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1.2 Semi-injective PEPS

—]| Det. 1: semi-injective PEPS |

|§) 1% spin-1/2 A3 4 D F & % o 7 full rank® DFFFIEHEEITHIARTOH A4 MZEIDIRSN TV S IRRET

|¢) =

0- O
ERT, TDLE n xm torus T semi-injective PEPS |U,, «,n (0, 0)) %
EHEHE I
[Taxm(9,0)) = GGG (D

tUGy Gy ey

ERL. O RBWEFOHEFT




LEHT Do

@ full rank TH % Z LIFHEROHEBE» LEFHF L TV 5, Y ARIKAED semi-injective PEPS TH} 2 »IITHE L 720,
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(2.1)

THb, 2Dy b7 v T, UITNEFEHT 3,

,_[ Thm. 1: Fundamental theorem for semi-injective PEPS } |

H3ng,mo > 31T (D) BEDIUEDL E, EED n,m € NITT, BURHHILT 5,

1. (E0) 25 o = p™™ OIGCHRD 170
2. (E) L0 EH T % O = 05 04 OFEIE boundary I/EMT % MPO £ LTU T DIC
FI5$ %: minimal rank decomposition %
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ELpeCROIDpuTHY, FEDOIAXn TV, (Y)=(Vo(X)) LT 2007 VL%
blocking L7z
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12T X, Y & injective.

3. FCYINr 3 2 D 2% minimal rank decomposition {ZXfJ53 2 & 572, 4 DD spin-1/2 IZ7EH
3 % non-translationally invariant 72 MPO 25EH&E T O IZIG T 3

4. HET O 1 2 RO HE T O THEIT 5:

O = (014 ®023) - (012 ® O34) = (012 ® O~34) : (014 ® O~23)
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Thm. 025 2D SPT @ 3rd cohomology group ZEH$ 25 Z ¥R TE S, G 2L LT, O, & (unitary

RS 720) BERRB L T 5, |¢) 1F spin-1/2 254 DF ¥ F 5 7 full rank O—k FREFEEITHITRE
LIRHEL T 5, (EED ge G T Oy D |¢) & id IZX DMK E NS semi-injective PEPS [¥(¢,id)) DXFRE
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T2 BOMTIE |¢) 2. FHAZX O, KT, =KV RIUTT 5121, semi-injective PEPS % Al 72 i

"B AZHWT |U(p,A)), 2=X VKRB U?g £ LT, (E2) EHOHEATE Oy = A7U,A 2 THERW,
COREDD L, UITEIEHTZZ 212/ 5,

»—' Thm. 2 : 3

(Z2) 2B % n,m > 3 TR IO L ELIFHRILT 5.

1. g p(g) & G D1 XTERH
2. fEED g € G120 LT MPO tensor X, Y, 23fF1E L T,
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22 FEDO TV, (V) = (Va(X,y) P TH D, V,(Xy), Vi (Yy) 1 G D 2-cocycle \ & F

BR e T 95RH
Vn(Xg)Vn(Xh) = )\n(g’ h)Vn(XhXh)

T, FHT V(X)) Ve (Xp) & canonical form T7 1 v 713 1 2721,

3. H3(G,C*) ®7t% one-block MPO rep. g — X, IZE|D % T2 canonical R IEDTFIET 5

4. Og4 13 spin-1/2 4 DI2/EH$ % non-translationally invariant 72 MPO & LT, Oél), 05(12), 05(13),
O #ffio ¥ CcHKES (Thm. DD B L [@H), 727 L. V,(05"05 0 0") 1 one-block
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3 Canonical form

,_[ Prop. 3: semi-injective PEPS B LWL 5 3 x 3 DL T+ } \
»H 5 ng,myg>312T
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DAL T2 & AFED n,m € NTHIL Uy gy = p"™ 72 5.
,_[ Thm. 4: Ffi7% semi-injective PEPS [3#%|Z local gauge Z5%¢ } ~
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,_[ Lem. 5: semi-injective PEPS & blocking T injective ] \
(B2) £k 2 2D F >V V% blocking 55 &. MPS i injective 1272 5,

Z 2 ¥ TOHm CHEMiZ2 semi-injective PEPS DIEFR & MPO O 2BRLTW2S Z e bbb o7z, #HIHE
fi7z semi-injective PEPS 2525 % MPO O B D X 51 d Do 2R 2 EHEZIEHT X %,



,_[ Prop. 6: MPO O & 2 (fADE[#LBEHF DR }
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IV FERE LT, Ffffi%s semi-injective PEPS %5 2 2 BREADRMEERFIETE 2,

,_[ Thm. 7: semi-injective PEPS HE i TH 3N E+5E M ]

D0 semi-injective PEPS A3l ((BW) 25K17) TH 2 Z & DB+ 35, DITNE 3T
TIEeTH5,

o JHE T O 7 two-body operator 12703 %
C | O
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@ Hilbert ZZENC2 0 %,




(27) E=DDRIES nx 1 b= RY 1xn b—5 RATRUIKER 525 2 L 2BKLT W5, Z0%kd
Thm. @ ¥ b TRELHTH 2 Z L IZHMKH, virtual particle @ Hilbert ZZRIZ—fRICER > THRVD
T, Hya=Hp BREDPRD DO EIFRS R0,

4 SPT Phases

MR, G~ C* i trivial £33,

4.1 Third cohomology labelling of MPO representations

B G & MPO B EB X, s.t. Vo(X,)Va(Xn) = A\ (g, )V (X,n) #E X 3. 2D X5 % MPO 41
Bi%”one-block projective MPO representation” & FE&R, ARHiTlk H3(G,C*) ®JL% one-block projective
MPO representation {Z&| Y 24T canonical R/5EEE 2 %,

411 T#fE
3. UTFOMEIC X o> T X, 1d normal & LTH—fkEZKDIRWV,

,—[ Lem. 8: one-block proj. MPO rep. &5 normal ICTE 3 ] \

g+ X, % G @ one-block projective MPO representation ¥ 5%, $hbb, LED g,h € G ITH
LTH3 Ag,h) € C* DIFEL T,

V(X )V (Xn) = A"(g, h) Vi (Xgn)

DBRDIIOLT B, ZDLE, Vge G TVo(X,) =Va(X,) £/ % normal tensor X, HIFET %,

,_[ Prop. 9: YEEMICEMA MPS ICH1F 3 reduction DEE ] .

A % normal MPS tensor, BZ#%»% A€ CliZk»o>T
Vo(B) = A"V, (A)
%723 MPS tensor £ 35, 2D E, UNEMZTITHV,W BELET %,

e VIW =1d
e Vn € Nand (iy,i2,...,i,) € {1,2,...,d}",

VB .. B"W = A" ... A

72720 N EPHRNCERE R EBRVWE LT BORTr—Y Y IR L TW3,"

@ 2R 7 < L BITEHSUTIZIR VA, RED UL) MAHZ RS 2 BT HEORNHEZHE X 5 L %7,

r—[ Def. 2: reduction } <
Prop. 7?70 V,W % B 55 A ~® reduction & FES,




,_[ Prop. 10: reduction X DE(IEE }

V.W % B 556 A~Dreduction £ 53, N' =B — WAV £ L2 %, N ICXbAERIhsRE
(N') i nilpotent TH 2, THROBILEDTL 2 € (N) ITHLTab =0 %2 ke NHEFET 5,

,_[ Def. 3: nilpotency length }

V.,W % B2 5 A~®Dreduction 3%, Ni =B — WAV £ L7z &, V¥n> Ny T
N ...N» =0

Fi7- 3 BR/ND Ny % nilpotency length £\ 5,

,_[ Thm. 11: reduction O—=% (Theorem 22) }

V,W & V,W %32 B % & normal tensor A ~® reduction ¥ 3 3%, ZHZHD reduction length
WEA Ng DL Z, HB A€ CHFELT, EEDn > 2Ny T

VB"...Bin = \VB" ... B (4.1)
Bi...BinW = \"1pi... ginjyt (4.2)

DL D LD,

4.1.2 3rd cohomology @ one-block projective MPO rep. ADEID YT

Xgn =Y X7 @ X]"@|i) (k|
ijk
% MPO2 D Df% K3 MPO tensor £ 3%, X, ), & X, BREICIREEZELT Z L. Xy, 2% injective TH %
TexREFHTH L. Prop. 778D, Xy 13 Xy 12 reduce TE %, fEED g,h € GITH LTI D reduction
% V(g,h),W(g,h) £ L. ZHUTHFERS 7 —EZEIDH TS, LLFNTIEZ D reduction 23

e reduction (& 3-cocycle TH 3

o H72 2 reduction X574 % 3-cocycle TH %

o H72 3% reduction DL 3-coboundary T#H 3
o [AfEJEIX 3rd cohomology group T® %

leEHD,



32D MPO % reduce 32 R GEE 28 H 5,

V(g. hk) W (g, hk) V(g hk) W (g, hk)

V(h, k) X, W(h,k) V(h, k) X, W(h,k)

Thm. M5, HERH5—MH A(g,h, k) € CHEELT, +HRVET

(4.3)

associativity ZH{E 2 5 & A D 3-cocycle 8RB I ZRT, V& W % fix L& LT, (B3) £ld% [g[hk]],
Hil% [[ghlk] £FE< o 4 2D MPO OFEIZDWT pentagon equation

[lgh)k10) 228 (g R 25 (g k] 1)

,\(ghm lA(h,k,l)

gl K1) 9l IR

M consistent 12725 Z D5,
Mg, hy K)A(g, hk, D)A(h, K, 1) = A(gh, k, 1)\(g, h, kl)

TA:G?® = C* 1% 3-cocycle ¥ 723,

ZDOMNEIV,WIHKELTWS, B2 VW IZHLTAEEDD 330, BFERETEDb> TO0bi
T3\, reduction V, W A3 3-cocycle A 28T % & X, Z D reductionm % ALFIN () THEEIE, Thm.
o 2 &

(gh) = w(g,h)[gh]

7% w(g,h) € CHFET %, £oT
((gh)k) = w(g, h)w(gh, k)[[gh]k]
(9(hk)) = w(h, k)w(g, hk)[g[hk]]
DRI D SLD 728D,

3 w(g7h>w<gha k)

Mo BB L Bty )

ThbHBE AN GP — C* 13 3-coboundary £ 7%, ZhrkR—HTUE. Z® PEPS IC 3rd cohomology
group DILEHID Y TH LN TE S,

10



413 WENTHEDL D BIEE

7YY X, Y % blocking L CHiENFMEE G X 256D MPO £rR-%2EX %, LhoFETIE XY ©
YX B LRZareEnY—»EOYTohiE5, LELEBRICWE IO DO NVE—HT2Ze2R2,

Va(X,Yy) % G @ one-block projective MPO represent

ations £ 5%, ZOLE, V,(Y,X,) BT

BfaREw Y —D one-block projective MPO representations TH %,

4.2  Third cohomology labelling of semi-injective PEPS

G 2BE O, % (2= LIdRBRV) BELRB L T3,

|¢) 1 spin-1/2 254 DF & £ - 7 full rank ©

— K FHER B EATHICRE 2IRIEL T 5. Vg € G T O, 23 PEPS |U(¢,1d)) OIMFFEI 72 5 TWT,

S G G R G Ay

rararar

&5 $ %, semi-injective PEPS @ unitary ZIUIEA 3 51213, semi-injective PEPS 2% |¥(¢p, A)), T
ZRVRBAD Uy Lo T02 LT, Oy = A 'UZA & TR (BQ) 1 di- S h 5,

,_| Prop. 13 !

(@A) 232 n,m >3 THDIDE E AEED n,m 2T

nm

Pn,m(g) = 1t

72720 pid G 1 otk

(9)

boundary (ZIRN 2 BEEHIZ G D projective MPO representation (272 > TW\W5 Z & R T %,

,_| Prop. 14 l

(B2) PMEED g € G THRILT 575, MPO tensor X,

11

Y, BFEL T,
Xg Xg Xg
[ ] [ ] [ ]
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[ ] [ ] [ ]
Yg Yg YQ




BIY
Va(Yy) = (Va(X,)) ™!

PMERD n THRALT %0 612V, (X,), Va(Y,) 1& G OHERBIEMA, 2-cocycle N\ ZFE R L LT
Vo (Xg)Va(Xn) = A"(g, h) Vi (Xn Xh)

TH b, KT V,(Xy) Vi (Xp) 1& canonical form T7 1y 713 1 27217,

PR, boundary @ MPO £H V,(X,) & £/ Oy TEFRIND MPO & LTENL %2 /5, 31

spin-1/2 4 DICfEAT 5 & 57, O, »BIESNS TIMPO V,(0,) #5E#T 5. 0, # MPO & LT

0= (0¥

J1J2

® 03,)071(0}%, @ OFf,) =

J1Jj2 1192 1112

¥ . minimal rank decomposition ZFHWTET, ZOMENINIZED S BE—KRELIK LT

Oy =

% 5EFKT 5. semi-injective PEPS %>5 3rd cohomology % 3121 2 ® O, HEHEE 2 1%E % BT,

Vi (Oy4) & G @ one-block projective MPO representation T& b 3rd cohomology group @ /L1
1V, (X,) LA—T5 %,

5 Parent Hamiltonian

Prop. 16: semi-injective PEPS (& parent Hamiltonian ® unique ZEEIKE ]—

semi-injective PEPS (& parent Hamiltonian @ unique 23EIRFETH 2,

11 &6
proofs

6 Parent Hamiltonian

o X NI o dimdEd s )5,
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,_[ Prf. Prop. I8 (semi-injective PEPS & parent Hamiltonian @ unique GS) ]—

W2 EE D Hamiltonian D&M  semi-injective PEPS [¢) 12X} L parrent Hamiltonnian % —-2 &
T2, S LT, EROBEREMTT Y M X b AERS N BHE 72/

UGy

S = Al [ AecPiDn (6.1)

UGy

Hamiltonian O&IE h; 13478 i DJE D @ plaquette ZFEAT S+ AT 2HET L T2, 2B,

MR

hi = Proj(S1); ®1d, Ay i Al =0 waecDi

GG

zhuckhs5zens

T=S"h

%5 —® parent Hamiltonian ¥ 3 %,
%50 parent Hamiltonian (&, local term ¥ LT

- (H oj—l) TPi (H 0;1)
(i) (i)

T2 Po=(Id; — |¢)6],) @ Id 13 ¢ 1I2381F % plaquette state [¢) DEIMZEHNDEF T,

L7 %, ji& plaquette i ICIFEIAICY 7% O; 2B T 22 TONE (i OUKE) 2E 5, ZhzH

W
H= Zhi

L5 3,
LIRTE, ROV A ZXT |Y) A2 D20 Hamiltonian OEEIRAEICKR 2 Z & 2R T,

B H OEEIRRENE unique £

(o) s(10) oo (o) s

J J¢i
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BER D, LD jIF P CBEELRWETOY A F2ED., Id i four-partite state |¢) ICBEES 2
2T O virtual particle, $2bH

DFAETAEAT 5. (62) HLDLEDFEIMEH O filled circle ® HHEI/EA L. DM Lo
TP TORWERIERA L TWS Z 8IZER. O; % invertible 2D T, FEFIDEIHD kernel 1&
6); © Qj¢i Hj THE RTD I IOWTHEHIE Q) [¢), RDT, H OEEAIRE 1 KL

B D kernel 1& H @ kernel ICSEN3  (60) TERS N S; DR TOIRKED h; D kernel 12
BFENDDT, kerh; < kerh; TH 5, ker H = (), kerh; ¥ ker H = (|, kerh; THZ I 05,
ker H < ker H 3E5 .

7 FEFATHZLG MPS ICEEY %5

DRED#EE MPS IZE L TITWAI B RO T, MPS KT M@ E £ HTEHL,

71 E&H

,_[ Def. 4: irreducible, primitive }

Completely positive map T': p— T(p) = >, AipA;r yip

e reducible TH 3 2 1%, IEHWERHEE P TH-> T, p= PpPT b RZEED p L T(p) =
PT(p)PT %372 T b ODHFEHET B L

e irreducible TH % & 1%, reducible TiWZ &

e primitive TH 3 &iFk, H2 n PFEL T, FED p > 01T L, T"(p) > 0 Zifi/z3 L

,_| Prop. 17 l

T:p—=T(p)=>, AipA;r B ARY LR r @ completely positive map ¥ 35, ZDE E rigd
Z b —ODIEEMERNRZ L OERHETH S, & 5IT,

o T 73 primitive THBZ k&
— r 2EE LW
— MG BEERT FAHIEEE
— REZE r OEHMEHAMMISHFEL W
Eii7 2 2 FEE
o T 7% irreducible 727% primitive TR\ &, r OMHEEIX 1 7228, KRE2X r OO FEEEDH
32 KeneZglckhr exp@rin/K) 2R¥E2, Z0D K % periodicity & FEXR,
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o T Hreducible TdH3Z . HZIEAHLEH PHAEHELT AP = PA'P 2§52k
VX [EME

ARG [EHKT7R, Woll2] 125 %,

~— Def. 5: MPS }

MPS 7> YA rlid, 7Y L AecCP® (CP) @CTHoT,
A=) Al sl (Blel)=> A ®li)
i,,3 i
L2350, EEDn e NiZxtL, KV, (4) € (CH®" ik

Vo(A) = > Tr(A™ - A™) iy, ... in)
TEFINDS, A DIEEITH] (transfer matrix) Ta & completely positive map p +— Ta(p) =
S Alp(ANT TEHFESN D, AD

e injective TH 2 Lid. Y, Tr{dip}|i) =0%51Xp=0TH2ZL
e normal TH 3 k&, Ty # primitive TH S Z &
e periodic TH 5 &%, Ta 2 irreducible 7243 primitive T7/&\W\WZ

A %3 injective D & ZFHREITHIDS SN/ 5 DT left inverse C HFEELT Y., A' @ C' = 1d %7z 3,

L

—{ Def. 6: MPO |

matrix product operator (MPO) &%, MPS form T

Vo(X) = S T[XT e X iy i) (il

1150980301500

LEINBHEHETOZ L,

MPO & MPS OFil5ETH 206, MPS ICET 2 2 TOER L BIAEATE %,
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7.2 MPS @ blocking & &

,_[ Def. 7: blocking }

MPS tensor B 2% A @ blocking T®H 3% & i,

V= Z Ai1-~-Aik®|i1,...,ik>

U1yeeylk

LHRED L, HBI Vy(B) = Vin(A) B D0,

J

normal ($£3517%5IH3MAIFDF % & positive definite 1272 %) & MPS 7 > ¥ JLZ blocking LT % normal T
HBZEITHERE, X 5IZ injectivity & normality & blocking LT R4 5,

Prop. 18: injective <= normal @ blocking }

EE D injective MPS 7 > ¥V Lid normal 7 > Y MIZHEIT %, IEE D normal 7 > VLK L
THhb Lo e NBPFEELT, EED L > Lo [E®D blocking 12 & D injective 7> Y A FLNZ, ZD
XI5 RmND Ly % injectivity length & FE3,

AERAVEA 20 [SPGWCTO] 12
blocking 72T <. %2 MPS 7> V)ILDOE% £ - T® nomality & injectivity 1&fR7=41%,

,_[ Prop. 19: 7>V IILDO#EHIT normality, injectivity (Z2fRTF }

Z2® normal MPS 7> V)LD 7 ¥V LFEIE normal TH %, £7=DOD injective MPS 7> V)LD
7 ¥ Y VT injective TH 5,

Prf.

Mnormal MF&|Z normal normal tensor A, B D7 > VL8 A® B OLEfTHNE T4 @Ts TH 3, T
BOWAT T OARY L% o(T) LEL by o(Ta @ Ty) = 0(Ta) - 0(Ty) ThHo. £o>TTa® Ty
BARY FILVERIZHELWKE XDOEHMENZE—DFET %, K4 DRAKEGHOEENZ b LR
pa,pp £3HUE, BT REHRT MUK pa ® pp TH B, pa ® pp \FIEEESD full rank 72 DT,
Ty ® T & primitive TH %,

Minjective DF&IZ injective A, B 2% injective 72 513, left inverse A1, B~ 25##£ 5 %, A" '@B~!
13 A® B D left inverse DT, A® B % injective TdH 3,
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7.3 MPS D53 1%

,_[ Prop. 20: B7SHERT injective 1273 MPS 7>V LIZERTLAIT 3BT 3 ]—

injectivity length 234 L ® MPS 7> YL A, B 2 561EHN 5 MPS 7> Y LIELL oW b %
725

o BJIEMIIRT MPS NWER T %, T7abb,

ValAVa B noe
Va(AIVa(B)]
ZDEE. A BIFAREMNICER S (essentially different) &IN5,
o DUTN DMz &Mt 275,
— NECHHEELT, fEED n TV, (A) = \"V,(B) %ifi’z¥
> 2L+ 1AHFELT. $5 A€ CIaT Vy(A) = A"V, (B)
— H% X C rrWfidl X BFEEL T, A" = \XB' X! 2L, 20 X ZEHERV

T unique

0

A [CPGSVIT) 128 %,

,_[ Cor. 21: KEMICEAS injective MPS 7Y JLISHEIR TS24 1T ] .

Ehr o THAREMICER % injective MPS 7YYV A; #5222, % N € NDBEEL T,
MPS V,,(4;) I3EED n > N THIBPHILIC K %,

,_[ Prop. 22: MPS | normal ¥ periodic D{EES ] \

EED MPS V,(A) & normal MPS & periodic MPS O##RFEAICHETE 5,
Va(4) = Z 17 Vi (Ai)

Z ZIZ A i3 F N2 nomal %7213 periodic TH 5,

Prf.
R RRIT D DIFHRETR T,
D =10k, A; & virtual BENCEALTRAAF—RDT2E TS LIEICR %, 5T A; & normal 7
Y MBS B
D < Dy ETTERPIELVERET 2, R RRITL Dy ® MPS 7YV A %ZE R 5, kT
Bl Ty 73 irreducible 72 &, A & periodic ¥ 721% normal MPS 7 > VY Wiz HBl, T4 2 reducible
%5, Prop. AT X DIEAMARYSE P BEIEL T, A;,P = PAPrT%%, ZOKR V,(4) =
Vo (PAP) + V,(QAQ) w/ Q =1d — P T®H 3%, PAP O&KR Y RRXJLH rank P IZI2 5 DT, H 3
X:CPo 5 CP ey :CP - CPoFELT P =YX, XY =1dp KD i, fER, Foh3
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MPS DR FRILH Dy Rt % DT, WefiEDIRE D & FIRDED o

,_| Prop. 23 l

A % periodicity K @ periodic 72 MPS 7> Y vt § %, K [B® blocking 12X b V,(A4) i& K @D
AERNZHE A % normal MPS 7 > VY IVIZHRT & %:

VKn(A) = Z Vn(Bi)

22U B WHWIIARBEMICE R S normal MPS 7> Y LT, K 34 MERHT 230 TH 3, &5
WZn ¢ KNIZHLTV,(A) =0.

Z ofndld [CSWEI3] @ Lem. 515 %, [CPGSVIT @ Prop. 9132 d Cor. TH %,

,_[ Cor. 24: blocking IZ& D normal 7>V IILOFEERICHE S }

EED MPS 7 YL AT LT K HFEL. K [ O blocking 12 & D Vip,(A) & normal 7> Vb

DRI ICHIRTE B,
M

Vicn(A) = > pl'Va(B:)

i=1

Z 2 B I EWICARERNICE 7 2 normal MPS 7Y Y LT, K ¥4 NMHERHT2H5DTH %,

XofiE e Cor. 1 Z &b % L NfRO—BEMNIE SN,

,_| Prop. 25 l

Uiy ooyl ECTE A, ., A €CXPMEED N ENT

T S
DR
i=1 j=1

ZiiZz372 513, r=sTHD, £ pITL o T py = N\pu) PR D ILD,

Z o [DICCCFIE Lem. 9 TAPEA TV,

7.4 NTI-MPS

WEEHLTHFRE 2 5720 MPS 72 Y LI OWT HER T 3,

Def. 8: NTI-MPS }

di & D; (i=1,....k) REO¥ME T 5. X; = Y7, X/ ®j) € CP' @ (CP+)* @ Ch 25>
YL LTk+1%1A—HT2, ZOKK., ZDF > Y ILIZ non-translationally invariant MPS
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(NTI-MPS) %
V(X1 Xe) = Y T{X{ - X5 i, i)

U1,y 0k

TERT 5,

NTL-MPS @ injectivity 1&. [ [0 blocking 12 & DEED i = 1,...,k G LTF ¥ Y XiXip1 - Xiss
Vo)
Te[pX71 X722, - ~~ijrl_1} e dt) =0=p=0

e I LEREIND,

,_| Prop. 26 l

X1... Xy % 1 H® blocking {2 & D injective 72 MPS ¥ 3%, Z® MPS & m > [ [A® blocking T
% injective TH 5,

Prf.

m DIFETR T, m = DK, F5RIX by definition TIE LW, MPS %3 m [El®D blocking T injective
THIENET 5. pe CPivm QCPi 3B 2 i DOEEE 2 m + 1 HOER T 2% 4 MBWT
S XX X ) =0
i

Hlz3T 5%, X;... Xivm_1 2 injective 22D T,
XIHp =0 Vimar € {1, digm}
TH3, EEDITHI M € CPi @ CPi+1 1T LT

0= Xfi1'~-Xf$;1pM ¢ CDi+1 @ CDit

Y2 5D,
>, T {Xfﬁ e XTT oM | 1y s dmg1) = 0.
J2seeesdm+1
mEDHERTZ 70y 7 X, 1 Xiym P injective RD T, pM =0 TH 3, M IFMEEITH>TW
72DT, p=02%>5, &o>T. MPS & m + 1[E® blocking T3 injective T»H 3,

19



8 Canonical form

,_[ Prf. Prop. B (semi-injective PEPS D& L LA 5 3 x 3 DL T+5) ]

* * O * O
L4 o L *

[ 2 * O * O * O
o o LI L
* o * o * O * O
* O * O * O * O

ATk
Tiuﬁ_ —&vﬁ_ T‘L, o/ T‘L,”T o0 o0 o0 o0
S L L SAEERLEINE
T I T i = Mnym
4 o 1 P 40 o 1 St eIt
_ﬁahrk_ _ﬁahﬂ_ _[4?»3_ _[Jirk_ LI o o LI LI
ZAEX MPS IT K BFRT
o o] o0

3 $
e o7 .o

XN .o

3%, BOHERZ physical RE %22 TE e H12dD, B ZDOKRMRE virtnal BEZ F DD D
TH3, DT>V LiZ Schmidt X2 b LDFEAR DT injective TH D, FRANICHR 2 DTRIKE
LT injective TH 2, Hid Schmidt X7 PV OBICAHEREEF NP2 o TTEIDT, IADE
7z injective TH %,

Ko T Prop. EDIZE D ng > 3,mo > 3 TIRIED K D YL TUIATTIANZ blocking LTS D 2D, LAl
ERNE mo WWIRIFS BIET pnym = pgy, £ TE S [FAHRITHTAIC minimal rank decomposition %
& o T C = %,

20



Prop. 2O IC & D

ﬁz@ﬁj}izz T (5.1)

X X X : X

ETE2, L2L X, X, WY RT 4% A4 XHKIET 5 global RER DT, local REICHEL 72\,
Thm. @ (Ffi7% semi-injective PEPS 1332 local gauge %53 ) X ZNEFEH L EHTH 5, AEHICHET
% Lem. B (semi-injective PEPS & blocking T injective) % 5EIZR 3,

,_[ Prf. Lem. B (semi-injective PEPS [ blocking T injective) }

{HEF O @ minimal rank decomposition %

O

& § %k, semi-injective PEPS 7> Y W&

=-B-o

D MPS 7YYk 5E, ZDT YN 2 D% blocking L7z® D injective THZZ L E2RT, —
2 MPS 22 £ EAFDHERD O IR 2 L ITHER,

l l l l
i I 0 I )
i I o I )
{ { { {

AU O~ ZER X E T injectivity IZ3ZEDLBZWV, Ko T

:vi®wj

S injective TH % Z & BREIX IV, O @ Schmidt X2 M VSFEREN TH 3 L., four-partite state
® reduced density matrix (& full rank 2D T, v;, w; BFEPIZTH 5, Lo Tv; @ w; BIREIHIL
THbH, W32 MPS 7> VUi injective TH %,

21



,_[ Prf. Thm. @ (Fffi% semi-injective PEPS I3i#(C local gauge Z5%7) }

HED) O X, X, (#IZEHNS global gauge) h¥ MPS ICLEFI T &

=5

3%, D BT 5 #3 physical 2T, FHTEDMIIHL T LIHT 2 b D, HORRIZHEI
TR DRI E 5, 2Otk XU (&) 1

C ngl

%, BUTHIEDZ 1182 X5 REEF2IEHESE2 i3, Edo LMt 3 AR ORI
BT SHAFEEHSIESL L EMIEL. A, e CITED

SHHY :
. = A, X

Y TE 5%, X5IT Schmidt N7 MADRIIMII TH 2 Z & 55, virtual 2% physical 2l 24
T35 L THFNRDTHEBRNPFELT

ETE S, HIEZ @) D Schmidt X7 bl D inverse TH %, £l 0 THRIFIUX, X, & MPS 7
Y NE X 2B MPSICHHIT 5, R X ty7vyn Y 2k % MPS ICHBIF 2, Ldso
T, ZEADOEASHIET 5, MEALZILNEELTH > Tz 0 IS8T n ICHRFLANE S &
BDHPFET 5 L 2mElZ0n,

BMPS 72V IILZ 0 ICLBVEMAT -2 OFE 2 OMBINEED MPS 7> Y M/ER L T

YHoTWAHET B, COYE Te[My,) # 075 a,b BIFAET 5 L ERT. BIEF : (a,b)

Tr[M, ] 1&

22




LRES, ZOEHIE Schmidt X7 PADELAZ KIS BT O Z2HF70DIZF LW, O A invertible
BOTF#A0TH2, £oTEF(b)=Tr[Myp] #07%% a,b DFEET 2, TDEE M, , IFEETH

W I e BRAEE
R

Tr[Mg,] = Z@n

i=1
%% &, Ep € CX BFEET B, S:={neN | Tr[M;gb} £0} £ 3, |S] = oo I, (E3)
THTERZENEZ b ITERNIELBZFEDOn € S TOIWKRESR W, NOT CHECKED YET!!! X -
TX,l&n €S TMPO &LTRES, AL X;l HEL SI2TMPO & LTEES, NOT
CHECKED YET!I! L7#55T A, € CI2ED Yn€ ST

Y T&E2%, Z2ICpid Prop. B THTERER, £/ Vo (X) & V() ZEFRZ R MPO T,
Vn(i/) = [Vn(j()]il//\n
%723, MPO H{RIZVn e N TERTE 52, (BA) I3EX n e S TLRED Lo TWARL,

BEEORSTHILIT RS —JDBFEE MU, BA) BMEEDOn e NTHROIDZ KT N, =1Th
27T, Cor. B@ICEAUR, K € NFE LT K [H® blocking 12 & D V,,(X), V,,(Y) (n € kZ)
A3HIZ normal MPO OfEUEEEIC#2 %, Prop. T3 & Y normal MPS @ 7 >V )L#E1Z normal T&H
25, V(X))@ V,(Y) 7> Y LFETHM S5 normal MPO OfKE &Ik 5, 2@ MPO %
X, Y T#£73, &bDIEMIE

L M,;
Va(X) @ Va(Y) =D > (EVa(Xi) @ Va(Y5) (8.5)

i=1 j=1
YL, B2 01T LT V(X)) @ Vo (V;) BAREMICEZ 2 MPO £ ¥ %, (BA) TIORMRERWV2S
¢ . Lem. B (semi-injective PEPS % blocking T injective) I & b £341% normal MPO TH¥., fi
F (B3E) OFNC2 5, Cor. B 5267 KR EWVWRTIIARERNICER 5 MPS A#ARIIINII272 5 DT,
(83) % normal MPO TEE2DIE, L=1D Z»d LIF—2D i ZFRVT

M;
> =0 YneSNKN

i=1
D DD ZIZBR 3, NOT CHECKED YET!!! normal @ sum (& normal TlE72\W\ 2 & DMRGF &
a7 () EEEDOn e N\STOWKRLZDT, =20 i ZFRVT

R M
Z&? Z i = Z(fk@j)” =0 VneN
k=1  j—=1

kj

23




#13%, 2O Prop. A ZHEAT 2 2. (§:G)K =0FkbBE (; =0 2FED j b —D%FR< i
TH%, XoT(BA) TL=1¥¢T%%, Prop. @55 V,(X)® V,(Y) 13 periodic MPO % & ¥ 72
WZepbhrb, K=1¥2LTRW, #IZ (BA) OMidEHIZ normal MPO (2tH3 %, Prop. 2O %
v, BA) BEEDn e NTHDIDZ ebhd, ML (BF) T unique 2B 3 MPO XY
2k

ETE2, ZOMPO 7YYL V, (V) = V(X)) I\ B2 TDn € S Thilzd, VoY) b
Vo(X) ® normal ZOTETDO n € NTIOHFZRMZL, A, = A" & T&%, £z Y ITBRIRL
TV(Y)=(Vo(X) sz kT,

215 %,

@ FHFETHNI2 S EHEIZ 0 DAL D THARNIHIC 012725,

ZOHRL LT, K=Y ORUHICHET 3 HHEDD 5.

,_[ Cor. 27: #FffiZs semi-injective PEPS O —J O BEHE }

EED n € NT (B2) A D 2 V, (X), Vi(YV) = [V (X)) BEETHE, H2EHR N CickD

V(X)) = X'V (X)), Vo(Y) = A"V, (Y)

L T&E2,

Prf.

(D) D% — 2 @ uniqueness 2> 5. Vo (X) = MVu(X) BEE VL (Y) = MWV, (Y) 6T 3,
Vi(X), V,,(Y) % canonical form 12733 % £, HT< % normal MPS & V,,(X), V,(Y) L7,
¥7- (BA) H7 b Difkamz B DIRT &

A= DONL A =D
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eb. 2Ol (i)t = 1 MEED n € NTHDVDIEETHERA S, £ TProp. EBA 5
Ap = A"

Prop. B (MPO O 1 2 AANDOFHREEFOM) XD LI B T7F =Y % 525 2HAETOFEOFIRTD %,
CHEIIHT 2012, O & O~ 234512 Schmidt 58T % 235413 (B3) O & 574 2 @SSR 5 2 L &R T,

r—| Lem. 28 l

HA Mn =2k TEHXNS DD NTL-MPO 7> VYL X,,.... X, £ Yi,....Y, THEZ5h,
X 51T

1. V(Xl”Xn)V(Yly,Yn):Id
2. X;X;11,YY 1 32 TDi=1,...,n T injective

3. XiXi41,YiYi &
X; Xit1 :m m:
Y; Yiq
Yi; Yit1 :‘ ‘:
Xi Xi+1
P35, 2O, MPO X

Gy S0

D & 512 depth 2 DX TE %, 2 RNEAT 2 HEFIIE2TAY, X &k,

Prf.
T YV X;, Y; @ Schmidt 73f#% 75 Db SIEICfT- T

ARRRR R 8]
N 8 88

YE 5, ZOWTEREINSE 2 (KT invertible TH 5 2 ¥ #5d. COMETO L FH5HA
FAFT RIEZEETH 3 (TRIFAUE V(X1 ..., X)) DT,
B SO S BIEDTTIATH 2 2 & 2B HE AT 5, Bl 212 & FEALT < BRfEAS
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injective THRWEARE S 5, MPO © 2 %4 MR

ilisge

TH b, ZD minimal rank decomposition % & % & £ DIMAD 7 > ¥ Vi invertible TH D, &

AFDEEFIX m m

YEXIEEZ, b LEHEOREERD BOEE D L2 S NI2Hh i THE TR HuE, FJEEIEX kernel
BEGWICHEIIND, GAOEMOHEEFNIEEHZ kernel ZF520 2 RE T 5 &, kernel DEAfHZE

HANDOHF y 2T THHEIZED BRW,

hEV(X, ..., X)) V(Y. Y,) =1d BT L,

5, FEDIREDS V(Y1,...,Y,) D3A#72D T left inverse & V (X7, ..

et

TH b, REWC LI MPO EFKT 27 > Y& 2 ¥4 LI LD blocking T injective DT, 1
DERBEWTETDT > Y INIZ inverse & 02T T

i1

YRBM, ZHIFFRNT VYLD identity THB I L EERL T, BHEOMREE KT %, koT2
B A MSHER S 2 B P A,

LX) L, koT
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—{ Prf. Prop. B (MPO 0 i 2 hAOFELEHF OR) |

(82) £il% (B2) TERLZ2T ¥ Y M & 3 injective MPS T& T, (B2) 343 injective 12725 D
T. operator D7 — Y HHEZHWT

X
+
=un ., .
+

Y

EEIT S, FIARBOBITROE L TWEHOBHATOS - TH 5, HAEFOF—I%2 0D

Schmidt JEDERICINSE 2 &
——
% =,
——

L%, 12 LAROPEMAEE O ® minimal rank decomposition D7 ¥ YL TH %, V,(X) & V,(Y)
WIHIZE WD inverse DT, (B2) 1%

=ply
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#E 1%, 0,071 ® Schmidt 77f#% PEPS |¢4) @ Schmidt X7 MU/EREE3 &,

:
4

THH, ZHETOMICHINS » HIIER T 2HEETFOEAICR - T

X X
Y
— —
.
[ T[]
— —
XX

Y Y

THd, EFMLRRT PADRELRIHATED, A1 ERCEATYS 2D, WidE E RO
B EAOBTEF 2, 0L % V,(X),V,(Y) X Lem. 28 D&%z L. (B8) DX S22 KD
invertible operator DY L THRE %, FERICLEHADOHEA D term b L NZHEITE 2, AR
HEHT 2 2. PEPS 7> Y L® 1K Schmidt N7 F L |pa) &7V F > 77D T, 0,071 @ Schmidt
N7 PLVOREH IFETET

(0" 05" = 4 & AP

j

L%, MRTREIR,

B, TITHAETELT

J1J2 J3J4 1112 1374

Z= (0(13) ® 0(.2‘9)0*1(0(1,2) ® 0(34)) - i T i
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%#%&%%, ZZTO"!®minimal rank decomposition % F\ T

YEAERZDELEFICTELZDT, Z dbEAZHEEINS, AFICETRCRDETET, 4 DDHS
DOFE
\77\‘ .

Y LTHEE2, open index Z2%21F2L 007 '0=0 kY, ZE 7T LAHEOMEEELTWVWS
DT, ODMPO RRIZKE->TW5S, FROHEMT. MARMOHEORIF2 WO LA Y —005
O~ '0 =1d 7, BHROZESRITS AMIIDL A4 ¥ —225 007! = 1d 552 DT, O DHERE
77\ @ minimal rank decomposition #1572 Z £ 1272 %, Schmidt X7 N LA 2 DT, MPO
7 >V UiE =D blocking L T injective 278 %,

COMRIE OIS L THIEDIET Z e TE, O~ © MPO &5 %,

zhrihd MPO & Lem. B8 D5 %72 L. MPO 13— blocking L T injective i2%2 %, F 7z
BET222007 Y0 0,07 3HMRTET, O X2 KEEFORE 25,

Z=1

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
I

,_[ Prf. Thm. @ (semi-injective PEPS W&l TH 3 HE+ 9 %MH) ]

EHOE R TihR7z & 5 I EEZERZO T, +otEErRT,
E35)

Y53, S:=HV=VH ¥ L%, B3) DE3IC0 X 2@HECR>TWEDT, IhE

O=0l e

NS %, u 'k dDRITIEHT %, EHIC
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D E, KEAFMDANEZ HIZL->TH D

HdIH
L BDT,
777777 HuH
D D =i o i%ﬁ
HuH

LU U N I I I

777777 [¢]

—d_ CdD 1
HdH

Lo THEFHN LR TH»N 5, FkkC, SOS 2 FE. (VOV) ! 2 BRI R CEHET 2 &,

VrV VrV HdH
S e T —
777777 viv ViV HuH

LRBDT, FIELIELEEETE LIC 1/2 75 LEbDIAoT0D, CHEEEAT, [da) &
[HEHEE T 5 EFH SN 3 semi-injective PEPS ICZNZNEHEE 5 &

| I | I | I
\ / \ / \ /
> < > < > <

! \ ! \ ! \
| | |

i (. [ I

\ / \ / \ /

! \ ! \ ! \
|

[ I (. I

\ / \ / \ /

> < > < > <
! \ ! \ 1 \
I 1 I 1 I 1

¥7%, (77) BEE A5 L. FROERIRZHEA

* o s e ;e e e e e o
\ | . | . | >< ><
S, o o/ o o/ ‘e @ ‘e @ X I
~_F L_V L_V \ \
| | !
| I ([ I
R 4=+ A=+ \ / \ / \ /
e o o o o o N N <o o
\ Y L ! > < > < > <
N R o o/ ‘e @ ‘e @ ‘e @
~ -V L_V L_V \ \
| | |
i I I I
J-4 J-4 J-4 / \ /
o o o o 7o e e 9 e 9 e o
[N \ \ > < > < > <
o o/ o o o ‘e ‘e @ ‘e @
2
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Thd. Hill% (BA) TEFT 2L

THH, Wi O 2fEHEE 2 (B) 28612,

9 SPT Phases
9.1 MPO D 3rd cohomology

,_[ Prf. 7?7 (one-block proj. MPO rep. %5 normal ICTE %) ]

BV, (X.)=p"ld LTEBZL V,(X.) d%fiZs MPO 25 2 2 BHE DT, V,,(X,) = pnld. 2
FEAEE2 L V(X )Vi(Xe) = p21d = pn A (e, e)Id DTy piy = (e, €).

Va(Xy) & Vi(X,-1) % K [ blocking &% & 2R 2N N, M 8D MPO ORISR % LARET 5.
Thbb,

N
- Z Va(X§7)
=1
M o
X)) =Y V(X))
j=1

COLE, OO (g, g urTd EH L L MN 0. BF LS ABMNCEL S L IZHE S
normal MPO Oz %,

N M

N (g.g 1 = 3N V(X)WL (X))
=1 j=1
L fA® blocking 1< & »TZ ® MPO 2T normal 7> VL Ziik 12 & 2 MPO OFIC% % & E
j—éo

Kij

M :
Z Vn Zz]k

1j=1k=

Mz

Vn € KLN, N'(g, g~ Hp"Id =

—_

.
Il

i AT FIE A THoTH, ZIF v ZUTF pAREINC RIS 3RSz, AEMICRS 5IE
RELHBZILT

_5

Si
)\n(g’g—l)lunld:zz Vn

i=1 j=1 1

=~
Il
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LTE 5, S BAEMICREZHEOR, Zi & {21} 05 bABMICRE 2 M EMKT 5 b0TH
D, S \& Z) OEME, WS

THd, AEMNTHER S normal MPO &+ K 724 4 XTHAURN 127 % (Cor. 1) T, Prop. 23
Do DRI Z—D LR, R=1,5=1Td%2, K;; >1BDTN=M=1734b
5 V,(X,) 1& normal. & 5T V,(X,) & normal MPO tensor X, I2& > THREN 3,

,_[ Prf. Prop. O }

A @ injectivity length % L ¥ 3%, L {f blocking L7 MPS 7> Y L& ZhZN A B33, A
1% injective 72 DT left inverse A~! DEE, T D& & Jordan 2f#IC L D semi-simple 7z S ¥ HEE

I g

Y52, bbb SEMALAEETHD. NEHZ2neNIWKZXoTN=0. 2ZT

9A1HA1HA1 QAlHAlHAl

PERED n e NTHD VD, Gi& Tr[(S + N)*| = (Tx[S+ N)" TH b, Ll

n

= Ty[I]" = D"

T®H%, Prop. EHIC LD rank(S+ N) =1TH b, Jordan FEHEFIZTS > 7 1 DITFIZ
S1 0 1
S+ N = 0 or 0

DVITND, FHTGWE P L —2ADIEX RO THETHH, N=0rbhd, SO 1KDT

TV IaRIZEk T
Tsf -

-0

r£E3, TS| = D #HE AT
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A, B IFRICIREZHT 72, FED n,m e NT

:ALWHn+AleA*1HA*1+

/—L
_ ympnn—1
|

E78%, N3BHA P TH@ER S - LT B OERICPINTE %, L7 & WHEANIZTERZ DL
37w, Ko TEERIZ T,

,_[ Lem. 29: reduction OZEICEAT3%&E: VN--- NW =0 (Lemma 27) ]

V,W % B %5 injective MPS 7> Y JL' A A® reduction ¥ L, N = B! - WAV 2E&KT 3 ¥,

FEED 1> 012oVT o |
VNON®= ... Nl = 0.

Prf.

n DV TORMIE, n=17T&
VN'W =VB'W - VWA VW = VA'W — VA'W = 0.
EEOm <n CTEEZHMALTERET 2, ZOREL N OERICED
VN“N®2...NnW = VB*N... NinW/
T, M N b BIZEEHZT
VN®N®...NinW = VBB ... Bin-1 Nin ¥,
RO N bRRICESIRZ S L

VNuN®2 ... NnW = VBB ... B — VB" B ... Bn 1WAV, = 0.
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,_[ Prf. Prop. M (reduction OEIFEE) }

Bt ARFIUCIRREEZAERKST 2DT
T‘I‘[BilBiz .. Bln] — TI‘[AilAiZ .. .Ai”}
PEEDn e NTHYIID, £l BB =WAV+N TEMLZEE, Prop. MEHY NBV EW
THENZ L 012D T, HAHHEIZ
Tr[A" A .. A" + Te[NUN™ ... N = Tr[A" A" ... A']
Thbb Tr[NilNi2 . -~Nin] =0. Rz, ERZN7fB o DIt Z € & 13FIC Tr[Z2"] = 0 ZEE
D n T30, 2 Z PELnofEEEER-RWZ%2E T, Jordan DfEICE D Z X E=A

THOADY 0 DITHNTIRD ., #iRDHZ ng e NTZI =0. DFH N TERSIN2RBOERDOTTIIHES
THb,

,_[ Lem. 30: reduction IC& 2BD7#E (Lem. 28) ]

V.,W % B %5 normal MPS 57> YL A ~A® reduction & L. N* = B' — WAV 2EH#T 3. N
% reduction @ nilpotency length & 352 &,

Bi1Bi... Bin — Z N NI A1 L AUy N L Vs
0<k<I<n

VBi1B®>... Bi» — Z Al AR N L N

max(0,n—No)<I<n

BhUB®2...BinV = Z N# o N AR+ ... Aln
0<k<min(n,Ny)

Prf.

B! = WAV + N* e EBWTERT 27217, #Y)C Prop. M (reduction ®#13% %) % Thm. Bl
(reduction DZIZBE T 2##H: VN --- NW = 0), nilpotency length OE#H% AW TARERIEZHE T,

~—{ Thm. 31: 22 |

V,W BXU V,W Z2Zh2Eh B 5 normal MPS 7 ¥ YL A AD reduction ¥ 3%, —D0D
reduction @ nilpotency length % Ny & L7z2 &, 25 A€ CIZX>THEED n > 2Ny 12T

VB B" ... Bn = \VB"*B% ... B
BU'B"2...B"W = \"'B"B" ... B W

i D ARTASN
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,_[ Prf. Thm. BT (reduction O—&E %) }

L % A @ injectivity length, m = 2Ny + L & LT
Chim = VB" B2 ... BimW
ZEFHT %, Lem. BO (reduction I X2 FDIE) & B' = WAV + N Z2{fioT
Chrim = f: Al AR N NI
k=No+L
3%, FHIE No+ 1 TH 52 LIHER, FRKIC Lem. BD & B' = WAV + N &ffioC
m—No

Cil"'im _ Z VN“ .. NikWAik-%—l e A’Lm
k=0

TH2, k=Ny+125k=Ng+L ETDOFYYLEHGFTED A% THYH, RE XD ZDETIZ
injective. & - T left inverse Z/FfH X8 T

TN, INg+L+1 lk+1

i1
Al l

_ Yo i1 Zk Tht1 INog+L+1 i
= 7 - A ij AR ik

No
Z VNG ... NI A+ ... ATNo = N A% ... ANo (9.1)
k=0
N() _
D AT ARV N N T = AT AT AT (9.2)
k=0

DBRDILD, LrLZDY ¥ Lem. B (reduction I & 2 HOMR) 0% 1 X% B' = WAV + N' T
HWHS 5

VB“B¥2...Bin — Z Z VN ... N A%+ ... AU N+ ... Nin
k=0 l=n— Ny

¥iD. n>2Ny Tl > Ny RO THL%E (I0) ffio CEEMZ 22T
VB1B®...Bin = ) Z Al AR Nt L N = \W B B2 ... Bin,
l=n— N[)

7L, ZoHOEETIE Lem. B0 5 2 X% B' = WAV + N T L7z, ZAEESLL (D)
hthiz 570 (B32) b FERRIC (B2) 2 {5 TRE %,
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