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Traditional SU(N) lattice gauge theories (lgts) can be formulated using an orthonormal basis
constructed from the irreducible representations (irreps) Vλ of the SU(N) gauge symmetry. On a
lattice, the elements of this basis are tensor networks comprising dimer tensors on the links labeled by
a set of irreps {λℓ} and monomer tensors on sites labeled by {λs}. These tensors naturally define a
local site Hilbert space, Hg

s , on which gauge transformations act. Gauss’s law introduces an additional
index αs = 1, 2, . . . ,D(Hg

s) that labels an orthonormal basis of the gauge-invariant subspace of
Hg

s . This monomer-dimer tensor-network (mdtn) basis, |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩, of the physical Hilbert
space enables the construction of new qubit-regularized SU(N) gauge theories that are free of sign
problems while preserving key features of traditional lgts. Here, we investigate finite-temperature
confinement-deconfinement transitions in a simple qubit-regularized SU(2) and SU(3) gauge theory in
d = 2 and d = 3 spatial dimensions, formulated using the mdtn basis, and show that they reproduce
the universal results of traditional lgts at these transitions. Additionally, in d = 1, we demonstrate
using a plaquette chain that the string tension at zero temperature can be continuously tuned to
zero by adjusting a model parameter that plays the role of the gauge coupling in traditional lgts.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum field theories are a special class of quantum
systems defined on infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces.
Qubit regularization of a quantum field theory (qft) is
the idea of formulating these theories through a limit-
ing process, starting from quantum mechanical systems
defined on finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces [1]. Such a
regularization, particularly in a Hamiltonian formulation,
is well-suited for studying qfts using quantum technolo-
gies [2–4].
While the Hamiltonian lattice regularization of a qft

with infinite-dimensional local Hilbert spaces is well
known [5], the idea of starting with a finite-dimensional
Hilbert space for both spin and gauge theories was orig-
inally proposed in the D-theory approach [6–9] and has
recently gained popularity [10–13]. Most studies assume
that in the limiting process, the local Hilbert space on
each lattice site will need to be extended indefinitely to
formulate asymptotically free qfts, such as Yang-Mills
theories and quantum chromodynamics (qcd). For this
reason, in the D-theory approach, an extra dimension
(or equivalently, a flavor index) was introduced at each
spatial lattice site, allowing for a systematic increase in
the local Hilbert space.
This common belief that recovering asymptotic free-

dom ultimately requires increasing the local lattice Hilbert
space dimension to infinity was challenged by the discovery
of two examples, where asymptotic freedom emerged in
qubit-regularized d = 1 O(3) and O(2) spin-models with
just a four-dimensional local Hilbert space [14, 15]. Such
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a possibility had been suggested within the D-theory ap-
proach [7], but a concrete realization had not been found
until these examples were discovered. From a renormal-
ization group (rg) perspective, this is not particularly
surprising, since qfts emerge near fixed points of rg
flows, which can be accessed by tuning the couplings of
lattice models to appropriate quantum critical points. If
only a few relevant parameters exist at the fixed point,
one should be able to tune a small number of lattice pa-
rameters non-perturbatively to reach the critical point.
In this approach, the finiteness of the local lattice Hilbert
space does not preclude an infinite-dimensional Hilbert
space in the qft because the length scales of the emerging
qft are scaled by the diverging correlation length of the
lattice theory.

The qfts studied in [14, 15] had only one relevant pa-
rameter and, surprisingly, could be reached even without
fine-tuning. However, the rg flow was markedly different
from traditional expectations. At the quantum critical
point, the infrared physics was governed by a completely
different conformal field theory. However, when a small
relevant perturbation was introduced, the desired asymp-
totically free quantum field theory emerged as a crossover
phenomenon. These discoveries are exciting, as they sug-
gest that qubit regularization has the potential to reveal
new types of rg flows through which qfts can emerge,
particularly for gauge theories.

The motivation behind our current work is to estab-
lish a foundation for a more systematic exploration of
qubit-regularized SU(N) gauge theories, starting with
the Hilbert space of traditional lattice gauge theories in
a basis that is well-suited for qubit regularization while
preserving gauge invariance. This basis is the well-known
irrep basis of the SU(N) gauge group. A systematic ap-
proach to constructing this basis was outlined in [16],
which we use to develop a pictorial representation of the
basis states as a tensor network of monomer and dimer

ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

14
17

5v
1 

 [
he

p-
la

t]
  2

0 
Fe

b 
20

25

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3711-4998
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0745-8853
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1060-652X
mailto:sch27@duke.edu
mailto:ruixian.siew@duke.edu
mailto:tanmoy@lanl.gov


2

tensors. This mdtn basis not only provides a natural
framework for qubit regularization but also enables the
construction of new types of lattice gauge theories beyond
the widely studied Kogut-Susskind (ks) Hamiltonians
often explored in this context [5].

Qubit regularization of asymptotic freedom in gauge
theories is likely to be trickier than in the d = 1 spin model
examples that we mentioned above, especially since gauge
symmetries are not symmetries acting on the physical
Hilbert space of the theory, but are rather constraints
defining the physical Hilbert space. As we study this new
class of theories, we may encounter different situations.
One possibility is that the universality class of the fixed
points of the rg flow may depend on the chosen qubit reg-
ularization scheme. Another possibility is that the fixed
point that governs the original qft may still be present in
the rg flow diagram, but can only be reached through a
careful choice and tuning of the microscopic lattice model.
While there is a lot of recent work that explores simple
truncated lattice gauge theories on quantum computers
[17–22], questions about quantum critical points in these
qubit regularized theories and how the continuum limits
can emerge continues to be an active area of research
[23, 24]. A systematic exploration, especially in two and
three spatial dimensions, will be challenging even with
powerful new techniques like the tensor-network methods.

Since our motivation stems from the study of RG flows
in qubit-regularized theories, we consider the popular ks
Hamiltonian [5] as just one of several possible formulations
to explore. The mdtn basis of lgts enables the construc-
tion of sign-problem-free quantum Hamiltonians, allowing
these models to be studied using standard Markov Chain
Monte Carlo (mcmc) methods. Here, we demonstrate
that these new Hamiltonians successfully capture key
qualitative features of traditional gauge theories, such as
confinement, deconfinement, and finite-temperature tran-
sitions between these phases. Additionally, we find that
a simple plaquette operator—analogous to that in the ks
Hamiltonian but constructed within the mdtn basis—can
lower the string tension, potentially inducing quantum
phase transitions where asymptotic freedom may emerge.

Our work is organized as follows. In Section II, we con-
struct the orthonormal basis of the physical Hilbert space
for traditional SU(N) lattice gauge theories based on the
irreps of the gauge group. We show that the elements of
this basis can be viewed as a network of monomer and
dimer tensors, which we refer to as the mdtn basis. Qubit
regularization then becomes a straightforward step in this
basis. In Section III, we construct a new class of qubit
regularized gauge theory Hamiltonians using the mdtn
basis, consisting of two terms: a term that is diagonal
in the mdtn basis, and hence is essentially classical, and
a noncommuting term that introduces quantum fluctua-
tions in the theory. Leveraging the similarity between our
qubit-regularized gauge theories and the transverse field
Ising model, in Section IV, we define classical gauge theo-
ries, similar to the classical Ising model, that we argue can
capture the confinement-deconfinement physics of tradi-

tional gauge theories at finite temperatures. In Section V,
using mcmc methods, we confirm this expectation by
reproducing the well-known confinement-deconfinement
results at finite temperatures in SU(2) and SU(3) gauge
theories. In particular, we verify the universality of these
transitions in both d = 2 and d = 3. In Section VI, we
demonstrate how the term that induces quantum fluctu-
ations in our Hamiltonian has the ability to lower the
string tension of the classical term in the confined phase.
We achieve this by studying the ground state of an SU(2)
plaquette chain with two heavy matter particles. Finally,
in Section VII, we conclude by summarizing our findings
and outlining a vision for future research.

II. MONOMER-DIMER TENSOR-NETWORK

One of the key insights provided by qubit regulariza-
tion in lgts is the interpretation of the physical Hilbert
space through the lens of irreps of the gauge symmetry
(see Ref. [16]). While the irrep-based approach was fun-
damental to the D-theory framework[6, 8] and has been
widely used in recent studies of gauge theories motivated
by quantum computation [25–28], we argue in this work
that it offers a fundamentally new perspective on lgts—
one that extends beyond its original motivation in qubit
regularization and quantum computation. In this section,
we construct the irrep basis and provide a pictorial repre-
sentation in the form of a monomer-dimer tensor network
(mdtn). In the next section, we utilize this framework to
construct new Hamiltonians for lgts.
In order to understand the irrep basis, let us begin

with the full Hilbert space of traditional SU(N) lgts,
HTrad, in the Hamiltonian formulation, before imposing
Gauss’s law. This full Hilbert space is the direct product
of Hilbert spaces HTrad

ℓ on the oriented links ℓ of the
lattice and HTrad

s on the sites of the lattice:

HTrad =
⊗

ℓ

HTrad
ℓ

⊗

s

HTrad
s . (1)

Each link Hilbert space HTrad
ℓ is associated with gauge

degrees of freedom that describe a quantum particle mov-
ing on the surface of the SU(N) manifold, while each
site Hilbert space HTrad

s corresponds to matter degrees of
freedom that transform according to some representation
of the gauge group.

Traditionally, HTrad
ℓ is constructed using the orthonor-

mal “position basis” |g⟩, where g represents a point on the
SU(N) manifold. However, as explained in Ref. [16], for
qubit regularization, it is often more useful to construct
HTrad

ℓ using a “momentum basis”, which in this case is
the orthonormal irrep basis of the gauge symmetry.
If λ labels an irrep of SU(N), and Vλ denotes the

corresponding Hilbert space with dimension dλ, then by
the Peter-Weyl theorem, we can express [16]

HTrad
ℓ =

⊕

λℓ

Vλℓ
⊗ Vλ̄ℓ

, (2)



3

Left Right
<latexit sha1_base64="asCbZpv90pX9Q7G7ze5b9HmifBk=">AAACFHicbVC9TsMwGHTKXwl/BUYWiwqJqUo6FMYKFsYi0R+piaovjtNadZxgO0hV1NeAFd6DDbGy8xo8AW6bgbacZOl0d590viDlTGnH+bZKG5tb2zvlXXtv/+DwqHJ80lFJJgltk4QnsheAopwJ2tZMc9pLJYU44LQbjG9nfveJSsUS8aAnKfVjGAoWMQLaSL7Xtz1u0iHYnj+oVJ2aMwdeJ25BqqhAa1D58cKEZDEVmnBQqu86qfZzkJoRTqe2lymaAhnDkPYNFRBT5efz0lN8YZQQR4k0T2g8V/9e5BArNYkDk4xBj9SqNxP/9VRUWAqEwopKFi030dG1nzORZpoKsigSZRzrBM8WwiGTlGg+MQSIZOYvmIxAAtFmR9uM5K5Osk469ZrbqDXu69XmTTFXGZ2hc3SJXHSFmugOtVAbEfSIXtArerOerXfrw/pcREtWcXOKlmB9/QKBL54z</latexit>

�
<latexit sha1_base64="djrJQNhEMupqvF/9EGjXhYM7xNI=">AAACIXicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPEVdSO4GSyCq5J0UV0W3bisYB/QhDKZTNqhk5kwMxFKqD+jW/0Pd+JO/Au/wEmbhW09cOFwzr2Xe0+YMqq0635Za+sbm1vblR17d2//4NA5Ou4okUlM2lgwIXshUoRRTtqaakZ6qSQoCRnphuPbwu8+Eqmo4A96kpIgQUNOY4qRNtLAOfX7ti9MR7Eg95mZjNDU9oOBU3Vr7gxwlXglqYISrYHz40cCZwnhGjOkVN9zUx3kSGqKGTErM0VShMdoSPqGcpQQFeSzD6bwwigRjIU0xTWcqX8ncpQoNUlC05kgPVLLXiH+66m4tBTiCioiabx4iY6vg5zyNNOE4/khccagFrCIC0ZUEqzZxBCEJTW/QDxCEmFtQrVNSN5yJKukU695jVrjvl5t3pRxVcAZOAeXwANXoAnuQAu0AQZP4AW8gjfr2Xq3PqzPeeuaVc6cgAVY37+iraOK</latexit>

�i j

<latexit sha1_base64="XsDnJQIFPeLsNMOEG3dsq87Ircs=">AAACJ3icbVDLSsNAFJ3Ud3xVXQoyWARXJXFRXRZ14VLBqtDEcjO9qWMnkzAzEUrszp/Rrf6HO9Glv+AXOK1Z+Dpw4XDOPXDviTLBtfG8N6cyMTk1PTM7584vLC4tV1dWz3SaK4YtlopUXUSgUXCJLcONwItMISSRwPOofzDyz29QaZ7KUzPIMEygJ3nMGRgrdaobQdu9PbwsAmEzXRh2Cn49DBTInkA3CDvVmlf3xqB/iV+SGilx3Kl+BN2U5QlKwwRo3fa9zIQFKMOZwKEb5BozYH3oYdtSCQnqsBj/MaRbVunSOFV2pKFj9XuigETrQRLZzQTMlf7tjcR/PR2XlgapqUbF45+XmHgvLLjMcoOSfR0S54KalI5Ko12ukBkxsASY4vYXyq5AATO2WteW5P+u5C8526n7jXrjZKfW3C/rmiXrZJNsE5/skiY5IsekRRi5Iw/kkTw5986z8+K8fq1WnDKzRn7Aef8En2KmIw==</latexit>

|Dω
ij →

Dimer-tensor

<latexit sha1_base64="asCbZpv90pX9Q7G7ze5b9HmifBk=">AAACFHicbVC9TsMwGHTKXwl/BUYWiwqJqUo6FMYKFsYi0R+piaovjtNadZxgO0hV1NeAFd6DDbGy8xo8AW6bgbacZOl0d590viDlTGnH+bZKG5tb2zvlXXtv/+DwqHJ80lFJJgltk4QnsheAopwJ2tZMc9pLJYU44LQbjG9nfveJSsUS8aAnKfVjGAoWMQLaSL7Xtz1u0iHYnj+oVJ2aMwdeJ25BqqhAa1D58cKEZDEVmnBQqu86qfZzkJoRTqe2lymaAhnDkPYNFRBT5efz0lN8YZQQR4k0T2g8V/9e5BArNYkDk4xBj9SqNxP/9VRUWAqEwopKFi030dG1nzORZpoKsigSZRzrBM8WwiGTlGg+MQSIZOYvmIxAAtFmR9uM5K5Osk469ZrbqDXu69XmTTFXGZ2hc3SJXHSFmugOtVAbEfSIXtArerOerXfrw/pcREtWcXOKlmB9/QKBL54z</latexit>

�

<latexit sha1_base64="fMmggy+z5bRkOYchBwMONKB6NI4=">AAACJXicbVDLSsNAFJ34Nr6qLnUxWARXJelCXYpuXFawrdDEcjO9aYdOJmFmIpTqxp/Rrf6HOxFc+Q9+gdM2C209cOFwzj1w74kywbXxvE9nbn5hcWl5ZdVdW9/Y3Cpt7zR0miuGdZaKVN1EoFFwiXXDjcCbTCEkkcBm1L8Y+c07VJqn8toMMgwT6EoecwbGSu3SftBy74NM83b/NhA214FAgewKdIOwXSp7FW8MOkv8gpRJgVq79B10UpYnKA0ToHXL9zITDkEZzgQ+uEGuMQPWhy62LJWQoA6H4y8e6KFVOjROlR1p6Fj9nRhCovUgiexmAqanp72R+K+n48LSIDXVqHj89xITn4ZDLrPcoGSTQ+JcUJPSUWW0wxUyIwaWAFPc/kJZDxQwY4t1bUn+dCWzpFGt+MeV46tq+ey8qGuF7JEDckR8ckLOyCWpkTph5JE8kxfy6jw5b8678zFZnXOKzC75A+frB64PpRs=</latexit>

|ωω
k →

<latexit sha1_base64="0oy3O/iJQ2tUko+bheoX0ANg0uI=">AAACDnicbVDLSgNBEOz1GddX1KOXwSB4Crs5RI9BLx4jmAckS5id9CZDZmeXmVkhhPyDXvU/vIlXf8Hf8AucJHswiQUNRVU3VFeYCq6N5307G5tb2zu7hT13/+Dw6Lh4ctrUSaYYNlgiEtUOqUbBJTYMNwLbqUIahwJb4ehu5reeUGmeyEczTjGI6UDyiDNqrNTqdtyR2w16xZJX9uYg68TPSQly1HvFn24/YVmM0jBBte74XmqCCVWGM4FTt5tpTCkb0QF2LJU0Rh1M5nGn5NIqfRIlyo40ZK7+vZjQWOtxHNrNmJqhXvVm4r+ejnJLU6mJRsWj5SQmugkmXKaZQckWQaJMEJOQWTekzxUyI8aWUKa4/YWwIVWUGduga0vyVytZJ81K2a+Wqw+VUu02r6sA53ABV+DDNdTgHurQAAYjeIFXeHOenXfnw/lcrG44+c0ZLMH5+gXAK5ul</latexit>

k

Monomer-tensor

FIG. 1. A pictorial representation of the two kinds of tensors
that form the mdtn basis. The top shows the oriented dimer-
tensor associated with the links, while the bottom shows the
monomer-tensor at sites.

where Vλℓ
⊗Vλ̄ℓ

forms a d2λℓ
-dimensional subspace spanned

by the orthonormal basis states |Dλℓ
ij ⟩, with i, j =

1, 2, . . . , dλℓ
. Each SU(N) irrep λℓ appears exactly once

in the direct sum. Here, λ̄ℓ denotes the conjugate repre-
sentation of λℓ.
In the orthonormal basis states |Dλℓ

ij ⟩ associated with
a link oriented from left to right, the index i corresponds
to the degrees of freedom transforming under Vλℓ

at the
left lattice site, while j corresponds to those transforming
under Vλ̄ℓ

at the right lattice site. The basis states |Dλℓ
ij ⟩

at each link can be collectively interpreted as a tensor
associated with an oriented dimer, labeled by λℓ. A
pictorial representation of this dimer-tensor is illustrated
in Fig. 1 (top).
In contrast to the link Hilbert space, the site Hilbert

space HTrad
s is associated with matter degrees of freedom

that transform according to some representation of the
gauge group and can naturally be written as

HTrad
s =

⊕

λs

Vλs , (3)

where each irrep label λs corresponds to the representa-
tion Vλs

, which is spanned by the basis states |ψλs

k ⟩ for
k = 1, 2, . . . , dλs . Collectively, these basis states can be
interpreted as a tensor associated with a monomer on
the site, labeled by λs. A pictorial representation of this
monomer-tensor is also illustrated in Fig. 1 (bottom).
For every fixed set of dimer-tensors and monomer-

tensors, labeled as {λℓ} and {λs} respectively, one obtains
the subspace

H[{λs},{λℓ}] =
⊗

ℓ

(
Vλℓ

⊗ Vλ̄ℓ

)⊗

s

Vλs
(4)

of the full traditional Hilbert space HTrad. However, the
physical Hilbert space of the lgt, Hphys, is obtained by

projecting H[{λs},{λℓ}] onto the space of gauge-invariant
states, thereby imposing Gauss’s law.

3
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FIG. 1. A pictorial representation of basis states in the sub-
space Hω in the form of an oriented dimer on the link con-
necting the sites x and y (left) and in the subspace Hs in the
form of a monomer on the site x (right). The orientation of
the dimer is defined such that under a gauge transformation
at x (left site) the link states transform as given by Eq. (5),
while a gauge transformation on y (right site) it transforms as
given by Eq. (6). The site transforms as given by the irrep
on the monomer.

With this notation, the full Hilbert space of the tradi-
tional theory is then the direct product of local Hilbert
spaces at every link and at every site Hfull = →ωHω→sHs.
However, the physical Hilbert space Hphys of the theory
is the subspace of Hfull that is invariant under gauge
transformations defined at every lattice site. These local
gauge transformation act on the local site Hilbert space
through the irrep of SU(N) associated to the sites. For
example, the fermion annihilation operator can be given
the transformation property

e→ihaGa

ω†
j |0↑ =

∑

k

(eihaT a
f )jkω

†
k|0↑, (4)

which means a single fermion on the site transforms ac-
cording to the fundamental representation. Each link
subspace Hε, on the other hand, is in fact an irrep of
SUL(N) ↓ SUR(N) with conjugate representations asso-
ciated with the two sites of the link. If we associate ε to
SUL(N) then we must associate ε with SUR(N). Then,
the gauge transformation associated with the left site acts
on the basis state of the link

∣∣Dε
ij

〉
as

e→ihaLa ∣∣Dε
ij

〉
=

∑

k

(eihaT a
ω )ik

∣∣Dε
kj

〉
(5)

and that associated with the right site as

e→ihaRa ∣∣Dε
ij

〉
=

∑

k

(e→ihaT a
ω )kj

∣∣Dε
ik

〉
, (6)

where T a
ε are the Hermitean generators of the SU(N)

group in the irrep ε.
These transformations can now be used to identify the

gauge-invariant subspace of the local Hilbert space Hg
s

associated with each site. The full Hilbert space Hg
s is

a direct product of link spaces Hω connected to the site
and the site Hilbert space Hs. The gauge transformation
identify the singlet subspace of this space, and we use
ϑs = 1, 2.., D(Hg

s) to label basis elements in this space,
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FIG. 2. A pictorial representation of a basis state in the
Hilbert space of traditional lattice gauge theory, involving four
links and a site. In this illustration the site (monomer) label
ωs specifies the site irrep, while the four links (dimers) belong
to irreps ω1, ω2, ω3 and ω4. The local site Hilbert space is
Hg

s = ω1 → ω3 → ω2 → ω4 → ωs and the physical Hilbert space
is obtained by projecting on to SU(N) singlets of Hg

s .

where D(Hg
s) is the dimension of this singlet subspace.

In Fig. 2 we illustrate four links connected to one site.
The physical Hilbert space Hphys is the gauge invariant
subspace within the product space

Hg
s = ε1 → ε2 → ε3 → ε4 → εs. (7)

Thus, for each monomer-dimer configuration [{εs}, {εω}]
labeled by link irreps εω and site irreps εs on the lat-
tice, we can construct the states |{εs}, {εω}, {ϑs}↑ as an
orthonornal basis of Hphys. It is easy to see that local
gauge-invariant operators connect basis states that change
neighboring εl, εs and ϑs, and conversely any such local
operation can be implemented by local gauge-invariant
opearators. Note that in pure lattice gauge theory with
no matter fields, all matter irreps are chosen to be εs = 1,
and the orthonormal basis states spanning Hphys are given
by |[{εω}, {ϑs}]↑. We can also introduce nonpropagating
matter fields with εs ↔= 1 only at specific lattice sites x
and y, which will change the orthonormal basis states
spanning Hphys to |{εω}, {ϑs};εx,εy↑.

The dimension of the physical Hilbert space for a fixed
configuration of monomers and dimers [{εs}, {εω}] on a
finite lattice is finite and is given by

∑

ϑs

↗{εs}, {εω}, {ϑs} |{εs}, {εω}, {ϑs}↑ =
∏

s

D(Hg
s)

(8)

which means the dimension of Hphys is formally given by

dim(Hphys) =
∑

[{εs},{εε}]

∏

s

D(Hg
s), (9)

<latexit sha1_base64="sn+FZRvFPsowGB89qhtSimMWOYY="></latexit>Hg
s = Vω̄1

→ Vω2 → Vω̄3
→ Vω4 → Vωs

FIG. 2. A pictorial representation of Hg
s involving four dimer-

tensors and a monomer-tensor. In this illustration, Hg
s =

Vλ̄1
⊗ Vλ2 ⊗ Vλ̄3

⊗ Vλ4 ⊗ Vλs and the physical Hilbert space
is obtained by projecting on to SU(N) singlets of Hg

s . The
various singlets are labeled by αs = 1, 2, . . . ,D(Hg

s).

Gauge transformations act on the oriented dimer-
tensors (i.e., |Dλℓ

ij ⟩ ) depending on whether the trans-
formation is associated with the left site or the right
site. In contrast, the monomer-tensors (i.e., |ψλs

k ⟩ ) are
associated with sites and transform as Vλs .

From these transformation properties, we observe that
gauge transformations at a lattice site s act on the Hilbert
space Hg

s , which is the direct product of all irreps Vλ
associated with the dimer-tensors and monomer-tensors
at that site. An illustration of Hg

s is shown in Fig. 2.
Imposing Gauss’s law involves constructing the singlet
subspace of Hg

s , whose dimension we denote as D(Hg
s).

An orthonormal basis for this singlet space is obtained
through appropriate tensor contractions (or fusion rules)
on the indices of the Vλ’s within Hg

s . Instead of specifying
the precise form of these contractions, we simply label
the orthonormal basis states at each site using an index
αs = 1, 2, . . . ,D(Hg

s).

The set of dimer-tensors and monomer-tensors, labeled
by {λℓ} and {λs} respectively, along with the indices {αs}
that label the gauge-invariant states at lattice sites, forms
an orthonormal basis for a traditional SU(N) lgt. These
states can be pictorially represented as mdtn, which we
denote as |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩.
While the dimension of the physical Hilbert space in

lgts with discrete gauge groups can be computed exactly
[29], the calculation becomes more challenging for continu-
ous gauge groups. However, the mdtn basis states provide
a useful framework for making progress. For a given set of
monomer-dimer tensors, which we denote as [{λs}, {λℓ}]
without specifying the labels αs, the dimension of Hphys

can be expressed in closed form as

dim(Hphys) =
∏

s

D(Hg
s) . (5)

In a traditional gauge theory, the total dimension of the
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physical Hilbert space is given by the formal expression

dim(HTrad
phys ) =

∑

[{λs},{λℓ}]

∏

s

D(Hg
s) , (6)

which, due to the unrestricted sum over the representa-
tions {λs} and {λℓ}, is infinite even on a finite lattice.
The goal of qubit regularization is to make this dimension
finite.
Qubit-regularized lgts can be naturally constructed

using the mdtn basis states by restricting the allowed
values of λℓ and λs in |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩. With this re-
striction, the dimension of the physical qubit-regularized

Hilbert space, HQ
phys, is given by

dim(HQ
phys) =

′∑

[{λs},{λℓ}]

∏

s

D(Hg
s) , (7)

which is finite because the sum runs over a restricted
set of monomer-dimer configurations, as indicated by the
prime symbol.
A simple qubit regularization for SU(N) gauge the-

ories was introduced in [16], which restricts λℓ and λs
to anti-symmetric irreps corresponding to single-column
Young diagrams. We refer to this as the antisymmetric
qubit regularization (asqr). In this scheme, the allowed
representations for both λℓ and λs are {1, 2} for SU(2)
and {1, 3, 3̄} for SU(3) lgt.
Figure 3 illustrates an SU(2) monomer-dimer configu-

ration on a honeycomb lattice, where all sites have λs = 1
except for two sites, x and y, which host nondynamical
source matter fields with λs = 2. Similarly, Fig. 4 shows
an SU(3) configuration, where site x has a matter field in
the λs = 3̄ irrep, while site y hosts a matter field in the
λs = 3 irrep.
In a primitive form, mdtn basis states have appeared

in the condensed matter literature as monomer-dimer
models, where they have been linked to Z2 and U(1)
gauge theories [30–32].

III. QUBIT REGULARIZED GAUGE THEORIES

Since the mdtn basis states |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩ form an

orthonormal basis of the physical Hilbert space HQ
phys of

qubit-regularized lgts, a variety of local Hamiltonians
can immediately be constructed by defining matrix ele-
ments in this basis. The traditional ks Hamiltonian [5] is
just one such possibility. However, a key challenge with
analyzing the ks Hamiltonian is that the matrix elements
of its plaquette terms depend on Clebsch-Gordan coeffi-
cients and other complex group-theoretic factors [33, 34].
This often leads to sign problems, making it difficult to
apply mcmc methods to study qubit regularization effects,
particularly in higher dimensions. While sign problems
may not pose an issue for quantum computation, gain-
ing deeper insight into qubit-regularized gauge theories

x

y

FIG. 3. Illustration of a mdtn configuration in a qubit-
regularized SU(2) pure gauge theory within the asqr scheme,
with nondynamical source matter fields located at sites x and
y. Blue circles represent λ = 1 (singlets), while red circles
denote λ = 2 (doublets). Monomer tensors in the trivial irrep
are not shown, whereas those in the doublet irrep are displayed
at sites x and y. On all sites, Ds(Hg

s) = 1, except at sites x
and y, where Ds(Hg

s) = 2. The label αs is suppressed in this
illustration.

requires the ability to study their physics on large sys-
tems not accessible to quantum computations today. This
motivates the exploration of new Hamiltonians, beyond
those proposed by ks, inspired by the mdtn basis states.

The ks Hamiltonian is often regarded as the key Hamil-
tonian to study in lgt [35, 36], though much of its moti-
vation is the fixed point amenable to perturbation theory.
In the traditional formulation, the infinite-dimensional
Hilbert space allows for an exact solution of the ks Hamil-
tonian in the limit of vanishing gauge coupling. In this
limit, the Hamiltonian describes free gluons, and the lat-
tice theory flows to the Gaussian ultraviolet (uv) fixed
point of the continuum Yang-Mills theory. However, with
qubit regularization, this exact solvability—particularly at
weak couplings—is no longer available. In fact, it would in-
deed be surprising if the infinite-dimensional local Hilbert
space of the continuum theory could be recovered simply
by taking the perturbative weak-coupling limit of a qubit-
regularized theory with a strictly finite-dimensional local
Hilbert space.

The above discussion suggests that the ks Hamiltonian
may not be as central as traditionally assumed, making
the exploration of alternative Hamiltonians worthwhile.
Fortunately, using the mdtn basis states, we can sys-
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x

y

FIG. 4. Illustration of a mdtn configuration in a qubit-
regularized SU(3) pure gauge theory within the asqr scheme,
with nondynamical source matter fields located at sites x and
y. Blue circles represent λ = 1 (singlets), while red and yel-
low circles denote λ = 3 (triplets) and λ = 3̄ (anti-triplets),
respectively. Monomer tensors in the trivial irrep are not
shown, whereas those in the triplet and anti-triplet irreps are
displayed at sites x and y. On all sites, Ds(Hg

s) = 1, except at
site x, where Ds(Hg

s) = 2. The label αs is suppressed in this
illustration.

tematically construct a broad class of lgts that serve
as natural starting points for studying qubit-regularized
gauge theories. The focus of these explorations is to de-
termine whether continuum gauge theories can emerge at
critical points beyond the reach of perturbation theory.

In this work, we propose a simple lgt Hamiltonian of
the form

HQ =
∑

ℓ

Êℓ − δ
∑

P

(
ÛP + Û†

P

)
, (8)

where the first term is a sum of local link operators, Êℓ,
such that the mdtn basis states |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩ form
an eigenbasis of these operators with eigenvalues given by
E(λℓ), i.e.,

Êℓ |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩ = E(λℓ) |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩ . (9)

The second term is a sum over operators, (ÛP + Û†
P ), de-

fined on lattice plaquettes, similar in spirit to the ks
Hamiltonian. When ÛP acts on |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩, it
changes the SU(N) irreps {λℓ} on the links of the plaque-
tte P to {λ′ℓ}. It also modifies the singlet states on the
vertices of the plaquette, transforming αs → α′

s accord-
ing to specific rules. These rules are encapsulated in the

following definition:

ÛP =
∑

{λℓ},{αs}
{λ′

ℓ},{α′
s}

,P

c
(
{λℓ}, {αs}, {λ′ℓ}, {α′

s}, P
)
×

|{λs}, {λ′ℓ}, {α′
s}⟩ ⟨{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}| (10)

Û†
P =

∑

{λℓ},{αs}
{λ′

ℓ},{α′
s}

,P

c∗
(
{λℓ}, {αs}, {λ′ℓ}, {α′

s}, P
)
×

|{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩ ⟨{λs}, {λ′ℓ}, {α′
s}| (11)

where the complex coefficients c give the matrix elements
between gauge-invariant states related by changes occur-
ring on the plaquette P due to the action of ÛP . We
allow the coefficients c to depend on the location P of the
plaquettes, but to maintain translational and rotational
invariance, this dependence needs to be appropriately
periodic.
We emphasize that while ÛP is very similar to the

plaquette operators in the ks Hamiltonian, its explicit
representation in terms of the traditional link operators Û
used in lgts is nontrivial.1 For this reason, it is preferable
not to rewrite ÛP in terms of Û , and work directly with
the coefficients c given in Eq. (10). In the large N limit,
similar simplifications of the plaquette operators seem to
emerge naturally [28].
While Eq. (8) defines a valid Hamiltonian even in the

traditional infinite-dimensional Hilbert space, it is par-
ticularly useful in the context of qubit regularization. In
this work, we employ it within the asqr scheme.

Importantly, if δ ≥ 0 and the coefficients c are real and
non-negative, all off-diagonal terms in Eq. (8) are non-
positive. Consequently, the quantum lgt remains free
of sign problems [37], allowing its physics to be studied
using well-known Hamiltonian mcmc methods.

IV. CLASSICAL LATTICE GAUGE THEORIES

Can qubit-regularized lgts, such as the one introduced
in the previous section in Eq. (8), recover the physics of
continuum gauge theories, including asymptotic freedom?
This is a challenging question to answer, as perturbative
methods commonly used to analyze traditional lattice
gauge theories are no longer applicable near the criti-
cal points of qubit-regularized lgts. Moreover, while
Hamiltonian Monte Carlo methods may be employed to
study the physics described by Eq. (8) for certain classes
of plaquette operators, as discussed in the previous sec-
tion, identifying quantum critical points and analyzing
their universality classes will require significant effort. A
much simpler question that we can address more easily is

1 These traditional link operators Û form a complete basis for the
local operator algebra [16], and hence ÛP can be expressed in
terms of them.
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<latexit sha1_base64="hmor3B3iFlMtQT2mrwtrWmMujjw=">AAACHnicbVDNSsNAGNzUvxr/ouLJy2IRPJWkh+qx6MVjBfsDTShftpt26WYTdjdCCX0Xvep7eBOv+ho+gds2B9s6sDDMfAOzE6acKe2631ZpY3Nre6e8a+/tHxweOccnbZVkktAWSXgiuyEoypmgLc00p91UUohDTjvh+G7md56oVCwRj3qS0iCGoWARI6CN1HfO/J7thyBzn5vQAKb9mu0HfafiVt058DrxClJBBZp958cfJCSLqdCEg1I9z011kIPUjHA6tf1M0RTIGIa0Z6iAmKogn9ef4kujDHCUSPOExnP1byKHWKlJHJrLGPRIrXoz8V9PRYWlQCisqGTRchMd3QQ5E2mmqSCLIlHGsU7wbCs8YJISzSeGAJHM/AWTEUgg2ixqm5G81UnWSbtW9erV+kOt0rgt5iqjc3SBrpCHrlED3aMmaiGCcvSCXtGb9Wy9Wx/W5+K0ZBWZU7QE6+sXbs+hzg==</latexit>

�̄2

<latexit sha1_base64="RCQD0+25E5pBj85Dyj02dW7CRqs=">AAACGHicbVDNSsNAGNzUvxp/WvXoZbEInkrSQ/VY9OKxgv2BJoTN9ku7dLMJuxuhhL6IXvU9vIlXb76GT+C2zcG2DiwMM/PB7IQpZ0o7zrdV2tre2d0r79sHh0fHlerJaVclmaTQoQlPZD8kCjgT0NFMc+inEkgccuiFk7u533sCqVgiHvU0BT8mI8EiRok2UlCteAPb4yY/JEHD9vygWnPqzgJ4k7gFqaEC7aD64w0TmsUgNOVEqYHrpNrPidSMcpjZXqYgJXRCRjAwVJAYlJ8vis/wpVGGOEqkeULjhfr3IiexUtM4NMmY6LFa9+biv56KCksRobACyaLVJjq68XMm0kyDoMsiUcaxTvB8JTxkEqjmU0MIlcz8BdMxkYRqs6VtRnLXJ9kk3UbdbdabD41a67aYq4zO0QW6Qi66Ri10j9qogyjK0At6RW/Ws/VufVify2jJKm7O0Aqsr18+Dp8J</latexit>

�2

<latexit sha1_base64="Atu4LB9NYoawnQJD2FsCcttKDxw=">AAACGHicbVDNSsNAGNz4W+NPox69LBbBU0kqVI9FLx4r2B9oQthsv7RLN5uwuxFK6YvoVd/Dm3j15mv4BG7bHGzrwMIwMx/MTpRxprTrflsbm1vbO7ulPXv/4PCo7ByftFWaSwotmvJUdiOigDMBLc00h24mgSQRh040upv5nSeQiqXiUY8zCBIyECxmlGgjhU7Z79k+N/k+Ca9sPwidilt158DrxCtIBRVohs6P309pnoDQlBOlep6b6WBCpGaUw9T2cwUZoSMygJ6hgiSggsm8+BRfGKWP41SaJzSeq38vJiRRapxEJpkQPVSr3kz811NxYSkiFFYgWbzcRMc3wYSJLNcg6KJInHOsUzxbCfeZBKr52BBCJTN/wXRIJKHabGmbkbzVSdZJu1b16tX6Q63SuC3mKqEzdI4ukYeuUQPdoyZqIYpy9IJe0Zv1bL1bH9bnIrphFTenaAnW1y8/tZ8K</latexit>

�3

<latexit sha1_base64="svs8i8i09yzuly0Hl1d7oO0CXjY=">AAACHnicbVDNSsNAGNz4W+NfVDx5WSyCp5JUqB6LXjxWsD/QhPJlu2mXbjZhdyOU0HfRq76HN/Gqr+ETuG1zsK0DC8PMNzA7YcqZ0q77ba2tb2xubZd27N29/YND5+i4pZJMEtokCU9kJwRFORO0qZnmtJNKCnHIaTsc3U399hOViiXiUY9TGsQwECxiBLSRes6p37X9EGTucxPqw6R3ZftBzym7FXcGvEq8gpRRgUbP+fH7CcliKjThoFTXc1Md5CA1I5xObD9TNAUyggHtGiogpirIZ/Un+MIofRwl0jyh8Uz9m8ghVmoch+YyBj1Uy95U/NdTUWEpEAorKlm02ERHN0HORJppKsi8SJRxrBM83Qr3maRE87EhQCQzf8FkCBKINovaZiRveZJV0qpWvFql9lAt12+LuUroDJ2jS+Sha1RH96iBmoigHL2gV/RmPVvv1of1OT9ds4rMCVqA9fULcHahzw==</latexit>

�̄3

<latexit sha1_base64="Ht0+TcYdgRkSf7s78M3QuHZYlmo=">AAACHnicbVDNSsNAGNz4W+NfVDx5WSyCp5IUqR6LXjxWsD/QhPJlu2mXbjZhdyOU0HfRq76HN/Gqr+ETuG1zsK0DC8PMNzA7YcqZ0q77ba2tb2xubZd27N29/YND5+i4pZJMEtokCU9kJwRFORO0qZnmtJNKCnHIaTsc3U399hOViiXiUY9TGsQwECxiBLSRes6p37X9EGTucxPqw6R3ZftBzym7FXcGvEq8gpRRgUbP+fH7CcliKjThoFTXc1Md5CA1I5xObD9TNAUyggHtGiogpirIZ/Un+MIofRwl0jyh8Uz9m8ghVmoch+YyBj1Uy95U/NdTUWEpEAorKlm02ERHN0HORJppKsi8SJRxrBM83Qr3maRE87EhQCQzf8FkCBKINovaZiRveZJV0qpWvFql9lAt12+LuUroDJ2jS+Sha1RH96iBmoigHL2gV/RmPVvv1of1OT9ds4rMCVqA9fULch2h0A==</latexit>

�̄4

<latexit sha1_base64="3eQSRLFVDD+UxmZ1i4Zbntfg738=">AAACGHicbVDNSsNAGNz4W+NPox69LBbBU0mKVI9FLx4r2B9oQthsv7RLN5uwuxFK6YvoVd/Dm3j15mv4BG7bHGzrwMIwMx/MTpRxprTrflsbm1vbO7ulPXv/4PCo7ByftFWaSwotmvJUdiOigDMBLc00h24mgSQRh040upv5nSeQiqXiUY8zCBIyECxmlGgjhU7Z79k+N/k+Ca9sPwidilt158DrxCtIBRVohs6P309pnoDQlBOlep6b6WBCpGaUw9T2cwUZoSMygJ6hgiSggsm8+BRfGKWP41SaJzSeq38vJiRRapxEJpkQPVSr3kz811NxYSkiFFYgWbzcRMc3wYSJLNcg6KJInHOsUzxbCfeZBKr52BBCJTN/wXRIJKHabGmbkbzVSdZJu1b16tX6Q63SuC3mKqEzdI4ukYeuUQPdoyZqIYpy9IJe0Zv1bL1bH9bnIrphFTenaAnW1y9BXJ8L</latexit>

�4

<latexit sha1_base64="YURDgzIv8g3jAsKpcl8fsEKGKwY=">AAACGHicbVDNSsNAGNz4W+NPox69LBbBU0kKVo9FLx4r2B9oQthsv7RLN5uwuxFK6YvoVd/Dm3j15mv4BG7bHGzrwMIwMx/MTpRxprTrflsbm1vbO7ulPXv/4PCo7ByftFWaSwotmvJUdiOigDMBLc00h24mgSQRh040upv5nSeQiqXiUY8zCBIyECxmlGgjhU7Z79k+N/k+Ca9sPwidilt158DrxCtIBRVohs6P309pnoDQlBOlep6b6WBCpGaUw9T2cwUZoSMygJ6hgiSggsm8+BRfGKWP41SaJzSeq38vJiRRapxEJpkQPVSr3kz811NxYSkiFFYgWbzcRMc3wYSJLNcg6KJInHOsUzxbCfeZBKr52BBCJTN/wXRIJKHabGmbkbzVSdZJu1b16tX6Q63SuC3mKqEzdI4ukYeuUQPdoyZqIYpy9IJe0Zv1bL1bH9bnIrphFTenaAnW1y9DA58M</latexit>

�5

<latexit sha1_base64="idE32AfK3WK/SqhgFQFA9nd2hpo=">AAACGHicbVDNSsNAGNzUvxp/WvXoZbEInkrSQ/VY9OKxgv2BJoTN9ku7dLMJuxuhhL6IXvU9vIlXb76GT+C2zcG2DiwMM/PB7IQpZ0o7zrdV2tre2d0r79sHh0fHlerJaVclmaTQoQlPZD8kCjgT0NFMc+inEkgccuiFk7u533sCqVgiHvU0BT8mI8EiRok2UlCteAPb4yY/JEHT9vygWnPqzgJ4k7gFqaEC7aD64w0TmsUgNOVEqYHrpNrPidSMcpjZXqYgJXRCRjAwVJAYlJ8vis/wpVGGOEqkeULjhfr3IiexUtM4NMmY6LFa9+biv56KCksRobACyaLVJjq68XMm0kyDoMsiUcaxTvB8JTxkEqjmU0MIlcz8BdMxkYRqs6VtRnLXJ9kk3UbdbdabD41a67aYq4zO0QW6Qi66Ri10j9qogyjK0At6RW/Ws/VufVify2jJKm7O0Aqsr19Eqp8N</latexit>

�6

<latexit sha1_base64="uyOAVWk8Cz0oLyXLxAnSVtrF20A=">AAACHnicbVDNSsNAGNzUvxr/ouLJy2IRPJWkh+qx6MVjBfsDTShftpt26WYTdjdCCX0Xvep7eBOv+ho+gds2B9s6sDDMfAOzE6acKe2631ZpY3Nre6e8a+/tHxweOccnbZVkktAWSXgiuyEoypmgLc00p91UUohDTjvh+G7md56oVCwRj3qS0iCGoWARI6CN1HfO/J7thyBzn5vQAKb9uu0HfafiVt058DrxClJBBZp958cfJCSLqdCEg1I9z011kIPUjHA6tf1M0RTIGIa0Z6iAmKogn9ef4kujDHCUSPOExnP1byKHWKlJHJrLGPRIrXoz8V9PRYWlQCisqGTRchMd3QQ5E2mmqSCLIlHGsU7wbCs8YJISzSeGAJHM/AWTEUgg2ixqm5G81UnWSbtW9erV+kOt0rgt5iqjc3SBrpCHrlED3aMmaiGCcvSCXtGb9Wy9Wx/W5+K0ZBWZU7QE6+sXdWuh0g==</latexit>

�̄6

<latexit sha1_base64="bpPHKLPp6ngSm3wKrgEWSc+3knc=">AAACHnicbVDNSsNAGNz4W+NfVDx5WSyCp5IUrB6LXjxWsD/QhPJlu2mXbjZhdyOU0HfRq76HN/Gqr+ETuG1zsK0DC8PMNzA7YcqZ0q77ba2tb2xubZd27N29/YND5+i4pZJMEtokCU9kJwRFORO0qZnmtJNKCnHIaTsc3U399hOViiXiUY9TGsQwECxiBLSRes6p37X9EGTucxPqw6R3ZftBzym7FXcGvEq8gpRRgUbP+fH7CcliKjThoFTXc1Md5CA1I5xObD9TNAUyggHtGiogpirIZ/Un+MIofRwl0jyh8Uz9m8ghVmoch+YyBj1Uy95U/NdTUWEpEAorKlm02ERHN0HORJppKsi8SJRxrBM83Qr3maRE87EhQCQzf8FkCBKINovaZiRveZJV0qpWvFql9lAt12+LuUroDJ2jS+Sha1RH96iBmoigHL2gV/RmPVvv1of1OT9ds4rMCVqA9fULc8Sh0Q==</latexit>

�̄5

<latexit sha1_base64="N/GoYmJBFQ1fJIreRaMSIy0igHI=">AAACInicbVDLSsNAFJ34Nr6qrsTNYBEqQkm6qC5FNy4r2Ac0MdxMJjo4mYSZiVBC8Wd0q//hTlwJfoVf4LTNwlYPXDiccw/ce8KMM6Ud59Oam19YXFpeWbXX1jc2tyrbOx2V5pLQNkl5KnshKMqZoG3NNKe9TFJIQk674f3FyO8+UKlYKq71IKN+AreCxYyANlJQ2fP6ds0LQRYeN6kIhkHj6ObY9vygUnXqzhj4L3FLUkUlWkHl24tSkidUaMJBqb7rZNovQGpGOB3aXq5oBuQebmnfUAEJVX4xfmGID40S4TiVZoTGY/V3ooBEqUESms0E9J2a9Ubiv56KS0uBUFhRyeLpS3R86hdMZLmmgkwOiXOOdYpHfeGISUo0HxgCRDLzCyZ3IIFo06ptSnJnK/lLOo2626w3rxrVs/OyrhW0jw5QDbnoBJ2hS9RCbUTQI3pGL+jVerLerHfrY7I6Z5WZXTQF6+sHhGSi0A==</latexit>

(�̄2)
+

<latexit sha1_base64="iU4UR5TZO8kykT4h+lkY4ZxzCp4=">AAACHHicbVDNSsNAGNzUvxr/oj16WSxCPViSHqrHohePFewPNDFstpt26WYTdjdCCH0Vvep7eBOvgq/hE7htc7CtAwvDzDcwO0HCqFS2/W2UNja3tnfKu+be/sHhkXV80pVxKjDp4JjFoh8gSRjlpKOoYqSfCIKigJFeMLmd+b0nIiSN+YPKEuJFaMRpSDFSWvKtijsway7TgSHyGxePl6br+VbVrttzwHXiFKQKCrR968cdxjiNCFeYISkHjp0oL0dCUczI1HRTSRKEJ2hEBppyFBHp5fPyU3iulSEMY6EfV3Cu/k3kKJIyiwJ9GSE1lqveTPzXk2FhScQllETQcLmJCq+9nPIkVYTjRZEwZVDFcLYUHFJBsGKZJggLqv8C8RgJhJXe09QjOauTrJNuo+406837RrV1U8xVBqfgDNSAA65AC9yBNugADDLwAl7Bm/FsvBsfxufitGQUmQpYgvH1C042oA0=</latexit>

(�2)
�

<latexit sha1_base64="wAJSR/Fo0dSNIXvVjahLyGU3Wgg=">AAACHHicbVDNSsNAGNzUvxr/oj16WSxCRShJD9Vj0YvHCvYHmhg22027dLMJuxshhL6KXvU9vIlXwdfwCdy2OdjWgYVh5huYnSBhVCrb/jZKG5tb2zvlXXNv/+DwyDo+6co4FZh0cMxi0Q+QJIxy0lFUMdJPBEFRwEgvmNzO/N4TEZLG/EFlCfEiNOI0pBgpLflWxR2YNZfpwBD5zsXjpel6vlW16/YccJ04BamCAm3f+nGHMU4jwhVmSMqBYyfKy5FQFDMyNd1UkgThCRqRgaYcRUR6+bz8FJ5rZQjDWOjHFZyrfxM5iqTMokBfRkiN5ao3E//1ZFhYEnEJJRE0XG6iwmsvpzxJFeF4USRMGVQxnC0Fh1QQrFimCcKC6r9APEYCYaX3NPVIzuok66TbqDvNevO+UW3dFHOVwSk4AzXggCvQAnegDToAgwy8gFfwZjwb78aH8bk4LRlFpgKWYHz9Akk+oAo=</latexit>

(�1)
+

<latexit sha1_base64="An+IYJkhLh/zHkWDSBDl0PE9mI0=">AAACInicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqitxM1iEurAkLtRl0Y3LCvYBTSw300k7dDIJMxOhhOLP6Fb/w524EvwKv8Bpm4WtHrhwOOceuPcECWdKO86nVVhaXlldK67bG5tb2zul3b2milNJaIPEPJbtABTlTNCGZprTdiIpRAGnrWB4PfFbD1QqFos7PUqoH0FfsJAR0Ebqlg68jl3xApCZx02qB+Oue3J/ant+t1R2qs4U+C9xc1JGOerd0rfXi0kaUaEJB6U6rpNoPwOpGeF0bHupogmQIfRpx1ABEVV+Nn1hjI+N0sNhLM0Ijafq70QGkVKjKDCbEeiBWvQm4r+eCnNLgVBYUcnC+Ut0eOlnTCSppoLMDglTjnWMJ33hHpOUaD4yBIhk5hdMBiCBaNOqbUpyFyv5S5pnVfe8en57Vq5d5XUV0SE6QhXkogtUQzeojhqIoEf0jF7Qq/VkvVnv1sdstWDlmX00B+vrB4YIotE=</latexit>

(�̄1)
�

<latexit sha1_base64="ofkw0xvatyGgcTiJ4REfhgGUlJo=">AAACInicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPFVdSVuBotQF5akQnVZdOOygn1AE8vNdFIHJ5MwMxFKKP6MbvU/3Ikrwa/wC5y2WdjqgQuHc+6Be0+QcKa043xaC4tLyyurhTV7fWNza7u4s9tScSoJbZKYx7ITgKKcCdrUTHPaSSSFKOC0Hdxfjv32A5WKxeJGDxPqRzAQLGQEtJF6xX2va5e9AGTmcZPqw6h3enx7Ynt+r1hyKs4E+C9xc1JCORq94rfXj0kaUaEJB6W6rpNoPwOpGeF0ZHupogmQexjQrqECIqr8bPLCCB8ZpY/DWJoRGk/U34kMIqWGUWA2I9B3at4bi/96KswtBUJhRSULZy/R4bmfMZGkmgoyPSRMOdYxHveF+0xSovnQECCSmV8wuQMJRJtWbVOSO1/JX9KqVtxapXZdLdUv8roK6AAdojJy0RmqoyvUQE1E0CN6Ri/o1Xqy3qx362O6umDlmT00A+vrB4lcotM=</latexit>

(�̄3)
�

<latexit sha1_base64="A4DsR5QMr+0xeuLYT2gNH8gMNqg=">AAACInicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPFVdSVuBotQF5akYHVZdOOygn1AE8vNdFIHJ5MwMxFKKP6MbvU/3Ikrwa/wC5y2WdjqgQuHc+6Be0+QcKa043xaC4tLyyurhTV7fWNza7u4s9tScSoJbZKYx7ITgKKcCdrUTHPaSSSFKOC0Hdxfjv32A5WKxeJGDxPqRzAQLGQEtJF6xX2va5e9AGTmcZPqw6h3enx7Ynt+r1hyKs4E+C9xc1JCORq94rfXj0kaUaEJB6W6rpNoPwOpGeF0ZHupogmQexjQrqECIqr8bPLCCB8ZpY/DWJoRGk/U34kMIqWGUWA2I9B3at4bi/96KswtBUJhRSULZy/R4bmfMZGkmgoyPSRMOdYxHveF+0xSovnQECCSmV8wuQMJRJtWbVOSO1/JX9KqVtxapXZdLdUv8roK6AAdojJy0RmqoyvUQE1E0CN6Ri/o1Xqy3qx362O6umDlmT00A+vrB4ywotU=</latexit>

(�̄5)
�

<latexit sha1_base64="DNEMum303L92+uReM56nSWJc0gY=">AAACInicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV42vqCtxM1gERShJF9Vl0Y1LBfuAJpab6aQdOpmEmYlQQvFndKv/4U5cCX6FX+C0ZqHVAxcO59wD954w5Uxp1323SguLS8sr5VV7bX1jc8vZ3mmpJJOENknCE9kJQVHOBG1qpjntpJJCHHLaDkcXU799R6ViibjR45QGMQwEixgBbaSes+d37SM/BJn73KT6MOnVj29PbD/oORW36s6A/xKvIBVU4KrnfPr9hGQxFZpwUKrruakOcpCaEU4ntp8pmgIZwYB2DRUQUxXksxcm+NAofRwl0ozQeKb+TOQQKzWOQ7MZgx6qeW8q/uupqLAUCIUVlSz6fYmOzoKciTTTVJDvQ6KMY53gaV+4zyQlmo8NASKZ+QWTIUgg2rRqm5K8+Ur+klat6tWr9etapXFe1FVG++gAHSEPnaIGukRXqIkIukeP6Ak9Ww/Wi/VqvX2vlqwis4t+wfr4AosMotQ=</latexit>

(�̄6)
+

<latexit sha1_base64="oBkS74t8HQP5qykHV0IksvyfkIU=">AAACInicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPFVdSVuBotQEUpSpLosunFZwT6gieVmOqmDk0mYmQglFH9Gt/of7sSV4Ff4BU7bLGz1wIXDOffAvSdIOFPacT6thcWl5ZXVwpq9vrG5tV3c2W2pOJWENknMY9kJQFHOBG1qpjntJJJCFHDaDu4vx377gUrFYnGjhwn1IxgIFjIC2ki94r7XtcteADLzuEn1YdQ7Pb49sT2/Vyw5FWcC/Je4OSmhHI1e8dvrxySNqNCEg1Jd10m0n4HUjHA6sr1U0QTIPQxo11ABEVV+NnlhhI+M0sdhLM0IjSfq70QGkVLDKDCbEeg7Ne+NxX89FeaWAqGwopKFs5fo8NzPmEhSTQWZHhKmHOsYj/vCfSYp0XxoCBDJzC+Y3IEEok2rtinJna/kL2lVK26tUruuluoXeV0FdIAOURm56AzV0RVqoCYi6BE9oxf0aj1Zb9a79TFdXbDyzB6agfX1A4e4otI=</latexit>

(�̄4)
+

<latexit sha1_base64="aEDOQsz5QLxqllwLlFcqMOS+s4g=">AAACHHicbVDNSsNAGNz4W+NftEcvi0WoB0tSpHosevFYwf5AE8Nms2mXbjZhdyOU0FfRq76HN/Eq+Bo+gds2B9s6sDDMfAOzE6SMSmXb38ba+sbm1nZpx9zd2z84tI6OOzLJBCZtnLBE9AIkCaOctBVVjPRSQVAcMNINRrdTv/tEhKQJf1DjlHgxGnAaUYyUlnyr7PbNqst0IET+5fnjhel6vlWxa/YMcJU4BamAAi3f+nHDBGcx4QozJGXfsVPl5UgoihmZmG4mSYrwCA1IX1OOYiK9fFZ+As+0EsIoEfpxBWfq30SOYinHcaAvY6SGctmbiv96MiosibiEkggaLTZR0bWXU55minA8LxJlDKoETpeCIRUEKzbWBGFB9V8gHiKBsNJ7mnokZ3mSVdKp15xGrXFfrzRvirlK4AScgipwwBVogjvQAm2AwRi8gFfwZjwb78aH8Tk/XTOKTBkswPj6BVGKoA8=</latexit>

(�4)
�

<latexit sha1_base64="xiEcFtYe3ViFMJgEQAkMOTyRMcM=">AAACHHicbVDNSsNAGNzUvxr/oj16WSxCPViSHqrHohePFewPNDFstpt26WYTdjdCCH0Vvep7eBOvgq/hE7htc7CtAwvDzDcwO0HCqFS2/W2UNja3tnfKu+be/sHhkXV80pVxKjDp4JjFoh8gSRjlpKOoYqSfCIKigJFeMLmd+b0nIiSN+YPKEuJFaMRpSDFSWvKtijsway7TgSHymxePl6br+VbVrttzwHXiFKQKCrR968cdxjiNCFeYISkHjp0oL0dCUczI1HRTSRKEJ2hEBppyFBHp5fPyU3iulSEMY6EfV3Cu/k3kKJIyiwJ9GSE1lqveTPzXk2FhScQllETQcLmJCq+9nPIkVYTjRZEwZVDFcLYUHFJBsGKZJggLqv8C8RgJhJXe09QjOauTrJNuo+406837RrV1U8xVBqfgDNSAA65AC9yBNugADDLwAl7Bm/FsvBsfxufitGQUmQpYgvH1C1TeoBE=</latexit>

(�6)
�

<latexit sha1_base64="dSs0CLKb5hJavf2J9WDMlOEblR0=">AAACHHicbVDNSsNAGNz4W+NftEcvi0WoCCUpWD0WvXisYH+giWGz2bRLN5uwuxFK6KvoVd/Dm3gVfA2fwG2bg20dWBhmvoHZCVJGpbLtb2NtfWNza7u0Y+7u7R8cWkfHHZlkApM2TlgiegGShFFO2ooqRnqpICgOGOkGo9up330iQtKEP6hxSrwYDTiNKEZKS75Vdvtm1WU6ECL/8vzxwnQ936rYNXsGuEqcglRAgZZv/bhhgrOYcIUZkrLv2KnyciQUxYxMTDeTJEV4hAakrylHMZFePis/gWdaCWGUCP24gjP1byJHsZTjONCXMVJDuexNxX89GRWWRFxCSQSNFpuo6NrLKU8zRTieF4kyBlUCp0vBkAqCFRtrgrCg+i8QD5FAWOk9TT2SszzJKunUa06j1rivV5o3xVwlcAJOQRU44Ao0wR1ogTbAYAxewCt4M56Nd+PD+JyfrhlFpgwWYHz9Ak/moA4=</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="6YPSBxZ33tp2UZG9TB07PET6iZM=">AAACHHicbVDNSsNAGNz4W+NftEcvi0WoCCWpUD0WvXisYH+giWGz2bRLN5uwuxFK6KvoVd/Dm3gVfA2fwG2bg20dWBhmvoHZCVJGpbLtb2NtfWNza7u0Y+7u7R8cWkfHHZlkApM2TlgiegGShFFO2ooqRnqpICgOGOkGo9up330iQtKEP6hxSrwYDTiNKEZKS75Vdvtm1WU6ECL/8vzxwnQ936rYNXsGuEqcglRAgZZv/bhhgrOYcIUZkrLv2KnyciQUxYxMTDeTJEV4hAakrylHMZFePis/gWdaCWGUCP24gjP1byJHsZTjONCXMVJDuexNxX89GRWWRFxCSQSNFpuo6NrLKU8zRTieF4kyBlUCp0vBkAqCFRtrgrCg+i8QD5FAWOk9TT2SszzJKunUa06j1rivV5o3xVwlcAJOQRU44Ao0wR1ogTbAYAxewCt4M56Nd+PD+JyfrhlFpgwWYHz9AkySoAw=</latexit>

(�3)
+

FIG. 5. Illustration of the action of ÛP . Here, we assume that the states |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩ are restricted according to the asqr
scheme, where λ+ denotes the irrep obtained by adding a box to the Young tableau of λ, while λ− represents the irrep obtained
by removing a box, following the cyclic property of modulo N -boxes. The orientation of the plaquette, shown on the left, sets the
convention for how the irreps change. Notably, this construction preserves the N -ality. Thus, every plaquette action generates
allowed states in the physical Hilbert space, although the singlet spaces and their dimensions before and after the action may
differ. The complete definition of how singlet spaces are mapped is encoded in the coefficients c({λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}, {α′

s}, P ),

introduced in the definition of ÛP in Eq. (10).

whether the Hamiltonian in Eq. (8) exhibits at least the
qualitative physics of confinement and deconfinement. For
example, can it reproduce some of the features of tradi-
tional lattice gauge theories related to finite-temperature
confinement-deconfinement transitions?

Finite-temperature physics is often more accessible be-
cause the quantum nature of physical systems becomes
less significant at temperatures much higher than the
energy level spacing of a theory. As a result, finite-
temperature critical phenomena can often be captured by
classical statistical mechanics. As an example, consider
the finite-temperature Ising phase transition starting from
the transverse field quantum Ising model:

HTFI = −
∑

⟨ij⟩
Sz
i S

z
j + δ

∑

i

Sx
i , (12)

where the first term alone results in a classical Ising model,
while the second term introduces quantum fluctuations
through a transverse field. However, to study the finite-
temperature Ising transition, we can set δ = 0 and analyze
just the classical model. The quantum fluctuations in-
troduced by the δ term are irrelevant for capturing the
universal finite-temperature critical behavior.

Note that the Ising Hamiltonian Eq. (12) bears a strik-
ing resemblance to the gauge theory Hamiltonian Eq. (8).
The first term of the gauge theory Hamiltonian can also
be interpreted as a classical Hamiltonian in the mdtn
basis, while the second term introduces quantum fluctu-
ations. Drawing on this analogy with the Ising model,
we propose a class of “classical lattice gauge theories”

defined by Hamiltonians whose eigenbasis coincides with
the mdtn basis. One such Hamiltonian is given by

Hcl
Q =

∑

ℓ

Êℓ , (13)

obtained by setting δ = 0 in Eq. (8). A natural question
is whether Eq. (13) can capture the universal features of
finite-temperature phase transitions in traditional lattice
gauge theories. This question can be addressed in any
dimension using powerful loop algorithms [38, 39], as we
discuss below.

V. CONFINEMENT-DECONFINEMENT
TRANSITION

The finite-temperature confinement-deconfinement
transition in d = 2 and d = 3 spatial dimensions has
been extensively studied over the years using traditional
lattice gauge theories. However, similar studies in qubit-
regularized gauge theories, particularly in higher dimen-
sions, remain scarce. Recently, a few studies in both
Abelian and non-Abelian gauge theories have begun to
emerge [40–42].
Here, we will focus on pure gauge theories, where we

expect to observe a confined phase at low temperatures
and a deconfined phase at high temperatures. Further-
more, it is expected that the universality class of the
associated confinement-deconfinement transition can be
understood through spin models that are invariant under
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FIG. 6. Our mcmc results for the susceptibility χ in d = 2. In the top row we show the plots of χ as a function of L at three
different values of β for SU(2) (left) and SU(3) (right). The straight lines are fits to the form χ ∼ AL2. The fit is excellent if
we use data with L > 100 and gives A = 1.039(2) and A = 1.210(2) for SU(2) and SU(3) respectively. These transitions are
consistent with second order. In the bottom row we show our mcmc data for χ scaled according to Eq. (21) for SU(2) (left)
and SU(3) (right). For SU(2) we use the two dimensional Ising critical exponents η = 1/4 and ν = 1 with βc = 0.54929, while
for SU(3) we use the 3-state Potts model critical exponents η = 4/15 and ν = 5/6 with βc = 0.63096. The critical values of β
are obtained using a fit to Eq. (21) assuming f(x) is a fourth-order polynomial. In this fit, we only use data close to x ≈ 0
and obtain the coefficients shown in the first two rows of Table I. The fit functions are shown as lines in the two graphs in the
bottom row.
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FIG. 7. Our mcmc results for χ in d = 3 for the SU(2) case. In the left plot, we show χ as a function of L at four different values
of β. The deconfined phase is clearly visible at β = 1.04, where the data fits the form χ ∼ AL3 when using data with L > 32,
yielding A = 0.240(1). The confined phases are also evident at both β = 1.047 and β = 1.05. The transition is consistent with
being second order. In the right figure, we show our mcmc data for χ scaled according to Eq. (21), using the three-dimensional
Ising critical exponents η = 0.0366 and ν = 0.6298, with βc = 1.04530(1). The critical value of β was obtained by fitting to
Eq. (21), assuming f(x) is a fourth-order polynomial. In this fit, we use only data near x ≈ 0, obtaining the coefficients shown
in the third row of Table I. The fit function is represented by the line in the right graph.

center symmetry [43, 44]. In pure SU(N) gauge theo-
ries, these are expected to be Zn spin models, where the
confined phase corresponds to the symmetric phase and
the deconfined phase corresponds to the broken phase.
Focusing on N = 2 and N = 3, the transitions in Z2 spin
models can be second order in both d = 2 and d = 3
dimensions, while Z3 spin models exhibit second-order
transitions only in d = 2 dimensions and always show
first-order transitions in d = 3 dimensions [45]. Extensive
studies in traditional lgts have confirmed these general
expectations [46–58].

As proposed in the previous section, we wish to explore
whether these universal features of finite-temperature
confinement-deconfinement transitions can be reproduced
using qubit-regularized classical lgts given by Eq. (13).
We focus on pure gauge theory by setting λs = 1 ev-
erywhere. If we label the corresponding mdtn states as
|{λℓ}, {αs}⟩, the classical partition function is given by

ZQ =
∑

{λℓ},{αs}

∏

ℓ

e−βE(λℓ)

=
∑

{λℓ}

∏

ℓ

e−βE(λℓ)
∏

s

D(Hg
s) , (14)

where in the last step we summed over {αs} for a fixed
set of dimer-tensors {λℓ}.
For simplicity, we will study the model with the link

eigenvalues given by

E(λℓ) = 1− δλℓ,0 . (15)

This essentially assigns a unit of energy to all non-trivial
dimer-tensors, while the energy of trivial dimer-tensors
vanishes. This ensures that the theory is in the confined
phase at zero temperature, since test matter sources with
fundamental (or antifundamental) λs will need to be
accompanied by a string of λℓ ̸= 1 dimer-tensors, which
incurs an energy cost.

In order to quantitatively study the finite temperature
confinement-deconfinement transition, we study the par-
tition for the pure gauge theory, but with nondynamical
matter fields at precisely two locations x and y in the ir-
reps λx and λy respectively. If we label these mdtn states
as {λℓ}, {αs};λx, λy, this partition function is given by

Z
(x,y)
Q =

∑

[{λℓ};λx,λy ]

∏

ℓ

e−βE(λℓ)
∏

s

D(Hg
s) , (16)

where we have already performed the sum over {αs} like
in Eq. (14). We expect the ratio of this partition function
to the one without the matter fields to behave as

Z
(x,y)
Q /ZQ ∼ e−βF (x,y) , (17)

where F (x, y) is the excess free energy of introducing
two heavy particles located at x and y in the pure gauge
theory.
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For large separations, in the confined phase we expect
F (x, y) to grow linearly for large |x − y|, while in the
deconfined phase it does not grow indefinitely. We can
detect this difference in the behavior of F (x, y) through
the susceptibility in a finite lattice with volume Ld defined
as

χ =
1

Ld

∑

x,y

Z
(x,y)
Q

ZQ
. (18)

Using the above expectations for F (x, y) we can show
that

lim
L→∞

χ =





χ0 confined phase

A Ld deconfined phase
(19)

Further, if the confinement-deconfinement phase transi-
tion is second order, we expect

lim
L→∞

χ ∼ f0L
2−η (20)

where η is the universal critical exponent associated with
the transition. Since the partitions functions Eqs. (14)
and (16) do not suffer from sign problems, we can use
well-known loop cluster methods to generate the required
dimer configurations [{λℓ}] and [{λℓ};λx, λy] distributed
according to their classical Boltzmann weights [38, 39].
These loop algorithms also allow us to measure χ easily.

Using these loop algorithms we have computed χ in
both d = 2 and d = 3 for several values of β and L. In
d = 2 we use a honeycomb lattice while in d = 3 we use
the diamond lattice. The details these lattice geometries
are explained in Appendix A.

Let us first focus on our results in d = 2. We find clear
evidence for the expected confinement-deconfinement tran-
sitions as a function of β. In Fig. 6 we plot our results for
χ as a function of L for three different values of β close
to the transition for SU(2) (left plot) and SU(3) (right
plot). Consistent with the expectations from Eq. (19),
we see a deconfined phase at β = 0.54 and a confined
phase at β = 0.555 for SU(2). In the case of SU(3) we
find β = 0.625 is deconfined while β = 0.635 is confined.

In d = 2, these transitions seem second order with the
susceptibility satisfying the scaling form [45]

χ = L2−ηf((β − βc)L
1/ν) (21)

near the critical point. In the case of SU(2) we expect
the second order transition to satisfy the two-dimensional
Ising universality class with η = 1/4 and ν = 1 [59]. For
SU(3), a second order transition is possible within the
three-state Potts model universality class where η = 4/15
and ν = 5/6 [59]. Near the transition, we find that our
values of χ are indeed consistent with this scaling behavior
if we assume f(x) ≈ f0 + f1x+ f2x

2 + f3x
3. We fit our

data to this form to extract βc. We show our results in the
bottom row of Fig. 6. The values of the four coefficients
are shown in Table I.

βc f0 f1 f2 f3

0.54929(1) 2.120(2) -1.74(1) -0.46(3) 0.04(3)

0.63096(2) 2.584(4) -1.69(2) -0.50(5) -0.05(3)

1.04530(1) 2.92(1) -3.94(6) 1.95(7) -0.38(2)

TABLE I. The first four Taylor coefficients for the scaling
function f(x) and βc in Eq. (21) for d = 2, SU(2) (first row),
d = 2, SU(3) (second row) and d = 3, SU(2) (third row). The
χ2/DOF ∼ 1 for all these fits.
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FIG. 8. Our mcmc results for χ in d = 3 in the SU(3) case as
a function of L at three different values of β. The deconfined
phase is clearly visible at β = 1.11 where the data fits to
the form χ ∼ AL3 for all our data from L ≥ 12 and gives
us A = 1.209(1). The confined phase is visible at β = 1.14.
The strange behavior of χ as a function of L at β = 1.13 is
consistent with being in the vicinity of a first-order transition
as explained in the text.

Focusing on our results in d = 3, we again find clear
evidence for the confinement-deconfinement transition. In
the case of SU(2), the transition seems to be continuous, in
agreement with traditional lattice gauge theories [50, 52].
In Fig. 7, on the left, we plot χ as a function of L for four
different values of β in the transition region. When β =
1.04, we find a deconfined phase and χ grows as AL3 where
a fit gives A = 0.2400(7) with a χ2/DOF ∼ 1 including
data for L ≥ 48. On the other hand, when β = 1.05,
we see χ saturates for large values of L. Assuming the
transition to be second order, we expect χ to again obey
the scaling relation Eq. (21) in the three dimensional Ising
universality class with η = 0.0366(8) and ν = 0.6298(5)
[60]. Fixing these critical exponents to their central values
and βc = 1.04530 obtained from a fit of f(x) to a fourth-
order polynomial, we plot the scaling function in Fig. 7
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on the right.
Finally we focus on SU(3) in d = 3. In Fig. 8, we

plot χ as a function of L for three different values of
β. When β = 1.11 our data fits to the form AL3 with
A = 1.209(1) for all our data L ≥ 12 showing our model is
in a deconfined phase. On the other hand when β = 1.14,
χ saturates quickly indicating that we are in a confined
phase. The transition between the two phases in this case
turns out to be first order. We can see this clearly at
β = 1.13 where χ initially increases for L ≤ 32 but then
falls to a much lower value and saturates for L ≥ 48. This
change occurs via large fluctuations in the Monte Carlo
estimate of χ for L ∼ 32 as expected for a system near
a first-order transition. For small lattices, the system
can tunnel to the deconfined phase and hence χ, being
proportional to L3, is much larger than in the confined
phase. Eventually, the tunneling is suppressed and the
χ saturates to a much smaller value. The first-order
transition is consistent with studies in traditional SU(3)
lattice gauge theories [53].

VI. QUANTUM LATTICE GAUGE THEORIES

Our ultimate goal is to investigate quantum critical
points in qubit-regularized gauge theories, where contin-
uum quantum field theories emerge. To achieve this, we
need to explore the physics of the coupling δ in Eq. (8).
While such an exploration is challenging in higher dimen-
sions, it can be carried out more easily in d = 1, as we
demonstrate below.
Consider a one-dimensional qubit-regularized SU(2)

pure gauge theory, where the lattice geometry consists
of a square plaquette chain with L plaquettes. Such a
plaquette chain has been studied previously using the
more traditional ks Hamiltonian [61]. To investigate how
confinement is affected by the parameter δ, we introduce
heavy matter fields at two sites, x = 0 and x = w, and
compute the corresponding ground state energy as a func-
tion of the separation distance w between them.
The physical Hilbert space of the plaquette chain is

straightforward to understand. We assign either a 1 or 2
irrep of SU(2) to each link. At sites where we introduce
a heavy matter field, we use the representation 2. Each
assignment of irreps on links and sites corresponds to an
mdtn state on the chain, as illustrated in Fig. 9.
In the pure gauge theory, D(Hg

s) = 1 for all mdtn
states, allowing us to ignore the index αs. In the presence
of matter, D(Hg

s) can be either 1 or 2, depending on the
dimer tensors on the links connected to the sites with
matter. Nevertheless, as we will discuss below, choosing
c = 1 for all plaquettes in the definition of Eq. (10)
ensures that one of the states decouples from the dynamics,
allowing us, once again, to ignore the index αs.

Note that our plaquette chain is equivalent to a ladder,
and for convenience, we introduce heavy matter fields at
sites x = 0 and x = w on the lower chain as shown in
Fig. 9. It is easy to see that in the absence of matter

fields, the 2 links form closed loops, including those that
may close around the boundary of the circle. In fact,
the Hilbert space splits into a direct sum of two Hilbert
spaces representing distinct topological classes of gauge
field lines: HE

phys (even) and HO
phys (odd). Locally, we

can distinguish these two sectors of the Hilbert space
by simply looking at the link irreps on the bottom and
top links. Focusing on just these two links of a given
plaquette P , there are four possible basis kets: |11⟩, |12⟩,
|21⟩, and |22⟩, where the first label is the link irrep on
the top chain and the second label, on the bottom chain.
We will refer to this as the local plaquette Hilbert space
HP for later convenience. If there are no matter fields,
neighboring plaquette states impose unique restrictions
on the representations allowed on the rung. It is easy to
argue that in the pure gauge theory, every plaquette can
either be in the even sector with basis states |11⟩ and
|22⟩, or in the odd sector with basis states |12⟩ and |21⟩.
A single site with a matter field in the fundamental

representation induces a jump between the even and odd
sectors on the two plaquettes on either side of it. In
the discussion below, we will assume that Px labels the
plaquette between sites x and x+1. It is then easy to see
that, in the illustration of Fig. 9, the Hilbert spaces of
plaquettes Px for x < 0 and x ≥ w are in the even sector,
while for x ≥ 0 and x < w, they are in the odd sector. We
will refer to the physical Hilbert space of such a plaquette
chain with matter fields on the lower rungs at x = 0 and
x = w as Hw

phys, where 0 ≤ w ≤ L, with the definitions

Hw=0
phys ≡ HE

phys for the even sector and Hw=L
phys ≡ HO

phys for
the odd sector.
Coming to the discussion of the Hamiltonian,

there are several possible choices, depending on
c({λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}, {α′

s}, P ). In this work, we will assume

c({λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}, {α′
s}, P ) = 1 . (22)

With this choice, it is easy to argue that, even when
D(Hg

s) ̸= 1, a unique local singlet projection always par-
ticipates in the dynamics. The plaquette operator annihi-
lates all other orthogonal states. Thus, when labeling the
mdtn states, we can assume that αs = 1 describes the
state that participates in the dynamics and ignore the
αs > 1 states, as those belong to a different super-selection
sector that is not of interest to us. In the discussion below,
we will focus on the Hilbert space with αs = 1, effectively
assuming that D(Hg

s) = 1.
Note that the Hamiltonian of the plaquette chain is

block-diagonal within eachHw
phys space, whose basis states

can be written as a product of Plaquette Hilbert spaces
HP . The Hamiltonian can be written more concisely
using the diagonal plaquette operators

γ
(P )
1 ≡ |11⟩ ⟨11| , γ

(P )
2 ≡ |22⟩ ⟨22| ,

γ
(P )
3 ≡ |12⟩ ⟨12| , γ

(P )
4 ≡ |21⟩ ⟨21| , (23)

and the off-diagonal plaquette operators

σ
(P )
1,e ≡ (|22⟩ ⟨11|+ |11⟩ ⟨22|) ,
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x=0 x=w

w

FIG. 9. A pictorial representation of a basis state in Hphys for plaquette chain with SU(2) gauge fields. Heavy matter fields
have been introduced at sites on the lower rungs of x = 0 and x = w.

σ
(P )
1,o ≡ (|21⟩ ⟨12|+ |12⟩ ⟨21|) . (24)

For convenience, we also define

γ(P )
e ≡ γ

(P )
1 + γ

(P )
2 , γ(P )

o ≡ γ
(P )
3 + γ

(P )
4 . (25)

Using these, we define four nearest-neighbor plaquette
Hamiltonians:

He
x =

{
2− δ (σ(Px)

e γ(Px+1)
e + γ(Px)

e σ(Px+1)
e )

− 2 γ
(Px)
1 γ

(Px+1)
1

}
, (26)

Ho
x =

{
2− δ (σ(Px)

o γ(Px+1)
o + γ(Px)

o σ(Px+1)
o )

− γ
(Px)
3 γ

(Px+1)
3 − γ

(Px)
4 γ

(Px+1)
4

}
, (27)

Heo
x =

{5

2
− δ (σ(Px)

e γ(Px+1)
o )− δ (γ(Px)

e σ(Px+1)
o )

− 2 (γ
(Px)
1 γ

(Px+1)
3 )− (γ(Px)

e γ
(Px+1)
4 )

}
, (28)

Hoe
x =

{5

2
− δ (γ(Px)

o σ(Px+1)
e )− δ (σ(Px)

o γ(Px+1)
e )

− 2 (γ
(Px)
3 γ

(Px+1)
1 )− (γ

(Px)
4 γ(Px+1)

e )
}
, (29)

which connect plaquettes Px and Px+1. In terms of these

operators, we can define the quantum Hamiltonians H
(w)
Q

that act on each of the Hilbert spaces Hw
phys. In the even

Hilbert space sector (i.e., H0
phys), the Hamiltonian is given

by

H
(0)
Q =

∑

x

He
x , (30)

in the odd Hilbert space sector (i.e., HL
phys), by

H
(L)
Q =

∑

x

Ho
x , (31)

whereas, for every value of w in the range 0 < w < L, the
Hamiltonian is given by

H
(w)
Q = Heo

L−1 +Hoe
w−1 +

w−2∑

x=0

Ho
x +

L−2∑

x=w

He
x , (32)
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FIG. 10. Plot of Eβ(w)− E0 as a function of w, obtained for
L = 100 and β = 10. The values of E0 and the string tension
σ are given in Table II.

as is easy to verify.
In our current discussion, a natural observable to detect

confinement is the average energy

Eβ(w) =
TrHw

phys

(
H

(w)
Q e−βH

(w)
Q

)

TrHw
phys

(
e−βH

(w)
Q

) . (33)

At zero temperature, Eβ(w) gives the ground state energy
Eg(w), and in the confined phase, one expects

Eg(w) = E0 + σw (34)

for large separations w, where σ is the string tension. In
the deconfined phase, we expect σ = 0.
We have implemented a Hamiltonian mcmc method

in continuous imaginary time to compute Eβ(w) as a
function of w for L = 100 and β = 10 at various values of
δ ≤ 5. Increasing β has only a small effect on the values
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of Eβ(w), suggesting that β = 10 effectively captures the
physics of zero temperature.
Our results are shown in Fig. 10. The figure demon-

strates that Eβ(w) is consistent with the expected behav-
ior of the ground state energy given in Eq. (34), and we
observe that σ decreases as δ increases. The fitted values
of E0 and σ are provided in Table II.

δ
Monte Carlo PT Eq. (36)

E0 σ χ2/DOF E0 σ

0.5 -24.17(2) 0.6805(3) 0.34 -55.75 1.000

1.0 -89.04(4) 0.3608(6) 0.40 -90.50 -0.375

2.0 -267.36(8) 0.158(2) 0.40 -267.16 0.156

5.0 -856.1(2) 0.055(2) 0.51 -856.12 0.055

TABLE II. The parameters E0 and σ in Eq. (34) computed
using two different methods at L = 100 and β = 10. The
values in columns two and three are obtained by fitting the
mcmc data for Eβ(w) as a function of w at L = 100 and β = 10.
In these fits, we exclude the values of Eβ(w) at w = 0 and
w = L, as these correspond to energy values in the pure-gauge
sector. The values in columns five and six are computed using
Eq. (36), derived from perturbation theory, as explained in
Appendix C.

Using the fact that our Hamiltonian is exactly solvable
when δ = ∞ and that the ground state is non-degenerate,
we can compute E0 and σ as a power series in 1/δ using
non-degenerate perturbation theory. The details of this
calculation up to third order are provided in Appendix C.
We obtain

E0 ≈ −2Lδ +
3L

2
− 9L

32
δ−1 − L− 1

8
δ−2 , (35)

σ ≈ 1

4
δ−1 +

1

8
δ−2 . (36)

The values of E0 and σ for L = 100 are listed in columns
five and six of Table II.
We observe that δ = ∞ corresponds to a deconfined

quantum critical point, as the string tension vanishes
in this limit. At this critical point, the parameter 1/δ
acts as a dimensionful (relevant) parameter, which, when
introduced, leads to a nonzero string tension. This is
analogous to the role of gauge couplings in d = 1 in tradi-
tional lattice gauge theories. A similar but slightly more
intricate deconfined critical point was recently discovered
even in the presence of dynamical matter fields in a Z2

gauge theory [62].

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have argued that an orthonormal basis
for the physical Hilbert space of traditional lattice gauge
theories can be constructed using the irreps of the gauge
group. Each basis state can be given a pictorial represen-
tation as a network of monomer and dimer tensors. This

mdtn basis state can be represented as |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩,
where the set {λℓ} labels the dimer-tensors, {λs} labels
the monomer-tensors, and the index {αs} labels the dif-
ferent orthonormal gauge singlet states that can arise on
the sites.

We then argued that the mdtn basis states can be used
to construct new types of qubit regularized gauge theories
that are free of sign problems, and can be explored using
mcmc methods in any dimension. We introduced one
simple Hamiltonian in Eq. (8). To show the richness of
the physics of this simple Hamiltonian, we studied SU(2)
and SU(3) gauge theories within the simple asqr scheme
[16].

We first introduced and studied classical lattice gauge
theories by setting the parameter δ = 0 in Eq. (8), ensur-
ing that the Hamiltonian involves only local commuting
operators that are diagonal in the |{λs}, {λℓ}, {αs}⟩ ba-
sis. We argued that these classical gauge theories can
effectively capture the physics of quantum gauge theories
at finite temperatures. Using mcmc methods, we demon-
strated that the universal physics of finite-temperature
confinement-deconfinement phase transitions in qubit-
regularized SU(2) and SU(3) gauge theories in d = 2
and d = 3 dimensions is the same as that observed in
traditional lattice gauge theories.

We then introduced quantum fluctuations by allowing a
nonzero δ and studied the full physics of Eq. (8). However,
in this case, we focused on the d = 1 case and demon-
strated that the string tension in an SU(2) plaquette chain
can be tuned to zero by increasing δ. This clearly shows
that δ plays the role of the gauge coupling in traditional
lattice gauge theories. This result strongly suggests that
it will play a similar role even in higher dimensions.

The ultimate challenge, of course, is to construct Hamil-
tonians in higher dimensions that contain quantum critical
points where continuum Yang-Mills theory can emerge.
We view the Hamiltonian Eq. (8), which we proposed in
this work, as a starting point for such explorations. It is,
of course, entirely possible that the desired fixed points of
Yang-Mills theories will only emerge when higher irreps
are included. This is straightforward within the general
framework of the mdtn basis states and would only mildly
increase the complexity.

It is also possible that simply adding extra layers in the
asqr scheme could already lead to good effective field
theories, similar to what was discovered in [63] within
the context of the O(4) spin model in d = 1. This is
essentially the main idea behind D-theory. Finally, the
mdtn basis states introduced in this work appear similar
to the graph-theory-based formulation of SU(N) gauge
theories proposed recently in [27].

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The conceptualization and methodology, supervision
and administration, as well as the first draft of the
manuscript, were due to S.C.. The development of soft-



13

ware, validation, first analyses, and visualization were
carried out jointly by S.C. and R.X.S.. All three authors
were involved in the investigation, interpretation, and
editing of the manuscript, and all agreed on the final
draft. Funding for this project was acquired by S.C. and
T.B..

We would like to thank Ribhu Kaul, Hanqing Liu, and
Uwe-Jens Wiese for helpful discussions. We acknowledge
the use of AI assistance, specifically ChatGPT [64], in
refining the language and clarity of this manuscript and
providing citation to itself, before our final rounds of man-
ual review and revision by all authors. This work was
carried out in part under the auspices of the National

Nuclear Security Administration of the U.S. Department
of Energy at Los Alamos National Laboratory under Con-
tract No. 89233218CNA000001. T.B. was also supported
by the Quantum Science Center, a National Quantum Sci-
ence Initiative of the Department of Energy, managed by
Oak Ridge National Laboratory and by the U.S. Depart-
ment of Energy, Office of Science—–High Energy Physics
Contract KA2401032 to Los Alamos National Laboratory.
S.C. and R.X.S. were supported by a Duke subcontract
of this latter grant and also supported in part by the U.S.
Department of Energy, Office of Science, Nuclear Physics
program under Award No. DE-FG02-05ER41368.

[1] S. Chandrasekharan, Qubit Regularization of Quantum
Field Theories, in 41st International Symposium on Lat-
tice Field Theory (2025) arXiv:2502.05716 [hep-lat].
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S. Kühn, Efficient basis formulation for 1+1 dimensional
SU(2) lattice gauge theory: Spectral calculations with
matrix product states, Phys. Rev. X 7, 041046 (2017),
arXiv:1707.06434 [hep-lat].

[11] A. Alexandru, P. F. Bedaque, H. Lamm, and S. Lawrence
(NuQS), σ models on quantum computers, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 123, 090501 (2019), arXiv:1903.06577 [hep-lat].

[12] A. Alexandru, P. F. Bedaque, S. Harmalkar, H. Lamm,
S. Lawrence, and N. C. Warrington (NuQS), Gluon field
digitization for quantum computers, Phys. Rev. D 100,
114501 (2019), arXiv:1906.11213 [hep-lat].

[13] A. Alexandru, P. F. Bedaque, A. Carosso, M. J. Cervia,
E. M. Murairi, and A. Sheng, Fuzzy gauge theory for
quantum computers, Phys. Rev. D 109, 094502 (2024).

[14] T. Bhattacharya, A. J. Buser, S. Chandrasekharan,
R. Gupta, and H. Singh, Qubit regularization of asymp-
totic freedom, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 172001 (2021),
arXiv:2012.02153 [hep-lat].

[15] S. Maiti, D. Banerjee, S. Chandrasekharan, and M. K.
Marinkovic, Asymptotic freedom at the Berezinskii-
Kosterlitz-Thouless transition without fine-tuning using a
qubit regularization, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 041601 (2024),
arXiv:2307.06117 [hep-lat].

[16] H. Liu and S. Chandrasekharan, Qubit regularization
and qubit embedding algebras, Symmetry 14, 305 (2022),
arXiv:2112.02090 [hep-lat].

[17] T. Byrnes and Y. Yamamoto, Simulating lattice gauge
theories on a quantum computer, Phys. Rev. A 73, 022328
(2006), arXiv:quant-ph/0510027.

[18] A. N. Ciavarella, Quantum simulation of lattice QCD
with improved Hamiltonians, Phys. Rev. D 108, 094513
(2023), arXiv:2307.05593 [hep-lat].

[19] R. C. Farrell, M. Illa, A. N. Ciavarella, and M. J. Sav-
age, Quantum simulations of hadron dynamics in the
Schwinger model using 112 qubits, Phys. Rev. D 109,
114510 (2024), arXiv:2401.08044 [quant-ph].

[20] N. A. Zemlevskiy, Scalable quantum simulations of
scattering in scalar field theory on 120 qubits (2024),
arXiv:2411.02486 [quant-ph].

[21] A. Crippa, S. Romiti, L. Funcke, K. Jansen,
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Appendix A: Lattice Geometries

In this appendix, we explain the geometry of the lat-
tices used in our study of the confinement-deconfinement
transition in Section V. Since the complexity of D(Hg

s)
depends on the coordination number of the lattice, keep-
ing it small simplifies the calculations. For this reason,
we consider lattices with a coordination number of d+ 1,
where d is the spatial dimension of the lattice. The ex-
plicit construction of the lattice geometry is discussed
below.

SU(2) SU(3)

Hg
s D(Hg

s) Hg
s D(Hg

s)

Honeycomb Lattice

1⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1 1 1⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1 1

1⊗ 1⊗ 2⊗ 2 1 1⊗ 1⊗ 3⊗ 3̄ 1

2⊗ 2⊗ 2⊗ 2 2 1⊗ 3⊗ 3⊗ 3 1

- - 1⊗ 3̄⊗ 3̄⊗ 3̄ 1

- - 3⊗ 3⊗ 3̄⊗ 3̄ 2

Diamond Lattice

1⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1 1 1⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 1 1

1⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 2⊗ 2 1 1⊗ 1⊗ 1⊗ 3⊗ 3̄ 1

1⊗ 2⊗ 2⊗ 2⊗ 2 2 1⊗ 1⊗ 3⊗ 3⊗ 3 1

- - 1⊗ 1⊗ 3̄⊗ 3̄⊗ 3̄ 1

- - 1⊗ 3⊗ 3⊗ 3̄⊗ 3̄ 2

- - 3̄⊗ 3⊗ 3⊗ 3⊗ 3 3

- - 3⊗ 3̄⊗ 3̄⊗ 3̄⊗ 3̄ 3

TABLE III. The dimension of the local singlet space D(Hs
g)

for various possible choices of Hg
s within our asqr on the

d = 2 honeycomb and d = 3 diamond lattices. Since D(Hs
g) is

permutation invariant and depends only on the representation
label, permutations of the Hg

s are not shown. For those Hs
g

that cannot be obtained by these rules, D(Hs
g) = 0.

We construct our lattice by starting with two periodic
lattices of length L in each direction, which we refer to
as A (even) and B (odd). We define the lattice sites of
the A-sublattice using the relation

nA = n1e1 + n2e2 + · · ·+ nded , (A1)

where ni = 0, 1, 2, . . . , L − 1 and ei (i = 1, 2, . . . , d) are
independent crystal lattice vectors in d dimensions. We
then define the B-sublattice as

nB = nA +ααα , (A2)

where ααα is a constant shift vector for all lattice sites nA.
The d+ 1 nearest neighbors of the A-sublattice site nA

are given by nA + ααα, nA + ααα − e1, nA + ααα − e2, . . . ,
nA +ααα− ed. Similarly, the d+1 nearest neighbors of the
B-sublattice site nB are given by nB −ααα, nB −ααα+ e1,
nB −ααα+ e2, . . . , nB −ααα+ ed.
The exact choice of ααα, e1, e2, . . . , ed is not essential

for defining the gauge theory, but they can be selected
to maximize the spatial symmetry of the system. In
particular, with an appropriate choice of these vectors, it
is easy to see that our lattice corresponds to the usual
one-dimensional linear lattice for d = 1, the honeycomb
lattice for d = 2, and the diamond lattice for d = 3.

With our definition of the lattice, mdtn configurations
[{λℓ}] and [{λℓ};λx, λy] are well-defined once all link and
site representations are specified. Using this information,
we can compute D(Hg

s) at all sites. For example, in d = 2,
each lattice site connects to three neighboring sites, and
Hg

s is a direct product of three link and one site Hilbert
spaces. Similarly, in d = 3, it is a direct product of four
link and one site Hilbert spaces.

In the asqr scheme, each λs and λℓ can take only the
values 1 or 2 for SU(2), and 1, 3, or 3̄ for SU(3). This
constraint limits the possible values of D(Hg

s), and we
summarize all the nonzero values in Table III.

Appendix B: Tests of the Monte Carlo Algorithms

In this section, we provide evidence from small lattices
that our mcmc results agree with exact results. We test
both our classical mcmc algorithm, which was used to
obtain results in Section V, and our quantum mcmc
algorithm, which was used to obtain results in Section VI.
For the classical algorithms, we tested results on an

8-site lattice shown in Fig. 11 for both the SU(2) and
SU(3) cases. We computed several observables but show
results for the susceptibility χ, as defined in Eq. (18), in
Table IV for the SU(3) case.

For the quantum mcmc we tested our results on a
L = 12 plaquette chain similar to the one shown in Fig. 9.
Our results are given in Table V.

Appendix C: Large δ Perturbation Theory

In this appendix, we calculate the ground state energy

Eg of the chain Hamiltonian H
(w)
Q given in Eq. (32) using

large-δ perturbation theory. Since each plaquette Px

uniquely belongs to either the even or the odd sector

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.L031504
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.14264
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.14264
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135484
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.05414
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.054510
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.13780
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.13780
https://openai.com/chatgpt
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(0,0)

(1,0)

(0,1)

(1,1)

(0,0)

(0,0)

FIG. 11. The 8-site periodic lattice used for the compari-
son between exact and classical Monte Carlo results. The
coordinates shown correspond to the 2× 2 A-sublattice. The
tested algorithm was used to obtain the results presented in
Section V.

β
χ

exact MC

0.0 12.6667 12.667(2)

0.2 11.3841 11.384(2)

0.4 9.9179 9.918(2)

0.6 7.9592 7.958(2)

0.8 5.5678 5.567(2)

1.0 3.5094 3.510(1)

TABLE IV. Comparision of exact versus mcmc results for
χ defined in Eq. (18) on an 8-site lattice shown in Fig. 11 for
SU(3) gauge theory in the asqr scheme.

depending on x, we define σ
(Px)
1 = σ

(Px)
1,e or σ

(Px)
1 = σ

(Px)
1,o

accordingly. Similarly, we define σ
(Px)
3 = γ

(Px)
2 − γ

(Px)
1

in the even sector and σ
(Px)
3 = γ

(Px)
4 − γ

(Px)
3 in the odd

sector. With these definitions, we can express H
(w)
Q as

H
(w)
Q = δ H0 + V , (C1)

where

H0 = −2
∑

x

σ
(Px)
1 , (C2)

and

V =
3

2
L−

∑

x

(
1

2
σ
(Px)
3 σ

(Px+1)
3 − θ(x)σ

(Px)
3

)
, (C3)

w
Eβ(w)

w
Eβ(w)

exact MC exact MC

0 -0.10842 -0.111(1) 1 1.0291 1.026(1)

2 2.1704 2.170(1) 3 3.2768 3.277(1)

4 4.3512 4.349(1) 5 5.4052 5.405(1)

6 6.4478 6.446(1) 7 7.4845 7.484(1)

8 8.5184 8.517(1) 9 9.5516 9.551(1)

10 10.586 10.585(1) 11 11.601 11.601(1)

12 12.263 12.262(1) - - -

TABLE V. Comparison of exact versus mcmc results for an
12-plaquette chain shown in Fig. 9. These values are for δ = 0.3
and β = 1.0. The energy Eβ(w) was defined in Section VI.

with θ(x) = 1 for w ≤ x < L and vanishing otherwise. In
this notation, our system resembles the transverse-field
Ising model with a uniform magnetic field in the region
w ≤ x < L.

Since H0 consists of decoupled terms, we can easily
diagonalize it. To construct the eigenstates, let |↑⟩ and
|↓⟩ be the normalized eigenkets of σ

(P )
3 with eigenvalues

+1 and −1, respectively. The normalized eigenstates of

σ
(P )
1 with eigenvalues ±1 are then given by

|±1⟩ = |↑⟩ ± |↓⟩√
2

. (C4)

We can label the 2L eigenstates of H0 using the spin
configuration {s} = {s0, s1, . . . , sL−1}, where |sx⟩ (with
sx = ±1) represents the state of the plaquette Px. For
convenience, we uniquely label spin configurations using
an index k, defined via the binary representation

k =

L−1∑

i=0

1

2
(1− si)2

i , (C5)

so that the corresponding eigenstates are

|k⟩ :=
L−1⊗

i=0

|si⟩ , (C6)

with eigenvalues

εk = −2

L−1∑

i=0

si . (C7)

Since the ground state of H0 is non-degenerate, we com-

pute the ground state energy ofH
(w)
Q using non-degenerate

Rayleigh-Schrödinger perturbation theory. Up to the third
order, we have

Eg ≈ δE(0)
g + E(1)

g +
E

(2)
g

δ
+
E

(3)
g

δ2
, (C8)
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where E
(0)
g = ε0 = −2L is the ground state energy of

H0, obtained by setting si = +1 for all i. The first-order
correction is

E(1)
g = ⟨0|V |0⟩ = 3

2
L . (C9)

The second-order correction is

E(2)
g =

∑

k ̸=0

| ⟨k|V |0⟩ |2
ε0 − εk

= −9L

32
+

w

4
, (C10)

where the final result follows from choosing |k⟩ such that
only one or two consecutive spins are −1. The third-order
correction is

E(3)
g =

∑

k ̸=0

∑

k′ ̸=0

⟨0|V |k⟩ ⟨k|V |k′⟩ ⟨k′|V |0⟩
(ε0 − εk)(ε0 − εk′)

− ⟨0|V |0⟩
∑

k ̸=0

| ⟨k|V |0⟩ |2
(ε0 − εk)2

, (C11)

which requires some effort to calculate, but the final result
is simple and is given by

E(3)
g = −L− 1

8
+

w

8
. (C12)

Combining all these results, we obtain

Eg ≈ −2Lδ +
3L

2
−
(
9L

32
− w

4

)
1

δ
−

(
L− 1− w

8

)
1

δ2
.

(C13)

By writing Eg = E0 + σw, we identify the expressions for
E0 and σ given in Eq. (36).
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