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ABSTRACT. In this study, we examine the quantization of Hall conductance
in an infinite plane geometry. We consider a charge-conserving system with
a pure, gapped infinite-volume ground state. While Hall conductance is well-
defined in this scenario, there is no existing proof of its quantization. Assum-
ing that the conditions necessary to construct the braided C*-tensor category
which describes anyonic excitations are satisfied, we demonstrate that the Hall
conductance is rational under the assumption that the tensor category is finite.

1. INTRODUCTION

For an effectively two-dimensional system, such as a metal plate or a single
graphene layer, the applied electric field and the induced current are two-components
vectors. According to Ohm’s law, for small fields, the current is proportional to the
applied field. The matrix that relates them is called the conductance matrix. In an
insulator, the current can only flow in the direction transversal to the applied field.
The corresponsing conductance matrix is antisymmetric, and Ohm’s law takes the
form

(1) J= (_OH g) %

where we call the off-diagonal conductance s the Hall conductance.

The quantum Hall effect refers to the behaviour of x at low temperatures. As
observed by Kitzling [23] and Tsui, Stérmer and Gossard [37], whenever the material
is insulating, i.e., the conductance matrix is as in , the Hall conductance is a
fractional multiple of a universal constantﬂ The effect is called integer quantum
Hall effect if the Hall conductance is a whole number and fractional quantum Hall
effect if the Hall conductance is a non-integer rational number.

The integer quantum Hall effect is well modelled by non-interacting electrons in
disordered media. The fact that x is integer-valued in this case is now reasonably
well understood, and it is beyond the scope of this article to review the extensive
body of literature on this topic. As a consequence, electron-electron interactions
must be included to obtain a non-integer Hall conductance, which introduces sig-
nificant analytical challenges. Consequently, the fractional quantum Hall effect is
mathematically much less understood. A microscopic framework for a finite number
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1We will use units in which this constant is equal to (2) ™1, and consequently, 27 is a rational
number.
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of interacting electrons was already developed by Avron and Seiler in [2], resulting
in a possibly rational Hall conductance [20]. Conformal field theory of fractional
quantum Hall effect was developed in 90’s by Frohlich, Studer and their collabo-
rators, see the recent review [16]. An interacting microscopic framework with a
well-defined thermodynamic limit was only provided twenty years later in the work
of Hastings and Michalakis [I§].

The setting of Hastings and Michalakis and of subsequent works [5] [6] 29] involves
a gapped Hamiltonian for interacting particles with a U(1) symmetry on a finite
torus of linear size L. Assuming that the Hamiltonian has p locally indistinguishable
ground states (along with some further technical assumptions), it is proved that

2K = % + O(L™),

i.e. there exists ¢ € Z such that |27k — ¢/p| vanishes faster than any inverse power
of L as L — oo. This implies, see [B], quantization of conductance in the plane,
provided we assume that the ground state in the plane is a limit of ground states
of embedded tori. Since they are locally indistinguishable it does not matter in the
limit which torus ground states are used. This plausible assumption, often referred
to as LTQO for Local Topological Quantum Order and introduced in [12] 28], is
likely satisfied in all standard quantum Hall models (in fact, it was forseen already
in [38]) but it is currently difficult to prove, see however [26] for recent progress in
this direction.

In this article, we will show that Hall conductance is quantized in the infinite
plane geometry without assuming LTQO. We want to avoid this assumption not
due to the lack of proof — we will anyway have to assume analytical properties we
can’t prove in any concrete model — but because not having it leads to an intriguing
intellectual puzzle: What replaces the ground states degeneracy on the finite torus
in the denominator p of the quantum Hall conductance fraction? We will show here
that p is upper bounded by the rank of the braided C*-tensor category associated
with the ground state [35], which describes the anyonic excitations in the system.

The connection between rational Hall conductance and the properties of low-
energy excitations was first described in the works of Laughlin [24], [25], and Arovas,
Schrieffer, Wilczek [I]. Laughlin demonstrated that insertion of a 27 flux produces
an excitation with a fractional charge 2wk at the point of insertion. Arovas, Schri-
effer, and Wilczek then showed that if a second excitation is adiabatically moved
around the first, it acquires phase ¢2™’%_ This means that the excitation is an
Abelian anyon. In a finite setting that is very close to the present one, this was
proved in [7]. The connection exemplifies the interplay between macroscopic prop-
erties of a system, such as Hall conductance, and its microscopic properties, like
the statistics of elementary excitations.

In this work, we use the theory developed by Doplicher, Haag and Roberts
[15, 7] for relativistic quantum field theories, recently adapted to lattice systems
[31], to describe anyon excitations. See the review [27] for other approaches to
describing anyons. The DHR approach uses a superselection criterion to define
excitation sectors, and proceeds to show that there is a natural braided C*-tensor
category structure associated with these sectors. In particular, physical elementary
excitations correspond to objects in this category, and the physical braiding of two
excitations corresponds to the braiding structure € in the category. A complete
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mathematical setting in the context of quantum lattice systems was first described
by Ogata [35], and we will use this particular framework here.

As mentioned above, the way how to construct Abelian anyons in fractional
quantum Hall effect was introdcued in [7] and later expanded on and used in [19].
Neither of these works construct the anyons as objects of a braided C*-tensor cat-
egory. Firstly no exact framework existed at that time, and secondly (speaking for
authors of [7]) it seemed at the time that technical details associated with the pre-
cise construction might obscure the relatively simple idea behind the construction.
We now feel that this has changed and that there is a need for uniform setting and
precise definitions. The main technical part of this work, see Section [p} is the con-
struction of some objects in the braided C*-tensor category M associated with the
ground state. Echoing [I], the braiding properties of these objects will be connected
to the Hall conductance. In Section [6] we then prove that under the assumption
that there is finite number of superselection sectors, Hall conductance « is indeed
a rational number.

2. SETTING AND RESULTS

We follow the setting and notation of [35], which expands on the usual framework
of 2-dimensional lattice spin systems. We consider a lattice Z? and to each point
x € Z2 we associate an algebra Ajzy isomorphic to the algebra of d x d matrices
for some fixed d > 1. For a finite subset I of Z? we define Ar = QgerAfzy. For
I'y C T'y, the algebra Ar, is canonically embedded in Ap, by tensoring operators in
Ap, with the identity. For infinite I" C 72, the algebra Ar is defined as an inductive
limit of algebras associated with finite subsets of I'. We denote A = Az2. For each
I' C Z2, we fix the conditional expectation Er : A — Ar onto Ar preserving the
trace. The algebra of local observables is denoted by Ajqc.

We will use notation, definitions and some results about interactions and dy-
namics that are summarized in Appendix [A] While most of what we use should be
standard for an expert in the field, the notion of an anchored interaction which was
introduced in [8] might be an exception.

We consider an interaction h € J, here J is a class of interactions that are
sufficiently local and uniformly bounded (see the appendix for the exact definition),
and assume that it has a finite range, i.e. there exists r > 0 such that diam(S) > r
implies hs = 0. We denote {7 : t € R} the dynamics, namely the one parameter
group of automorphisms, generated by h.

Assumption 2.1. The dynamics 7" has a unique gapped ground state w.

Precisely, this means that there is a unique state w satisfying

w(A*[h, A])

(2) W_9>0

for all local A such that w(A) = 0. It is then automatically a ground state, i.e.,
w(A*[h, A]) > 0 for all local observables A, and is pure [36]. We denote the GNS
representation of w by (H,m, Q).

Note that we do not assume that w is the unique state satisfying the condition
w(A*[h, A]) > 0, namely there may in general be other such ‘algebraic ground
states’.
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2.1. Braided C*-tensor category associated with 7. In this section we recall,
to the extend that we will need in this work, the construction of braided C*-tensor
category described in [35]. It requires the approximate Haag duality. We do not
present the full definition here and refer reader to [35, Definition 1.1].

Assumption 2.2. The GNS representation (H,w, Q) of w satisfies the approximate
Haag duality.

We denote eg := (cos 3,sin 5) and set
(3) Aapp:={a+tes[t>0,8€(0—p,0+¢)}

for § € R, a € R?, and ¢ € (0,7). We call a subset of this shape a cone and use
the same notation for the subset Agg,, N 72 of the lattice. It is important that
the empty set and R? are not cones. Strict Haag duality is the statement that
m(Apc) = 7w(Ap)” for all cones A while the approximate version allows for ‘tails’
on the outside of the cones.

We now define superselection sectors with respect to the GNS representation
(H,m, Q) of the gapped ground state w, see Assumption We note that the
representation is irreducible because the ground state w is pure.

Definition 1. We say that a representation o of A on H satisfies the superselection
criterion with respect to 7 if

O-‘AAC = 7T|-AAca
for any cone A. Here, ~ denotes unitary equivalence.

We denote by O all representations of A on H that satisfy the superselection
criterion. Equivalence of representations splits O into equivalence classes, which
are called superselection sectors.

Theorem ([35], Theorems 5.2 & 6.1). Given Assumptions[2.1] the superselec-
tion sectors form a braided C*-tensor category.

We call this category M and refer to [35] for precise definitions. We will recall
the construction in Section [3] For the moment we only note that objects in the
category are representations satisfying the superselection criteria, and morphisms
are their intertwiners. The braiding, €(p, o) of objects p, o, encodes the exchange
statistics of the anyons corresponding to p,o. We will also introduce a statistical
phase 6(p, o) which will be the phase obtained by moving ¢ counterclockwise around
p, see @

2.2. Charge conservation. We consider an on-site U(1) symmetry generated by
an interaction ¢ € J such that operators gy, € A,y have integer spectrum for
all z € Z2, and g5 = 0 if S is not a singleton. The operator q{x} encodes physical
charge at site z, and for any finite region I' we denote

Qr = Z Uz}

zel

and refer to it as the charge in the set I'. By assumption, Spec(Qr) C Z. For any
(finite or not) subset I, let 67 be the derivation associated with ¢|r, the restriction
of g to I' — see Appendix for the notion of restriction of an interaction —
and let ol be the corresponding family of automorphisms. Note that ol = id,
justifying the name U(1) symmetry. We denote 09 = d7,, and a = o
We assume that our system is U(1) invariant in the following sense.
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Assumption 2.3. For any finite S, C Z? such that S C T,
(4) [h57 QF] =0.

We immediately note that in conjunction with Assumption this implies the
U (1)-invariance of the state, namely w o oy, = w for all ¢ € R.

Assumptions allow to construct a self-adjoint operator J € A whose
expectation value

(5) k=w(J)

is the Hall conductance of the system [I8][4]. We provide details of this construction
in Section [l

2.3. Results. The first theorem that we will prove makes an explicit connection
between the braided C*-tensor category and Hall conductance. As discussed in the
introduction, versions of this theorem are in [7} [19].

Theorem 1 (Existence of Anyons). Given Assumptions - there exists a
simple object p € M such that

0(p, p) = e~ ),
The second theorem that we prove addresses quantization of the Hall conductance.

Theorem 2 (Quantization of Hall conductance). Suppose Assumptions -
hold, and assume that there are finite number, p’, of equivalence class of simple
objects in M. Then there exists an integer p < p’ such that

21k € Z/p.

2.4. Outline. In the following section we provide details about construction of
the braided C*-tensor category. In Section [ we define the Hall conductance. In
Section [5] we prove Theorem [I} and in Section [6] we prove Theorem [2} Finally,
Appendix A contains all we need about interactions and their associated objects,
and Appendix B has some technical parts related to the definition of the statistical
phase 0 on the braided tensor category.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF BRAIDED C*-TENSOR CATEGORY

The idea to use superselection sectors to describe anyon ground state excitations
was first described in the context of algebraic quantum field theory in [I3]. It was
recently adapted to quantum spin systems [30, BI] 14l [35]. A representation o that
is quasi-equivalent to 7, without any restriction, corresponds to local excitations of
the ground state. A representation o that satisfies the superselection criteria but is
not quasi-equivalent to 7 corresponds to anyon excitation: We often visualize them
as excitations created by an automorphism acting along a string going from the
point of the excitations to infinity, which is, in particular, localized inside a cone.
This is the case in some exactly solvable models [21], 22], see [30} 31].

In order to construct the braided C*-tensor category, we shall now make various
choices but the resulting category is independent of these choices [35]. Let C be the
set of all cones such that [0 — ,0 + @] N [3X — 2,37 + 2] = () mod 27. This
makes a choice for what is called the forbidden direction, see Figure [I} Let

B:=Upecem (Ap)",
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A Ao

As(2)

FIGURE 1. The various cones used in the construction of the cat-
egory M. Forbidden directions are represented by the arc in the
lower half plane.

where the overline indicates the norm closure. For each cone A and o € O, we set
Vor :={Vor €UH) | Ad(Von) 0 0laye = Tlaye}s

which is a nonempty set by the very definition of O. We also denote by Oy the set
of all o € O with I € V, o. Oy represents anyonic excitations supported in A.

We fix a cone Ag := Ao,g,%‘ € C, the objects in the category M are the ele-
ments of Op,. In order to introduce a tensor product of objects (and later braid-
ing), we first pull ¢ € O,, to a map on the algebra B. There exists a unique
*_homomorphism T, of B such that

Toom=o0

and T, is weakly continuous on 7 (Ay)", for every A € C.
For two objects 01,02 € O,,, their tensor product is defined as

01 Q09 :=T,, 0Ty, om.
The morphisms of M are the intertwiners
Hom(o1,09) :={V € B(H) | Vo1 = 02V}.
To define braiding we fix the following two cones Ay := Ao,w,g,Al = AQ%,%. For
p € Oy, and o € Oy, the braiding €(p, o), of p, o is defined as the norm limit
e(pyo) = lim Viy, o Tp (Vo pa(s)) -

Here and later, we use a notation Aq ,,(s) = Ag,, + seg. The braiding is inde-
pendent of the choice of unitaries V, p,(s) € Vo,a,(s), and it intertwines p ® o with
o®p,ie. €p,0) € Hom(p®o,o®p). If p =7, then T, = id and hence €(7,0) =1
for all o.

We will also need the statistical phase, 0(p, o), associated with winding of the
anyon o around p. We fix another cone Az = Aoz, and for p € Oy, and 0 € Oy,
we define

(6) a(pa O) = tli>Holo G(p, Ad Va,Ag(t) © U)-
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The limit is well defined, see (i) of the next lemma. In this article we will only
encounter Abelian anyons in which case the statistical phase is proportional to
identity: This is reflected in the assumptions and statements of the following lemma.

Lemma 3. Suppose that Assumptions [2.1] hold. Let p,o € Op,. Suppose that
o is of the form 0 = wo & for some & € Aut(A) such that &|,4Af =ida,e- Then
(i) 8(p,0) is well defined, and independent of the choice of Vg p, ),
(ii) 0(p, o) € Hom(p, p).
Suppose in addition that p = 7o p for some automorphism p. Then

(iii) O(p,0) = € id, for some 0 € R,
(iv) For p' =Ady op € Op, and 0’ = Ady o0 € Oy,

0(p',0") = 0(p,0),
(v) 0(p1 ® p2,0) = 0(p1,0)0(p2,0).

Proof. The proof of (i) is quite technical and similar to the proofs of existence of
€(p,0) in [35]. We postpone it to Appendix Since similar techniques are required
for the proof of part (ii), we similarly postpone it, see Lemma

Since p is irreducible by the additional assumption, the point (ii) implies that
0(p, o) is proportional to identity. Because T}, is a unital *-endomorphism, 6(p, o)
is a unitary as the norm limit of a family of unitaries. It follows that 6(p, o) is a
phase. This proves (iii).

Manifestly, 8(p,0’) = 6(p,o). So to prove (iv), it remains to compute 6(p’, o).
Let Ug = Ad(VU,Ag(S)) oo. Pick VU;,Az(t) = Vo-wA?(t)V;Ag(S)'

0(p',0) = ’le e(Ad(V) 0 p, Ad(V a4 (s)) © 0)
— Tl [V, 000 VI Ad(V)(e(pr00)

= lim lim [[Vo a,0) Vi ay0), VIIAA(V) (e(p, 07)).

s—00 t—00

where we used Lemma [29]in the second equality and denote [[Uy, Us]] = U U2U; U3
for the commutator of unitaries. For A € Ay, we have that

7(A) = p/(A) = Ad(V)(p(4)) = Ad(V)(x(A)),

namely V' € 7(Ax:)’. Hence lim,_, limtﬁoo[[VawAs(s)V;M(t), V]] = 1by Lemma
and we get

0(p',0) = Ad(V)(0(p,0)).

With this, Part (iv) follows from (iii).
To prove (v), we recall [35] that for 01,092,035 € On,,

€(01 ® 09,03) = €(01,03)T,, (e(02,03)).
From the definition of 8, we then get
0(p1 @ p2,0) = 0(p1,0)T,, (6(p2,0)),

and claim then follows again from (iii). O
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FIGURE 2. The four quadrants used to define the Hall conductance

4. DEFINITION OF HALL CONDUCTANCE

There are various, equivalent, formulas for Hall conductance. These formulas fall
into two classes, the first class expresses Hall conductance as the adiabatic curvature
of a certain ground state bundle. The second class expresses Hall conductance as a
charge pumped upon insertion of a 27 flux. The formulas can be proved from the
Kubo formula [I0], so the starting point is a matter of taste. We decided to start
with a formula from the first class because it is most naturally formulated in the
infinite volume limit. However, in the process of proving our main theorems we will
need a formula from the second class which we will establish as a lemma below.

To define Hall conductance, we use a partition of space in four quadrants,

A= {(z,y) €Z*|0<z,0<y},

B:={(v,y) €Z* |2 < —1,0 < y},

C:={(z,y) €Z?® |z < -1,y <-1,},

D:={(z,y) €Z*|0< z,y < —1},
see Figure We will use the notation I''I'y = I'y U Ty for any two sets I'y,T's.
For example, AB is the upper half plane. In addition, for a set I', we set I'y :=

I'N[-N,N]*2.
For a region I' C Z?2, we define

(7) R / 4V (£)71 (62(h),

with W (t) a super-polynomially decaying function such that 2T W k) =1/k for
|k| > g. Here, we use the specific definition of an interaction given in (28, and so k*
is a bonafide interaction. Next lemma gives basic properties of this interaction. We
recall that the Hamiltonian has finite range r, and let OI" := {x € Zs : dist(z,T") <
r,dist(z, T'¢) < r}.

Lemma 4. Suppose that Assumptions cmd hold. Then for any T’ C Z2,

(i) kU is anchored in OT,
(i) 9(kE) =0,
(ii) kT = —kT".
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Proof. The statement (i) follows from Lemma. Note the non-trivial definition of
time evolution of an interaction given in . Charge conservation, Assumptlon
implies (ii,iii). O

A consequence of (i) and Lemma is that i[k4P, k4P| is summable. With this,
we can define the Hall conductance via with

(8) J =Y ik kAP
S

It is in no way apparent that expectation value of J is adiabatic curvature of some
ground state bundle, we refer reader to [4] for the details about this bundle.

As announced in the first paragraph, we will need to connect this definition to
a different formula that we will use later. We are going to do this in the remaining
part of this section.

For a region I' we define an interaction ¢° = q|r — k¥, and denote ' the
associated family of automorphisms. Bg corresponds to threading flux ¢ through
the boundary of I', see [7]. The function W in @ is chosen so that the state w is
invariant, namely

(9) woéqF:O, woﬁgzw

for all regions T', see [9]. For finite I', the operator Kr = Y ¢ kL is well-defined and
the invariance above can be phrased as
(10) w([Qr, A]) =0

for all A € A, where Qr := Qr — K.

We claim that the interaction i[g4Z, k4P)

w(> ilg*? k*P]s) = 0.

S

To establish this, we start by recalling that k4% is anchored in 9(AD), see Lemmai).
We now split the sum to two parts. First of all, if S C AB, we have that

@ K Pls = D0 lasf ke == Y e kE)),

S1US>;=S S1US;=S8

is also summable and that

by Lemma ii). By Lemma the sum Y g g, caplka”, kg] is absolutely con-
vergent, in particular, we can write it as

Z Z [kngakS Z Z qg’llBak a
S2CAB S1CAB S2CAB S1CAB
where we used that for all Sy C AB, Y g - aplas,, k&] = 69(k§P) = 0. It might
be worth noting that the double sum on the RHS is not absolutely convergent
anymore. Second of all, we consider those sets S that intersect (AB)¢. In fact, the
anchoring of k4P implies that we are considering only those that intersect both
O(AD) and (AB)°. On the one hand, the sum

Z [kng ’ k?QD]

51,52:(51US2)NI(AD)N(AB)°#0
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is absolutely convergent by Lemma On the other hand, since the interaction ¢
is strictly on site,

> 4P, kAP)s = > (457, k5]

5:SNO(AD)N(AB)e£0) 51,52:82N8(AD)N(AB)e£)

and the sum on the RHS is absolutely convergent. Altogether, we have now estab-
lished that the commutator is summable. The above argument also yields that if
the two sums are put added to each other, we obtain a convergent sum,

(11) S it kAPl = Y67 (kAD).
Sa

S

It follows that the expectation vanishes since w(§‘jAB (k5P)) = 0 for every Ss. By

the same argument, the equality also holds with AB and AD exchanged. So we
established two new expressions for Hall conductance,

W(Z[RAB, ]fAD]S) — W(Z[QAB, ]{JAD]S) — W(Z[RABanD]S)-
’ ° ’ AB’ AD]

Adding the last two, and subtracting the first and a zero ) ¢[q s we then

get
(12) w(J) =w(=i Y [7*%,7*"]s),
S

q

with J defined in . To avoid any confusion, we remark that the expectation on
the RHS looks formally zero by @) However, the double sum g o, [(jélB, (j?QD | is
not convergent so @ is not applicable.

So far, the Hall conductance has been connected to adiabatic curvature. We now
show that the definition above can also be related to charge transport. We start
with a formal calculation (which, to be clear, is wrong!). By differentiating under
the integral,

27
(BAP) 1 (g1P) — 1P = — / (BAP) 6,00 (145)do.

however LHS and RHS are not equal as interactions based on our definitions (26}28)
of manipulating interactions. Continuing with formal calculations (which ignore
that sums are not absolutely convergent), we conclude that

27
> (6 @ - ) = [ ) (S e )s)do.
5 s 0 s

and the expectation of the RHS is —27x by . This way, we obtained a formal
connection between change of charge under the action of 85” and Hall conductance.

It likely won’t be any surprise to the reader that to make the calculation cor-
rectly we need to regularize the expression. There are many ways how to do that,
our regularization resembles [7] (see also Lemma . To this end, for » > 0, we
decompose

(13) (B ) =210,
where v are automorphisms such that

(i) v%" (resp. v'") is generated by TDI g, (resp. g1 ) anchored in d(AD)N
{z2 < r} (resp. O(AD) N {x2 > r}), moreover (g1,)s =0 unless S C AB,
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(ii) there exists function f € F and a constant C such that ||g; .|| < C holds
for 7 =0,1 and all » > 0,

(iii) the TDIs are charge conserving, i.e. [(gjr)s,Qs] =0 for j =0,1, 7 >0
and all finite S.

Lemma 5. Let
27
Jo= [0 (1301 ) ) do
0 s

Then
w(Jo) = —2mw(J),
and
. . 07 = = _
Tliglo A}E}}Xﬂ "(Qap)x) — Quas)y = Jos
where the limits are in the uniform topology of the C*-algebra.
Proof. Since [g*8, "] is summable, the equality w(Jy) = —27w(J) follows imme-
diately from and the invariance of w under the action of 5'0.
It remains to prove the last statement. We split the limit into two parts using
QuaB)y = Qa)y — Kap)y- We first consider the charge contribution. We fix
r > 0, and we are going to show that the limit of 70>T(Q(AB)N) —Qap)y a8 N — o0
exists. For M > N,

Qi) — QuaB)y = > o
ZL’E(AB)]VI\(AB)N
Using Lemma [I7] we have for |z| > r,
”7077‘((]96) - ngH < f(|$|/2)7

and

1" (QaBya) — Quasyn) — (V7 (Qan)y) — Quam) < > f(z]/2).

|z|>N

Since f(|z|/2) is summable, the sum is going to zero as N — oo. Hence the sequence
is Cauchy and therefore it has a limit.
The decomposition yields that

YT (Qapyy) — Quanyy = (V") H(BEP) H(Quanyy) — Quan)y)
+ (V") HQaB)x) — QaB) -

Since Q(ap)y is a bonafide element of the algebra, we can differentiate under the
integral sign to get

2
(BeP) M (Qan)y) — Quapyy = —/0 (B4P) 16540 (Qamyy )do-
Now

6ga0 (QaByy) = — Zi[q(AB)N,LYAD]s

S
= =3P, s + 3 ilg AP, 4P,
S S
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where the convergence of these sums was established in the paragraphs preceding
the lemma. Hence,

VO’T(Q(AB)N) —QuB)y = (71’T)1</0 W(BQ?D)%(ZZ'[QAB 7AD] )d¢) + Jn,

S

where
27
IN = —/ (BAP)~1 ZZ AB)N P sds + (v'") "M Qapyy) — Qran)x
0 S

The automorphism (y17)~! is generated by a TDI, let’s call it g, that is charge
conserving and supported in AB. Then we can write the last term as

(V") HQaB)y) — Qap)y = Z / [(95)s: QaB)y])ds,

5:SN(AB)S,

which gives a decomposition Jy = Y ¢(jn)s with jy anchored in (AB)%. We
established above that Jy has a limit, and since it is anchored on the complement
of a square that eventually covers all of Z?2, the limit is a multiple of the identity.
But Jy is traceless for all N and hence the limit is zero. In conclusion, we obtained

lim 79" (Qap)y) — Quan)y = (’71’T)_1</0 7r(@;‘D)_l(z:i[qAB 7*P)s )d¢)

N —oo
S

As (/47 7H(A) — A for all A € A we get

2
ADy—1 . AB -AD
(14)  lim A}gﬂoﬂ "(QaB)y) — QuaB)y = /0 (Bs7) (gl[q .7 Ps)dg.

Regarding the second part associated with K(4p),, Lemma gives that the
contribution of (k(4P)N)g to V" (KaB)y) — K(ap)y decays with the distance of
S from the origin. This means that we can directly take the limit to get

i (007 U, Kiam) = 0 045) 42
S

Using the same lemma, we have that the sum on the RHS is uniformly convergent
in r (we assumed that TDIs g% are uniformly bounded) so we can also take the
limit in 7 to get
. . 0, _ AD\—1(1.AB AB
Thjolo ngnoo(V "(KaByy) — Kupyy) = XS:( o ) (k5T — kg
Finally, we can now differentiate term by term under the integral to get

27
lim lim (7" (Kap)y) — Kapyy) =—Y | (B32) 7 ilg*? k4Pdo
S 0

r—00 N —00

(15) - / C(BAPY (Y (g kAP ) do,

S
where in the second line we used that [g47, k4B]g is absolutely summable so even
though the lines are not equal for each S, they have the same sum. (Recall (II).)

Adding now (|14l]15) back together finishes the proof.
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We end this section by proving that Jy commutes with the ground state. We
recall an elementary lemma.

Lemma 6. Let M € A be such that w([M,A]) =0 for all A€ A. Then
w(MA) =w(M)w(A)
for any A € A.

Proof. In the GNS representation (H,m, ) of w, we let P be the orthogonal pro-
jection onto the space spanned by 2. Since w is pure, 7 is irreducible and so
7(A)" = (C-1) = B(H), namely w(A) is weakly dense in B(H). For B € B(H),
let (Ay)o be a net in A converging weakly to B. Then
Tr([P,m(M)]B) = (@, m(M)BQ) — (Q, Br(M))
= lim (Q,7(MA,)Q) — (Q, (A M)Q)
a—r 00

= lim w([M,A4,]) =0

a—r 00

by the assumption. Since this is true for any B € B(H), we conclude that
[P,m(M)] =0, and hence
w(MA) =Tr(Pr(M)r(A)) = Tr(Pr(M)Pr(A)) = w(M)w(A)
because P is a one-dimensional projection. ([l
For any finite T, the conditions of the lemma are satisfied for Qr by and we
get
(16) w(QrA) = w(Qr)w(A4) = w(Qr)w(A).

To get the second equality we noted that because I is finite,
Kr = / W ()7 (01 (Qr))dt.

Since w is a ground state of 7/, it is in particular invariant and w o &), = 0 so that
w(Kr) = 0 by the formula above. It then follows from the definition of Qr that

w(Qr) = w(Qr).
We note for later purposes that
(17) m(Qr)Q = w(Qr)Q-
This follows immediately by applying both sides of the identity 7(Qr)P = P7(Qr)
to €2
m(Qr)Q = (Q, m(Qr)2)Q.
Lemma 7. Suppose that Assumptions and[2-3 hold. Then
(18) w(JoA) = w(Jo)w(A)
holds for all A € A.
Proof. By , we have
(11047, a*P)s, A]) = w(F5a8 8540 (A) = 0an 845 (4),
S

for any local A € A and the RHS is equal to zero by @[) Using the second part of
@ we then get

w([Jo, A]) =0,
for all A € A and the statement follows from Lemma [6] O
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€o

fo

L

F1GURE 3. The half plane 'y associated with the cone A

5. CONSTRUCTION OF AN OBJECT IN M ASSOCIATED WITH THE U(1) SYMMETRY

Having defined the current observable Jy, we now turn to the explicit construc-
tion of the representation p € M whose existence was announced in Theorem [T] and
prove that it has statistical properties stated therein.

First of all, we note that while the TDI §* that generates Bg is anchored in T,

the automorphism 35 has a trivial action far away from OI' because ¢, have integer
spectrum and k' is anchored in OT. Concretely, 8L can be obtained from a TDI
that is anchored in OT":

Lemma 8. Fix T’ C Z2. There exists a TDI, ];‘F, anchored in O' such that
Bre = Thy

Proof. Recall that ozg is the family of automorphisms associated with the charge

q|r. Since ad, = id, we have

Bor = Pon 0 (a3e) T =id + /O 7 0, (85 0 (a1) ) do.
Computing the derivative, we have
0 (55 o (05) 1) = 65 o (3 —byr) o ()™
Using ¢" — ¢"' = —k" we get
9o (By 0 () ™) = (85 () ™) e ag o dyr o (ag) ™,
and the lemma holds with TDI k¥ (¢) = fozg(kr). The TDI is anchored in OI' by
Lemma [4 and Lemma [I6 0

When an arbitrary TDI h is acted upon by the U(1) automorphism, and only in
the case, we will make an exception to and define

(ap(h))s := ag(hs).
This is more convenient and o manifestly respects anchoring because it acts on-site.
To a cone A = Aqg 9, we associate the half space I'p := {z € R%: fo -2 > 0},
where fg is the unit vector obtained by rotating ey clockwise by 90 degrees, see
Figure Then by Lemma 6;’3 is generated by TDI kTr. Let p2 be the family
of automorphisms generated by TDI kLA |a. Finally we put p® := pb .
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Since kM is anchored on 9Ty, the automorphism p® is generated by a TDI an-
chored on the axis of the cone A, which will be useful when we do perturbation the-
ory. It is also possible to express p” using the interaction . Since restrictions com-
mute with the on-site automorphism a4, we have that kIA|y = —a2 A (k| ),
and we see that

0y(p 0 adTEN) = (p 0 ad) & (<G, + 027N) = (o 0 @A) 0 dyy .

Since § is a constant interaction, this implies that p® = exp (séqrA‘A) o (a1
and in particular

(19) p™ = exp (27T5(7FA\A) .

This expression will be more useful for algebraic manipulations.

The next lemma states that, for any A, the representation 7 o p* satisfies the
super-selection criteria and that in addition, all these automorphisms belong to the
same super-selection sector.

Lemma 9. For all cones A, A’ C Ay,
(i) 70 p € Oy,
(i) moph ~moph.
Moreover there exists unitaries V. € A such that
A2 0 AdV ] = g0 o (M0,

Proof. We start with the last part of the lemma. Recalling the definiton of the
cones, Figure we see that I'a, ;) = CD for all t and so pts®) = exp (2775(?CD|A3“))
by (19). Using Lemma [if(iii), we have

QCD|A3(t) = qlast) — (jAB|A3(t)a

and we conclude that
(pPs®) 1 = exp (27T6§AB|A3(”) .

Moreover, p2(") = exp (27T(S§AB|A2(r)> and since the cones Ao (r), A3(t) are disjoint,
we get
pA2(’I") o (pA3(t))71 = exp (2775(1,43'1&2(7‘)/&3“)) .
Equivalently, this is an automorphism generated by the TDI kAB |As(r)As(r)- On the
other hand, 347 is generated by TDI kAB. The claim then follows from Lemma
used for X = 9(AB) and I' = Ay(r)A3(t), and Lemma [18]
We now turn to the claim (ii). By the same reasoning that we used for the

specific cones above, we get that for any non-overlapping cones A, A’ there exists a
region I' and a unitary Vi A such that

B0 Ad[Vaar] = pt o (0V) 71,
see Figure 4 The invariance @) implies that Bg is unitarily implementable in the
GNS representation, namely there are unitaries v}; such that vgﬁ =Q and
r r
(20) mo By = Ad [vy] o
It follows that
mopto(pt) "l =Ad [vg] omoAd[Vaa] = Ad [vgw(VAVA/)] om
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FIGURE 4. The region I' corresponding to the disjoint cones A, A’.
The unitary Vi A/ is almost localized along the thicker grey line.

which is (ii). If A, A’ overlap, we find a cone A”, possibly ignoring the forbidden
direction, that does not overlap with either. Then by the above, mop® ~ 7o pAN o~
mo pA', concluding the proof.

Finally, (i) holds by construction. (]

We note that the proof provides an explicit intertwiner Vorsw, As(r):

Lemma 10. The unitary Voasw p, ) = voBr(V,.,) € U(H) is such that

(ﬂ o pA2(”(A)) Vors® s (m) = Viprs pg(r) (77 o pAS(t)(A)) , AcA

In fact, more can be said. Indeed, the proof of Lemma [18| gives

I e D S - ]
S:5N (A (r)As(t))e£0
Since ;4 Blas roaa(t) acts trivially on the terms that are completely supported on
2(r)Ag(t
the complement of Ay(r)A3(t), we have that
.- Y HEiad,
S:SC(A2(r)As(t))e
where G is an observable that is almost localized at the apexes, as(r),as(t), of
Ao (r) and As(t). Specifically, there exists f € 7 and a constant C', both indepen-
dent of r,¢, such that |G|y < C and ||Gs(S)| < f(dist(S, {a2(r), as(t)}).
Lemma 11. Let ¢y = e2miw(QasN) | Then
AB

v3, = s-lim ey (ezmQ*‘BN)
N —o00

Proof. First we note that implies that w(eQ”iQABN)Q = ¢n§2. Then for any
AeA,

N (eQmQ*‘BN) (A =1 (Ad [e%@ww} (A)) Q
while
Vi m(A)Q =7 (837 (A4)) ©
by . Hence
N (e%@ww) (A — vABr(A)Q = 7 (Ad [e%@ww] (A) — f,rB(A)) Q
and the claim follows from the strong limit

BaB — Jsv—lim Ad [eQmQABN}
— 00
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and the cyclicity of  with respect to 7(A). O

Remark 12. Note from (@) that v5B can be arbitrarily approzimated by elements
in Upeem(Ape) . In particular, by the approvimate Haag duality, vs:P belongs to B.
More precisely, for each e > 0, we may choose a cone A € C and a unitary U, € A
such that w(U.)vstB? € (AAg), and ||Us = I|| < e. Note also that we may further
choose a sequence of unitaries UN € A such that w (UENeQ’”QABN> ewm (AAE), and
HUEN — UEH — 0, N — co. Hence we obtain

(22) (U )viB = s-lim enn(UN )7 (ezmQABN)

N—oo
mn T (AAS)/~

Proof of Theorem[]l We claim that p := 7o p™ has the stated properties. By
Lemmal[d] p € M, and it is simple because 7 is irreducible. So it remains to prove
the braiding relation 0(p, p) = e*>7w(Jo),

Using item (iv) in Lemma [3] and Lemma [9] we have for any r > 0, 8(p,p) =
O(m o p™1 (") p). In particular,

0(p,p) = lim 6 (ﬂ' o pAl(r),p> .
™00
We now pick V), o, () such that AdV, y,yop=mo p*3 ) to get
By Lemma |10}

e(mo pM ), w0 p®) = Tim w(V2) (02) Tysco (057 (Var).

Now
Tonrr) (32T (Var)) = Tons oo (8552 (Ve Juin?) = m(p™ 7 BB (Ve )Ty (037)

and the explicit expression implies that lim, ., p*t M BAB(V, ;) = B4E (V. 4)
uniformly in s,¢. Hence,

e(p’ p) = Tli},go(véAWB)*TpAl(” (U?WB) = lim <Q’ (’UéATrB)*TpAl(T) (UéA‘n'B>Q> ’

r—00

where we used that 0(p, p) is a scalar in the last equality. With this, the weak
continuity of 7 )a, ¢ on each (Aae)’, A € C, Remark [12| and Lemma , we get

0(p,p) = lim lim w(e @ ) (2i%amn)),

Now we consider the automorphism 6, := (85:2)~1 0 p*1(") of A, which is such that

. Ta,y— . T,y —
(23) Tim [(Bor)™H o p™M(A) = (B ) THA) =0
holds for all all A € A. Using (L6]), we have that

(24) 0(p,p) = lim lim w(e 2™ Quny g, (2™ QBN ).

r—00 N —00

Let now v, n(¢) = e~ 1#Qan)y Gr(eid’Q(AB)N) and v(¢) = lim, o0 My 00 Vr N (@)
uniformly in ¢, which are such that v, x(0) = 1 and therefore v(0) = 1. Note that
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~%7 = @, is a possible choice in the decomposition , so by Lemma [5| we have
that

(25) lim lim (QT(Q(AB)N) - Q(AB)N) = Jo,

r—00 N —00

and since
Dy (e, (199N )) = ieTADIN (0,(Qam) ) — Qran)y )0 (00PN ).
we conclude from (25| ) that
dpvey = iB2E (Jo) ve.
the proof of Lemma [7| now implies that Ogw(vg) = iw(Jy)w(vy) and therefore

9(P7 P) = W(UQ‘IT) = BZWiM(JO)v

which is the equation that we aimed to prove. ([l

6. QUANTIZATION OF HALL CONDUCTANCE

We finally prove Theorem We start with a Lemma that is a corollary of
Lemma, [3

Lemma 13. Suppose that p ~ w, then 0(p,0) =1 for any o € Oy, .
Proof. By point (iv) in Lemma we have
0(p, ) = b(r, ).

The right hand side is manifestly equal to the unity. O
Now we are ready for the proof of the theorem.

Proof of Theorem[Z Consider the object p constructed in Theorem For any
n € N, p®" is an irreducible object in M. By the assumption that there are finite
number p’ of simple objects, there exists p < p’ such that p®P ~ 7. By the previous
lemma we then have

0(p“", p) = 1.
On the other hand by Theorem [l and Lemma V)7
0(p™", p) = 0(p, p)? = > T0P.

The two equations and the definition then imply the stated quantization of the
Hall conductance «. (]

APPENDIX A. MANIPULATING INTERACTIONS

We use one of the standard setups to manipulate interactions. We follow [8]. We
consider the [*°-norm on Z2. For x € Z? and r > 0, B,(z) indicates the ball in Z?
centered at x with radius r with respect to this norm. The diameter of a subset
S C 72 with respect to this norm is denoted by diam(S).
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A.1. Interactions. Let F be a class of strictly positive, non-decreasing functions
f : Nt — RT that decay faster than any power, i.e. lim, o, f(r)r? = 0 for all
p > 0. An interaction h : S € Zo — hg € Ag is a map associating a finite subset
of Z? with an operator in Ag. We will only consider interactions for which

is finite for some f € F, we will call the set of all such interactions by J. We
will denote interactions with lower case letters and use upper case letter for their
quadratures. For a set X we put

HX = Z th
S:SNX#D

whenever the sum converges in the norm topology. The sum, in particular, con-
verges for X finite, provided h € J. If the sum exists for X = Z2, we call the
interaction summable. A derivative, 5}, associated with h and a region X, acts as

He(A) = > ilhs, A, A€ A
S:SNX#D

For X = Z2, we omit X and write 6. If 6" is inner, we will call the interaction h an
inner interaction. Summable interactions are inner, but there are inner interactions
that are not summable. If Hy exists then 6% (A) = i[Hx, A].

A.2. Anchored interactions. We say that an interaction h is anchored in a set
X cZ?ifhe J and SN X = 0 implies that hg = 0. If an interaction is anchored
in a finite region X then Hx = Hy2 exists.

Anchoring can be readily connected to more standard forms of locality.

Lemma 14. Suppose that h is anchored in X and A € Ay. Then
[[6n (A)]| < 2 (dist (X, Y))[Y][[][ ¢ [l All,
holds for any f € F.

Proof. We have
Sn(A)= > ilhs, Al

S:SNX#D,
SNY #0

So we get

(D <2 > lhsllAl

yeY S:yeSs,
SNX#D

Y Y gy f0+ dan(S)14]

< 2[Y|[[Alls f(1 + dist(X, Y))[[All,

which is what we were supposed to prove. We note that the RHS might be infinite
in which case the inequality is trivial. [
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A.3. Commutators. For interactions h, h’ we define their commutator [h, h'] as

(26) 7, 1]s = Do Ihsi k)
S1,52:51USs=S,
S1NS2#0

If h,h' € J then [h,h'] € J, and
(27) Ofh,n] = OnOn — OpsOp.

Furthermore, if h is anchored in X then [h, k'] is anchored in X.

It would be convenient if [h, h'] would be anchored in intersection of the anchors
of h,h'. Alas, this is not the case. As a partial substitute, we will use the following
criteria to decide if a commutator is inner.

Lemma 15. Let h (resp. h') be interactions anchored in X (resp. X'). Assume

that for oll f € F,
S Al < oo

zEX ' €X'
Then [h, h'] is summable.

Proof. By the definition of the commutator of interactions, it suffices to show

that
s= 3 > Insllnl
SNX#D S'NX'#£D
SNS’#p
is convergent. Let f be such that ||h||; < oo, |||y < co and let
g(r) = X 1 f(r1) f(r2).

Then g € F and we write

Ihs] I# | | —
S < 2+d S)+d S).
S22 I G () 0T e 2 ) diam(S)

z€X'  SNS£p

By the geometry of S, S’ in the above sum, diam(S) + diam(S’) > |z — 2’| so we
get
S<nlsIn s Y- gl —a')),

rzeX
zeX’

which is finite by assumption. O

A.4. Time-evolution. For A € A and a site « € Z2, we define a decomposition of

A o0
A= Z Am;ru
n=0
where
Ax,n = EBn(at) [A} - EB,I,,l(x) [A]v
for n > 1 and A, := Ep,(;)[A]. For an automorphism 3, and an interaction h
anchored in X, we define the time evolved interaction as
1
28 h z) ‘— h x,k>
(28) B(h) B2 > |SﬁX|ﬂ( S )k

S:xeSNX
for x € X and k > 0. We define 8(h)s = 0 for any other S.
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For an interaction h, we denote 7/ the group of automorphisms generated by §".
We will repeatedly use

Lemma 16. Suppose that h € J and that h' is anchored in X. Then TI(R') is
anchored in X for all s > 0.

The proof is in [8, Lemma 5.2.].

A.5. Quadratures. For a series of interactions hj;, we define

D _hy | = (s,
j s
provided the sum exists in norm sense. Likewise, provided that the integral on the
RHS exists in the Bochner sense, we put

(/ mw(t)dt)s = [tsuivr

for a family of interactions h; and weight function w(t).

A.6. Restrictions. For an interaction h and a region I' we define

_Jo Snre#£D

hlr

The automorphisms, 75", associated with h|r act strictly in T.

A.7. Time dependent interactions. Time dependent interaction (TDI) is a map
sel CR — hy € J, with I an interval of R. Furthermore we require that

(i) the map s € I — (hs)g is continuous for all S C Z?,

(ii) there exist f € F such that

sup ||hs|; < oo.
sel

Operations on interactions extend point-wise to TDIs. The role of TDI’s is to
generate time evolution, to a TDI h we associate a family of automorphisms 7/
that satisfies the equation

057 (A) = 70 (0. (4)), A € Awc.

Anchored interactions generate an automorphism that acts trivially far away
from the anchoring region. This is quantified by the following lemma.

Lemma 17. Let h be a TDI anchored in X, ! the associated automorphism, and
Ae Ay,
I (A) — All < 2[Y] sup |lhg||sf(dist(X, Y))[|Al,

s€[0,1]

holds for any f € F.
Proof. By differentiating under integral we get

(A - A= 17'h S
P = A= [ o s

and the statement follows from Lemma [14] O
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A.8. Perturbation theory.

Lemma 18. Let h,h' be two TDIs, and TSh, Tshl the associated automorphisms.

Suppose that h — h' is inner, i.e. there exists a family D, € A such that
(29) On,(A) = 0n, (A) = i[Ds, A],
holds for all A € A. Then there exists a unitary Vs € A such that
Varn(A) = 7 (A)Vs.
holds for all A € A.
Proof. We have
Du(ri 0 (71) 1 (A)) = 726, — 0 )(7) "M (A) = 73 o (72) Vi (D), AL,

by the assumption. In other words, the family of automorphisms 7 o (7’,‘;/)71 is
generated by the family of self-adjoint elements 733, (D;) € A. It follows immediately
that 77 o (73,) " = Ad[V.*] where Vj is the time-ordered exponential of 77,(D;). O

The lemma will be mainly used in the context of localizing interactions.

Lemma 19. Let h be a TDI anchored in a region X. Suppose that T C Z2 is a
region such that there exists constants C1,Cy so that
dist(I'*, X N Bg ,,) > C1 + Can
holds for all integers n with By, := Bo(n). Then the TDI h — h|r is inner.
Proof. Since, by definition,

0 ScrT,
hs otherwise,

(h—hlr)s = {

we get
SIh=hlo)sl= > bl
S SNre#£p

Since h is anchored in X we can add a condition S N X # () to the last sum. Then
we bound it as

S sl<Y Y Y sl

SNI°#Q n=0z€B,NX S>z
SNX £ SNLCA£)
SNXNB;, _#0

Any set S in the last sum is such that includes points in both I'“ and X N B ,,_;.
The diameter of such set is bigger than Cy 4+ Co(n — 1) by assumption. If f is such
that ||h]|; < oo, then

g”(h—hIr)sIISZ Z Z f(l_yiillln(s))f(l-l-01+02(n—l))

n=0zeB,NX Sox

SATC£0
SNB;, _,#0
<|llf > @n+1)°f(1 4 Cy + Ca(n — 1)),
n=0

and the series is converent since f decays faster than any inverse power. O
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APPENDIX B. STATISTICAL PHASE ASSOCIATED WITH WINDING

The goal of this appendix is to finish the proof of Lemma Throughout the
appendix we assume that assumptions hold.

A technical tool that we will use is a Lemma that follows from approximate Haag
duality, see [35, Lemma 2.5]. We will use the notation (Ag0,)e := Aa,g,p4e-

Lemma 20. Let ¢ > 0, and § > 0, and let A be a cone such that |arg A| +
de < 2m. Let A € w(Ape)'. Then, under the assumption of approximate Haag
duality, for allr > Rjag a|,c there exists Al € T(A(a(—r)).,s)" such that ||[A — AL <
2flarg Ale,s (1) |All. Here f.(r) is a decreasing function that vanishes in the limit
r — 00.

Specifically, there exists a unitary, U,, depending on A,e€, 6, such that Al =

Ad(U,)A satisfies these conditions.
Lemma 21. Let 0 € Op,. Then

fim H[Va,Az(s)Vim(t)’A]H =0

s,t—00

holds for all A € w(A).

Proof. First, suppose that A € 7(Ajoe). Then, there is some finite set on which
A is supported. So, as |J,,cyA1(—n) = R?, there exists some n € N such that
A is supported in Ai(—n), ie, A € 7(Apr,(—n)) € T(Ap,(=n))”. For s,t >
ntan(g), Ai(—n) C (As(s) U Aa(t))¢, and so m(Ap, (—n))" C (T(Aas(s)urs@)e)’)’s
and therefore A € m(Ap,(—n))” C (T(A@ss)urse)e)’)- By [35, Lemma 2.2],
V01A3(S)V;A2(t) € W(A(A;;(s)qu(t))v)/a and so [4, VJVA3(S)V;A2(t)] =0.

We conclude that for all A € w(Ajc), %131 H[V[,}AS(S)V;AQ(”,A}H = 0. For
A € m(A), the statement follows by density of m(Ajpe) in 7(A). ]

Lemma 22. Let 0 € Op,. Then

fim ”[Vo,As(s)ViAz@)’ A]H =0

s,t—00

holds for all A € w(Ape)'.

Proof. Let A € m(Ap¢)". Picke > 0and § > 0such that |arg A;|+4e < 27. For con-
creteness, pick e = § = 1073, Then, by Lemma for all 7 > Rjaga, |, there exists
Al € W(A(Al(,r))5+6)” such that [|[A — ALl < 2fjargas)es(r). I (A1(=7))eys C
(As(s) U A2(2))¢, then Al € m(A,(—r).ys)” S (T(A@ss)unsye)’). By [B5
Lemma 2.2], Vons(s)Vanst) € T(A(as(s)una(e))e)’- Therefore, A; commutes with
V<77A3(3)V;,A2(t)' So, whenever (A1(—7))-4s C (As(s) UAa(1))S,

|VornstorVmacor Al = [ Voursor Vi nageys 45 + (4 = 40
= H[VU,AB(S)VU*,AZ@)’ AT+ Vo rs() Vi asy (A = A7) ‘
< [ Vonato Vanaor 41| + | Vornato) Varmacos (4 = A1)
<042 ‘ V07A3(S)V:7A2(t)H A~ ALl

< 4f|arg Ay |,E,5(r)'

|
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Therefore, pick r = max(R|ag A, |, cOt(§ +e+0)-min(t, s)—1), so that for sufficiently
large s, t, (A1(—7))exs C (A3(s)UA2(¢))¢ and also so that » — oo as min(s, t) — oo,

so that this upper bound of 4f|aga,|.c,s(7) On "[V07A3(S)V;A2(t),A]“ goes to 0 as

t,s — oco. So, lim lim H[‘/(,J\L,’(S)‘/UA2 )’ H =0. O

s—00 t—00

Lemma 23. Let 0 € Op,. Fori=a,b let A; be a cone, and Vo p, € Vo p,. Then,
ony Voha € 0(An,unye)

Proof. This proof is very similar to that of [35, Lemma 2.2]. Let A € A, un,) =
Ape N Ape. Then

Ad(V; 5, Von,) 00(A) = Ad(V ) om(A) = o(A).
So, for all A € A(AaUAb)“v [V;AbVU,Aavo'(A)} =0, i.e. V;AmeAa S O'(A(AauAb)c)/.
g

Lemma 24. Let A be a cone such that A C Ay, and such that A is disjoint from
As. Let 6 € Aut(A) and assume that &|a,. = ida,.. Let 0 = 1o € O,.
Then for all s1,s2 > s > 0 and Vy p,(s1) € Vons(s1) @d Voay(so) € Vo as(se)s
V;Ag(sz)VU’A3(Sl) = Tr(‘AAS(S)C)/'

Proof. By Lemma 23] V* Ag(sz)Va,Az(sﬂ € 0 (A(ay(s1)uns(s2))e) € 0(Any(s)e) As G
is an automorphism Wthh is the identity when restricted to Axe, it is also an auto-
morphism when restricted to A,. And, as A3(s)® D A, 6 is also an automorphism
when restricted to Ay, (sye. As such, 0(Ap,(s)e) = T(F(Any(s)e)) = T(Any(s)e)- So,
V;Ag(SQ)VUVAs(Sl) € U(AAS(S)“)/ = 7T("Al/\s(s)c),' U

Lemma 25. Let Ay, A, € C be disjoint subsets of Ao, and let o, € Op, and
oy € Op,. Let R € Hom(o, @ 03,00 ® 04). Then R € m(A,ua,)e) -

Proof. This proof is essentially the same as that of [35, Lemma 4.2]. For A
Aa,uny)es 0o @ 0p(A) = T(A) = 0y, ® 04(A). As for all A € A, R (0a ® Ub)(A)
(0p ®04)(A) - R, in particular, for all A € Ay, un,)e, R-m(A) = R- (04 ®0p)(A)
(0p ®04)(A) - R=m(A)- R. So, R € m(Aa,uny)e)

Il m

Ol

In particular, e(oq,03) € T(A,un,)e) -

Lemma 26. Suppose p € Op, and 0 € Op,, and V € U(H) such that o' =
Ad(V) oo € Oy, as well. Then, €(p,0') = Ad(V)(e(p,0)) -V - T,(V*).

Proof. Picking Vo p,q) = Vo n,)V™,
e(p.0") = lim V3 0 To(Vor na()
hm VVIa, o Tp (Vora)Tp (V™)
= tlggo AA) VS py iy T Vonawy)) - V- T, (V)
= Ad(V)(e(p.0) -V Ty (V*).

That V, a,),V € B follows from Vo, Ax(t) € m(Aa,yung)e) = m(Aag) and
Vo€ m(Agung)e) = m(Aag)" and m(Apg)" C B, so the second equation splitting
Ty (Vor ao(ry) into Ty (Vi a, )T (V™) is legitimate. O
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Lemma 27. Let A C Ay be disjoint from (As(sp))a.10-3 for some sp. Let p € Op,

and 0 € Op. Let o be of the form o = wo & for some ¢ € Aut(A) such that

5|_,4AC =1idg,.. For s > 0, let VG7A3(3) S VU,A3(S). Let Ops(s) ‘= Ad(Vo,Ag(s)) oo.

Then, lim €(p,op,(s)) exists, and is independent of the choice of Vi p,(s) € Vo, n4(s)-
S§—>00

Proof. We start by showing that the limit exists. This will be done by showing that
the sequence is Cauchy. By Lemma s €, n5(s)) = Vioags)€(p, U)TP(V:Ag(s))~
Using that Tp(V:Ag(s)) is unitary, for s1,s9 > s > 0,

||€(p, UAS(SZ)) - E(p, UAS(Sl)) ”

-
-

Let Vo gp6, = V;A;,(SQ)VU,As(sl) so the above becomes

VU,AS(SZ)G(p7 U)TP(V:,Ag(sz)) - VG’A3(S1)€(p7 U)TP(Vo*,Ag(sl)) H

Vit naton Vs €00 VTV () To Vo na(o)) = €0, )|

V:,Ag(sl)VU,As(Sz)e(pa U)TP(V;Ag(sz)VU,As(Sﬂ) - 6(/)7 U) H .

He(pﬂ UA3(82)) - E(p?al\s(sﬂ)H = Hvz:,SQ,sle(pV J)TP(VU,SQ,Sl) - E(p,J)H :
By Lemma Vo,so,1 € T(Apy(s)e). By Lemma e(p,0) € m(A,unye)

By Lemma for s > 2Rarg py),e, SCEHING Vi sy 6,6 = Ad(UT)(VUVSQ,Sl), Vo,s,81,8 €
71'(./4(/\3(5_%))E+6)N, and |V sy.s, — Vosnsi,sll < 2fjarg As).e,6(5). For concreteness,
picke = d = 1073, For s > max(2sa, 2R|arg A4),10-2)> (A3(3))2.10-3 € (A3(sa))2.10-2
and is therefore disjoint from A, and (A3(5))2.10-3 € (A3)2.10-3 and is there-
fore disjoint from A, and so (A3(35))2.10-3 is disjoint from A; U A. Therefore

[V ss.50.50 €(p, )] = 0, and we decompose

VoﬁsQ,sle(p) U) = G(p, J)V;S%Sl,s + (VU',SQ,Sl - VO’,SQ,Sl,S)* 6(/)7 J)

%))2.10—3)//7 and as (A3(%))2'10_3 g
Af, T, is the identity on 7T(A(A3(§‘))2.10,3 ), so together we get that it is also the iden-
tity on m(A(ag(5)), ,05)"s A0 50 Tp(Vosy,51,5) = Virys,e0,6- We get,
TP(VU,SQ,sl) = Tp(VG,Sg,sl,s —+ (VU,Sg,sl — VU,Sg,sl,s))
= VU752151,5 + TP(VU,SQ,Sl - Vg’s2’51’5).

Therefore, using again that [V*,, . ., €(p,0)] =0,

V:,sz,s]e(pa U)TP(VU7827S1) = e(p, 0) + (é(p, O-)V(;:827517S)TP(V0-782781 - VU782781,8)
+ (Va,52751 - V0'7527517S)* E(Pv U)Tp(vo,32781)-

As (A3(35))2.10-3 € C, T}, is weak-continuous on 7(Aa,(

So

’|V;32,316(p’ U)TP(V0752,81) - e(p, O-)H S He(pv U)Va*,sz,sl,sH ||TP(V(T782731 - V<T752781,8)H
1 (Vo s2,50 = Vorsa,sns) " €00, 0) T (Vo 0,0 )l

< 2||e(p, )| (Vo251 — Vorsa,sn,sl
s
<2 2f\argA3\,10*3,10*3(§)7
which goes to 0 as s — oo. Therefore, the sequence (€(p, op,(s)))sen is Cauchy, and

the sequence converges, i.e.,

9(p7 U) = sllg.lo €(p7 UAg(S))
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exists.
Inspecting the proof, we showed that for any choice of V; 4,(s), we have

169+0) = e(ps sl < Afjaeg g 1021055
We will use this to show that the limit is independent of the choice of V, 5, €
VUVAs(S)'

Let Vi ay(s), Vo As(s)> Where for each s, Vi 5, (s), V! As(s) € Vo Ad(s), be two choices.
Now consider a third choice, a sequence V" A5 (5) which for s < s’ has V" "As(s) =
VU’A:;(S), but for s > s’ has V" o As(s) = Vo,As(k) By the above bound the limit point
of the sequence, which is 6(p, 0), has a distance bounded by 4f|a:g a4),10-3,10-3(5)
from the limit point of the sequence corresponding to the choice V/ o As ()"

So, the limit exists and is independent of the choice of V; 4,(s), as desired. [

Lemma 28. Let p € Op, and 0 € Op,. Suppose that o be of the form o = mo &
for some ¢ € Aut(A) such that 6|a,. =1ida,.. Then, 6(p,0) € Hom(p, p).

Proof. The task is to show that for all A € A, 0(p,0)p(A) = p(A)0(p, o). In fact,
by density, it is enough to show it for A € Ajoe. Let oy, := Ad(V,p,4)) 0 0. For
all £, €(p, op,(1)) € Hom(p ® op, 1), 0as(t) @ p). Pick r € N such that A € Ay, (-
For ¢ > cot(§ — §)r, Au(—r) C A3(t)¢, and so Tp,_, [x(4,,_,,) = id. Therefore,
pRony)(A) =Ty 0Ty, on(A) =T,omn(A) = p(A), and we get

€(p, ong(1)) - P(A) = €(ps Ta5 (1)) - (P @ Tag(1))(A)
= (0a5() @ P)(A) - €(ps ons(1))
= (TUAS(t) oT,o0 W(A)) : e(p, JAg(t))
=Toy, 0 (P(A)) - €(p,onq(t))-
And so,

0(p,0) - p(A) = lim e(p,7a,i0) - p(A)
= hm TO'As(t) (p(A)) ’ G(p, JAg(t))'

As for all t, €(p, 07, (1)) is a unitary, and 0(p, o) = lim;_, €(p, O, (1)), We conclude
that 6(p,0) - p(A)-0(p,0)" =limy—,0c Tty ,, (p(A)), and in particular that the limit
on the right hand side exists.

Now to conclude the proof we need to show that this limit is equal to p(A). As
A€ Apyn, p(A) = Ty 0m(A) = Ad(Vyge, )(m(4)), where K, () can be
chosen to be any cone in C which is

(i) distal from A;(—r) with forbidden direction that of C (for the definition of

distal see [35], we will only use that such a cone exists) and

(ii) clockwise between Aj(—7) and the forbidden direction.
For C,. = Ai(=r) V Ay V Kp (=) = Ai(=7) V Ky, (—y) (the smallest cone in-
cluding both A;(—r) and Ky, () ), 7(Ap, () € 7(Ac,) € 7(Ace)’, we have
Vp*KA n € W(A(AIUKAI(_T))C)’ C 7w(Ace)', and so p(A) = T, (—n)(7(A)) =
Ad(V*KA1< ))(W(A)) € m(Ace)’. Now we want to use approximate Haag dual-
ity to find elements of B which approximate this and on which T, Ag(r) BCtS as the
identity TUA3(t)|7T(AA3(t)C) = idﬂ'(-AAS(t)C)' So, we want to pick Kj,(—,) so that we
can find expanded versions of the corresponding C,., to get arbitrarily good (as
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t — o0) approximations to p(A) there, and where these expanded versions of C,.
are both elements of C and subsets of As(t)®. So, we want to pick an interval of
directions which is a little bit clockwise of the interval of directions for A;(—r), and
a basepoint, so that even after moving it back and widening it a little, it will still
be disjoint from Aj(—r) = A_ 16z ar. Choose the interval of directions for it to

T,

be (35 — 7, 9% + 7). Then, for the basepoint, start with the basepoint of Ay(—r)
(where the only mtersection would be the common basepoint), and move it forwards
from there by enough to make KAI( ry distal from Ay (—r). Specifically, let &) =
(=r)€3 + (Rag e +2)€9s, for e = and let Kx,(—yy = Az ox =. To check that

64’ !L’mﬁ 133

Ky, (= is distal from Ay (—r), pick e = Z; and see that as &5 < (53— %) — (35 + 55),
that the range of directions for (A

) and Ay (—r) = A_Te,r7171 are disjoint,
o —Rox 56977) =A oz = is disjoint from Ay (—r). From

9
3 8
)35 33 (7T€i+2€9ﬂ-),32

3 vslz
and so (Az or

¥

this, and that (K, (—))e and (Ai(—r)). are disjoint element of C, we have that
K\, (—r) is distal from Al(— ) with forbidden direction (38 — %, 3% + Z)_ Tt is also
clockwise from Aj(—r) with respect to the forbidden direction. Therefore it is a

valid choice for K, ().
With this choice of Ky, (), Cr = Ai(=1)V Ky, -y = A -

_ 37 .
re 6

’ % 1601
As p(A) € m(Ace)’, by Lemma, for X, = Ad(Us,)(p(A)) we have that, for

ty > R|argCr|,5> th € 7T(-A(C’T)EJF(; —t2ec, )// and Hth - ( )” <2 ||,0(A)H flargC l,e, 6(t2)
For e + 0 < 5, ((Cr)ess — tec,) € C, and so T, is strongly continuous on

TA3(t)

T(A(C,)ers—taec,))”- To have ((Cr)eys — taec,) C Az(t)¢, we need € +J < g,

and t > cot(Z — (e +6)) - (r + t2 - (sin(¥%) — tan(F — (¢ + 6)) cos(%%)). So, it
suffices that e +¢ < § and ¢ > cot(g) - (r 4 t2). So, we can set o = ttan(g) — .
Now having ((Cy)ets — taec,) C Az(t)°, we have that Ty, . is the identity on
T(A(C,).rs—tsec,))s and so by the weak continuity is the 1dent1ty on7(A(c,)

"
r 5+67t2807‘)) )
and so Ty, (Xt,) = Xi,. Because both p(A) and X;, are elements of B, we have

TUAS(t) (p(A)) = T0A3(t) (th ( (A) - th))
= p(A) = (p(A) = Xp,) + T, ) (p(A) = Xy, ).

Therefore,
T () = p(A)]| < 11(0(A) = Xl + [T (00 4) = Xo)|
<4 ||p(A)H f|argCr|,E,§(t2)a
which goes to 0 as t, and therefore t5, goes to infinity. O

Lemma 29. Suppose p € Op,, 0 € Op,, and V € U(H) is such that p' = Ad(V) o
p € On,. Then, €(p',0) =limio[[V) 5,1y, VI - Ad(V)(e(p, 0)).
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Proof.

/

E(p ,0’) = tlirgo V;Ag(t)Tpl(VU,AQ(t))
0 Ve AV o T Ve
= M Vo, VT (Von o)V

= Hm (VoA i) VVora) VIV (Vo a1y To(Vora))) V™

[ox g

= tE}I&HV:,Ag(t)? VI Ad(V)( :,Az(t)Tp(VU,Az(t)))
= lim [[V] 5, ), V]I - Ad(V)(e(p, o))

t—o0

]
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