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Abstract. Motivated by the challenge of seeking a rigorous foundation for the bulk-
boundary correspondence for free fermions, we introduce an algorithm for determining
exactly the spectrum and a generalized-eigenvector basis of a class of banded block
quasi-Toeplitz matrices that we call corner-modified. Corner modifications of otherwise
arbitrary banded block-Toeplitz matrices capture the effect of boundary conditions
and the associated breakdown of translational invariance. Our algorithm leverages the
interplay between a non-standard, projector-based method of kernel determination
(physically, a bulk-boundary separation) and families of linear representations of the
algebra of matrix Laurent polynomials. Thanks to the fact that these representations
act on infinite-dimensional carrier spaces in which translation symmetry is restored, it
becomes possible to determine the eigensystem of an auxiliary projected block-Laurent
matrix. This results in an analytic eigenvector Ansatz, independent of the system
size, which we prove is guaranteed to contain the full solution of the original finite-
dimensional problem. The actual solution is then obtained by imposing compatibility
with a boundary matriz, also independent of system size. As an application, we
show analytically that eigenvectors of short-ranged fermionic tight-binding models may
display power-law corrections to exponential decay, and demonstrate the phenomenon
for the paradigmatic Majorana chain of Kitaev.

Keywords: Non-Hermitian banded block-Toeplitz and quasi-Toeplitz matrices, boundary
conditions, Smith normal form, lattice models, bulk-boundary correspondence.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.05567v2

1. Introduction

Toeplitz matrices, namely, matrices whose entries are constant along their diagonals,
find widespread applications across mathematics, physics and the engineering sciences,
largely reflecting the fact that they incorporate three key ingredients of model building:
discrete approximation of continuous parameters, translation symmetry, and locality
(typically, in space and/or time). As a result, spectral problems associated to Toeplitz
matrices and related modifications — in particular, banded and block Toeplitz matrices
where, loosely speaking, the Toeplitz property is retained within a finite stripe of non-
vanishing diagonals, and the repeated elements are themselves matrices — are of interest
from both an analytic and a numerical standpoint [1, 2, 3|. This paper provides an
algorithm, along with its proof, for computing in exact form the eigensystem (eigenvalues
and generalized eigenvectors) of a class of banded block quasi-Toeplitz matrices, where
the repeated blocks are square and the quasi- (or “nearly”) Toeplitz nature arises from
constraining allowed changes to a small number of rows — resulting in what we call a
corner modification, in a sense to be made mathematically precise later.

Our interest in the eigensystem problem for banded block-Toeplitz (BBT) matrices
is motivated by contemporary problems in the statistical mechanics of independent
fermions and bosons, which can be solved by mapping their second-quantized
Hamiltonians to single-particle Hamiltonians [4, 5. If the relevant (fermionic or bosonic)
degrees of freedom are labelled by lattice sites and internal quantum numbers, then the
single-particle Hamiltonian is a matrix of size determined by the number of lattice
sites times the number of internal degrees of freedom, squared. Moreover, if the model
of interest involves finite-range couplings and is translation-invariant up to boundary
conditions, then the single-particle Hamiltonian naturally acquires a corner-modified
BBT structure [5]. While such Hamiltonians are indeed associated to Hermitian matrices
for fermions, bosons are described by matrices that are self-conjugate with respect to a
symplectic inner product [4]. Both for this reason, and with an eye toward extensions to
non-Hamiltonian dissipative quantum dynamics [6, 7|, our interest here lies in general,
not necessarily Hermitian, BBT matrices.

Translation-invariant systems of independent fermions can be classified by
topological methods [8], leading to a main distinction between topologically trivial
and non-trivial systems, and finer distinctions within the topologically non-trivial
class. A peculiar and conceptually unsettling feature of the topological classification
of free fermions stems from acknowledging that, on the one hand, it heavily leverages
translation symmetry. Yet, its cornerstone prediction, the celebrated “bulk-boundary
correspondence”, mandates the structure of energy eigenstates (and the existence of
symmetry protected “boundary modes”) in systems where translation symmetry has
been broken — by boundary conditions, in the simplest setting where disorder plays no
role. But how, exactly, does the structure of a translation-invariant system “descend”
onto a broken-symmetry realization of the system? Searching for a quantitative answer
to this question, we introduced in Ref. [5] the essential core of our present diagonalization
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algorithm. As it will become clear, our analysis pinpoints very explicitly the interplay
between translation invariance and boundary conditions, and the factors that determine
the precise structure of the eigenstates of clean single-particle Hamiltonians.

Beyond condensed matter physics, BBT matrices are routinely encountered in a
variety of contexts within dynamical systems and control theory. For example, the
method of finite differences maps translation-invariant linear differential equations to
BBT matrices 9], and, conversely, any BBT matrix may be (non-uniquely) associated
to some such differential equation. A large class of boundary conditions can then be
mapped to corner-modifications of the BBT matrix. Likewise, time-invariant descriptor
systems [10] are naturally associated to BBT matrices by recognizing sequences as
vectors in an infinite-dimensional space. While sometimes such models arise from the
discretization of a continuous-time dynamical system, very often they do not, as no
underlying differential equation is known or even expected to exist. The simplest model
of such a dynamical system is a BBT matrix of bandwidth two, whose spectral theory
has been well investigated by methods akin to the transfer matrix method of statistical
mechanics [11, 12, 13]. Recently, special exact results for tridiagonal BBT matrices have
been derived by carrying out unconventional mappings to BBT matrices of bandwidth
two [14]. While time-invariant descriptor systems are also a natural source of BBT
matrices with non-square blocks, we will not consider this case in the present work.

Our diagonalization algorithm, advanced without proof in Ref. [5], is very closely
adapted to the structure of corner-modified BBT matrices and has a crucial main
strength: It computes the basis of generalized eigenvectors analytically. Both in order
to clarify this point, and to better place it in context, it is useful to outline the strategy
of our algorithm here. The main task, namely, computing the spectrum and basis of
generalized eigenvectors of an arbitrary corner-modified BBT matriz, is accomplished
by breaking it down into three auxiliary tasks. Specifically:

e Task I: Compute a basis of the kernel of an arbitrary corner-modified BBT matriz.
The solution of this problem is one of our main contributions. We provide an efficient
algorithm, the kernel algorithm, that implements an unconventional method of kernel
determination by projectors, in a manner tailored to corner-modified BBT matrices.

e Task II: Solve the eigenproblem associated to an arbitrary corner-modified BBT
matriz. We do not develop a new algorithm for completing this task in itself. Rather,
we exploit some of the finer properties of our kernel algorithm, in particular, the
boundary matriz B [5], in order to search for the eigenvalues efficiently. The basis
of the corresponding eigenspaces is obtained as a by-product.

e Task IIl: Find a basis of generalized eigenvectors. If C' denotes the corner-
modified BBT matrix of interest, we take as input for this problem the output of task
I1. For each eigenvalue € of C', we call on our kernel algorithm and compute the dimension
of the kernel of (C' — €)?. If the latter is larger than the dimension of the eigenspace
associated to €, then we compute the dimension of the kernel of (C'— ¢€)?), and continue
till the dimension is stabilized, for some x > 1. In order for this to work, (C'— €)"” must
be shown to be a corner-modified BBT matrix, and it must be possible to compute
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it efficiently. This problem is solved by our multiplication algorithm, which is another
main contribution of this paper.

Most of the theoretical and computational advantages of our method of
diagonalization can be traced back to the fact that it identifies an explicit, and small,
search space spanned by an exact basis: This basis is described in terms of elementary
functions, and the roots of an associated polynomial whose degree is independent of the
size of C'. For theoretical work, having access to the exact structure of eigenvectors,
and the factors that determine this structure, is an invaluable and rarely available
resource. This happens for instance in the well-known algebraic Bethe-Ansatz approach
[15]. From a computational point of view, it means that extremely large matrices can be
cast in Jordan normal form without ever storing the matrix or eigenvectors. The actual
numerical task consists of computing the roots of a polynomial of relatively low degree,
parametrically in one complex variable €, and determining the kernel of the relatively
small boundary matrix B. This small kernel determines the linear combinations of
potentially extremely large (but describable in terms of elementary functions) vectors
which form a generalized-eigenvector basis of the BBT matrix under investigation.

Our algorithm includes as a special but conspicuous instance a seminal algorithm
by Trench for computing the eigensystem of banded but non-block Toeplitz matrices [16],
and an important generalization of Trench’s work by Beam and Warming [9]. A closed-
form solution of the eigensystem problem for tridiagonal Toeplitz matrices, illustrating
these authors’ ideas, can be found in Ref. [17]. Trench’s investigations triggered focused
interest in the eigensystem problem for banded Toeplitz matrices, to the point that a
book devoted to the subject has appeared some ten years ago 2], exclusively about the
non-block case. Somewhat complementary, an excellent summary of known results on
block Toeplitz matrices can be found in Ref.[1], which however does not address the
spectral properties of BBT matrices — except implicitly, as a special case of block-
Toeplitz matrices with continuous symbols. This divide is illustrative of a general
pattern. Reference [9], for example, recognizes the value of Trench’s algorithm for
finite-difference methods and generalizes it in order to handle non-Dirichlet boundary
conditions on the lattice. The matrices they considered are indeed, in the language of
this paper, corner-modified Toeplitz matrices, but they are non-block. This is also an
extremely important special case of our work, and the first one to explore the delicate
numerical nature of the spectral problem for non-Hermitian banded Toeplitz matrices.
For a recent discussion of this point, see also Ref. [18].

To the best of our knowledge, Trench’s original algorithm was never developed to
cover the block case before this paper. The early historical evolution of the subject is
illuminated by Ref.[19], where the eigensystem problem for BBT matrices was taken
up for the first time. While directly motivated by Trench’s success in the non-block
case, these authors did not attempt to follow his line of attack. Interestingly, they
favored instead an approach that physicists would recognize as the above-mentioned
transfer matrix method, which indeed has been often and successfully implemented [20].
However, with contemporary computational resources, our algorithm (and Trench’s as a
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special instance) becomes extremely effective: it combines, in a way that is optimal for
the task, physical, mathematical, and procedural insight. Let us also mention in passing
that a problem that has been much investigated in the non-block case is associated
to Toeplitz matrices perturbed by impurities [21]. Our work can easily extend this
investigations to the block case, where there is considerable room for surprises from a
physical perspective [22].

Following a review of the required linear-algebraic concepts and tools in Sec. 2,
our core results are presented in Sec. 3. In particular, we show how our main task
is equivalent to solving an appropriate linear system, consisting of a pair of bulk and
boundary equations, and prove how the above-mentioned auxiliary tasks are achieved.
In Sec. 4, the approach of kernel determination by projectors is translated in an explicit
algorithmic procedure, and the corresponding time- and space-complexity assessed.
Sec. 5 focuses on physical implications. After spelling out the general eigenvalue-
dependent Ansatz that our approach provides for the eigenvectors of a corner-modified
BBT matrix, we revisit the paradigmatic Kitaev chain for open boundary conditions
[23], and diagonalize it in closed form in a parameter regime not fully characterized
to date. Remarkably, our work uncovers what seems to be a new result in the many-
body literature, namely, the possibility of (and reason for) having power-law zero-energy
modes in short range tight-binding models, as we indeed explicitly demonstrate in the
Kitaev chain. We include in the Appendix a discussion of the diagonalization problem
for infinite corner-modified BBT transformations, as relevant to semi-infinite systems.

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, N = {1,2, ...} shall denote the counting integers, Z the integers,
and C the field of complex numbers, respectively. The algebra of d x d complex
matrices is denoted by M,;. We will label vectors in the complex Hilbert space under
consideration, say, V, with a greek letter, encased in Dirac’s ket notation (e.g., [¢)) € V).
Then, the Riesz representation lemma guarantees that the space of bounded linear
functionals of V is in antilinear, bijective, canonical correspondence with V. The unique
linear functional associated to |1) is denoted by (1|, and the evaluation of this functional
on |¢) is denoted by (1|¢), which is also the Hermitian inner product between the vectors
|9}, [1). We will avoid Dirac’s notation if the vector space under consideration is not a
Hilbert space. If M is a linear transformation of ¥V, and W a subspace of V), then we
write M|y : W — V for the map obtained by restricting the action of M to W.

Let ¢ € C denote an eigenvalue of M. Recall that |¢)) € V is a generalized
eigenvector of M, of rank x € IN, if |[¢) € Ker (M — €)~, with [1)) ¢ Ker (M — €)1
A generalized eigenvector of rank x = 1 is an eigenvector in the usual sense. Since
Ker (M — ¢)* C Ker (M — €)', V&' > &, any generalized eigenvector [1)) of rank s
also belongs to Ker (M — ¢€)*'. Hence, one may define the generalized eigenspace of M



corresponding to its eigenvalue € as the collection of all generalized kernels,

Nue = U Ker (M —¢€)".

rEIN

If V is a finite-dimensional complex vector space, then for every eigenvalue € of M, there
exists a kmax € IN, such that

Ker (M — €)= = Ker (M — E)"“’"‘”‘Jrl = N

Since V = @, N [24], where the direct sum runs over all the eigenvalues of M, a
maximal linearly independent subset of the set of all generalized eigenvectors of M
yields a basis of generalized eigenvectors of V.

2.1. Corner-modified banded block-Toeplitz matrices

A matrix Ay € Myy of size dN x dN is a block-Toeplitz matriz if there exists a sequence
{a; € Md}?{:’ENH of d x d matrices such that [Ay];; = a;—;, 1 <1i,j < N, as an array
of d x d blocks. Graphically, Ay has the structure

Qo [45] anN—2 QN-1
a1 Qo anN—2
Ax = ,  a; € M,.
A_N42 Qo [45]
A_N4+1 A-N42 a_1 Qg

A block-Toeplitz matrix is banded if there exist “bandwidth parameters” p,q € Z, with
—N+1<p<qg< N-—1,such that a,,a, # 0 and a, = 0 if r < p or r > q. Accordingly,
the graphical representation of a banded block-Toeplitz (BBT) matrix is

a ... agz 0 --- 0
Ay = ap 0
0 g
0 - 0 a - ag

The entries a,, a, are the leading coefficients of Ay, and the pair of integers (p, ¢) defines
the bandwidth ¢ — p+ 1. The transpose and the adjoint of a BBT matrix of bandwidth
(p, q) are both BBT matrices of bandwidth (—¢, —p). Let p’ = min(p,0), ¢ = max(0, q).
The principal coefficients a,, a, of Ay are defined by

ap

a
a,p/E{O s CLq/E{Oq

Leading and principal coefficients differ only if Ay is strictly upper or lower triangular.

it p<o0
if p>0

if ¢g>0
if ¢g<0 °
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Block matrices of size dN x dN induce linear transformations of ¥V = CY ® C¢. Let
{l7), 7=1,2,..., N} and {|m),m =1,2,...,d} denote the canonical bases of C and
C?, respectively. Then,

N d
Anlw) = D[AN5 1Y), with |¢;) =Y tjmlm)  and g, € C.
m=1

ij=1

For fixed N, d and bandwidth (p, ¢), the following projectors will play a key role in our
discussion:

Definition 2.1. The right bulk projector and right boundary projector are given by

, ' 1—p <j<N-—-¢, 1<m<d
pPa) — 7)m) >J > y LSS pra) =1 _ pead (9
B 17 { 0 otherwise ' o B (2)

The left bulk projector and left boundary projector are similarly defined by Qg = P]_(;q’*p ),

Qo =1 — Q) p, respectively.

Usually we will write simply Pg, Py. Since j = 1,..., N and p’ = min(p, 0), the condition
1 —p' < j is trivially satisfied if p > 0. This situation corresponds to having an
upper-triangular BBT matrix. Similarly, j < N — ¢ is trivially satisfied if ¢ < 0,
which corresponds to a lower-triangular BBT matrix. It is immediate to check that
dim Range Py = d(¢' — p'), and so the “bulk” of a BBT matrix is non-empty, that is,
Pg # 0 only if N > ¢ — p/. This makes ¢’ — p’ one of the key “length scales” of the
problem, and so we will introduce a special symbol for it,

r=q¢ —p >q—p. (3)

The condition for a non-empty bulk, N > 7, is similar-looking to the relationship
2(N — 1) > q — p that is part of the definition of BBT matrix. It is quite possible for a
BBT matrix to have an empty bulk, especially for small N. Such matrices are outside
our interest and the scope of our methods.

Definition 2.2. A corner modification for bandwidth (p, ¢) is any block matrix W such
that PgWW = 0. A corner modification is symmetrical if, in addition, W@ = 0. A
corner-modified BBT matriz C' is any block matrix of the form C' = Ay + W, with Ay
a BBT matrix of size dN x dN and bandwidth (p, q), and W a corner modification.

If W is a symmetrical corner modification for bandwidth (p,q), then its transpose
and hermitian conjugate, W7 and WT respectively, are both symmetrical corner
modifications for bandwidth (—g, —p), and the other way around. Symmetrical corner
modifications do indeed look like “corner modifications” in array form, whereas this is
not necessarily the case for non-symmetrical ones.

2.2. Banded block-Laurent matrices

Let {a; € M,}jcz denote a doubly-infinite sequence of d x d square matrices. A block-
Laurent matriz A is a doubly-infinite matrix with entries [A];; = a;—; € My, i,j € Z.
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A block-Laurent matrix A is banded if there exist integers p, g, with p < ¢, such that
a; =0if j <porj>gq, and ay,a, # 0. For p < 0 < g, the array representation of a
banded block Laurent (BBL) matrix is

aop ag 0
A— | w 0 (4)
0 g
0 ap ag

The bandwidth (p, q), as well as the leading and principal coefficients, of a BBL matrix
are defined just as for BBT matrices.
A BBL matrix induces a linear transformation of the space

Vi = {{lvhien | 10) € €, i} (5)

of vector-valued, doubly-infinite sequences. Let us write ¥ = {|1);)} ez (since VY is not
a Hilbert space, we do not case ¥ in a ket). Then, for a BBL matrix of bandwidth (p, ¢),

AV = {a,liys) + o+ aglipe) e = { Yoy} €Vi(0)

is the associated BBL transformation. If one pictures ¥ as a doubly-infinite block-
column vector, one can think of this equation as matrix-vector multiplication. The
support of a sequence {|1);)},ecz is finite if the sequence vanishes but for finitely many
values of 7. Otherwise, it is infinite.

In the non-block case where d = 1, V3_, becomes the space of scalar sequences.
There is a natural identification V5 ~ @fnzl V¢ that we will use often, namely:

{[¥)}jez = Z{d’gmhﬂ }iez = @{%m}JGZv (7)

with respect to the canonical basis {|m)}2 _; of C% Let us define a multiplication of
scalar sequences by vectors as

VP x €1 (0,]1) = Blv) = [1)® = {6;]¢)}jez € Vi

Combining this definition with Eq. (7) above, we finally obtain the most convenient
representation of vector sequences and BBL matrices:

d q
) biez = 3 Wmbiealm), A€ =37 (m){ 3 virrmimlaim)} .
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Unlike BBT transformations, BBL transformations close an associative algebra
with identity 1, isomorphic to the algebra of matriz Laurent polynomials [25]. The
algebra of complex Laurent polynomials Clw,w™!] consists of complex polynomials in
two variables, an indeterminate w and its inverse w—!, with coefficients in C. Matrix
Laurent polynomials are described similarly, but with coefficients in M,;. We will denote
a concrete but arbitrary matrix Laurent polynomial as

q
A(w,w™) = Zwrar, a, € My, a,,a,#0. (8)
r=p
In order to map a matrix Laurent polynomial to a BBL matrix A, it is convenient to
write sequences as formal power series, ¥ = {[);)}jez = >, w7 |¢;), which, together
with Eq. (8), yields

1)Zw_j|1/’1 Zw j %Wﬁp +"'+aq‘¢j+q>)'

JEZ JEZ

Comparing this equation with Eq. (6), one may regard the matrix Laurent polynomial
A(w,w™') as inducing a BBL transformation via the following algebra isomorphism:

Aw,w™) = A = pg(A(w,w™)). 9)

Since the algebra of matrix Laurent polynomials is generated by wl, w™'1
and w’a = a € My (1 € M, denotes the identity matrix), the algebra of BBL
transformations is generated by the corresponding linear transformations of V9§, which
we denote by a = pg(wa), the left shift T = py(wl), and the right shift T—! =
pa(w™1). Explicitly, the effect of these BBL matrices on sequences is i

TV = pg(wl)¥ =wl Zw_jh/ij) = Zw_j‘wj+1>7

JEZ JEZ
0¥ = pa’a)¥ = wa S wly) = 3 wialyy),
JEZ JEZ
T'0 = py(w ' 1) = w 1> wlehy) =Y w ;).
JEZ JEZ
In general, pd( g:p arw”) = g:p a,T", where we have taken advantage of the

properties [a,T] =0 = [a, T~'] and py(1) = 1.
The relationship between BBT and BBL transformations can be formalized in terms
of projectors. For integers —oo < L < R < o0, let

Vin = {{W;j)}jez eV$||w) =0ifj<Lorj> R}. (10)

I By our conventions, we have implicitly agreed to use the same symbols T, T~! to denote the left and
right shifts of scalar (d = 1) and vector (d > 1) sequences. As a consequence, e.g., T'(®|y)) = (T'P)[),
illustrating how T" may appear in multiples places of an equation with meanings determined by its use.
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In particular, V_o, o = V7, as defined in Eq. (5). One may think of Vg as the range
of the projector

0 it j<L
Py r{lV)) Yiez = {IX5) Yiem,  Ix5) =19 1¥y) if j=L,...,R .
0 if >R

If 20R — L) > q — p, the linear transformation P rAly, , of Vp g is induced by a
BBT matr'ix Ay, with N = R — L + 1. To see this, write AV = 3", ., w [ A]5]0;)

> ijez W 'aj—i|;). The sum over i is formal, and the sum over j exists because a;; =
ifj—i<porj—i>q If¥eVp, then

0

R N
Py rAV = Z w ;i) = Z w™ AN [ 1),

i,j=L i,j=1

with Ay a BBT matrix. Similarly, Py_, r_qAly, , is induced by the corner-modified
BBT matrix PgAy. In this sense, we will write

AN = PL,RA‘VL,}N and PBAN = Ppr/,qu/A‘VL,R-

The bulk of the matrix Ay is non-empty if R — L > 7, as in Eq. (3).

2.3. Regularity and the Smith normal form

A matrix Laurent polynomial may be associated to a standard matrix polynomial,
involving only non-negative powers. In particular, the matrix polynomial (in the variable
w) of the matrix Laurent polynomial A(w,w™') in Eq. (8) is given by

4—p
G(w) = w PA(w,w™ ") = Zwsas+p. (11)
5=0

A matrix polynomial is called regular if its determinant is not the zero polynomial.
Otherwise, it is singular. For example, direct calculation shows that G(w) in

—1 _ _ —
Alw,w™) =w'Gw) = W 16 v wl

—w +w— —wW —w T —€

1

is regular unless the parameter ¢ = +2. By extension, a matrix Laurent polynomial
A(w,w™') and associated BBL matrix py(A(w,w™")) are regular or singular according
to whether the polynomial factor of A(w,w™!) is regular or singular. Finally, a BBT
matrix Ay = Pp rAly, , is regular (singular) if A is.

A useful fact from the theory of matrix polynomials is that they can be put in Smith
normal form by Gaussian elimination [26]. That is, there exist d X d matrix polynomials
E(w), D(w), F(w) such that the Smith factorization holds:

G(w) = E(w)D(w)F(w). (12)
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Here, F(w), F(w) are non-unique matrix polynomials with matrix polynomial inverse,
and

g1(w)

D(w) = gao () , (13)

0

is the unique diagonal matrix polynomial with the property that each g,,(w) is monic
(i.e., has unit leading coefficient) and g,,(w) divides g, (w), that is, g, (w)|gmw (w), if
1 <m<m <dy<d. D(w)isthe Smith normal form of G(w). The matrix polynomial
G(w) is singular if and only if dy < d, so that its Smith normal form D(w) has zeroes
on the main diagonal. Since, from Eq. (11), G(0) = a,, and [w? PG (w™!)],=0 = ag, it is
easy to check that a BBL (or BBT) matriz with at least one invertible leading coefficient
s reqular.

The Smith factorization of G(w) immediately implies the factorization A(w,w™!) =
wPE(w)D(w)F(w). By combining this result with the representation defined in Eq. (9),
one obtains what one might reasonably call the Smith factorization of a BBL matrix:

A=TPEDF, with E =p;(E(w)), D =psDw)), F = ps(F(w)). (14)

By construction, the linear transformations E, F of V7 are invertible BBL matrices.
The BBL matrix D is the Smith normal form of A. In array form,

g1

D = py(D(w)) = Jio , Gm = Pa=1(gm(w)). (15)

0

The g, are banded, non-block Laurent matrices: they are linear transformations of the
space Vi of scalar sequences.

3. Structural characterization of kernel properties

3.1. The bulk/boundary system of equations

Our algorithm for computing the kernel of a corner-modified BBT matrix builds on an
indirect method for determining the kernel of a linear transformation, that we term
kernel determination by projectors. The starting point is the following:

Definition 3.1. Let M be a linear transformation of V, and P;, P, = 1 — P, non-trivial
projectors, that is, neither the zero nor the identity map. The compatibility map of the
pair (M, Py) is the linear transformation B = Py M|ker pyr-
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The kernel condition M |¢)) = 0 is equivalent to the system of equations P, M|y)) =
0, P,M|¢) = 0. In view of the above definition, this means that Ker M = Ker P,M N
Ker Py M = Ker B. Roughly speaking, since the subspaces Ker P,M and Range P, may
be “much smaller” than V), it may be advantageous to determine KerM indirectly, by
way of its compatibility map. One can make these ideas more precise if dim V' < oo.

Lemma 3.2. Let M be a linear transformation acting on a finite-dimensional vector
space V. Then dim Range P; < dim Ker M < dim Ker M + dim Range P;.

Proof. The dimension of Ker MT P, = Ker (P,M)T is bounded below by the dimension
of Ker P, which is precisely dim Range P;. This establishes the first inequality, because,
in finite dimension, the dimension of the kernel of a matrix coincides with that of its
transpose. For the second inequality, notice that the solutions of P,M|i) = 0 are of
two types: the kernel vectors of M, plus the vectors that are mapped by M into KerP,.
Hence, the number of linearly independent solutions of P,M|i)) = 0 is upper-bounded
by dim Ker M + dim Range P, as claimed. O

It is instructive to note that, if dim Ker P,M > dim Range P;, then Ker M
is necessarily non-trivial. Since dim Range P, = np, determines the number of rows
of the matrix of the compatibility map (the compatibility matriz from now on), and
dim Ker P,M = np, determines its number of columns, this condition implies that the
compatibility matrix is an np, X np, rectangular matrix with more columns than rows.
As a consequence, its kernel is necessarily non-trivial. The following general property
is also worth noting, for later use. Suppose that M’ = M + W and P,W = 0. Then,
W = P,W, and Ker P,M' = Ker P, M. Moreover,

B' = PiM |ker Pyvtr = PiM |ker Port + Wlker ot = B + Wker ot -

Let now C = Ay + W denote a dN x dN corner-modified BBT matrix, with
associated boundary projector P; = Py, and bulk projector P, = Pg = 1 — Py. The
task is to compute Ker C, which coincides with the kernel of the compatibility map

B = PyClker pyc = (PoAN + W) |Ker Ppay - (16)

As anticipated in Ref. [5], this approach translates into solving a bulk/boundary system
of equations. To make this connection explicit, let us introduce an index b such that

Range Py = Span {|b)|m) [b=1,....,—p N —¢ +1,...,N;m=1,...,d}, (17)
where if p' = 0 or ¢ = 0, the corresponding subset of vectors is empty. Accordingly,
recalling Eq. (3), ng = dim Range Py = dr. In addition, let

B={|Ys)|s=1,...,ng =dimKer PgAy} (18)
denote a fixed but arbitrary basis of Ker PgAy.

Definition 3.3. The bulk equation is the kernel equation PgAy|¢)) = 0. The boundary
matriz is the ny x ng block-matrix [Blys = (b|Bl1s), of block-size d x 1. The boundary
equation is the (right) kernel equation for B.
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Thus, one can set up the boundary equation only after solving the bulk equation.
Let us show explicitly how a solution of the boundary equation determines a basis of
KerC' = Ker (Ay + W). With respect to the bases described in Egs. (17)-(18), the
boundary matrix is related to the compatibility map of Eq. (16) as B|vs) = >, [b)[Bles
Let |ex) = D 0%, aps|ths). It then follows that

Bley) = ZV) Z bsOps = 0 & Z Josars = 0.

We conclude that {|e)},¢; is a basis of KerC, for some ne < ng, if and only if the
. T . .
column vectors of complex coefficients oy, = [am .. .oz;mB} constitute a basis of the
(right) kernel of B.
In summary, Ker C' is fully encoded in two pieces of information: a basis for the
solution space of the bulk equation and the boundary matrix B. Is this encoding
advantageous from a computational perspective? There are three factors to consider:

(i) How difficult is it to solve the bulk equation and store the solution as an explicit
basis.

(ii) How difficult is it to multiply the vectors in this basis by the matrix PyC'.

(iii) How hard is it to solve the boundary equation.

The remarkable answer to (i), which prompted our work in Ref. [5], is that it is easy
to compute and store a basis of Ker PgAy. More precisely, the complexity of this task
is independent of N. The reason is that most (or even all) of the solutions of the bulk
equation PgAy|1) = 0 are obtained by determining the kernel for the associated BBL
transformation A, such that Ay = PprAly, .. The latter kernel may be described
exactly, in terms of elementary functions and the roots of a polynomial of degree at
most d(q — p), as we prove formally in Theorem 3.5. The answer to (ii) depends on
W = C — Ay. In order to compute the boundary matrix, it is necessary to multiply
a basis of the solution space to the bulk equation by the matrix PyC = PyAy + W.
The cost of this task is independent of N if W is a symmetrical corner modification
— which, fortunately, is most often the case in applications. Otherwise, the cost of
computing the boundary matrix is roughly O(V). Lastly, B is not a structured matrix,
thus the answer to (iii) boils down to whether it is small enough to handle efficiently
with standard routines of kernel determination. Generically, if the target BBT matrix
is regular, we shall prove later [see Theorem 3.17| that B is necessarily square, of size
ng X ng. In particular, its size does not grow with N.

Next we will state and prove the main technical results of this section, both
concerning the bulk equation. Let us begin with an important definition:

Definition 3.4. Let Ay = PprAly, , denote a BBT transformation of bandwidth
(p,q). Its bulk solution space is

MLR(A) = Ker PL*p’,R*q’A|VL,R = Ker PBAN- (19)



14

Notice that T"" M r(A) = Mprinrin(A), and that the spaces My (A) =
Ker P;,_,y oA and M_, p(A) = Ker P_,, p_yA should not be regarded as “limits”
of My r(A). We will usually write simply M, g if A is fixed. We then have:

Theorem 3.5. Let Ay = Pp rAly, , denote a BBT transformation of bandwidth (p, q)
and non-empty bulk. Then,

(7,) PL,RKGI'A g MLvR
(11) If the principal coefficients of An are invertible, then P rKer A = My, g.

Proof. (i) We will prove a stronger result that highlights the usefulness of the notion
of bulk solution space. For any L, R such that —oco < L < L and R < R < oo, the
following nesting property holds:

P rMp i € Mpr (20)

In particular, P, pM_ oo = PppKer A C My p = Ker PgAy establishes our claim.
By definition, the sequences in M, r are sequences in V;, r annihilated by Py_, g, A.
Hence, we can prove Eq. (20) by showing that Pr_, r—yAPp g annihilates Mz 7. To
begin with, note that

q q
E r E r
PL—p/,R—q/APL,R = PL—p’,R—q/ a, T PL,R = PL—p/,R—q/PL—r,R—rarT .

r=p r=p

Since p’ = min(p,0), ¢ = max(0,q), L—r < L—p<L—p,and R—r > R—q> R—¢,
Vr=p,...,q, thus Py p P p = Py g_q. It follows that P, p_y APy g =
P,y rygA. Inparticular, Py gy AP = P,y p_g(P; A), which makes it
explicit that Py p—y APy, annihilates M5 .

(i) It suffices to show that Ker PgAy C Pp gKer Aly,  if the principal coefficients

are invertible. The principal coefficients are invertible if and only if p < 0 < ¢ and the

—p',R—¢'

leading coefficients a,, a, are invertible. Then, since in this case

0o --- N | (|
0O --- 0
ap ao o« .. aq O o« .. O
PyAy — 0 .. .. .. R ’
0 0 ap ag aq
0 0o --- 0
| 0 0 0
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it follows that a state ¥ € Ker Pg Ay satisfies

0
|YL) ap|1/}L> +oeeet aq|1/}L+q7p>

[VR) ap|VR—qip) T+ -+ aglR)
0

0
using the notation ¥ = Py p W = {|¢;) o) = [[¢r) ... [¥g)]". Thus, ¥ can be uniquely
extended to yield a sequence ¥ € Ker A. Compute |1, 1) (the L — 1 entry of ¥') as
lhr—1) = —a, (aps1|tor)+- - -Fag|thrq—p-1)), and repeat the process to obtain |¢y,_;) for
all j > 1. Similarly, compute [)ry1) as [Vgi1) = —a;l(ap|@/)R,(q,p)+1> +- -+ ag-1|YR)),
and repeat in order to compute |¢g;;) for all j > 1. O

Theorem 3.6. If Ay = P rAly, , is regular with non-empty bulk, dim My g = dr.

Proof. Since dim My p = dimKer PgAy = dim Ker AR,PB, we can focus on keeping
track of the linearly independent solutions of (¢|PpAy = 0. First, there are the
boundary vectors (¢|Py = (¢|. From the definition of Pj, there are precisely dr such
solutions, showing that dim My r > dr. Suppose that dim M r > d7. We will show
that A must then be singular. Let L = 1 and R = N for simplicity. By assumption, there
exists a nonzero (¢| = (¢|Pp = ij:__‘];,+1(j|<¢j| # 0, such that (¢|PgAy = (¢|Axy = 0.
Let T" = P NT"|y, . Then,

N-¢ ¢
0= (olax= 3 i @Zam— S S U+ rleslan

Jj=—p'+1 Jj=—p'+1r=p

It is useful to rearrange the above equatlon as

0= (N — q+ ql{pn—glag + (N — q +q- 1‘(<¢qu’*1‘aq + <¢N7q"aq*1)+
+o 2=+ pl((G1plapr + (Sa-play) + (1 =P+ pl{d1-pay, (21)
where all the labels are consistent because —N +1 < p < p<q¢<q¢ < N+ 1

Since, by assumptlon {(¢;1}Y57  is not the zero sequence, the vector polynomial

J= 1 P
(p(w)] = N ]__7p /1w (¢;] is not the zero vector polynomial. It is immediate to check
that (¢(w)|A(w,w™') = 0, as this equation induces precisely the same relations among
the {(qﬁj}jy:?{p, as Eq. (21) does. The claim follows if we can show that this implies
det A(w,w™') = 0. Consider the Smith decomposition A(w,w™") = w?E(w)D(w)F (w).
A nonzero vector polynomial cannot be annihilated by an invertible matrix polynomial.
Hence, (¢(w)| = (¢(w)|E(w)~! is a nonzero vector polynomial annihilated by D(w),
(Y(w)|D(w) = 0. Since D(w) is diagonal, this is only possible if at least one of the

entries on its main diagonal vanish, contradicting the assumption that A is regular. O
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3.2. Ezact solution of the bulk equation

In this section we focus on solving the bulk equation, PgAy|¢)) = 0. There are two types
of solutions. Solutions with extended support are associated with kernel vectors of the
BBL matrix A such that Ay = Pp rAly, , as implied by Theorem 3.5. From a physical
standpoint, it is interesting to observe that these solutions can be constructed to be
translation-invariant, since [A, T'] = 0. Any other solution, necessarily of finite support
as we will show, may be thought of as emergent: these solutions exist only because of
the translation-symmetry-breaking projection that leads from the infinite system A to
the finite system Ay, and only if the principal coefficients are not invertible.

3.2.1. Extended-support solutions. In order to determine the kernel of an arbitrary
BBL transformation, we first establish a few results concerning the kernel of a special
subclass of BBL transformations. Given a non-negative integer v and j € Z, let

1 if v=0,
TSy vt DG —vt2)..g if v=1,2,...
Lemma 3.7. The family of scalar sequences defined by

B dv—lq)z71

q)z 0= 07 q)z,l = {zj}j€Z7 (I)z,v = dzv—1 - {j(v_l)zj_v+1}jgz, v = 2, 3, ey

)

satisfies the following properties:

(1)) T®,, =20, + (v—1)P, , ;.

(i1) S, = Span{®, ,}5_, = Ker (T — 2)*, for all s € IN.
(11i) For any si,82 € N, if 2y # 29, then S, s, N Ss,.5, = {0}

Proof. (i) It is immediate to verify that T'®,; = 2®, ;. Hence, it also follows that

dvfl v—1

WT(I)ZJ = W(Z(IDZJ) = Z(I)Zﬂ) + (’U — 1)(13271)_1.

(ii) Let K,® = {27¢;};ez for z # 0. Then,

TP,, =

KT =1)® = w2(¢j41 = ¢) = (27T = K. 2.
j€Z
In other words, 2K, (T — 1) = (T — 2)K., and so (T — 2)°K, = 2°K,(T —1)*. As a
consequence, Ker (T' — z)® = K, Ker (T' — 1)*®. In particular, for z = 1, Ker (T" — 1) is
spanned by the constant sequence ®, ; = {¢; = 1},cz. Suppose that S; ; = Ker (T'—1)°.
We will proceed by induction, and prove that, as a consequence, S 51 = Ker (T'—1)!.
Every ¥ € Ker (T — 1)*! satisfies (T' — 1)*(T" — 1)¥ = 0. Then, by the induction
hypothesis, (T' — 1)¥ € S, and so there exists numbers «, such that (T'— 1)U =
> oo_1 0Py, Since (T —1)®y,, = (v—1)Py,_q, it follows that ¥ = W/ 437" 2ed .,
with W' € Ker (T'—1). This shows that ¥ € S; 441, and so Ker (T'—1)*! C & ¢41. The
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opposite inclusion holds because S; ¢ = Ker (T'—1)* C Ker (T — 1)**! by the induction
hypothesis, and (T' — 1)1y o1y = (T — 1)*®; ;= --- = s|(T — 1)P; = 0.

(111) We will prove a slightly more general result: Let Y; = p(y;(w)), i = 1,2, denote
two upper-triangular banded Laurent transformations of V¢, where without loss of
generality degys > degy;. We claim that if ged(y, y2) = 1, then Ker Yy NKer Y, = {0}.
To prove this, suppose & € KerY; N KerY;. The banded Laurent transformation
p(r) induced by the remainder of dividing ys by y; also annihilates ®, since y, =
cy; + r. Continuing this process, we conclude that ged(yi,yo) annihilates . Hence,
if ged(y1,y2) = 1, then & = 0. O

Lemma 3.8. The finite-dimensional space of vector sequences
T.s = Ker (T — 2)* = Span{®, ,jm) |v=1,...,s; m=1,...,d}
18 an invariant subspace of the algebra of BBL matrices. The mapping
Alw,w™") = Al = A(2) (22)

defines a ds-dimensional representation of the algebra of matriz Laurent polynomials,
where the block matrix

(Z:i)A(U_J")(z’ Z‘l) Zf 1<z<v<s A(vfm) |

A =
[ s(Z)]mv {0 Zf 1§'U<.I’§S ) dz”*m’

(23)

is the matriz of Ay(2) relative to the above defining basis of T, ,, with A = A = A},
and (Z) denoting the binomial coefficient.

Proof. Since TV = Y% |m)(T{;m}iez), it is immediate to check that 7, =
Ker (T — z)°. Moreover, (T — 2)°AT,s = A(T — 2)°T.s = {0}. This proves that
AT. s C T., The matrix of Al is computed as follows. On one hand, by definition,

s d
A, |m) = Ay(2)P.0Im) = Z Z D, o [m') (M [[As(2)]ao|m).

=1 m/=1

On the other hand,

dv! L v—1
AdP = —&, Az, 27t = o / 1" Av—=) -1
) = G Bea A ) = 30 52 e} () 140 e ),
where we have taken advantage of A®, ;|m) = >7!_ (T"®. )a,lm) = A(z,z7")m). O

We call the finite-dimensional representation defined in Eqs. (22)-(23) the generalized
evaluation map at z of degree s, with A;(z) = A(z, 271) recovering the usual evaluation
map of polynomials. Explicitly, we have

(A AW AD ALY
0 A 240 . :
As(z) _ : (571)2(372)14(2) ’ (24)
: . (s — 1)A(1)
_0 . . 0 A |
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[ [¢1) ]
s |77Z)2>
A Z (I)z,v‘wv> = |:(I)z,1 q)z,Q cee (I)z,sfl (I)z,s] As<z)
v=1
W)s—l)
| |9s)

It is instructive to verify the representation property explicitly in an example. Direct
calculation shows that

211 0 1/z -1/ 21/23
(wl)z(2) =0 21 21| and (w'l)3(z)=| 0 1/z —21/2?
0 0 21 0 0 1/z

It is then immediate to check that
(wl)s(2) (W™ )3(2) = (W )3(2) (wh)s(2) = (1)3(2) = L.

The Smith decomposition of A, Eq.(14), implies that Ker A = F~'Ker D, where
F is a regular BBL matrix and the Smith normal form D of A has the simple structure
shown in Eq. (15). In this way, the problem of determining a basis of Ker A reduces to
two independent tasks: determining a basis of Ker D, and the change of basis F~!. With
regard to Ker D, its structure may be characterized quite simply, after introducing some
notation. Let {z}}_, denote the distinct roots of g4,(w) = Dygyq,(w). By convention,
zp = 0. Since every ¢,,(w) = D (w) divides gg,(w), it must be that the roots of the
gm(w) are also roots of gy, (w). Hence, we shall use the following unifying notation:
gm(w) = H(w —z0)°™, m=1,...,dp, (25)
=0
where sg0 = 0 if zp = 0 is not a root, and, for £ > 0, s4,¢ is the multiplicity of
zp as a root of gy, (w). For 1 < m < doy, Sy is either the multiplicity of z, as a
root of g,,(w), or it vanishes if z, is not a root of g,, to begin with. The projector
=Y do1 |m) (m| keeps track of the vanishing entries on the main diagonal of
D(w), (1 = m)D(w) = D(w)(1 —7) = D(w).

Lemma 3.9. Let D be the Smith normal form of A, and py(7) the unique BBL projector
such that (1 — pg(m))D = D(1 — pg(7)) = D. Then, Ker D = Wp @ Range py(), with
Wp = Span{®,, ,/m) |m=1,...,dy; {=1,....n; v=1,..., S} (26)

Proof. Since DU = "% |m)g,{tm}icz, a sequence is annihilated by D if and

only if it is of the form ¥ = an:doﬂ \m){tjm}iez, or ¥ = ngil |m){wjm}jez and
In{Vjm}jez = 0 for all m < dy. According to Eq. (25), gn = [[,_o(T — 2¢)*, and so
its kernel may be determined by inspection with the help of Lemma 3.7. U

Range pg(7) is an uncountably infinite-dimensional space. Since we have not
specified a topology on any space of sequences (we will only do so briefly in Appendix
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7), there is no easy way to describe a basis for it. Fortunately, for the purpose of
investigating the kernel of Ay = P, pAly, ,, we only need to characterize F~'11,, where
I, denotes the subspace of sequences in Ker py(7) of finite support. The sequences

Al\m> :{52‘j‘m>}jez, iGZ, m:do—l-l,...,d,

where 0;; denotes the Kronecker delta, form a basis of II,. For convenience, we will
call the space F~1Wp @ F~'TI) = Ker, A C Ker A the countable kernel of A. Putting
things together, we obtain a complete and explicit description of Ker. A. We will write

deg F—1
F~' = py(FHw)), with F'w)= Z w'fy,, degF'eN, f, €M,

s=0
Theorem 3.10. The countable kernel of A is spanned by the sequences

deg F—1

F'A)m) = Z A, Sf8|m m=dy+1,...,d;, i €7,

Sme

~1 L) o
D, ,m) = g D, . [F Sme (zo)]ewwm)y, m=1,...do; £ =1,...,n;0=1,..., Sme-

Proof. Since Ker, A = F~'Wp @ F~'I1, the claim follows from computing the action
1 ~

of F71 = py(FYw)) = Z(SthF T* f, on the explicit bases of Iy (directly) and Wp,

as defined in Eq. (26), with the assistance of Lemma 3.8. O

If dy = d, then A is regular and Ker A is finite-dimensional. In this case, Ker A
may actually be determined without explicitly computing the Smith factorization of A.

Theorem 3.11. Let A = pg(A(w,w™)) be a reqular BBL transformation, and let

det A(w,w™) = cw® H Gm(w) = cw™ H(w — )%, (27)

m=1 /=0

where s; = Ziﬂ Sme 18 the multiplicity of z, as a root of det A =0, and so =0 if 20 =0
1s not a root. Then, the following properties hold:
(i) Ker A = @,_, Ker A, (z).
(ii) dimKer A(z, 2, ') < dimKer A, (2) = s¢, for any £ =1,...,n.
Furthermore, if the inequality in (ii) saturates, then Ker Ay, (z¢) = Span{®.,, 1|us) }i,,

where {|us)}:t, is a basis of Ker A(z,2,").

Proof. (i) We know an explicit basis of Ker A from Theorem 3.10. By grouping together
the basis vectors associated to each nonzero root z;, one obtains the decomposition

Ker A = EBWZ“ W,, = F~'Span{®.,, ,|m) }v =1,..,Smsm=1,...,d},
=1
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so that dimW,, = Zizl Sme = Sg. Moreover, by Lemma 3.8(iii), W,, C F~'T,,,, =
T.,s,- By construction, A has no kernel vectors in 7, 5, other than the ones in W,,.
Hence, W., = Ker ANT,, s, = Ker A, (z). We conclude that dim Ker A;,(z,) = s, the
multiplicity of z, # 0 as a root of det A.

(ii)) Let D = pg(D(w)) denote the Smith normal form of A.  Because
g1(w)|ga(w)] ... |ga(w), a non-zero root z of det A(w,w"') will appear for the first time
in one of the g,,(w), say g, (w), and reappear with equal or greater multiplicity in every
gm(w) with d > m > my. In particular, g,,(z¢) # 0 if m < my, and vanishes otherwise.
Hence, dim Ker D(z) = dim Ker A(z, 2, ') = d — my + 1. The number my is as small as
possible whenever z, is a root with multiplicity one of each of the g, (w), ..., gs(w), in
which case my = d — s, + 1. This shows that dim Ker A(z, z;l) < s, = dim Ker Ay, (z).

Suppose next that dim Ker A(z, 2, ') = 54, and let {|u,)}3, denote a basis of this
space. Then, A®,, |us) = ®,,1A(zs, 2, )|us) =0, s = 1,..., s, Since Ker A, (z) is
se-dimensional, it follows that these linearly independent sequences span the space. [

In Ref.[5], for simplicity, we considered problems such that the condition
dim Ker A(z, 2, ') = s, was met. The meaning of this assumption can be understood in
terms of the above Theorem. If that is not the case, then it becomes necessary to work
with the larger but still finite-dimensional matrix As,(z¢) instead.

3.2.2. Finite-support solutions. According to Theorem 3.5, if the principal coefficients
of the BBT matrix Ay = P rAly, , fail to be invertible (which can happen even for
d = 1), the bulk solution space M, p = Ker Pg Ay contains, but need not be contained
in Pp, pKer A. The solutions of the bulk equation that are not in Pj pKer A were
referred to as emergent before. We aim to establish a structural characterization of
M g. Our strategy will be to characterize the spaces My,  and M_. g first [recall
Definition 3.4], and then proceed to establish their relationship to M, g.

Theorem 3.12. For A reqular, let 0 = dr—dimKer A, and L = L+0—1, R= R—o+1.
Then, there exist spaces F;, €V, 1 and Fj; C Vg such that

Mpow=ProKer A& F;, and M_r= P_opKer A® F}.

Proof. It suffices to prove the claim for M, o; the reasoning is the same for M_ g.
We first establish that M o is finite-dimensional. Since dim P zM o is finite-
dimensional if R— L is finite, the question becomes whether there are nonzero sequences
in My o, annihilated by Pp p. The answer is negative provided that R — L > 7. By
contradiction, suppose that ¥ € My ., satisfies P;_, AV = 0 = P V. Then,
AV = P 1y 1AV = Eg:p @, T"P_ oo 11 (r—p)-1V = 0, because L + (r —p') =1 <
L+ (q—p)—1<L+ (¢ —p") <R. By construction, the translated sequences {V¥,, =
T"V},cz are linearly independent and satisfy AW,, = 0, implying that dim Ker A = oo.
By Theorem 3.11, this contradicts the regularity of A. Hence, it must be P, p¥ # 0,
and so dim My o, = dim Py pM o < 00, as was to be shown. In conjunction with
Theorem 3.6, this implies that dim My, o, = dim Py, pM oo < dim My p = d7.
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While M, « is finite-dimensional just like M, g, what is special about this space
is that it is an invariant subspace of a translation-like transformation, the unilateral
shift PpoT. To see that this is the case, notice that Pp_, AP, T M
TPy o0APp oMo = 0, because of the nesting property PrijooMpe C
M. Hence, Pp o TMp o € My, as was to be shown. Since My o, is finite-
dimensional, it can be decomposed into the direct sum of generalized eigenspaces of
Py T|pm, .- Accordingly, let us write My o = N @ F, where Py o T| 5 is nilpotent
and Pp o.T|y is invertible.

The space F, that is, the generalized kernel Pp, zT|rq, ., is a subspace of V; 7,
defined in Eq. (10). The reason is that, if U € F; , then there exists a smallest positive
integer &, its rank, such that (Pp.T)*¥ = 0. The rank x obeys x < dimF;, =
dim My, o —dim Py, . Ker A = d7 — dim Ker A = 0. As a consequence, if ¥ € F, , then
P, TV = (P, ..T)°V =0, and so ¥ € Vi 1, with L =L+ o0—1. The space N,
that is, the direct sum of all the generalized eigenspaces of Pp zrT|u, . associated to
non-zero eigenvalues, coincides with Py, . Ker A. To see that this is the case, let ¥,, =
(ProoT)™™V € N, for any n € N, and ¥ € N. Since T"V,, € T" M oo = M _pno,
and PpoT"V, = (PpT)"V, = U, we conclude that U € Py . M _,  for any n. It
follows that U € Pp M _ o o = PpKer A. The opposite inclusion Py, . Ker A C N
holds because Py, o /TPy, o Ker A = Pp, oo P11 o TKer A = Py, Ker A. O

The desired relationship between the spaces My o and M_, r and the bulk
solution space M, g is contained in the following:

Lemma 3.13. ML,R = Span(PLﬁ./\/l_oo,R U PL,RML,oo)-

Proof. The inclusion Span(PL,R M cUPL R M_OO,R) C M, g follows from the nesting
property, Eq.(20). The task is to prove the opposite inclusion. Let us first show that

PL7RK61"A:PL7RM_OO,RHPL7RML7OO. (28)
Again, because of nesting, P, pKer A = P, pM_ oo € PLrM_oor N P M .

Take now an arbitrary element {|Xj)}f:L € PLpMpooNPLpM_orp € My g By
definition, there exist sequences Wy = {|11;)}32; € Mo and Wy = {Johy)}L_ €
Mg, such that Py Wy = {|x;)}i2; = Prr¥s. Let ¥ denote the unique sequence
with P gV = V; and PV = VU,;. Then, AV = (P_opyg + Prp oo —
Py p-g)AY = 0, confirming that {|x;)}/";, = Prr¥ € PppKer A and proving
the equality in Eq. (28). It then follows that

dim Span (PLRM,OQR U PL,RMLOO) =dimM_ g+ dim M o — dim Ker A.

Since the right hand-side is independent of L, R (recall that, by construction, M ., =
TL/’LML/,OO, and similarly for M_ ), this dimension is thus independent of L, R.
The next step is to show that there exists an integer co > Ry > R such that§

P pM, 7 =P pMpo, YR > Ry (29)

§ At an intuitive level, this result is very appealing: it implies that a measurement on sites L to R
cannot tell M, 7 apart from My, « if R is large enough.
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We first show that My, o, = ﬂnZO (ML Rin ® VRint1.00), OF, more explicitly, that

Ker PL—P’,OOA|VL,OO = ﬂ (Ker PL_p,7R+n_q,A|VL,R+n ® VR—I—n-I—LOO)'

n>0

The equality holds because a sequence ¥ belongs to either space if and only if it satisfies
the set of equations Y1 a,|¢;,) = 0, for all j > L —p’ 4 p. As a consequence,

PppMpse = [ PLrMo g, (30)
n>0
Because of the nesting property of bulk solution spaces, the spaces on the right hand-
side of Eq. (30) satisty Pp gpMp rin, = PrrPrrin Mo rin, € PrrMyp pin,, for all
ny > ny. Therefore, if §(n) = dim P, g M, gin, n > 0 (in particular, §(0) = d(¢' — p')),
then d(ny) < d(ny). Since 0 is a non-decreasing function bounded below, there
exists ng such that d(n) = d(ng) = &y for all n > ny. Then Eq.(30) implies that
P, gpMy o = Pp My gin if n > ng, thus establishing Eq. (29), with Ry = R + ny.
Thanks to the special properties of Ry, now we can prove a special instance of our
main claim, namely, the equality

ML,RO = Span(PL,ROM,OO,RO U PL,ROML,oo)- (31)

By definition of Ry, if ¥ € My g, then P, pV € Pp M . Thus, there exists
T € My such that PLp¥ = PprV. Let ¥ = ¥, + Uy, with Uy = PpgT
and Wy = ¥ — PppT. Since ¥, € Ppp, M by construction, it only remains
to show that Uy, € PppM_or,- By nesting, P, Y € Mpp, and so Uy €
My g,. In particular, P_o ;1Vy = 0. Hence, P_ py—q AVs = P_ 1y 1AV, =
f:q a,T"Pp r—py—1Vy = 0, because P r¥s = Ppr¥ — P Y = 0 (by the way
T was chosen), and L +r —p' —1 < R. It follows that Uy € M_ g,, and, since
Py, g, Vo = Uy, that Uy € Pj, g, M_ r,- This concludes the proof of Eq. (31).
Our main claim follows from this special instance, because the dimension of the
span in question is independent of L, R, and dim My, rp = d7 by Theorem 3.6. U

Putting these results together, we are now in a position to give the anticipated
structural characterization of the bulk solution space:

Theorem 3.14. If Ay = PpgrAly, , is regular, and N > 20 + 7, with 0 =
dr — dimKer A, then My p = P, pKer A® F; & F}.

Proof. Because of the lower bound on N, P, zF; = F; and Py pFy = Fj. Using
Lemma 3.13 and the direct sum decompositions in Thm. 3.12, the only additional result
required to prove the theorem is {P gKer A & F; } N F = {0}. By contradiction,
assume that there exists some non-zero vector ¥ in this intersection. Then ¥ € F;°
implies P, ;¥ = 0, which can be split into two conditions P, ;¥ =0, Py g1 ¥ = 0.
Since ¥ € PppKer A @ F,, we may also express ¥ as ¥ = ¥; + U,, where
U, € PprKer A and ¥, € F;. Now since Pr .y p ¥y = 0, therefore the second
of the two equations imply Pr.y p;¥; = 0. The lower bound on N implies that
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R—1—(L+1)+1> 7, sothat ¥; = 0. Then the first equation leads to ¥y = 0, so
that ¥ = Uy + ¥, = 0, which is a contradiction. O

According to the above theorem, My r consists of three qualitatively distinct
contributions: bulk solutions associated to P, pKer A, bulk solutions “localized” near
L, and bulk solutions “localized” near R, with the latter two types being the emergent
solutions of finite support. Remarkably, this characterization brings together all three
relevant length scales of our eigensystem problem: the size N = R — L + 1 of the BBT
matrix of interest, the distance 7 = ¢’ — p’, which is the lower bound on N associated
to a non-trivial bulk, and the support bound ¢ = dr — dim Ker A for solutions of finite
support. Formally, we may obtain a basis of the bulk solution space M, r by combining
bases of the three subspaces P gpKer A, F; , and Fj. We have extensively discussed
bases for P, pKer A, recall in particular Theorem 3.11 for A regular. Let us now define
square matrices

- _ _ + = p_
K = PL—p/,L—p’A‘VL,Z and KT = PR—q/,R—q/A|V§’R'

We may then further give the following characterization:

Corollary 3.15. If N > 7+ 20, then F; = Ker K~ and Fj; = Ker K.

Proof. We will show only that 7, = Ker K; the other equality follows analogously.
By Theorem 3.14, 7 € V,z and F; NV, z = {0} = Py rKer ANV, 1 (remember
that A is regular). Hence, F;, = Ker PL_pva_q/A|VLj, and ﬁL—p’vR—q’_Eg:p ar_T”|VL’f =
Sy P10, T v, . =P, 1 yAly, . =K ,because L—r < L—-p<L-p. O

Remark 3.16. If A is singular, the kernels of K+ and K~ are still contained in the bulk
solution space. Together with Theorem 3.5, this observation implies that

Mg 2 Span(Pp, gKer AU (F, @ Ff)), A singular,

however, additional solutions to the bulk equation may exist on a case-by-case basis.

3.8. An exact result for the boundary equation

As we already remarked in Sec. 3.1, the boundary equation is generally associated to
an unstructured matrix, the boundary matrix [Definition 3.3]. While its solution thus
relies in general on numerical methods, there is one exact result that follows from our
work so far. We isolate it here:

Theorem 3.17. If Ay is regular, then dimKer PgAy = dim Range Py, and the
boundary matriz of the corner-modified BBT matriz C = Ax+W is square independently
of the corner modification W

Proof. The boundary matrix is the matrix of the compatibility map B = Py(Ax +
W) Ker Ppay, See Section3.1. Hence, the number of rows of B is determined by
dim Range Py = dr. The number of columns is determined by the dimension of
KerPg Ay, which, by Lemma 3.6, is also also dr if Ay is regular. O
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3.4. Multiplication of corner-modified banded block-Toeplitz matrices

In general, the product of two BBT matrices is not a BBT matrix (see Ref.[27] for
a lucid discussion of this point). However, the product of two corner-modified BBT
matrices is again a corner modified BBT matrix, provided they are large enough. As
a consequence, the problem of determining the generalized kernel of a corner-modified
BBT matrix C' is equivalent to that of determining the kernel of C'* in the same class.

Theorem 3.18. Let C; = Ay, + W;, i = 1,2, denote corner-modified BBT matrices,
with Ay; = Pp rA;ly, , of bandwidth (p;, q;) and 2(N —1) > g1 —p1+q2 —p2. Then, the
product C1Cy = Ax+W is a corner-modified BBT matriz of bandwidth (py+ps, ¢1+ q2),
with Ay = PL,RAlAg\VL’R and W a corner modification for this bandwidth.

Proof. We proceed by first showing that
PpC1Cy = Pp(Ang + Wi)(Ang + Wa) = PpAn 1 AN, (32)

where Pp is the bulk projector for bandwidth (p; + p2,q1 + ¢2). In particular,
PgPp, = Pp, where Pg; is the bulk projectors for bandwidth (pi,q1). Hence,
PeWi(An2+ Ws) = PgPpiWi(Ano + Wa) = 0 because Pg;W; = 0. Morever, since

PpAn1Pysl)) = Pp Z o) + Ps Z 17)1e5) =0, V|,
N-dy—q1+1

one concludes that PpAn1FPy2 = 0 and PpAn1Py2Wo = PpAn1Wo = 0 as well. The
next step is to show that

PB,lAN,lANQ = PB,1A1A2|VL,R' (33)
By deﬁnition, PB,IAN,lAN,2 = PB,IPL,RAIPNA2‘VL,R = PB,IAIPL,RA2‘VL,R- HOWGVGI‘,
PB,1A1A2‘VL,R — PB,1A1PL,RA2|VL’R = PB71A1(1 — PL,R)A2‘VL,R = 0. The reason is

that, on the one hand, the sequences in the range of (1 — Pp r)Asl|y, , necessarily
vanish on sites L to R. On the other hand, acting with A; on any such sequence
produces a sequence that necessarily vanishes on sites L — p| to R — ¢}. Such
sequences are annihilated by Pg;. Combining Egs. (32) and (33), we conclude that
PBA1A2|VL’R = PpAn1An2 = PpC1Cs, and so the bulk of the product C;C; coincides
with the bulk of the BBT matrix Ay = P rA1 A, O

|VL,R'
The following corollary follows immediately, by repeated application of the above result:

Corollary 3.19. Let C = Ay + W denote a corner-modified BBT transformation of
bandwidth (p,q) and Ay = Py rAly, . Then, C* = A%)+WH is a corner-modified BBT
matriz as as long as as long as 2(R—L) > k(q—p). The bandwidth ong\';) = P rA"y,
is (kp, kq), and W, a corner modification for this bandwidth.
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4. Algorithms

4.1. The kernel algorithm

Having provided a rigorous foundation to our approach of kernel determination by
projectors, we now outline an algorithmic procedure for constructing a basis of the
kernel M, y of a corner-modified BBT matrix, C' = Ay + W. The input C' is given in
the form of the matrix coefficients {a,, p <r < ¢} of A(w,w™'), and the block-entries
[(W1;; = (i|W]j) of its corner-modification W. Throughout this section, we assume that
A(w,w™) is reqular. We divide the algorithm in two steps: I. Solving the bulk equation;
II. Constructing the boundary matrix and solving the associated kernel equation.

1. Solution of the bulk equation. We proved in Lemma 3.5 that if the principal
coefficients are invertible, then M,y = P, yKerA. For non-invertible principal
coefficients, M, y is the direct sum of Py yKer A, F;, and F [Theorem 3.14].
We now construct a basis of each of these subspaces. According to Theorem 3.11,
KerA = @, Ker AN T, where {z}}_, are non-zero roots of the characteristic
equation det A(w,w™!) =0, and {s,}}_, their multiplicities [see Eq. (27)]. Each of the
subspaces 7T,

,,s¢ 18 invariant under the action of A, and A|z. , has representation A, (2)
in the canonical basis of Lemma 3.8. Therefore, a block-vector |u) = [[us)... |usl>]T,
{|u,) € C};4,, belonging to KerAy, (2), represents the sequence

s¢
U, = Z P, o|u,) € Ker ANT,,

v=1

Its projection on CV @ C?, namely,

Sp N
[es) = PiLyWes = Z |20, v)[uy) € PryKer A, [z, v) = Zj(vfl)zjfvﬂu%

v=1 j=1

is a solution of the bulk equation. A basis B = = {[ts) } of P; yKer A, corresponding

ext —

to root zy, may thus be inferred from a basis {|ugs)}-, of Ker Ay, (2¢), where

T
Jugs) = [Juesr) - fuess,)] s {lues) € CTHLy Ve, s. (34)

A basis of Py yKer A is given by Bey, = |y 1 Bext, with this basis being stored in the form

of vectors {Jug)|s=1,...,s5 £ =1,...,n}, with |Beg| = dim P; yKer A = >, s¢.

If the principal coefficients of A are not invertible, one needs to additionally obtain
bases of F; and Fy. According to Corollary 3.15, the kernel of F; (Fy;) coincides with
Ker K~ (Ker K7). In the standard bases {[7)}7_, and {[j}j]_, of the subspaces V|,
and V,_, ,_p, respectively, K~ is a block—matrlx of size do x da, with block-entries

_ A5 _ 511y if jlgjgj/—FT ..
K]0 = I=rp 1<4.4 <o
LaP { 0 otherwise ’ =5y =0
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ALGORITHM 4.1: KERNEL ALGORITHM [: SOLUTION OF THE BULK EQUATION
INPUT: Matrix Laurent polynomial A(w,w™!) and N.

(i) Find all non-zero roots of det A(z, 27') = 0. Let these be denoted by {z,}7_,.
(ii) For each root, construct the matrix As,(z¢).
(iii) Find a basis {|ugs)}i2, of the kernel of Ay, (2¢).
)

(iv) If the principal coefficients are not invertible, construct the matrices K~ and
K™ with block-entries given in Egs. (35)-(36).
(v) Compute bases {|u;)}.Z; and {|Juf)}:t, of Ker K~ and Ker K respectively.

Ouvrput: {zetiy, {{lue) i}y, {lud) bz {lud) bty

Every vector |u) = [|u1>...|ua)}T, with {|u;) € C'}7_,, in KerK~ provides a
corresponding (finite-support) solution of the bulk equation, namely,

) = > 1)) € Fr

Accordingly, a basis B~ = {|i)7)}:Z, of F; may be stored as the basis {|u;)};_; of
Ker K~, where s_ = dim(Ker K~) and

_ _ _\qT _ o
lug) = “%1) e |usa>] , Alug) € C j=1 Vs, (35)
Similarly, a basis of F5; can be obtained from a basis of K+, with entries

Aj_ 5l g lfjgjlgj—i‘T .o
K+ R J—3'+q 1< /< :
Lty { 0 otherwise ’ =)J =9

In this case, each |u) = [|u1) ... |ua>}T, {|u;) € C}9_,, in Ker K" represents the (finite-

support) solution of the bulk equation given by

W) =D IN =0 +j)lu;) € Ff.
j=1
Then a basis BT = {|17)}if, of Fy is stored as the basis {|uf)}:f, of Ker K, where
s, = dim(Ker KT) and

ut)y = [lufy) - i)', {Jul) € €1}, Vs, (36)

If the principal coefficients of A are invertible, then both B~ and BT are empty. The
procedure is summarized in box 4.1.

11, Construction of the boundary matriz and solution of the boundary equation. The
union of the three bases, B = Bex UB~UB™, provides a basis of M y, the entire solution
space of the bulk equation. As long as the matrix Laurent polynomial A(w,w™?!) is
regular, the number of basis vectors in B is dr |[Lemma 3.6]. Let {[is),s = 1,...,d7}
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ALGORITHM 4.2: KERNEL ALGORITHM II: SOLUTION OF
THE BOUNDARY EQUATION

INPUT: A(w,w™1), W and output of Algorithm 4.1.

(i) Construct the boundary matrix B using the formula given in Eq. (37) for non-
symmetrical and Eq. (38) for symmetrical corner modifications, respectively.

(ii) Find a basis {ay},2; of the kernel of B.
OuTPUT: {ay},¢, and output of Algorithm 4.1.

be the basis vectors in B, where each [i)g) is expressible as [¢);) = E;VZI |7 |s). We
next construct a matrix representation of the boundary map B = PyC' } Moy’ using B as
the basis of M; y. The entries of this matrix are then 7

min(q,N—b) N
[Blys = (0IBls) = O(Ax + W) = Y arltsprr) + O _[Whilthss),  (37)
r=max(p,—b+1) j=1

where, as noted, s = 1,...,dr and b takes the values given in Eq. (17). Note that if the
corner modification W is symmetrical, we may further observe that

[Blos = (b[(An + W)lths) = (b|An|ths) + (b|(PaW Qo) Qol¢bs), Vs
The entries of B may then be computed more efficiently by using

(b](PaW Qa)Qolths) = <Z+ > ) Wipjlthss) (38)

=N—q+1

which makes it clear that the number of terms in each sum is independent of N.
The final step is to construct a basis of Ker C' from the boundary matrix. We
compute such a basis in the form {ay}; ., where each basis vector is expressed as

T
o = [al...adT] , {ag, € C}I7,

The entries ays of each ay, provide the coefficients of the bulk solutions |ts) in the linear
combination, that forms a kernel vector of C. For instance, |e;) = Y27 ags|ts) is a
vector in Ker C'. Then {|e;)}<, form a basis of Ker C'. The block-entries of each vector
le) can be easily calculated, since (jleg) = 27 agslibs;), for all k, and |ib;) are the
entries of |¢,), which are stored in a compact form as output of Algorithm 4.1. The
output of this part of the algorithm is the basis {|e)}<; of Ker C, again in the compact
form of {a};S,, along with the output of the previous algorithm. The procedure is
summarized in box 4.2.

4.2. The multiplication algorithm

We will now describe an efficient algorithm for multiplying two corner-modified BBT
transformations C; = Ay,; + W, @ = 1,2, where each Ay, is a BBT transformation of
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ALGORITHM 4.3: MULTIPLICATION ALGORITHM
INPUT: {A;(w,w™ ), W;}2_,.

(i) Compute coefficients of the matrix Laurent polynomial A(w,w™!) =
Al (w7 wil)AQ(wv wil)'
(ii) Compute all entries of W using Eq. (39).

OuTPUT: A(w,w™1), W.

bandwidth (p;,¢;), and W; are the corresponding corner modifications. The input for
the algorithm are the associated matrix Laurent polynomials A;(w,w™"). Let C = C1Cy
which, by Theorem 3.18, is also a corner-modified BBT transformation. Our task is to
calculate efficiently the matrix Laurent polynomial A(w,w™!) associated to the BBT
matrix Ay, and the entries of the corner-modification W, that satisty C' = Ay + W.
Theorem 3.18 implies that A(w,w™) = A;(w,w ')Ay (w, w™?), the calculation of which
involves finding (p; + pa, 1 + ¢2) matrix coefficients that are easily obtained from the
coefficients of A;(w,w™), i = 1,2. The remaining task is computation of the entries of
W. Corollary 3.19 leads to the expression

W = Py(An1ANno — AN) + (AN 1Ps2)(PyaWa) + (PoaWh)An 2 + (Po i Wi Py 2)(Py2Wa),

and thereby to the formula

min(N,b—p1) min(N,b—p1)
Wy = D Lyl —ap i+ ) a1,p—j [Waly;
j'=max(1,b—q1) j'=max(1,b—q1)

min(N,q2+7) —p2 N

+ > Wilyag—; + <Z+ > )[Wl]bj/-[Wz]j/j- (39)

j'=max(1,p2+7) Jj’=1  j'=N-—gq2+1

The algorithm outputs A(w,w™"), along with all the entries of W, which completely
describes the product transformation C'. The procedure is summarized in box 4.3.

4.8. The eigensystem algorithm

Given a corner-modified BBT transformation C' = Ay + W, the goal is to obtain its
spectrum and a basis of the corresponding generalized eigenvectors. Again, we divide
this algorithm in two parts. Part I computes the spectrum of C' and finds corresponding
eigenvectors. If the latter span CV ® C¢, then there exist no generalized eigenvectors
of higher rank, and the problem is solved. If not, part II finds generalized eigenvectors
corresponding to all the eigenvalues, already obtained in the first step.

1. Eigenvalues and eigenvector determination. This is a particular instance of an
appropriate root-finding algorithm on C, where eigenvalues of C' are the desired roots.
Conventionally, the eigenvalue problem of a linear operator M is viewed as a root-finding
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ALGORITHM 4.4: EIGENSYSTEM ALGORITHM I: SOLUTION OF
EIGENVALUE PROBLEM

INPUT: A(w,w™t), W.
(i) Find all values of € for which A(w,w™!) — € is singular.

(ii) If W is symmetrical, output all values in step (i) as eigenvalues. If not, then
compute det(C' — €) for each, and output those that have zero determinant.

) For each eigenvalue found in step (ii), find and output a basis of Ker (C' — ¢).

) Choose a seed value of e different from any of the values found in step (i).
(v) Find B(e) using the kernel algorithm, with A(w,w™!') — e and W as inputs.

) If det B(e) = 0, then output € as an eigenvalue. Output a basis of Ker (C' —¢)

from B(e) as described in the kernel algorithm. This is a basis of the eigenspace
of C' corresponding to eigenvalue e.

(vii) Choose a new value of € as dictated by the relevant root-finding algorithm.
Go back to step (v).

OutpuT: All eigenvalues of C' and bases of corresponding eigenspaces.

problem, since eigenvalues of M are roots of its characteristic equation, det(M —¢) = 0.
The algorithm we propose does not seek roots of the characteristic equation of C, but
instead of a function whose roots coincide with those of the characteristic equation.
This function is the determinant of the boundary matrix of the corner-modified BBT
transformation C' —e = (Ax —€)+ W, whose kernel is the eigenspace of C' corresponding
to eigenvalue e. If B(e) denotes the boundary matrix of C'—¢, then the problem of finding
the spectrum of C'is equivalent to that of finding roots of the equation det B(e) = 0. The
kernel algorithm described in Sec. 4.1 can be implemented to compute B(e) for each value
of e. Whenever € is an eigenvalue, the kernel algorithm also provides the corresponding
eigenvectors. Typically, det B(e) is a continuous complex-valued function of ¢, a feature
that can be leveraged in implementing an appropriate root-finding algorithm of choice.
The kernel of C'—e coincides with B(e€) provided that the associated matrix Laurent
polynomial is regular, which is the case generically. If there exist some values of € for
which A(w,w™') —e is singular, then whether or not those are part of the spectrum may
be found by computing det(C' — ¢€) directly||. Remarkably, such a singular behavior can
occur only at a few isolated value of € [26]. The procedure is summarized in box 4.4.
II. Generalized eigenvectors determination. In this case, the eigenvectors obtained
in part I do not span the entire space CV ® C?. For each eigenvalue ¢, let (C — €)* =
AE\E,’“) +W., . define the relevant matrix Laurent polynomial A% (w,w™!) and the corner-

|| Note that if the corner-modification is symmetrical, then the boundary equation is trivially satisfied
by the bulk solutions localized sufficiently away from either boundary, implying that these values of €
are always part of the spectrum in such cases.




30

modification W, .. Starting from x = 2, we first compute Aler) (w,w™1) and W, using
the multiplication algorithm. Next, we construct its boundary matrix B(e, k) using the
kernel algorithm. The dimension of Ker (C' — €)" is the same as that of Ker B(e, k).
If dim{Ker B(e, x)} > dim{Ker B(e¢,x — 1)}, then there exists at least one generalized
eigenvector of C' of rank k. In this case, we compute A"V (w, w™1) and W41
We repeat this process, until we find a value kK. for which dim{Ker B(€, kpmax)} =
dim{Ker B(¢, kmax + 1)}. This indicates that there are no generalized eigenvectors of
C of rank greater than k., corresponding to eigenvalue €. Then, from the boundary
matrix of (C' — €)= we compute a basis of the generalized eigenspace corresponding
to €. This process is repeated for every eigenvalue € to obtain bases of the corresponding
eigenspaces. A basis of CVY ® C? is obtained by combining all these bases.

In the non-generic case where A(w,w ') —e is singular for some eigenvalue €, we can
still use the multiplication algorithm to find (C' — €)*, but the corresponding kernel and
its dimension are found using some conventional algorithm. The algorithm summarized
box 4.5 is provably complete for those eigenvalues for which A(w,w™!) — € is regular.

ALGORITHM 4.5: EIGENSYSTEM ALGORITHM II: SOLUTION OF
GENERALIZED EIGENVALUE PROBLEM

InPUT: All eigenvalues and the dimensions of corresponding eigenspaces.

(i) Choose any of the eigenvalues, call it e.
Set k = 2.

)
(iii) Find A% (w,w™!) and W, using the multiplication algorithm.
) Construct the corresponding boundary matrix B(e, k).

)

If dim Ker B(e, k) > dim Ker B(e, k — 1), then increment x by one and go back
to step (iii). If not, set Kpax = K-

(vi) Find a basis of the kernel of (C'—¢)*=< from the boundary matrix, as described
in the Kernel algorithm. Choose a new eigenvalue and go back to step (ii).

OuTpUT: Bases for all generalized eigenspaces of C.

4.4. Efficiency considerations

It is important to ensure that both the number of steps (time complexity) and the
memory space (space complexity) required by our eigensystem algorithm scale favorably
with the size N > 1 of the corner-modified BBT matrix C' = Ay + W of interest.

The kernel algorithm. The first part of the kernel algorithm concerning the solution
of the bulk equation does not make any reference to the size of Ay. Specifically, we
store the basis vectors in BT, B~ and Bey in the form of vectors {|uf)}:X,, {|us)}iz,

and {{|ues) it i, respectively, along with the roots {z;, 1 < ¢ < n}. The same is
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true about the solution of the boundary equation, since the obtained basis of M y is
outputted in the form of vectors {|ay)},S;. Thus, it is the second step, involving the
construction of the boundary matrix, that determines the time and space complexity
of the algorithm. If W is not symmetrical, then computation of each entry of B
according to Eq. (37) involves a summation of N terms. Therefore, in the worst case,
the algorithm requires O(N) time steps for complete kernel determination. However,
in the important case where W is symmetrical, the summation is only over 2dr terms,
which is independent of N. In these cases, the time-complexity is O(1). Note that the
storage units required by the algorithm scale as O(/N) in the general case, because of the
entries of the corner modification that need to be stored. The auxiliary space required
is only O(1). For symmetrical corner modifications, the space required to store W is

O(1), which is also the space complexity of the kernel algorithm.

The multiplication algorithm. Calculation of the matrix coefficients of the product
matrix Laurent polynomial is a trivial task from the point of view of complexity. Also,
according to Eq. (39), computing each entry of the resulting corner modification involves
summations that do not grow with N. In the general case, the number of entries of the
corner modification scales linearly with IV, therefore the time and space complexities of
multiplication algorithm are O(N). If the given transformations have both symmetrical
corner modifications, then the resulting corner modification is also symmetrical. In
these cases, the number of non-trivial entries of the resulting corner modification does
not scale up with N, implying that both time and space complexities are O(1).

5. Applications

5.1. An Ansatz for the eigenvectors of a corner-modified block-Toeplitz matriz

Based on the analysis in Sec. 3, we may formulate an exact eigenvalue-dependent Ansatz
for the eigenvectors of a given corner-modified BBT transformation. An Ansatz of
similar form, catering to some special circumstances, was introduced in [5].

Any eigenvector of a corner-modified BBT transformation J, corresponding to
eigenvalue €, is a kernel vector of the transformation C' = J — ¢, which is also a corner-
modified BBT transformation. Thanks to Eq. (16), any kernel vector of C' satisfies its
bulk equation, that is, the kernel equation for PgC = PgAn = PPy NnAly,, where
we assume henceforth that L = 1, R = N. Further, if the principal coefficients of C'
(that is, Ay) are invertible, then by Lemma 3.5 the solution space M; y of the bulk
equation for C' is identical to P, yKer A. Otherwise, by Theorem 3.14, the solution
space is My y = P, yKer AEB}";Q @ F; . In any case, as long as the BBL transformation
A associated to C'is reqular, M, y is dT-dimensional and its basis may be obtained by
the union of the bases of the constituent subspaces. It follows that any kernel vector of
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G(w) S Invertible Non-invertible
Regular My =P, yKer A Miny =P yKerAD F| @ ]:Jt
Singular — Min 2 Span(Pl,NKel“A U(FL @ FJJ\?))

Table 1: Structural characterization of the bulk solution space, depending on the invertibility
of the principal coefficients and regularity of the corresponding matrix polynomial.

C = J — e may be expressed as a linear combination

n Sy

=33 anlve) + 3ot ) + Y ag65) | (40)

/=1 s=1

where the complex coefficients ays, af, oy € C are parameters to be determined and

s¢
|Ws> - Z |Zg,U>|UgSU> S Pl,NKerA )

v=1
dr

[0F) =D IN —dr + j)|uf) € F

j=1
dr

[Ws) =Y Ii)lug) € Fr
j=1

for basis vectors described in Eqgs. (34)-(36). An Ansatz for generalized eigenvectors of
rank x > 1 can be obtained similarly, since C* = (J —¢)" is also a corner modified BBT
matrix, as shown in Corollary 3.19.

Remark 5.1. Theorem 3.14 applies only to those cases where the matrix Laurent
polynomial under consideration is regular. Therefore, the Ansatz in Eq. (40) is provably
complete only for those corner-modified BBT matrices Ay + W, where the associated
matrix Laurent polynomial A(w,w™!) — € is reqular for every e, which is usually the
case. If A(w,w™') — e is singular for some ¢, we know that P; yKer A and F; & Fy,
are subspaces of M y [Remark 3.16]. However, they need not span the entire M y.
Such cases are important but rare, and typically correspond to some exactly solvable
limits. In these cases, € is a highly degenerate eigenvalue, with O(N) eigenvectors of
the form given in Theorem 3.10, that have finite support in the bulk. For example, in
free-fermionic Hamiltonians as considered in |5, 22|, dispersionless (“flat”) energy bands
form for such eigenvalues. A summary of our results on the structural characterization
of the bulk solution space M, y is given in Table 1.

If the principal coefficients of the associated matrix Laurent polynomial G(w) are
invertible, as considered in [5], both the second and third terms in the Ansatz of Eq. (40)
vanish. Irrespective of the invertibility of the principal coefficients, a simplification in
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the first term occurs if s, = dim Ker A(z, 2z, ') for some ¢, where s, is the algebraic
multiplicity 2z, as a root of det A(w,w™"') (recall that s, = dim Ker A,(2,)). In these
cases, Lemma 3.11 implies that each of the [iy ) in Eq. (40) has the simple form

|w€,s> = |Z€> 1>|u€51> = }<]|<m|w€s>’ = }<m|u€sl>zﬂ (8 |Zz|>

with no contributions from terms |zy, v)|ug) with v > 1. We call vectors of the
above form exponential solutions, because their amplitude as a function of the lattice
coordinate varies exponentially with 7, for any m = 1,...,d. If z lies on the unit circle,
these solutions correspond to plane waves, with amplitude that is independent of j.

The condition s, = dim Ker A(z, 2z, ') is satisfied under generic situations by all
roots z;. In those special situations where s, > dim Ker A(z, 2, ') for some £, one must
allow for the possibility of |ty ) in Eq. (40) to describe what we refer to as power-law
solutions, whose amplitude varies with j as

S
|G mlges) | = [ D (mluesa)f @2 oc 712", vm.
v=1
The Ansatz presented in Ref. [5] excludes power-law solutions by assuming that s, =
dim Ker A(z, z, ) for every root z; of det A(z,27) = 0.
If the principal coefficients of the matrix Laurent polynomial A(w,w™!) are not
invertible, the contributions to the Ansatz in Eq. (40) that belong to F5; and F; are
finite-support solutions. This refers to the fact that, for all m, their amplitude

‘ o Hmlug] it 1< <dr
Gigmer)| = § 120

)

for j > dr in the case of F; , and similarly for j < N —dr in the case of F;;, respectively.
The support of these solutions clearly does not change with V.

5.2. The open-boundary Majorana chain revisited

The Majorana chain [23, 8| is the simplest tight-binding model of a (quasi) one-
dimensional p-wave topological superconductor. For open boundary conditions, and
in second-quantization, the many-body Hamiltonian for a chain of length N reads

N N-1
Hy = — Z,uc}cj — Z (tc;cjﬂ — Ac}c}H + h.c.) ,
7=1 j=1
where c}(cj) are fermionic creation (annihilation) operators for the jth lattice site, and

the parameters p,t, A € R denote chemical potential, hopping and pairing strengths,
respectively. Since the many-body Hamiltonian is quadratic, it is well-known that it
suffices to diagonalize the corresponding single-particle Hamiltonian in Nambu space
[4]. Following the derivation in [5], the latter, Hy € Moy, is found to be

Hy=T@h +1®@hy+ T @ hl = P yH|y,,
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with
t —A
A —t

H =T + hol +h{T™" and hoz—[g O], hy = —
—p

When restricted to the Hilbert space, H is precisely the Hamiltonian of the infinite
Majorana chain. Hy and H correspond, respectively, to a corner-modified BBT matrix
on CVN®C?, with p = p' = —1 and ¢ = ¢’ = 1 and a symmetrical corner modification, and
the associated BBL transformation. The principal coefficients, a_; = h; and a; = hi,
are invertible (hence the associated matrix Laurent polynomial is regular) in the generic
regime |t| # |A|, with arbitrary u, which we considered in Ref. [5].

Here, we will diagonalize Hy in the parameter regime t = A, for arbitrary values
of ;1 and t, corresponding to non-invertible principal coefficients. In particular, this will
include the special case where, additionally, the system is tuned at g = 0, which is
referred to as the “sweet spot” in parameter space [8, 28|. Since Hy is Hermitian, its
eigenvectors span the entire 2N-dimensional single-particle space CY @C?, thus there are
no generalized eigenvectors of rank greater than one. In the following, we implement the
kernel algorithm analytically with input Hy — € for an arbitrary real value of €, leading
to a closed-form solution of the eigensystem of interest.

e Kernel determination for generic . The matrix Laurent polynomial H(z,271) —e =
zhi +hog — e+ z_lhi and N are provided as inputs to the Algorithm 4.1. In particular,
the evaluation of H(z,271) on the unit circle, z = ¢**, k € R, yields the Hamiltonian in
momentum space,

—p —2tcosk  i2tsink

H, = .
F —i2tsink  p+ 2tcosk

(i) The characteristic equation for H(z,z7!) is
(z 4271 (2ut) + (u* + 4% — ) = 0.

This is indeed an analytic continuation of the standard dispersion relation, which
for t = A simply reads € = ++/u2 + 412 + 4ut cos k. The above equation has two
non-zero roots, that we denote by {21, z2}. For fixed values of p,t and €, these two

roots may be expressed analytically as z; = (, 2o = (7!, where
= €2 — p? — 412 £ /(2 + 412 — )2 — 1622
At '
(i) In order to construct the matrices (H — €)s,(z¢) |recall Egs. (23)-(24)], we need to
know the number of distinct roots and their multiplicities. The two roots coincide if

and only if ( = +1, which happens if € assumes one of the following special values:
ecS={t(p+2t),x(p—2t)}. (41)

In these cases, there is only one distinct root (1 or —1), with algebraic multiplicity
two. The implementation of the kernel algorithm for € € S will be shown separately.
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For € € S, the two roots have multiplicity one each. Then, with z = ¢, (7,
—t(z+ 27" = (u+e) t(z—271)
Sttt )+ (i)
(iii) The kernel of (H — €)1(z) is spanned by
-1
fulz)) = €+ ;<i t(j +)z_1) L E=GC

Then, |uy;) = |u(¢)) and |ug;) = |u(¢™")) span Ker (H — €)(¢) and Ker (H —
€)1(¢71)], respectively. We have thus obtained the solutions of the bulk equation
arising from the infinite problem, which are spanned by {|¢, 1)|uy 1), [, 1) |u21)},

in the notation of Eq. (40). These are extended, exponential solutions. In
particular, if |(| = 1, they correspond to plane waves. Note that these are not
the kernel vectors of Hy — €, since the boundary conditions are not yet imposed.

(iv) Since d7 =2-2 =4 and dimKer (H — €¢) = 2, we have

hl hy — € h 0
K- =170 K+ = ! . 42
€ [0 h11' ] ) € [ho — € h1] ( )

(v) Forany e ¢ S, s_ = s, = 1, and the two one-dimensional kernels are spanned by
{luy)} and {|ui)}, respectively, where
0

I [‘51 =

and [+) = |1) +12), |-) =|1) —2), |1),|2) € C?. Therefore, |1)|—) and |N)|+) are
the localized solutions of the bulk equation, one on each edge of the chain.

I

e Boundary equation. Now we will construct the boundary matrix, and determine the
kernel of Hy — € using Algorithm 4.2.

(i) From Eq. (38), the boundary matrix is found to be

—— € 0 2%C + t(e + ) 202¢C +t(e + p)
Ble) = —p+ e 0 —2t2¢ — t(e + p) —2t2¢t —t(e + )
T 0 e V(2T —tle ) CNTN(=262C — t(e + )

0 p—e V(2T —tetp)) V=26 — tle+ p))
(ii) The determinant of B(e) is
det B(e) = 4p*t? <2N+1(2tz_1 +e+p)? — 2 WVHD(2tz 46+ ,u)z).
Therefore, B(e) has a non-trivial kernel if either of the conditions
2UC 4+ €+ p =NV + e+ p) (43)
is satisfied. When this happens, the kernel of B(¢) is one-dimensional and is spanned

by |a) =[001 F VY. In turn, this implies that, when Eq. (43) is satisfied, the
kernel of Hy — € is spanned by the vector

l€) = 1¢ Dfura) F VT 1) ug,).
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e Solution for e € §. We illustrate the case € = p + 2t, as the analysis is similar for
the other values in Eq.(41). Compared to the previous case, the implementation of
Algorithm 4.1 differs only in the steps (ii)-(iii). Since ¢ = (~! = 1 has multiplicity two,
the only matrix to be constructed in step (ii) is [recall again Eqs. (23)-(24)]
—2t—p 0 0 t
H(1,1)—e HM(1,1 0 0 —t 0
(1~ af1) = | 10D I
0 H(1,1)—e¢ 0 0 —2t—pu O
0 0 0 0

The kernel of this matrix, computed in step (iii), is spanned by {|us 1), |u1,2)}, where

2) 1) 2
[u1,1) = ;o Jung) = , [1),]2) € €7,
0 2+ u/1)2)
which correspond to the exponential solution |¢;) = |1,1)|2) and the power-law

solution |¢12) = |1,1)|1) + (24 p/t)|1, 2)|2) of the bulk equation, in the notation of Eq.
(40). The boundary matrix computed in the first step of Algorithm 4.2 now reads

—t—p 0t t
B9 t 0 —1 —t ’
0 —t—p —t —2N+1)t—(N+1)p
0 —t -t —2N+1)t—(N-1)pu

which has a non-trivial kernel only if the parameter p,t satisfy
2Nt + (N +1)p = 0.

Then, the corresponding kernel of Hy — €, or eigenspace of Hy corresponding to
eigenvalue € = p + 2t, is spanned by

l€) = [Y11) — [¥n2) = [L1)([2) = 1)) — (2+ p/D)[1,2)[2).
Note that, while as in the case of generic ¢, the eigenvector has contributions only from

extended solutions, a power-law solution |1} ») now enters explicitly. Similar conclusions
hold for other values of € € S.

e Magjorana modes at the sweet spot, t = A, y = 0. For p = 0, H(z,z7') — € can
be verified to be singular for ¢ = £2t, so that the kernel algorithm is inapplicable for
those values. However, it is regular for all other values of e. We now diagonalize H for
€ # £2t using the kernel algorithm. Since the characteristic equation in this case has no
non-zero roots, there are no solutions with extended support. Therefore, we only need
to find the kernels of the matrices K and K[, given by

Mohy—e Iy 0 hy 0 0 0

_ 0 hT ho — € hl ho — € hl 0 0
K e 1 K+ —

¢ 0 0 Wl hg—e|” € W hg—e hi 0

0 0 0 hl 0 W hg—e My
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They are found to be spanned by {|uy),|uy )} and {|u]), |ug)}, respectively, where

=) —e|+) 0 0
~w_ 10 | 2t]-) w_ |0 4y 0
luy) = 0| luy ) = 0 ;o ul) = 0l luy ) = 2| +) )
0 0 |+) —e[—)

corresponding to the emergent solutions

() = [1)]=), iy) = —e[)]4) +2t]2)[—),
) = IN)4),  [¥3) = —e[N)|=) + 2t|N — 1) |+).
In the first step of Algorithm 4.2, B(e) is constructed using this as the basis, yielding

—e € —4t* 0 0

€ e —4t* 0 0
Blo=1, 0 —e &4

0 0 —e —€% — 4¢?

Since we assumed € # £2¢, B(e) has a non-trivial kernel only if € = 0, in which case it
is spanned by {|a1), |as)}, where |a;) = [1 00 0]T, Jaz) = [0 0 1 0]*. These represent
the basis vectors of the zero-energy eigenspace of Hy, |e;) = [1)|—), and |e3) = |N)|+).
They correspond to Majorana excitations, that have zero energy eigenvalue, and are
perfectly localized only on the first or the last fermionic degrees of freedom in the chain.

While, as noted, the kernel algorithm is inapplicable, one may verify that the
remaining 2N — 2 eigenvectors of Hy at the sweet spot belong to the eigenspace
corresponding to € = £2t. These eigenvectors, which arise from the countable kernel of
H according to Theorem 3.10, are also perfectly localized, but in the bulk.

6. Summary and Outlook

Corner-modified BBT matrices describe a very large class of tractable yet realistic
boundary value problems of physics and engineering, from tight-binding models of
fermions and bosons to linear discrete-time dynamical systems. In this paper, we have
characterized the spectral properties of corner-modified matrices by purely algebraic
methods, and have provided algorithms for exactly solving the eigensystem problem
of large and regular matrices in this class. The regularity condition need not be a
serious restriction in practice. In the language of condensed-matter physics, it means
that the single-particle Hamiltonian (the corner-modified BBT in question) displays no
dispersionless energy bands. Nonetheless, with minor modifications, our algorithms do
apply to singular BBT matrices as input, except, the output will be correct but not
necessarily complete: some eigenvalues and/or generalized eigenvectors may be missed.
Remarkably, our approach allows for all banded Toeplitz matrices, block or non-block, to
be treated on an equal footing, without requiring the underlying matrix to be Hermitian
nor excluding the strictly upper or lower triangular ones.
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Our analysis of the eigensystem problem for corner-modified BBT matrices is
unusual for its reliance on symmetry. Our starting point is to rewrite the eigenvalue
equation as a system of two equations, the bulk and boundary equations, that we solve
in succession. There are two types of solutions of the bulk equation. One type of solution
can be computed by reference to an auxiliary BBL matrix. The resulting doubly-
infinite matrices are translation-invariant, and so the associated eigensystem problem
can be solved by a symmetry analysis. The latter, however, is highly unconventional
from a quantum-mechanical perspective, because the representation of the translation
symmetry is not unitary. As a consequence, the extended solutions of the bulk equation
obtained via a BBL matrix can display three (and only three) possible behaviors:
oscillatory, exponential decay, or exponential decay with a power-law correction. In
addition, there may exist emergent solutions of the bulk equation with finite support,
localized near in the top and bottom entries of the eigenvector. Their relationship to
translation symmetry is also striking, although less direct: they belong to the generalized
kernel of a truncated translation symmetry. Finally, the boundary equation takes the
solutions of the bulk equation as input, in order to select linear combinations that are
the actual (possibly generalized) eigenvectors of the corner-modified BBT matrix of
interest. While we have presented some exact results for the boundary equation as well,
the latter need not be associated to a structured matrix and so a closed-form solution is
not available in general. Notwithstanding, from a numerical efficiency standpoint, the
key observation is that the complexity of solving the bulk equation, and also that of
solving the boundary equation in the practically important case of symmetrical corner
modifications, is independent of the size of the input matrix under consideration.

In hindsight, one of our contributions can be interpreted, in physical parlance, as a
generalization of the well-known Bloch’s theorem for single-particle eigenfunctions to a
class of boundary conditions not restricted to the standard periodic case, with Eq. (40)
providing a “generalized Bloch Ansatz”’ [22]. Interestingly, at least for the Hermitian
case, the situation is reminiscent in many ways to the technique known as algebraic
Bethe Ansatz, in the sense that one may solve for the eigensystem by finding the roots
of associated polynomial equations, as opposed to the usual Bethe equations [15].

A number of promising directions for future research are prompted by our present
investigation. From the point of view of applied mathematics, it would be interesting
to extend our approach to multilevel corner-modified BBT matrices: roughly speaking,
these may be associated to sums of tensor products of our corner-modified BBT matrices;
or, physically, to tight-binding models that cannot be reduced to one dimension. While
much of our formalism goes through in higher dimensions, one conspicuous obstruction
stems from the fact that there is no known equivalent of the Smith factorization for
multivariate matrix Laurent polynomials [29], to the best of our knowledge. From the
point of view of condensed-matter physics, this work was prompted by the quest for
exactly characterizing localized boundary modes and, more broadly, the role played
by boundary conditions toward establishing a bulk/boundary correspondence. On the
one hand, this naturally prompts for the present mathematical tools to be applied to
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more general physical scenarios than equilibrium Hamiltonian systems as considered so
far [5, 22| — including spectral properties of non-equilibrium, coherently or dissipatively
driven fermionic matter, described by appropriate quadratic Floquet Hamiltonians [30]
or Lindblad master equations [6, 31]. On the other hand, it is intriguing, as noted,
that our analysis brings to the fore translation symmetry, albeit in a non-unitary guise.
Perhaps this is the starting point for formulating a symmetry principle behind the
bulk /boundary correspondence. But, what would be place of such a symmetry principle
in the light of the topological classification of free fermions?

Acknowledgements

We acknowledge stimulating discussions with Cristiane Morais Smith, Bernard van Heck,
and Shinsei Ryu. Work at Dartmouth was supported in part by the National Science
Foundation through Grant No. PHY-1104403 and the Constance and Walter Burke
Special Projects Fund in Quantum Information Science.

7. Appendix: Infinite banded block-Toeplitz transformations

In this appendix we will solve a physically motivated problem associated to linear
transformations of V; o, = P1,ooV[19 of the form A = P1,00A|V1,oo- The task is to compute
the square-summable sequences in Ker A, or some closely related corner-modified version
of A. We will make this problem precise after some preliminaries.

Elements of V) o, can be seen as half-infinite sequences. We will use the letter
T € V) » to denote one such sequence, and write T = {|v;) }jen. If A has bandwidth
(p,q), with p < ¢, then A is induced by the “infinite-downwards” square array

ag ... Qg 0
ap ag aq
A — c .
ap
0

We will call A an infinite BBT matrix, or IBBT for short. The transformation induced
by A is a IBBT transformation.

Definition 7.1. Let p’ = min(p,0) and ¢’ = max(0, q) for integers p < ¢q. The projector

0 if j=1,...,—p
PsY = {[v) e, |v;>={ J b

|Uj> if —p/<j
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is the right bulk projector for bandwidth (p, q). The projector

0 it j=1,...,¢
|’Uj> if q/<]

QT = {[V)) jew,  |vj) = { :
is the left bulk projector. The corresponding left and right boundary projectors are
Py =1 — Pg and Qy = 1 — Qg, respectively.

With this definition, it follows that if p’ = 0 (¢’ = 0), then Pp =1 (Qp =1).

Definition 7.2. A linear transformation C' of V. is a corner-modified IBBT
transformation if there exists an IBBT transformation A = P Aly, _, necessarily
unique, such that PgC = PgA. C is symmetrical if, in addition, CQp = AQp.

Lemma 7.3. If the principal coefficient a, of A is invertible, then Ker PRA =
P, . Ker A. Otherwise, P ocKer A C Ker PgA.

Proof. See the proof of Thm.3.5. In contrast to the situation for Ay, the principal
coefficient a, plays no role here. As noted, if p’ =0, then P = 1. O

From here onwards, we denote the solution space of the bulk equation by M =
Ker PgA. Since A is now a linear transformation of an infinite-dimensional vector space,
M may also, in principle, be infinite-dimensional if a;, is not invertible. We show next
that it is finite-dimensional, although there is no guarantee that dim Range Py matches
dim M. The proof of Theorem 3.6 breaks down for IBBT transformations, and so one
may expect the boundary matrix to be rectangular in general.

Recall, from Thm.3.12, that if A is regular, then M = F; @ P, . JKer A | where
Fi € Vi, for any N > 7+ 20. If the principal coefficient a, of A is invertible, then
F; = {0}. The subspace

H= {{|Uj>}je1N| i@ﬂ%) < OO} C Vi

is the Hilbert space of square-summable sequences. We will denote square-summable
sequences as |T) € H, so that (T1]|Te) = > i n(vij|ve;) < oo. Our final task in this
appendix is to compute a basis of Ker C' N H for an arbitrary corner modified IBBT
transformation. Physically, these states correspond to normalizable, bound states.

Lemma 7.4. Let z € C, z#0, and s € N. If |z| <1, then P, T.s C H.

Proof. Let Pyo®.,lm) = {j"Vz7|m)}jen = {|¢;)}jew. The [>-norm of this sequence
would be given by 37 (d;]6;) = 22, en(50)?[2]¥, if convergent. The limit

N R )

_ 2
S e

and so, by the ratio test, the series converges if |z| < 1 and diverges |z| > 1. It is
immediate to check that it also diverges if |z| = 1, in which case the series is attempting
to sum a non-decreasing sequence of strictly positive numbers. U
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Theorem 7.5. If A is reqular, the space of the square-summable solutions of the bulk
equation is given by

MNOH=F ®Pio P Ker ANT,,,.

‘Z[|<1

Proof. The sequences in F| have finite support, and so they are square-summable.
Then, F; C H implies that M NH = F; & (P Ker ANH). For every ¥ € Ker A,

n Sy

d
Pl,oolll = Z Z Z af,v,mpl,ooq)zg,v|m> = {|wj>}j6]N>

/=1 v=1 m=1

so that [t5) = S0 [m) S0 geum ()2, With Yen() = Y07, g1 polynomials
in j of degree at most s;. The sequence PV cannot be square-summable unless
lim; o (¢;]%;) = 0, which in turn implies lim;_, |¢;) = 0. Hence, for any m = 1,....d,

Jj—o0

. N . NP
lim (m|y;) =0 = jlirgo;yg7m(j)z€ 0.

The necessary condition for square-summability can be met if and only if ays,, = 0
whenever |z| > 1, for all s, m. O

Based on the above characterization of the solution space M, the Ansatz for the
kernel vectors of C' in the space of square summable sequences may be written by
suitably truncating the general Ansatz presented in Eq. (40).
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