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Recent case-by-case studies revealed that the dispersion of low energy excitations in gapless
frustration-free Hamiltonians is often quadratic or softer. In this work, we argue that this is actually
a general property of such systems. By combining a previous study by Bravyi and Gosset and the
min-max principle, we prove this hypothesis for models with local Hilbert spaces of dimension two
that contains only nearest-neighbor interactions on cubic lattice. This may be understood as a no-go
theorem realizing gapless phases with linearly dispersive excitations in frustration-free Hamiltoni-
ans. We also provide examples of frustration-free Hamiltonians in which the plane-wave state of a
single spin flip does not constitute low energy excitations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Accurately investigating the ground states and excited
states of quantum many-body systems is often challeng-
ing. It is hence common practice to analyze the sys-
tem of interest using the simplest possible model that
belongs to the same phase. Frustration-free systems, in
particular, are relatively easy to handle, and their exact
ground states and excited states are sometimes accessi-
ble. For these reasons, frustration-free systems have been
widely used as representative models of various phases of
matter. Therefore, elucidating the general properties of
frustration-free systems and understanding the limits of
the phases that can be realized by frustration-free Hamil-
tonians hold significant importance.

Numerous frustration-free systems posses an excitation
gap. Notable examples include the Majumdar—Ghosh
(MG) model, known as a toy model realizing sponta-
neous breaking of discrete translational symmetry, the
Affleck—Kennedy-Lieb—Tasaki (AKLT) model, represent-
ing a symmetry-protected topological phase, and the Ki-
taev Toric code model, serving as the canonical model
for topologically ordered phases*?. The parent Hamil-
tonians of Matrix Product States (MPS) also feature an
excitation gap?.

There are also frustration-free Hamiltonians with gap-
less excitations. For example, the uncle Hamiltonian of
MPS4, various models at critical points, and models re-
lated to spontaneously broken continuous symmetries®6
are gapless. Through recent investigation of these mod-
els, the general properties of frustration-free systems have
gradually become clearer.

In this paper, we discuss two conjectures regarding
frustration-free systems. The first is about the finite-size
gap between degenerate ground states. Generally, even if
the ground states are degenerate in the thermodynamic
limit, their energy eigenvalues in a finite-size system do
not precisely match due to the finite-size gap. However,
in frustration-free systems, the ground states are exactly
degenerate even before taking the thermodynamic limit.
In other words, we can judge whether a frusration-free
system is gapped or not by looking at the limiting be-

havior of the difference between the ground state energy
and the second lowest energy level.

The second conjecture concerns the dispersion rela-
tion of low-energy excitations in frustration-free sys-
tems. Although gapless modes typically have a linear
dispersion, it is known that the ferromagnetic Heisenberg
model, which is a representative frustration-free Hamil-
tonian, have a spin wave excitation with a quadratic
dispersion®. In fact, our second conjecture asserts
that gapless frustration-free systems generally have a
quadratic or softer dispersion relation. Although there
are several arguments supporting this statement in lit-
erature (for example, see Refs. [BHY)), they are applicable
only to the case where the low-energy excitations are ob-
tained by applying a sum of local operators to a ground
state. We provide a general proof for spin-1/2 models
with nearest-neighbor interaction on cubic lattice based
on the result of Bravyi and Gosset?. We also discuss
examples with longer-range interactions and show that
gapless excitations with quadratic dispersion may not be
obtained by a sum of local operators.

II. OVERVIEW
1. Setting and definitions

In this work, we consider Hamiltonians defined on a
finite d-dimensional lattice A:

H=) H,. (1)

reA

The local Hilbert space on each lattice site 7 € A is
assumed to be finite dimensional, which is denoted by
Dy. Let |A] be the number of lattice sites in A. Then
the dimension of the total Hilbert space is D = D(‘JAl. We
assume that the Hamiltonian is local in the sense that
H,. acts nontrivially on the sites within a finite distance
R from 7.

Let us write eigenvalues of H as

Ei<Ey<.---<Ep. (2)



The thermodynamic limit |A] — oo is taken by a se-
quence of increasing system size.

The system is said to be gapped if there exists an in-
teger Naog (1 < Nyog < D), which may depend on the
system size, such that

li E —F)=0 3
|A|1£I>100( Ndeg 1) J ( )
A = |A1‘l£>noo (ENdeg"Fl - ENdeg) # O (4>

Otherwise the system is gapless. The limit in Eq.
defines the excitation gap A. When Ngeg > 2, the quan-
tity En,,, — E1 is referred to as the finite-size gap among
degenerate ground states. When the degeneracy origi-
nates from spontaneous breaking of a discrete symmetry
or formation of a topological order, it generically decays
exponentially with the system size. Even when Ngeg con-
verges to a finite number in the large |A| limit, its value
for a finite system may be ambiguous due to the possible
system-size dependence.

The Hamiltonian is translation invariant if there exists
an operator T for each lattice vector a such that T H, =
H,,+aT for all » € A. This is possible only when the
periodic boundary condition (PBC) is imposed.

The Hamiltonian is frustration-free if a ground state
|®o) of H is a simultaneous ground state of every local
Hamiltonian H,2. In this case, without loss of generality
and without modifying the ground states and low-energy
excitations of the system one may assume that each H,.
is a projector, i.e. Q = Q, and Q,,|<I>0> =0 forall r e
A. Under this ch01ce the ground state energy becomes
E;=0.

2. Conjectures on frustration-free Hamiltonian

Let us state our conjectures one by one. The first con-
jecture is that, when the Hamiltonian is frustration-free
and gapped, the finite-size gap among ground states pre-
cisely vanishes before taking the thermodynamic limit:

En,., = E1. (5)

For example, in the AKLT model for spin s = 1 chain
under OBC, the four-fold ground state degeneracy due
to the edge modes is exact. The four-fold topological
degeneracy in the Kitaev toric code under PBC is also
exact.

This implies the following criterion for the excitation
gap in frustration-free systems. Let Ndeg (1< Ndeg < D)
be the number of exact zero energy states, i.e.,

Eﬁdeg+1 75 E17 (6)

which may also depend on the system size (see, for ex-
ample, Eq. below). The Hamiltonian is gapped if
and only if

ENdeg = Ela

lim (E

|A|—o0

Nagt1 — E1) > 0. (7)

Namely, one can set Ngeg = Ndeg. Actually this criterion
has been used as the definition of the excitation gap in
previous studies (for example, see Refs. [0HIT)). Note that
Ndeg is well-defined even for gapless systems unlike Ngeg.

The second conjecture is that, when the Hamiltonian is
translation-invariant, frustration-free, and gapless, there
exists a family of variational states |Uy) that are orthog-
onal to all the ground states and satisfy

Ta|Uk) = e ™% y,), (8)
(Ug|H| W) = O(|k — ko|*, L) (9)

for some ky. Namely, the low energy excitation of the
system is not linearly dispersive about the gapless point
at k = ko.

For systems under OBC, the result of Refs. 10l 12, and
13 gives us the bound Eg , —F) < O(L~2). Although
this is consistent with our conjecture, it is not directly
applicable to the PBC caseY.

8. Min-mazx principle

Next, let us review the min-max principle, which sup-
ports our conjectures. We compare two Hamiltonians H
and H' acting on a D-dimensional Hilbert space. The
eigenvalues of H and H' are, respectively, denoted by E;
and E} (j =1,2,---, D) in the increasing order. Suppose

that V.= H' — H is positive semi-definite:

vV >0. (10)

That is, (®|V|®) > 0 for any state |®). In other words,

all the eigenvalues of V' are nonnegative. In this setting,
the min-max principle states that

E; > Ej (11)

for every j = 1,2,---,D (see Theorem A.7 of Ref).
This statement is trivial when the two Hamiltonians can
be diagonalized by a common unitary operator, but it
holds more generally. Since the proof is elementary, we
review it in Appendix [A]

Two corollaries follow immediately from the min-max
principle. Let us consider two frustration free Hamilto-
nians H = Z cA Q, and H' = D oreA Q Suppose that

V= H '—His positive-semidefinite. Then the inequality
in (11)) implies that the number of zero-energy states of
H cannot be smaller than that of H':

Nacg > Njeg- (12)
Furthermore,
lim E;=0 = lim E; =0. (13)
|A]— o0 [A]—o0

This relation suggests that if (i) H is gapped and (i)
Ndeg is bounded by a system-size independent constant,
then H’ is also gapped. This relation was previously used
for interacting Kitaev chains in Refs. (14l and [15l



III. 1D EXAMPLES WITH
NEAREST-NEIGHBOR INTERACTIONS

In this section, we discuss a chain of L qubits with open
boundary condition (OBC) and PBC following Ref.
The Hilbert space on each qubit is spanned by |0) and |1),
which may be interpreted as [1) and |]) for an s = 1/2
spin. Let us consider the translation-invariant Hamilto-
nian with nearest-neighbor interactions:

L L—1
H =" Qeatr, H =) Quup1.  (14)

rx=1 =1
Here, Quz41 = Q2,4 is a projector nontrivially acting

on the spins at  and x + 1. The interaction range of this
Hamiltonian is 1. The number of +1 eigenvalues of a
projector is called the rank. The Hamiltonian H pbe hag
the translation symmetry T which satisfies TQ,_ 12 =
Q:v w+1T

The seminal work by Bravyi and Gosset” showed that
H°b¢ can be gapless only When the projector Qm z+1 18
unitary equivalent to Eqs. , ) for the rank 1 case
and Eq. . ) for the rank 2 case. Then the min-max
principle implies the same for HPP¢ at least when Ndeg
under OBC is finite, since Hpbe _ fobe — QLJ >0is
positive semi-definite. We will see that the fully polarized
state

|@0) = ) [0)5 = [0---0) (15)

is a common ground state of these Hamiltonians. Fur-
thermore, the plane-wave state of a single spin flip

) Z eelz), (16)

|z) =&, |<I>0) [0---010---0) (17)
z—1 L—x
with k :== 27m/L (m = 1,2,---L) is a common varia-
tional state among these examples and has a quadratic
dispersion relation. That is,

Lo 2
= Z |‘QI,$+1|\I/]C>H

E(k) = (U HP>[Wy)
- Z zk(a: T ) Hpbc|x> O((ki _ k‘o)Q)

for some kq.

A. Rank 1 case

Let us start with the rank 1 case. We write

Qw,w-i-l = |¢>w,w+1 <¢

where |¢), ,+1 is a normalized state for two spins at x
and x4+ 1. Without loss of generality one can assume the
form

) = (a+1iB)|01) + (a + i7)[10) + 6[11), (20)
a,B,7,0 €R, 222+ 2 +42+5% =1 (21)

by performing a local unitary transformation (see Ap-
pendix [B| for the derivation)”. The model has U(1) spin
rotation symmetry about the z axis if and only if § = 0.

Since the matrix elements are known, the Hamilto-
nian in Eq. can be expressed in terms of spin op-
erators 53 and 87,, (a = x,y,2). For example, when

(CY, /8; Y 6) = :l:(07 1/\/57 _1/\/57 O), QAI’I+1 beCOIneS the
projector onto the spin-singlet state (|01) — [10))/+/2:
Quatr =1570, (22)
N N 1 R R 1. R R
H;QOH =1- 5(3:1: + 8,41)% = Z]l — 85 8p41. (23)

The corresponding Hamiltonian is the ferromagnetic
Heisenberg model. Any state that is invariant under
permutations of any two qubits (e.g., the fully-polarized
state and the W state) is a ground state of this model.
As a basis of such states, we can choose

S[0---01---1) (n=0,1,---L), (24)

L—n n

where & is the symmetrization operator, uniformly av-
eraging over the (i) = (L#n'),n, states. This model is
known to be gapless due to the presence of a spin-wave
excitation (k) = 2sin?(k/2) under PBC.

To analyze more general cases, let us introduce a ma-

trix
W11y \ _ [(a—ip 1)
—{|10) ) — 0 —a+1y )’
(25)
The model defined by Egs. , , and can be

gapless only when det my, = (o« —if)(—a+ivy) # 0, i.e.,
|4) is entangled”. In this case, we introduce an invert-
ible operator M composed of nonuniform powers of the
matrix m.:

_— ( wlon)
= = wloo)

M:=1®my®m,®-
iy = (e = if)]0)(0] —

This operator maps |¢) to the singlet state:

S @mih (26)
(o —iy)[1) (1] +6]0)(1].  (27)

MY )zzr1 = (detmy™) (J01) a1 — [10)z,011), (28)

It follows that Qm,m—l for the state in Eq. can be
connected to 11530 | as

Q.1 = Aldet my (VTS0 MYV M),
(29)



This type of non-unitary transformation is known as Wit-
ten’As conjugation16=17. As a consequence, ground states

of H°P¢ takes the form?
MS|0---01---1)
S~

L—n n

(n=0,1,---L). (30)

The Hamiltonian under PBC has an additional term
Q r.1- Every ground state of H°PC remains a ground state

of HPPe if mw is proportional to the identity matrix 1.
+ .

However, except when (o, 3,7,d) = 7%(0,1,—1,0) dis-

cussed above, mi is not proportional to 1 for some L.

In such a case, the ground state of HPPe s restricted
to the product state of the eigenstates of my; that is,

|®o) =|00---0) and |uw---u), where
_ [2a—i(B+)II1) —50)
fu) = Vi + (B+7)2+62 (3D

One can easily check that (1|00) = (¢¥|uu) = 0. There-
fore, the exact ground state degeneracy of this model can
be summarized as”

N L+1 ifmfux1
Niee = ¥ ’ 32
deg { 2 otherwise. (32)

The variational state |¥) in Eq. with k£ # 0 is
orthogonal to the ground states at least when mfb is not
proportional to 1, since their translation eigenvalues are
different. The energy expectation value in Eq. can

be computed as
L
B) = D0 [l [W0)[ = | (@0[10) + (w01
x=1

—i7) + (a —iB)e*|?

(
= ’(1 —0%) +2(a® + By) cosk + 2a(B — ) sink
=(1-0%) = V(1= 62)2 = (8% —12)2 cos(k — ko).
(33)
In going to the last line, we defined
o +9p
cos kg = — \/(a2 e P Ty 7)27 (34)
sin kg = — B ) (35)

Va2 +9B2 +a2(8 -2
It follows that E(k) can be bounded below as

E(k) > (1-06%) = V(1-0%)2 = (8> =4%)2. (36)

The right-hand side vanishes when 32 = 42, implying
the existence of gapless excitations when v = +5. In
this case F(k) can be rewritten as

E(k) = 2(1 = 6%) sin®((k — ko)/2), (37)

which confirms our conjecture in the rank 1 case. When
v = f3, ko is precisely 7, but it takes more general value
when = —f. This result is consistent with Ref” which
mathematically proved that H°P¢ is gapped if and only

if 8% #~°.

B. Rank 2 case

Next let us dlscuss the rank 2 case. In this case the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (14]) can be gapless only when Qgc T+1
is unitary equlvalent to the XY model with an external
magnetic field:

G185 + 554

1+ [¢[?
(38)

9) 1.:1]1_C$m+1+c ;erl_
S LTI

with ¢ € C?. One may express this Hamiltonian as
ker Qy »41 = span{|00),]10) + ¢[01)}.  (39)

When ¢ = 1, ground states of Qile-',-l are the fully-
polarized state |®g) and the zero momentum state of
single spin flip |¥y), regardless of the boundary condi-

tion. We find that Qwﬂ_l with ¢ # 1 can be obtained
from ngzl_i_l by Witten’s conjugation as

QI,I+1 ( Qx w-‘rl A )TC(F 513+1(MQ$;];‘1-1M )
(40)
where
M=1gm @mie - @m: ", (41)
e = [0)(0] + ¢[1)(1], (42)

oy (A=LPP

W(HOMOH +(01)(10]).  (43)

Hence, the ground states of H°b¢ with ¢ # 1 are given by
M|®o) = |®o) and M|Wo) oc S ¢*1|z). The latter
remains a ground state of HPbe if and only if ¢ = 1.
Because of the U(1) symmetry of the Harmltoman in
Eq. . the plane-wave state |¥y) in Eq. (L6]) is actually

an exact eigenstate of HPPe. The eigen energy is given
by

B |eik . C|2 B |6i(k7k0) . |<||2
B = T = 1r e
1ol 4

where ko is defined by ¢ = [¢|e**o. Hence, the model is
gapless and the conjecture holds when || = 1, regardless
of ¢¥ =1 or not.

C. Degeneracy in gapped cases

Although our main focus is on gapless models, let us
discuss the ground state degeneracy of gapped cases for
the model in Eq. . This result will be used in our
discussion for higher dimensional models in Sec. [[V]

Let us start with the rank 1 model. In the 7?2 # /32
case, the formula Eq. implies that Ngeg = 2, because



m! cannot be proportional to 1 when the absolute values

of the diagonal elements o —i8 and —a+1iy do not agree.
The o = 8 = v = 0 case is exceptional. In this case |¢) =
£|11) is a symmetric product state and any product state
with no consecutive 1’s is a ground state. Hence, the
ground state degeneracy under PBC with L > 3 is given
by the Lucas numbert®

= =)
L—n+1 L—n-1
Ndeg: Z ( n >_ Z ( n—2 >’ (45)

n=0 n=2

which increases exponentially with the system size L.
Here | z] represents the greatest integer less than or equal
to x € R. We append the derivation in Appendix [C]

Next, let us discuss the rank 2 case. When [(| # 1,
the ground state of HPPe composed of the projector in
Eq. ( is umque (Ngeg = 1) because (¥ cannot be 1.
Accordlng to Ref? , Naeg < 2 holds even for other rank 2
models under OBC. The min-max principle in Eq.
implies the same under PBC.

In summary, for translation-invariant s = 1/2 chains
with nearest neighbor interactions, the ground state de-
generacy in the gapped cases is bounded as

Ndeg <2, (46)

except for the rank 1 model with a = =~ =0.

IV. 2D MODELS WITH NEAREST-NEIGHBOR
INTERACTIONS

In this section, we generalize the results in the previous
section to two and three dimensional models using the
min-max principle.

We consider a square lattice of s = 1/2 spins and as-
sume the Hamiltonian of the form:

L
H® = Y (Quu)rim) + Qaw@osn)s  (47)

z,y=1

where Q(I,y),(m/,y) is a projector acting on two spins at
(z,y) and (2',y’) [Fig. [1] (a)]. We impose PBC and as-
sume the translation invariance in both z and y direc-
tions. Our goal is to show that when H?P is frustra-
tion free and gapless, there exists a variational state with
properties in Egs. and @D
Let us decompose the 2D Hamiltonian into 1D chains
in two different ways.
A% Z O L O Z 0 e g
The first choice is the simple one, decomposing the sys-
tem into decoupled chains as illustrated in Fig.[1| (b) and

HY — Z A;D, HlD ZQ(g@,y) (z+1,y)> (49)

y=1
L

H® = Z 20, HP = ZQ(MJ) @@yt (50)
=1 y=1

For each y, H';D describes the Hamiltonian for the chain

along the x axis; similarly, for each z, H 1D describes the
Hamiltonian for the chain along the y axis. The second
choice is illustrated in Fig. [1] (d) and (e), in which the
chains are connected into one piece.

Even when these 1D Hamiltonians are frustration-free,
whether the total Hamiltonian H2P = H® + @ —
H® + H'? remains frustration-free or not is, in gen-
eral, nontrivial. However, this issue can be easily gone
around in our case. When either H'() or H'® is
gapped with a finite ground state degeneracy, the min-
max principle suggests that H?P is also gapped, because
H® = F20 _ g'D) and ’® = A20 — F'(®) are pos-
itive semi-definite!?. Hence, we can restrict ourselves to
the case where both AH'® and H'®?) are gapless, imply-
ing that H® and H® are also gapless. Furthermore,
as we have seen in Sec. [[TI, when the Hamiltonian for
an s = 1/2 spin chain with nearest-neighbor interaction
is gapless, the fully polarized state |®o) in Eq. is
a common zero-energy ground state among all models.
Hence, the 2D version of the fully polarized state

L

|(I)0> = ® |O>(z,y) (51)

z,y=1

is a simultaneous ground state of all terms in H? im-
plying that H?P is frustration-free.

To construct a variational state for low-energy excita-
tions, let us define the plane-wave state of a single spin
flip by

L
> ellherthalar ). (52)

z,y=1

1
d ==
| (kmvk?/)> L

The variational energy is given by

E(ky, ky) = (®k, 5, | H?P

L
= (s o) | 1@k, 1))

y=1

L
+ > (P, 1AL
x=1

= E(k2) + E(ky), (53)

Pk, 1))

e[ TP



(b) M

(c) H®)

FIG. 1. The illustration of the 2D model in Eq. and its decomposition into 1D models.

where we used the relation

L
1 : ’ A
Blk) =7 3 M@ Py, (54)

x,x’'=1

L
1 : ’ A
Blky) =1 3 ™0y | HPwy).  (55)

y,y'=1

Therefore,
E(ky, ky) = O((ks — ko)?, (ky — ko)?) (56)

The discussion above can be readily extended to
the cubic lattice in three dimensions. The varia-
tional energy of the plane-wave state |(I)(kx,ky,kz)> =
[,—3/2 ZL ei(kzw—&-kyy—&-kzz)é*

z,y,z2=1 (z,y,
by E(k;) + E(ky) + E(k,).

Finally, let us discuss whether this analysis can be
generalized to other form of lattices. For example,
the nearest-neighbor interaction on the triangular lattice
contains a diagonal interaction

2) | Do) is simply given

L
Z Q(w,y),(w-}-l,y—l)- (57)

z,y=1

More generally, when an interaction Q(zyy)’(ﬂdz’wdy)
among the spins at (z,y) and (x + dg,y + dy) is added,
the variational energy obtains a term

E(kydy + kydy)
L
= ) (P, )| Qo). (o4 e yrdy) | Pika i) (B8)

z,y=1

Hence, the variational state generically becomes gapped
unless E(ko(dz + dy)) = 0. When ko = 0 (for example,
in the ferromagnetic Heisenberg model), this condition
can be easily satisfied, but otherwise some fine-tuning is
required.

V. 1D EXAMPLES WITH NEXT
NEAREST-NEIGHBOR INTERACTIONS

In Sec. [T} we showed that frustration-free Hamilto-
nians for s = 1/2 spin chains with nearest-neighbor in-

teractions have a common ground state and a low-energy
variational state. This observation was the key in demon-
strating the softness of the dispersion relation in higher
dimensional models in Sec. [Vl

In this section, we discuss s = 1/2 spin chains with
longer-range interactions. We assume that the Hamilto-
nian has the following form

L L—2

If[pr o A f{obc R A

= Qac,ac+1,;c+27 = Qac,x+1,ac+2-
=1 z=1

(59)

Here, Qx7m+1,x+2 is a projector acting on the three spins
at , ¢ + 1, and =z 4+ 2. The interaction range of the
Hamiltonian is 2. Unlike the only nearest-neighbor inter-
action case in the previous section, our discussion here
is based on examples and hence is not comprehensive.
However, these examples clearly demonstrate difficulties
in the direct extension of our results to more general
cases. Namely, the fully polarized state |®g) may not
be a ground state and the plane-wave state |¥y) may
not be a low-energy state. We instead construct a low-
energy variational state which does not take the form
>, €0, |®o). We summarize our results in Table

A. W state

Let us start with the uncle Hamiltonian constructed by
the fully polarized state and the W state |W) = (|100) +
|010) + [001))/+/3%. The kernel of the Hamiltonian is

ket Qu u+1,242 = span{ |000), [IW) }. (60)

The spin representation of the Hamiltonian is found to
be

oz az az
Sa: + 5z+1 + Sz+2

A 3 AZAZ  AZ
Qw,w+1,x+2 = Z]l - 3 + 25z8w+18w+2
2/1. .\ .
— g (5]1 + Sz) Sz+1 * Sz+2
2/1. . .
— §<§II. + Sq;+1>s:1;+2 Sy
2/1. A
-3 (51 + sx+2> 8z 8z11- (61)



TABLE I. Comparison of gapless frustration-free Hamiltonians for s = 1/2 chain. |®g) [] is the fully polarized state and

|¥k) [Eq. (I6)] is the plane-wave state of single spin flip.

Interaction type Range||®o) is a GS||¥}) is gapless| Variational energy
Nearest neighbor models with rank 1: (L9), with y=+8| 1 v v O((k — ko)?)
Nearest neighbor models with rank 2: with [¢] =1 1 v v O((k — ko)?)
Fredkin spin chain: 2 v v O(kQ)
GHZ uncle Hamiltonian: 2 v - O(k27 L72)
XYZ MG model: (78), with 6 # 0 2 - - O(k*)

The fully-polarized state |®g) and the zero momentum
state of a single spin flip |¥y) are the two ground states
of this model regardless of the boundary condition. The
state |Uy) in Eq. is an exact eigenstate of HPP¢ as
expected by the U(1) symmetry. The eigen energy is
given by

E(k) = |Q1.2,5(]100) + ¢*|010) + ¢**|001)) |

= [@u2a((c™ = 1)[010) + (** — 1)]001)) |
— 2(1 — cos k)| Q1.2,5(1010) + (¢ + 1)]001))|?

= 2(2 + cos k) sin®(k/2). (62)

As a related model, let us discuss the bulk Hamiltonian
for the Fredkin spin chain0:

. NS DU
Qo at1odz = (2]1 +s ) <1]1 — Sat1- 3z+2>
1. . 1
+ (4]1 _ 3, sw+1> (2]1 . SM) (63)
The kernel of this Hamiltonian is
ker Q) 11 se = span{|ooo>, 1100}, [001) + |010),
1110), [111), |011) + |101>}. (64)
Since ker Q;JH_L“_Q O ker Q. z 11242, the min-max prin-

ciple implies that the Fredkin spin chain is gapless with
dispersion equal to or softer than the one implied by

Eq. . Indeed, |¥) is an exact eigenstate with
eigenenergy
E'(k) =1—cosk = 2sin?(k/2). (65)

In these two examples, the fully polarized state |®q) is
one of the ground states and the plane-wave state |¥y)
is a low-energy state with the dispersion E(k) = O(k?).

B. Greenberger—-Horne—Zeilinger uncle
Hamiltonian

Next, we discuss the uncle Hamiltonian for the
Greenberger—Horne—Zeilinger (GHZ) state*. The kernel

of the Hamiltonian is

ker Qm,z+1,z+2

= span{|000>, |111), |100) + |110), [001) + |011>}. (66)

The spin representation the Hamiltonian is

~ 1.
Qm,m+1,x+2 = 5]- -

a7

5511082 +38542)

T 1 §° 5%
- 2$m+1 (Z = 58 m+2>

To write down ground states and low-energy excita-
tions of this model, let us define

(67)

[n) =10---01---1), |n)=]1---10---0).  (68)
el ad Inelaad
forn=1,2,---,L — 1. For example, |n) satisfies
H®*[n) — 2|n)

1 . .
f§(|n + )+ n—1)+Tn+1)+T n—1)) (69)

form=2,3,---,L—
HP*|n) — 2|n)

_ =302+ 112) (n=1),
—3(L- N+TYHYL—-2) (n=L-1)

2, and

(70)

for n = 1 and L — 1. Based on these expressions, the
ground states of H°P¢ are found to be

- L—1
Z [n), > I7)
n=1 n=1
The latter two are not consistent with the PBC and are
hence not ground states of HPP®.
Although the fully-polarized state |®g) is one of the

ground states, the simple variational state |¥y) is not a
low-energy state:

0---0) (= [®0)), (71)

(U | HPPC| W) = 2. (72)

We instead consider a plane-wave state of two domain
walls:

L1L1

ey Y

n=1m=0

k7% Fme=tkn/2 gin (T T™ n) - (73)



for £ =1,2,---,L — 1. Using T|W,) = e |} ,) and
[T, HP*¢] = 0, one can readily show that |¥; ) is an

pbc

exact eigenstate of HPP¢ with the eigenvalue

E¢(k) = 2[1 — cos(k/2) cos(ﬂ)]
= 4sin®(ZE£) + 4 cos(ZE) sin®(k/4). (74)
The first term in the last expression is O(L~?), which

vanishes in the thermodynamic limit. The second term
is O(k?).

Despite the presence of gapless excitations, in this
model, the correlation function of the form
(Bo|OL(1 — G)Oy | ®o) (75)

decays exponentially with the system size for any choice
of local operators O, and (’)’ Here G is the projector

onto the ground states of h{pbc. This is because both
of the two ground states of HPP° (the first two states in
Eq. (71)) are product states.

C. XYZ MG model

As our last example, let us discuss variations of the
MG model. The local Hamiltonian of the original model
is given by

Qx,m+1,w+2

1.
=1+

2. . . . L.
2 g(sx * Szl + Sx+1 " Sz42 + Sy - Sac+2)- (76)

Any singlet state |s), .1 = (|01) — |10))/+/2 belongs to

the kernel of this Hamiltonian.

ker Qm,z+1,a:+2

- span{\o1o> —|001Y, |100) — |010),
1110) — [101), |[101) — \011>}. (77)

The extension of this model to the XYZ coupling

Q;:,x+1,z+2
= Jol + Z Ja(838541 + 85418510 + 828545) (78)

a=x,y,z

is still frustration free for some ranges of J,, Jy,, J dialHad
In particular, when

Jody + Jydo + Jody =0, (79)

the model exhibits additional ground state degeneracy.

Following Ref!?, we set Jo = % and
1 2 o
=358 (2-5), (80)
1 2 o
h=3-508(2+ ), (81)
1 2
= Zeos2 2
J, 3~ 308 0 (82)

with —7/2 < 0 < 7/2 so that the condition in Eq. is
satisfied and @, , 11 , .o becomes a projector. The kernel

A, . .
of Qr7z+17z+2 is given by

ker Q/z,w+1,z+2 = ker Qas,w+1,z+2 D span{|(b>, |QE>}a (83)

where?®

|6) = cos 0]000) + > 9(\011>+|101>+ 1110)), (84)

sin 0

V3

Unless # = 0, the fully polarized state |®g) is not a
ground state of the system. The § = £7/4 cases are
unitary equivalent to the model discussed in Ref28. The
plane-wave state |¥) in Eq. is not a low-energy
state unless 6 = 0; indeed, we find

|¢) = cos@|111) + (]100) + [010) + |001)).  (85)

cos? 6

(U, | HPPe|W,) = (14 2cosk)? + (L — 3)sin? 6.

(86)

To construct a low-energy excitation, we assume L is
an odd integer greater than three. We introduce a plane-
wave state of the domain wall state

|y = kaTm |D), (87)

| >-: |¢>1,2,3| >4,5| >6,7

where n :=1— (—2)*¥ cos k is the normalization fac-
tor that converges to 1 in the large L limit. Using the
translation symmetry of H, we find

|8)p-1,1, (88)

|Q23.4(1D) + T2 D)||° _ 2sin?k

By | ) =
(Bl 1) - o

. (89)

This is O(k?), which is consistent with the result of Ref”
on Kagome lattice. Hence, our conjecture still holds in
this example as well, despite the fact that |®g) is not a
ground state and |¥y) is not gapless.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed two conjectures regard-
ing frustration-free systems. The first conjecture posited
that no finite-size gap opens between the degenerate
ground states of frustration-free systems. While this
has been implicitly assumed in previous studies?, we
pointed out the necessity of being cautious as it is actu-
ally a non-trivial assumption.

The second conjecture stated that in a gapless
frustration-free system with translational symmetry, the
dispersion relation of low-energy excitations near a cer-
tain wave number ko can be bounded above by a
quadratic dispersion, i.e., O(|k: — kol?, L_2). We proved



this conjecture for the case of an s = 1/2 spin chain with
nearest-neighbor interactions by combining the result of
a seminal work by Bravyi and Gosset” and the min-max
theorem. Furthermore, we extended these results to two-
and three-dimensional models on the cubic lattice. How-
ever, it became clear that this method could not be di-
rectly extended to cases where three or more neighboring
spins interact simultaneously. Extending our results to
cases where the Hilbert space dimension at each site is
larger than two or to models with longer-range interac-
tions constitutes important future work.

Finally, there is a related, more general conjecture that
the finite-size gap € = ENdeg 41 for a gapless frustration-
free Hamiltonian can be bounded above by O(L~2) re-
gardless of the presence or absence of translational sym-

metry or the details of the boundary conditions. In fact,
in the accompanying paper?’, we prove this statement
for critical frustration-free systems in which a ground-
state correlation function shows a power-law behavior.
However, such an argument is not applicable, for exam-
ple, to the uncle Hamiltonian for the GHZ state since all
correlation functions decays exponentially as discussed in

Sec. [V Bl
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Appendix A: Proof of the inequality
Let M; be an arbitrary j dimensional subspace of the entire Hilbert space Hp. We mazimize the energy expec-

tation value (®|H|®) by varying the normalized state |®) belonging to M. We then minimize the maximum value
max|g)ye m, (®|H|®) by varying the subspace M; of Hp. By definition, the minimum value E; is achieved when M;

is spanned by the j eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues F1, Ey, - - - , F;. Hence, we obtain an expression
E; = min ( max <q>|ﬁ\<1>>). (A1)
M;CHp \|®)eM,;
The same argument leads to
E}= min ( max <<1>|H’|¢»>). (A2)
M;CHp \|@)EM,;

Finally, by the definition of V = H' — H > 0, we have

(OH'|2) > (©|H|®) (A3)
for any state |®) in Hp. In particular, if (®|H|®) and (®|H'|®) are maximized by |®), € M, and |®), € M;,
respectively, we have

OIH'|®) = (D |H'|D'
|¢r>neaﬁx4j< |H'|®) = (P |H'|®)

> (0, H'|®.)
> (0, |H|®,) = O H|D). A4
> (D, |H|D.) ‘¢1§1€%<||> (A4)

J

This relation holds for any M; C Hp. Hence, we arrive at the inequality .

Appendix B: Derivation of Eq. (20)

Let us consider a local unitary that maps |1)) to [¢/') = U @ U|). In general, U can be parametrized by uy,uz € C
(Jui|? + Jug|? = 1) and 0 € [0,2n) as

U10) = e’ (u1]0) + u2|1)), (B1)

UI1) = e (=u3|0) + ujl1)), (B2)
The inverse of U reads

Ut10) = e (ui|0) — uzl1)), (B3)

UML) = e (u5]0) + ua|1)). (B4)

Hence
- [ WOTeTT01) (@U@ UT11)
Y\ @ Ut @ UH00) — (U @ U110)
_ 2if ( ([ (ui]0) = uz|1))(u3]0) +uil1))  (P[(u3]0) + u1|1))(u5]0) + ui[1)) )
— ([ (ui]0) — uz|1))(ui]0) — uz2|1)) —(P[(u3]0) + u1|1))(u7]0) — uz|1))
) )
)

_ -0 <u —UE> ( (Wl(u]0) = wal1)1)  (Wl(u5]0) +wa[1))]1) )
)I0)

uz ui )\ ={@l(ui]0) —u2l1))|0) —(¥[(u5]0) + ua|l

_ 2o [un —uz | [ (@l01)  (p[11) uj  uj
Uy  uj —(1]|00) —(2)|10) —Us UL

= e 20UmyUT. (B5)
Therefore, by choosing U = “ _22> and @ properly, one gets the form in Eq. , which is equivalent to the
u2 Ul

parametrization in Eq. .
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Appendix C: The case of det my = 0.

Here we discuss the case « = 8 = 0 in the rank 1 model. (The o = = 0 case can be treated in the same way.) In
this case, |1) is not entangled because it can be written as a product state

[¥) =11 @ [vt), (C1)

where |[v1) = iy|0) +J[1) with v2 42 = 1. According to Ref?, excitations under OBC are gapped in this case, which
implies that excitations under PBC are also gapped.
When v # 0, orthogonal ground states under OBC are product states with a single domain-wall:

P 1 “e. — e
|0---Qv-v---v) (n=1,---L), (C2)

n—1 L—n

where |v) = §]0) + iy|1) is orthogonal to |v1). Translation-invariant product states |v---v) and [0---0) are also
ground states but only the former is orthogonal to the domain-wall states and the latter is not linearly independent.
In contrast, under PBC, domain wall states violate the boundary term and the two translation-invariant product
states give the ground states. Thus the formula in Eq. is applicable to this case.

On the other hand, the & = 8 = v = 0 case is exceptional. In this case |¢)) = £|11) is a symmetric product state
and any product state with no consecutive 1’s is a ground state of Hebe and HPbe, Hence,

[53+)

obc L-—n+1
Ndé)g = Z < n >a (03)
n=0

L£3]

L—n-—1
b
Nooe = Ngos = > ( L ) (C4)

n=2

where |z] represents the greatest integer less than or equal to € R. The second term in N, (‘f:gc represents the number
of valid product states under OBC which start with |1),—; and end with |1),—r. The excitation gap is exactly 1.
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