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Spontaneous breaking of U(1) symmetry at zero temperature in one dimension
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The Hohenberg—Mermin—-Wagner theorem states that there is no spontaneous breaking of con-
tinuous symmetries in spatial dimensions d < 2 at finite temperature. At zero temperature, the
classical/quantum mapping further implies the absence of continuous internal symmetry breaking
in one dimension, which is also known as Coleman’s theorem in the context of relativistic quantum

field theories. One route to violate this “folklore”

is requiring an order parameter to commute with

a Hamiltonian, as in the classic example of the Heisenberg ferromagnet and its variations. However,
a systematic way of understanding the spontaneous breaking of internal U(1) symmetries has been
lacking. In this Letter, we propose a family of one-dimensional models that display spontaneous
breaking of a U(1) symmetry at zero temperature, although the order parameter does not commute
with the Hamiltonian, unlike the Heisenberg ferromagnet. We argue that a more general condition
for this behavior is that the Hamiltonian is frustration-free.

Introduction.— In the study of condensed matter
physics, understanding symmetry and how it can be
spontaneously broken stands as a foundational pillar un-
derpinning the elucidation of a diverse spectrum of emer-
gent phenomena. A pivotal theorem in this domain,
known as the Hohenberg-Mermin—-Wagner (HMW) the-
orem [II, 2], states that any continuous symmetry can-
not be spontaneously broken in spatial dimension d <2
at a finite temperature 7'>0. The theorem has been
recently extended to higher-form [3] and multipole sym-
metries [4 B], offering insights into highly constrained
systems. With quantum-classical mapping [6], the the-
orem further implies the absence of continuous symme-
try breaking in one-dimensional quantum systems at zero
temperature.

Notably, an exception has been known to the T'= 0 ver-
sion of the HMW theorem: the SO(3) symmetric Heisen-
berg ferromagnet and its variations [7HI0]. At a concep-
tual level, this exception has been understood to arise
from the fact that an order parameter commutes with the
Hamiltonian as it is simultaneously the generator of the
global symmetry, which is possible only for non-abelian
symmetry. However, it was recently shown that a fam-
ily of frustration-free Hamiltonians naturally occurring in
the description of dynamical quantum systems may ex-
hibit spontaneous breaking of the abelian U(1) symmetry
in all dimensions [11].

In this Letter, we propose and examine a new series
of one-dimensional spin models that display spontaneous
breaking of U(1) symmetry at T'=0, whose order param-
eter does not commutes with the Hamiltonian. Then, we
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argue that the general criterion for this behavior is that
the Hamiltonians is frustration-free: The Hamiltonian
H= Zle H; is frustration-free if and only if there exists
a simultaneous eigenstate of H; with its lowest eigenvalue
o for every ¢ [I2][13]. In other words, the ground state
of H simultaneously minimizes all Hy s, although H;’s
do not have to commute with each other. Leveraging the
understanding that excitations in gapless frustration-free
systems are softer than linearly dispersive modes [14} [15],
we demonstrate that frustration-free systems can bypass
the constraints of the HMW theorem.

Ferromagnetic Heisenberg Model.— Let us begin by
briefly reviewing the ferromagnetic Heisenberg model for
spin-s spins. The Hamiltonian is M) = Zle fIZ(FM)
with

M = gs? - g(st@m +3785 ) -5, (1)

where i = 1,2,---, L is the site index, 85 = &% + i5Y,

and we assume J>0. Throughout this work, we assume

the periodic boundary condition. The Hamiltonian has

the SO(3) spin rotation symmetry generated by S* =

ZiL:I 3% (a = x,y, z) and the time-reversal symmetry.
Ground states of HFM) can be expressed as

1 A
—— (S~ sL—M P )
o (57 ) @
for M = —sL,—sL + 1,--- ,sL, where |®q) is the fully
polarized state in the z basis and Nj; > 0 is a normaliza-
tion factor. The Hamiltonian is frustration-free because
(7) H(FM) (J/2)[2s(2s+1)— (si—|—§i+1)2} > 0 is positive-
semidefinite and (i7) HZ-(FM)|M>(FM) = 0 for every 1.

The operator O :=S5% can be used as the order pa-
rameter for the spontaneous breaking of the symmetries
generated by @@ = S* and SY. We introduce an external
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FIG. 1. Order parameter m as function of sym-

metry breaking field h for sp1n-1 systems. (a) Fer-
romagnetic Helsenberg model Eq.(1) with J=1. (b) Chain
model, Eq.(S6) with J=1. (c) Ladder model, Eq. (7[§) with
(ch,Jz7 B.)= (2, 1,1). (d) Chain model Wlth perturbatlon
V with 6 = 0.02. The order parameter is O :=5* for (a),
O =57 for (b,d), while O := > Agl) in Eq.(I0) for (c). For
a fair comparison, the order parameter in (c) needs to be
rescaled by 1/v/2. The insets of (b,c) show the absence of
SO(3) symmetry in new models. In (d), the order parameter
vanishes as h decreases across all system sizes, demonstrating
the absence of U(1) symmetry breaking. The results are ob-
tained by exact diagonalization.

field h by adding —hO to the Hamiltonian. The external
field splits the degeneracy and the ground state becomes
unique. Denoting it by |®(h)), we look at the expectation
value

m(h) = 7 (B(0)]O1B(h)), 3)

whose magnitude is bounded by s. We show our nu-
merical results in Fig. a), where the order param-
eter saturates the maximum possible value at any fi-
nite h.  This implies the spontaneous breaking of
the symmetries generated by S* and SY. In general,
if the order parameter does not vanish after taking
a thermodynamic limit first and then vanishing field
limit, i.e., limy,_,o+ limp_ o, m(h)#0, the system spon-
taneously breaks the symmetry.

In the literature [7, T6HIS], this symmetry breaking in
one dimension has been understood based on the fact
that the order parameter O commutes with H (FM) " The
ground state is a simultaneous eigenstate of O and H®M)
and quantum fluctuations cannot destroy the order.

Spin Chain Model.— The Hamiltonian for the first
class of our new examples is given by H(chain)

SE A i

=1
H{ = J[s(s +1) = (37)%] [s(s + 1) = (37,0)°]
J a 22— 22— % 8%
—§(s?+ 12+1+82 H1) J5787, 1, (4)
where §?i are modified spin-raising/lowering operators
defined by
2 m); = [s(s + 1) —m(m £ D]jm=+1);,  (5)
which  should be compared to the stan-
dard spin-raising/lowering operators §;t|m>l =
Vs(s+1) —m(m£1)|m £ 1);.  Here, |m); is the

state at the ith site
For s=1/2, 3&*
is reduced to HEM discussed above. For s=1,
AQi \f 257 and the Hamiltonian becomes a modified
XXZ model: I:Ii(Chain): —J (25787, | +258Y8Y | +5757,,)+

J[2— (832 - (:§f+1)2]. For higher spins, the relation
2+

satisfying  8%|m); = m|m),.

coincides with &% and [ (chain)

between 5;™ and .§ are more complicated, although we

can formally wrlte §F = Vst 575+ Vs F 5. When
s > 1, the model has the following symmetrles a U(1)
spin rotation about z axis, a 7 spin rotation about = (or
y) axis, and complex-conjugation [19].

The ground states of the model are given by the
uniform superposition of all orthonormal states in the
5% = M sector:

|M>(chain) — NL’ Z [{m}). (6)

M gmiy| 3, mi=M
Here, [{m;}) represents the normalized state satisfying
§¢|{m;}) = m;|{m;}), and N}, is the normalization con-
stant. In the summation, {m;} runs all spin configura-
tions with —s <m; < s for all 4 and Z ~_,m; = M. One

can check easily that H (chain) |M)(hain) — 0 for every i.

Also, as we show later, H (chain)

Thus, H(chain) jg frystration-free.

For the U(1) symmetry generated by Q= Zle S*f ,
O:= 5% can be used as the order parameter. Just as
we did for the ferromagnetic case, we apply an exter-
nal field coupled to O and compute the ground state
expectation value in Eq.. We show our numerical re-
sults in Fig. b), which clearly displays the spontaneous
breaking of the U(1) symmetry generated by Q. We em-
phasize that the order parameter @ does not commute
with the Hamiltonian, which can be inferred from the
inset showing that the order parameter does not sat-
urate to the maximum possible value. The value of
limy, .o+ m(h) is given by the largest eigenvalue of the
matrix (O)prar = (M|O|M')(haim) a5 illustrated in
Sec. I of the Supplementary Material (SM)[20]. Interest-
ingly, a marked decrease in the normalized order param-
eter m(07)/s is observed as the spin per site s increases,
indicating that there does not exist an SO(3) symmetry
emerging at low energies for this model with s> 1/2.

is positive semidefinite.



Spin Ladder Model.— The second class of our new ex-
amples is a spin ladder model. The Hamiltonian takes
the form

L L
fy(ladder) . Zﬁi(ladder) _ Z (ﬁi,l _ ili72)2, (7)

=1 i=1

where iLi’a describes short-range interactions among
spins on the ath leg (o = 1,2), satisfying iLm = fz?l
This model is discussed in Ref. [IT] as the effective Hamil-
tonian of Brownian random circuits [21H25]. The model
in Eq.(7) has (i) two U(1) symmetries for each leg and
(#4) the anti-unitary Z3 symmetry generated by the leg
exchange accompanied by complex conjugation.

Although the choice of iAL“x can be quite arbitrary, for
concreteness here we assume a typical XXZ Hamiltonian
with Zeeman field:

7 AT AT Y aY Az 4z
hio = Jo (37087110 + 81adi1.0) T 128708110
B,

+ 7 (ézza + §?+1,a)7 (8)

where two U(l) symmetries are generated by
S5 = >.;5¢, for a=1,2. This model has an additional

symmetry which is the bare complex-conjugation.
The groundstates of Eq.(7) can be written as [I1]

KA

|M> (ladder) _ '
M {m} 3, mi=M

Hmih)il{mi})2  (9)

for M= — sL,—sL + 1,--- ,sL, where |{m;}), repre-
sents the state satisfying 37 ,[{mi})a =mi[{mi})a for

the ath leg. Using the relation /}m:i}{l, we find

(hi1 — hs )| M)Uadder) — for every i. Since the square of
a Hermitian operator is positive semidefinite, F (adder) ¢
frustration-free. There is no other groundstate as far as
/Aziwa is sufficiently general, e.g., Eq. with J, # 0 and
B, #0.

To diagnose the spontaneous breaking of the diagonal
U(1) symmetry, let us introduce nematic-type order pa-
rameters

~ (1) 7]‘ + .t — <= ) — aT ax Y oY
ng = 5(31‘,1%2 + 31‘,1%2) = 5;15,2 — 5,152 (10)
@ Loy o4 — e= ) _ &% 2Y NV
ng = 27-(31,13@2 —8;18;0) = 811875+ 8187, (11)

Under the U(1) symmetry generated by Q= Y acio Sg,
they transform as

B FNCY s — & A1)
eleQ ’rl,é2) G,ZQQ _ Cf)S 20 sin 26 Tllz ] (12)
iy sin26 cos 26 fLE )

7

We set O = 25:1 ﬁ§1) as the order parameter. Again,
the order parameter does not commute with the Hamil-
tonian, but the plot in Fig. c) implies the spontaneous
breaking of the diagonal U(1) symmetry.

Perturbation.—To elucidate the mechanism of the
spontaneous symmetry breaking in proposed examples,
we add the following perturbation to H(chain).

L
V(chain) = _§ Z §ZZ . <§,L'-Z+17 (13)

which preserves the symmetries of F (chain)

In Fig. (d)7 we plot the order parameter when § > 0,
showing that limj_,g+ m(h) =0 and the U(1) symmetry is
unbroken. This observation aligns with the identified gap
when § > 0. When § <0, the system stays gapless, but its
dispersion changes from a quadratic to linear form with-
out long-range ordering (Sec.Il of SM). The perturbed
Ladder model, which preserves all symmetries yet breaks
frustration-freeness, also exhibits an identical behavior.
Interestingly, this behavior mirrors that of perturbed fer-
romagnets, alluding to a potential link between the Chain
and Ferromagnet models. More importantly, at any value
of 6 #£0, the perturbed Chain Hamiltonian is no longer
frustration-free, which suggests that the frustration-free
nature plays a critical role in symmetry breaking here.
We elaborate on these two aspects in the following sec-
tions.

Relations among three models.— The three models
discussed above have several similarities: (i) they are
frustration-free. (47) there is one ground state in each
5% = M sector and the ground state degeneracy is 2sL+1-
fold. (i4i) Anderson’s tower of states [7], which commonly
appear in systems with continuous symmetry breaking,
is absent and the large L limit is unnecessary to obtain
nonzero limy,_,q+ m(h). See Table [I| for the comparison
of these examples. Here we explain the relation among
these models.

First, H(2n) can be obtained from H (adder) by pro-
jecting the (2s+1)2F Hilbert space down to the (254 1)
dimensional subspace spanned by

{mi}) = {mi})il{mi})o. (14)

We denote this projection by P. This relation explains
the similarity between the ground states in Egs. (@
and ([9). Also, the relation H fdlam) =PH fladder)ﬁ proves
the positive-semidefinite property of PAIi(Chain). The cou-
pling constant .J in H (1) ig solely determined by .J, in
H(adder) g — Jf and does not depend on J, or B,.
The relation between H®M and A(chain) ig more sub-
tle. When s=1/2, Fi(chain) — Fr(FM) 49 explained above.
Although H(2dde) has only U(1) x U(1) symmetry, an
exact SO(3) spin rotation symmetry as well as the time-
reversal symmetry emerge in the low-energy subspace
specified by the projection P [22] 26 27]. Consequently,
the low-energy effective Lagrangian for H(adder) ghould

be the same as the one for the ferromagnetic Heisenberg
model [28].

When s=1, I;Il-(Chain) and fIi(FM) can be interpolated



TABLE I. Summary of illustrative examples.

Examples Generators Q Order Parameter @  Symmetry [H, O] Frustration-Free Anderson Tower
A ﬁ(FNI) SE 5 (a=x,y) SE s Broken =0 v Absent
H(hain) (5> 1) Sk s, Sk Broken  #0 v Absent
Fyladder) SOF (871 +8Ey) K (8748%, — 87,57,) Broken  #0 v Absent
FUedder) p oy | S (87, 4 87,) SR (87,87, — 8V 8 {5) Unbroken # 0 — —

by the following one-parameter family

Bi(B) = — 5 (5555 + 808%, + A815L,)
gl (L= A)EPI - (- A)E5)7)

(15)

where A=1 and A=1/2 correspond to fIZ(FM) and
AL As far as A>0, H(A) =
ZZ 1 H (A) is frustration-free and the ground state de-
generacy does not depend on A. This interpolation can
be obtained by Witten’s conjugation [29, [30], and we con-
structed interpolating Hamiltonian for s < 3 in Sec.IV of
SM.

This frustration-free interpolation unveils a hidden
SO(3) structure within the groundstate manifold of

, respectively.

ﬁi(Chain) for s > 1. To elucidate, we introduce an invert-

. - L ”

ible operator M = @), ; M; by M;|m); = (s+m) |m);.

We find that S* = MS*M~! connect degenerate

ground states of Hi(Cham) and satisfy the standard com-

mutation relation of spin-raising/lowering operators, i.e.,
S:t|M>(chain) .

|M =+ 1)(chain) =[S+ §7] =257 (16)

similar to the $* operators for H(FM) See Sec. I of SM

for the derivation. However, it is crucial that M is non-
unitary, and thus, [S¥, f.fi(Cham)] #0 and (ST)F £87F.
Therefore, the chain Hamiltonian emerges as an intrigu-
ing system characterized by the spontaneous breaking
of abelian continuous symmetry in one dimension. In
fact, through Witten’s conjugation, we can create an in-
finite family of Hamiltonians with spontaneously broken
internal U(1) symmetry starting from the ferromagnetic
Hamiltonian.

In summary, we have the following relations among the
three models:

f{(ladder) Projection75 ﬁ(chain) Conjugation byM g(FM)
(17)

Note that the first arrow connects the low-energy physics
between two, and the second arrow connects the ground-
state manifold between the two.
Hohenberg—Mermin—Wagner theorem.— Having seen
that Abelian continuous symmetries may be sponta-
neously broken even in one dimension at zero temper-
ature, let us confirm that this result does not contradict

any existing no-go theorems. The HMW theorem for
finite temperature was originally derived based on the
Bogoliubov inequality which is nothing but the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality for a correlation function [T}, 2]. This
approach was extended to T'=0 in Ref. [31], [32]. There
is also a proof of Nambu-Goldstone theorem from this
direction [33], [34]. Here we reproduce these results with
some generalizations.

Let us consider a system defined on a d-dimensional
lattice A whose Hamiltonian is given by H:= D ien H A
Suppose that a continuous symmetry generated by Q
> iea Qi is spontaneously broken and a Hermitian oper-
ator O = D ica 0; plays the role of the order parame-
ter. We take a Hermitian operator X = Dica X; such
that O =[iQ, X]. For example, X; =3¢ and O; = 5% for
H(chain); Xi (1/2) 2) and O _n(l) for H(ladder)

We start from the T >0 version of the theorem. In
order to capture long-wavelength fluctuations, we intro-

duce the Fourier transform as Xj = ZieA X;e™** and

Qk = ieA Qieik‘i. The Bogoliubov inequality leads to

2
WZ

27 |( sz,Xk

)|
([Qr. [H(R), QLN
(18)

for the Gibbs state of H(h) = H — hO, where V is the
volume of the system. The left-hand 51de can be written
as 2(D ;en X2>/V which remains O(1) even in the limit
V — oo and h— 0T, giving a finite upper bound for the
RHS.

On the right-hand side, ([zQL, X, ])/V becomes the ex-
pectation value of the order parameter m(h) :=(O)/V in
the |k|— 0 limit [35]. Thus, if the symmetry is sponta-
neously broken (limy,_,o+ limy _som(h) # 0), the numer-
ator of the RHS stays finite as |k|, h — 0. However, the
denominator vanishes as |k|, h — 0T since Q is a symme-
try generator of H. Generically, we can write

lim *<[Qk7[ ( )7@11]]>

v Z XiXp + X X)) >

= Ag +hBi,  (19)

V—>oov
where
A= T T E S (G (1.0, (1 cosf (i - ).
1,JEA
—1 . .
By = lim, Vl?oovijZEA<[Qz,[ L Q;11) coslk - (i — 5)].

(20)



For example, Ay, =limy, o+ limy, oo (J/L) Zf:1<§?+§?;1+

h.c.)(1 —cosk) and By, =m(0") for H(#")  Converting
the summation into integral over the range |k;| < 7 and
taking the h— 07 limit, we find

.2 o d?k 2T|m(0T)
vlinoov<i§Xi> Z/(Qw)d A

Consider a leading order expansion of Aj such that
|Ag| ~ C|k|?™ for small |k| for some constant C. Gener-
ically, ng =1 and the integral suffers from infrared diver-
gence in d <2. In order to satisfy the inequality, m(0T)
has to vanish, implying the absence of continuous symme-
try breaking at d <2 for finite temperature [Il 2]. In the
presence of dipole symmetries, one may have ng > 1 [I1].
In such a case, the condition for continuous symmetry
breaking is modified to d > 2ng [4, B].

Now, the T'=0 version differs from the above by two
points: (i) 27" in the Bogoliubov inequality is replaced
with the lowest excitation energy wy(h) of the momen-
tum k sector (see Sec. V of SM), and (i4) the expectation
value is taken with respect to the unique ground state
|®(h)) of H(h). Here we assume wg(0) <v|k|™ for some
constant v, where n > ng due to the Nambu-Goldstone
theorem (Sec. VI of SM). Then, the RHS of Eq.(21]) con-
verges when

’ 2

(21)

d > 2ng — n. (22)
Normally, no=n=1 (e.g. superfluid), and continuous
symmetry breaking is possible only when d > 1 [31]. How-
ever, if 2nyp—n <1, a continuous symmetry breaking
is allowed even in d=1. In fact, our examples pre-
cisely satisfy this condition by 2ng=mn =2 thanks to the
frustration-free property of the Hamiltonian.

Gapless FEzcitations in Frustration-Free Systems.—
There are several recent general results on low-energy
excitations in gapless frustration-free systems. Suppose
that H = Zle H; is frustration-free and translation in-
variant with zero groundstate energy. Let us take a
length ¢ (3 < ¢ < L/2) and define subsystem Hamil-

tonian by ﬁgfoc =2 H,prie We write the small-

est nonzero eigenvalue of H and PAIEUE)C as ¢7BC and
e?BC, respectively. If H is gapless in the sense that

limy oo EEBC =0, then there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that 0 < e9BC < C(¢24-¢)~1 [14,[15,[36]. For readers’ con-
venience, we sketch the proof of these results in Sec. VII

of SM. Therefore, assuming there is no weak edge zero
mode [37], a spontaneously broken continuous symmetry
for the frustration-free Hamiltonian is always accompa-
nied by an excitation whose dispersion is quadratic or
softer (n >2). This is why spontaneous breaking of con-
tinuous symmetries is not prohibited for frustration-free
Hamiltonians even in one dimension.

Conclusion and Outlook.— In this Letter, we discussed
illuminating spin models in which a U(1) symmetry is
spontaneously broken, where the spontaneous symmetry
breaking implies the divergence of the uniform charge
susceptibility [5], [38]. Unlike the case of the Heisenberg
ferromagnet, the order parameter does not commute with
the Hamiltonian. We remark that in our models, sym-
metry generators are written by an unweighted sum of
local operators unlike the orientational order in 2d at fi-
nite temperature [39] or dipolar symmetry breaking in
1d at zero temperature [4], whose mechanism behind of
symmetry breaking is conceptually different. Further-
more, we have identified the origin of interesting features
shared among these models, which is the hidden SO(3)
symmetry realized in a non-unitary manner. This hints
at a deeper connection between proposed models with the
SSB of abelian U(1) symmetry and the Heisenberg fer-
romagnet with the SSB of nonabelian SO(3) symmetry
breaking. Beyond proposing concrete models, our dis-
cussion clarifies that continuous symmetries are allowed
to be broken in one dimension as far as the Hamiltonian
is frustration-free. The field theoretic understanding of
these exotic behaviors would be an exciting future direc-
tion.
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Supplementary Material for

“Spontaneous breaking of U(1) symmetry at zero temperature in one dimension”

Haruki Watanabe, Hosho Katsura, and Jong Yeon Lee

In this supplementary material, we elaborate on several technical details that support the claim made in the
manuscript. In Sec.[] and Sec.[[[, we provide exact diagonalization results of the order parameters and excitation
spectra for the (perturbed) chain model with local spins s = 1/2,1,3/2,2. In Sec.[lT], we elaborate on the math-
ematical details underlying a hidden SO(3) symmetry realized in a non-unitary manner. In Sec. we provide
technical details to construct a U(1)-symmetric Hamiltonian with spontaneous symmetry breaking interpolating the
ferromagnetic Heisenberg and the proposed Chain models. In Sec.[V] and Sec.[V]} we provide concise derivations
of the zero-temperature Hohenberg-Mermin-Wagner theorem and Nambu-Goldstone theorem using the Bogoliubov
inequality. Finally, in Sec.[VII] we review theorems on frustration-free Hamiltonians.
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I. ORDER PARAMETER IN THE CHAIN MODEL

As discussed in the main text, the groundstate manifold of the chain Hamiltonian is 2sL + 1-fold degenerate. Each
groundstate is denoted as

chain 1
M {m}| 32, mi=M

which is the uniform superposition of all configurations with a net magnetization in z-direction M. Here, N}, is the
total number of such configurations.

From the degenerate perturbation theory, the order parameter (5‘””} under the infinitesimal field —hS* can be
obtained by finding the largest eigenvalue of the matrix (5%) s a0 := (M|S|M'). Since 57 = : S (SF4S7), (S%) ar
is non-zero only if M’ =M +1. In order to proceed, let M =M + sL € {0,1,2,...,2sL}. Then, the normalization
constant N}, is given as the coefficient of the term z*¢L when we expand the polynomial (1 + z + ... + 22%)L i.e.,

2s L sL 2sL ~
(Xam) = 30 Nipattet= 3 N, e (52
m=0 M=—sL M=0



s=1/2 s=1 s=3/2 5=2
0.500 ExRse e 99 e 1.788 A
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~
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FIG. S1. Normalized maximum eigenvalue of (5%), 1 as a function of inverse system size. Here, we plot maximum

eigenvalues of S = > S’f in the groundstate basis, which are normalized by the system size L. Here s is the spin per site.
Each figure corresponds to the model with (a) s =1/2, (b) s =1, (¢) s = 3/2, and (d) s = 2. We observe that the maximum
value is smaller than s, and as we increase s, this deviation increases.

In order to make s and L dependence of the N}, more explicit, let us denote N;\Z—SL by f(M,L,s). Then,

I
> toltrl - fas)

{tn},tn>0
S tn=L, 52, ntn =M1

f(M,L“S) = (83)

where t,, is the number of sites with s7 =n —s. We remark that the following relation allows one to iteratively find
f for larger values of (M, L, s):

2s
fOM,L,s)=>" f(M—m,L~1,5)

m=0

1 ifo<m<?2
f(m,1,5) = o= TEe
0 otherwise.

(54)
Now we are ready to calculate the matrix 5% in the groundstate manifold. Using the translation invariance of the
groundstates, we can show that

(M|$*|M ~ 1) = §<M|51+IM -1 = {({mi}|S; {mi})

> X
{m} {mi}
2 mi=M 3 mi=M—1

> Y. (mlSfim =1 {mid{mi})

{mi}i=2 {m/}}i=2
Di—omi=M-—m Siomi=M-m

1
VNuNpy—1

S

>

2NNy mi i

L

> FM—=m,L—1,5)- (m|S{|m —1)
NJIWN]/\/[,l m=—s+1

S

=3 f(M —m,L—1,5)-+/s(s +1) —m(m — 1). (S5)
Nis

e

M—1 m=—s+1

In Fig. we plot its maximum eigenvalue Apax normalized by the system size L as a function of 1/L, which
corresponds to the order parameter limy,_ o+ limy o, m(h). The result shows that the order parameter does not
saturate to its maximum possible value s. Furthermore, the discrepancy between the order parameter and s increases
as s increases.

Observing that the chain model order parameter does not achieve the maximum possible value s, we conclude that
there does not exist any SO(3) symmetry emerging at low energies. This can be also observed by simply examining a
total spin magnitude 52 = (5§%)2 + (8¥)2 + (5%)2 of Eq. . In the ferromagnetic Heisenberg model, all groundstates
have the maximum value $? = sL(sL +1). However, as illustrated in Fig. groundstates of the chain Hamiltonian
with s > 1 can have smaller 52 values away from M = +sL.
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FIG. S2. Total spin magnitude in the groundstate manifold of the chain Hamiltonian. Here, we plot the total
spin magnitude Siotar normalized by its maximum possible value Smax = /SL(sL + 1) as function of S* = M that labels the
groundstate. Each figure corresponds to the model with (a) s =1/2, (b) s =1, (¢) s =3/2, and (d) s = 2.

II. PERTURBED CHAIN MODEL

In this section, we study the spectrum of the perturbed chain model with s = 1 and system size L, whose Hamiltonian
is given by

IfI _ Z I{I(chain) + Z V(chain)

chain sT oT oY a 8% o7 a7 oz
AN = — J (28757, + 28780, + 8785,) + J12— (39)7112— (55,07,

?

VI = =65 8 (36)

?

In the following, we assume J > 0 and impose periodic boundary conditions. Before getting into the details, we first
remark that when L is even, H can be written as

H = Ueyen,r | 2JHxxzp(A, D) +J Y (87)%(8741)* + const. | Ueven,: (S7)
i
with A = —‘]2—?5 and D = —2. Here, [A]even),r is a 7 rotation about the z-axis on the even sites defined by Uevenm =

[Li.cven exp(—iﬂ'S’j) and Hxxzp (A, D) is the spin-1 XXZ Hamiltonian with single-ion anisotropy:

Hxxzp(A,D) = > (8787, +898Y, + A8787,,) + DY (87)° (S8)

% [

which has been extensively studied in the context of the Haldane conjecture [40H43]. Second, the model Eq. (S6) has
the groundstate degeneracy of at most 2L + 1, which is a consequence of the Perron-Frobenius theorem:

Proof: The Perron-Frobenius theorem implies that if a real square matrix A is (i) nonnegative and (i¢) irreducible, it
has a unique largest eigenvalue r and the corresponding eigenvector can be written such that its entries are all strictly
positive. By irreducible, what it means is that any two basis vectors |i) and |i') are connected by the successive
application of the matrix A. Now, consider H|g=—ps, which is the Hamiltonian H restricted to a S = M sector.
Let us take A = ¢l — H|g==p for some large value of ¢ such that A is nonnegative. In each S* sector, a pair of
two basis vectors can be always connected by the successive applications of A because Y, §]5;,, + h.c. can connect
all different basis vectors after applied enough [I2]. As A has the unique largest eigenvalue, H|g-—ps has the unique
smallest eigenvalue. This holds for a generic value of s. Therefore, the chain Hamiltonian H (chain) proposed in the
main text has the groundstate degeneracy of at most 2sL + 1. .

In Fig. we show exact diagonalization results to illustrate the behavior under perturbation where we set J = 1.
In the following, we describe properties of the model in three different regimes of § = 0, 6 > 0, and § < 0, which
demonstrates its similarity to the spin-1 ferromagnetic Heisenberg model perturbed with an Ising interaction, i.e.,
Hxxzp in Eq. with D=0and A =-1, A< —1and A > —1.
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(a) ) Excitation spectrum L =8, 6 = 0.0 (b) ) Excitation spectrum L = 8, 6 = 0.2 (C) ) Excitation spectrum L = 8, § = -
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FIG. S3. Dispersion for perturbed chain model. For § # 0, spectrums are shifted so that the groundstate has zero energy.
(a) (L,8) = (3,0), (b) (L,6) = (8,0.2), (¢) (L, ) = (8,~0.2), (d) (L,6) = (16,0), () (L,8) = (16,0.2), (f) (L, ) = (16,~0.2).
In (a,d), the groundstate degeneracy at k = 0 is 2L 4+ 1. The black dashed line in (a,d) corresponds to the analytically solvable
dispersion in the S* = (L — 1) sector, Ex = 4(1 —cosk). In (b,e), the groundstate degeneracy is 2, appearing in the S* = £L
sector, and the gap of 2§ = 0.4 persists across all system sizes. This implies the presence of Zy symmetry breaking. In (c,f),
the groundstate is unique, appearing in the S* = 0 sector. The insets for (d) and (f) plot the gaps between the groundstate
and the lowest k # 0 excitation, along with quadratic (1/L?) and linear (1/L) fitting functions, respectively

a Although the gap between the groundstate and the excitation at k = 0 is smaller, it is a constant determined by the strength of |§|.
Thus this gap is expected to be irrelevant in the thermodynamic limit.

A. =0

The model under investigation is frustration-free, with its groundstate exhibiting 2L + 1-fold degeneracy. As we
elaborated in the main text, there is a zero-energy state for each S* sector, giving rise to 2L + 1 states that saturate
the aforementioned bound from the Perron-Frobenius theorem.

Furthermore, the model is exactly solvable in the S = +£(L — 1) sectors. The black dashed line in Fig. a,d)
corresponds to this analytically solvable line where E = 4(1 — cos k). This branch at S* = +(L — 1) agrees with that
of the ferromagnetic Heisenberg model. However, while the ferromagnetic Heisenberg model has exact degeneracy at
this point due to SO(3) symmetry, the chain model has SO(3) symmetry only at the groundstate manifold, thus there
exist some excitations at k = 2w/L with energies lower than 4(1 — cosk). Nevertheless, as we increase the system
size, we can observe 1/L? scaling of the gap as illustrated in the inset of Fig. d), where the data is obtained for
L € [8,18].

Note that the plot shows excitations with k& > 2 whose energies are significantly lower than the single particle energy
denoted by the dashed line. This is originated from bound states of multiple excitations, which is the generic feature
of the quadratically dispersing system. Roughly speaking, two excitations with £ = 1 would have a net energy lower
than that of a single particle excitation with k& = 2 due to E ~ k? dispersion. For example, at k = 2, the lowest
energy of the S* = (L — 1) branch would be much higher than the lowest energy of the S* = (L — 2) branch; this
latter branch corresponds to the bound state of two excitations with k = 1.

B. 6>0

The model is no longer frustration-free. Interestingly, the model has the two-fold groundstate degeneracy arising
from the S = £L sectors. The first excited states are coming from S% = +(L — 1) sectors and the gap is exactly
given by 20 which persists across all system sizes examined. This behavior is very similar to the ferromagnetic
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Hamiltonian perturbed by the Ising interaction, which immediately leads to the ferromagnetic ordering in z-direction.
This corresponds to the spontaneous breaking of the Zs symmetry generated by a 7 rotation about the z (or y)-axis,

and the spectrum is gapped.

C. <0

Again, the model is not frustration-free. The model has a unique groundstate at S, = 0 sector. Furthermore, a
careful analysis shows that its gap scales as 1/L, as shown in the inset of Fig. f). This low-energy behavior is
captured by the Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid theory, similar to the XY phases of Hxxzp(A, D) in Eq. (S8) [40H43].

III. HIDDEN SO(3) STRUCTURE

As explained in the main text, the groundstates of HEM) and A (chain) cap be expressed as

1

Ny
chain 1

pr)iete = == 7 [{mad).

M fmi}| 32, mi=M

AT = o (7)),

for M = —sL,—sL+1,---,sL. We find

Ny - \/(QSL)!(SL - M)t

(sL+ M)!
N, = > 1.
{mi}| >0, mi=M
Here we discuss their relations.
1 (sL — M)! {5
)E = > S 60 )

L
M ; -
{ki}| 2y ki=sL—M,0<k;<2s [z kit iy

_ (sL-M)! > ﬁ (Zj)lﬂ{mi =s—ki})

Nu . oy
(ki } SOE, ki=sL—M,0<k;<2s =1

L 1/2
=5 [{mi})
N S mema i N
sL — M)! a
D S vl
{mi}| 32, mi=M
(sL — M)IN},

— A—lM(chain)
(oL = 2Dt Gt jagyie),

where we used (3;)|s); = ((22;3!;5)!1 s — k).

Similarly, starting from the ‘all down’ state |®}), we can write the groundstates of H™M) ag

1

Q+\s (5L+M)'NI ~ chain
‘M)(FM)ZE(S+) L+M|(I)6>:WMM 1 gy (chain)
Therefore,
M|M)FM) = w“w)((:hain) _ M|M>(chain)-

NM N—M

(S11)

(S12)

(S13)

(S14)

(S15)
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Since M|®y) = |Bo) and M|®}) = |®}), we obtain

1
(sL — M)INY,

1

|M>(chain) _
(sL + M)INY,

(MS™ MM Bg) = (MST M1 EAM|5p), (S16)

IV. INTERPOLATING HAMILTONIAN

In this section, we discuss the interpolating Hamiltonian between the ferromagnetic Heisenberg model

L
W=, (817)
i=1
g = e z(ers + 8785 ,) — J§8; (S18)
A : 9 i+1 i+1 3 2141
and our spin chain model
L .
H(chain) — ZHi(Cham)’ (819)
i=1
chain J ~ — Az Az
Hz( = = J[s(s +1) = (87)*] [s(s + 1) = (871)%] - 2(5?+ i1 + 87 1211) YEHCHER (520)

Let |®g) = ®Z—L:1 |s); be the fully polarized state. The coherent state defined by

L
o) M) 2= 257 |Dg) = Q) €% |s); (S21)
i=1
is a groundstate of HEM) regardless of « € C, because S = 25:1 3; commutes with HEM) | Tndeed, this state can

be written as |[M)FM) as
sL

L 2s ak 1/2 9] 1/2
(FM) _ = (s —m; N sL—M (FM)
)™ = @3 (67 s D=® 3 o (,20.) = S0 (20 ) e, s

i=1 k=0 i=1 m;=—s M=—sL

On the other hand,

(cham) ® Z at~ mllm Z asL MNI M>(chain). (323)

=1 m;=—s M=—sL

y(chain) " The normalization

is a groundstate of H (chain) regardless of a € C, because it is given as a superposition of |M
factor N}, is defined in Eq.(S11).
To interpolate |a) FM) to |a)(¢h2i) | we introduce g-bracket, g-factorial, and g-binomial, respectively, by

[m]q 11__(]: =14q+---+¢g™ 1, (S24)
[nlg! = [n]qln — 1] -+ [2]4[1q, (525)
k), T [kl n — K]
We introduce an operator M(q) by
L
M(q) = Q) Mi(a), (S27)
R s \"1/2
Aol = (2 ), (529
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and define
|a(q)) = M(g)]a) T (529)

().~ () 55

(Z) T 1, (S31)

la(q)) coincides with |a)F™) at ¢ = 0 and with |a)(h2i?) at ¢ = 1.
We postulate the following form of the interpolating Hamiltonian:

Since the g-binomial satisfies

L

H(q): H;(q), (S32)

S S
N nz az J ~ J AZAZ
() = I Y ala) 67| [ Yo @G| = S @37 (@) + hee) = 8755, (533)
1=0 1=0
where §; (¢) is a generalized lowering operator defined by
3, (@)lm)i = wi(g)lm — 1); (S34)
form = —s+1,—s+2,---,s and 5/ (¢) = (3; (¢))". Furthermore, we assume Ws—(m—1)(q) = wm—s(q) for 1 <
m < s. We require that fAIz(q) to be positive semi-definite. With this condition, one can determine the coefficients
co(q),c1(q), -+ ,cs(q) and ws(q), ws—1(q), -+ by solving that |a(q)) vanishes under the application of H(q) regardless
of a« € C. In practice, we can establish a system of equations by imposing H;(q) to vanish for all two-site states obtained
by projecting |a(g)) onto each magnetization-M sector. Note that H;(q)|a(q)) = 0 if and only if H;(q)Par|la(q)) =0

for all M due to U(1) symmetry, where P, is a projection onto a sector with z-magnetization M.
Below we present the solution for s =1/2,1,3/2,2,5/2, and 3.

1. s=1/2
We find
1
colq) = 9 (S35)
and
wi(q) =1. (S36)
The resulting Hamiltonian is the ferromagnetic Heisenberg model:
- J J
H;(q) = 1= §(§j§;+1 +h.c.) — J5757 (S37)
2. s=1
We find
ci(q) = —¢, (S39)
and

wi(q) = V2y/q + 1. (S40)
The resulting interpolating Hamiltonian

Hi(q) = J[(q +1)— q(§f)2} [(q +1) - Q(§f+1)2} -

agrees with H;(A) in the main text if A is replaced with 1/(¢q + 1).

J
S+ 1)(5F 57, +hee) — J&287, (541)



We find

and

We find

and

We find

and

co(q) =
ci(q) =

c2(q) =

2(¢° +2¢* +3¢® + 5¢* + 49 + 3)

CO(q): 3(q+1) )
C()_q(—5q4—2q3+q2—9q+3)
c(Q):q(q4_q2+q_1)
2 6(q+1) )
¢ +q +q+1
q+q+1
+¢*+q+3
\/7\/ P (@+¢+q+3).
5. s=5/2
8 (15¢° + 15¢° + 25¢* + 25¢* + 70¢® + 10q + 64) ,
157 q(—17¢° — 17¢* + 5¢° + 5¢° — 46q + 22) ,
1 2
— - 2q — 2
2461(61 +q* ¢ +2¢-2),

:(q) =V + B+ g+ 1,

I [@+¢+q+1 4 3 o
s (q) 7 1 (" +++q+4)

1
(0) = 5 (0" + 0"+ 24" +2¢° +5¢" + ¢ +6) .

14

(S42)

(943)

(S44)
(S45)

(S46)
(S47)

(S48)

(S49)

(S50)

(S51)
(S52)

(S53)

(S54)
(S55)

(S56)
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6. s=3
We find
co(q) = 3 (g™ +2¢"0 +4¢° + 6¢° + 8¢" + 13¢° + 13¢° 4+ 16¢* 4+ 19¢° + 17¢° + 11¢ + 10) (857)
o 10(¢% + ¢ +1) ’
erlg) = O (49¢"" + 75¢"% + 78¢° + 58¢® + 564" + 219¢° + 68¢° — 55¢* + 95¢° + 212¢> — 130q — 5) (858)
n= 120(q +1) (2 +q+1) ’
er(q) = (7q" + 8¢ +3¢° — 8¢® — 9¢" + 21¢° — 2¢° — 23¢* — 7¢® + 24¢* — 18¢ + 4) (550)
’ 60(¢+1)(¢> +q+1) ’
era) = 1 (a'' +4" —2¢° —2¢" +3¢° — 3¢" — ¢° +4¢> — 29 + 1) (S60)
’ 120(g + 1) (¢2 + ¢ + 1) ’
and
w3(q) =VO/P +* + P+ P +q+ 1, (S61)
+@+e¢*+q+1
\/> '+ +aP+g (q5+q4+q3+q2+q+5), (562)
qg+1
V3 (" +2¢"° + 4¢° + 6¢° + 8¢ + 13¢° + 13¢° + 16¢* + 19¢® + 17¢> +11q+10)
wi(q) = (563)

5v/ @5 +2¢* +3¢3 +3¢2 +2q+ 1

We remark that in all the above examples the local Hamiltonian ﬁl(q) is positive semi-definite for ¢ > 0. The proof
is as follows. Since H;(q) commutes with S7,,, := 87 + 87, it is block-diagonal with respect to the eigenspaces of
Sz

Z’

i+1- Let Vas be the eigenspace spanned by the basis states |m;);|miy1)i41 with m; +mg1 = M. Since wp,(q) > 0

for all m, it is clear that the restriction of H;(q) to Vas is (i) a matrix whose off-diagonal entries are all nonpositive
and (i%) irreducible, in the basis we work with. Thus we can apply the Perron-Frobenius theorem to conclude that
the ground state within V), is unique and can be written as

W ar)iitr = > Com s [T )i |41 )ig 1, (S64)

(ms,mip1)|mi+mip1=M

where ¢, .m, ., > 0 for all (m;, m;11) such that m; +m;1 1 = M.

By the construction, the zero-energy state of ﬁl(q) in V) is given as the projection of the local coherent state onto
a sector with magnetization M denoted as Par|a(q))ii+1, Where

la(@))iier = Mi(@) Mir1(q) [) 5N = Mi(@)Misr (g) e 5050 [5);]8) i1 (S65)

Since coefficients of P|a(q));+1 in the z-basis are all positive as well, (Uar|Pas|a(q))ii+1 > 0. Since the Perron-
Frobenius theorem tells that there can be no other eigenstate having only positive coefficients, |¥); ;41 must coincide
with the zero-energy state Par|a(q))ii+1 apart from an overall factor. Since the groundstate energy is zero, the

eigenvalues of H;(q) are nonnegative in each Vys, which proves that H;(q) is positive semi-definite.

A. Witten’s conjugation I

The interpolating Hamiltonian constructed above is inspired by Witten’s conjugation [29, [30]. Here we explain the
connection.
The local Hamiltonian
. A s J - .
AT = Js2 — J§ - i = Js(2s + 1) — 5 (5i+ Si)? (S66)

can be decomposed into the summation of the projector onto the spin-s’ subspace (s’ =0,1,--- ,2s):

)25+ 1+ 8) -
AW — JZ 5+ =) p,. (S67)
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Hence, IA{Z-(FM) can be written as

A = Ji2 = JLI L, (S68)
2s

. (2s—s)(2s+ 1+ ") »

L; = P,
SE_O\/ 5 (S69)

Now we construct a one-parameter family of Hamiltonians of the following form:

L
H'(q) = H](q), (570)

1=1
H(q) = M(q) " LIM(q)Ci(g) M(q) LiM(q) ™. (S71)

for which |a(q)) in Eq.(S29) is a groundstate regardless of a € C. Here, Ci(q) describes a local operator around the
ith spin, C;(¢) which is assumed to be positive definite. As far as C;(¢ = 0) = 1 and H/(qg =1) = ﬁgChaln), H!(q) can
be used as an interpolating Hamiltonian.

For example, for s =1,

5oy 3049)? q+g1

q(2+3q) ., ..,
Ci(q) 7( )
3+ 4q 3+4q 2

3T g 8787, 1.

(§j§i_+1 +h.c)+ (S72)

satisfies all the assumptions including the positive definite property for 0 < ¢ < 1. However, we find that C}(q)
can become quite complicated for higher s. To avoid such complication, we directly constructed the interpolating
Hamiltonian without constructing C;(q).

B. Witten’s conjugation II

In this subsection, we discuss another class of frustration-free Hamiltonians obtained by Witten’s conjugation. We
start with the s = 1/2 ferromagnetic Heisenberg model H (FM) — Zle H Z-(FM) with the local Hamiltonian

a™ = ji2 = JilL,, (S73)

- 1
Li = Z — éz . '§i+1; (874)

where the number of sites L is even and L; is a projection operator (ﬁ? = ﬁl) To deform this model, we introduce
the operator M(q) via

M(q) = ¢1/2q55/2 =S i, ($75)
with the inverse
M(g)~! = g5/ L DT g2, (S76)
With this M(q), we get
£ = M) Lalt(@) ™ = § — 50 VS — sV S8k — 8, (s77)

where we used M(q)§EM(q)~! = (ﬁ(_l)i/Qéii and M(q)§?M(q)~' = 82. The construction of the deformed model
proceeds along the same lines as in the previous subsection. We define a one-parameter family of Hamiltonians by

L
HOXD) = N g ), (S78)
=1

¥ — (LY. (S79)
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A straightforward calculation shows that

A(XXZ g+q! T Vs g+q ' (1 Az az q—q! ifaz Az
Hz( ):T 8787 — s8]+ 5 <4_31 Siy1 )+ 1 (=1)"(8] = 8741 ] (580)

which is, up to a prefactor, the local Hamiltonian of the frustration-free model studied in previous work [44H46].
_Since Witten’s conjugation does not change the number of zero-energy states, the ground state degeneracy of
HXXZ) is [, 4 1-fold. By construction it is clear that these degenerate ground states are obtained by acting with a

deformed lowering operator on the fully polarized state |®g) = ®iL=1 1)

D)X = (87 EM @), M =

—+1,-, =, (S81)

,—

L L L
Ny, 2 2 2
where S~ = M(q)S~M(g)~" is the deformed lowering operator and N, is a normalization prefactor.

Interestingly, the s = 1/2 model in Eq. (S80) is deeply connected to a seemingly unrelated model — an anisotropic
extension of the s = 1 ferromagnetic biquadratic model [47, [48]. The Hamiltonian of the model is given by

L

ACV (g, 4, J.) =Y APV (I, dy, 0., (S82)
=1

APV (I, dy, J) = (Jo8585 0 + J,8Y8%, + 15785, (S83)

where the number of sites L is even. In the following, we focus on the special line in the parameter space where
Jz/Jy > 0and J, =0, and argue that the model in a particular subspace can be mapped to the s = 1/2 model (S78).
Note that the same argument applies to the lines obtained by cyclic permutations of the indices x, y, and z.

To proceed, we first note that the subspace consisting of |¢)) such that §7|¢) = £|¢) for all 7 is an invariant subspace
of the Hamiltonian fl(BQ)(Jx, Jy,0). In other words, H}BQ)(JI7 Jy,0) does not create |0) when acting on a product
state of the form |m;);|m;41)i+1, where m;m; 11 = £1. We denote by W the invariant subspace and introduce effective
Pauli operators:

o =1, o7 = |- 11, of =11 = | = 1)i{-1]. (S84)

3 K2

Let us denote by P the orthogonal projection onto W. A tedious but straightforward calculation shows that

L
ACD (], J,,0) = PHEV (], J,,00P = Y A (1, ,,0), (S85)
i=1
L 2 y 2 2 2 2
- eff N U A S Jody ... J2— R
Hf )(JI,JwO) = Z T2Uz‘ Tit+1 9 A 9 L7070 + Ty(a +6741) + Ty . (S86)
where 6% = 6 +6; and 6¢ = (6;7 —6;)/i. To make the link to the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S80), we perform a unitary

transformatlon SU.Ch that & — (=1)%67, 6Y — (—=1)%67, and 67 — 67 in Eq. (S86). As a result, we obtain the local

7

Hamiltonian of H (M (.J,, Jy,0) in the new basis:

2 (eff) Iz
Hy  (Jaydy,0) = =5

Sl

—0; O-’iw+1 - &iy&fﬂ + =01 - &zz&erl) + (‘Uiu(&f - &f+1) . (S87)

%+ 3
2

With the identification J,/.J, < ¢, this local Hamiltonian is, up to a multiplicative constant, equivalent to H (XX2)

in Eq. - This correspondence between the s = 1 and s = 1/2 models clearly explains the presence of hlghly
degenerate ground states on the special line J,/J, > 0 and J, = 0 found in Refs. [47,[48]. Moreover, since the ground
states of fI(BQ)(Jw, Jy,0) are annihilated by J, 5757, + J,8Y57 | for all i, they are zero-energy ground states of a
more general Hamiltonian

L
HOM (T, 0y, 0) =) (8788, + Jy8Y080,,)%, (S88)

i=1
where n = 2,3,---. This is in accord with a recent study by Y-W. Dai et al. [49], where the n = 2 case was studied

in detail.
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V. THE BOGOLIUBOV INEQUALITY
A. T>0

To derive the Bogoliubov inequality, we introduce the correlation function of two operators A and B:
—BEm _ o—BEn 1

E,—E,’

(A, B) = (Bt, A1) := 5/01 dx<eﬁwﬁfie*ﬁwﬁéf> =" (n|Am) (m|B|n)° (S89)

n,m
where the expectation value is taken by the Gibbs state of H. Since this operation is a well-defined inner product

between two operators A and B, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality tells that (A, A)(B,B) > |(4, B)|?. By replacing H
with H(h) and plugging in A = X}, and B = [Qg, H(h)], we obtain

(A,4) =5 / dx RO ﬁ"L’H(h)XT> (S90)
(4,B) ;:5/ d(HH0 R~ PO (), QL) = (X, QL. (S91)
0
1 9 A A~ 3 ~ A~ A A~ A~
(B.B):=p / da( P Qu, B (1)]e A (h), QLT) = ([1Qu, H (W), QL)- (592)
0
Also, we have
_BENL — _ﬂEn BEm _ﬂEn
¥ per ot 18 e I
(A, A) Z\ (n|A|m)| — E B~ 2 nm|<n|A|m>| — 2<AA + ATA),  (S93)
where we used
_BEm, — _/BEn
£ R ) (S94)

E,—E, 2
which follows from tanh(z) < z. Therefore, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality gives

27 |{[iQ}. Xi])*
([[Qr, H(R)], QL))

(Xp X!+ X] X)) > (S95)

B. T=0

To obtain the zero-temperature version of the Bogoliubov inequality, we define the following operator inner product:

(AB)= (A" —pty 51T 4) (S96)
H — EGS H— EGS

where the expectation value is taken in the groundstate |®gg) of H, Eqg is the groundstate energy, P is the projection
onto excited states. By plugging in A = Xy, and B = [Qk, H(h)], we obtain

<kah)P_EGSX'£ + leiEGSXMQk, [H (), Q) > (X PQ}, — QLPXk)[* = (X QUI". (397)

By the definition of wg(h), we find

O e o
H(h) — Egs H(h) — Egs wi(h)

(XWPX] + X[ PXy) < ™ (ZX]+ X[ %) (598)

Combining this with the Bogoliubov inequality (S97)), we obtain the expression we used in the main text:

A
:
©>
?g‘~—)~
>
K‘
[\~]

(X X] + X[ Xe) > (599)
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VI. THE NAMBU-GOLDSTONE THEOREM

The Nambu—-Goldstone theorem guarantees the presence of a gapless excitation when a continuous symmetry is
spontaneously broken, i.e., m(0%) = limj_,o+ limy_,o m(h) # 0. Here we review the proof based on the Bogoliubov
inequality, following Ref. [33] and 34l To this end, instead of inequality in (S98)), we use

<Xk I;WL)F:EGSX;L + X};I:I(h)PiEc,st> S wk.(lh)Q <Xk:(H(h) - EGS)XZ; + X}L(H(h) - EGS)Xk>
= e (e L), X0, (S100)

Combining this with the Bogoliubov inequality (S97)), we find

(X, [ (), XD(QK [H (1), Qu]l)

wi(h)? < o
[(iQL, X))
For |k| < 1, one can take
2O % +
}g&£g)Q@kXD m(0%), (s101)
~ 1O A ~ 2no
i tim QL (), Q] ~ Ik, ($102)
1o o o ,
i T (1K (), K ~ € (3103)
Then, we can show that
c'c
i ' <=k,
i, Jim ww(h) < 4o k| (5104)

VII. THEOREMS ON FRUSTRATION-FREE HAMILTONIANS

Here, following Refs. [14! and [36] we review the derivation of the bound for excitation energies in frustration-free
translatlon invariant Hamlltonlans .

Suppose that H = El 1 H; is frustration-free. We assume the invariance under translation operator 7', i.e.,
THTT = Hl+1 for all i. Without loss of the generality, we can assume that (i) H; acts nontrivially only on the

site i and i + 1 and (ii) H; is a projection operator (H? = H;) onto excited states. If the first assumption is not
satisfied, we can combine several sites together (i.e., coarse-graining) until this assumption holds. Furthermore, if

the second assumption is not automatically fulfilled, we modify eigenvalues of HZ-7 without changing eigenvectors, in
such a way that the smallest eigenvalue is 0 and other eigenvalues are 1. This process keeps all essential features
such as whether the system is gapless or gapped, as well as the scaling of the gapless excitation. Without loss of
generality, after shifting H; by a proper constant, H; = > anPin, where a,, > 0 and P; ,, is a pl”Q]eCtOI‘ onto an n-th

eigenvector. The groundstate of H= > H; has a zero energy. Among non-zero eigenvalues of Hl, denote dpin/max

as the smallest/largest eigenvalue of H;. Now, define Qz = >, Pin and HQ = > QZ Then, due to the positive
semidefiniteness of projector operators, it is straightforward that

amin'yQ(L) < ’Y(L) < amaX’YQ(L) (8105)

where v(L) and vo(L) are gaps for H and HQ respectively for system size L. Therefore, by studying H?, one can
rigorously study the scaling form of the excitation gap of H.

A. Knabe’s theorem

We set the groundstate energy to be 0. Let us take a length £ (3 < ¢ < L/2) and define subsystem Hamiltonian by

HPPO = Z Hyysie (S106)
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We write the smallest nonzero eigenvalue of H and H OBC LB and eOBC respectively.
Knabe showed [36]
(-1 1
PBC OBC _
> . 5107
‘Lo=y 2 (6 0 1> (5107)
This relation can be shown by the property ﬁf = H; of the projector.
1 R
H2 I:[ IA{OI_BC 2
T (-2 Zl( £
ro=
L 1 1 L -2
=D M+ o H = 3 Y Hegrillags,
i,j=1 ro=11,j=0
L 1
- H+QZH1H1+1+ Z | AHlH] +
i=1 1<i4,5<L, 2<]i—j|
L -2 L ¢-3
R D S) I ANEES o) o SV ANNES SRR DR A A
zo=1i=0 zo=1i=0 20=10<i,j<l—2,2<|i—j]|
= -3 SRS DR A
1<i,j<L,2<|i—j] zo=10<i,j<f—2,2<|i—j]|
L (-2 L -2 [ 1—2
S S /E0) ) oy VRS o) 3 SR A A
0<i,j<L, 0—1<]i—j]| =1 d=2 wo=1d=2 \i,j=0
=24 1L
- > | H;H; +2Ze 2ZHHM
0<i,j<L, b—1<[i—j]| i=1
> 0. (S108)

In the second last line, we used ngio 04,j—i; = L—1—d. The last inequality follows because the products of commuting
projectors are positive semidefinite.
Also, we have

L
> HPRO)? = P Z HPPC = (0= 1)e?PCH. (S109)
5130:1 o= 1

Therefore,

=27 T f—2 L =
Tro=—
. /-1 1 .
2>~ (9B~ )\ [ 11
= —2(65 —1 (5110)

This gives the inequality (S107)).

B. Gosset—Mozgunov’s improvement

Gosset—Mozgunov improved the bound in (S107)) by modifying the OBC Hamiltonian:

HOBC = Zcz Toi (S111)
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with parameters ¢; = (€ — 1) + (¢ — 2)i —i? = % — (i+1—£)% We will use

-3 -2
(= —1)( 1
e = CEDEZD ZC, en (5112)
i=0 i=0
This time we find
L
H? + BH —a Y (HPRC)?
zro=1
L (-2
= Z H H +ﬁH -« Z Z czchgDOJﬂHIOJrj
4,j=1 xro=11,7=0

L
H+2) HiHi+ > H:H; | +BH
i=1 0<i,j<L,2<i—j]|

L (-2 L ¢-3
g E & on—H +2 E § Czcz+1Hx0+sz0+z+l + E E cicjHygriHyot g
xo=1 1=0 zo=1 1=0 zro=1 OS'LJSZ 2, 2§|zfj|

-2 -3 L
(1 +ﬁ —aZcf) IA{+2 (1 — OéZCiCH_l) Z]:I]]:I +1
=0 =0 j=1
L
+ Z I;[ZI;[J -« Z Z Cicjﬁ$0+iﬁwo+j

0<4,5<L,2<|i—j| zo=10<4,j<l—2,2<|i—j|
_o_ L
Zl CiCit1 — Zf:Z dCiC¢+d o7
- 3 H,H; +QZ 0= ==0 > HjHjyq
0<i,j<L, 0—1<]i—j]| 2o CiCit1 j=1
2 —1)(503 — 5dl? — 50+ d3 + d) PN
- Z ‘ HH+QZ 02 —1)(2—4) ZHJ'Hj+d
0<4,j<L, 4—1<]i—j| j=1
>0 (S113)
In the derivation, we set  and £ in such a way that
-3 £1—2 30 5
_ 2 _ : _ _
17C\f;cici+lfo, 1+,87C¥20270, 1.e., a—m, B—£2_4 (8114)

Also, we used the fact that 503 — 5d€? —5+d>+d>0forall2<d<{—2.
Let us consider the eigenspace of H with eigenvalue GEBC. As we show in the next subsection, there exists a state
|¢) in this space such that

0o0+1
(OILECY|6) 2 7 N (g om0y (s115)
Hence,
Z 2
5 o
(OI(HO )P |9) > B¢ Zcz (@ Hrg il 0), (S116)
1=0
which implies
L W+1) S U2 -1)
> (¢l(H HOBCY|g) > 0BCepBC G éi=Te?BCeEBC- (S117)

zo=1 i=0
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Combining these results, we find

L
- 560+ 1)
PBC\2 PBC OBCY2 OBC_PBC
(") + Bep ™™ > awgl@\(He,xo ) lg) > 6(02 _4)613 €1 - (S118)
Therefore,
50(0 4 1) 5 500+ 1) 6
PBC - OBC _ OBC . 1
Lo =g 2—1 62—4)\“ 0C+1) (S119)

C. Proof of Eq.(S115)

We choose |¢) to be a simultaneous eigenstate of the Hamiltonian H and the translation operator 7' with eigenvalues
e?BC and €%, respectively.

Let Wy denote the groundstate subspace of H Zo)fz)c and let ]5@?5)0 denote the projector onto Wy. Then, we have

POBCH . 1, . POBC g (8120)

Z,Io

for 0 < i < £— 2. It follows that ngoc =1 — POBC the projector onto the orthogonal complement of W, satisfies

lyxog
QOBCIA{IoJri = ﬁwo+iQOBC = I;[IOJri (8121)

L,z 4,z0

for0<i</{-—2.
If ngoc|q§> = 0 then Eq.(S115) trivially holds. So we assume ngoq(b) # 0. Then we define

1 ~
@) = ———— QP |9). S122
I 1QEECg) | " ) (5122)

By these definitions, we have
(GIHR)?10) = (@' |(Hn )16 N QE 16) = (¢ HR 16 (91Q0m, 16) = (¢ |Hn |8 G H R |6).  (S123)
Also, by the translation invariance of |¢),

<¢|Q2§ocﬁwo+i6?2§§|¢> (¢ Hauyri] )

Ml =T 000 00l S0
is independent of 0 < ¢ < ¢ — 2. Therefore,
1) F7OBC) 41 - 1] / 1« nioBe o < {+1) ope
(¢'|Hy 1) = ;Ci@ |Hyorild') = m;(ﬂ(ﬁ |Hy o |07) > —5 ¢ (5125)

Combining (S123) and (S125)), we obtain Eq.(S115)).
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