
Symmetry, Integrability and Geometry: Methods and Applications SIGMA 19 (2023), 098, 54 pages

Exact Correlations in Topological Quantum Chains

Nick G. JONES ab and Ruben VERRESEN cd

a) St John’s College, University of Oxford, UK

b)Mathematical Institute, University of Oxford, UK
E-mail: nick.jones@maths.ox.ac.uk

c) Department of Physics, Harvard University, Cambridge, MA 02138, USA
E-mail: rubenverresen@g.harvard.edu

d) Department of Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA

Received March 06, 2023, in final form November 27, 2023; Published online December 15, 2023

https://doi.org/10.3842/SIGMA.2023.098

Abstract. Although free-fermion systems are considered exactly solvable, they generically
do not admit closed expressions for nonlocal quantities such as topological string correlations
or entanglement measures. We derive closed expressions for such quantities for a dense
subclass of certain classes of topological fermionic wires (classes BDI and AIII). Our results
also apply to spin chains called generalised cluster models. While there is a bijection between
general models in these classes and Laurent polynomials, restricting to polynomials with
degenerate zeros leads to a plethora of exact results: (1) we derive closed expressions for
the string correlation functions—the order parameters for the topological phases in these
classes; (2) we obtain an exact formula for the characteristic polynomial of the correlation
matrix, giving insight into ground state entanglement; (3) the latter implies that the ground
state can be described by a matrix product state (MPS) with a finite bond dimension in
the thermodynamic limit—an independent and explicit construction for the BDI class is
given in a concurrent work [Phys. Rev. Res. 3 (2021), 033265, 26 pages, arXiv:2105.12143];
(4) for BDI models with even integer topological invariant, all non-zero eigenvalues of the
transfer matrix are identified as products of zeros and inverse zeros of the aforementioned
polynomial. General models in these classes can be obtained by taking limits of the models
we analyse, giving a further application of our results. To the best of our knowledge, these
results constitute the first application of Day’s formula and Gorodetsky’s formula for Toeplitz
determinants to many-body quantum physics.
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1 Introduction

Modelling certain many-body quantum systems in terms of non-interacting fermions has proved
to be unreasonably effective. Historically forming the basis of Fermi liquid theory [72], it has
in recent times led to the discovery of topological insulators and superconductors [9, 29, 36,
45, 48, 58, 70, 71, 74]. Free-fermion chains—dual to famous spin models such as the two-
dimensional classical Ising model and one-dimensional quantum XY model—have also been
fertile ground for mathematical innovations. Whilst correlation functions of local fermionic
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operators are simple, non-local string correlation functions—essential for calculating certain
local spin correlations as well as understanding the topological nature of fermionic systems—
required and indeed stimulated significant developments in the theory of the asymptotics of
Toeplitz determinants (determinants of matrices that are constant along each diagonal) [19].

Considering only the two-dimensional classical Ising model as an example, there are a vast
number of remarkable exact results for spin correlations [57]. However, it is unusual to find
simple closed formulae for these correlators. Typically, in analysing string correlations or the
entanglement properties of fermionic systems, one finds closed expressions for dominant terms in
the asymptotic expansion for, respectively, large string length [6, 44] or large subsystem size (for
the entanglement entropy) [39, 42, 46]. A rare and famous exception1 that does admit simple
closed formulae for arbitrary distances is the ‘disorder line’ in the XY spin chain—this is dual
to a nearest-neighbour free-fermion model and there are two symmetry-broken product state
ground states [6, 15, 27, 38, 39, 52, 60, 84].

In the present work, we consider Hamiltonians for one-dimensional classes of spinless fermions
with phases classified by a topological winding number (commonly referred to as the BDI and
AIII classes [3, 48, 59, 71]). The BDI class consists of superconducting time-reversal invariant
spinless fermions, while the AIII class consists of charge-conserving spinless fermions with a sub-
lattice symmetry; these classes are non-interacting instances of symmetry-protected topological
(SPT) phases [14, 22, 68, 76, 78]. We show that for a simply characterised subclass of both
the BDI and AIII classes, we can find closed expressions for certain physically relevant string
correlation functions for models within this subclass. Moreover, we give an exact formula for the
characteristic polynomial of the correlation matrix—intimately related to entanglement proper-
ties of the system—where this formula depends only parametrically on the size of the matrix.
We further show that our subclass of interest is dense in the whole class, meaning that any
Hamiltonian in the BDI or AIII class can be obtained as the limit of a sequence of Hamiltonians
studied in this work.

The above results allow us to prove the existence of an exact matrix product state (MPS)
representation [16, 66] of the ground state for this dense subclass. An MPS is one of the sim-
plest tensor networks for describing many-body wavefunctions and has proven to be a valuable
concept both analytically (e.g., in the discovery of fixed-point SPT states [2]) and as a numerical
ansatz (underlying the density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG)) [89, 90]. In a concurrent
work [43], we give an explicit construction for the MPS ground state in this subclass of the BDI
class (up to a measure zero set of exceptional cases), where this subclass is referred to as the
MPS skeleton. Particular examples of models in this subclass were previously studied in [80, 92].
While the explicit MPS representation is a valuable tool (for example, they could serve as initial
states for DMRG or dynamic quenches in non-integrable models [43]), it is not straightforward
to extract closed analytic expressions for the string correlations and entanglement spectrum,
motivating the analysis in this work. Moreover, we prove the existence of an MPS for a subclass
of class AIII, where the construction in [43] does not directly apply. It is interesting that the
techniques used here, from Toeplitz determinant theory, are rather different to those used in
the explicit construction, which is based on Witten’s conjugation argument for frustration-free
models [43, 94]. Both are in turn different to approaches to free-fermion MPS based on Gaussian
states [51, 77]. One can think of the MPS ground state as two χ × χ matrices, where χ is the
bond dimension of the MPS. As well as proving that χ < ∞ (even for infinite system sizes) in
both classes, for the BDI class we find a rigorous lower bound on χ. The explicit construction
in [43] gives an upper bound on χ and in certain cases this upper bound coincides with the lower
bound given here, proving that this is the optimal bond dimension in these cases.

1Another exceptional case, less relevant to this work, is the spin-spin correlator ‘along the diagonal’ at T = Tc

in the 2D classical Ising model (equivalently, at the phase transition in the 1D quantum transverse-field Ising
model). This can be expressed in an exact closed form as a ratio of Barnes G-functions [19].
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We now expand on the above claims. As we review in detail below, any (finite-range) Hamilto-
nian in theses classes is equivalent to a Laurent polynomial f(z) =

∑
κ tκz

κ, (where the coupling
constants tκ ∈ R for BDI and tκ ∈ C for AIII). This Laurent polynomial is characterised by
the degree of the pole (or zero) at z = 0 and a finite number of zeros away from z = 0. If no
zero is on the unit circle, then the corresponding Hamiltonian is gapped and the ground state
phase diagram is labelled by a winding number [44, 87]. Physically, a non-zero winding number
is topologically non-trivial, as evidenced—for instance—by topologically-protected zero-energy
edge modes [5, 47, 87]. Each gapped phase has a string order parameter [44, 62]. These are
non-local string correlation functions defined as a ground state expectation value of a product
of an extensive number (Θ(N)) of fermionic operators. In the phase with winding number ω,
the corresponding string order parameter is non-zero in the limit of large N , while the string
correlation functions that are order parameters for other phases decay with N . The subclass of
models that we consider in this work is the case where every zero of f(z) away from z = 0 has
even multiplicity. An exact formula for all string correlation functions for each model in this
subclass constitutes our first main result.

For free-fermion systems, the entanglement spectrum of a subsystem is simply calculated
from the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix—a matrix with elements consisting of two-point
fermionic correlators [63, 65, 88]. From these eigenvalues one can easily calculate the entan-
glement entropy. Our second main result gives a method for finding a closed formula for the
characteristic polynomial of the correlation matrix for a subsystem of size N , with explicit N
dependence. As mentioned, this result allows us to prove the existence of an exact MPS repre-
sentation of the ground state. We also use this to give the characteristic polynomial in a series
of examples.

Given an MPS, a useful construction in analysing correlations is the MPS-transfer matrix.
Our results on string correlation functions allow us to derive properties of this transfer matrix,
without needing the MPS itself. We focus on the BDI class; then, given a property that is
generically satisfied in our class of models, we use the transfer matrix to give a lower bound on
the bond dimension of any MPS representation of the ground state. The proof of this lower
bound is through identifying eigenvalues of the MPS-transfer matrix that appear in correlation
functions. As mentioned, in certain cases this lower bound coincides with an upper bound derived
in [43], giving the optimal bond dimension of the exact MPS ground state. In these cases, given
the upper bound, we can find the entire spectrum of the transfer matrix—the eigenvalues are
products of zeros and inverse zeros of f(z) (multiplied by a sign that we determine). We also
show how our results constrain the eigenvectors of the transfer matrix.

The class of models that we consider is a class of exceptional cases in the full class of BDI
or AIII Hamiltonians. However, in this work we show that any (finite-range) model in these
classes can arise as a limit of Hamiltonians considered in this paper. We remark that as we take
the limit, we allow longer and longer range couplings. We illustrate how taking the limit of the
string order parameter recovers the result for general models obtained in [44]. The concurrent
work [43] discusses a concrete example, where the transverse-field Ising chain is approximated
by a sequence of models in this subclass.

The key object determining ground state correlations for these models is the symbol, or

generating function,
√
f(z)/f(1/z) (note f(z) =

∑
κ tκz

κ). In particular, Fourier coefficients
of this function give the fermionic two-point function, and other correlations follow from this
through Wick’s theorem. In the general case, this is a multivalued function that we can analyse
with branch cuts in the complex plane. For example, we can calculate asymptotic Fourier
coefficients using the Darboux principle [20]. In our case, since every zero has even multiplicity,
we have a rational function. This allows us to find a closed form for the Fourier coefficients
(this observation has been used for identifying the correlation length of Gaussian MPS in [75]).
Moreover, our result on string correlation functions is an application of Day’s formula for Toeplitz
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determinants with rational symbol2 [17] and our result on the correlation matrix is an application
of Gorodetsky’s formula for block Toeplitz determinants with rational symbol [10, 33, 34]. Day’s
formula arises from a reduction of the determinant of a rationally generated N × N Toeplitz
matrix, to a product of determinants of matrices of fixed size (independent of N). Evaluating
the determinant leads to a relatively simple closed formula in terms of the zeros and poles of
the generating function. Toeplitz determinants have long been associated with problems in
statistical physics (see, for example, the review [19]), and Toeplitz determinants with rational
symbols have previously appeared in problems in statistical mechanics and quantum many body
physics [8, 24, 25]. However, to the best of our knowledge, this is the first application of Day’s
formula and Gorodetsky’s formula in this context.

We note that similar conditions on particular generating functions being rational have pre-
viously appeared in works on Gaussian MPS—Gaussian states with finite bond dimension
[16, 51, 77]. One characterisation of these Gaussian MPS is that the correlation matrix in
Fourier space is a rational function of eikj , for momenta k1, . . . , kd (this result applies in any
spatial dimension d). Hence, in the models we consider, the correlation matrix having a rational
symbol is a necessary condition that we have an MPS ground state. Our results show that in
the one-dimensional BDI and AIII classes this is also sufficient.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the BDI class, and the corre-
sponding subclass of interest. We then introduce the necessary theory of Toeplitz determinants
in Section 3, including Day’s formula and Gorodetsky’s formula. For each gapped phase of the
BDI class, we have a string order parameter that can be viewed as a correlation function of two
string operators. Section 4 gives our results for the value of the correlation function of all such
string operators in any model in the given subclass. Section 5 then gives our results for the
characteristic polynomial of the correlation matrix. We give examples of how to use this to find
the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix. In Section 6, we introduce the AIII class and explain
how the main results of Sections 4 and 5 apply to a subclass of these models. Following these
results and corresponding remarks, we give the proofs. In Section 7 (Section 8), we prove the
results of Section 4 (Section 5). Finally, we include two applications of our results. In Section 9,
we discuss how our results allow us to understand properties of the ground state MPS-transfer
matrix in class BDI. Then Section 10 shows how to obtain general models in both classes as
limits of models studied in this work; we moreover demonstrate how this can be used to obtain
the formula for the order parameter in general BDI models.

2 The BDI class

Consider a periodic one-dimensional chain with L-sites, where for each site we have a spinless
fermionic degree of freedom c†n (for n = 1, . . . , L) that satisfies {cn, cm} = 0 and

{
c†n, cm

}
= δnm.

We will analyse this model in the thermodynamic limit L→∞. Define the Majorana operators

γn = c†n + cn, γ̃n = i
(
c†n − cn

)
,

which satisfy {γn, γm} = {γ̃n, γ̃m} = 2δnm and {γn, γ̃m} = 0. The class of BDI Hamiltonians
is defined as the vector space of all Hamiltonians that are quadratic in fermionic operators and
that are symmetric under the anti-unitary involution TγnT = γn and T γ̃nT = −γ̃n [87]. The
most general translation-invariant one-dimensional BDI Hamiltonian is of the form

H =
i

2

∑
κ

∑
n∈sites

tκγ̃nγn+κ, tκ ∈ R. (2.1)

2This means that the matrix elements are Fourier coefficients of a rational function, in this case related to√
f(z)/f(1/z). We review this terminology and the relevant theory in Section 3.
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This model was first analysed in [82]. We will work in settings where tκ is only non-zero for
a finite number of κ ∈ Z (physically, this corresponds to local Hamiltonians). Using the Jordan–
Wigner transformation, the above Hamiltonian is equivalent to a spin-1⁄2 chain—details are given
in Appendix A. As discussed above, it is helpful [44, 87] to introduce the complex function

f(z) =
∑
κ

tκz
κ. (2.2)

The Hamiltonian (2.1) is diagonalised as follows. For each momentum k ∈ [0, 2π),
∣∣f(eik)∣∣ is

the one-particle energy of the mode labelled by k, while the mode itself is given by

ηk =
1

2

(
1 +

f
(
eik
)∣∣f(eik)∣∣
)
c†k +

1

2

(
1−

f
(
eik
)∣∣f(eik)∣∣
)
c−k, (2.3)

where ck is the Fourier transform of cn. The eigenstates of the many-body Hamiltonian then
corresponding to filling these modes. Other properties of the model follow from knowing the
zeros of this function. For a finite-range Hamiltonian, f(z) is a Laurent polynomial: asymptotic
correlations for that case were analysed in [44] and asymptotics of the characteristic polynomial
of the correlation matrix and the entanglement entropy were analysed for gapped Hamiltonians
in [41] and for certain3 gapless Hamiltonians in [46].

If the Hamiltonian corresponding to (2.2) is gapped, then the ratio appearing in (2.3) satisfies

f(z)

|f(z)|
=

√
f(z)

f(1/z)
. (2.4)

In this paper, we are interested in continuous families of ‘exceptional cases’ for this model.
In particular, we restrict to the case where (2.4) is a rational function. Let us consider two
of the simplest examples. First, the case f(z) = 1

z (z − a)2 for a ∈ R, which corresponds
to the fermionization (Jordan–Wigner transformation) of the disorder line of the XY model
[6, 15, 27, 38, 39, 52, 60, 84]:

H =
i

2

∑
n∈sites

(
γ̃nγn−1 − 2aγ̃nγn + a2γ̃nγn+1

)
J–W←−→ −1

2

∑
n∈sites

(
YnYn+1 + 2aZn + a2XnXn+1

)
.

Second, the case f(z) = (z− a)2 which is the fermionization of a cluster-Ising chain [43, 80, 92]:

H =
i

2

∑
n∈sites

(
γ̃nγn − 2aγ̃nγn+1 + a2γ̃nγn+2

)
J–W←−→ 1

2

∑
n∈sites

(
Zn + 2aXnXn+1 − a2XnZn+1Xn+2

)
.

In general the condition that (2.4) is a rational function means that we can take4 every zero
to have even multiplicity, i.e., f(z) has the following form:

f(z) = σ
1

znP

nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)2
nZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk)
2 , σ ∈ {±1}, (2.5)

3Subject to the restriction that f(z) = f(1/z)—physically this means an additional symmetry under spatial
inversion.

4For completeness, let h(z) denote any Laurent polynomial that satisfies h(z) = h(1/z), has no zeros on the
unit circle and has positive constant term. Then we can multiply (2.5) by h(z) without changing the ground
state—see the discussion in [43], as well as comments in Remark 5.11.
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where nP ∈ Z (an integer shift affecting the interaction range of the Hamiltonian (2.1)) and we
have that 0 < |zj | < 1 < |Zk|. (In Section 10, we will see that general models in the BDI class
can be obtained from limits of these exceptional cases.) We have implicitly normalised f(z),
or equivalently the Hamiltonian, since this overall normalisation does not affect the ground
state. Note that since tα ∈ R, zeros of f(z) are either real, or come in complex-conjugate pairs.
Given this form, we will assume the generic case, that

{
zj1 , z

−1
j2
, Zk1

, Z−1
k2

}
j1,j2=1,...,nz ;k1,k2=1,...,nZ

are pairwise distinct. Assuming this generic case is mainly for ease of presentation. In fact, our
results on the correlation matrix (implying the existence of an exact MPS ground state) can be
applied directly to the non-generic case, while other results can be generalised to non-generic
cases by taking an appropriate limit, this is discussed in Remark 5.11. It is also helpful to
index each set of zeros by proximity to the unit circle, i.e., |Z1| ≤ |Z2| ≤ · · · ≤ |ZnZ | and
|z1| ≥ |z2| ≥ · · · ≥ |znz |. Unless explicitly mentioned, we fix σ = 1 (see Remark 5.11 for the
case σ = −1). Since this model has no zeros on the unit circle, it is gapped5 and the gapped
phase diagram is labelled by a winding number, given by ω = 2nz − nP .

Ground state correlations are determined, using Wick’s theorem, by the fermionic two-point
correlation function [53]. This correlator is calculated in Appendix B for the class of models
given by (2.5), but the closed form is not required for our main results.

The fermionic string operators that form the string order parameter for the phase ω = α are
given by6 [44]:

Oα(n) =



i⌊α/2⌋

(
n−1∏
m=1

iγ̃mγm

)
γnγn+1 · · · γn+α−1, α > 0,

(−i)⌊α/2⌋
(

n−1∏
m=1

iγ̃mγm

)
(−iγ̃n) · · · (−iγ̃n+|α|−1), α < 0,

n−1∏
m=1

iγ̃mγm, α = 0.

(2.6)

The (string) order parameter in the phase ω is limN→∞|⟨Oω(1)Oω(N+1)⟩|, where angle brackets
denote the ground state expectation value. In this phase,

lim
N→∞

|⟨Oα(1)Oα(N + 1)⟩| = 0

for α ̸= ω.

In the dual spin-1⁄2 chain the physics is different, and the Oα(n) are local operators for odd α
and non-local for even α. Hence, for the spin chain, we have a non-zero string order parameter
given by limN→∞|⟨Oω(1)Oω(N +1)⟩| for even ω, while we have a (spin-flip) symmetry-breaking

order parameter (limN→∞|⟨Oω(1)Oω(N + 1)⟩|)1/2 for odd ω. The nature of the symmetry-
breaking and (interacting) SPT order in the spin-chain is discussed in [44].

3 Toeplitz determinants

The theory of Toeplitz determinants is central to our analysis, and we review key notation and
theory in this section.

5Our analysis can be applied to gapless models where the multiplicity of zeros on the unit circle is even. As
discussed in Remark 5.11 and [43] these models have the same ground state as a gapped model in our class.

6The phase factor ensures that Oα = O†
α. Note that there is an erroneous absolute value in the corresponding

term in [44]. Other formulae in that paper are unchanged given the correct definition (2.6).
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An N ×N Toeplitz matrix takes the following form:

(Tmn) = (tm−n) =



t0 t−1 t−2 . . . t−(N−1)

t1 t0 t−1 . . . t−(N−2)

t2 t1 t0 . . . t−(N−3)
...

...
...

. . .
...

tN−1 tN−2 tN−3 . . . t0


. (3.1)

We say the Toeplitz matrix has (scalar) symbol t(z) if the entries of the Toeplitz matrix are the
Fourier coefficients of the function t(z), i.e.,

tn =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
t
(
eik
)
e−inkdk. (3.2)

Given this symbol, we can generate an N ×N Toeplitz matrix for any N . We define DN [t(z)]
to be the determinant of the N × N Toeplitz matrix generated by the symbol t(z). Toeplitz
determinants have a rich theory; see, for example, the review [19] and references therein. We
will also need to consider block Toeplitz matrices—generalising the above to symbols that are
matrix valued functions. Our cases of interest have a 2 × 2 matrix symbol Φ(z), where the
determinant DN [Φ(z)] will be the determinant of the 2N × 2N matrix with form as in (3.1),
with 2× 2 matrix Fourier coefficients defined as in (3.2).

Now, for translation-invariant free-fermion chains in class BDI, we have that the correlator
of string operators is the following Toeplitz determinant:

(−1)N(α−1)⟨Oα(1)Oα(N + 1)⟩ = det

(
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

f
(
eik
)∣∣f(eik)∣∣e−iαke−i(m−n)kdk

)N

m,n=1

= DN

[√
f(z)

f(1/z)
z−α

]
= DN

[√
f(1/z)

f(z)
zα

]
, (3.3)

(
the final equality is detM = detMT

)
. Since the non-trivial fermionic two-point function is

given by

⟨−iγ̃nγm⟩ =
∫ 2π

0

f
(
eik
)∣∣f(eik)∣∣e−i(m−n)kdk,

the formula (3.3) follows from Wick’s theorem—a derivation is given in [44]. At z = 1, f(z) is
real and we choose the branch of the square-root in (3.3) so that

√
f(z)/f(1/z) is equal to the

sign of f(1). For f(z) defined in (2.5), the scalar symbol can be simplified to a rational function.
The Fourier coefficients that give the matrix entries are evaluated in Appendix B, while Day’s
formula gives us an expression for the determinant in this case [10, 12, 17]. Day’s formula may
also be applied to evaluate string correlations in class AIII, introduced in Section 6.

Theorem 3.1 (Day 1975). Consider symbols of the form:

t(z) = ρ

∏s
j=1 (z − τj)∏q

j=1 (1− z/γj)
∏p

j=1 (z − δj)
(3.4)

with p ≥ 1, q ≥ 1, s ≥ p+ q, |δj | < 1, |γj | > 1 and {τ1, . . . , τs} pairwise distinct. Then we have

DN [t(z)] =
∑
M

CMr
N
M , N ≥ 1,
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where the sum is taken over all subsets of M ⊆ {1, . . . , s} such that |M | = p and CM , rM are
defined as follows. For each M define M c = {1, . . . , s} \M , and also define P = {1, . . . , p} and
Q = {1, . . . , q}. Then

rM = (−1)s−pρ
∏

k∈Mc

τk,

CM =
∏

k∈Mc,m∈P
(τk − δm)

∏
l∈Q,j∈M

(γl − τj)
∏

l∈Q,m∈P
(γl − δm)−1

∏
k∈Mc,j∈M

(τk − τj)−1.

The condition that the τj are pairwise distinct is necessary because differences τk− τj appear
in the denominator of CM . However, we will want to study cases where the τj are degenerate,
this is important since the factor zk = (z − 0)k appears in our analysis of correlators. As
pointed out in [12], one can still use Day’s formula by taking an appropriate limit. In particular,
let us write zk = limε→0

∏k
j=1(z − εxj) for xj pairwise distinct. For finite ε we do not have

degenerate zeros and can apply Day’s formula. Moreover, the Fourier coefficients, and hence the
matrix elements of the Toeplitz determinant will depend continuously on ε. Indeed, the Fourier
coefficients of

∏k
j=1(z− εxj)t(z) will just be sums over shifted Fourier coefficients of t(z). Since

we are taking a finite Toeplitz determinant, we can then take the limit of Day’s formula as ε→ 0
and this will be the determinant we are interested in.

We are also interested in the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix. For translation-invariant
free-fermion chains in class BDI, the correlation matrix for a subsystem of size N is a 2N × 2N
block Toeplitz matrix generated by the symbol Φ(z, 0) [41], where

Φ(z, λ) =


iλ

√
f(z)

f(1/z)

−

√
f(1/z)

f(z)
iλ

 . (3.5)

By evaluating the determinant generated by this symbol for general λ, we can find the eigenvalues
of the correlation matrix. Note that changing the branch of the square-root takes Φ(z, λ) →
−Φ(z,−λ); since the eigenvalues come in ±λ pairs, they are independent of this branch choice.
Moreover, notice that Φ(1/z, λ) = −Φ(z,−λ). Again, since the eigenvalues come in ±λ pairs
this means that this determinant is unchanged under f(z)→ f(1/z). Note that following [7] for
λ = 0, we have

DN [Φ(z, 0)] = (−1)NDN

[√
f(z)/f(1/z)

]
DN

[
−
√
f(1/z)/f(z)

]
= (⟨O0(1)O0(N + 1)⟩)2. (3.6)

In our analysis of the entanglement spectrum in class AIII, a closely related block Toeplitz
matrix arises, the symbol is given in Appendix E.

As before, in the models that we consider these symbols simplify to a matrix where each
element is a rational function. For a certain class of such rational matrix functions, we have
Gorodetsky’s formula [10, 33, 34]. The general statement is too long to include here, but let us
consider a simplified version sufficient for illustration:

Theorem 3.2 (Gorodetsky 1981). Suppose a(z) =
∑s

j=0 ajz
j is a matrix polynomial, where

aj ∈ Cr×r and suppose that as is invertible. For symbols of the form

Φ(z) =
1∏p

j=1(1− z/γj)
∏q

j=1(z − δj)
a(z),
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where |δj | < 1 and |γj | > 1, and subject to some simple conditions involving p, q, s and the
matrix a0, then

DN [Φ(z)] = (det as)
N detM[N,Φ(z)]

detM[0,Φ(z)]
, N ≥ 1,

whereM[n,Φ(z)] is an rs× rs matrix such that detM[0,Φ(z)] ̸= 0, and that depends paramet-
rically on n.

The construction ofM[n,Φ(z)] can be found in [10] and requires the Smith canonical form of
the matrix polynomial a(z) [10, 32]. In particular, given a(z), there exist r×r matrix polynomi-
als y(z) and w(z) with non-vanishing and z-independent determinants, such that y(z)a(z)w(z)
is a diagonal matrix d(z). This matrix d(z) has entries of the form dkk(z) =

∏R
j=1(z − tj)mjk ,

where the tj are the R zeros of det(a(z)), and 0 ≤ mj1 ≤ · · · ≤ mjr . The integers mjk are
such that

∑
kmjk = mj , the multiplicity of the zero tj of det(a(z)). M[n,Φ(z)] requires both

the entries of y(z) and the mjk. When we apply this theorem to our problem, r = 2, mj1 = 0
and mj2 = 2. We give the explicit construction ofM[n,Φ(z)] for this special case.

4 Results: correlations of string operators in BDI

Our first result concerns the behaviour of the correlation functions ⟨Oα(1)Oα(N+1)⟩ for finiteN .
The case with nz = 0 and nZ = 0 is trivial: in that case f(z) = 1/znP and the string correlators
satisfy ⟨Oα(1)Oα(N + 1)⟩ = δα,−nP (−1)N(nP−1). For all other cases, we have an exact formula
in terms of the zeros of f(z). In fact, the correlators are zero for N sufficiently large, apart from
the cases ω−nz ≤ α ≤ ω+nZ . For these cases, the formula is a linear combination of terms rNM ,
where each rM is a product of zeros and inverse zeros. The precise statement is quite involved,
so let us first give as an example the case f(z) = (z−a)2(z− b)2, where either a, b ∈ R or a = b.

Example 4.1. Let f(z) = (z−a)2(z− b)2 where |a| < 1 and |b| > 1. Since nz = nZ = 1, we are
in the phase ω = 2, and the only correlators that are not exactly zero (for sufficiently large N)
are those with 1 ≤ α ≤ 3. We have that

⟨O1(1)O1(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N
(
b2 − 1

)
(ab− 1)

ab2(b− a)
aN , N ≥ 1,

⟨O2(1)O2(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N
( (

1− a2
)(
1− 1/b2

)
(1− a/b)2︸ ︷︷ ︸

Order parameter

+
(1− ab)2

(b− a)2
(a
b

)N )
, N ≥ 1,

⟨O3(1)O3(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N
(
1− a2

)
(1− ab)b

(b− a)
b−N , N ≥ 1. (4.1)

Let f(z) = (z − a)2(z − b)2 where |a| < 1 and |b| < 1. Since nz = 2, nZ = 0, we are in the
phase ω = 4, and the only correlators that are not exactly zero (for sufficiently large N) are
those with 2 ≤ α ≤ 4. We have that

⟨O2(1)O2(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N (ab)N , N ≥ 1, (4.2)

⟨O3(1)O3(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N 1

b− a
×
(
b(1− a2)(1− ab)bN − a(1− b2)(1− ab)aN

)
, N ≥ 1, (4.3)

⟨O4(1)O4(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N
(
1− a2

)(
1− b2

)
(1− ab)2︸ ︷︷ ︸

order parameter

, N ≥ 2. (4.4)
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Let f(z) = (z − a)2(z − b)2 where |a| > 1 and |b| > 1. Since nz = 0, nZ = 2, we are
in the phase ω = 0, and the only non-zero correlators (for sufficiently large N) are those
with 0 ≤ α ≤ 2. We have that ⟨O0(1)O0(N + 1)⟩ is given by (4.4), ⟨O1(1)O1(N + 1)⟩ is given
by (4.3) and ⟨O2(1)O2(N + 1)⟩ is given by (4.2) under the replacements a→ 1/a, b→ 1/b.

The correlations take the form of a sum of terms where each term is a coefficient that is
a rational function of zeros and inverse zeros of f(z), multiplied by rNM , where rM is a product of
zeros from inside the unit circle and inverse zeros from outside unit the circle. This term rM is
labelled by a setM that tells you which zeros and inverse zeros contribute. The order parameter
term appears for the particular set where rM = 1. Informally, for values of α outside the range
of α given, we ‘run out’ of zeros to include in the product, and so the correlator is zero. Notice
that the formulae given are symmetric functions of zeros inside the unit circle and, separately,
the zeros outside the unit circle. Furthermore, we are able to define the non-trivial correlators
for |a|, |b| > 1 in terms of the non-trivial correlators for |a|, |b| < 1, under the transformation
a → 1/a, b → 1/b. Moreover, for |a| < 1 and |b| > 1, the formula for ⟨O1(1)O1(N + 1)⟩ is
identical to the formula ⟨O3(1)O3(N +1)⟩ under the replacements a→ 1/b and b→ 1/a. These
relationships apply more generally, due to an identity between the ⟨Oα(1)Oα(N + 1)⟩ in the
chain corresponding to f(z) and ⟨O−α(1)O−α(N + 1)⟩ in the chain corresponding to f(1/z).
We will see in the proof that depending on the sign of nz + nZ − nP − α the calculation uses
either f(z) or f(1/z) (this inverts the zeros), giving the two cases in the following general result:

Theorem 4.2. Consider a chain with a non-trivial f(z) as defined in (2.5), assuming the
generic case, and for each α ∈ Z define Nα = max{|nz + nZ − nP − α|, 1}. Then

(1) for α < ω − nz and α > ω + nZ

⟨Oα(1)Oα(N + 1)⟩ = 0, N ≥ Nα;

(2) for ω − nz ≤ α ≤ ω + nZ

⟨Oα(1)Oα(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N(nP+1)
∑
M

CMr
N
M , N ≥ Nα, (4.5)

where for nz > 0 and nZ > 0:

� for ω − nz ≤ α ≤ ω + nZ − nz the sum is over sets M that label sets of zeros, with
the non-zero constants CM and rM defined in Case 1 below.

� for ω+nZ −nz ≤ α ≤ ω+nZ the sum is over sets M that label sets of inverse zeros,
with the non-zero constants CM and rM defined in Case 2 below.

If either nz = 0 or nZ = 0:

� if nz = 0, and α < ω + nZ , then put nz = 1, α → α + 2 and take the limit
z1 → 0 with Case 1. If nz = 0 and α = ω + nZ then the correlator is given by
(−1)N(ω−1)

∏nZ
k=1 Z

−N
k .

� if nZ = 0 and α > ω− nz, then put nZ = 1, and take the limit Z1 →∞ with Case 2.
If nZ = 0 and α = ω − nz, then the correlator is given by (−1)N(ω−1)

∏nz
j=1 z

N
j .

In both cases, in the formula (4.5), the sum is over all subsets M ⊆ {1, . . . , nz +nZ} of some
fixed size |M |. For each such M , we also define: M c = {1, . . . , nz + nZ} \M and further define
Mz = {1, . . . , nz} and MZ = {1, . . . , nZ}. Then we have

Case 1: Define τj = zj for 1 ≤ j ≤ nz and τnz+j = Zj for 1 ≤ j ≤ nZ . Then the sum in (4.5)
is over all subsets M of size |M | = α+ nP − nz, and CM and rM are defined by

rM =

∏
k∈Mc τk∏nZ
j=1 Zj

,
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CM =
∏

k∈Mc,m∈MZ

(
τk − Z−1

m

) ∏
l∈Mz ,j∈M

(
z−1
l − τj

) ∏
l∈Mz

z
−(nz+nZ−nP−α)
l

×
∏

l∈Mz ,m∈MZ

(
z−1
l − Z

−1
m

)−1
∏

k∈Mc,j∈M
(τk − τj)−1

∏
k∈Mc

τ
−(nz+nZ−nP−α)
k .

Case 2: Define τj = z−1
j for 1 ≤ j ≤ nz and τnz+j = Z−1

j for 1 ≤ j ≤ nZ . Then the sum
in (4.5) is over all subsets M of size |M | = 2nz + nZ − nP − α, and CM and rM are defined by

rM =

nz∏
j=1

zj
∏

k∈Mc

τk,

CM =
∏

k∈Mc,m∈Mz

(τk − zm)
∏

l∈MZ ,j∈M
(Zl − τj)

∏
l∈MZ

ZnP+α−nz−nZ
l

×
∏

l∈MZ ,m∈Mz

(Zl − zm)−1
∏

k∈Mc,j∈M
(τk − τj)−1

∏
k∈Mc

τ
−(nP+α−nz−nZ)
k .

Note that in both Case 1 and Case 2, we can have |M | = 0 or |M c| = 0. For |M | = 0,
we define double products with one variable in M that appear in the above formulae, such
as
∏

l∈Mz ,j∈M
(
z−1
l − τj

)
, to be equal to one. Similarly double products with one variable in

|M c| = 0 are equal to one. Note also that α = ω + nZ − nz can be evaluated using both Case 1
and Case 2.

Remark 4.3. Theorem 4.2 is proved by considering a particular limiting case of Day’s for-
mula for Toeplitz determinants (see Theorem 3.1). The limit in question arises by writing
zk = limε→0

∏k
j=1(z − εxj), for xj pairwise distinct, so that we can apply Day’s formula. The

limit of the final formula simplifies for N ≥ Nα leading to the result above. However, for any N
such that 1 ≤ N < Nα the steps outlined in the proof can be used to evaluate the correlator.

Remark 4.4. One evaluation of this limit for N < Nα is the following: for nz ̸= 0 and nZ = 0
we have that for any ν > 0:

⟨Oω+ν(1)Oω+ν(N + 1)⟩ =

(−1)nz(ω−1)

( nz∏
j=1

zνj

) nz∏
j1=1

nz∏
j2=1

(1− zj1zj2), N = nz,

0, N > nz.

This follows from the results of [35, Section 7]. Note that in this case, Theorem 4.2 gives that
this correlator is zero for N ≥ nz + ν. There is an analogous formula for the case nZ ̸= 0
and nz = 0.

Remark 4.5. For α = ω, there is always one choice of M where rM = 1. For this choice
of M , CM is the order parameter. We can evaluate this CM using Theorem 4.2 to reach

lim
N→∞

|⟨Oω(1)Oω(N + 1)⟩| =

∏nz
j1,j2=1(1− zj1zj2)

∏nZ
k1,k2=1

(
1− 1

Zk1
Zk2

)
∏nz

j=1

∏nZ
k=1

(
1− zj

Zk

)2 . (4.6)

This formula also holds in the non-generic case—see Remark 5.11. Note that this result, follow-
ing from Day’s formula, agrees with the general formula for the order parameter given in [44]
as applied to our case. The general formula is proved using Szegő’s theorem [83]. In fact, by
taking a limit of models, one can use (4.6) to recover the result of [44] for the general case (see
Section 10).
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Remark 4.6. For α = ω + nZ and α = ω − nz, we see that there is only one choice of M , and
hence the correlator has a particularly simple form. Indeed, one has

⟨Oω+nZ (1)Oω+nZ (N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N(nP+1)CM

( nZ∏
k=1

Zk

)−N

, N ≥ max{nz, 1},

⟨Oω−nz(1)Oω−nz(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N(nP+1)CM

( nz∏
j=1

zj

)N

, N ≥ max{nZ , 1}.

For nz = 0 or nZ = 0, these formulae apply and this means that the order parameter reaches
its limiting value for N ≥ Nα with no correction term. This property was emphasised for the
case f(z) = (z − a)2 in [80]. While the result for nz = 0 or nZ = 0 follows from our analysis, it
may also be derived as an application of the results of [35, Section 7].

Remark 4.7. The large N , asymptotics for each correlator can be deduced easily from The-
orem 4.2. To find the dominant term, one chooses the subset M such that the correspond-
ing rM is as large as possible. Note that choosing M of size m is equivalent to choosing M c of
size nz +nZ −m. We maximise rM by choosing the nz +nZ −m largest zeros (or inverse zeros)
to make up M c. Concretely, for a correlator in Case 1 we choose M c = {ZnZ , ZnZ−1, . . . } of the
appropriate size. Since all zeros are either real or come in complex-conjugate pairs, this is not
necessarily a unique maximum. If we find a dominant rM as described and it contains a complex
zero but not its conjugate, then there will be a corresponding M ′ with the zero replaced by its
conjugate such that |rM | = |r′M |. In general, we could have more than two zeros of the same
absolute value. The dominant asymptotic term will then be a sum over contributions from allM
with the maximal rM . The result is in agreement with [13, Theorem 3] (where it is assumed
that there is no degeneracy of the smallest zero that appears in rM and so we have a single
dominant contribution).

The second most dominant term will be where we take the dominantM c, remove the smallest
zero that appears, and replace it by the largest zero that did not feature in the dominant term
(up to accounting for zeros of the same absolute value as above). In general, by ordering the
size of

∏
k∈Mc τk, one can find as many terms in the large N asymptotics as desired.

We can define the correlation length, ξα for the operators Oα with α ̸= ω by

⟨Oα(1)Oα(N + 1)⟩ = O∗(e−N/ξα
)

as N → ∞. Following [75], we write f(x) = O∗(g(x)) if g(x) is a tight upper bound for f(x);
i.e., f(x) = O(g(x)) but f(x) ̸= o(g(x)). This allows for oscillatory cases where ξ gives the
exponentially decaying envelope, but f(x) may vanish for some values of x. Theorem 4.2 and
Remark 4.7 lead to:

Corollary 4.8. Consider a chain with a non-trivial f(z) as defined in (2.5). Then the correla-
tion length is given by

ξ−1
α =



ω−α∑
j=1

log
∣∣z−1

j

∣∣, ω − nz ≤ α < ω,

α−ω∑
j=1

log |Zj |, ω < α ≤ ω + nZ ,

∞, α < ω − nz or α > ω + nZ .

Remark 4.9. In [44], an expression for the large N asymptotics of each correlator is given.
The models we consider here arise as limiting cases of models in that paper, so it is interesting
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to compare our results. We firstly point out that the method used in [44] for evaluating the
asymptotics requires the evaluation of the determinant of an |ω − α| × |ω − α| matrix, where
the matrix elements are, up to some error terms, the asymptotically large Fourier coefficients
of functions l(z) and m(z) that are defined in Appendix C [35]. Analysing this determinant
for the cases studied here is non-trivial, except when |ω − α| = 1. Firstly, let us suppose
that nZ ≥ 1 and nz ≥ 1. In Appendix C, we show that lN = O∗(|Z1|−N

)
and mN = O∗(|z1|N).

Then we have that for ω − α = 1, the correlator behaves like mN and for ω − α = −1 the
correlator behaves like lN . This agrees with our results here. For example, suppose the order
parameter can be calculated using Case 1. Then for α = ω the dominant term comes from
M c = {ZnZ , ZnZ−1, . . . , Z1}. For α = ω − 1, |M | is one smaller, so |M c| is one larger and so
dominant terms come from M c = {ZnZ , ZnZ−1, . . . , Z1, zj} where |zj | = z1—each of these sets
has |rM | = |z1|, and hence the asymptotic behaviour O∗(|rM |N) agrees with mN . We give an
explicit example in Appendix C, showing that the terms match exactly.

An important difference with the results of [44] is that, in the more general class consid-
ered there, generically in that class the correlation length of each string operator is given by
ξ−1
α = ξ−1|ω − α|; where the basic correlation length ξ is given by

ξ−1 = min
{
log
∣∣z−1

1

∣∣, log|Z1|
}
.

This means that the decay of these correlators depends only on the zero closest to the unit circle.
By comparing this result with Corollary 4.8, for |ω − α| > 1 we see that generically in the class
of models given by (2.5) we have faster decay than in the generic class of models considered
in [44].

Remark 4.10. Recall that the one-particle energies of our model are given by
∣∣f(eik)∣∣. Allowing

for a non-zero temperature, T , the following equation appears in studying zeros of the partition
function [85, 86] (often one considers a large but finite system, so that k is quantised):∣∣f(eik)∣∣ = i(2n+ 1)πT, n ∈ Z. (4.7)

For example, the Fisher zeros correspond to solutions of this equation7 in the complex β plane
for β = 1/T [23]. If we instead take this equation and complexify z = eik, we see that at zero
temperature the zeros of f(z) and zeros of f(1/z) coincide with the set of zeros of (4.7); this
method is used to study disorder lines in [85]. Note that to analytically continue the left-hand
side of (4.7) we can write |f(z)| =

√
f(z)f(1/z) on the unit circle. The subclass of models

considered in this paper then corresponds to degeneracy of solutions to (4.7)—it would be of
interest to understand how our results generalise to the finite-temperature case.

Remark 4.11. Another important correlator is the emptiness formation probability [1, 26, 49,
50, 79], given by

P (N) =

〈
N∏
j=1

cjc
†
j

〉
.

This is a string correlator for complex fermions, rather than the Majorana fermions considered
above, and is the probability, in the ground state, that N consecutive fermionic sites are unoc-
cupied (equivalently, in the spin chain picture, that there are N consecutive up-spins). A closed
formula for P (N) was found for the disorder line in the XY model in [26], using the simple for-
mula for the ground state in that case. We remark that closed formulae for P (N) can be found
for the class of models considered in this paper, since this correlator may also be evaluated using
Day’s formula. We give an example below, and in Section 7.3 outline the general approach.

7More generally, for a system of size L, Fisher zeros are solutions of Z(L, β) = 0. In our case, we have that
Z(L, β) =

∏
km

(
1 + e−β|f(km)|) (where we have fixed the ground state to have zero energy), leading to (4.7).
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Example 4.12. Let f(z) = z−2(z − a)2(z − b)2, with |a| < 1 and |b| > 1. Then

P (N) =

(
b−1 − a

2

)N (
(1− a)(1 + b)

2(b− a)
+ (−1)N (1 + a)(1− b)

2(a− b)

)
, N ≥ 1.

This is derived using Day’s formula in Section 7.3.

5 Results: correlation matrix in BDI

Let a2n−1 = γn and a2n = γ̃n. The correlation matrix for a subsystem of size N is defined by

AN = (i⟨ajak⟩ − iδjk)j,k=1,...,2N .

The matrix AN has 2N imaginary eigenvalues, {±iν1, . . . ,±iνN}. AN always has an even number
of eigenvalues that are equal to zero. If there are 2m such eigenvalues then ν1, . . . , νm = 0 and
the remaining νj are non-zero. With a slight abuse of terminology to simplify our discussion,
we will call the N non-negative imaginary parts {ν1, . . . , νN} ‘the eigenvalues’ of the correlation
matrix (these eigenvalues are zeros of the characteristic polynomial det(iλ − AN )). Let ρN be
the density matrix of a subsystem of our chain of size N , the eigenvalues of ρN can be computed
from the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix. Indeed, the following formula (given in, for
example, [88]) allows us to write the eigenvalues of the reduced density matrix in terms of the
eigenvalues of the correlation matrix:

λζ1...ζN =
N∏
j=1

1 + (−1)ζiνj
2

, ζj = 0, 1.

We go over all values ζi, so have 2N eigenvalues of ρN from the N eigenvalues of the correlation
matrix {ν1, . . . , νN}. That the λ are eigenvalues of a density matrix means that each νj ≤ 1. An
eigenvalue νj = 1 we call trivial. Moreover, the von Neumann entanglement entropy (S(N) =
−tr(ρN log ρN )), or more generally the Rényi entropy

(
Sα(N) = 1

1−α log tr(ραN )
)
, has a simple

expression in terms of the non-trivial eigenvalues νj [27, 40, 41, 46, 88].
In our class of interest, there are only a finite number of non-trivial eigenvalues as N →∞.

For f(z) = zk, then

det(iλ−AN ) =
(
−λ2

)|k|(
1− λ2

)N−|k|
.

In all other cases, the claim follows from:

Theorem 5.1. Consider a chain with a non-trivial f(z) as defined in (2.5) such that nP =
nz + nZ . We allow the non-generic case where zeros may coincide, but assume that zj ̸= Z−1

k

for any j, k. Denote the correlation matrix on a subsystem of size N by AN . Then

det(iλ−AN ) =
(
1− λ2

)N ( ∏nz
j=1 z

2
j∏nZ

k=1 Z
2
k

)N
detM(N,λ)

detM(0, λ)
,

where M(n, λ) is a 4(nz+nZ)×4(nz+nZ) matrix that can be determined from the zeros of f(z)
and the Smith canonical form of a known 2 × 2 matrix polynomial (defined in (8.1)–(8.3)).
Moreover, there exist d′, d′′ ∈ N (independent of n) such that

detM(n, λ) = µ

( ∏nz
j=1 z

2
j∏nZ

k=1 Z
2
k

)−n d′∏
j1=1

(
λ2 − ν̃j1(n)2

) d′′∏
j2=1

(λ− cj2).
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The ±ν̃j and cj are zeros of detM(n, λ) as a function of λ. We differentiate between the zeros
that depend on n, ±ν̃j(n), and those that do not, cj. (Along with the overall constant µ, the cj
drop out of the ratio of interest.) The n-dependent zeros satisfy ν̃j(0) = 1, 0 ≤ ν̃j(n) ≤ 1
for n ≥ 1 and ν̃j(n) < 1 for some n > 0.

For any f(z) as defined in (2.5) such that nP ̸= nz +nZ , the characteristic polynomial of the
correlation matrix can be found by taking a limit of a related case where nP = nz + nZ that can
be evaluated using the above. Details of this limit are discussed in Remark 5.7.

As we explain below in Remark 5.11, the assumption that f(z) cannot contain mutually
inverse zeros can be trivially accounted for. Then we have

Corollary 5.2. Given any f(z) as defined in (2.5), with no assumptions of a generic case,
Theorem 5.1 leads to the following expression for the characteristic polynomial of the correlation
matrix:

det(iλ−AN ) =
(
1− λ2

)N−d ×
d∏

j=1

(
ν̃j(N)2 − λ2

)
, (5.1)

where d ∈ N is independent of N .

By computing detM(N,λ) we can determine d, the number of non-trivial eigenvalues of the
correlation matrix. This is illustrated in Examples 5.3 and 5.4.

Example 5.3. Let f(z) = 1
z (z − b)2 with |b| < 1. This corresponds to the aforementioned

disorder line of the XY model [15]. We can evaluate the terms appearing in Theorem 5.1 as
follows. Using the definition of M(N,λ) given in Section 8 and the Smith canonical form for
this example given in Appendix D, we have

M(N,λ) =
(
b2 − 1

)

λ
(
1− b2

)
0 0 0

λ
(
λ2 − 3

)
b iλ2 λbN 0

0 0 0 −iλ2
(
b2 − 1

)
b−(N+2)

0 −iλ2 −λ3b−N −iλ2b−(N+1)
((
b2 − 1

)
N − 2

)

 ,

detM(N,λ) =
(
−b−2

(
b2 − 1

)6
λ6
)
b−2N

(
λ2 − b2N

)
,

detM(N,λ)

detM(0, λ)
=
b−2N

(
λ2 − b2N

)
λ2 − 1

, det(iλ−AN ) =
(
1− λ2

)N−1(
b2N − λ2

)
.

This means that there is one non-trivial eigenvalue of the correlation matrix for a subsystem of
size N : ν1 = |b|N . As N → ∞ the limit gives one zero eigenvalue. This agrees with taking the
limit as we approach the disorder line in the XY model—there the infinitely many correlation
matrix eigenvalues in the limit N →∞ are known for all values of the couplings (away from the
disorder line these models are outside the class analysed here) [28, 38, 39].

For f(z) = 1
z (z − b)

2 with |b| > 1, there is one non-trivial eigenvalue for a subsystem of size
N : ν1 = |b|−N . This follows from the result for |b| < 1 and Remark 5.7 below.

Example 5.4. Let f(z) = 1
z2
(z − a)2(z − b)2. First consider the case |a| < 1 and |b| < 1. We

can evaluate the terms appearing in Theorem 5.1 (see also Appendix D) to give

detM(N,λ)

detM(0, λ)
=
a−2Nb−2N

(λ2 − 1)2

(
λ4 + λ2

aNbN

(a− b)2

×

(
2(1− a2)(1− b2)− (1− ab)2

((a
b

)N
+

(
b

a

)N
))

+ a2Nb2N

)
. (5.2)
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Thus we have two non-trivial eigenvalues of the correlation matrix for a subsystem of size N ,
given by the zeros of (5.2). As N →∞ the coefficients of λ2 and λ0 go to zero, so in this limit
we have two non-trivial eigenvalues equal to zero.

Now consider the case |a| < 1 and |b| > 1. We can evaluate the terms appearing in Theo-
rem 5.1 to give

detM(N,λ)

detM(0, λ)
=
a−2Nb2N

(λ2 − 1)2

(
λ4 +

λ2

(b− a)2
(
2
(
1− a2

)(
1− b2

)
− (1− ab)2

(
a2N + b−2N

))
+

(
aNb−N (1− ab)2 −

(
1− a2

)(
1− b2

)
(b− a)2

)2)
. (5.3)

Taking the limit N →∞ gives us that the two non-trivial eigenvalues of the correlation matrix
are degenerate and given by

ν21 = ν22 =

(
1− a2

)(
1− 1/b2

)
(1− a/b)2

.

Note that these limiting eigenvalues are equal to each other and to the order parameter, given
in (4.1)—these points are discussed in Remarks 5.9 and 5.10.

The final case |a| > 1 and |b| > 1 is equivalent to the first case, where we make the replacement
a→ 1/a and b→ 1/b in all formulae. We explain this in general terms in Remark 5.7.

Remark 5.5. Corollary 5.2 tells us that as we take a subsystem of size N →∞, there are a finite
number of non-zero eigenvalues of the reduced density matrix. This in turn directly implies that
the ground state for f(z) of the form (2.5) can be written as an MPS of fixed bond dimension.
Except for a measure zero set of cases, an MPS is explicitly constructed in [43] using different
methods. The results of that paper give us an upper bound on d, the number of eigenvalues
that depend on n in (5.1). The bond dimension, χ, of the optimal MPS representation of the
ground state is related to d by 2d ≤ χ2. The upper bound is determined by the range of the
Hamiltonian: d ≤ 2 log2(χ) ≤ 2⌈range(H)/2⌉, where range(H) is the largest value of |α| such
that tα ̸= 0. This holds in Examples 5.3 and 5.4. It would be interesting to derive this bound
in general using the methods of this work.

Remark 5.6. The correlation matrix is of block Toeplitz form, defined in Section 3. The
Szegő–Widom theorem for block Toeplitz determinants [91] tell us that as N →∞

det(iλ−AN ) =
(
1− λ2

)N
EW (1 + o(1)),

where EW , Widom’s constant, may be zero (see, for example, [7]). This theorem is discussed in
the context of the correlation matrix of a quantum chain in [40, 41].

Applying Theorem 5.1 allows us to derive formulae for EW in our case. For example, for
f(z) = 1

z2
(z− a)2(z− b)2 with |a| < 1 and |b| > 1, by taking the limit of (5.3) we have that EW

is given by

EW =
1(

1− λ2
)2
(
λ2 −

(
1− a2

)(
1− 1/b2

)
(1− a/b)2

)2

.

We prove Theorem 5.1 using Gorodetsky’s formula (see Theorem 3.2). Note that [11] gives
a detailed discussion of asymptotics of determinants of block Toeplitz matrices that can be
analysed using Gorodetsky’s formula. As with our Theorem 5.1, to use these results to derive
the non-trivial part of the asymptotics, EW , we require an expression for the matrices in the
Smith canonical form of the relevant matrix polynomial.

The models we consider are limiting cases of those studied in [41]. Another approach to
finding the asymptotics would be to take a limit of the results of that paper.
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Remark 5.7. Given f(z) defined in (2.5), and suppose that nP = nz + nZ − k for k > 0. We
can write this as

f(z) =
zk

znz+nZ

nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)2
nZ∏
k′=1

(z − Zk′)
2 = lim

ε→0

1

znz+nZ+k

nz+k∏
j=1

(z − zj)2
nZ∏
k′=1

(z − Zk′)
2 ,

where zj = εxj for nz+1 ≤ j ≤ nz+k. Before taking the limit ε→ 0, we can define n′z = nz+k
and then apply Theorem 5.1 with nP = n′z +nZ . Since we are evaluating the finite determinant
det(iλ−AN ), taking the limit ε→ 0 of this result gives us the characteristic polynomial of the
correlation matrix for cases with nP = nz + nZ − k.

We also have that the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix for the system corresponding
to f(z) are identical to the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix for the system corresponding
to f(1/z). This follows from the block Toeplitz form defined in Section 3. Moreover, for the
purposes of calculating the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix, this transformation amounts
to replacing all zeros by their inverse, and replacing nP → 2(nz + nZ) − nP . This allows us to
analyse nP = nz + nz + k for k > 0 as follows:

f(1/z) =
zk

znz+nZ

nz∏
j=1

(z − 1/zj)
2

nZ∏
k′=1

(z − 1/Zk′)
2 .

Using the same reasoning as above, we then apply Theorem 5.1 with nP = n′z + n′Z , where
n′z = nZ +k and n′Z = nz, and then take the limit where k zeros inside the unit circle go to zero.

Example 5.8. We can use Remark 5.7 and Example 5.4 to find the correlation matrix eigen-
values for f(z) = (z − b)2. For |b| < 1 we take the limit a→ 0 in (5.2). For |b| > 1, we take the
limit a→ 0 in (5.3). Moreover, the correlation matrix eigenvalues for f(z) = 1

z2
(z − b)2 can be

found by replacing b→ 1/b appropriately in the above results.

Remark 5.9. In Example 5.4, on taking the subsystem size N → ∞, we had two non-trivial
eigenvalues such that ν1 = ν2. Such a symmetry, where we have a twofold degeneracy of non-
trivial correlation matrix eigenvalues, was observed for the infinitely many non-trivial νm in the
XY model in [38, 39]. In fact in that case ν1 is not degenerate, but for all m > 1 we have
ν2m = ν2m+1 in the limit. This has a straightforward physical origin, as pointed out in [64]. Let
us consider the spin chain picture, with the model given in Appendix A. If the winding number
is even, there is no symmetry breaking, and the correlation length is thus finite. Hence, for
a large enough block, the two edges will decouple. Moreover, there is a symmetry between the
two edges.8 All correlation eigenvalues (in the limit N → ∞) must thus come in degenerate
pairs, corresponding to the correlations associated to each edge and the exterior of the block.
For odd winding numbers, the ground state spontaneously breaks spin-flip symmetry. Hence,
a symmetry-preserving ground state can be seen as a macroscopic ‘cat state’ superposition of two
ground states which obey the aforementioned doubled correlation matrix eigenvalues, resulting
in one additional, non-degenerate correlation eigenvalue. This explains the observations in
Example 5.4 and [38, 39]. On these physical grounds, we conjecture this property to hold much
more generally, although we do not have a proof of this even for the class considered in this paper.

Remark 5.10. We have the following relationship between the correlation matrix and a string
correlation function that may be evaluated with Theorem 4.2:

det(AN ) =

N∏
j=1

ν2j = (⟨O0(1)O0(N + 1)⟩)2. (5.4)

8For example, note that bond-centered inversion swaps the two edges and maps f(z) → f(1/z); an on-site
rotation over an angle π also maps f(z) → f(1/z). In combination, we thus have a symmetry of the model which
exchanges the two edges of the block.
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This follows from the block Toeplitz structure, see also (3.6). This relationship holds for all N ,
and one can check, for example, that the product of the zeros of (5.3) is equal to the square of the
right-hand side9 of (4.1). Moreover, suppose that we have two non-trivial correlation eigenvalues,
and assume the symmetry argued in Remark 5.9, so that ν1 = ν2 in the limit N →∞. Then it
follows immediately from (5.4) that the limiting correlation eigenvalues are equal to the order
parameter, as observed in Example 5.4. Equation (5.4) also shows that, in the limit N →∞, the
correlation matrix has at least one zero eigenvalue if and only if the winding number is non-zero.
Equivalently, we have a degeneracy of the entanglement spectrum if and only if the trivial string
order parameter O0(N) does not have long-range order, consistent with the physical fingerprints
associated to non-trivial SPT phases [68].

Remark 5.11. Throughout we have assumed that f(z) defined in (2.5) has a positive overall
sign. For our purposes, if the overall sign is negative, the correlators ⟨Oα(1)Oα(N + 1)⟩ are
multiplied by (−1)N—this is shown in Section 7. Moreover, the correlation matrix eigenvalues
are unchanged—see Section 3. However, at the level of the Hamiltonian the sign-change can
cause frustration, and in certain cases care must be taken with boundary conditions and the
thermodynamic limit before evaluating physical quantities [54, 55, 56].

We define the generic case for (2.5) to be where
{
zj1 , z

−1
j2
, Zk1

, Z−1
k2

}
j1,j2=1,...,nz ;k1,k2=1,...,nZ

are pairwise distinct. If we allow mutually inverse zeros, i.e., some zj = Z−1
k , then it turns out

that the ground state is equivalent to a related generic model: we simply remove all of these
mutually inverse pairs of zeros and shift nP . This is also the case when we allow zeros on the
unit circle of even multiplicity. A full analysis of these cases can be found in the paper [43]. We
can further relax the condition that the zeros are pairwise distinct by writing, say, zj = zj′ + ε
and taking the limit ε→ 0, as in Remarks 4.3 and 5.7.

Let us consider more carefully the case of degenerate zeros with zj = zj′ + ε, or Zj = Zj + ε
in Theorem 4.2. An example would be given by the correlator ⟨O3(1)O3(N +1)⟩ given in (4.3),
where we set b = a+ ε. Then for ε→ 0,

⟨O3(1)O3(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N
(
1− a2

)((
1− a2

)
N + 1 + a2

)
aN (1 + o(1)). (5.5)

This limit is non-trivial in that the denominator of (4.3) is order ε—the constant term in
the numerator cancels to give a finite limit. This illustrates the general case. Suppose M
contains zj but not zj + ε, then the term

∏
k∈Mc,j∈M (τk − τj)−1 that appears in CM diverges

as ε → 0. However, there will be a corresponding set M ′ that is the same as M except that it
contains zj + ε in place of zj . Then CM ′ also diverges, but we have that CMr

N
M + CM ′rNM ′ is

finite. This discussion further generalises to multiple nearly degenerate zeros. This cancellation
must occur in general since Day’s formula is an exact formula for the determinant, and by
considering the matrix elements this limit is well behaved (see the discussion in Sections 3
and 7).

This analysis allows us to deduce that the formula for the order parameter given in Re-
mark 4.5 applies also for the case of degenerate zeros. In fact, this formula holds in all non-
generic cases. Recall that if we have mutually inverse zeros, this model has the same ground
state as the model with those zeros removed (and with a shift of nP that fixes the wind-
ing number) [43]. By removing the zeros, we are in a case that we have already analysed
and so can evaluate the order parameter with (4.6). However, this result agrees with keep-
ing the zeros and evaluating (4.6), any terms involving zeros that are mutually inverse will
cancel.

9Example 4.1 has nP = 0, while Example 5.4 has nP = 2, so this is the relevant correlator.



Exact correlations in topological quantum chains 19

6 Results: correlations in AIII

6.1 The AIII class

We now consider a different class of models on a one-dimensional fermionic chain. Let us
take 2L spinless fermionic degrees of freedom c†A,n and c†B,n for n = 1, . . . , L. The class of AIII
Hamiltonians [3, 71] are charge-conserving and are symmetric under the anti-unitary involution T

such that Tc†A,nT = cA,n and Tc†B,nT = −cB,n (physically T is the sublattice symmetry). The
class of models which are translation-invariant with respect to the two-site unit cell is given by

H =
∑
κ,n

τκc
†
B,ncA,n+κ + τκc

†
A,n+κcB,n. (6.1)

We can diagonalise H =
∑

k|f
(
eik
)
|
(
η†+,kη+,k − η

†
−,kη−,k

)
with bands given10 by

η†±,k =
1√
2

(
c†A,k ±

√
f(z)

f(1/z)
c†B,k

)
, (6.2)

where f(z) =
∑

κ τκz
κ and f(z) =

∑
κ τκz

κ. As in BDI, the gapped phase diagram is char-
acterised by ω, the winding number of f

(
eik
)
. Since f(z) is a Laurent polynomial, we have

that ω = Nz − NP where Nz is the number of zeros inside the unit circle, and NP is the de-
gree of the pole at zero. Examples in this class include the Su–Schrieffer–Heeger model [81].
Non-trivial ground state correlations may be easily derived from (6.2) as

〈
c†B,n−αcA,n

〉
=
〈
c†A,ncB,n−α

〉
= − 1

4πi

∫ √
f(z)

f(1/z)
z−α−1dz (6.3)

and
〈
c†A,ncA,n−α

〉
=
〈
c†B,ncB,n−α

〉
= 1

2δα,0. For the subclass of models we focus on, we give these
two-point functions in Appendix B.

A natural change of variables is defined by

cA,n =
1

2
(−γ2n + iγ2n−1), cB,n =

1

2
(γ̃2n−1 + iγ̃2n),

where the γn, γ̃n are Majorana operators as introduced in Section 2. The Hamiltonian (6.1)
becomes:

H =
i

2

∑
α,n

(
Re(τα)γ̃nγn+2α + Im(τα)(−γ̃2n−1γ2n+2α + γ̃2nγ2n+2α−1)

)
. (6.4)

The sublattice symmetry T acts as TγnT = γn, T γ̃nT = −γ̃n, and we see that (6.4) is a BDI
Majorana chain, with two-site unit cell. If τα ∈ R then the model is actually translation-
invariant, and is a special case of (2.1), while for complex τα this class of models is distinct.

6.2 Correlations of string operators

The string order parameters in this class will, as before, be given by string correlators of fermionic
parity strings with certain end-point operators

Õ0(n) = exp

(
n−1∑
m=1

iπ
(
c†A,mcA,m + c†B,mcB,m

))
= (−1)n−1

n−1∏
m=1

iγ̃2m−1γ2m−1iγ̃2mγ2m,

10The branch of the square-root is chosen so that this is equal to f(z)/|f(z)| for z on the unit circle.
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Õα(n) = exp

(
n−1∑
m=1

iπ
(
c†A,mcA,m + c†B,mcB,m

)) n+α−1∏
j=n

(
1− 2c†A,jcA,j

)
= (−1)n−1

(
n−1∏
m=1

iγ̃2m−1γ2m−1iγ̃2mγ2m

)
n+α−1∏
j=n

(−iγ2j−1γ2j) for α > 0,

Õα(n) = exp

(
n−1∑
m=1

iπ
(
c†A,mcA,m + c†B,mcB,m

)) n+|α|−1∏
j=n

(
1− 2c†B,jcB,j

)
= (−1)n−1

(
n−1∏
m=1

iγ̃2m−1γ2m−1iγ̃2mγ2m

)
n+|α|−1∏

j=n

(−iγ̃2j−1γ̃2j) for α < 0. (6.5)

String order parameters are usually defined for interacting SPT phases [62, 67], our case is
different since we have a free-fermion system—see the discussion in [44]. In Theorem 6.1 below,
we prove that these string correlators are order parameters for the different phases; i.e., Õα

has long-range order if and only if α = ω, the latter being the topological invariant defined
above. Special cases of these fermionic string order parameters11 appear in [4]. We can evaluate
the ground-state correlation

〈
Õα(1)Õα(N +1)

〉
using Wick’s theorem [6, 53] and the two-point

correlators given above. We show in Appendix E that these correlators are equal to the square
of the absolute value of a Toeplitz determinant. This determinant can be evaluated using the
same techniques as in the BDI case. We now justify that these are indeed the AIII analogues of
the string order parameters in the BDI class—this follows by generalising the analysis of [44] to
this class of models. We will not pursue this fully, but give the following result:

Theorem 6.1. Consider a general model in the AIII class. This corresponds to

f(z) = eiθ
1

zNP

Nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)
NZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk), (6.6)

where |zj | < 1, |Zk| > 1 and θ ∈ [0, 2π). The winding number is given by ω = Nz −NP and the
string correlators satisfy

lim
N→∞

〈
Õα(1)Õα(N + 1)

〉
= const× δα,ω.

The non-zero constant is the value of the order parameter, given by

lim
N→∞

〈
Õω(1)Õω(N + 1)

〉
=

∣∣∣∣∣
∏Nz

j1,j2=1(1− zj1zj2)
∏NZ

k1,k2=1

(
1− Z−1

k1
Z

−1
k2

)
∏Nz

j=1

∏NZ
k=1

∣∣∣1− zj
Zk

∣∣∣2
∣∣∣∣∣
1/2

.

We outline the proof, using Szegő’s theorem [18, 83] and results of Hartwig and Fisher [35],
in Appendix E.

For models with f(z) of the form:

f(z) = eiθ
1

znP

nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)2
nZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk)
2 , (6.7)

we can proceed using the methods of this paper, leading to an analogue of Theorem 4.2. The
generic case here is that

{
zj1 , z

−1
j2
, Zk1

, Z
−1
k2

}
j1,j2=1,...,nz ;k1,k2=1,...,nZ

are pairwise distinct.

11For example, the correlator of
(
Õ−1(n)−Õ1(n)

)
/2 is used to detect a phase with two Majorana edge modes.

This would correspond to winding number ±1 in our model, consistent with Õ±1(n) being the order parameter
for those phases.
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Theorem 6.2 (AIII restatement of Theorem 4.2). Consider a chain with a non-trivial f(z) as
defined in (6.7), assuming the generic case, and for each α ∈ Z define Nα = max{|nz + nZ −
nP − α|, 1}. Then

(1) for α < ω − nz and α > ω + nZ〈
Õα(1)Õα(N + 1)

〉
= 0, N ≥ Nα;

(2) for ω − nz ≤ α ≤ ω + nZ〈
Õα(1)Õα(N + 1)

〉
=
∣∣∣∑

M

CMr
N
M

∣∣∣2, N ≥ Nα, (6.8)

where for nz > 0 and nZ > 0:

� for ω − nz ≤ α ≤ ω + nZ − nz the sum is over sets M that label sets of zeros, with
the non-zero constants CM and rM defined in Case 1 below.

� for ω+nZ −nz ≤ α ≤ ω+nZ the sum is over sets M that label sets of inverse zeros,
with the non-zero constants CM and rM defined in Case 2 below.

If either nz = 0 or nZ = 0:

� if nz = 0, and α < ω + nZ , then put nz = 1, α → α + 2 and take the limit z1 → 0
with Case 1. If nz = 0 and α = ω+ nZ then the correlator is given by

∏nZ
k=1|Zk|−2N .

� if nZ = 0 and α > ω− nz, then put nZ = 1, and take the limit Z1 →∞ with Case 2.
If nZ = 0 and α = ω − nz, then the correlator is given by

∏nz
j=1|zj |2N .

In both cases, in the formula (6.8), the sum is over all subsets M ⊆ {1, . . . , nz +nZ} of some
fixed size |M |. For each such M , we also define:

M c = {1, . . . , nz + nZ} \M

and further define Mz = {1, . . . , nz} and MZ = {1, . . . , nZ}. Then we have
Case 1: Define τj = zj for 1 ≤ j ≤ nz and τnz+j = Zj for 1 ≤ j ≤ nZ . Then the sum in (6.8)

is over all subsets M of size |M | = α+ nP − nz, and CM and rM are defined by

rM =

∏
k∈Mc τk∏nZ
j=1 Zj

,

CM =
∏

k∈Mc,m∈MZ

(
τk − Z

−1
m

) ∏
l∈Mz ,j∈M

(
z−1
l − τj

) ∏
l∈Mz

z
−(nz+nZ−nP−α)
l

×
∏

l∈Mz ,m∈MZ

(
z−1
l − Z

−1
m

)−1
∏

k∈Mc,j∈M
(τk − τj)−1

∏
k∈Mc

τ
−(nz+nZ−nP−α)
k .

Case 2: Define τj = z−1
j for 1 ≤ j ≤ nz and τnz+j = Z−1

j for 1 ≤ j ≤ nZ . Then the sum
in (6.8) is over all subsets M of size |M | = 2nz + nZ − nP − α, and CM and rM are defined by

rM =

nz∏
j=1

zj

nZ∏
k=1

Zk

Zk

∏
k∈Mc

τk,

CM =
∏

k∈Mc,m∈Mz

(τk − zm)
∏

l∈MZ ,j∈M

(
Z l − τj

) ∏
l∈MZ

Z
nP+α−nz−nZ

l

×
∏

l∈MZ ,m∈Mz

(
Z l − zm

)−1
∏

k∈Mc,j∈M
(τk − τj)−1

∏
k∈Mc

τ
−(nP+α−nz−nZ)
k .
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Much of the discussion in Section 4 applies analogously here. We will simply give one further
example.

Example 6.3. Let f(z) = (z − a)2(z − b)2 where |a| < 1 and |b| > 1. Since nz = nZ = 1, we
are in the phase ω = 2, and the correlator

〈
Õ2(1)Õ2(N + 1)

〉
is given by

〈
Õ2(1)Õ2(N + 1)

〉
=

∣∣∣∣∣
(
1− |a|2

)(
|b|2 − 1

)
|b− a|2

(
b

b

)N

+
|1− ba|2

|b− a|2

(
a

b

)N
∣∣∣∣∣
2

=

((
1− |a|2

)(
|b|2 − 1

)
|b− a|2

)2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
order parameter

+
|1− ba|4

|b− a|4

(
|a|2

|b|2

)N

+

(
1− |a|2

)(
|b|2 − 1

)
|1− ba|2

|b− a|4

((a
b

)N
+

(
a

b

)N
)
, N ≥ 1.

Note that for a, b ∈ R this example reduces to a translation-invariant BDI model. Given the
form of (6.4), we see that we have two decoupled BDI chains, each with f(z) = (z− a)2(z− b)2.
The correlator ⟨O2(1)O2(N + 1)⟩ can be calculated for each of these decoupled chains using
Example 4.1 and we see that in that case ⟨O2(1)O2(N + 1)⟩2 =

〈
Õ2(1)Õ2(N + 1)

〉
.

6.3 Correlation matrix

For the AIII class, the correlation matrix for a subsystem containing N two-site unit cells is
defined by

CN =
(〈
b†jbk

〉)
j,k=1,...,2N

,

where we define b2j−1 = cA,j and b2j = cB,j . Following the discussion in [65], to find the eigen-
values of the reduced density matrix or, equivalently, the entanglement spectrum, we want the
eigenvalues of the matrix ÂN = 1−2CN . The eigenvalues, λ, of Â are real and satisfy−1 ≤ λ ≤ 1.
The values λ = ±1 are trivial eigenvalues that do not correspond to entanglement. Our main
result for class AIII is that the proof of Theorem 5.1 carries over, leading to:

Theorem 6.4 (AIII statement of Theorem 5.1). Consider a Hamiltonian of the form (6.1) with
a non-trivial f(z) of the form (6.7) such that nP = nz + nZ . Recall that in this class zeros need
not come in conjugate pairs, and we allow the non-generic case where zeros may coincide, but

assume without loss of generality12 that zj ̸= Z
−1
k for any j, k. Denote the correlation matrix

on a subsystem of size N by CN and define ÂN = 1− 2CN . Then

det
(
λ− ÂN

)
=
(
λ2 − 1

)N (∏nz
j=1 z

2
j

∏nZ
j=1 Z

2
j(∏nZ

j=1|Zj |2
)2

)N

detM(N,λ)

detM(0, λ)
,

where M(n, λ) is a 4(nz+nZ)×4(nz+nZ) matrix that can be determined from the zeros of f(z)
and the Smith canonical form of a known 2 × 2 matrix polynomial (defined in (E.4)–(E.5)).
Moreover, there exist d′, d′′ ∈ N (independent of n) such that

detM(n, λ) = µ

(∏nz
j=1 z

2
j

∏nZ
k=1 Z

2
k(∏nZ

k′=1|Zk′ |2
)2
)−n d′∏

j1=1

(
λ2 − ν̃j1(n)2

) d′′∏
j2=1

(λ− cj2),

12As in Remark 5.11, if there were such zeros they can be removed without affecting the ground state.
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where the constants µ and cj are independent of n and ν̃j(n) satisfies ν̃j(0) = 1, 0 ≤ ν̃j(n) ≤ 1
for n ≥ 1 and ν̃j(n) < 1 for some n > 0.

For any f(z) as defined in (6.7) such that nP ̸= nz + nZ , then the characteristic polynomial
of the correlation matrix can be found by taking a limit of a related case where nP = nz + nZ
that can be evaluated using the above. Details of this limit are discussed in Remark 5.7—in
particular, this discussion does not rely on zeros of f(z) appearing in complex-conjugate pairs.

For further details see Section 8 and Appendix E. As in the BDI case, this results allows us
to conclude that there exists an exact MPS representation of the ground state.

To find the entanglement spectrum requires using the definition ofM(n, λ) given in Section 8
(with the changes for class AIII given in Appendix E), as well as finding the Smith canonical
form of the relevant matrix. By analogous calculations13 to those in Example 5.3, we find that
for f(z) = 1

z (z − b)
2 with |b| < 1, b ∈ C:

det
(
λ− ÂN

)
=
(
λ2 − 1

)N−1(
λ2 − |b|2N

)
.

7 String correlators—analysis

As stated above, the BDI string correlators satisfy

(−1)N(α−1)⟨Oα(1)Oα(N + 1)⟩ = DN [t1(z)] = DN [t1(1/z)],

where t1(z) =
√
f(z)/f(1/z)z−α. Moreover, in AIII the string correlators satisfy

〈
Õα(1)Õα(N + 1)

〉
=
∣∣DN [t2(z)]

∣∣2 = ∣∣DN [t2(1/z)]
∣∣2,

where t2(z) =
√
f(z)/f(1/z)z−α. We hence see that we can understand both classes by analysing

DN [t(z)] for t(z) = t2(z). Then for class BDI we reach Theorem 4.2 by noting that f(1/z) =
f(1/z) for tα ∈ R and, since zeros come in complex-conjugate pairs, we can simplify certain
formulae. For class AIII we reach Theorem 6.2 by simply taking the absolute value squared of
the result.

We will show now that for

f(z) =
eiθ

znP

nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)2
nZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk)
2 , (7.1)

then either DN [t(z)] or DN [t(1/z)] can be evaluated using Day’s formula. Some further analysis
is then needed to reach our results. First, note that we can simplify by setting θ = 0. In the
BDI case, θ ∈ {0, π}; if θ = π we take the other branch of the square-root and multiply the
Toeplitz matrix by −1. This sign hence gives an additional factor of (−1)N when we evaluate
the determinant, as mentioned in Remark 5.11. In the AIII case θ ∈ [0, 2π), this would give
an additional complex phase when we evaluate the determinant, but since we take the absolute
value this drops out. If nz = 0 and nZ = 0 then f(z) = z−nP and the string correlators are
trivial. We treat the case nz > 0 and nZ > 0 first. Then we analyse the remaining cases where
either nz = 0 or nZ = 0.

13The matrix from the Smith canonical form needed for this calculation is given in Appendix E.
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7.1 Proof of Theorems 4.2 and 6.2 with zeros inside
and outside the unit circle

Suppose first that nz > 0 and nZ > 0. By inserting (7.1) into t(z) and rearranging, we reach

t(z) = znz+nZ−nP−α

 nZ∏
j=1

(
−Zj

)−1 ∏nz
j=1 (z − zj)

∏nZ
k=1 (z − Zk)∏nz

j′=1

(
1− z/z−1

j

)∏nZ
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k′
) ,

t(1/z) = znP+α−nz−nZ

 nz∏
j=1

(−zj)

( nZ∏
k=1

Zk

Zk

) ∏nz
j=1

(
z − z−1

j

)∏nZ
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

)∏nz
j=1

(
z − zj

)∏nZ
k=1

(
1− zZ−1

k

) .
Recall that in Theorem 3.1, the canonical form (3.4) for the symbol has the degree of the
numerator greater than or equal to the degree of the denominator. Hence, for nz+nZ−nP−α ≥ 0
we evaluate DN [t(z)] and for nz + nZ − nP − α ≤ 0 we evaluate DN [t(1/z)]. Note also that
in order to apply Day’s formula we must have pairwise distinct zeros in the numerator. Hence,
for nz + nZ − nP − α ≥ 0, we write

t(z) = lim
ε→0

ρ

∏2nz+2nZ−nP−α
j=1 (z − τj)∏nz

j=1

(
1− z/z−1

j

)∏nZ
j=1

(
z − Z−1

j

) ,
τj ∈ {z1, . . . , znz , Z1, . . . , ZnZ , εx1, . . . , εxnz+nZ−nP−α}, ρ =

(
nZ∏
k=1

(
−Zk

))−1

(7.2)

and for nz + nZ − nP − α ≤ 0:

t(1/z) = lim
ε→0

ρ

∏nP+α
j=1 (z − τj)∏nz

j=1 (z − zj)
∏nZ

j=1

(
1− zZ−1

j

) ,
τj ∈

{
z−1
1 , . . . , z−1

nz
, Z−1

1 , . . . , Z−1
nZ
, εx1, . . . , εxnP+α−nz−nZ

}
,

ρ =

 nz∏
j=1

(−zj)

 nZ∏
j=1

Zj

Zj

 .

In each case, before the limit is taken these are in the canonical form (3.4) and we can evaluate the
determinants using Theorem 3.1—this has the form

∑
M CMr

N
M where the sum is over sets M

defined in Theorem 3.1. Then, by taking the limit, we can determine the string correlator.
Recall that in Theorems 4.2 and 6.2 we assume the appropriate generic case. This means that,
for ε ̸= 0, CM is a product of finite, non-zero terms. Coincident zeros require taking a limit, as
discussed in Remark 5.11, while if we have zj = Z

−1
k , then CM can be zero14.

Now, a difficulty with the limit ε→ 0 is that when |nz + nZ − nP −α| > 1, there are choices
of M where both M and M c contain15 τk of order ε. This means that

CM ∝
∏

k∈Mc,j∈M
(τk − τj)−1 = Θ(ε−m)

for some m > 0. However, since M c by assumption contains a τk of order ε, rM is Θ(εn) for
some n > 0. Then, since the contribution of this M to the N ×N determinant is CMr

N
M , for N

sufficiently large this term will have a positive power of ε, and so will vanish upon taking the
limit ε→ 0. More precisely, we have

14In fact, as we discussed in Remark 5.11, the ground state is equivalent to a model with those zeros removed.
Hence, terms containing those zeros should not appear in the result, and so if we have a set M where these zeros
appear in rM , the corresponding CM must be zero. We can see this in Example 4.1 by setting b = 1/a.

15We are abusing notation slightly: M corresponds to a set of indices, but it is helpful to also think of M as
the set of τk corresponding to those indices.
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Lemma 7.1. For N ≥ Nα = max{|nz + nZ − nP − α|, 1}, in evaluating DN [t(z)] using Day’s
formula, any set M c that contains a term of order ε does not contribute to the determinant in
the limit ε→ 0.

Let us first consider DN [t(z)] in the case nz + nZ − nP − α ≥ 0. By Lemma 7.1, the only
sets M that contribute are those where M c contains no terms of order ε. By comparing (7.2)
and (3.4) we see that p = nZ , and thus the sum over M gives all subsets of {τj} of size nZ .
Since |M | = nZ such sets exist when nZ ≥ nz+nZ−nP −α, which is equivalent to α ≥ nz−nP .
Hence, for α < nz − nP and N ≥ Nα the determinant is zero. For the other cases under
consideration, nz − nP ≤ α ≤ nz + nZ − nP , by applying Day’s formula we reach the result
given in Theorem 4.2. Since all M that have a non-zero rM in the limit ε→ 0 contain all terms
of order ε, in stating the theorem we simplify the formulae by removing this fixed number of
terms of order ε from the definition of M , and adjusting the definition of the CM to account
for this. Note that here, and in the other cases below, the sign in the definition of rM in Day’s
formula does not depend onM and so we combine it with the oscillatory factor of the correlator.
For 1 ≤ N < Nα we can still evaluate the determinant using Day’s formula, but the analysis
and simplifications just discussed will not apply and so one must take the limit after applying
Theorem 3.1 directly for the symbol (7.2).

An analogous discussion applies to the case nz + nZ − nP − α ≤ 0. In this case, |M | = nz
and so choices of M where M c contains no terms of order ε exist when α ≤ 2nz + nZ − nP .
Hence, the correlator is zero for α > ω+nZ . By applying Day’s formula in the remaining cases,
and simplifying to only include the M that contribute, this completes the proof of Theorem 4.2
with nz > 0 and nZ > 0.

Proof of Lemma 7.1. Consider the case nz + nZ − nP − α > 0. Let us suppose that M is
such that M c contains n > 0, τk of order ε. This means that rM = Θ(εn), and that M contains
(nz + nZ − nP − α− n), τk of order ε. Then, we have that

CMr
N
M = Θ

(
ε−n(nz+nZ−nP−α−n)+nN

)
= Θ

(
εn

2+n(N−nz−nZ+nP+α)
)
,

which is a positive power of ε for N ≥ nz + nZ − nP −α. The analogous proof goes through for
the case that nz + nZ − nP − α < 0. In the case α = nz + nZ − nP all τk = Θ(1), then Day’s
formula applies for N ≥ 1.

7.2 Proof of Theorems 4.2 and 6.2 for nz = 0 or nZ = 0

7.2.1 No zeros outside the unit circle

Let us now consider the case nZ = 0, and nz − nP − α < 0. Note that we have nz > 0 as
we do not include the trivial case. The strict inequality allows us to apply Day’s formula. In
particular,

t(1/z) = znP+α−nz

 nz∏
j=1

(−zj)

 ∏nz
j=1

(
z − z−1

j

)∏nz
j=1 (z − zj)

= lim
ε→0

lim
Z1→∞

ρ

∏nP+α
j=1 (z − τj)(

1− zZ−1
1

)∏nz
j=1 (z − zj)

,

τj ∈
{
z−1
1 , . . . , z−1

nz
, Z−1

1 , εx1, . . . , εxnP+α−nz−1

}
, ρ =

 nz∏
j=1

(−zj)

 .

Thus, the result we want follows from the formula for nZ = 1 and then taking the limit Z1 →∞.
Taking the limit by setting Z−1

1 = εx0, we derive that contributions from sets M c that contains
a τj = Θ(ε) are zero for N ≥ nP + α − nz. Moreover, note that the correlator is exactly zero
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for α > ω and N ≥ nP + α − nz, since in that case all sets M c will contain a τj that goes to
zero.

In the case nz − nP − α ≥ 0, it is easier to analyse the determinant directly. Since nZ = 0,
the Fourier coefficients of the symbol, as calculated in Appendix B, can be seen to be one-sided.
In particular tn = 0 for n < nz − nP − α. This means that if nz − nP − α > 0, the determinant
is zero. For the only remaining case, nz − nP − α = 0, we have that

DN [t(z)] = tN0 =

nz∏
j=1

(−zj)N , N ≥ 1.

7.2.2 No zeros inside the unit circle

Finally, let us consider the case nz = 0, nZ > 0 and nZ − nP − α > 0. The strict inequality
allows us to apply Day’s formula. In particular,

t(z) = znZ−nP−α

(
nZ∏
k=1

(
−Zk

))−1 ∏nZ
k=1 (z − Zk)∏nZ
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

)
= lim

ε→0
lim
z1→0

(
nZ∏
k=1

(
−Zk

))−1 ∏2nz+2nZ−nP−(α+2)
j=1 (z − τj)(

1− z/z−1
1

)∏nZ
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

) ,
τj ∈ {z1, Z1, . . . , ZnZ , εx1, . . . , εxnz+nZ−nP−(α+2)}, ρ =

(
nZ∏
k=1

(
−Zk

))−1

.

As before, we can then apply the result for nz = 1 and take the limit z1 → 0, while also
replacing α by α + 2. Taking the limit by setting z1 = εx0, we derive that contributions from
sets M c that contains a τj = Θ(ε) are zero for N ≥ nZ − nP − α. Moreover, for α < −nP = ω
all sets M c contain a τj = Θ(ε), and so for N ≥ nZ − nP − α these correlators are exactly zero.
Finally, as in the case nz = 0, one can argue we have one-sided Fourier coefficients that imply
the correlator is zero for nZ − nP − α < 0 and for α = nZ − nP , we have

DN [t(z)] = tN0 =

nZ∏
k=1

(
−Zk

)−N
, N ≥ 1.

We have considered all cases and thus, by using that the zeros come in conjugate pairs, we have
proved Theorem 4.2 for the BDI class, and by taking the absolute value squared we have proved
Theorem 6.2 for the AIII class.

7.3 Emptiness formation probability

Here we prove that the emptiness formation probability, P (N), introduced in Remark 4.11, can
be evaluated using Day’s formula. Following [26], for a translation-invariant BDI Hamiltonian
as in (2.1), we have that

P (N) =

∣∣∣∣DN

[
1

2

(
1− f(z)

|f(z)|

)]∣∣∣∣ .
Then, for a generic BDI model of the form given in (2.5), P (N) = |DN [t(z)]|, where

t(z) =
1

2


nz∏
j=1

(
1− z/z−1

j

) nZ∏
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

)
− σznz+nZ−nP

nz∏
j=1

(
z − zj

) nZ∏
k=1

(
1− zZ−1

k

)
nz∏
j=1

(
1− z/z−1

j

) nZ∏
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

)
 .
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This is a rational symbol, where one can check that the numerator has degree at least the
degree of the denominator. We can allow for degenerate zeros by taking an appropriate limit,
and, assuming that nz > 0 and nZ > 0, we can evaluate P (N) using Theorem 3.1.

If nz = 0 and nZ = 0, then t(z) = 1
2(1−σz

nP )—if nP ̸= 0, then P (N) = 2−N , while if nP = 0
then P (N) = 0 for σ = 1 and P (N) = 1 for σ = −1. If nZ = 0 and nz > 0, then one can
write t(z) = limε→0

z−ε
z−ε t(z), and then evaluate with Day’s formula before taking the limit ε→ 0.

Similarly, if nz = 0 and nZ > 0, one can take t(z) = limε→0
1−εz
1−εz t(z).

To derive Example 4.12, recall that f(z) = z−2(z − a)2(z − b)2, with |a| < 1 and |b| > 1. We
suppose the generic case that b ̸= 1/a. Then we can write

P (N) =

∣∣∣∣DN

[
(1/b− a)

2

(z + 1)(z − 1)

(1− az)(z − 1/b)

]∣∣∣∣ ,
which is of the form (3.4) with p = q = 1 and s = 2. There are thus two contributions
to the determinant, leading to the given formula. Note that this formula is strictly positive
given b ̸= 1/a.

8 Correlation matrix—analysis

We can find the characteristic polynomial of the BDI correlation matrix by evaluating the block
Toeplitz determinant generated by (3.5). Note thatDN [Φ(z, λ)] is the determinant of a 2N × 2N
matrix, with iλ on the diagonal. This means that DN [Φ(z, λ)] = (−1)N

∏N
j=1

(
λ2 − ν2j

)
. More-

over, since this is a correlation matrix we have that 0 ≤ νj ≤ 1.

8.1 A canonical form for rational symbols and the definition of M(n, λ)

Let us define Φ̃(z, λ) to be the symbol Φ(z, λ) with f(z) restricted to be of the form (2.5). Then
define

g̃(z) =

nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)
nZ∏
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

)
, h̃(z) =

nz∏
j=1

(1− zzj)
nZ∏
k=1

(
1− zZ−1

k

)
.

We then have

Φ̃(z, λ) =
a(z)

g̃(z)h̃(z)
=

1

g̃(z)h̃(z)

(
a11(z) a12(z)

a21(z) a22(z)

)
,

where

a11(z) = a22(z) = iλ

(∏nz
j=1(−zj)

)(∏nZ
k=1(−Zk)

) nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)
(
z − z−1

j

) nZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk)
(
z − Z−1

k

)
, (8.1)

a12(z) = znz+nZ−nP
1∏nZ

k=1 Z
2
k

nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)2
nZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk)
2, (8.2)

a21(z) = −z−nz−nZ+nP

nz∏
j=1

z2j

nz∏
j=1

(
z − z−1

j

)2 nZ∏
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

)2
. (8.3)

Now, in order to apply Theorem 3.2, a(z) must be a matrix polynomial of the form
∑s

j=0 ajz
j .

This is the case if nz + nZ = nP , and in fact if this condition is not satisfied we cannot apply
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Gorodetsky’s formula16: we thus fix nz+nZ = nP . We then have that all aij(z) are polynomials
of degree 2(nz + nZ), and

det(as) =
(
1− λ2

) ∏nz
j=1 z

2
j∏nZ

k=1 Z
2
k

.

Define the set of zeros and inverse zeros by

{τi}i=1,...,2(nz+nZ) ∈
{
zj1 , z

−1
j2
, Zk1

, Z−1
k2

}
j=1,...,nz ;k=1,...,nZ

.

Recall that we do not assume that the {τi} are all pairwise distinct, however, in the statement
of the theorem we assume17 that zj ̸= Z−1

k for any j, k. Then there exist 2 × 2 matrix polyno-
mials y(z) and w(z) such that det y(z) and detw(z) are non-zero and independent of z and

y(z)a(z)w(z) =

1 0

0

nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)2
(
z − z−1

j

)2 nZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk)
2
(
z − Z−1

k

)2
 ; (8.4)

this is the Smith canonical form of a(z) [10, 32]. Define

G(z) = g̃(z)
(
1, z, . . . , znz+nZ−1

)
,

H(z) = h̃(z)
(
1, z, . . . , znz+nZ−1

)
,

m(n)(z, λ) =
(
y21(z, λ)H(z), y22(z, λ)H(z), y21(z, λ)z

nG(z), y22(z, λ)z
nG(z)

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
4(nz+nZ)

,

where the second row of y(z) from the Smith canonical form appears in the definition of m(n),
and we make the λ dependence explicit. Then we define a 4(nz + nZ)× 4(nz + nZ) matrix

M(n, λ) =



m(n)(τ1, λ)

∂zm
(n)(τ1, λ)

m(n)(τ2, λ)

∂zm
(n)(τ2, λ)
...

m(n)(τ2(nz+nZ), λ)

∂zm
(n)(τ2(nz+nZ), λ)


.

This matrix is, in our generic case, the matrixM
[
n, Φ̃(z)

]
appearing in Theorem 3.2.

8.2 Proof of Theorem 5.1

Given the canonical form of Φ̃(z, λ) and the definitions of the relevant functions above, we simply
apply Theorem 3.2 as given in [10], leading to

DN

[
Φ̃(z, λ)

]
=
(
1− λ2

)N ( ∏nz
j=1 z

2
j∏nZ

k=1 Z
2
k

)N
detM(N,λ)

detM(0, λ)
.

16If nz + nZ ̸= nP , then there is a pole in either (8.2) or (8.3)—we could try to pull this pole out and
redefine g̃(z), however, in that case we have that as has only one non-zero entry and one of the conditions of
Gorodetsky’s formula is that as is invertible. As explained in Section 5, we can analyse nP ̸= nz + nZ by taking
an appropriate limit of a case with nP = nz + nZ .

17In fact, if this is the case one can still apply Gorodetsky’s formula as given in [10], but the given formulae will
be slightly altered. Alternatively one can note that, as discussed in Remark 5.11, this assumption on our model
is without loss of generality.
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This is the first part of our result, we now show that there are only a finite number of zeros
of the characteristic polynomial DN

[
Φ̃(z, λ)

]
that are not equal to ±1. Firstly, note that λ

dependence in detM(n, λ) comes from y21(z, λ) and y22(z, λ). Importantly, the definition (8.4)
of y does not depend on N . One can determine y and w through a finite sequence of elemen-
tary transformations of a(z). In particular, the elementary transformations with λ dependence
reduce the order (as a polynomial in z) of the matrix elements of a11, a12, a21 by taking linear
combinations of rows or columns multiplied by coefficients from these polynomials at each step.
These coefficients will be polynomials in λ, since initially all matrix elements of a(z) are poly-
nomials in z and λ (8.1)–(8.3). Hence, there exists a d0 ∈ N such that we can find18 a y(z, λ)
with entries that are polynomial in λ of degree at most d0. This means that detM(n, λ) is
a polynomial in λ of degree 2d′ + d′′ ≤ 4d0(nz + nZ), where this degree does not depend on n.

Now, recalling that DN

[
Φ̃(z, λ)

]
= (−1)N

∏N
j=1

(
λ2 − ν2j

)
, we have

(−1)N
N∏
j=1

(
λ2 − ν2j

)
=
(
1− λ2

)N ( ∏nz
j=1 z

2
j∏nZ

k=1 Z
2
k

)N
detM(N,λ)

detM(0, λ)

=
(
1− λ2

)N ( ∏nz
j=1 z

2
j∏nZ

k=1 Z
2
k

)N
αN
∏d′

j=1

(
λ2 − ν̃j(N)2

)∏d′′

j=1(λ− cj)
α0
∏d′

j=1

(
λ2 − ν̃j(0)2

)∏d′′

j=1(λ− cj)
.

By comparing the two sides of this equation, we have that

detM(n, λ) = µ

( ∏nz
j=1 z

2
j∏nZ

k=1 Z
2
k

)−n d′∏
j=1

(
λ2 − ν̃j(n)2

) d′′∏
j=1

(λ− cj),

where µ and cj are independent of n and ν̃j(n) satisfies ν̃j(0) = 1, ν̃j(n) ≤ 1 for n ≥ 1
and ν̃j(n) < 1 for some n > 0. Thus we have d′ ∈ N non-trivial eigenvalues of the correlation
matrix, even in the limit N → ∞. Theorem 6.4 is proved similarly, with the relevant changes
pointed out in Appendix E.

9 The MPS-transfer matrix

As discussed in Remark 5.5, Theorems 5.1 and 6.4 allow us to deduce the existence of an exact
MPS representation for the ground state of BDI and AIII models with f(z) of the form given
in (2.5) and (6.7) respectively. Moreover, an exact MPS representation is constructed for the
BDI class in [43]. Given an MPS, it can be put into a canonical form [61]—we will henceforth
suppose that the MPS under consideration is in this form. From the MPS, we can define the
MPS-transfer matrix (hereafter referred to as the transfer matrix) and in this section we show
how Theorem 4.2 allows us to deduce properties of this transfer matrix for the BDI case. As an
application of this, we can find a lower bound on the bond dimension of an MPS representation
of the ground state—this complements the upper bound found in [43]. In certain cases, the
upper and lower bounds coincide and allow us to give the optimal bond dimension of such an
MPS. Throughout this section we will work with the spin chain model (see Appendix A), and
use standard graphical notation to give an intuitive illustration of some formulae [16, 66]. While
we focus on the BDI case, an analogous discussion based on Theorem 6.2 would allow us to
deduce properties of the transfer matrix in the AIII class.

18Note that after applying this sequence of transformations, the matrix we have will differ from the right-hand
side of (8.4) by a polynomial in λ in each diagonal entry. We get the Smith canonical form by dividing each
entry of w(z, λ) by one of these polynomials as appropriate. Hence, we can find y(z, λ), w(z, λ) such that y is
a polynomial in λ while w is a rational function of λ. Examples are given in Appendix D.
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a)
A

j

α β

b) EX =

A

X

A

c)

(
EI

)n

=
∑χ2

k=1 µ
n
k

rk lk

Figure 1. Graphical notation: a) is the MPS tensor with bond indices α, β; b) is the generalised transfer

matrix; c) is a formula for En
I when the transfer matrix is diagonalisable.

9.1 Overview

For a periodic spin-1⁄2 chain with L sites, a translation-invariant MPS representation of a state
is of the form

|ψ⟩ =
∑

j1,...,jn=±1/2

tr(Aj1 . . . AjL) |j1, . . . , jL⟩ .

We will take |ψ⟩ to be the ground state of a model defined in (2.5). For a fixed value of j, Aj

is a χ × χ matrix, and one can think of Aj as a χ × χ × 2 tensor. Given Aj , one can compute
various quantities for a system of size L and then take the limit L → ∞. A useful operator is
the (generalised) transfer matrix

EX =
∑

j,k=±1/2

XkjAj ⊗Ak for Xkj = ⟨k|X |j⟩ .

We can view this as a χ2 × χ2 matrix, where we group indices connecting sites to the left and
sites to the right19 (see Figure 1). The transfer matrix, EI, can be used to calculate the norm
of the state, through

⟨ψ| ψ⟩ = lim
L→∞

tr
(
EL

I
)
.

Note that Aj can be rescaled so that the state is normalised in the limit, the canonical form
fixes a rescaling [61]. Moreover, correlations of single-site operators X1 and XN+1 take the form

⟨ψ|X1XN+1 |ψ⟩ = lim
L→∞

tr
(
EXE

N−1
I EXE

L−(N+1)
I

)
. (9.1)

It is simple to extend this to more general correlators, for example,

⟨ψ|X1X′
2XN+1 |ψ⟩ = lim

L→∞
tr
(
EXEX′E

N−2
I EXE

L−(N+1)
I

)
.

Thus, the transfer matrix EI =
∑

j,k=±1/2Aj ⊗Aj is intimately related to correlations—indeed
in this limit our MPS is a finitely correlated state [21, 61, 62]. We now discuss how the results
of Theorem 4.2 relate to this framework.

9.2 General discussion

Viewing the transfer matrix EI as a χ
2 × χ2 matrix, then it has a Jordan normal form with χ2

eigenvalues (counting multiplicity). Let us first consider the case where EI is diagonalisable.

19If we put the indices in we have E
(αα′;ββ′)
X =

∑
j,k=±1/2 XkjA

(α;β)
j A

(α′;β′)
k .
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For A in canonical form, the largest eigenvalue of EI (in absolute value) equals one, and more-
over, for the purposes of this discussion, let us suppose this largest eigenvalue is unique (see
Remark 9.1). Then (9.1) simplifies to

⟨ψ|X1XN+1 |ψ⟩ =
χ2∑
k=1

µN−1
k ⟨l1|EX |rk⟩ ⟨lk|EX |r1⟩ , (9.2)

where µ1 = 1, |µk| < 1 for k > 1 and {|rk⟩ , ⟨lj |} are the left and right eigenvectors of EI,
satisfying ⟨lj | rk⟩ = δjk.

Now, consider the operators Oα defined in (2.6). For α = 2k+1 these are correlators of local
operators, for example,

⟨O1(1)O1(N + 1)⟩ =
χ2∑
k=1

µN−1
k ⟨l1|EX |rk⟩ ⟨lk|EX |r1⟩ ,

⟨O−1(1)O−1(N + 1)⟩ =
χ2∑
k=1

µN−1
k ⟨l1|EY |rk⟩ ⟨lk|EY |r1⟩ ,

⟨O3(1)O3(N + 1)⟩ =
χ2∑
k=1

µN−3
k ⟨l1|EXEYEX |rk⟩ ⟨lk|EXEYEX |r1⟩ .

Thus, using the results of Theorem 4.2, the terms proportional to rNM that appear mean we can
identify eigenvalues of the transfer matrix:

{
(−1)nP+1rM

}
⊆ {µk}. Moreover, the terms CM

will correspond to the overlaps such as ⟨l1|EX |rk⟩. Note that if EI had off-diagonal terms in the
Jordan normal form, then these would appear in correlators as, e.g., nµn−1

k . Such correlations do
not appear in Theorem 4.2 in the generic case, although they can appear for non-generic cases,
for example in (5.5). In any case, since non-trivial Jordan blocks correspond to degenerate
eigenvalues, the dimension of the transfer matrix is always lower bounded by the number of
distinct rM .

Now, for Oα with α = 2k we have a non-local operator. However, we can do a similar analysis,
using the generalised transfer matrix EZ . For example, we have

⟨O2(1)O2(N + 1)⟩ = lim
L→∞

tr
(
EXEYE

N−2
Z EYEXE

L−(N+2)
I

)
=

χ2∑
k=1

µ̃N−2
k

〈
l1
∣∣EXEY

∣∣r̃k〉〈l̃k∣∣EYEX

∣∣r1〉,
where we suppose for simplicity that we can diagonalise

EZ =

χ2∑
k=1

µ̃k
∣∣r̃k〉〈l̃k∣∣.

Because
∏

j Zj is a symmetry of our system, it can be shown that EZ and EI have the same
eigenvalues up to phase factors [73]. This follows from the result that a symmetry operator on the
physical index corresponds to a transformation on the bond indices of the form A → WUAU †

where U is unitary and W is a diagonal matrix of phase factors eiθj . This is illustrated in
Figure 2. As before, we can use Theorem 4.2 to identify eigenvalues µ̃k of EZ . Moreover, we
know that for each k, |µ̃k| = |µj | for some j. Hence, we can lower bound χ2 by the number
of rM that give us distinct µj and distinct µ̃j where none of these rM have the same absolute
value.
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EZ =

A

Z

A

=

U †UW A

A

=

U †UW

EI

Figure 2. Graphical representation of the relationship between EZ and EI. U is a unitary matrix,

and W is a diagonal matrix of phase factors. This follows from Theorem 5 of [73].

Remark 9.1. An MPS is called injective if the transfer matrix has a unique largest eigenvalue.20

In the models considered in this paper, the MPS ground state is not necessarily injective. Indeed,
suppose that ω = 2k+1 for k ∈ Z. Then we have a local order parameterO2k+1. Note thatO2k+1

is odd under the symmetry
∏

j Zj . Hence, given a unique largest eigenvalue, we must have

⟨Oω(1)⟩ = ⟨l1|EXEY . . . EX |r1⟩ = 0, (9.3)

where for definiteness we fix ω > 0. From (9.2), the two-point correlation function will behave
like:

lim
N→∞

⟨Oω(1)Oω(N + 1)⟩ = ⟨l1|EXEY . . . EX |r1⟩ ⟨l1|EXEY . . . EX |r1⟩ , (9.4)

where the left-hand side has a non-zero limit given in Remark 4.5. Equations (9.3) and (9.4)
are inconsistent, and so for ω = 2k + 1 we must have further eigenvalues of absolute value one.
This means that if the MPS is injective, we must have ω = 2k.

It is simple to generalise (9.1) to the non-injective case, and the relation between EZ and EI
illustrated in Figure 2 does not rely on the MPS being injective. However, if we do have an
injective MPS, this means that W is a matrix of the form eiθI. By applying the symmetry
transformation on the physical index twice we have A → e2iθUAU †. Since the transfer ma-
trix EZ2 = EI, we can conclude that eiθ = ±1. Hence, in the injective case, either the spectrum
of EZ is the same as the spectrum of EI or it is the same as the spectrum of −EI.

Remark 9.2. Throughout the paper we have considered the generic case to be where the
zeros and inverse zeros

{
zj1 , z

−1
j2
, Zk1

, Z−1
k2

}
j1,j2=1,...,nz ;k1,k2=1,...,nZ

are pairwise distinct. For the
purposes of finding a lower bound on the bond dimension, we will now suppose the following
‘strongly generic’ condition. For mz ⊆ {1, . . . , nz} and mZ ⊆ {1, . . . , nZ} define the products

R(mz,mZ) =
∏
j∈mz

zj
∏

k∈mZ

Z−1
k .

The ‘strongly generic’ condition is that |R(mz,mZ)| = |R(m′
z,m

′
Z)| if and only if mz and m′

z

(similarly, mZ andm′
Z) differ only by replacing the index of any zero by the index of its complex-

conjugate.21 This is a natural condition given the form of f(z), and moreover implies the usual
generic case assumed above.

9.3 Lower bound on the bond dimension

We will now consider the number of different rM that appear in Theorem 4.2, and use this to find
a lower bound on the bond dimension. For ease of notation, we analyse the case nP = nz + nZ ,

20In some literature this is called a pure MPS [66], and injective has a slightly different definition [61, 73].
21Recall that since f(z) has real coefficients, zeros are either real or come in complex-conjugate pairs.
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where, for nP even, we can find a lower bound that coincides with the upper bound in [43]. The
general lower bound then follows easily. We remark that the Nα that appears in Theorem 4.2
has a natural explanation for this value of nP . Recall that for N ≥ Nα the given formula for
the correlator applies, where Nα = max{|α|, 1} (for N < Nα we can take a limit to evaluate
the correlator). This is exactly the number of sites that the local endpoint operator of Oα

occupies—in particular, this is the value of N for which the product of EX at each endpoint is
fixed, and as N increases we simply increase the number of EI or EZ that appear in between
the endpoints.

Corollary 9.3. Suppose that f(z) satisfies the strongly generic condition given in Remark 9.2.
Then

2nz+nZ ≤ χ2.

In [43], the upper bound χ2 ≤ 22⌈range(H)/2⌉ is derived, where range(H) is defined in Re-
mark 5.5. If nP = nz + nZ , then range(H) = nz + nZ . Hence, when nP = nz + nZ is even
(implying also that ω is even), combining the two inequalities gives us that 2nz+nZ = χ2.
When nP = nz +nZ is odd, and for other values of nP , 2⌈range(H)/2⌉ ≥ nz +nZ . Hence, these
two inequalities do not fix the optimal value of χ in these cases, although we conjecture that
the upper bound is optimal;22 i.e., log2(χ) = ⌈range(H)/2⌉.

9.3.1 Proof of Corollary 9.3

Let us fix nP = nz + nZ , Theorem 4.2 gives non-zero correlators for −nZ ≤ α ≤ nz. Note that
there are 2nz+nZ subsets of S =

{
z1, . . . , znz , Z

−1
1 , . . . , Z−1

nZ

}
. Given any subset, one can take

the product of the elements contained within it. Clearly all rM appearing in Theorem 4.2 are of
this form. Moreover, we show in Appendix F.1 that for any such product, there is a set M that
appears in ⟨Oα(1)Oα(N +1)⟩ =

∑
M CMr

N
M for −nZ ≤ α ≤ nz such that rM gives this product.

The constants CM are non-zero, so we can identify rM as eigenvalues µk of EI or µ̃k of EZ . The
local (non-local) correlation functions are those with α odd (even). Note that in Theorem 4.2,
for a fixed α the products rM that appear always correspond to either an even-size or an odd-size
subset of S. If ω is odd, then the local order parameter contains only even-size subsets, since
there must be an M such that rM = 1. If ω is even, then the non-local string order parameter
contains only even-size subsets for the same reason. Moreover, if we shift α, we alternate between
correlators containing only even- and only odd-size subsets. Suppose ω is odd, then products of
terms in all of the even-size subsets of S (and only these products) appear as rM in correlations
of local operators. Using the strongly generic condition, this gives us 2nz+nZ−1 different µk.
Moreover, products of terms in all of the odd-size subsets of S (and only these products) appear
as rM in correlations of non-local operators. This gives us 2nz+nZ−1 different µ̃k. Since each µ̃k
is a product of an odd-size subset in S, by the strongly generic condition, it cannot have the
same absolute value as any µj that appears in a local correlator. This means that there must
be additional eigenvalues of EI that correspond to each of these µ̃k. If ω is even the same
argument goes through exchanging odd-size and even-size. Hence, we can conclude that there
are at least 2nz+nZ different eigenvalues of EI, i.e., 2

nz+nZ ≤ χ2. Moreover, for nP = nz+nZ+k,
we simply shift the labels of the Oα by α→ α−k in each formula. This means that 2nz+nZ ≤ χ2

holds in general.

22More precisely, we make this conjecture given the generic condition used throughout the paper: i.e., that{
zj1 , z

−1
j2

, Zk1
, Z−1

k2

}
j1,j2=1,...,nz ;k1,k2=1,...,nZ

are pairwise distinct. If this does not hold then there are counter

examples. For example, f(z) = z−2(z−2)2(z−1/2)2 has a product state ground state with bond dimension χ = 1,
while range(H) = 2.
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9.4 Spectrum of the transfer matrix

In the proof of Corollary 9.3, we identify eigenvalues of the transfer matrix, EI, up to complex
phase factors, in order to find a lower bound on the bond dimension. In the case that we
have nP = nz + nZ is an even integer, and using the upper bound on the bond dimension
from [43], we can go further and find the spectrum of the transfer matrix. This is summarised
as follows:

Corollary 9.4. Consider a model of the form given in (2.5), with σ = ±1, that satisfies the
strongly generic condition given in Remark 9.2 and has nP = nz+nZ = 2n for some n ∈ Z. We
define S =

{
z1, . . . , znz , Z

−1
1 , . . . , Z−1

nZ

}
. Then the MPS is injective and the 2nz+nZ eigenvalues

of the transfer matrix are labelled by subsets s ⊆ S and are given by

µ(s) = (−σ)|s|
∏
τj∈s

τj . (9.5)

In Remark 9.7, we show that subject to the strongly generic condition, and with nP =
nz + nZ + k = 2n, then the non-zero eigenvalues are given by (9.5), and all further eigenvalues
of the transfer matrix are zero. Note that if nP is even, then so is ω. We do not give results for
the spectrum of the transfer matrix in cases where ω is odd.

Remark 9.5. Let us define eiθ = −σ and

εj =

{
− log zj , 1 ≤ j ≤ nz,
− logZ−1

j−nz
, nz + 1 ≤ j ≤ nz + nZ ,

where εj ∈ C in general. Then given the assumptions in Corollary 9.4, we have that the
eigenvalues of the transfer matrix are given by

µn1,...,nnz+nZ
= e−

∑
j nj(εj+iθ).

We can view these eigenvalues as coming from an free-fermion effective Hamiltonian (in general
non-hermitian)

Heff =

nz+nZ∑
j=1

(εj + iθ) a†jaj (9.6)

for some fermionic modes aj . Then the spectrum of EI coincides with the spectrum of e−Heff . It
would be interesting to determine whether there exist choices of aj such that EI is equal to e−Heff

and, if so, whether the form of the aj can be determined straightforwardly from properties of the
function f(z). Such a free-fermion form of Heff in the XY model23 with f(z) = 1

z (z − a)(z − b)
is analysed analytically for the case of a, b ∈ R in [69]. The zeros are restricted to be real so
that the quantum to classical mapping can be used [82]. For the case of complex zeros, the
eigenvalues of the transfer matrix were studied numerically in [95], but no formula for Heff is
given.

Remark 9.6. As shown in the proof of Corollary 9.4, the phase factor eiθ = ±1 is the phase
difference between EI and EZ . In particular, whereas the dominant eigenvalue of EI is always 1
(by normalisation), the dominant eigenvalue of EZ is eiθ. This is a Z2 invariant of the gapped
phase of matter [44]. Its value is independent of the topological invariant ω; indeed, even
when ω = 0, one can have θ = 0 or θ = π. These are known as two distinct symmetry-protected

23Except on the disorder line a = b, this model is outside the subclass analysed here. The MPS and transfer
matrix that correspond to Heff are exact only in the limit of infinite bond dimension.
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trivial (SPt) phases of matter [30]: whilst they are not accompanied by protected edge modes
or degeneracies in the entanglement spectrum, they are nevertheless separated by a quantum
phase transition.

Physically, the SPt phases associated to θ = 0 or θ = π are distinguished by noting whether
or not the string order parameter with long-range order oscillates, i.e., ⟨Oω(1)Oω(N + 1)⟩ =
constant × eiθN (1 + o(1)). Hence, one can interpret θ as the momentum of the string order
parameter. Intuitively, the reason this is quantized (i.e., that it has to take on a discrete
value θ ∈ {0, π}) is due to the string order parameter being related to a Z2 symmetry, implying
that e2iθ = 1. As discussed in Remark 9.1, this can be made precise in the MPS framework by
noting that EZ2 = EI.

Remark 9.7. As derived in Remark 5.7, all models with nP = nz+nZ−k for k > 0 are limiting
cases of models with nP = n′z+nZ , where n

′
z = nz+k and we have k additional zeros εxj with xj

pairwise distinct. Suppose also that the zeros of these models (including our chosen xj) satisfy
the strongly generic condition, and moreover that nP (and therefore ω) is even along this path.
Then all models with ε > 0 have a transfer matrix that can be analysed using Corollary 9.4; this
means that the MPS is injective and that we can identify the spectrum of the transfer matrix
as 2nz+nZ+k eigenvalues that are products of the zeros and inverse zeros. In the limit ε = 0,
the limiting MPS is the ground state of a model with nP = nz + nZ − k. The corresponding
limiting transfer matrix has 2nz+nZ known non-zero eigenvalues, and has 2nz+nZ+k − 2nz+nZ

zero eigenvalues (arising from products of the form (9.5) for sets that contained any εxj). Note
that a priori this limiting MPS need not be in canonical form; bringing it to canonical form
can potentially reduce the bond dimension, thereby removing zero eigenvalues of the transfer
matrix.24 An analogous argument can be made for k < 0 by considering f(1/z) and noting that
the models defined by f(1/z) and f(z) differ by an on-site change of basis and so have the same
transfer matrix.

9.4.1 Proof of Corollary 9.4

The proof essentially follows from the proof of Corollary 9.3. In particular, given our assumptions
we have that ω is even and so, as explained above, we have 2nz+nZ−1 distinct eigenvalues of EI
labelled by odd-size sets s ⊆ S:

µ(s) = σ(−1)nP+1
∏
τj∈s

τj = −σ
∏
τj∈s

τj .

(Recall that if σ = −1 in (2.5), we have an additional factor of (−1)N in all correlators given in
Theorem 4.2.) Furthermore, we also have 2nz+nZ−1 distinct eigenvalues of EZ , labelled by the
even-size subsets

µ̃(s) = −σ
∏
τj∈s

τj .

Moreover, by the strongly generic condition, |µ̃(s)| ≠ |µ(s′)| for any s, s′. Now, the upper bound
on the bond dimension means that we have identified all eigenvalues of EI up to phase factors,
and since all |τj | < 1 we have a unique largest eigenvalue: this is µ̃(s) = −σ, where s is the
empty set. Hence, the MPS is injective. As discussed in Remark 9.1, having an injective MPS
implies that the spectrum of EZ is either the same as the spectrum of EI or the same as the
spectrum of −EI. We can then conclude that ±µ̃(s) is an eigenvalue of EI for all s (where the
sign does not depend on s). We can identify this sign since we know that µ = 1 is an eigenvalue

24However, our conjecture for generic models implies that the limiting MPS does have optimal bond dimension—
see the discussion below Corollary 9.3.



36 N.G. Jones and R. Verresen

A

A

= r1 l1 −1
b ×

1
CX

EX r1 EXl1

−a× 1
CY

EY r1 EYl1 +a
b ×

1
CZ̃

EZ̃
r1 EZ̃l1

Figure 3. Graphical representation of the transfer matrix for f(z) = z−2(z − a)2(z − b)2 with a < 1

and b > 1. We define Z̃ = Z − (a2−1)b2−ab+1

b(a−b) . The normalisation constants CX , CY and CZ̃ = −CXCY

are given in (9.7).

of EI. Hence, if σ = −1, we have that µ̃(s) is an eigenvalue of EI for all s, while if σ = 1, then
−µ̃(s) is an eigenvalue of EI for all s. We have hence identified 2nz+nZ eigenvalues of EI, and
by the upper bound on the bond dimension this means we have the full spectrum.

9.5 Diagonalising the transfer matrix for f(z) = z−2(z − a)2(z − b)2

We now explore how our results can allow us to constrain the eigenvectors of the transfer matrix
as well as the eigenvalues. Let us consider f(z) = z−2(z−a)2(z− b)2 with a < 1 and b > 1. The
correlators are non-zero for −1 ≤ α ≤ 1. The values of these correlators are given in Example 4.1
(after shifting the index appropriately). Let P1 = |r1⟩ ⟨l1|, then, given the upper bound χ2 = 4,
in Appendix F.2 we prove the following:

EI = P1 − a

(
(b− a)(

1− b−2
)
(1− ab)

EY P1EY

)
− 1

b

(
(a− b)(

1− a2
)
(1− ab)

EXP1EX

)

+
a

b

(
(a− b)2(

1− a2
)(
1− b−2

)
(1− ab)2

EZ̃P1EZ̃

)
, (9.7)

where

Z̃ = Z −
(
a2 − 1

)
b2 − ab+ 1

b(a− b)
.

The eigenvalues are {1,−a,−1/b, a/b} and the bracketed expressions are the relevant Pj= |rj⟩⟨lj |.
This is given graphically in Figure 3. Note that we did not need the MPS tensor to derive this
result, although it is needed to evaluate this formula. We can furthermore use the formula to
identify that, say, |r2⟩ ∝ EY |r1⟩. Given this formula for EI, further calculations are required to
determine whether we can find expressions for fermionic modes aj in (9.6) such that EI = e−Heff .

One can straightforwardly generalise the analysis of Appendix F.2 to derive results about
the eigenvectors of EI in cases where f(z) has more zeros. However, this will not immediately
lead to a diagonal form as in (9.7). In that example, operators such as EY P1EY corresponded
to a unique eigenvalue, while in the general case such operators can correspond to multiple
eigenvalues (i.e., we have a sum over more than one set of zeros in the expressions given in
Theorem 4.2).
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10 Recovering generic models via a limiting procedure

The results in this paper are for the special subclass of BDI and AIII models where all non-
zero zeros of f(z) have an even multiplicity. This subclass admits closed results for correlation
functions and an exact matrix product state representation of the ground state. In this section,
we show how a generic BDI or AIII model can be obtained as a limit25 of such special models.
This shows that any ground state in these subclasses can be obtained as a limit of matrix product
states. Moreover, such a sequence can be used to derive results about generic models by using
results derived in the present work.

We note that sequences approximating certain Toeplitz symbols (see Section 3) by rational
functions are discussed in [35]. The methods of expansion are different in general, although
coincide for the case of the quantum Ising model. Moreover, our approach focuses on a sequence
of Hamiltonians with MPS ground states, from which one can then derive a sequence of Toeplitz
symbols.

10.1 A sequence of models

A general gapped BDI or AIII model corresponds, up to normalisation, to a Laurent polynomial
of the form

f(z) = σ
1

zNP

Nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)
NZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk) . (10.1)

We have |zj | < 1, |Zk| > 1, and σ ∈ {±1} for the BDI class [44], while for AIII, σ = eiθ.
For a generic model in this class, we have that all zeros have multiplicity one, and moreover
that no zeros coincide with inverse zeros (or inverse conjugate zeros in AIII). We now construct
a sequence fm(z) (m = 1, 2, . . . ) of models of the form (2.5) such that in an open region of
the complex plane containing the unit circle, we have limm→∞ fm(z) = f(z). As discussed in
Section 2, the reason that the unit circle is special is because it stores all physical information.
To construct the sequence, we first rewrite

f(z) = σ

(
NZ∏
k=1

(−Zk)

)
1

zNP−Nz
g(z)2 with g(z) =

Nz∏
j=1

√
1− zj

z

NZ∏
k=1

√
1− z

Zk
.

By using the series expansion of the square roots, we obtain a well-defined series expansion
for g(z) for maxj{|zj |} < |z| < mink{|Zk|} (i.e., an annulus containing the unit circle). More
precisely, if we define the partial sums

sm(z) =

m∑
l=0

(−1)l
(
1/2

l

)
zl

then
√
1− z = limm→∞ sm(z) (where we take the principal branch of the square root). We can

thus define a sequence

gm(z) =

Nz∏
j=1

sm(zj/z)

NZ∏
k=1

sm(z/Zk), (10.2)

where gm(z) converges uniformly to g(z) on the annulus given above. Hence, the functions
fm(z) ∝ zNz−NP gm(z)2 define a sequence of polynomials which all belong to the special subclass

25While it will be a sequence fm(z) of finite-range models, the range increases linearly with m (i.e., it increases
without bound). Nevertheless, the limit limm→∞ fm(z) is finite-range.
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of models studied in the present work, and where the limit of this sequence is a generic gapped
BDI or AIII model.26 We explain below that every truncated model has the same winding
number as the limiting f(z).

This path can then be used to extend certain results of the present work to the more general
case. We illustrate this now for the order parameter in the BDI class.

10.2 Order parameter

In a previous work [44], for a general f(z) of the form (10.1), we derived the following value of
the order parameter in class BDI:

lim
N→∞

|⟨Oω(1)Oω(N + 1)⟩| =


∏Nz

j1,j2=1(1− zj1zj2)
∏NZ

k1,k2=1

(
1− 1

Zk1Zk2

)
∏Nz

j=1

∏NZ
k=1

(
1− zj

Zk

)2


1/4

. (10.3)

This result is proved using Szegő’s theorem [83]. To illustrate the usefulness of approximating
a generic f(z) by a sequence of models with degenerate roots, as in (10.2), here we demonstrate
how this expression (10.3) is naturally obtained by taking a limit of the formula (4.6) which is
derived in this work using Day’s formula (see Theorem 3.1).

For any m, since sm(z) is a polynomial with sm(0) = 1, we know there exists a set of complex
numbers

{
λ
(m)
l

}
l=1,...,m

such that we can write

sm(z) =
m∏
l=1

(
1− λ(m)

l z
)
.

Moreover, since sm(z) is real-valued on the real-line, the λ
(m)
l are real or come in complex-

conjugate pairs. One can also show27 that
∣∣λ(m)

l

∣∣ < 1 for all m. This means that the winding
number of gm(z) is zero, and so, for all m, fm(z) has winding number Nz −NP .

We thus have

√
1− z = lim

m→∞

m∏
l=1

(
1− λ(m)

l z
)
, |z| < 1. (10.4)

By taking the square root of both sides of (10.4), we obtain the useful identity

(1− z)1/4 = lim
m→∞

m∏
l1,l2=1

(
1− λ(m)

l1
λ
(m)
l2

z
)
, (10.5)

we prove this in Appendix G.

Using the above factorisation of sm(z), we have that

gm(z) =

Nz∏
j=1

m∏
l=1

(
1− λlzj

z

)
×

NZ∏
k=1

m∏
p=1

(
1− λpz

Zk

)
.

There are nz = Nzm roots inside the unit circle given by λlzj and nZ = NZm roots outside
given by Zk/λp.

26One can analyse non-generic models in a similar way, for ease of presentation we focus on the generic case.
For example, if f(z) = (z − z1)(z − z2)

2, we could take the sequence gm(z) = sm(z1/z)(z − z2).
27It is straightforward to see that |1−sm(z)| < 1 for z = eik, and the result follows using Rouché’s theorem [31].
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Using the result (4.6) derived in this work, the order parameter for a given m is

lim
N→∞

|⟨Oω(1)Oω(N + 1)⟩|

=

∏Nz
j1,j2=1

∏m
l1,l2=1(1− λl1λl2zj1zj2)

∏NZ
k1,k2=1

∏m
l1,l2=1

(
1− λl1λl2

Zk1Zk2

)
∏Nz

j=1

∏NZ
k=1

∏m
l1,l2=1

(
1− λl1λl2

zj
Zk

)2 .

Note that, as discussed in Remark 5.11, this formula applies even in the non-generic case.
Using (10.5) to take the limit, we obtain

lim
m→∞

lim
N→∞

|⟨Oω(1)Oω(N + 1)⟩|

=


∏Nz

j1,j2=1(1− zj1zj2)
∏NZ

k1,k2=1

(
1− 1

Zk1Zk2

)
∏Nz

j=1

∏NZ
k=1

(
1− zj

Zk

)2


1/4

. (10.6)

We see that this coincides with the known formula (10.3). For this to be a rigorous independent
derivation of this formula, one should also prove that the two limits on the left-hand side
of (10.6) commute. This would require bounding the subleading terms which are also given by
Theorem 4.2, but we will not pursue this further here.

11 Outlook

In this paper we have analysed correlations in a subclass of BDI and a subclass of AIII Hamil-
tonians. We derived exact formulae for string correlations and for the characteristic polynomial
of the correlation matrix in both classes. This allowed us to deduce the existence of an MPS
representation, and to give a lower bound on its bond dimension for BDI models. Moreover, for
class BDI we showed how our results constrained properties of the transfer matrix, even leading
to the full spectrum in certain cases. We furthermore saw how generic models can be recovered
as a limit of the models studied in this work. We expect that the analysis of the transfer matrix
in class BDI could be straightforwardly generalised to class AIII using the results of Section 6.

There are a number of outstanding questions that emerge from our discussion:

� In Section 9, we saw that the spectrum of the transfer matrix has a free-fermion form, sug-
gesting that there could exist a free-fermion Hamiltonian Heff (in general, non-hermitian)
such that EI = e−Heff . This is a natural question, with connections to quantum-classical
mappings and imaginary time evolution under our class of Hamiltonians [37, 95]. Relat-
edly, in Section 9.5, we showed how our results can be used to diagonalise the transfer
matrix in a simple case. It would be interesting to see to what extent a similar analysis
can be applied to other cases in these classes of models.

� Our methods, based on Toeplitz determinant theory, allowed us to deduce the existence
of an MPS representation of the ground state in both the BDI and AIII classes, but did
not give an upper bound on its bond dimension. Based on the analysis in [43], in the BDI
class we have an upper bound of χ2 ≤ 22⌈range(H)/2⌉. It would be of interest to derive this
using the methods of this paper, in particular to see how this arises through Gorodetsky’s
formula.

� In Examples 5.3 and 5.4, we gave exact formulae for the correlation eigenvalues {νj},
both for finite subsystem size N , and for N → ∞. It would be interesting to determine
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analogous formulae for more general examples in our subclass of models, and to see if
there is any simple relationship between zeros of f(z) and these eigenvalues, as is the case
with the transfer matrix eigenvalues. Moreover, our results based on Gorodetsky’s formula
must agree for N → ∞ with (limiting cases of) the results of Its, Mezzadri and Mo [41].
It would be interesting to clarify the relationship between the two.

� A further problem is to rigorously prove the degeneracy of the correlation eigenvalues,
argued physically in Remark 5.9, from the point of view of (block) Toeplitz determinants.

� In Section 10, we showed how general models with f(z) of the form (10.1) in the BDI or
AIII class can be approximated by a sequence of the models considered in this work. We
already saw how this gave a new interpretation to the formula for the order parameter
obtained in [44]. This could potentially be used to appropriately generalise results derived
in this work to more general Hamiltonians.

� Finally, it is natural to look for other classes of models where we can find subclasses
of models that admit exact closed formulae for correlations. One extension would be
to study free-fermion models in other symmetry classes, identifying subclasses where the
correlations simplify. The results of [51, 77] imply that rational symbols for the correlation
matrix are a necessary condition for exact Gaussian MPS ground states (or in more than
one-dimension, projected entangled pair states (PEPS) [16, 51]) in free-fermion models. It
would be of interest to see whether any of the Toeplitz determinant methods used in this
work would be applicable to such models.

A The corresponding spin chain

Define the Jordan–Wigner transformation by

Zn = iγ̃nγn, Xn =
n−1∏
m=1

(iγ̃mγm) γn, Yn =
n−1∏
m=1

(iγ̃mγm) γ̃n.

Then, the Hamiltonian (2.1) becomes28

H =
∑

n∈sites

(
t0
2
Zn −

∑
α>0

tα
2
Xn

(
n+α−1∏
m=n+1

Zm

)
Xn+α −

∑
α<0

tα
2
Yn

n+|α|−1∏
m=n+1

Zm

Yn+|α|

)
.

The string operators Oα are local for α odd and non-local for α even. For example,

O3(n) = XnYn+1Xn+2, O2(n) =

(∏
j<n

Zj

)
YnXn+1,

O1(n) = Xn, O0(n) =
∏
j<n

Zj ,

O−1(n) = Yn O−2(n) =

(∏
j<n

Zj

)
XnYn+1,

and results for their (bulk) correlations carry over. Entanglement properties derived from the
correlation matrix also apply to the spin chain. One difference is that phases with odd winding
number spontaneously break the symmetry

∏
j Zj . There is no symmetry breaking for the

fermionic chain.
28This duality is not quite exact due to the implicit periodic boundary conditions on the spin chain; we will

ignore this here since we focus on bulk properties, see [82].
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B Fermionic two-point correlators

In this section we calculate the Fourier coefficients of

t̃(z) =
1

znz+nZ

∏nz
j=1 (z − zj)

∏nZ
k=1 (z − Zk)∏nz

j=1 (1/z − zj)
∏nZ

k=1

(
1/z − Zk

) .
The Fourier coefficient t̃n gives the fermionic two-point correlators in the relevant subclass of
both the BDI and AIII classes. For BDI, noting that zeros come in complex-conjugate pairs, t̃n
gives

⟨−iγ̃mγm+n−k⟩ for

√
f(z)

f(1/z)
= zk t̃(z).

This includes all f(z) in the class considered in the main text. For AIII, t̃n gives

−2
〈
c†A,mcB,m−n−k

〉
for

√
f(z)

f(1/z)
= zk t̃(z).

Furthermore, these Fourier coefficients are the matrix elements of the Toeplitz determinants
that we use to calculate string correlators. These determinants have symbol t̂(z) = zk t̃(z) for
some appropriate k, and we can find the Fourier coefficients using the formulae below along
with t̂n = t̃n−k.

We have

t̃n =
1

2πi

1∏nz
j=1(−zj)

∏nZ
k=1

(
−Zk

) ∫
S1

∏nz
j=1(z − zj)

∏nZ
k=1(z − Zk)∏nz

j=1

(
z − z−1

j

)∏nZ
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

)z−n−1dz,

with the integrand in a standard form with simple poles at z = z−1
j , Z

−1
k and, for n = 0, at z = 0.

We evaluate by deforming the contour: for n > 0 we deform the contour out to infinity, and pick
up the negative residues at each of the poles

{
z−1
j

}
. For n < 0 we deform the contour to z = 0

and sum over residues at the poles
{
Z

−1
k

}
. For n = 0 we deform the contour to z = 0 and sum

over the residues at
{
Z

−1
j

}
and z = 0. This gives

t̃n = −
nz∑
k=1

∏nz
j=1 (1− zjzk)

∏nZ
j=1 (1− Zjzk)∏nz

j=1,j ̸=k (zj − zk)
∏nZ

j=1

(
Zj − zk

)zn−1
k , n > 0,

t̃n =

nZ∑
k=1

∏nz
j=1

(
1− zjZk

)∏nZ
j=1

(
1− ZjZk

)∏nz
j=1

(
zj − Zk

)∏nZ
j=1,j ̸=k

(
Zj − Zk

)Zn−1
k , n < 0

and for n = 0,

t̃0 =

nZ∑
k=1

∏nz
j=1

(
1− zjZk

)∏nZ
j=1

(
1− ZjZk

)∏nz
j=1

(
zj − Zk

)∏nZ
j=1,j ̸=k

(
Zj − Zk

)Z−1
k +

nz∏
j=1

(−zj)
nZ∏
k=1

(−Zk).

If nz = 0 we have t̃0 =
∏nZ

k=1

(
−Z−1

k

)
, one can see this directly by changing variables z → 1/z

before doing the contour integral. In class BDI we can remove all complex-conjugates from the
above equations since the zeros appear in complex-conjugate pairs.
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C Comparison of asymptotics of string correlators

In Remark 4.7, we refer to the analysis of the asymptotics of the correlators found in [44]. In
the notation of that paper, we have

l(z) = m(z)−1 =

∏nz
j=1(1− zzj)

∏nz
j=1(1− zj/z)∏nZ

k=1

(
1− zZ−1

k

)∏nZ
k=1

(
1− Z−1

k /z
) .

For the calculation, we need the Fourier coefficients lN and mN for large N . As in Appendix B,
we can deform the contour and pick up residues from poles outside the unit circle. Then the
asymptotics are dominated by the pole(s) nearest to the unit circle. For lN , this is Z1 (and any
other Zk of the same size) and for mN this is z−1

1

(
and any other z−1

j of the same size
)
. This

gives us the asymptotics needed in Remark 4.7.

Example C.1. Let f(z) = (z − a)2(z − b)2(z − c)2, with |a| < 1, |b| < 1 and |c| > 1. We will
evaluate the correlator ⟨O5(1)O5(N + 1)⟩ using the methods of [44] and compare to the result
of Theorem 4.2.

Firstly, using Theorem 4.2, we have ω = 4, nz = 2, nZ = 1, nP = 0 and we hence use Case
2. Then |M | = 0 and so we have one set M such that rM = 1/c. Evaluating CM gives

⟨O5(1)O5(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)Nc−N
∏

x∈{a,b,c}

(
x−1 − a

)(
x−1 − b

) 1

c− a
1

c− b
a2b2c4.

Now, using a result from [35] as in [44], we have that

⟨O5(1)O5(N + 1)⟩ = (−1)N
(
1− a2

)(
1− b2

)
(1− ab)2

(
1− 1/c2

)
(1− a/c)2(1− b/c)2︸ ︷︷ ︸

limM→∞|⟨O4(1)O4(M+1)⟩|

lN (1 + o(1)), (C.1)

where

lN = c−N (1− ac)(1− bc)(1− a/c)(1− b/c)
(1− 1/c2)

by the residue theorem. On simplifying the constant, we see that the two approaches agree (and
moreover that the o(1) term in (C.1) must be exactly zero).

D Details for Section 5

Here we give details of the Smith canonical form needed to derive the results given in Exam-
ples 5.3 and 5.4. The results below and the formulae given in the examples follow from details
in the main text, where we simplified the relevant expressions using Mathematica [93].

D.1 Example 5.3

Recall that f(z) = 1
z (z − b)

2 with |b| < 1. Hence, we are interested in the matrix polynomial

a(z) =

(
−iλb(z − b)(z − 1/b) (z − b)2

−b2(z − 1/b)2 −iλb(z − b)(z − 1/b)

)
.

Then

y(z, λ)a(z)w(z, λ) =

(
1 0

0 (z − b)2(z − 1/b)2

)
,
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where we define

y(z, λ) =

 ib
(
b2 − bz

(
λ2 − 1

)
+ λ2 − 2

) (
b2 − 1

)
λ

λ(bz − 1)
(
bλ2(b− z) + bz − 1

)
b2 − 1

iλ2(b− z)


and

w(z, λ) =


− 1(

b2 − 1
)3
λ

−
i(b− z)

(
λ2(bz − 1)2 + b(b− z)(b(b+ z)− 2)

)
b2
(
b2 − 1

)2
λ2
(
λ2 − 1

)
− ib(

b2 − 1
)3 −

(
b2 − 1

)3 − b(b− z)(λ2(bz − 1)2 + b(b− z)(b(b+ z)− 2)
)

b2λ
(
λ2 − 1

)(
b2 − 1

)2

 .

D.2 Example 5.4

Recall that f(z) = 1
z2
(z − a)2(z − b)2. For the first case |a| < 1 and |b| < 1, we are interested in

the matrix polynomial

a(z) =

(
iλab(z − a)(z − 1/a)(z − b)(z − 1/b) (z − a)2(z − b)2

−a2b2(z − 1/a)2(z − 1/b)2 iλab(z − a)(z − 1/a)(z − b)(z − 1/b)

)
.

The matrix y(z, λ) is given by

y11(z, λ) = − ba2(b+ z) + a2 + ab(1− bz) + b2,

y12(z, λ) = iλ
(
a2 − z(a+ b) + ab+ b2 − 1

)
,

y21(z, λ) = a
(
a2 − 1

)
b
(
b2 − 1

)
(a+ b)(ab− 1)2

(
a2b2 − a2 − ab− b2

)
(az − 1)(bz − 1)

×
(
a2b2λ2

(
a2 + ab+ b2 − 1

)
− a4b2 − a2b4 − a3b+ a2 − ab3 + ab+ b2 − 1

)
×
((
1− λ2

)
(a− z)2(b− z)2

(
a2b2 + a2bz − a2 + ab(bz − 1)− b2

)2
−
(
a2 − 1

)2(
b2 − 1

)2
(ab− 1)2

)
,

y22(z, λ) =− ia
(
a2 − 1

)
b
(
b2 − 1

)
λ(a+ b)(ab− 1)2

(
a2
(
b2 − 1

)
− ab− b2

)
(a− z)(b− z)

×
(
a2b2λ2

(
a2 + ab+ b2 − 1

)
− a4b2 − a2b4 − a3b+ a2 − ab3 + ab+ b2 − 1

)
×
((
a2 − 1

)2(
b2 − 1

)2
(ab− 1)2 −

(
λ2 − 1

)
(a− z)(az − 1)(b− z)(bz − 1)

×
(
a2 − z(a+ b) + ab+ b2 − 1

)(
a2(b(b+ z)− 1) + ab(bz − 1)− b2

))
.

We also have

w11(z, λ) = −
i
(
a2 − z(a+ b) + ab+ b2 − 1

)(
a2 − 1

)3(
b2 − 1

)3
λ(ab− 1)3

(
b2
((
λ2 − 1

)
z(b− z)− 1

)
+ 1

+ a3
(
b
(
−2b2 + z2 + 2

)
+ λ2(b− z)(b(b+ z)− 1)− z

)
+ a2

(
b2
(
−λ2

(
z2 + 1

)
+ z2 + 2

)
+ b
(
λ2 − 1

)
z
(
z2 + 2

)
− λ2z2 + z2 − 1

)
+ ab

(
b2
(
−λ2

(
z2 + 1

)
+ z2 + 2

)
+ b
(
λ2 − 1

)
z
(
z2 + 2

)
− λ2z2 + z2 − 1

))
,

w12(z, λ) = − i(a− z)(b− z)
(
λ2(az − 1)(bz − 1)

(
a2 − z(a+ b) + ab+ b2 − 1

)
+ (a− z)(b− z)

(
a2(b(b+ z)− 1) + ab(bz − 1)− b2

))
/W,

w21(z, λ) =
−ba2(b+ z) + a2 + ab(1− bz) + b2(

a2 − 1
)2(

b2 − 1
)2
(ab− 1)2

,

w22(z, λ) = − (az − 1)(bz − 1)(a2 − 1)(b2 − 1)(ab− 1)λ/W,
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where W is given by

W =
(
a3
(
a2 − 1

)4
b3
(
b2 − 1

)4
λ
(
λ2 − 1

)
(a+ b)(ab− 1)5

(
−a2

(
b2 − 1

)
+ ab+ b2

)
×
(
a2b2λ2

(
a2 + ab+ b2 − 1

)
− b2a4 − a2b4 − a3b+ a2 − ab3 + ab+ b2 − 1

))
.

The second case |a| < 1 and |b| > 1 is similar. Considering equations (8.1)–(8.3) The matrix
polynomial is given by replacing a(z) by a(z)/b2 and thus one can use the same y(z) as above.
(In the Smith canonical form we should replace w(z) by w(z)/b2, but this does not affect our
calculations.)

E Details for Section 6

E.1 String correlators

Here we derive the Toeplitz determinant form of string correlators in the AIII class. Define sn

to be the nth Fourier coefficient of s(z) =
√
f(z)/f(1/z); then using the definitions of Õα(n)

given in (6.5), we have

(−1)N ⟨Õα(1)Õα(N + 1)⟩ =

〈
2N∏
j=1

(−iγ̃jγj+2α)

〉
(E.1)

= det



Re(sα) Im(sα) Re(sα−1) . . . Re(sα−(N−1)) Im(sα−(N−1))

Im(sα) −Re(sα) Im(sα−1) . . . Im(sα−(N−1)) −Re(sα−(N−1))

Re(sα+1) Im(sα+1) Re(sα) . . . Re(sα−(N−2)) Im(sα−(N−2))

Im(sα+1) −Re(sα+1) Im(sα) . . . Im(sα−(N−2)) −Re(sα−(N−2))
...

...
...

. . .
...

...

Re(sN−1) Im(sN−1) Re(sN−2) . . . Re(s0) Im(sα)

Im(sα+N−1) −Re(sα+N−1) Im(sα+N−2) . . . Im(sα) −Re(sα)


.

This uses the following Majorana correlators:

− i⟨γ̃2n−1γ2m−1⟩ = i⟨γ̃2nγ2m⟩ = Re(sm−n),

− i⟨γ̃2nγ2m−1⟩ = −i⟨γ̃2n−1γ2m⟩ = Im(sm−n)

that can be derived from (6.3) and, for α < 0, we used translation invariance in the first equality.
We see that (E.1) has a (2× 2) block-Toeplitz form. To identify the symbol, we conjugate each
block by the unitary matrix

1

2

(
1 + i −(1− i)

1 + i 1− i

)
.

Then we have that

〈
Õα(1)Õα(N + 1)

〉
= (−1)NDN

 0 z−α
√

f(z)

f(1/z)

z−α
√

f(z)
f(1/z) 0

 (E.2)

= DN

[√
f(z)

f(1/z)
z−α

]
DN

[√
f(z)

f(1/z)
z−α

]
=

∣∣∣∣∣DN

[√
f(z)

f(1/z)
z−α

] ∣∣∣∣∣
2

.
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If f(z) is of the form (6.7), then we have〈
Õα(1)Õα(N + 1)

〉
=
∣∣DN [t(z)]

∣∣2,
where

t(z) = znz+nZ−nP−α

(
nZ∏
k=1

(
−Zk

))−1 ∏nz
j=1(z − zj)

∏nZ
k=1(z − Zk)∏nz

j=1

(
1− z/z−1

j

)∏nZ
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

) .
For nz > 0, nZ > 0 and nz + nZ − nP − α ≥ 0, this can be analysed using Day’s formula as
in Section 7. For other cases, as above, we can use DN [t(z)] = DN [t(1/z)] along with taking
appropriate limits to evaluate this determinant with Day’s formula.

E.1.1 Proof of Theorem 6.1

To derive the result for the value of the order parameter, we consider the limit of

DN

[√
f(z)

f(1/z)
z−ω

]
as N →∞

and then use (E.2) to find the order parameter. The proof follows directly from the analysis
in [44, Section 6.1]; we must simply keep track of the complex-conjugate zeros. Suppose that f(z)
is given by (6.6), then we write√

f(z)

f(1/z)
z−ω = eV (z),

where

V (z) = V0 +
1

2

Nz∑
j=1

(
Log(1− zj/z)− Log(1− zjz)

)
+

1

2

NZ∑
k=1

(
Log

(
1− zZ−1

k

)
− Log

(
1− Zk

−1
/z
))
, (E.3)

and Log is the principal branch of the logarithm. Szegő’s theorem expresses the large N asymp-
totics that we want as follows:

DN

[√
f(z)

f(1/z)
z−ω

]
= eV0N+

∑∞
n=1 nVnV−n(1 + o(1)),

subject to some smoothness conditions that are satisfied by our symbol [18]. The Fourier coef-
ficients Vn for n ̸= 0 follow simply from (E.3). We also have

eV0 = ±eiθ
√∏

k Zk∏
k Zk

= eiθ
′

for θ′ ∈ [0, 2π).

The ±1 fixes the correct branch of the square-root, so that eV (1) = f(1)/|f(1)|. Since we
will take the absolute value, this oscillatory factor is unimportant and the order parameter is
equal to

∣∣ exp(∑∞
n=1 nVnV−n

)∣∣2. This can be evaluated as in [44], leading to the second part of
Theorem 6.1.
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To derive the first part of Theorem 6.1, firstly note that if we have that

DN

[√
f(z)

f(1/z)
z−α

]
→ 0 as N →∞,

then by (E.2) we have that
〈
Õα(1)Õα(N + 1)

〉
→ 0. If α ̸= ω, then

√
f(z)

f(1/z)
z−α = zω−αeV (z), where eV (z) = eiθ

′

√√√√∏nz
j=1(1− zj/z)

∏nZ
k=1

(
1− zZ−1

k

)∏nz
j=1(1− zzj)

∏nZ
k=1

(
1− Z−1

k /z
) .

Since no zeros are on the unit circle, there exists a ρ < 1 such that eV (z) is analytic on the
annulus ρ < |z| < ρ−1. Then using [35, Theorem 4], the determinant DN

[
zmeV (z)

]
for m ∈ Z

and m ̸= 0 will go to zero as N → ∞. One could go further and use that theorem to find the
correlation lengths, as given for the BDI class in [44], but we will not pursue this here.

E.2 Correlation matrix

E.2.1 Proof of Theorem 6.4

In class AIII we are interested in the eigenvalues of the block-Toeplitz matrix with symbol Φ̂(z, 0),
where

Φ̂(z, λ) =


λ −

√
f(z)

f(1/z)

−

√
f(1/z)

f(z)
λ


generates the characteristic polynomial. Let us suppose then that f(z) is restricted to be of the
form (6.7), but recall that, unlike in class BDI, the zeros do not necessarily come in complex-
conjugate pairs. Note also that since we are taking the determinant, we can conjugate Φ̂(z, λ)
by the unitary matrix U , with U11 = e−iθ, U21 = U12 = 0 and U22 = 1. This removes any
dependence on θ, so we will set θ = 0 in the formulae below. Then, as in Section 8, we will use
Gorodetsky’s formula to establish that there are only a finite number of non-trivial eigenvalues.

Let us define

g̃(z) =

nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)
nZ∏
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

)
, h̃(z) =

nz∏
j=1

(1− zzj)
nZ∏
k=1

(
1− zZ−1

k

)
.

We then have

Φ̃(z, λ) =
a(z)

g̃(z)h̃(z)
=

1

g̃(z)h̃(z)

(
a11(z) a12(z)

a21(z) a22(z)

)
,

where

a11(z) = a22(z) = λ

(∏nz
j=1(−zj)

∏nZ
k=1

(
−Zk

))∏nZ
k=1|Zk|2

×
nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)
(
z − zj−1

) nZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk)
(
z − Zk

−1)
, (E.4)
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a12(z) = − znz+nZ−nP
1∏nZ

k=1|Zk|2
nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)2
nZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk)
2,

a21(z) = − z−nz−nZ+nP

(∏nz
j=1 z

2
j

∏nZ
k=1 Z

2
k

)∏nZ
k=1|Zk|2

nz∏
j=1

(
z − z−1

j

)2 nZ∏
k=1

(
z − Z−1

k

)2
. (E.5)

As above we fix nz + nZ = nP so that we have a matrix polynomial
∑2(nz+nZ)

j=0 ajz
j . We then

have

det(a2(nz+nZ)) =
(
λ2 − 1

)∏nz
j=1 z

2
j

∏nZ
k=1 Z

2
k(∏nZ

k=1|Zk|2
)2 .

Define the set of zeros and inverse conjugate zeros by

{τi}i=1,...,2(nz+nZ) ∈
{
zj1 , z

−1
j2
, Zk1

, Z
−1
k2

}
j=1,...,nz ;k=1,...,nZ

.

We assume without loss of generality that zj ̸= Z
−1
k for any j, k. Then we have the Smith

canonical form:

y(z)a(z)w(z) =

1 0

0

nz∏
j=1

(z − zj)2
(
z − z−1

j

)2 nZ∏
k=1

(z − Zk)
2
(
z − Z−1

j

)2
 .

The remaining definitions given in Section 8 are unchanged. By following the proof of Theo-
rem 5.1 in Section 8, we reach Theorem 6.4 for class AIII given in Section 6.

E.2.2 Smith canonical form for the example

In Section 6, we give the correlation matrix eigenvalues for f(z) = z−1(z − b)2. We need to
calculate the Smith canonical form for a(z) defined in equations (E.4)–(E.5). The following
expression for y(z) follows from the discussion in the main text and was simplified using Math-
ematica [93]:

y11(z) =
(
λ2 − 2

)
|b|2 + 1,

y21(z) = − λy11(z)/b,
y21(z) =

(
|b|2 − 1

)(
b
((
1− λ2

)
z
(
|b|4 − b(2b− z)

(
zb− 1

))
− 2b

)
− z
(
|b|2 − 1

)2
b+ λ2|b|4 + 1

)
,

y22(z) =
1

b

(
λ
(
|b|2 − 1

)(
|b|4
(
b
(
λ2z − b

)
− λ2 + 1

)
+ 2|b|2

(
b(b− z)− 1

)
+ b
((
λ2 − 1

)
z2b

2
((z − 2b)) +

(
λ2 − 1

)
zb(2b− z) + b+ z

)))
.

F Details for Section 9

F.1 Proof that all subsets of S = {z1, . . . , znz , Z
−1
1 , . . . , Z−1

nZ
}

correspond to some rM .

Here we prove a result needed in Section 9.3.1. Suppose that nP = nz + nZ , and let us first
consider the case nz > 0 and nZ > 0. Then in calculating correlators using Theorem 4.2, we
have Case 1 for −nZ ≤ α ≤ 0 and Case 2 for 0 ≤ α ≤ nz.
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For −nZ ≤ α ≤ 0, we have

rM =

∏
k∈Mc τk∏nZ
j=1 Zj

, (F.1)

where τk are zeros and nz ≤ |M c| ≤ nz +nZ . Note that there is an rM for any set M c satisfying
the inequality.

For 0 ≤ α ≤ nz, we have

rM =

nz∏
j=1

zj
∏

k∈Mc

τk, (F.2)

where τk are inverse zeros and nZ ≤ |M c| ≤ nz + nZ . Again, there is an rM for any set M c

satisfying the inequality.
Now let us take any subsets mz ⊆ Mz = {1, . . . , nz} and mZ ⊆ MZ = {1, . . . , nZ} and take

the product:

R(mz,mZ) =
∏
j∈mz

zj
∏

k∈mZ

Z−1
k =

∏
k∈mz

zk
∏

k∈MZ\mZ
Zk∏nZ

j=1 Zj

=

∏nz
j=1 zj∏

k∈Mz\mz
zk
∏

k∈mZ
Zk
. (F.3)

We want to show that R(mz,mZ) always appears in a correlator for some α, i.e., it is of the
form (F.1) or (F.2). If nz ≤ |mz| + nZ − |mZ | then by the second equality of (F.3) we see
that this rM appears in Case 1. If nz > |mz| + nZ − |mZ | then nZ < nz − |mz| + |mZ | and
so by the third equality of (F.3) we see that this rM appears in Case 2. Hence, for any choice
of mz and mZ the corresponding rM appears in a correlator (with a non-zero coefficient CM )
for some α.

The same analysis can be applied in the case that nZ = 0 or nz = 0. The only complication
is that the expansions

∑
M CMr

N
M are, in general, some limit of a case already considered.

For nZ = 0 and for α = 0 we see that
∏nz

j=1 zj is an eigenvalue of EZ . For the other non-zero
correlators, we put nZ = 1 and then take Z1 →∞. For any subset mz ⊂ {z1, . . . , znz} we have
that rM =

∏
j∈mz

zj appears in some correlator, with coefficient CM . It is straightforward to
confirm that for each of these coefficients, limZ1→∞CM is non-zero. Analogous statements hold
for nz = 0. Finally, for nz = nZ = 0, we have f(z) = 1 and the string correlators give one
eigenvalue, µ = 1, for the transfer matrix.

F.2 Diagonalising the transfer matrix

We are interested in the model f(z) = z−2(z − a)2(z − b)2 for a < 1 and b > 1. We expect
that χ2 = 4, based on the results of [43]. Now, using Example 4.1, we have

4∑
k=1

µN−1
k ⟨l1|EY |rk⟩ ⟨lk|EY |r1⟩ = ⟨Y1YN+1⟩ =

(
b2 − 1

)
(ab− 1)

b2(a− b)
(−a)N−1, N ≥ 1,

4∑
k=1

µN−1
k ⟨l1|EX |rk⟩ ⟨lk|EX |r1⟩ = ⟨X1XN+1⟩ =

(
1− a2

)
(1− ab)

(a− b)
(−b)−(N−1), N ≥ 1.

If we define

Z̃ = Z − (a2 − 1)b2 − ab+ 1

b(a− b)
,
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we can also compute the correlator

4∑
k=1

µN−1
k ⟨l1|EZ̃ |rk⟩ ⟨lk|EZ̃ |r1⟩ =

〈
Z̃1Z̃N+1

〉
= ⟨iγ̃1γ1iγ̃N+1γN+1⟩ −

((
a2 − 1

)
b2 − ab+ 1

b(a− b)

)2

=

(
1− a2

)(
1− b−2

)
(ab− 1)2

(a− b)2
(a
b

)N−1
.

this follows from Wick’s theorem. The fermionic two-point function is just the Fourier coefficient
given in Appendix B. We can thus identify µ1 = 1, µ2 = −a, µ3 = −1/b and µ4 = a/b.

Note also that the correlators ⟨Oα(1)Oβ(N + 1)⟩ = 0 for α ̸= β as a simple consequence of
Wick’s theorem [44]. This means that

4∑
k=1

µN−1
k ⟨l1|EX |rk⟩ ⟨lk|EY |r1⟩ =

4∑
k=1

µN−1
k ⟨l1|EY |rk⟩ ⟨lk|EX |r1⟩ = 0.

Similarly, all further two-point correlators of Z̃, X and Y with different operators at the different
points all vanish due to Wick’s theorem. Moreover, ⟨Xn⟩ = ⟨Yn⟩ = ⟨Z̃n⟩ = 0. This allows us to
deduce, for example, that

|r2⟩ ⟨l2| =
b2(a− b)

(b2 − 1) (ab− 1)
EY |r1⟩ ⟨r1|EY ,

as well as the other results claimed in Section 9.5.

G Details for Section 10

Here we prove that

(1− z)1/4 = lim
m→∞

[
m∏
a=1

m∏
b=1

(
1− λ(m)

a λ
(m)
b z

)]
.

Firstly, for any m ∈ N and |z| < 1, we have

√
1− z = sm(z) + rm(z) = sm(z)

(
1 +

rm(z)

sm(z)

)
, (G.1)

where

sm(z) =
m∑
a=1

(
1/2

a

)
(−z)a and rm(z) =

∞∑
a=m+1

(
1/2

a

)
(−z)a.

Note that |rm(z)| ≤
∑∞

a=m+1 |z|a = |z|m+1

1−|z| .

We now write

sm(z) =

m∏
a=1

(
1− λ(m)

a z
)
.
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As discussed in Section 10, we have that
∣∣λ(m)

a

∣∣ < 1. Then, by taking the square root of (G.1),
we have

(1− z)1/4 =
√
sm(z)

√
1 +

rm(z)

sm(z)

=

(
m∏
a=1

√
1− λ(m)

a z

)
×

√
1 +

rm(z)

sm(z)

=

(
m∏
a=1

[
sm
(
λ(m)
a z

)
×

(
1 +

rm
(
λ
(m)
a z

)
sm
(
λ
(m)
a z

))])×
√
1 +

rm(z)

sm(z)

=

[
m∏
a=1

sm
(
λ(m)
a z

)]
×

√
1 +

rm(z)

sm(z)
×

(
1

+
m∑

a1=1

rm
(
λ
(m)
a1 z

)
sm
(
λ
(m)
a1 z

) + m∑
a1 ̸=a2=1

2∏
i=1

rm
(
λ
(m)
ai z

)
sm
(
λ
(m)
ai z

) + · · ·+ m∏
i=1

rm
(
λ
(m)
ai z

)
sm
(
λ
(m)
ai z

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
S

)
. (G.2)

Consider |z| ≤ R < 1, then |rm(z)| ≤ Rm+1

1−R and

|sm(z)| =
∣∣√1− z − rm(z)

∣∣ ≥ ∣∣√1− z∣∣− |rm(z)| ≥
√
1−R− Rm+1

1−R
and thus∣∣∣∣rm(z)

sm(z)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Rm+1

(1−R)3/2 −Rm+1
=: ρm.

In particular, this shows that limm→∞
rm(z)
sm(z) = 0. Let us now analyse the term S appearing

in (G.2). Note that since
∣∣λ(m)

a

∣∣ < 1, the arguments of rm and sm have modulus bounded by R.
Then ∣∣∣∣∣∣

m∑
a1=1

rm
(
λ
(m)
a1 z

)
sm
(
λ
(m)
a1 z

) + m∑
a1 ̸=a2=1

2∏
i=1

rm
(
λ
(m)
ai z

)
sm
(
λ
(m)
ai z

) + · · ·+ m∏
i=1

rm
(
λ
(m)
ai z

)
sm
(
λ
(m)
ai z

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣
m∑

a1=1

ρm +

m∑
a1 ̸=a2=1

ρ2m + · · ·+ ρmm

∣∣∣∣∣∣ = (1 + ρm)m − 1 = em ln(1+ρm) − 1 ≤ emρm − 1.

Since limm→∞mρm = 0, we thus see that taking the limit of equation (G.2) simplifies to

(1 + z)1/4 = lim
m→∞

[
m∏
a=1

sm
(
λ(m)
a z

)]
= lim

m→∞

[
m∏
a=1

m∏
b=1

(
1 + λ(m)

a λ
(m)
b z

)]
.
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