h Ad
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KR

gh)
†
))
WgWhW

†
ghuL(g, h)

† (6.12)

KR
ghAd(Wgh)

(
KR

k Ad
(
WkW

†
ghk

)(
(KR

ghk)
†
))

Ad
(
WghWkW

†
ghkWghkW

†
hkW

†
g

)(
Ad(Wg)

(
Ad
(
WhkW

†
ghk

)
(KR

ghk)(K
R
hk)

†
))

uR(gh, k)uR(g, hk)
†Ad(Wg)

(
uR(h, k)

†Ad(Wh)
(
Ad
(
WkW

†
hk

)(
KR

hk

)
(KR

k )
†
)
(KR

h )
†
)
(KR

g )
†.

When also applying this to uL(g, h)
† one gets

=KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
KR

h Ad
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KR

gh)
†
))
WgWhW

†
gh(K

R
g )

† (6.13)

KR
ghAd(Wgh)

(
KR

k Ad
(
WkW

†
ghk

)(
(KR

ghk)
†
))

Ad
(
WghWkW

†
hkW

†
g

)(
Ad(Wg)

(
Ad
(
WhkW

†
ghk

)
(KR

ghk)(K
R
hk)

†
))

WghW
†
hW

†
guR(g, h)uR(gh, k)uR(g, hk)

†Ad(Wg)
(
uR(h, k)

†
)

Ad(Wg)
(
Ad(Wh)

(
Ad
(
WkW

†
hk

)(
KR

hk

)
(KR

k )
†
)
(KR

h )
†
)
(KR

g )
†

Filling in the equation for the 3-cochain (equation (6.5)) now gives

=C ′(g, h, k)KR
g Ad(Wg)

(
KR

h Ad
(
WhW

†
gh

)(
(KR

gh)
†
))
WgWhW

†
gh (6.14)

KR
ghAd(Wgh)

(
KR

k Ad
(
WkW

†
ghk

)(
(KR

ghk)
†
))

Ad
(
WghWkW

†
hkW

†
g

)(
1Ad(Wg)

(
Ad
(
WhkW

†
ghk

)
(KR

ghk)(K
R
hk)

†
))

WghW
†
hW

†
gAd(Wg)

(
Ad(Wh)

(
Ad
(
WkW

†
hk

)(
KR

hk

)
(KR

k )
†
)
(KR

h )
†
)
(KR

g )
†.
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Fully writing out the adjoints now gives:

=C ′(g, h, k)KR
g WgK

R
h WhW

†
gh(K

R
gh)

†WghW
†
hW

†
gWgWhW

†
gh (6.15)

KR
ghWghK

R
k WkW

†
ghk(K

R
ghk)

†WghkW
†
kW

†
gh

WghWkW
†
hkWhkW

†
ghkK

R
ghkWghkW

†
hk(K

R
hk)

†WhkW
†
kW

†
gh

WghW
†
hW

†
gWgWhWkW

†
hkK

R
hkWhkW

†
k (K

R
k )

†W †
h(K

R
h )

†W †
g (K

R
g )

†

=1C ′(g, h, k) (6.16)

concluding the proof.

Lemma 6.3. The function C as defined in lemma 6.1 is a 2-cochain.

Proof. Take the 3-cochain C ′ introduced in the last lemma. It is clear that this 3-cochain is invariant
under the substitution

Wg → v†Wgv uR(g, h) → v†uR(g, h)v. (6.17)

If we now prove that it is also invariant under the substitution in equation 6.6, we have proved our result
because using equation (6.1) we then get that

C ′(g, h, k) = C(h, k)C(gh, k)−1C(g, hk)C(g, h)−1C ′(g, h, k) (6.18)

proving the result. The invariance of the three cochain under this substitution is proven in lemma 6.2.

Our translation index is now defined as

Definition 6.4. Let C : G2 → U(1) be the 2-cochain defined in 6.1. Take ϕ : G2 → T such that
C(g, h) = exp(iϕ(g, h)) then we define the index as

IndexA,U (θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,Θ, ω, ω0) := ⟨ϕ⟩ ∈ H2(G,T) (6.19)

and (as advertised) it is only a function of the automorphisms (and the product state) not on the choice
of the GNS triple of ω0 or on the choice of phases in Wg, uL(g, h), uR(g, h), v,K

L
g and KR

g .
17

Proof. The construction is invariant under the choice of GNS triple since this simply amounts to an
adjoint action by some unitary on every operator. Now we will show that it is invariant under the choice
of phases of our operators. Clearly the 2-cochain C is invariant under

uL(g, h) → α(g)α(g)α(gh)−1β(g, h)−1uL(g, h) uR(g, h) → β(g, h)uR(g, h) (6.20)

Wg → α(g)Wg v → γv.

Under the transformation

KL
g → δ(g)−1KL

g KR
g → δ(g)KR

g (6.21)

we get C(g, h) → δ(g)δ(h)δ(gh)−1C(g, h) which is still in the same equivalence class concluding the
proof.

6.2 The H1(G,T)-valued index

Lemma 6.5. There exists an α : G→ U(1) satisfying

v†bRg vhgK
R
g (b

R
g )

† = α(g)w†KR
g w where hg := π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(U(−1,−1)(g)). (6.22)

17Even though we explicitly wrote down the on-site group action U , this index is only dependent on Ad(U).

19



θ
ηLg ηRg

Θ

•
(-1,-1)

Figure 3: This figure indicates the support area of the different automorphisms when there are two
translation directions. The angle θ still has to be smaller then or equal to what was indicated here so
that the Θ and the ηg commute but now we must be able to do both a horizontal and a vertical widening
of the support of ηg. Also the coordinate (−1,−1) which will be of particular interest is indicated.

Proof. We have that

Ad
(
w†KR

g w
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ν−1 ◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU

g ◦ τ ◦ (βRU
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν. (6.23)

Now we will use the fact that because of translation invariance of the group action, we have that τ−1 ◦
βRU
g ◦ τ ◦ (βRU

g )−1 = β
RL−1
g with Lj = {(x, y) ∈ Z2|y = j}. This leads to

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ν−1 ◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ τ ◦ βR,L−1
g ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν (6.24)

= Ad
(
v†
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ν−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ τ ◦ βR,L−1

g ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν.

Inserting bRg vv
†(bRg )

† now gives

= Ad
(
v†bRg vv

†(bRg )
†
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ν−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ τ ◦ βR,L−1

g ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν. (6.25)

Using the inverse of equation (5.26) we now get

= Ad
(
v†bRg v

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ ν−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν ◦ ν−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ τ ◦ βR,L−1

g ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν (6.26)

= Ad
(
v†bRg v

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ τ ◦ ν−1 ◦ βR,L−1

g ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν.

Now we will use the fact that ν−1 ◦ βR,L−1
g ◦ ν = Ad

(
U(−1,−1)(g)

)
◦ βR,L−1

g to obtain

= Ad
(
v†bRg v

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ τ ◦Ad

(
U(−1,−1)(g)

)
◦ βR,L−1

g ◦ ν−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν. (6.27)

Since (as you can check in figure 3) τ−1(ηRg (τ(U(−1,−1)(g)))) = U(−1,−1)(g) this gives

= Ad
(
v†bRg v

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad

(
U(−1,−1)(g)

)
◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ τ ◦ βR,L−1

g ◦ ν−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν (6.28)

= Ad
(
v†bRg vhg

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ τ ◦ βR,L−1

g ◦ ν−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν.

Now using again that τ ◦ βR,L−1
g = βRU

g ◦ τ ◦ (βRU
g )−1 we get:

= Ad
(
v†bRg vhg

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU

g ◦ τ ◦ (βRU
g )−1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν (6.29)

= Ad
(
v†bRg vhgK

R
g

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ηRg ◦ ν−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ ν.

After again using (5.26) we obtain:

= Ad
(
v†bRg vhgK

R
g (b

R
g )

†
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ. (6.30)

By the irreducibility of π0, this implies that there indeed exists such an α.

20



We have that hg ∈ IACL(θ, α0,Θ). On top of that, we also have that

Lemma 6.6. For all g, h ∈ G we have that

[hg,Wh] = 0 [hg, b
L
h ] = 0. (6.31)

Proof. We have that (see figure 3)

Ad(Wh)(hg) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ηh ◦ βUh (U(−1,−1)(g)) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(U(−1,−1)(g)) = hg (6.32)

concluding the proof of the first item. The second proof is analogous.

Finally, before we can show that the α is a U(1) representation we need to prove an analog of the
equation in the 2-cochain lemma 6.1:

Lemma 6.7. The equality

Ad
(
bRg Wgb

R
hWhW

†
gh(b

R
gh)

†WghW
†
hW

†
guR(g, h)

)
◦ π0 = Ad

(
w†uR(g, h)w

)
◦ π0 (6.33)

holds.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of 6.1. We now show that

Ad
(
bgWgbhWhW

†
gh(bgh)

†WghW
†
hW

†
guL(g, h)⊗ uR(g, h)

)
◦π0 = Ad

(
w†uR(g, h)⊗ uR(g, h)w

)
◦π0 (6.34)

holds. This part is completely the same. Afterwards we have to prove that: bgWgbhWhW
†
gh(bgh)

†WghW
†
hW

†
g ,

is split. This is a straightforward calculation.

We now need to prove the analogue of 6.2.

Lemma 6.8. The two-cochain as defined through

KR
g WgK

R
h WhW

†
gh(K

R
gh)

†WghW
†
hW

†
guR(g, h) = C(g, h)v†uR(g, h)v. (6.35)

is invariant under the substitution

KR
g 7→ v†bRg vhgK

R
g (b

R
g )

† Wg 7→ w†Wgw uR(g, h) 7→ w†uR(g, h)w. (6.36)

Proof. To show this, notice that we have by construction and by lemma 6.7 that

Ad(bgWg) ◦ π0 = Ad
(
w†Wgw

)
◦ π0 (6.37)

Ad
(
bRg Wgb

R
hWhW

†
gh(b

R
gh)

†WghW
†
hW

†
guR(g, h)

)
◦ π0 = Ad

(
w†uR(g, h)w

)
◦ π0. (6.38)

This shows that there exists a β : G→ U(1) and a γ : G×G→ U(1) such that

w†Wgw = β(g)bLg b
R
g Wg w†uR(g, h)w = γ(g, h)bRg Wgb

R
hWhW

†
gh(b

R
gh)

†WghW
†
hW

†
guR(g, h). (6.39)

Since the equation is invariant under the substitution with these two phases all that is left to do is to
show that equation (6.35) is invariant under the substitution:

KR
g 7→ v†bRg vhgK

R
g (b

R
g )

† = v†bRg vK
R
g (b

R
g )

†hg Wg 7→ bLg b
R
g Wg (6.40)

uR(g, h) 7→ bRg Wgb
R
hWhW

†
gh(b

R
gh)

†WghW
†
hW

†
guR(g, h). (6.41)

To show this first notice that by using the fact that hg ∈ IACR(θ, α0,Θ)′ and lemma 6.6 we get that

KR
g WgK

R
h WhW

†
gh(K

R
gh)

† (6.42)

7→ v†bRg vhgK
R
g (b

R
g )

†bLg b
R
g Wgv

†bRh vhhK
R
h (b

R
h )

†bLhb
R
hWhW

†
gh(b

L
ghb

R
gh)

†(v†bRghvhghK
R
gh(b

R
gh)

†)†

= hghhh
†
ghv

†bRg vK
R
g (b

R
g )

†bLg b
R
g Wgv

†bRh vK
R
h (b

R
h )

†bLhb
R
hWhW

†
gh(b

L
ghb

R
gh)

†(v†bRghvK
R
gh(b

R
gh)

†)†
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(all the h−operators can be put in front). Since hg is an honest representation we get that the h−operators
cancel out. This leaves us with checking that equation (6.35) is invariant under

KR
g 7→ v†bRg vK

R
g (b

R
g )

† Wg 7→ bLg b
R
g Wg (6.43)

uR(g, h) 7→ bRg Wgb
R
hWhW

†
gh(b

R
gh)

†WghW
†
hW

†
guR(g, h).

Using the fact that

(bRgh)
†WghW

†
hW

†
guR(g, h) = (bRgh)

†uL(g, h)
† = uL(g, h)

†(bRgh)
† =WghW

†
hW

†
guR(g, h)(b

R
gh)

† (6.44)

we see that we can prove that our equation is invariant under the substitution using lemma 7.3. This
concludes the proof.

Using this we can show that:

Lemma 6.9. The α defined previously is a U(1)-representation.

Proof. Take the definition of the 2-cochain (lemma 6.1). This equation is invariant under the substitution

KR
g 7→ w†KR

g w Wg 7→ w†Wgw uR(g, h) 7→ w†uR(g, h)w. (6.45)

If we now also show that it is invariant under the substitution

KR
g 7→ v†bRg vhgK

R
g (b

R
g )

† Wg 7→ w†Wgw uR(g, h) 7→ w†uR(g, h)w (6.46)

then we get using the definition of α that

C(g, h) = C(g, h)
α(g)α(h)

α(gh)
(6.47)

which would conclude the proof. This invariance is proven in lemma 6.8.

Definition 6.10. Let α be the U(1)-representation defined in lemma 6.5. Take ϕ ∈ hom(G,T) such that
α(g) = exp(iϕ(g)). We define the 2 translation index as

IndexA,U
2 trans(θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,Θ, ω, ω0) := ϕ ∈ H1(G,T) (6.48)

and (as advertised) it is only a function of the automorphisms (and the product state) not of the choice
of the GNS triple of ω0 or the choice of phases in Wg, uL(g, h), uR(g, h), v, w,K

L
g ,K

R
g , b

L
g and bRg .

18

Proof. The construction is invariant under the choice of GNS triple since this simply amounts to an
adjoint action by some unitary on every operator. The proof that it is independent of the choice of
phases is just as trivial.

One can also define this index starting from operators acting on the left. As the following lemma
shows this gives us the opposite index (the complex conjugate of the U(1)-representation):

Lemma 6.11. Define α̃(g) such that

v†bLg vh
†
gK

L
g (b

L
g )

† = α̃(g)w†KL
g w (6.49)

then α(g)α̃(g) = 1.

Proof. By multiplying the left hand side of equation (6.49) with the left hand side of equation (6.22) we
obtain

v†bgvKgb
†
g = v†bgvv

†WgvW
†
g b

†
g = w†v†WgvW

†
gw = w†Kgw (6.50)

whereas by multiplying the right-hand sides of equations (6.49) and (6.22) we would obtain α(g)α̃(g)w†Kgw.
These two results can only be consistent if the lemma holds.

18It is however explicitly dependent on the on-site group action U , and not only Ad(U).
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7 The indices are well-defined

In this section, we will show that the index from definition 6.4 and the index from definition 6.10 are
only dependent on ω and not on the choices of our automorphisms nor on ω0. On this last item, we
remark:

Remark 7.1. A product state can have a non-trivial H1(G,T) index and the index is not defined relative
to ω0 so in particular

IndexA,U
2 trans(θ, β

U
g , Id, Id, Id, ω0, ω0) (7.1)

can still be non-trivial. In fact in this case we get α(g) = ω0(U(−1,−1)(g)). To show this, notice that we

can take bg = 1H and we can choose KR
g so that it leaves the cyclic vector of ω0, Ω0 invariant. Applying

the definition of the index on this cyclic vector then gives us hgΩ0 = α(g)Ω0. This obviously implies
that ⟨Ω0|hgΩ0⟩ = α(g)⟨Ω0|Ω0⟩ giving us indeed the advertised equation.

We now show independence on α and the choice of its decomposition.

Lemma 7.2. Take ω01, ω02 ∈ P(A) product states and let α1, α2 ∈ Aut(A) be such that ω01 ◦ α1 =
ω02 ◦ α2 = ω. Let V11, V12 ∈ U(A), αL/R,1, αL/R,2 ∈ Aut

(
AL/R

)
and Θ1,Θ2 ∈ Aut

(
AW (Cθ)c

)
be such

that α1 = Ad(V11) ◦ α01 ◦Θ1 and α2 = Ad(V12) ◦ α02 ◦Θ2 with α0,i = αL,i ⊗ αR,i, then

IndexA,U (θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,1,Θ1, ω, ω01) = IndexA,U (θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,2,Θ2, ω, ω02). (7.2)

Additionally, when ω satisfies assumption 3.5,

IndexA,U
2 trans(θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,1,Θ1, ω, ω01) = IndexA,U

2 trans(θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,2,Θ2, ω, ω02). (7.3)

Proof. We will first prove the result in the case that ω0 = ω01 = ω02 and then generalize this result.
Since ω0 ◦ α2 ◦ α−1

1 = ω0 there exists a x̃ ∈ U(H0) such that π0 ◦ α2 ◦ α−1
1 = Ad(x̃) ◦ π0. Now define

x ∈ U(H0) to be x := π0(V
†
12)x̃π0(V11) then

π0 ◦ α02 ◦Θ2 = Ad(x) ◦ π0 ◦ α01 ◦Θ1. (7.4)

Now take Wg,1, uR,1(g, h), v and KR
g,1 to be the operators belonging to the first choice (with arbitrary

phases). When, ω satisfies assumption 3.5, also take bRg,1 and w, the additional operators belonging to
the first choice. We have (see [10] lemma 2.11)

Ad
(
xWg,1x

†
)
◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α02 ◦Θ2 ◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦Θ−1

2 ◦ α−1
02 , (7.5)

Ad
(
xuR,1(g, h)x

†
)
◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α02 ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU

g ◦ ηRh ◦ βRU
h ◦ (βRU

gh )−1 ◦ (ηRgh)−1 ◦ α−1
02 .

Through similar arguments we get

Ad
(
xvx†

)
◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α02 ◦Θ2 ◦ τ ◦Θ−1

2 ◦ α−1
02 (7.6)

Ad
(
xKR

g,1x
†
)
◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α02 ◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU

g ◦ τ ◦ (βRU
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ α−1

02

and

Ad
(
xwx†

)
◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α02 ◦Θ2 ◦ ν ◦Θ−1

2 ◦ α−1
02 (7.7)

Ad
(
xbRg,1x

†
)
◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α02 ◦ ν−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ ν ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ α−1

02

in the case where ω satisfies assumption 3.5. This shows that xWg,1x
†, xuR,1(g, h)x

†, xvx†, xKR
g,1x

†,

xwx† and xbRg,1 are operators belonging to the second choice. Since our index is invariant under this
substitution this concludes the proof when ω0 = ω01 = ω02. Now suppose that ω01 ̸= ω02. Since they are
both product states there exists a γ ∈ Aut(A) satisfying ω02 = ω01 ◦ γ that is of the form γ = γL ⊗ γR.
We now have

Index(θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,2,Θ2, ω, ω02) = Index(θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,2,Θ2, ω, ω01 ◦γ) = Index(θ, β̃g, ηg, γ ◦α0,2,Θ2, ω, ω01)
(7.8)

and similarly for the second index.
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We now show that theH2(G,T) andH1(G,T)-valued indices are invariant under some transformation
parametrized by the group IACW

R :

Lemma 7.3. Take ω0, θ, α0,Θ and ηg as usual, take v,Wg,1, uσ,1(g, h) and Kσ
g,1 the operators corre-

sponding to these automorphisms and take δσg ∈ IACW
σ (α0, θ,Θ) (for all σ ∈ {L,R} and all g ∈ G).

Define

Wg,2 := δgWg,1 uσ,2(g, h) := δσgWg,1δ
σ
hW

†
g,1uσ,1(g, h)(δ

σ
gh)

† Kσ
g,2 := v†δσg vK

σ
g,1(δ

σ
g )

† (7.9)

then equation (6.1), defining the index of v,Wg,1, uσ,1(g, h) and K
σ
g,1, is still valid when we replace these

operators by v,Wg,2, uσ,2(g, h) and K
σ
g,2 respectively. The two cochain also remains unchanged.

Lemma 7.4. Additionally, on top of the assumptions and definitions of lemma 7.3, let ω satisfy as-
sumption 3.5 and take w and bσg,1 the additional operators belonging to the automorphisms. Define

bσg,2 := w†δσgwb
σ
g,1(δ

σ
g )

† then equation 6.22, defining the index of v, w,Wg,1, uσ,1(g, h),K
σ
g,1, hg and bσg,1 is

still valid when we replace these operators by v, w,Wg,2, uσ,2(g, h), hg,K
σ
g,2 and bσg,2. The one cochain

also remains unchanged.

Proof. We start by proving lemma 7.3. First, we will prove that we still have that

uL,2(g, h)uR,2(g, h) =Wgh,2W
†
h,2W

†
g,2. (7.10)

To do this first insert the definition to obtain

uL,2(g, h)uR,2(g, h) = δLgWg,1δ
L
hW

†
g,1uL,1(g, h)(δ

L
gh)

†δRg Wg,1δ
R
hW

†
g,1uR,1(g, h)(δ

R
gh)

†. (7.11)

Since by lemma 5.8, Wg,1δ
σ
gW

†
g,1 ∈ IACσ(α0, θ,Θ) (for σ ∈ {L,R} and g ∈ G) we get by repetitive use of

equation (5.9) that

= δLgWg,1δ
L
hW

†
g,1δ

R
g Wg,1δ

R
hW

†
g,1uL,1(g, h)(δ

L
gh)

†uR,1(g, h)(δ
R
gh)

† (7.12)

= δLg δ
R
g Wg,1δ

L
hW

†
g,1Wg,1δ

R
hW

†
g,1uL,1(g, h)uR,1(g, h)(δ

L
gh)

†(δRgh)
†

= δgWg,1δhW
†
g,1Wg,1Wh,1W

†
gh,1(δgh)

† =Wg,2Wh,2W
†
gh,2

concluding the proof of equation (7.10). Using this we obtain:

KR
g,2Wg,2K

R
h,2Wh,2W

†
gh,2(K

R
gh,2)

†Wgh,2W
†
h,2W

†
g,2uR,2(g, h) = KR

g,2Wg,2K
R
h,2Wh,2W

†
gh,2(K

R
gh,2)

†uL,2(g, h)
†

(7.13)

=KR
g,2Wg,2K

R
h,2Wh,2W

†
gh,2uL,2(g, h)

†(KR
gh,2)

† = KR
g,2Wg,2K

R
h,2Wh,2W

†
gh,2Wgh,2W

†
h,2W

†
g,2uR,2(g, h)(K

R
gh,2)

†.

(7.14)

Filling this in the definition of the 2-cochain gives

C2(g, h) = KR
g,2Wg,2K

R
h,2W

†
g,2uR,2(g, h)(K

R
gh,2)

†v†uR,2(g, h)
†v

= v†δRg vK
R
g,1(δ

R
g )

†δgWg,1v
†δRh vK

R
h,1(δ

R
h )

†W †
g,1δ

†
g (7.15)

δRg Wg,1δ
R
hW

†
g,1uR,1(g, h)(δ

R
gh)

†δRgh(K
R
gh,1)

†v†(δRgh)
†vv†δRghuR,1(g, h)

†Wg,1(δ
R
h )

†W †
g,1(δ

R
g )

†v.

We now insert (KR
h,1)

†W †
g,1(K

R
g,1)

†KR
g,1Wg,1K

R
h,1 = 1 :

C2(g, h) = v†δRg vK
R
g,1(δ

R
g )

†δgWg,1v
†δRh vK

R
h,1(δ

R
h )

†W †
g,1δ

†
gδ

R
g Wg,1δ

R
h

(
(KR

h,1)
†W †

g,1(K
R
g,1)

†KR
g,1Wg,1K

R
h,1

)
W †

g,1uR,1(g, h)(K
R
gh,1)

†v†uR,1(g, h)
†vv†Wg,1(δ

R
h )

†W †
g,1(δ

R
g )

†v. (7.16)

Filling in the old index now gives:

C2(g, h) = C1(g, h)v
†δRg vK

R
g,1(δ

R
g )

†δgWg,1v
†δRh vK

R
h,1(δ

R
h )

†W †
g,1δ

†
g (7.17)

δRg Wg,1δ
R
h (K

R
h,1)

†W †
g,1(K

R
g,1)

†
1v†Wg,1(δ

R
h )

†W †
g,1(δ

R
g )

†v
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Using equation (5.9) we now get:

C2(g, h) = C1(g, h)v
†δRg vK

R
g,1δ

L
gWg,1v

†δRh vK
R
h,1(δ

R
h )

†W †
g,1(δ

L
g )

† (7.18)

Wg,1δ
R
h (K

R
h,1)

†W †
g,1(K

R
g,1)

†v†Wg,1(δ
R
h )

†W †
g,1(δ

R
g )

†v

= C1(g, h)v
†δRg vK

R
g,1Wg,1v

†δRh vK
R
h,1(δ

R
h )

†W †
g,1Wg,1δ

R
h (K

R
h,1)

†W †
g,1(K

R
g,1)

†v†Wg,1(δ
R
h )

†W †
g,1(δ

R
g )

†v

= C1(g, h)v
†δRg vKg,1Wg,1v

†δRh vW
†
g,1(Kg,1)

†v†Wg,1(δ
R
h )

†W †
g,1(δ

R
g )

†v.

Using the fact that by definition Kg,1Wg,1 = v†Wg,1v we obtain

C2(g, h) = C1(g, h)v
†δRg Wg,1δ

R
hW

†
g,1Wg,1(δ

R
h )

†W †
g,1(δ

R
g )

†v = C1(g, h) (7.19)

concluding the proof of lemma 7.3. We now proceed with the proof of lemma 7.4. We define the index
in function of the new variables:

α2(g) := v†bRg,2vhgK
R
g,2(b

R
2,g)

†w†(KR
2,g)

†w

= v†
(
w†δRg wb

R
g,1(δ

R
g )

†
)
vhg

(
v†δRg vK

R
g,1(δ

R
g )

†
)(
w†δRg wb

R
g,1(δ

R
g )

†
)†
w†(v†δRg vK

R
g,1(δ

R
g )

†)†w (7.20)

= v†w†δRg wb
R
g,1(δ

R
g )

†vhgv
†δRg vK

R
g,1(δ

R
g )

†δRg (b
R
1,g)

†w†(δRg )
†ww†δRg (K

R
g,1)

†v†(δRg )
†vw.

If we now insert vv†, we obtain

α2(g) = v†w†δRg wb
R
g,1vv

†(δRg )
†vhgv

†δRg vK
R
g,1(b

R
1,g)

†w†(KR
g,1)

†v†(δRg )
†vw (7.21)

where the cancelation is due to the fact that v†δRg v ∈ IACR(α0, θ,Θ) whereas hg ∈ IACL(α0, θ,Θ). Again

after inserting vv† and ww† we now get

α2(g) = v†w†δRg wvv
†bRg,1vhgK

R
g,1(b

R
1,g)

†w†(KR
g,1)

†ww†v†(δRg )
†vw (7.22)

= v†w†δRg wvα1(g)w
†v†(δRg )

†vw = α1(g)

concluding the proof.

We will now show that the index is independent of the choice of β̃g and its decomposition.

Lemma 7.5. Take β̃g,1, β̃g,2 ∈ Aut(A), Vg,21, Vg,22 ∈ U(A), ηLg,1, η
L
g,2 ∈ Aut

(
Aν−1(L∩Cθ)

)
and ηRg,1, η

R
g,2 ∈

Aut
(
Aν(R∩Cθ)

)
such that there exist Vg,21, Vg,22 ∈ U(A) satisfying

β̃g,1 = Ad(Vg,21) ◦ ηg,1 ◦ βUg β̃g,2 = Ad(Vg,22) ◦ ηg,2 ◦ βUg and ω ◦ β̃g,1 = ω ◦ β̃g,2 = ω (7.23)

then

Index(θ, β̃g,1, ηg,1, α0,Θ, ω, ω0) = Index(θ, β̃g,2, ηg,2, α0,Θ, ω, ω0). (7.24)

If additionally, ω satisfies assumption 3.5, then

Index2 trans(θ, β̃g,1, ηg,1, α0,Θ, ω, ω0) = Index2 trans(θ, β̃g,2, ηg,2, α0,Θ, ω, ω0). (7.25)

Proof. Take α = Ad(V1) ◦ α0 ◦Θ the usual decomposition. Since ω0 ◦ α ◦ β̃g,1 ◦ (β̃g,2)−1 = ω0 ◦ α, there
exist δ̃g ∈ U(H0) such that: Ad

(
δ̃g

)
◦ π0 ◦ α = π0 ◦ α ◦ β̃g,2 ◦ (β̃g,1)−1. Inserting equation (7.23) and the

decomposition of α in this gives

Ad
(
δ̃g

)
◦ π0 ◦Ad(V1) ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦Ad(V1) ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(Vg,21) ◦ ηg,1 ◦ η−1

g,2 ◦Ad
(
V †
g,22

)
. (7.26)

Putting the V1’s to the other side gives:

Ad
(
π0(V

†
1 )δ̃gπ0(V1)

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(Vg,21) ◦ ηg,1 ◦ η−1

g,2 ◦Ad
(
V †
g,22

)
. (7.27)
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Doing the same for the Vg,21 and Vg,22 now gives

Ad
(
π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(V †

g,21)π0(V
†
1 )δ̃gπ0(V1)

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(Vg,22) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ηg,2 ◦ (ηg,1)−1 (7.28)

Ad
(
π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(V †

g,21)π0(V
†
1 )δ̃gπ0(V1)π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(Vg,22)

)
◦ π0 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ ηg,2 ◦ (ηg,1)−1 ◦ α−1

0 . (7.29)

Since the last equation is split we have by lemma 5.6 that we can take δLg ∈ ConeWν−1(L)(α0, θ) and

δRg ∈ ConeWν(R)(α0, θ) such that

δLg ⊗ δRg = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(V †
g,21)π0(V

†
1 )δ̃gπ0(V1)π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(Vg,22). (7.30)

Take Wg,1, uR,1(g, h) and K
R
g,1 to be the operators belonging to the first choice (with arbitrary phases).

Define

Wg,2 := δgWg,1 uR,2(g, h) := δRg Wg,1δ
R
hW

†
g,1uR,1(g, h)(δ

R
gh)

† KR
g,2 := v†δRg vK

R
g,1(δ

R
g )

† (7.31)

then by construction Wg,2, uR,2(g, h) and K
R
g,2 are operators belonging to the second choice. Now using

lemma 7.3 concludes the proof. The proof of the second part is completely analogous, only we now define,
bσg,2 := w†δσgwb

σ
g,1(δ

σ
g )

† as well and conclude the proof by using lemma 7.4.

Lemma 7.6. Both indices are independent of the choice of angle θ.

Proof. Take 0 < θ1 < θ2 < π/2. Take α ∈ QAut1(A) and (for all σ ∈ {L,R}) take ησg,1 ∈ Aut
(
Aνσ(σ∩Cθ1

)

)
and ησg,2 ∈ Aut

(
Aνσ(σ∩Cθ2

)

)
to be operators belonging to β̃g,1 and β̃g,2 leaving ω invariant. Since

Aut
(
Aνσ(σ∩Cθ1

)

)
⊂ Aut

(
Aνσ(σ∩Cθ2

)

)
the result now follows from lemma 7.5.

Due to all these considerations, from here onward, we will write the H2(G,T) and H1(G,T)-valued
indices as IndexA,U (ω) and IndexA,U

2 trans(ω) respectively.

8 Examples

In subsections 8.1 and 8.2 we will give a special class of translation invariant states that satisfy assump-
tions 3.2 and 3.5 respectively. We start our construction by taking a state ϕ ∈ P(AL0) that satisfies
assumption 3.3. This state satisfies the following lemma:

Lemma 8.1. This ϕ satisfies the split property.

Proof. Take (HL ⊗ HR, πL ⊗ πR,ΩL ⊗ ΩR) a GNS triple of ϕ0. By construction (HL ⊗ HR, πL ◦ α̃L ⊗
πR ◦ α̃R, πL ⊗ πR(b

†)ΩL ⊗ ΩR) is a GNS triple of ϕ. This concludes the proof that ϕ satisfies the split
property.

For any j ∈ Z and n ∈ N, take

Lj := {(x, y) ∈ Z2|y = j} Ln
j := {(x, y) ∈ Z2|y = j, x ∈ [−n, n]} (8.1)

L<j := {(x, y) ∈ Z2|y < j} L>j := {(x, y) ∈ Z2|y > j}. (8.2)

We introduce some additional notation, for any automorphism α ∈ Aut(AL0) we define α(·,j) := τ j ◦ α ◦
τ−j . We will now define the infinite tensor product state.

Definition 8.2. Take ϕ ∈ P(AL0) arbitrary. There exists a unique state ω satisfying that for any i ∈ Z
we have that for any A ∈ ALi and B ∈ ALc

i
, ω(A⊗B) = ϕ ◦ τ−i(A)ω(B).

Proof. This condition gives a construction by induction for ω(A) for each A ∈ Aloc. For general elements
we define ω(A) := limn→∞ ω(An) where An is a sequence in Aloc converging in A.

In what follows, we will fix a GNS triple for ω0, (H0, π0,Ω0) that is of the form: H0 =
⊗

ρσ Hρ,σ,
π0 =

⊗
ρσ πρ,σ and Ω0 =

⊗
ρσ Ωρ,σ, where the πρ,σ : Aρ∩σ → B(Hρ,σ) are all irreducible representations

for all ρ ∈ {L>−1, L−1, L<−1} and σ ∈ {L,R}.

Remark 8.3. We have (by construction) that πL−1,L ◦αL|L−1 ⊗πL−1,R ◦αR|L−1 is a GNS representation
of ϕ.
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8.1 Example with non-trivial H2(G,T)-valued index

By the result of [9], lemma 8.1 implies that ϕ has a well-defined 1d SPT index. The following lemma
says that the infinite tensor product state also has a well-defined H2(G,T)-valued index.

Lemma 8.4. Let ω be the infinite tensor product of a state ϕ that satisfies assumption 3.3 then ω
satisfies assumption 3.2.

Proof. To show that β̃g exists note that we can take β̃g to be simply βUg . The translation invariance was
true by construction. We now only have to find an α ∈ QAut1(A) that satisfies ω = ω0 ◦α. We define α
as the infinite product automorphism of α̃−1

L ⊗ α̃−1
R ◦ Ad

(
b†
)
. This Automorphism indeed satisfies that

ω0 := ω ◦ α−1 is a product state. This is because for any A ∈ ALi , B ∈ ALj with i ̸= j we have that
ω0(A ⊗ B) = ϕ0(A)ϕ0(B). We will now show that α ∈ QAut1(A). To do this, take 0 < θ < π/2 and
let bj be a summable sequence converging to b such that bj ∈ U(A

L
n(j)
0

) where n(j) ∈ N is the largest

number such that L
n(j)
j ⊂ W (Cθ)

c. Define Θ ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ)c

)
through Θ =

⊗
j∈ZAd

(
b†|j|

)
(·,j)

. Let

ασ ∈ Aut(Aσ) be ασ :=
⊗

j∈Z(α̃
−1
σ )(·,j). Now define Ṽ1,m :=

⊗
j∈Z∩[−m,m] τ

j(b†b|j|). We will now show

that the limit Ṽ1 := limm→∞ Ṽ1,m exists (is an element of A). By construction we have that for any ϵ
there exists an n0 > 0 such that ϵn :=

∑∞
i=n ∥b− bi∥ < ϵ for all n > n0. We will now show that our

sequence is a Cauchy sequence. Let ϵ > 0 and take n0 accordingly. For any n,m ≥ n0 we have that∥∥∥Ṽ1,n − Ṽ1,m

∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥Ṽ1,n − Ṽ1,n0

∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥Ṽ1,m − Ṽ1,n0

∥∥∥ =
∥∥∥Ṽ1,nṼ †

1,n0
− 1

∥∥∥+ ∥∥∥Ṽ1,mṼ †
1,n0

− 1

∥∥∥. (8.3)

We will find a bound on the first term as the bound of the second term is analogous. First notice that
we have for any tensor product that

A⊗B − C ⊗D = (A− C + C)⊗B − C ⊗D = (A− C)⊗B + C ⊗ (B −D). (8.4)

By using this property and the triangle inequality recursively we get∥∥∥∥∥
−n0⊗
i=−n

(b†b|i|)i

n⊗
i=n0

(b†bi)i − 1HL−n,...,−n0
⊗ 1HLn0,...,n

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ 2
n∑

i=n0

∥∥∥b†bi − 1HLi

∥∥∥ < 2ϵ. (8.5)

This proves that the sequence is a Cauchy sequence and hence the convergence follows. To conclude the
proof, we merely have to define V1 := α0(Ṽ1). We then get

Ad(V1) ◦α0 ◦Θ = α0 ◦Ad
(
Ṽ1

)
◦ =

⊗
j∈Z

α̃−1
0 ◦Ad

(
b†b|j|

)
◦Ad

(
b†|j|

)
(·,j)

=
⊗
j∈Z

α̃−1
0 ◦Ad

(
b†
)
(·,j)

= α (8.6)

concluding the proof.

This shows that ω has a well-defined 2D translation index. We will now show that Index(ω) =
Index1d(ϕ).

Remark 8.5. Remark 8.3 implies that if we take any kR : G→ U(HL−1,R) such that

Ad
(
kR(g)

)
◦ πL−1,R ◦ αR|L−1 = πL−1,R ◦ αR|L−1 ◦ βL−1∩R

g (8.7)

then there exists a 2 cochain C satisfying that kR(g)kR(h)kR(gh)−1 = C(g, h)1HL−1,R
. Furthermore, the

equivalence class this cochain is in, is given by Index1d(ϕ).

Let k̃ : G→ U(HL−1) be the unique operator that satisfies

Ad
(
k̃g

)
◦ πL−1 = πL−1 ◦ ◦α|L−1 ◦ βL−1

g ◦ α−1|L−1 k̃gΩL−1 = ΩL−1 . (8.8)

Similarly, let w̃ : G→ U(HL>−1,L ⊗HL>−1,R) be the unique operator such that

Ad(w̃g) ◦ πL>−1 = πL>−1 ◦ α|L>−1 ◦ βUg ◦ α−1|L>−1 w̃gΩL>−1 = ΩL>−1 . (8.9)
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Clearly, both functions are (linear) representations of the group. Now define

Wg = π0(V1)
†(w̃g ⊗ 1HL−1

⊗ 1HL<−1
)π0(V1). (8.10)

This operator-valued function is also a linear representation and satisfies the conditions indicated in
lemma 5.7. Since Wg is a linear representation we get that WgWhW

−1
gh = 1H0 . This implies that we

can take uσ(g, h) =
⊗

ρ∈{L>−1,L−1,L<−1} 1Hσ,ρ (for any σ ∈ {L,R}). All that is now left is to calculate
Kσ

g ∈ U(Hσ). We get that

Kg = v†WgvW
†
g = v†π0(V1)

†(w̃g ⊗ 1HL−1
⊗ 1HL<−1

)π0(V1)vW
†
g (8.11)

= π0(V1)
†ṽ†(w̃g ⊗ 1HL−1

⊗ 1HL<−1
)ṽπ0(V1)W

†
g . (8.12)

Notice however that ṽ†(w̃g⊗1HL−1
⊗1HL<−1

)ṽ and w̃g⊗k̃g⊗1HL<−1
both leave the cyclic vector invariant

and have the same adjoint action on the GNS representation. By the uniqueness of such operators, we
get that

Kg = π0(V1)
†(w̃g ⊗ k̃g ⊗ 1HL<−1

)π0(V1)W
†
g . (8.13)

Using the adjoint of equation (8.10) this gives

Kg = π0(V1)
†(1HL>−1

⊗ k̃g ⊗ 1HL<−1
)π0(V1) = 1HL>−1

⊗ πL−1(b)
†k̃gπL−1(b)⊗ 1HL<−1

(8.14)

where ṽ = π0(V1)
†vπ0(V1). Now there exists a kL : G→ U(HL−1,L) and a kR : G→ U(HL−1,R) such that

kLg ⊗ kRg = πL−1(b)
†k̃gπL−1(b) (8.15)

and these kσg will satisfy what was written in remark 8.3. Define Kσ
g = kσg ⊗1HL>−1,σ

⊗1HL<−1,σ
. Notice

that we have (by construction) that ∀g, h ∈ G, [Kσ
g ⊗ 1HZ2/σ

,Wh] = 0. We now get (using this equation

and the fact that Wg is a representation)

KR
g WgK

R
h WhW

†
gh(K

R
gh)

†WghW
†
hW

†
guR(g, h) =WgWhW

†
ghK

R
g K

R
h (K

R
gh)

† (8.16)

= kRg k
R
h (k

R
gh)

† ⊗ 1HL>−1,σ
⊗ 1HL<−1,σ

and by remark 8.3 this gives that C(g, h) = C̃(g, h).

8.2 Example with non-trivial H1(G,T)-valued index

This example will be very similar to what was done in subsection 8.1. In this case, however, we will
require that the translation morphism ν acts as an automorphism on the C∗ algebra ALi (for all i) and
that our one-dimensional state is invariant under this automorphism. In this part, we let ϕ ∈ P(A)
satisfy assumption 3.6. Since this state satisfies the split property (see lemma 8.1) we can define an
H1(G,T)-valued index for it (see section 4 for a construction of this index). Now we will take again the
infinite tensor product (see definition 8.2) of such states then we get:

Lemma 8.6. Let ωϕ be the infinite tensor product of a state ϕ that satisfies assumption 3.6 then ωϕ

satisfies assumption 3.5.

Proof. This lemma follows from lemma 8.4.

This shows that ωϕ indeed has a well-definedH1(G,T) index. We will now show that Index2 trans(ωϕ) =
Index1d trans(ϕ).

Remark 8.7. Remark 8.3 implies that if we take any kR : G→ HL−1,R such that

Ad
(
kR(g)

)
◦ πL−1,R ◦ αR|L−1 = πL−1,R ◦ αR|L−1 ◦ βL−1∩R

g (8.17)

and wL−1 to be such that

Ad
(
wL−1

)
◦ πL−1,L ⊗ πL−1,R = πL−1,L ⊗ πL−1,R ◦ ν (8.18)

then there exists a U(1) representation α satisfying that

(πL−1,L(U(−1,−1)(g))⊗ 1HL−1,R
)(1HL−1,L

⊗ kR(g)) = α(g)w†
L−1

(1HL−1,L
⊗ kR(g))wL−1 (8.19)

and that it is given by Index1d trans(ϕ).
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Just like in subsection 8.1, let k̃ : G→ U(HL−1) be the unique operator that satisfies

Ad
(
k̃g

)
◦ πL−1 = πL−1 ◦ ◦α|L−1 ◦ βL−1

g ◦ α−1|L−1 k̃gΩL−1 = ΩL−1 . (8.20)

We can take

Kg = 1HL>−1
⊗ πL−1(b)

†k̃gπL−1(b)⊗ 1HL<−1
= 1HL>−1

⊗ (kLg ⊗ kRg )⊗ 1HL<−1
. (8.21)

Similarly we can take wρ ∈ Hρ (where ρ ∈ {L>−1, L−1, L<−1}) satisfying

Ad(wρ) ◦ πρ ◦ α0|ρ ◦Θ|ρ = πρ ◦ α0|ρ ◦Θ|ρ ◦ ν (8.22)

and then we get that w = wL>−1 ⊗ wL−1 ⊗ wL<−1 . Since ηg = IdA we can simply take bσg = 1Hσ . We
now have that

π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(U(−1,−1))1HL
⊗KR

g = 1HL>−1
⊗ (πL−1,L ◦ α̃L(U(−1,−1))⊗ kR(g))⊗ 1HL>−1

. (8.23)

By what was written in remark 8.7 we get that

= 1HL>−1
⊗ α(g)wL−1(1HL−1,L

⊗ kR(g))w†
L−1

⊗ 1HL<−1
(8.24)

= α(g)w†(1HL>−1
⊗ 1HL−1,L

⊗ kR(g)⊗ 1HL<−1
)w = α(g)w†(1HL

⊗KR
g )w

showing that indeed Index2 trans(ωϕ) = Index1d trans(ϕ).

9 Invariance of the indices under LGAs

The goal of this section is now to show that the indices we constructed are invariant under locally
generated automorphisms. More specifically, if we let H ∈ BFϕ

([0, 1]), be a G-invariant, translation
invariant (in the vertical direction) one-parameter family of interactions, then we will show that Index(ω◦
γH0;1) = Index(ω). If additionally, ω and H are translation invariant in both directions then we will show

that Index2 trans(ω ◦ γH0;1) = Index2 trans(ω).

9.1 The morphisms ϕ1 and ϕ2

The goal of this section is to define a pair of morphisms, ϕ1 and ϕ2, that will be used for defining the oper-
ators belonging to ω◦γH0;1. For notational simplicity in this section Hsplit = Hν−1(L)+Hν(R) (with Hν−1(L)

and Hν(R) the restrictions of H as defined in 2.3). Clearly we have that γ
Hsplit

t;s = γ
Hν−1(L)

t;s ⊗γHν(R)

t;s and we

still have that γ
Hsplit

t;s ◦ τ = τ ◦ γHsplit

t;s (just like we have for H). Additionally, in the case where there are
two translation symmetries, we get that ν(Hsplit) = HL+Hν◦ν(R) while ν

−1(Hsplit) = Hν−1◦ν−1(L)+HR.

For the remainder of the section, we will use a decomposition using the following lemma:

Lemma 9.1. Take 0 < θ < π/2 and Θ ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ)c

)
. There exist ΦU

0;1 ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ)c∩U

)
and

ΦD
0;1 ∈ Aut

(
AW (Cθ)c∩D

)
, both commuting with βg, such that there exists some a ∈ U(A) satisfying that

γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 = Ad(a) ◦ ΦU
0;1 ⊗ ΦD

0;1. (9.1)

Proof. This follows from the fact that γH0;1 ◦γ
Hsplit

1;0 ∈ GVAut1(A) (see lemma B.3 part 2 which was based
on similar statements made in [10]).

In what follows, we will define ã := π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(a). The main property we will use of this operator is
that it satisfies the following lemma:

Lemma 9.2. Let A ∈ U(AW (Cθ)∩σ) then

Ad(ã) ◦ π0 ◦ α0(A) = Ad(ã) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A). (9.2)
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Proof. Using lemma 9.1 we get that

Ad(ã) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(a)(A) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ΦU
1;0 ⊗ ΦD

1;0(A) (9.3)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A)

here Φ1;0 = Φ−1
0;1. This concludes the proof.

We will then use this property to define a morphism:

Lemma 9.3. Let ã = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(a) and define the map

ϕ1,σ : IACσ(α0, θ,Θ) → U(H) : x = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A)y 7→ ϕ1(x) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A)ãyã† (9.4)

where A ∈ U(Aσ) and y ∈ Coneσ(α0, θ). This map satisfies that

1. for (the unique) ξ ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ)∩σ

)
, such that Ad(y) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ ξ, we get that

Ad(ϕ1,σ(x)) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦Ad(A) ◦ ξ. (9.5)

2. it is well-defined (independent of the choice of A and y).

3. it is a group homomorphism.

4. ã†ϕ1(x)ã ∈ IACσ(α0, θ,Θ ◦ ΦU
0;1 ⊗ ΦD

0;1).

5. if additionally, x ∈ IACW
σ (α0, θ,Θ), IACνσ(σ)(α0, θ,Θ) or IACW

νσ(σ)(α0, θ,Θ) then ã†ϕ1(x)ã ∈
IACW

σ (α0, θ,Θ ◦ ΦU
0;1 ⊗ ΦD

0;1), IACνσ(σ)(α0, θ,Θ ◦ ΦU
0;1 ⊗ ΦD

0;1) or IACW
νσ(σ)(α0, θ,Θ ◦ ΦU

0;1 ⊗ ΦD
0;1)

respectively.

Proof. In this proof, we take σ = R, the proof when σ = L is equivalent. Take x ∈ IACR(α0, θ,Θ)
arbitrary. Take A ∈ U(AR) and y ∈ ConeR(α0, θ,Θ) such that x = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ Θ(A)y and take ξ ∈
Aut

(
AW (Cθ) ∩ AR

)
the automorphism such that

Ad(y) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ξ. (9.6)

Take a and Φ = ΦU ⊗ ΦD as given in equation (9.1). We now define

ϕ1,R(x) := π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A)ãyã†. (9.7)

We now have to prove three things:

1. It satisfies equation (9.5).

2. This map is well-defined (independent of our choices).

3. This is a group homomorphism.

To show the first item just observe that

Ad(ϕ1,R(x)) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0

= Ad
(
π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A)π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(a)yπ0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(a)†
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (9.8)

= Ad
(
π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A)
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(a) ◦ ξ ◦Ad

(
a†
)
◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 .

Now we insert γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 = Id and obtain:

= Ad
(
π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A)
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ (γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0) (9.9)

◦Ad(a) ◦ ξ ◦Ad
(
a†
)
◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦Ad(A) ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 ◦Ad(a) ◦ ξ ◦Ad
(
a†
)
◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 . (9.10)
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Using equation (9.1) this gives

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦Ad(A) ◦ Φ−1 ◦ ξ ◦ Φ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦Ad(A) ◦ ξ (9.11)

concluding the proof of the first item. To show the second item, suppose we have two different represen-
tatives of x, say

x = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A1)y1 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A2)y2. (9.12)

By construction, this implies that π0 ◦ α0 ◦ Θ(A†
2A1) = y2y

†
1. This in turn implies that Ad

(
A†

2A2

)
∈

Aut
(
AW (Cθ)∩R

)
and hence we require that A†

2A1 ∈ U(A′
(W (Cθ)∩R)c) = U(AW (Cθ)∩R) (this last equality

follows from section 3 of [7]). By using this equation combined with lemma 9.2 we get that

Ad(ã)(y2y
†
1) = Ad(ã) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A†

2A1) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A†
2A1). (9.13)

Reworking this equation gives the desired

ϕ1,R(π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A1)y1) = ϕ1,R(π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A2)y2). (9.14)

To then show the third item, take x1, x2 ∈ IACR(α0,Θ) arbitrary. Take A1, A2 ∈ U(AR), y1, y2 ∈
ConeR(α0,Θ) and ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Aut

(
AW (Cθ) ∩ AR

)
such that

xi = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(Ai)yi Ad(yi) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ξi. (9.15)

We have

x1x2 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A1)y1π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A2)y2 = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A1)y1π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A2)y
†
1y1y2 (9.16)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A1ξ1(A2))y1y2

giving

ϕ1,R(x1x2) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A1ξ1(A2))ãy1y2ã
†. (9.17)

where ã = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(a). Filling this in gives

ϕ1,R(x1x2)ϕ1,R(x2)
†ϕ1,R(x1)

†

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A1ξ1(A2))ãy1y2ã
†ãy†2ã

† (9.18)

π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A†
2)ãy

†
1ã

†π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A†
1).

Writing out a part of this gives:

Ad
(
ãy1ã

†
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A†
2) (9.19)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(a) ◦ ξ1 ◦Ad
(
a†
)
◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A†
2).

Using equation (9.1) now yields:

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(a) ◦ ξ1 ◦ Φ(A†
2) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(a) ◦ Φ ◦ ξ1(A†

2) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ξ1(A†
2).

(9.20)

This shows that

Ad
(
ãy1ã

†
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A†
2) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ξ1(A†
2). (9.21)

Inserting this in equation (9.18) shows that ϕ1,R(x1x2)ϕ1,R(x1)
†ϕ1,R(x2)

† = 1, concluding the proof of
the third item. To show the last two items one only has to work out Ad

(
ã†ϕ1,R(x)ã

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦ Θ, in

both situations. Doing this concludes the proof.
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We now have to extend the above definition to the group

IACL×R(α0, θ,Θ) = {ab = ba|a ∈ IACL(α0, θ,Θ), b ∈ IACR(α0, θ,Θ)}. (9.22)

Lemma 9.4. Define

ϕ1 : IACL×R(α0, θ,Θ) → U(H) : ab 7→ ϕ1,L(a)ϕ1,R(b) (9.23)

where a ∈ IACL(α0, θ,Θ) and b ∈ IACR(α0, θ,Θ). This satisfies two points.

1. It is well-defined, by which we mean that for any a, ã ∈ IACL(α0, θ,Θ) and for any b, b̃ ∈
IACR(α0, θ,Θ) such that ab = ãb̃ we have that ϕ1,L(a)ϕ1,R(b) = ϕ1,L(ã)ϕ1,R(b̃).

2. It is still a group homomorphism.

Proof. The first item is trivial, this is because the fact that ab = ãb̃ already implies that (a, b) and
(ã, b̃) can only differ up to an exchange in phase. To show the second item, we only have to show that
ϕ1,L(a)ϕ1,R(b) = ϕ1,R(b)ϕ1,L(a) for any a ∈ IACL(α0, θ,Θ) and for any b ∈ IACR(α0, θ,Θ). To show
this, we first write out b = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ Θ(B)yb where B ∈ U(AR) and where yb ∈ ConeR(α0, θ). We can
now split the proof into two parts. First, we want to prove that

Ad(ϕ1,L(a)) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (B) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (B). (9.24)

This can be done using equation (9.5). Secondly, we want to prove that Ad(ϕ1,L(a))(ϕ1,R(yb)) =
(ϕ1,R(yb)). We can rewrite this equation to

Ad(ϕ1,R(yb))(ϕ1,L(a)) = (ϕ1,L(a)). (9.25)

We now write out a = π0 ◦α0 ◦Θ(A)ya with A ∈ U(AL) and ya ∈ ConeL(α0, θ). We again split the proof
of this equality into two parts. The equality with the invariance of the A part again uses equation (9.5).
The equality with the invariance of the ya part can be done by inserting the definition and observing
that the ã cancels.

Lemma 9.5. Define again ã through equation (9.1). Let

ϕ2 : {Ad
(
v−p
)
(Wg)|g ∈ G, p ∈ {−1, 0, 1}} → U(H) : Ad

(
v−p
)
(Wg) 7→ Ad

(
ãv−p

)
(Wg) (9.26)

for the case where there is one translation symmetry, let

ϕ2 : {Ad
(
w−sv−p

)
(Wg)|g ∈ G and s, p ∈ {−1, 0, 1}} → U(H) (9.27)

: Ad
(
w−sv−p

)
(Wg) 7→ Ad

(
ãw−sv−p

)
(Wg)

in the case where ω and H are translation invariant in both directions. This satisfies

Ad
(
ϕ2(w

−sv−pWgv
pws)

)
◦ π0 (9.28)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−s ◦ τ−p ◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦ τp ◦ νs ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 ◦Θ−1 ◦ α−1
0

(where s = 0 in the case where there is just one translation symmetry).

Proof. To show that this indeed satisfies equation (9.28) observe that using equation (9.1) we obtain:

Ad
(
ϕ2(w

−sv−pWgv
pws)

)
◦ π0

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(a) ◦ ν−s ◦ τ−p ◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦ τp ◦ νs ◦Ad
(
a†
)
◦Θ−1 ◦ α−1

0 (9.29)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
HL
1;0 ⊗ γHL

1;0 ◦ Φ−1
0;1 ◦ ν

−s ◦ τ−p ◦ ηg ◦ τp ◦ νs ◦ βτ
−p(U)

g ◦ Φ0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 ◦Θ−1 ◦ α−1
0 .

Since Φ commutes with both the ν−s ◦ τ−p ◦ ηg ◦ τp ◦ νs and with the β
τ−p(U)
g the result follows.
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Lemma 9.6. Take ϕ1 and ϕ2 as defined previously. Take s ∈ {−1, 0, 1} and take p ∈ {−1, 0, 1} arbitrary
in the case where ω and H have two translation symmetries while we take p = 0 in the case where we
only have one translation symmetry. For any x ∈ IACL×R(α0, θ,Θ), we have that

ϕ1(Ad
(
w−pWgw

p
)
(x)) = Ad

(
ϕ2(w

−pWgw
p)
)
(ϕ̃1(x)) (9.30)

ϕ2(Ad(v
s)(w−pWgw

p)) = Ad(vs)(ϕ2(w
−pWgw

p)) (9.31)

If additionally x ∈ IACW
L×R(α0, θ,Θ) we get that

ϕ1(Ad(v
s)(x)) = Ad(vs)(ϕ1(x)). (9.32)

Proof. Take x ∈ IACR(α0, θ,Θ) arbitrary (the proof for x ∈ IACL(α0, θ,Θ) is analogous). Take A ∈
U(AR) and y ∈ ConeR(α0, θ) such that x = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A)y and ξ ∈ Aut(ACθ

∩ AR) the automorphism
such that

Ad(y) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ξ. (9.33)

Take a and Φ as given in equation (9.1) and take ã = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(a). We now get

Ad
(
w−pWgw

p
)
(x) = Ad

(
w−pWgw

p
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A)Ad

(
w−pWgw

p
)
(y) (9.34)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ν−p ◦ ηg ◦ νp ◦ βUg (A)Ad
(
w−pWgw

p
)
(y).

We still have that Ad(w−pWgw
p)(y) ∈ ConeR(α0, θ). This is because there exists a ξ̃ ∈ Aut(ACθ

∩ AR)
such that

Ad
(
Ad
(
w−pWgw

p
)
(y)
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ξ̃ (9.35)

(one can just take ξ̃ = ν−p ◦ ηg ◦ νp ◦ βUg ◦ ξ ◦ βUg−1 ◦ ν−p ◦ η−1
g ◦ νp). This implies that

ϕ1(Ad
(
w−pWgw

p
)
(x)) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−p ◦ ηg ◦ νp ◦ βUg (A)ãAd
(
w−pWgw

p
)
(y)ã†. (9.36)

Filling this in gives (where we’ve used W̃g := w−pWgw
p and η̃g := ν−p ◦ ηg ◦ νp for notational simplicity)

ϕ1(W̃gxW̃
†
g )ϕ2(W̃g)ϕ1(x)

†ϕ2(W̃g)
† (9.37)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ η̃g ◦ βUg (A)ãW̃gyW̃
†
g ã†ãW̃gã

†ãy†ã†π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A)†ãW̃ †
g ã

†.

To prove that this is the identity operator observe that

Ad
(
ãW̃gã

†
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A) = Ad
(
ãW̃g

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad

(
a†
)
◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A)

= Ad
(
ãW̃g

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ Φ(A) = Ad(ã) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ η̃g ◦ βUg ◦ Φ(A) (9.38)

= Ad(ã) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ Φ ◦ η̃g ◦ βUg (A) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(a) ◦ Φ ◦ η̃g ◦ βUg (A)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ η̃g ◦ βUg (A).

Filling this in equation (9.37) concludes the proof of the first item. The proof of the last item looks
very similar. Now take x ∈ IACW

R (α0, θ,Θ) arbitrary. Take A ∈ U(AR) and y ∈ ConeWR (α0, θ) such that
x = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A)y. We now get that (the part with v replaced with v† and τ by τ−1 is equivalent)

vxv† = π ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ τ(A)vyv†. (9.39)

When we now take ξ̃ = τ ◦ ξ ◦ τ−1 we still obtain an equation of the form

Ad
(
vyv†

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ξ̃. (9.40)

This again (in analogy to equation (9.36)) implies that we can take

ϕ1(vxv
†) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 ◦ τ(A)ãvyv†ã†. (9.41)
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Filling this in now gives

ϕ1(vxv
†)vϕ1(x)

†v† (9.42)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ τ(A)ãvyv†ã†vãy†ã†π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A)†v†. (9.43)

Before we proceed we will first show the equation

Ad
(
ãvyv†ã†vãy†ã†

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ τ. (9.44)

To prove this, observe that

Ad
(
ãvyv†ã†vãy†ã†

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = Ad

(
ãvyv†ã†v

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad

(
a†
)
◦ ξ−1 ◦Ad(a). (9.45)

Now inserting equation (9.1) in this gives

= Ad
(
ãvyv†ã†v

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 ◦ (Φ)−1 ◦ ξ−1 ◦ Φ ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0

= Ad
(
ãvyv†ã†

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 ◦ τ ◦ ξ−1 ◦ τ−1 ◦ τ ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 (9.46)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦Ad(a) ◦ τ ◦ ξ ◦ τ−1 ◦Ad
(
a†
)
◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 ◦ τ ◦ ξ−1 ◦ τ−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 ◦ τ.

Using again equation (9.1) now yields:

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ Φ−1 ◦ τ ◦ ξ ◦ τ−1 ◦ Φ ◦ τ ◦ ξ−1 ◦ τ−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 ◦ τ (9.47)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ τ ◦ ξ ◦ τ−1 ◦ τ ◦ ξ−1 ◦ τ−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 ◦ τ

concluding the proof of equation (9.44). We will now show that the expression in equation (9.43) is the
identity. First, we will show that the A’s in equation (9.43) cancel. By equation (9.44) we get that

Ad
(
ãvyv†ã†vãy†ã†

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A†) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ τ(A†). (9.48)

Filling this in shows that the A’s cancel. Now, what is left to show is that ãvyv†ã†vãy†ã†v† = 1 which is
equivalent to showing that Ad(y)(v†ã†vã) = v†ã†vã. To show this, first, we use the definitions of these
objects to see that this is equivalent to showing that

ξ(τ−1(a†)a) = τ−1(a†)a. (9.49)

However, since

Ad
(
τ−1(a†)a

)
= τ−1 ◦ Φ ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 ◦ τ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ Φ−1 = τ−1 ◦ Φ ◦ τ ◦ Φ−1, (9.50)

we get that τ−1(a†)a ∈ U(AW (Cθ))
′ = U(AW (Cθ)c), where the last equality is again because of section 3

in [7]. This concludes the proof of 9.49. The proof of the second item is analogous concluding the proof
of this lemma.

9.2 Bringing w inside ϕ1 and ϕ2

In the last section, we constructed our morphisms ϕ1 and ϕ2 in such a way that we could take the
translation operator v outside of the morphism (see lemma 9.6). To prove the invariance of the H2(G,T)-
valued index, this is sufficient and the rest of this section can be skipped. However, if we want to show the
invariance of the H1(G,T)-valued index under LGAs generated by a one-parameter family of interactions
H ∈ BFϕ

([0, 1]) that is invariant under both translation symmetries, we need some additional structure.
We need to have a mechanism to bring the additional translation operator, w outside of the morphisms
ϕ1 and ϕ2.
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Lemma 9.7. There exist maps

AL : [0, 1] → U(AL) : λ 7→ AL(λ) AR : [0, 1] → U(AR) : λ 7→ AR(λ) (9.51)

both continuous in norm topology and

Φµν : [0, 1] → Aut
(
AW (Cθ)c∩µ∩ν

)
: λ 7→ Φµν(λ) (9.52)

where µ ∈ {U,D} and ν ∈ {L, ν(R)}, all four continuous in strong19 topology, satisfying that

ν ◦ γHsplit

0;λ ◦ ν−1 ◦ γHsplit

λ;0 = γHL
0;λ ⊗ γ

Hν◦ν(R)

0;λ ◦ γHsplit

λ;0 (9.53)

= Ad(AL(λ))⊗Ad(AR(λ)) ◦
⊗

µ∈{U,D},
ν∈{L,ν(R)}

Φµν(λ) (9.54)

and that Φµν(λ) ◦ βg = βg ◦ Φµν(λ).

Proof. This lemma is proven in B.7 which was based on similar statements made in [10].

In what follows, let AL := AL(1), AR := AR(1) and Φµν = Φµν(1). We will now show some properties
for these operators. The first one is that they can indeed be used to exchange w and ϕ1/ϕ2:

Lemma 9.8. Define aL := π0◦α0◦Θ(AL) and aR := π0◦α0◦Θ(AR), then for any K ∈ ConeL×ν(R)(α0, θ)
we get that

w†ϕ1(K)w = ϕ1(w
† aL ⊗ aR K a†L ⊗ a†R w). (9.55)

Similarly, we have that

w†ϕ2(Wg)w = ϕ1(w
† aL ⊗ aR w)ϕ2(w

†Wgw)ϕ1(w
† a†L ⊗ a†R w). (9.56)

Proof. We will only show the first equality as the second one is completely analogous. We need to show
that

ϕ1(K) = Ad
(
wϕ1(w

†aL ⊗ aRw)
)
(ϕ1(w

†Kw)) = Ad
(
wϕ1(w

†aL ⊗ aRw)
)
(ãw†Kwã†) (9.57)

= Ad
(
wϕ1(w

†aL ⊗ aRw)
)
(ãw†ã†ϕ1(K)ã†wã†) = Ad

(
wϕ1(w

†aL ⊗ aRw)w
†(wãw†ã†)

)
(ϕ1(K)).

To do this, we first find an A ∈ U(A) such that

π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (A) = wϕ1(w
†aL ⊗ aRw)w

†(wãw†ã†) (9.58)

and then we will prove that A ∈ U(AW (Cθ)c). It should be clear that the result follows from this20.
Finding this A can be done by working out

wϕ1(w
†aL ⊗ aRw)w

†(wãw†ã†) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ
(
ν ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1(AL ⊗AR)ν(a)a
†
)
. (9.60)

First we insert γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 = Id to obtain

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0
(
ν ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1(AL ⊗AR)ν(a)a
†
)
. (9.61)

Using the fact that H is translation invariant allows us to cancel it giving

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 ◦ ν ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1(AL ⊗AR)γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0(ν(a)a†)) (9.62)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 (γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1(AL ⊗AR)γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0(ν(a)a†)).
19Meaning that Φµν(λ)(A) is continuous for all A ∈ A.
20This is most easily seen from

Ad(ϕ1(K))◦π0◦α0◦Θ◦γH
0;1◦γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A) = ϕ1(Ad(K)◦π0◦α0◦Θ(A)) = ϕ1(π0◦α0◦Θ(A)) = π0◦α0◦Θ◦γH
0;1◦γ

Hsplit

1;0 (A). (9.59)

35



This shows that we can take

A := γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1(AL ⊗AR)γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0(ν(a)a†). (9.63)

Now we only have to show that indeed A ∈ U(AW (Cθ)c). To do this, take X ∈ AW (Cθ) arbitrary. If we
can show that Ad(A)(X) = X for any such X then we get that A ∈ U(A′

W (Cθ)
). Since by corollary 3.1

of [7] we get that U(A′
W (Cθ)

) = U(AW (Cθ)c) this is sufficient to conclude the proof. To show this, observe
that

Ad(A)(X) = γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1 ◦Ad(AL ⊗AR) ◦ ν ◦ γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 (9.64)

◦ γH1;0 ◦ ν ◦Ad(a) ◦ ν−1 ◦Ad
(
a†
)
◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (X)

where the cancellation is done using the fact that H is translation invariant. Using equation (9.54) we
obtain

Ad(A)(X) = (
⊗
µν

Φµν)−1 ◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 ◦Ad(a) ◦ ν−1 ◦Ad
(
a†
)
◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ

Hsplit

1;0 (X). (9.65)

Now using equation (9.1) we get

Ad(A)(X) = (
⊗
µν

Φµν)−1 ◦ ν ◦ (ΦU ⊗ ΦD)−1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ ΦU ⊗ ΦD(X) = X (9.66)

concluding the proof.

We will now prove a small lemma that we will need to prove lemma 9.10.

Lemma 9.9. For all σ ∈ {L,R}, the following equality holds:

Ad(Wg)(a
†
σvaσv

†) = a†σvaσv
†. (9.67)

Proof. We will prove this equality in two steps. First, we will find some Bσ ∈ U(A) such that π0 ◦ α0 ◦
Θ(Bσ) = a†σvaσv

†, then we will show that Bσ ∈ A(W (Cθ)∩σ)c (his already proves invariance under ηg)

and that βUg (Bσ) = Bσ (concluding the proof of being invariant under ηg ◦βUg ). To find Bσ, we write out

a†σvaσv
† = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(A†

στ(Aσ)) (9.68)

and observe that we can take Bσ := A†
στ(Aσ). Now we will prove that Bσ ∈ U(ACc

θ∩σ) = U(A′
(Cc

θ∩σ)c
).

Take X ∈ A(Cc
θ∩σ)c arbitrary. Using equation (9.54) we have that

Ad(BL ⊗BR)(X) = Ad
(
A†

L ⊗A†
R

)
◦ τ ◦Ad(AL ⊗AR) ◦ τ−1(X) (9.69)

=
⊗
µν

Φµν ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1 (9.70)

◦ τ ◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ (
⊗
µν

Φµν)−1 ◦ τ−1(X) = X

concluding the proof. The fact that Ad
(
βUg (Bσ)

)
= Ad(Bσ) follows from this same equation as well. This

already shows that that there exists a G-dependent phase α(g) such that βUg (Bσ)B
†
σ = α(g)1A. To show

that α(g) = 1 we have to use two things. First, we use the fact that α has to be a U(1)-representation.
Secondly, because we can make this construction for every λ (I mean the λ from lemma 9.7) we need that
α must be connected to the trivial U(1)-representation through a continuous path. However, because
our group is finite and finite groups have discrete U(1)-representations (see e.g. lemma 4.3) we have that
α is trivial, and hence the result follows.

We conclude this subsection by showing that the following lemma holds:
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Lemma 9.10. Define ϵLg ∈ IACL(α0, θ) and ϵ
R
g ∈ IACR(α0, θ) through

ϵσg := π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ν−1(Aσ η
σ
g ◦ βUσ

g (A†
σ)) (9.71)

(where Aσ was defined in lemma 9.7) then

w†ϕ2(Wg)w = ϕ1(ϵ
L
g ⊗ ϵRg )ϕ2(w

†Wgw) w†ϕ1(K
σ
g )w = v†ϕ1(ϵ

σ
g )vϕ1(w

†Kσ
g w)ϕ1(ϵ

σ
g )

†. (9.72)

Proof. By equation (9.56) we get that

w†ϕ2(Wg)w = ϕ1(w
† aL ⊗ aR w)ϕ2(w

†Wgw)ϕ1(w
† a†L ⊗ a†R w) (9.73)

= ϕ1(w
† aL ⊗ aR w)Ad

(
ϕ2(w

†Wgw)
)
(ϕ1(w

† a†L ⊗ a†R w))ϕ2(w
†Wgw). (9.74)

Using result 2 and 3 of lemma 9.6 on this now gives

= ϕ1(w
† aL ⊗ aR Ad(Wg)(a

†
L ⊗ a†R)w)ϕ2(w

†Wgw) (9.75)

= ϕ1(w
†aLAd(Wg)(a

†
L)⊗ aRAd(Wg)(a

†
R)w)ϕ2(w

†Wgw). (9.76)

Since

aσAd(Wg)(a
†
σ) = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ(Aση

σ
g ◦ βσUg (A†

σ)) = wϵσgw
† (9.77)

the first result follows. For the second result, we start by using equation (9.55) which gives us

w†ϕ1(K
σ
g )w = ϕ1(w

†aL ⊗ aRK
σ
g a

†
L ⊗ a†Rw) = ϕ1(w

†aσK
σ
g a

†
σw). (9.78)

Inserting v†Wgva
†
σaσv

†W †
g v = 1 in this gives us

= ϕ1(w
†aσAd

(
v†Wgv

)
(a†σaσ)K

σ
g a

†
σw) = ϕ1(w

†aσAd
(
v†Wgv

)
(a†σ)K

σ
g Ad

(
(Kσ

g )
†v†Wgv

)
(aσ)a

†
σw).

(9.79)
We now use the fact that KgWg = v†Wgv to get

= ϕ1(w
†aσAd

(
v†Wgv

)
(a†σ)K

σ
g Ad(Wg)(aσ)a

†
σw) (9.80)

= ϕ1(w
†aσAd

(
v†Wgv

)
(a†σ)K

σ
g (ϵ

σ
g )

†w). (9.81)

Inserting ww† in this and using lemma 9.6 gives

= ϕ1(w
†aσAd

(
v†Wgv

)
(a†σ)ww

†Kσ
g ww

†(ϵσg )
†w) (9.82)

= ϕ1(w
†aσAd

(
v†Wgv

)
(a†σ)w)ϕ1(w

†Kσ
g w)ϕ1(w

†(ϵσg )
†w) (9.83)

= v†ϕ1(vw
†aσAd

(
v†Wgv

)
(a†σ)wv

†)vϕ1(w
†Kσ

g w)ϕ1(w
†(ϵσg )

†w). (9.84)

The only thing we now have to prove is that

aσAd
(
v†Wgv

)
(a†σ) = v†aσAd(Wg)(a

†
σ)v = v†wϵσgw

†v (9.85)

since inserting this, concludes the proof. To do this notice that we can rewrite equation (9.85) as

Ad
(
v†Wgv

)
(v†a†σvaσ) = v†a†σvaσ. (9.86)

This equality is proven in lemma 9.9.
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9.3 Operators belonging to ω ◦ γH
0;1

The goal of this subsection is to take automorphisms and operators belonging to ω and relate them to
operators belonging to ω ◦ γH0;1. To this end, take α ∈ QAut1(A) such that ω = ω0 ◦ α, for some product
state, ω0. Take 0 < θ1 < θ2 < θ3 < π/2 arbitrary. Take αL ∈ Aut(AL), αR ∈ Aut(AR), V1 ∈ U(A) and

Θ ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ3

)c

)
such that

α = Ad(V1) ◦ αL ⊗ αR ◦Θ. (9.87)

Take β̃g,1 such that ω ◦ β̃g,1 = ω and such that there exists some V2,g ∈ U(A) and some ησg ∈
Aut

(
Aνσ(Cθ1

∩σ)

)
satisfying

β̃g,1 = Ad(V2,g) ◦ ηLg ⊗ ηRg ◦ βUg . (9.88)

Take Wg, uL/R(g, h), v and K
L/R
g operators belonging to these automorphisms (see lemmas 5.7 and 5.9).

Clearly α ◦ γH0;1 satisfies ω ◦ γH0;1 = ω0 ◦ α ◦ γH0;1. We also have that α ◦ γH0;1 ∈ QAut1(A). To show this
notice that

α ◦ γH0;1 = Ad(V1) ◦ (αL ◦ γHL
0;1 ⊗ αR ◦ γHR

0;1 ) ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 (9.89)

= Ad(V1) ◦ (αL ◦ γHL
0;1 ⊗ αR ◦ γHR

0;1 ) ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γH1;0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1. (9.90)

Because of lemmas B.4 and B.3 part 2 (which where based on similar lemmas in [10]) there exists a

Θ̃ ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ2

)c

)
and some Ṽ1, A1 ∈ U(A) such that

α ◦ γH0;1 = Ad
(
Ṽ1

)
◦ (αL ◦ γHL

0;1 ⊗ αR ◦ γHR
0;1 ) ◦ Θ̃ (9.91)

(αL ◦ γHL
0;1 ⊗ αR ◦ γHR

0;1 ) ◦ Θ̃ = Ad(A1) ◦ αL ⊗ αR ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1. (9.92)

If we now define the automorphism β̃g,2 = γH1;0 ◦ β̃g,1 ◦ γH0;1 then this indeed satisfies that ω ◦ γH0;1 ◦ β̃g,2 =
ω ◦ γH0;1. Define η̃σg ∈ Aut

(
Aνσ(Cθ2

∩σ)

)
through lemma B.6 (which was again based on similar lemmas

from [10]). It satisfies that there exists a Ṽ2,g ∈ U(A), Aσ
2,g ∈ U(Aνσ(σ)) such that

γH1;0β̃gγ
H
0;1 = Ad

(
Ṽ2,g

)
◦ η̃Lg ⊗ η̃Rg ◦ βUg (9.93)

η̃σg = Ad
(
Aσ

2,g

)
◦ γHνσ(σ)

1;0 ◦ ησg ◦ βσUg ◦ γHνσ(σ)

0;1 ◦ (βσUg )−1. (9.94)

Take some a and Φ like in equation (9.1) and use this to define ϕ1, the group homomorphism defined
from lemma 9.3 and ϕ2, the map defined in lemma 9.5. Now take A1 as in equation (9.92) and define
δσg := π0 ◦α0 ◦Θ◦γHσ

0;1 (A
σ
2,g) where A

σ
2,g is as defined in equation (9.94). The following lemma now holds:

Lemma 9.11. The following operators belong to ω ◦ γH0;1 :

ũσ(g, h) = π0(A1)ϕ1

(
δσgWgδ

σ
hW

†
guσ(g, h)(δ

σ
gh)

†
)
π0(A1)

† ṽ = π0(A1)vπ0(A1)
† (9.95)

W̃g = π0(A1)ϕ1(δ
L
g ⊗ δRg )ϕ2(Wg)π0(A

†
1) K̃σ

g = π0(A1)ϕ1(v
†δσg vK

σ
g (δ

σ
g )

†)π0(A1)
†.

(9.96)

Proof. To do this, we first state that a small calculation shows that ∀x ∈ U(H0), satisfying that ∃ξ ∈
Aut(A), such that

Ad(x) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ξ, (9.97)

we get that

Ad
(
π0(A1)xπ0(A

†
1)
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦ γ

Hsplit

0;1 ◦ Θ̃ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ Θ̃ ◦ γH1;0 ◦ ξ ◦ γH0;1. (9.98)

This already proves that

Ad
(
π0(A1)vπ0(A

†
1)
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦ γ

Hsplit

0;1 ◦ Θ̃ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦ γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ Θ̃ ◦ γH1;0 ◦ τ ◦ γH0;1 (9.99)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦ γ
Hsplit

0;1 ◦ Θ̃ ◦ τ. (9.100)
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To show the second one we get that

Ad(ϕ1(δg)ϕ2(Wg)) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ (9.101)

= Ad(ϕ1(δg)) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 (9.102)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦Ad
(
γHL
0;1 (A

L
2,g)⊗ γHR

0;1 (A
R
2,g)
)
◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0 (9.103)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦Ad
(
AL

2,g ⊗AR
2,g

)
◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0. (9.104)

Using equation (9.94) on this we obtain

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ η̃g ◦ βUg ◦ γH1;0. (9.105)

Inserting this in equation (9.98) with x = ϕ1(δg)ϕ2(Wg) and ξ = γH0;1 ◦ η̃g ◦ βUg ◦ γH1;0 now proves the fact

that W̃g is an operator belonging to ω ◦ γH0;1. Proving that ũσ(g, h) and K̃
σ
g are operators belonging to

ω ◦ γH0;1 is completely analogous. This concludes the proof.

Additionally, in the case where both ω and H are translation invariant in both directions, take w,

b
L/R
g , and hg, the additional operators belonging to this state. Take ϵσg as defined in lemma 9.10. The
following lemma now holds:

Lemma 9.12. If both ω and H are translation invariant in both directions then, additionally to the
operators presented in lemma 9.11, the following operators belong to ω ◦ γH0;1 as well:

w̃ = π0(A1)wπ0(A1)
† b̃σg = π0(A1)w

†ϕ1(δ
R
g )wϕ1(ϵ

R
g )ϕ1(b

R
g )ϕ1(δ

R
g )

†π0(A1)
† h̃g = π0(A1)ϕ1(hg)π0(A1).

(9.106)

Proof. The proof that the first four operators belong to ω ◦ γH0;1 is completely analogous to what was

done in the proof of theorem 9.11. We will therefore focus on the b̃σg part (the other two are trivial). To
show this, observe that we have

Ad
(
ϕ̃1(ϵ

R
g b

R
g )
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ (9.107)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1 ◦Ad
(
AR η

R
g ◦ βRU

g (A†
R)
)
◦ ν ◦ ν−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ ν ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0
(9.108)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1 ◦Ad
(
AR η

R
g ◦ βRU

g (A†
R)
)
◦ ηRg ◦ βRU

g ◦ ν (9.109)

◦ (βν−1(RU)
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1 ◦Ad(AR) ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU
g ◦Ad

(
A†

R

)
◦ ν (9.110)

◦ (βν−1(RU)
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0
= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ ν−1 ◦Ad(AR) ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU
g ◦Ad

(
A†

R

)
◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

0;1 (9.111)

◦ ν−1 ◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ (βν−1(RU)
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0.

After using the restriction to R of equation (9.54), this leads to

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ν−1 ◦ γH0;1 ◦ γ
Hsplit

1;0 ◦ (⊗µΦ
µν(R))−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU

g ◦ (⊗µΦ
µν(R)) ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ ν (9.112)

◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ (βν−1(RU)
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0.

On the other hand, we have that

Ad
(
w†ϕ̃1(δ

σ
g )w

)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ν−1 ◦ γH0;1 ◦Ad

(
Aσ

2,g

)
◦ γH1;0 ◦ ν. (9.113)
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This leads us to

Ad
(
w†ϕ̃1(δ

R
g )wϕ̃1(ϵ

R
g b

R
g )
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ (9.114)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ν−1 ◦ γH0;1 ◦Ad
(
AR

2,g

)
◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU
g ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ ν (9.115)

◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ (βν−1(RU)
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0
= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ η̃Rg ◦ βRU

g ◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ (βν−1(RU)
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦ γH1;0. (9.116)

Now define S = {(0, y)|y ∈ Z} then

= π0◦α0◦Θ◦γH0;1◦ν−1◦ η̃Rg ◦βν(RU)
g ◦βSg ◦ν ◦γ

Hsplit

1;0 ◦(βν
−1(S)

g )−1◦(βRU
g )−1◦(ηRg )−1◦γHsplit

0;1 ◦γH1;0. (9.117)

Doing the same thing on the right will give us

Ad
(
w†ϕ̃1(δ

R
g )wϕ̃1(ϵ

R
g b

R
g )ϕ̃1(δ

R
g )

†
)
◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ (9.118)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ η̃Rg ◦ βν(RU)
g ◦ ν ◦ γHsplit

1;0 ◦ (βRU
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ γHsplit

0;1 ◦Ad
(
(AR

2,g)
†
)
◦ γH1;0
(9.119)

= π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ γH0;1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ η̃Rg ◦ βν(RU)
g ◦ ν ◦ (βRU

g )−1 ◦ (η̃Rg )−1 ◦ ◦γH1;0. (9.120)

The role that the A1 will play is analogous to the proof of theorem 9.13 (see equation (9.98)), concluding
the proof.

9.4 The indices are invariant under LGAs

Theorem 9.13. Index(ω) = Index(ω ◦ γH0;1)

Proof. To show this, we merely have to show that the index is invariant under the transformations
indicated in lemma 9.11. The fact that the index is invariant under Ad(π0(A1)) and under ϕ(·) is just
because both transformations are homomorphisms. To show that it is invariant under the transformation
with de δσg we invoke lemma 7.3.

Theorem 9.14. Index2 trans(ω) = Index2 trans(ω ◦ γH0;1).

Proof. To show this, we merely have to show that the index is invariant under the transformations
indicated in lemma 9.11 and 9.12. Let α ∈ hom(G,U(1)) be the old index and α̃ ∈ hom(G,U(1)) the
new one. We have that

α(g) = v†bRg vhgK
R
g (b

R
g )

†w†(KR
g )

†w (9.121)

= ϕ1(v
†bRg vhgK

R
g (b

R
g )

†w†(KR
g )

†w) (9.122)

= ϕ1(v
†bRg vhgK

R
g (b

R
g )

†)ϕ1(w
†(KR

g )
†w). (9.123)

Using equation (9.72) on this gives us

= ϕ1(v
†bRg vhgK

R
g (b

R
g )

†)ϕ1((ϵ
R
g )

†)w†ϕ1((K
R
g )

†)wv†ϕ1(ϵ
R
g )v (9.124)

= ϕ1(v
†ϵRg b

R
g vhgK

R
g (b

R
g )

†(ϵRg )
†)w†ϕ1((K

R
g )

†)w. (9.125)

This shows that the index is invariant under the ϕ1 and ϵRg part (simultaneously). The fact that the
index is invariant under the ϕ1(δg) part is now completely equivalent to the proof of lemma 7.4. The
fact that the index remains unchanged by the Ad(π0(A1)) transformation is trivial. This concludes the
proof.
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3

4

Figure 4: This figure indicates four different areas of Z2 and we will take π0 =
⊗4

i=1 π0,i where each of
the π0,i is an irreducible representation of the restriction of A to each of the areas. The red areas are
chosen such that they do not overlap with the support of η̃g and ηg.

10 The H1(G,T)-valued index is invariant under rotations by 90◦

Take

ω ∈
{
ω ∈ P(A)

∣∣∣∣ ω is an SRE state,
ω ◦ βg = ω, ω ◦ τ = ω and ω ◦ ν = ω

}
(10.1)

arbitrary and let µ be the automorphism that rotates the lattice by 90◦. This section will be dedicated
to proving that

Index
A,U(g)
2 trans(ω) = Index

A,U(g)
2 trans(ω ◦ µ). (10.2)

For the H2(G,T)-valued index, the similar statement is not true, that is why in equation (1.6), we have
two H2(G,T)-valued indices. This is because if we have two translation symmetries, ω 7→ IndexA,U(g)(ω)
and ω 7→ IndexA,U(g)(ω ◦ µ) are both well-defined indices.

In what follows, let ω0 be the product state and let γΦ0;1 be the disentangler such that ω = ω0 ◦ γΦ0;1.
Sometimes we will need a specific decomposition of this locally generated Automorphism:

Lemma 10.1. Let {1, 2, 3, 4} be regions indicated in figure 4 (including the red areas) and let Ared be
the part of the C∗ algebra that has support in the red regions of figure 4. There exists a B ∈ U(A) and
a Θ ∈ Aut(Ared) such that βµνg ◦Θ = Θ ◦ βµνg (for all µ ∈ {U,D} and ν ∈ {L,R}) satisfying

γΦ0;1 = Ad(B) ◦ γ
∑4

i=1 Φi

0;1 ◦Θ (10.3)

where Φi is the restriction of Φ to region i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}.

Proof. Completely analogous to the proof of (for example) lemma B.3 which was in turn based on similar
lemmas in [10].

Let Ag,1, Ag,2 ∈ U(A), ησg ∈ Aut
(
Aνσ(Cθ∩σ)

)
and ηρ2,g ∈ Aut

(
Aτρ(µ(Cθ)∩ρ)

)
be such that the automor-

phisms

β̃g,1 = Ad(Ag,1) ◦ ηLg ⊗ ηRg ◦ βUg β̃g,2 = Ad(Ag,2) ◦ ηU2,g ⊗ ηD2,g ◦ βLg (10.4)

satisfy ω ◦ β̃g,1 = ω ◦ β̃g,2 = ω. Let (H0 =
⊗

iH0,i, π0 =
⊗4

i=1 π0,i,
⊗

iΩ0,i) be a GNS triple for ω0 (see
the caption of figure 4). The following now holds:

Lemma 10.2. There exists an Xg ∈ U(H0) satisfying that

Ad(Xg) ◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 = π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ η̃Ug ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU
g (10.5)

where η̃g = βUg ◦ η2,g−1 ◦ (βUg )−1.
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Proof. Let Wg and W̃g be such that

Ad(Wg) ◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 = π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ ηg ◦ βUg Ad
(
W̃g

)
◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 = π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ η2,g ◦ βLg (10.6)

then

Ad
(
WgW̃g−1

)
◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 = π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦ η2,g−1 ◦ (βLg )−1 (10.7)

= π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ ηg ◦ η̃g ◦ βRU
g ◦ (βLDg )−1. (10.8)

Now we use lemma 10.1 and obtain

Ad
(
WgW̃g−1

)
◦ π0 ◦Ad(B) ◦ γ

∑
i Φi

0;1 ◦Θ = π0 ◦Ad(B) ◦ γ
∑

i Φi

0;1 ◦Θ ◦ ηg ◦ η̃g ◦ βRU
g ◦ (βLDg )−1 (10.9)

Ad
(
π0(B

†)WgW̃g−1π0(B)
)
◦ π0 ◦ γ

∑
i Φi

0;1 = π0 ◦ γ
∑

i Φi

0;1 ◦ ηg ◦ η̃g ◦ βRU
g ◦ (βLDg )−1 (10.10)

Ad
(
π0(B

†)WgW̃g−1π0(B)
)
◦ π0 =

(
π0,1 ⊗ π0,2 ◦ γΦ1+Φ2

0;1 ◦ ηRg ◦ η̃Ug ◦ βRU
g ◦ γΦ1+Φ2

1;0

)
(10.11)

⊗
(
π0,3 ⊗ π0,4 ◦ γΦ3+Φ4

0;1 ◦ ηLg ◦ η̃Dg ◦ (βLDg )−1 ◦ γΦ3+Φ4
1;0

)
.

By lemma 5.5, there exist X̃g ∈ U(H0,1 ⊗ H0,2) and Ỹg ∈ U(H0,3 ⊗ H0,4) such that X̃g ⊗ Ỹg =
π0(B

†)WgW̃g−1π0(B). Define Xg = π0(B)(X̃g ⊗ 1)π0(B
†). This indeed satisfies equation (10.5) con-

cluding the proof.

Lemma 10.3. Let v, w,KR
g and bRg be such that

Ad(v) ◦ π = π ◦ τ Ad
(
KR

g

)
◦ π = π ◦ τ−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU

g ◦ τ ◦ (βRU
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 (10.12)

Ad(w) ◦ π = π ◦ ν Ad
(
bRg
)
◦ π = π ◦ ν−1 ◦ ηRg ◦ ν ◦ (ηRg )−1 (10.13)

(where π = π0 ◦ γΦ0;1) then
v†bRg vhgK

R
g (b

R
g )

† = α(g)w†KR
g w (10.14)

holds. Moreover α = Index2 trans(ω). If one now defines b̃Rg and K̃U
g such that

b̃Ug K
R
g Xg = v†Xgv (10.15) bRg K̃

U
g Xg = w†Xgw (10.16)

then
w†b̃Ug whgK̃

U
g (b̃Ug )

† = α̃(g)v†K̃U
g v (10.17)

holds. Moreover α̃ = Index2 trans(ω ◦ µ).

Proof. The existence of the v, w,KR
g and bRg is due to the fact that γΦ0;1 ∈ QAut1(A). This follows from

lemma B.3 (which was based on similar lemmas in [10]) and from the fact that SQAut1(A) ⊂ QAut1(A)
(see definition 14.1). By construction this also implies that indeed α = Index2 trans(ω). We now only
have to show the second part of the proof. We have that

Ad
(
K̃U

g

)
◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 = Ad

(
(bRg )

†w†XgwX
†
g

)
◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 (10.18)

= Ad
(
(bRg )

†w†Xgw
)
◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ (βRU

g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ (η̃Ug )−1 (10.19)

= Ad
(
(bRg )

†
)
◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ η̃Ug ◦ ηRg ◦ βRU

g ◦ ν ◦ (βRU
g )−1 ◦ (ηRg )−1 ◦ (η̃Ug )−1

(10.20)

= π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ η̃Ug ◦ βRU
g ◦ ν ◦ (βRU

g )−1 ◦ (η̃Ug )−1. (10.21)

By similar arguments, we get that

Ad
(
b̃Ug

)
◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 = π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ τ−1 ◦ η̃Ug ◦ τ ◦ (η̃Ug )−1. (10.22)

This also shows that

Ad
(
K̃U

g

)
◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ µ = π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ µ ◦ µ−1 ◦ ν−1 ◦ η̃Ug ◦ βRU

g ◦ ν ◦ (βRU
g )−1 ◦ (η̃Ug )−1 ◦ µ (10.23)

and similarly for b̃Ug and therefore these operators also belong to ω ◦ µ. This together with the indepen-
dence of the choice of η̃g proves the second result.
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Lemma 10.4. The following equalities hold

[hg, w
†b̃Ug w] = 0 (10.24) [w†b̃Ug w, v

†bRg v] = 0 (10.25)

[hg, v
†bRg v] = 0 (10.26) [KR

g , b̃
U
g ] = 0 (10.27)

[hg,K
R
g ] = 0 (10.28) [KR

g , v
†K̃U

g v] = 0 (10.29)

Proof. All of the above commute as automorphisms on the C∗ algebra, we now have to show that the
operators in the GNS space commute as well. First we will start by proving equations (10.24), (10.26)
and (10.28). For any operator x ∈ U(H0) satisfying that there exists a ξ ∈ Aut(A) such that

Ad(x) ◦ π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 = π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ ξ (10.30)

we get that
Ad(x)(hg) = π0 ◦ γΦ0;1 ◦ ξ(U(−1,−1)(g)). (10.31)

Applying this to these equations gives the desired result. To show the remaining equations decompose π0
and γΦ0;1 as γ

Φ
0;1 = Ad(B)◦

⊗4
i=1 γ

Φi
0;1 ◦Θ and π0 =

⊗4
i=1 π0,i where the π0,i are irreducible representations

in Ai, the areas i are indicated in figure 4 and the Θ have support in the areas shaded red. This shows
that up to some inner automorphisms, the operators with an R on top act on different parts of the
decomposition of π0 than the operators with a U on top do. Combining this with lemma 5.5 concludes
the proof.

Lemma 10.5. α̃(g) = α(g).

Proof. We will work out the expression

hgv
†bRg vw

†b̃Ug wK
R
g K̃

U
g Xg (10.32)

in two different ways. On the one hand we will use (10.25) together with equation (10.24) to get

(10.32) = w†b̃Ug whgv
†bRg vK

R
g K̃

U
g Xg. (10.33)

Now using equation (10.14) we get

(10.32) = α(g)w†b̃Ug ww
†KR

g wb
R
g K̃

U
g Xg = α(g)w†b̃Ug K

R
g Xgw = α(g)w†v†Xgvw (10.34)

where we’ve used equation (10.16) in the first equality and (10.15) in the second equality. On the other
hand, starting with equation (10.26), (10.27) and (10.28) gives

(10.32) = v†bRg vhgw
†b̃Ug wK

R
g K̃

U
g Xg = v†bRg vK

R
g hgw

†b̃Ug wK̃
U
g Xg. (10.35)

Now using equation (10.17) we get

(10.32) = α̃(g)v†bRg vK
R
g v

†K̃U
g vb̃

U
g Xg = α̃(g)v†bRg vv

†K̃U
g vb̃

U
g K

R
g Xg (10.36)

= α̃(g)v†bRg vv
†K̃U

g vv
†Xgv = α̃(g)v†w†Xgwv (10.37)

where we’ve used equation (10.29) and (10.27) in the first equality, equation (10.15) in the second equality
and equation (10.16) in the last equality. These two results can only be consistent if α(g) = α̃(g) for all
g ∈ G.

11 The role of stacking

Take A a quasi-local C∗ algebra on a two-dimensional lattice and take U ∈ hom(G,U(Cd)) an on-site
group action arbitrary. The goal of this section is to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 11.1. Let ω1, ω2 ∈ P(A) satisfy assumption 3.2 then

IndexA
2,U⊗U (ω1 ⊗stack ω2) = IndexA,U (ω1) + IndexA,U (ω2). (11.1)

If additionally, ω1 and ω2 satisfy assumption 3.5 then

IndexA
2,U⊗U

2 trans (ω1 ⊗stack ω2) = IndexA,U (ω1) + IndexA,U
2 trans(ω2). (11.2)
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To prove this theorem, let ω0i and γ
Φi
0;1 (for all i ∈ {1, 2}) be product states and disentanglers satisfying

that ωi = ω0i◦γΦi
0;1. Let (H0i, π0i,Ω0i) be GNS triples for the ω0i. Clearly, (H01⊗H02, π01⊗π02,Ω01⊗Ω02)

is a GNS triple for ω01⊗stackω02. The proof of the theorem therefore follows by using the following lemma:

Lemma 11.2. Let Wg,i, u
σ
i (g, h),K

σ
g,i and vi be operators belonging to ωi then Wg,1 ⊗Wg,2, u

σ
1 (g, h)⊗

uσ2 (g, h),K
σ
g,1⊗Kσ

g,2 and v1⊗ v2 are operators belonging to ω1⊗stack ω2. When ω1 and ω2 are translation
invariant in both directions, the similar statement holds for w, bσg and hg.

Proof. To show this we simply have to apply the adjoint action of these operators on π01 ⊗ π02 and see
that these are indeed implementations of the right automorphisms. This is so by construction.

To conclude the proof theorem 11.1, observe that

C(g, h) (11.3)

= (KR
g,1 ⊗KR

g,2)Ad(Wg,1 ⊗Wg,2)
(
(KR

h,1 ⊗KR
h,2)Ad

(
(Wh,1 ⊗Wh,2)(Wgh,1 ⊗Wgh,2)

†
)(

(KR
gh,1 ⊗KR

gh,2)
†
))

(uR1 (g, h)⊗ uR2 (g, h))v
†(uR1 (g, h)⊗ uR2 (g, h))

†v = C1(g, h)C2(g, h) (11.4)

concluding the proof of the first part. The second part is analogous.

Remark 11.3. The same argument can be used to argue that the H3-valued index is invariant under
stacking.

12 The indices are independent on the choice of on-site Hilbert space

Let V ∈ U(Cd) be a unitary operator on the on-site Hilbert space and take iV as defined in subsection
2.1. In this section we will prove the following lemma:

Lemma 12.1. Let ω satisfy assumption 3.2 then for any choice of automorphisms (θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,Θ, ω, ω0)
we get that

IndexA,Ad(V †)(U)(θ, i−1
V ◦ β̃g ◦ iV , i−1

V ◦ ηg ◦ iV , i−1
V ◦ α0 ◦ iV , i−1

V ◦Θ ◦ iV , ω ◦ iV , ω0 ◦ iV ) (12.1)

= IndexA,U (θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,Θ, ω, ω0). (12.2)

Additionally, when ω satisfies assumption 3.5, we get that

Index
A,Ad(V †)(U)

2 trans (θ, i−1
V ◦ β̃g ◦ iV , i−1

V ◦ ηg ◦ iV , i−1
V ◦ α0 ◦ iV , i−1

V ◦Θ ◦ iV , ω ◦ iV , ω0 ◦ iV ) (12.3)

= IndexA,U
2 trans(θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,Θ, ω, ω0). (12.4)

We do this by proving the following lemma:

Lemma 12.2. Let Wg, uR(g, h), v and KR
g be operators belonging to

IndexA,U (θ, β̃g, ηg, α0,Θ, ω, ω0) (12.5)

for a GNS triple for ω0, (H0, π0,Ω0), then Wg, uR(g, h), v and KR
g are also operators belonging to

IndexA,Ad(V †)(U)(θ, i−1
V ◦ β̃g ◦ iV , i−1

V ◦ ηg ◦ iV , i−1
V ◦ α0 ◦ iV , i−1

V ◦Θ ◦ iV , ω ◦ iV , ω0 ◦ iV ) (12.6)

for the GNS triple for ω0 ◦ iV given by (H0, π0 ◦ iV ,Ω0). In the case where ω is translation invariant in
both directions, the same holds for the additional operators w, bRg , and hg.

Proof. To show this, we merely have to observe that for any x ∈ U(H0) satisfying that

Ad(x) ◦ π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ = π0 ◦ α0 ◦Θ ◦ ξ (12.7)

for some ξ ∈ Aut(A) we get that

Ad(x) ◦ π0 ◦ iV ◦ i−1
V ◦ α0 ◦ iV ◦ i−1

V ◦Θ ◦ iV = π0 ◦ iV ◦ i−1
V ◦ α0 ◦ iV ◦ i−1

V ◦Θ ◦ iV ◦ i−1
V ◦ ξ ◦ iV (12.8)

concluding the proof.

The proof that lemma 12.2 implies lemma 12.1 is trivial.

Remark 12.3. The same argument can be used to argue that the H3-valued index is invariant under
the same transformation.
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Figure 5: This figure shows the support of the different automorphisms present in the decomposition of
an SQ1-automorphism acting on the upper half-plane.

13 Proof of the main theorems

We first summarise the proof of theorem 3.4:

Proof. The 2-cochain was defined in subsection 6.1. The proof that it wasn’t dependent on any of
the choices made in assumption 3.2 was done in section 7. The first item in the list concerning the
invariance under locally generated automorphisms was shown in subsection 9.4. The proof of the second
item concerning the relation between the 1d SPT index and the 2d translation SPT index is done in
subsection 8.1. The proof of the third item concerning the stacking is done in section 11. The proof
of the last item concerning a change of basis of the on-site Hilbert space is done in section 12. This
concludes the proof.

We now summarise the proof of theorem 3.7:

Proof. The 2-cochain was defined in subsection 6.2. The proof that it wasn’t dependent on any of the
choices made in assumption 3.5 was done in subsection 7. The first item in the list concerning the
invariance under locally generated automorphisms was shown in subsection 9.4. The proof of the second
item concerning the relation between the 1d SPT index and the 2d translation SPT index is done in
subsection 8.2. The proof of the third item concerning the stacking is done in section 11. The proof
of the last item concerning a change of basis of the on-site Hilbert space is done in section 12. This
concludes the proof.

14 Proof of theorem 3.8

We will use the notation

C[0,θ] := Cθ C]θ1,θ2] := Cθ2/Cθ1 C]θ,π/2] := Z2/Cθ (14.1)

where 0 < θ < π/2 and 0 < θ1 < θ2 < π2. In analogy with section 2.1 from [10] we will define some
classes of automorphisms (see figure 5):

Definition 14.1. Take α ∈ Aut(A). We say that α ∈ SQAut1(A) if and only if for any 0 < θ0.8 < θ1 <

θ1.2 < θ1.8 < θ2 < θ2.2 < θ2.8 < θ3 < θ3.2 < π/2 there exist a ∈ A, α[0,θ1],σ ∈ Aut
(
Aνσ(C[0,θ1]

∩σ)

)
, α]θ1,θ2],σ,ρ ∈

Aut
(
Aνσ(C]θ1,θ2]

∩ρ∩σ)

)
, α]θ2,θ3],σ,ρ ∈ Aut

(
A(W (C[0,θ3]

)/νσ(C[0,θ2]
∩σ))∩ρ∩σ)

)
,

α]θ3,π/2],ρ ∈ Aut
(
Aτρ(C[θ3,π/2]∩ρ)

)
, α]θ0.8,θ1.2],σ,ρ ∈ Aut

(
Aνσ(C]θ0.8,θ1.2]

∩ρ∩σ)

)
,

α]θ1.8,θ2.2],σ,ρ ∈ Aut
(
Aνσ(C]θ1.8,θ2.2]

∩ρ∩σ)

)
and α]θ2.8,θ3.2],σ,ρ ∈ Aut

(
Aτρ(C]θ2.8,θ3.2]

∩ρ∩σ)

)
for any ρ ∈ {U,D}

and σ ∈ {L,R} (here τU = τ , τD = τ−1, νR = ν and νL = ν−1) such that

α = Ad(a) ◦
⊗
σ

α[0,θ1],σ ◦
⊗
σ,ρ

α]θ1,θ2],σ,ρ ◦
⊗
ρ

α[θ3,π/2] ◦
⊗
ρ,σ

(
α]θ0.8,θ1.2],ρ,σ ⊗ α]θ1.8,θ2.2],ρ,σ ⊗ α]θ2.8,θ3.2],ρ,σ

)
.

(14.2)
If additionally everything (except a) commutes with βUg we say that α ∈ GSQAut1(A).
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As a remark, notice that this definition is not identical to the de definition given in [10] due to the
translation operators. Before we prove the theorem, we will first list some required lemmas along with
their proof.

Lemma 14.2. Take ω ∈ P(A) a short-range entangled state that is G-invariant and translation invariant
then it satisfies assumption 3.2.

Proof. Let γΦ
′

0;1 be the disentangler with Φ′ ∈ BFϕ
([0, 1]) (for some 0 < ϕ < 1) a one-parameter family

of interactions. By lemma B.3 part 5 (which is just a slight modification of section 5 from [10]) we have
that γΦ

′
0;1 ∈ SQAut1(A) since SQAut1(A) ⊂ QAut1(A) this implies that γΦ

′
0;1 ∈ QAut1(A). The existence

of the β̃g was done in [10] section 3, where one has to substitute the support of the cones used there by
the shifted cones seen in the definition of the SQAut2. This concludes the proof that assumption 3.2 is
satisfied.

Lemma 14.3. Let ω be a short-range entangled state that is G-invariant and translation invariant in
two directions then it satisfies assumption 3.5.

Proof. Completely analogous to the proof of lemma 14.2.

Lemma 14.4. Let µ be the automorphism that rotates every element of the C∗ algebra by 90◦ degrees,
then IndexA,U

2 trans(ω) = IndexA,U
2 trans(ω ◦ µ).

Proof. This is proven in subsection 10.

Finally, we prove Theorem 3.8:

Proof. The last few lemmas show that the indices are all well-defined. Now we only have to show that
they are independent on the choice of representative. We will only prove the first item as all the other
proofs are analogous. First notice that the equivalence implies that there exist product states ϕ1 ∈ P(Ã1)
and ϕ2 ∈ P(Ã2) and group actions Ũ1 and Ũ2 such that the combinations (ϕ1, Ũ1) and (ϕ2, Ũ2) are trivial
(see 2.2 for what this means). Moreover, these will satisfy that there exists a unitary transformation of
the on-site Hilbert space, V such that

ω1 ⊗stack ϕ1 ◦ iV = ω2 ⊗stack ϕ2 ◦ γΦ0;1 V †U1(g)⊗ Ũ1(g)V = U2(g)⊗ Ũ2(g) (14.3)

for some G-invariant locally generated automorphism. Using item 1 and item 3 of 3.9 this implies that

IndexA1⊗stackÃ1,U1⊗Ũ1
no trans (ω1 ⊗stack ϕ1) = IndexA2⊗stackÃ2,U2⊗Ũ2

no trans (ω2 ⊗stack ϕ2). (14.4)

Using item 2 of 3.9 this is satisfied if IndexÃ1,Ũ1
no trans(ϕ1) = IndexÃ2,Ũ2

no trans(ϕ2) = 1. This is trivially true.
Only in the last part with the H1-valued index does one need that the (ϕ, Ũ) pairs are trivial (see remark
7.1). For the other three statements, it is enough that we have G-invariant product states.

A Properties of locally generated automorphisms: 1d

In this section, let A be a quasi-local C∗ algebra over Z.

Lemma A.1. Take Φ ∈ BFϕ
([0, 1]) (with Fϕ as presented in (2.13)) then there exists an A ∈ U(A)

satisfying

Ad(A) = γΦL+ΦR
0;1 ◦ γΦ1;0. (A.1)

Moreover, this A is summable (this was defined in subsection 2.1). More generally there exists a con-
tinuous (in norm topology) one-parameter family λ ∈ [0, 1] 7→ Aλ ∈ U(A) such that Aλ is summable for
each λ and such that

Ad(Aλ) = γΦL+ΦR
0;λ ◦ γΦλ;0. (A.2)
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Proof. We have for any B ∈ A that

γΦL+ΦR
0;t ◦ γΦt;0(B) = B +

∫ t

0
ds

d

ds

(
γΦL+ΦR
0;s ◦ γΦs;0(B)

)
(A.3)

= B − i

∫ t

0
ds
∑
I∈GZ

γΦL+ΦR
0;s ([ΦL(s, I) + ΦR(s, I)− Φ(s, I), γΦs;0(B)]) (A.4)

= B − i

∫ t

0
dsγΦL+ΦR

0;s ◦ γΦs;0

∑
I∈GZ

γΦ0;s(ΦL(s, I) + ΦR(s, I)− Φ(s, I)), B

. (A.5)

To simplify notation we will define an interaction

Φ̃(s, I) = ΦL(s, I) + ΦR(s, I)− Φ(s, I). (A.6)

We will in essence have to find a 1D analogue of the proof of Theorem 5.2 of [10] with a few exceptions.
Most notably we need the summability condition. First, let us still define the extensions

X(m) := {x ∈ Z|∃y ∈ X : dist(x, y) ≤ m} (A.7)

and

∆X(m) := ΠX(m) −ΠX(m−1) (A.8)

the differences between the conditional expectation values. Define an interaction

Ξ(Z, t) :=
∑
m≥0

∑
X⊂Z:

X(m)=Z

∆X(m)(γ
Φ
0;t(Φ̃(X, t))) (A.9)

then we get by construction that

γΦL+ΦR
0;t ◦ γΦt;0 = γΞ0;t. (A.10)

We will now define

Aλ := T exp

−i
∫ λ

0
ds

∑
Z∈BZ

Ξ(Z, s)

. (A.11)

By construction, if this exists it is continuous in λ. To show that it exists and is summable, define some
sets

Bn := [−n, n] ∩ Z Bn,L :=]−∞,−n] ∩ Z Bn,R := [n,∞[∩Z (A.12)

and let

An := T exp

−i
∫ 1

0
ds

∑
Z∈BZ

ΞBn(Z, s)

. (A.13)

In what follows we will find a bound on

cn := sup
t∈[0,1]

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
Z∈BZ

(Ξ(Z, t)− ΞBn(Z, t))

∥∥∥∥∥∥ (A.14)

that is summable. Finding this would conclude the proof because

∑
n

∥A−An∥ =
∑
n

∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0
ds

d

ds
An(s)

†A(s)

∥∥∥∥ ≤
∑
n

sup
t∈[0,1]

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑
Z∈BZ

(Ξ(Z, t)− ΞBn(Z, t))

∥∥∥∥∥∥ =
∑
n

cn. (A.15)
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In analogy with equation (5.22) of [10] we get

cn ≤
∑

Z∈BZ:
Z∩Bn,L ̸=∅

or
Z∩Bn,R ̸=∅

sup
t∈[0,1]

∥Ξ(Z, t)∥ (A.16)

≤ 8

cF
(e2IF (Φ) − 1)

∑
m≥0

∑
X∈BZ:

X(m)∩Bn,L ̸=∅
or

X(m)∩Bn,R ̸=∅

sup
t∈[0,1]

(∥∥∥Φ̃(X, t)∥∥∥)|X|GF (m). (A.17)

Now using a trick analogous to what was done in equation (5.27) of [10] we get

cn ≤ ∥Φ1∥F

∑
m≥0

GF (m)

(
∑

x∈Bn,L

∑
y=B0,R

F (d(x, y)) +
∑

x∈B0,L

∑
y=Bn,R

F (d(x, y))). (A.18)

To show that the last bound is summable we only have to observe that

∞∑
n=0

∑
x∈Bn,L

∑
y=B0,R

F (d(x, y)) ≤
∑
x∈C1

∑
y=C2

F (d(x, y)). (A.19)

where C1 is the cone one obtains by putting the Bn,L on top of each other whereas C2 is the right half
plane of Z2. The proof that the sum over the cones is bounded is done explicitly in [10].

B Properties of locally generated automorphisms: 2d

In this section, let A be a quasi-local C∗ algebra over Z2. Take H ∈ BFϕ
([0, 1]) (for some 0 < ϕ < 1)

and γHs;t its locally generated automorphism (see section 2.3). We will now show some properties of this

locally generated automorphism γHs;t. In this section we will heavily rely on the framework and theorems
of Yoshiko Ogata [10] who in her turn relies heavily on the framework developed in [8]. We now need
two additional classes of automorphisms:

Definition B.1. Take α ∈ Aut(A). We say that α ∈ HAut1(A) if and only if for any 0 < θ < π/2 there
exists an a ∈ U(A) and some ασ ∈ Aut

(
Aνσ(Cθ∩σ)

)
for each σ ∈ {L,R} such that

α = Ad(a) ◦ αL ⊗ αR. (B.1)

Definition B.2. Take α ∈ Aut(A). We say that α ∈ VAut1(A) if and only if there exists some a ∈ A,
αU ∈ Aut

(
τ(ACc

θ
∩ AU )

)
and an αD ∈ Aut

(
τ−1(ACc

θ
∩ AD)

)
such that

α = Ad(a) ◦ αU ⊗ αD. (B.2)

If furthermore αU ◦ βUg = βUg ◦ αU we say that α ∈ GVAut1(A).

Additionally, remember the definition of the QAut2(A) that was presented in definition 14.1. Now
we will state some properties of locally generated automorphisms:

Lemma B.3. Take H an interaction such that there exists a 0 < ϕ < 1 satisfying that ∥H∥fϕ ≤ 1. The

following statements now hold (for any s, t ∈ R):

1. γHs;t ◦ γ
HD
t;s ⊗ γHU

t;s ∈ HAut1(A).

2. γHs;t ◦ γ
HL
t;s ⊗ γHR

t;s ∈ VAut1(A). If additionally H is a G-invariant interaction we even have γHs;t ◦
γHL
t;s ⊗ γHR

t;s ∈ GVQAut1(A). The similar statement also holds if we replace L and R by ν−1(L)
and ν(R).

3. γHU
s;t ⊗γHD

s;t ∈ SQAut1(A). If additionally H is a G-invariant interaction we even have γHU
s;t ⊗γHD

s;t ∈
GSQAut1(A).
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4. If H is G-invariant then γHt;s ◦ βUg ◦ γHs;t ◦ (βUg )−1 ∈ HAut1(A).

5. γHt;s ∈ SQAut1(A).

Proof. Part 1 is done in Proposition 5.5 in [10] and Part 4 follows trivially from Part 1. Except for the
translation operators in my definition of the SQAut(A), part 3 follows from Theorem 5.2 in [10]. To
show part 3 we therefore have to show that Theorem 5.2 in [10] still holds if we replace C0 and C1 in
the proof by the sets highlighted in figure 5. Take the Ψ from this proof to be our H, take Ψ(0) to be∑

C∈C0 HC (with our new definition of C0) and take Ψ(1) := Ψ−Ψ(0). Now define Ξ(s)(Z, t) through

Ξ(s)(Z, t) :=

∞∑
m=0

∑
X⊂Z,

X(m)=Z

∆X(m)(γ
Ψ
s;t(Ψ

(1)(X; t))) (B.3)

with these new definitions of Ψ(0) and Ψ(1). We now want to show that for every t,

∑
Z⊂Z2

Ξ(s)(Z, t)−
∑
C∈C1

1Z⊂CΞ
(s)(Z, t)

 (B.4)

is bounded. Following the arguments in equation (5.22) to (5.24) in [10] we still get that

∑
Z⊂Z2,

∄C∈C1:Z⊂C

sup
t∈[0,1]

∥∥∥Ξ(1)(Z, t)
∥∥∥ ≤ 8

CF
(e2IF (Ψ) − 1)

∑
C1,C2∈C0,
C1 ̸=C2

M(C1, C2) (B.5)

where

M(C1, C2) :=
∑
m≥0

∑
X:

∀C∈C1,X∩((Cc)(m)) ̸=∅,
X∩C1 ̸=∅,X∩C2 ̸=∅

(
sup
t∈[0,1]

(
∥∥∥Ψ(1)(X; t)

∥∥∥)|X|GF (m)

)
(B.6)

is now defined using the new C1. To bound theseM(C1, C2) we will (just like in [10]) differentiate between
two cases. That is, the case where C1 and C2 are adjacent21 and the case where they are not. We begin
with the latter. In this case, we still have in complete analogy with the proof in [10] that

M(C1, C2) ≤ b0(C1, C2) :=
∑
m≥0

∑
X:X∩C1 ̸=∅,
X∩C2 ̸=∅

(
sup
t∈[0,1]

(
∥∥∥Ψ(1)(X; t)

∥∥∥)|X|GF (m)

)
(B.7)

≤ ∥Ψ1∥F
∑
x∈C1
y∈C2

F (d(x, y))

∞∑
m=0

GF (m) <∞. (B.8)

22 What is now left to show is the case where C1 and C2 are adjacent. Take C̃ ∈ C1 such that C1∩ C̃ ̸= ∅
and C2 ∩ C̃ ̸= ∅. Take L1 = ∂C̃/C2

23 and L2 = ∂C̃/C1. By following the same reasoning that led to
equation (5.36) in [10] we get that

M(C1, C2) ≤ b0(C1, C2/C̃) + b0(C1/C̃, C2) + b0(C̃ ∩ C2, (C1 ∪ C2)
c) + b1(C1 ∩ C̃, C2 ∩ C̃, L1, L2) (B.9)

21We say that C1 and C2 are adjacent if and only if #(C1(1) ∩ C2(1)) = ∞.
22Here Ψ1 is defined through Ψ1(X) = |X|1Ψ(X).
23Here ∂C̃ means the boundary of C̃.
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where

b1(C1 ∩ C̃, C2 ∩ C̃, L1, L2) :=
∞∑

m=0

∑
X⊂C̃:

X∩C1∩C̃ ̸=∅
X∩C2∩C̃ ̸=∅

X∩(C̃c(m)) ̸=∅

sup
t∈[0,1]

∥Ψ(X; t)∥|X|GF (m) (B.10)

≤ ∥Ψ1∥F
∞∑

m=0

GF (m)

 ∑
x∈C2∩C̃,
y∈L1(m)

+
∑

x∈C1∩C̃,
y∈L2(m)

F (d(x, y)) <∞. (B.11)

Since the remainder of the proof can remain unchanged from [10], this concludes the proof of item 3.
The proof of item 5 just follows from the fact that for any α1 ∈ SQAut(A) and for any α2 ∈ HAut(A)
we have that α2 ◦ α1 ∈ SQAut(A). We now only need to comment on item 2. We must show that

(γHs;t ◦ γ
HL
t;s ⊗ γHR

t;s )−1 = γHL
s;t ⊗ γHR

s;t ◦ γHt;s ∈ GVAut(A). (B.12)

The proof of this starts analogously to the proof of items 1 and 3. We take Ψ = H, Ψ(0) = Hτ(Cc
θ∩U) +

Hτ−1(Cc
θ∩D) and Ψ(1) = Ψ − Ψ(0). Define Ξ(s)(Z; t) again through equation (B.3). In analogy to what

was done in equation (5.54) in [10] we obtain∑
Z:Z⊈τ(Cc

θ∩U)

and Z⊈τ−1(Cc
θ∩D)

sup
t∈[0,1]

∥∥∥Ξ(1)(Z, t)
∥∥∥ ≤ 8

CF
(e2IF (Ψ)−1)

∞∑
m=0

∑
X:X(m)⊈τ(Cc

θ∩U)

and X(m)⊈τ−1(Cc
θ∩D)

sup
t∈[0,1]

∥∥∥Ψ(1)(X; t)
∥∥∥|X|GF (m).

(B.13)
If X in the last line has a non-zero contribution, then at least one of the following occurs:

1. X ∩ (W (Cθ) ∩ L) ̸= ∅ and X ∩R ̸= ∅.

2. X ∩ (W (Cθ) ∩R) ̸= ∅ and X ∩ L ̸= ∅.

3. X ⊂W (Cθ)
c and

(a) X ⊂ U,X ⊂ D, or

(b) X ⊂ U,X ⊂ L,X ⊂ R and X(m) ∩ (τ−1(Cc
θ ∩D))c ̸= ∅, or

(c) X ⊂ D,X ⊂ L,X ⊂ R and X(m) ∩ (τ(Cc
θ ∩ U))c ̸= ∅.

This shows that we have a bound∑
Z:Z⊈τ(Cc

θ∩U)

and Z⊈τ−1(Cc
θ∩D)

sup
t∈[0,1]

∥∥∥Ξ(1)(Z, t)
∥∥∥ (B.14)

≤ 8

CF
(e2IF (Ψ) − 1)(b0(W (Cθ) ∩ L,R) + b0(L,W (Cθ) ∩R) + b0(W (Cθ)

c ∩ U,W (Cθ)
c ∩D)

+ b1(W (Cθ)
c ∩ U ∩ L,W (Cθ)

c ∩ U ∩ L,L ∩ ∂(W (Cθ)
c ∩ U), R ∩ ∂(W (Cθ)

c ∩ U))

b1(W (Cθ)
c ∩D ∩ L,W (Cθ)

c ∩D ∩R,L ∩ ∂(W (Cθ)
c ∩D), R ∩ ∂(W (Cθ)

c ∩D))) <∞. (B.15)

This concludes the proof.

This implies certain things for our locally generated automorphisms. From these four statements we
can prove the following results:

Lemma B.4. Take H an interaction such that there exists a 0 < ϕ < 1 satisfying that ∥H∥fϕ ≤ 1. Take

θ1 and θ2 such that 0 < θ1 < θ2 < π/2 then for all Θ ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ2

)c

)
and s, t ∈ R there exists an

a1 ∈ U(A) and a Θ̃ ∈ Aut
(
AW (Cθ1

)c

)
such that

γHt;s ◦Θ ◦ γHs;t = Ad(a1) ◦ Θ̃. (B.16)
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Proof. We have that

γHt;s ◦Θ ◦ γHs;t = γHD
t;s ⊗ γHU

t;s ◦ γHD
s;t ⊗ γHU

s;t ◦ γHt;s ◦Θ ◦ γHs;t ◦ γ
HD
t;s ⊗ γHU

t;s ◦ γHD
s;t ⊗ γHU

s;t . (B.17)

Using that γHs;t ◦ γ
HD
t;s ⊗ γHU

t;s ∈ HAut1(A) we get that there exists some a ∈ A and η ∈ Aut(ACθ
) such

that

γHt;s ◦Θ ◦ γHs;t = Ad(a) ◦ γHD
t;s ⊗ γHU

t;s ◦ η−1
s;t ◦Θ ◦ ηs;t ◦ γHD

s;t ⊗ γHU
s;t (B.18)

= Ad(a) ◦ γHD
t;s ⊗ γHU

t;s ◦Θ ◦ γHD
s;t ⊗ γHU

s;t . (B.19)

Since by B.3 part 3 γHD
s;t ⊗ γHU

s;t ∈ GSQAut1(A) the result follows.

Lemma B.5. Take H an interaction such that there exists a 0 < ϕ < 1 satisfying that ∥H∥fϕ ≤ 1. Take

θ1 and θ2 such that 0 < θ1 < θ2 < π/2. Then for all ησg ∈ Aut
(
Aνσ(Cθ1

∩σ)

)
(where σ ∈ {L,R} and

g ∈ G) and s, t ∈ R there exist a2,∈ U(A), a3,σ ∈ U(Aνσ(σ)) and some η̃gσ ∈ Aut
(
νσ(ACθ2

∩σ)

)
such that

γHt;s ◦ ηLg ⊗ ηRg ◦ γHs;t = Ad(a2) ◦ (η̃Lg ⊗ η̃Rg ) (B.20)

γHσ
t;s ◦ ησg ◦ γHσ

s;t = Ad(a3,σ) ◦ η̃σg . (B.21)

Proof. In this proof, take Hsplit = Hν−1(L)+Hν(R). First, we show that equation (B.21) implies equation
(B.20). This is because using equation (B.20) we get that

γHt;s ◦ ηg ◦ γHs;t = γHt;s ◦ γ
Hsplit

s;t ◦ γHsplit

t;s ◦ ηg ◦ γ
Hsplit

s;t ◦ γHsplit

t;s ◦ γHs;t (B.22)

= γHt;s ◦ γ
Hsplit

s;t ◦Ad(a3,L ⊗ a3,R) ◦ η̃g ◦ γ
Hsplit

t;s ◦ γHs;t. (B.23)

If one now uses the fact that γHt;s ◦ γ
Hsplit

s;t ∈ GVAut1(A) (see lemma B.3 item 2) the implication follows.

To finish the proof we now only have to use the fact that the γHσ
0;1 are in SQAut1(Aσ).

Additionally, when we add the group action, we get:

Lemma B.6. Take H a G-invariant interaction such that there exists a 0 < ϕ < 1 satisfying that

∥H∥fϕ ≤ 1. Take θ1 and θ2 such that 0 < θ1 < θ2 < π/2. Then for all ησg ∈ Aut
(
Aνσ(Cθ1

∩σ)

)
(where σ ∈

{L,R} and g ∈ G) and s, t ∈ R there exist a2,∈ U(A), a3,σ ∈ U(Aνσ(σ)) and some η̃gσ ∈ Aut
(
νσ(ACθ2

∩σ)

)
such that

γHt;s ◦ ηLg ⊗ ηRg ◦ βUg ◦ γHs;t = Ad(a2) ◦ (η̃Lg ⊗ η̃Rg ) ◦ βUg (B.24)

γHσ
t;s ◦ ησg ◦ βσUg ◦ γHσ

s;t = Ad(a3,σ) ◦ η̃σg ◦ βσUg . (B.25)

Proof. In this proof, take again Hsplit = Hν−1(L) +Hν(R). First, we show that equation (B.25) implies
equation (B.24). This is because using (the inverse of) equation (B.24) we get that

γHt;s ◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦ γHs;t ◦ βUg−1 ◦ (η̃g)−1 (B.26)

= (Inner) ◦ γHt;s ◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦ γHs;t ◦ γ
Hsplit

t;s ◦ βUg−1 ◦ (ηg)−1 ◦ γHsplit

s;t ◦ γHt;s ◦ γHs;t. (B.27)

Now using the fact that by lemma B.3 item 2, γHs;t ◦ γ
Hsplit

t;s ∈ GVAut1(A) this gives us

= (Inner) ◦ γHt;s ◦ ηg ◦ βUg ◦ βUg−1 ◦ (ηg)−1 ◦ γHs;t. (B.28)

By taking a2 such that Ad(a2) is this inner automorphism, we can conclude the proof that equation
(B.25) implies equation (B.24). Now we only have to prove equation (B.25). To finish the proof we now

only have to use the fact that the γ
Hνσ(σ)

0;1 are in GSQAut1(Aσ).

51



Lemma B.7. There exist maps

AL : [0, 1] → U(AL) : λ 7→ AL(λ) AR : [0, 1] → U(AR) : λ 7→ AR(λ) (B.29)

both continuous in norm topology and

Φµν : [0, 1] → Aut
(
AW (Cθ)c∩µ∩ν

)
: λ 7→ Φµν(λ) (B.30)

where µ ∈ {U,D} and ν ∈ {L, ν(R)}, all four continuous in strong24 topology, satisfying that

ν ◦ γH̃split

0;λ ◦ ν−1 ◦ γH̃split

λ;0 = γHL
0;λ ⊗ γ

Hν◦ν(R)

0;λ ◦ γH̃split

λ;0 (B.31)

= Ad(AL(λ))⊗Ad(AR(λ)) ◦
⊗

µ∈{U,D},
ν∈{L,ν(R)}

Φµν(λ) (B.32)

and that Φµν ◦ βg = βg ◦ Φµν .

Proof. The proof of this is very similar to all the other proofs in this section. We will go over the
highlights. We want to define an AL(λ) and a ΦU,L ⊗ ΦD,L satisfying

Ad(AL(λ)) ◦ ΦU,L ⊗ ΦD,L(λ) = γHL
0;λ ◦ γ

Hν−1(L)

λ;0 (B.33)

and similarly for the right side. We will only work out this side as the other calculation is analogous.
We do this in two steps. First, we find an interaction Ξ satisfying

γΞ0;λ = γHL
0;λ ◦ γ

Hν−1(L)

λ;0 . (B.34)

We can do this by taking the usual

Ξ(Z, t) :=
∞∑

m=0

∑
X⊂Z

X(m)=Z

∆X(m)(γ
Hν−1(L)

0;t (H̃(X, t))) (B.35)

where H̃ := HL −Hν−1(L). We can now define

ΦµL(λ) := γ
ΞW (Cθ)

c∩µ∩L

0;λ . (B.36)

This means that we can satisfy B.32 if

Ad(AL) = γΞ0;λ ◦ γΞ′
λ;0 Ξ′ := ΞW (Cθ)c∩U∩L + ΞW (Cθ)c∩D∩L. (B.37)

Using the same argument as before, this can be realized when we have

Ad(AL(λ)) = γΞ̃0;λ (B.38)

where

Ξ̃(Z, t) :=
∞∑

m=0

∑
X⊂Z

X(m)=Z

∆X(m)(γ
Ξ′
0;t(Ξ(X, t)− Ξ′(X, t))). (B.39)

The last part of the proof is to show that
∥∥∥∑Z∈BZ2

Ξ̃(Z, t)
∥∥∥ < ∞ which can be done using similar

techniques as before. This means that we can simply define

AL(λ) := T exp

−i
∫ λ

0
ds

∑
Z∈BZ2

Ξ̃(Z, s)

 (B.40)

and this is by construction bounded and continuous in λ.
24Meaning that Φµν(λ)(A) is continuous for all A ∈ A.
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