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ABSTRACT. We define various notions of locality for *-automorphisms of the algebra of
observables for an infinitely extended quantum spin system and study their relationship.
In particular, we show that the ubiquitous characterization which arises from the Lieb-
Robinson bound implies but is not equivalent to continuity with respect to the natural
Fréchet topology of almost local observables, which is a non-commutative analog of the
Schwartz space.
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The study of quantum lattice systems has revealed profound connections between lo-
cality, dynamics, and the algebraic structure of observables. One of the most remarkable

Date: December 3, 2025.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.02181v1

2 S. BACHMANN, G. DE NITTIS, AND J. GOMEZ

manifestations of these connections is found in the so-called Lieb-Robinson bounds. First
introduced in the early 1970s [LR], these bounds establish an effective light cone for the
Heisenberg dynamics of quantum spin systems with short-range interactions, drawing an
analogy with the causal structure of relativistic field theories. The support of the time evo-
lution of a local observable remains exponentially small outside this effective cone, thus
offering a quantitative formulation of almost-locality in non-relativistic quantum many-
body dynamics.

A Lieb-Robinson bound is associated with the quantum dynamics {t> : t € R} gen-
erated by the formal Hamiltonian ) _, -, ®(A). While the original bound was for finite
range or exponentially decaying interactions, see also [NS], recent generalizations initi-
ated in [HK] have been developed to describe and control the dynamics of systems with
long-range interactions, namely where the interactions decay polynomially. In all cases,
the Lieb-Robinson bound has the form

1@ (A)BI < IALIBIE S Y Fld(i, ),

iexyjer;
where A, B are observables supported on sets £1,X, C Z9 and d(i,j) is the distance
between the sites 1,j € Z%. The type of decay of the interaction @ determines the decay
of the non-increasing function F : [0, c0) — (0, co). For times in a compact interval [0, T],
the exponential can be treated as a constant, yielding our definition of a Lieb-Robinson-
type automorphism, Definition 3.21. This formulation is very close to that of [BARF], see
also [NSY].

In this paper, we are not aiming to provide further refinements of the Lieb-Robinson
bound. Rather, we are interested more abstractly in the concept of locality of automor-
phisms of quasi-local algebra of observables, and in particular algebraic and topological
characterizations thereof. While the global C*-algebra of observables is obtained by com-
pleting the space of local observables in the norm toplogy, one may also consider a dense
subalgebra consisting of observables that decay rapidly in space. This subalgebra, which
we denote by o7, can be endowed with the structure of a Fréchet algebra and it is a non-
commutative analog of the space of Schwartz functions, see Section 2.2. It appeared in
various guises before: Almost local observables were first defined in algebraic quantum
field theory [AH], adapted to the lattice setting in [BDN], and used more systematically
in [O] and [KS2].

This Fréchet algebra 7, and the Fréchet topology provide a convenient framework
for describing almost local observables and the propagation properties of automorphisms.
One may be lead to believe that continuity of an automorphism with respect to this topol-
ogy is equivalent to the automorphism being of Lieb-Robinson type dynamics. We will
show that this is not the case: not all continuous automorphisms with respect to this topol-
ogy arise from dynamics governed by local interactions. Indeed,
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Theorem 1.1. Any Lieb-Robinson-type automorphism is continuous on the algebra of
almost-local observables with respect to the Fréchet topology. However, Fréchet continu-
ity alone does not imply the existence of a Lieb-Robinson bound.

Besides Lieb-Robinson-type automorphisms, we shall define two different types of
‘locality-preserving automorphisms’, see Definition 3.1 and Definition 3.14. These are
two characterizations of families of automorphisms that, in principle, are not explicitly
defined through interaction potentials, yet describe local propagation up to errors of a
specific form. Heuristically, these locality-preserving automorphisms are such that if A
is strictly supported in a ball of radius s, then «(A) can be approximated by an element
supported in a ball of radius s + T, up to errors that decay fast in the fattening parameter
T (and may grow as a function of the initial surface area s~'). Despite their different
formulations, these two notions are equivalent, and in fact also equivalent to the Lieb-
Robinson-type condition sketched above.

Theorem 1.2. An automorphism is of Lieb-Robinson type if and only if it is almost
locality-preserving.

Let us immediately point out that part of this discussion has a review character, since it
also recalls and adapts known results, see in particular [NSY], and also [KS1] and [RWW].

Finally, we will consider the polynomial cases, see Section 3.5. From the Lieb-Robinson
perspective, these are automorphisms generated by interactions whose decay is only poly-
nomial, which is often referred to as long-range interactions, see for example [HK, KuwSa,
EMNY]. Here again, the natural algebraic setting is to consider a subalgebra of observ-
ables .27y (see Definition 3.27) whose local approximations decay at least as a power
law of degree k with the distance. We shall define (k)-almost locality preserving auto-
morphisms and relate them to Lieb-Robinson type bounds for long-range interactions.
Even in this larger class of automorphisms, there is no equivalence between a polyno-
mial Lieb-Robinson-type condition and continuity with respect to the natural topology
formalizing decay of order k in space.

Acknowledgements. GD’s research is supported by the grant Fondecyt Regular - 1190204.
SB acknowledges support from NSERC of Canada.

2. ALGEBRAIC DESCRIPTION OF A SPIN LATTICE SYSTEM

A spin lattice system is a d-dimensional interacting spin system on Z<. In this section
we will present the algebraic formalism and the basic facts for the description of the
kinematics and the dynamics of such systems. The interested reader can refer to [BR2]
for a more complete presentation of the subject.

2.1. Local and quasi-local observables. To each site j € Z<, we associate a finite-
dimensional C*-algebra <7 isomorphic to Mat,,(C), the algebra of n; X n; matrices
with complex entries (equipped with its natural operations and norm). We do not require
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the dimensions n; to be uniformly bounded, but we shall assume that log(n;) grows at
most polynomially with max;<i<q [jil-

Let P(Z%) denote the power set of Z4, and let Py (Z%) C P(Z%) denote the collection
of finite subsets. To each finite region A € Po(Z%), we associate the local algebra

dN) = Q) .
jeA
If A C L, there is a natural inclusion .o/ (A) — &7 (X) obtained by extending the elements

of &7 (A) by the identity outside of A. Since Py(Z%) endowed with the inclusion is a
directed set, one can construct the inductive limit

"Q{IOC = hﬂ 'Q{(A) .
AEP(Z)

The C*-algebra o7 is defined as a completion of the x-algebra 2%, i. e.
o — z I .

Elements of .. are referred to as local observables, while elements of the completion
o/ are the quasi-local observables.

The lattice Z9 is equipped with the Euclidean metric. In fact, all the results of this
paper hold for a more general discrete metric space (I, d) provided the following holds:

(1) There exist Cq4 > O such that for any r € N,
sup [B;(r +1)| < Cqr?, (2.1)
jer
where B;(r) = {ieTl: d(j,i) <r—1}and B;(0) = 0.
(2) There exists K4 > 0 such that for any r € N,
sup [0B;(r+ 1)] < Kqrd ™, (2.2)
jer

where 0Bj(r) := Bj(r) —Bj(r—1).

2.2. Almost-local observables. Evidently, .24, is a dense *-subalgebra of <7 of “com-
pactly supported” observables. It is useful to consider other algebras that sit between
o and o and are defined by the rate of convergence of the local approximations. To
formalize this, forany A € &/ and j € 7.4, let us consider the function

f;+(A) == inf |JA—B|. (2.3)

Be/ (Bj(r))

with the convention that f; (A) = inf.cc [|A — cx||. In [KS2], the authors discuss some
properties of this function. In particular, this is a monotonically decreasing non-negative
function of r which takes values in [0, |A||]] and approaches zero as v — co. It is, more-
over, subadditive: for every fixed r > 0 and j € Z< one has that

fir (A1 +Az) < fj+(A1) + fj+(A2)
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Thus, the f; . provides a family of seminorms on 7. The fact that they are only semi-
norms and not norms follows by observing that when A € & (A) is a local observable
then f; . (A) = O for every r such that A C Bj(r).

A sequence g : Ny — Cisin §(Np) if
llgllhe = sup (1+7)*g(r)] < +o0, Vk € No

€Ny

and S(Np) turns out to be a a Fréchet space when topologized by the family of norms
Il Il (see Appendix A.3). Since (1 + 1)1 > (1 + 1)¥ it follows that |||g|l[x < |llglllks1
for every g € 8(Np), meaning that the system of norms is increasing. The subset of
monotonically decreasing non-negative sequence in 8(Ny) will be denoted by 8*(Nj).
Given a g € 8(Np) we will say that A € &/ is g-localized around j if f; . (A) < g(r) for
all v € 8(Np). In this case one has that the sequence 1 +— fj . (A) is in 8" (Ny). Evidently
the role of the special point j in the concept of localization play no special role. In fact,
one has that

forrai,0(A) < fj+(A) < for_ag,0(A)
for all r > d(j, 0). Therefore, localization around any j € Z¢ is equivalent to localization
around 0. With this in mind we can consider only the family of seminorms f, := f, . on
/. Let us define

Ay = {A e | 1T f(A) €8T (Ny)}.
It follows immediately that
Hoe C W C A

and so .97, is a dense x-subspace of .o7. Over this subspace, we can define the following
family of norms
Al = Al + (A,  k€No.

Proposition 2.1. The space </, is a Fréchet space with respect to system of norms {|||-|l|;. :
k € Ny} Moreover it coincides with the closure of <A, with respect to the Fréchet
topology. Finally, <7, has the structure of a Fréchet x-algebra: for all A,B € <, and
k e No,

1A Bl < 5 [lIA[R AIBlIh, — [I[A%h = [[[All.

N W

A short summary of the theory of Fréchet spaces and *-algebras is provided in Appen-
dix A. The results above are proven in [KS2, Lemma 2.1 & Proposition B.1]. The ele-
ments of @7, are called almost-local observables.

For practical reasons it is preferable to introduce another set of seminorms that provides
the same topology for 7. For that let us denote with U; the group of unitary elements
in the subalgebra <7. For any j € Z4, let TT; : &/ — </ be the partial trace operator over
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the site j, which is given by:
I (A) = / du;(U) UAU™,
Uj

with y; the normalized Haar measure on the group of the unitary operators Uj. For any
finite subset A C Z9, the corresponding partial trace operator Ty : &/ — <7 is defined

as
T A = ® ﬂ)' .
jEA
For a general subset £ C Z9, the partial trace operator is defined as the direct limit over
the family of finite subsets A C X as

ﬂ): = h_II} ﬂ/\.
ACX

The linear map TT, is positive and bounded ||TTA(A)|| < ||A]|. Moreover, TTA(A) €
</ (A°) while TTA(A) = A for every A € &7/(A€). For any A, A, C Z9, the partial
trace satisfies TTo, o TTa, = TTa,un, = TTA, o TTA,. Applying this to A = 74, one gets
that TTa : @/ — Cx1. Therefore, TT;4(A) = Wy (A)1, and the map w,, : &/ — Cis, in
fact, the unique tracial state on <7 (also called infinite temperature equilibrium state). For
more details on the partial trace the reader is referred to [NSW] and [BR2, Remark in p.
245].

Using these partial trace operators, let us introduce the following family of functions:
pr(A) = ||A—Tlgym)c (A, Aecd.
In particular, po(A) = ||A —ws (A)1]|. With these functions one can define a new family
of norms over .2, given by:
1Al = [IA] + sup (1+71)"p.(A). (2.4)

rE€Ny
The next result can be found in [KS2, Proposition D.1]. Nevertheless, we will sketch the
proof since it is based on certain inequalities that will be important for the following of
this work.

Lemma 2.2. The family of norms || ||« and |||-|||;. defined over A, are equivalent. Hence,
they generate the same Fréchet x-algebra <7,..

Proof. Since f.(A) < p,(A) by construction, one immediately gets [[|A[ll;, < [|A]|x for
every A € 4, and k € Nj. For the other inclusion, let us observe that for any finite
A C Z4, the algebra o7 (A) is a closed finite dimensional subalgebra of .. Thus, given
A € o/, there exists A € 7 (/) such that

[A=AAl = inf [[A-B|.
Bed (A)

Using this, we get
A= AAll < A =TTAc(A)]]
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since TTxc(A) is supported in <7 (A). Using the linearity of TTAc, the fact that it acts as
the identity on .7 (A) and the usual triangle inequality, one gets

[A=TTAc(A)]| < [JA = AAll+[TTAc(Ax = A)ll < 2[IA — ALl

where the last equality is consequence of the fact that the partial trace cannot increase the
norm of an operator. This shows that p,(A) < 2f,(A) and in turn ||A|, < 2[||All,. O

From these bounds and Proposition 2.1, we obtain that for any A,B € 7, and any
k € Ny
IABll < 3 llAllk [IBl[x-
For the involution, it follows directly from the definition that |[A*|, = ||A|lx. More-

over, similarly as we have defined the functions f; ., we can also consider the family of
functions p; . (A) defined as

Pj,r(A) = [|A —TTg, (e (A

In fact, the same estimates as those presented in Lemma 2.2 remain valid for f; ;. and p; ..

Following [KS2], we further introduce the subspaces %; C .7, where f stands for loc
or oo, etc., and Z(A) C @/ (A) for A € P(Z%). These spaces are made by elements
such that: (i) A* = —A (anti-self-adjoint), and (ii) w.,(A) = O (traceless). One has
inclusions Z(A) C Zioc C P C 2. All these spaces are real Lie algebras with respect
to the commutator. The space %, is the completion of Z,. with respect to one of the
systems of norms in Lemma 2.2. Similarly & is the completion of %, with respect to
the C*-norm. For any A € %,

Al = po(A) < 2fo(A) < 2[[[f(A)llk

where the first equality is valid for traceless operator, the second is in the proof in Lemma 2.2
and the last one follows from the definition of ||| - |||x. Then, for every traceless operator
A, one gets that

:
lAlL < MIFCAR < AR

where the second equality follows immediately from the definition. Therefore the topol-
ogy on Z,, can be induced by the simpler system of norms
Al = llIf (Al = sup(1 +1)* f(A) .
reNy

It turns out that Z,, is a Fréchet-Lie algebra.

Remark 2.3 (Pauli basis). For any finite subset A := {ji,...,j-} C Z9, let us construct
a particular basis for the real subspace Z(A). First, note that the subspace Matﬂ‘j' (C) of

skew-Hermitian n;, X n;, matrices has real dimension njz_l and possesses a (non-unique)
basis {Egi)}k:] a2 such that Egm = i1 and Tr(E](gi)) =0for2 <k < n)z We will
Iy Jl 1
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refer to such matrices as (generalized) Pauli matrices. Hence, the collection
(B ee @ o) | (. k) £ (0,00,

forms a basis for Z(A). We will refer to any basis of this form as a (generalized) Pauli
basis. |

2.3. Automorphisms and Fréchet-type automorphisms. A classical result in the theo-
ry of C*-algebras is that every *-homomorphism 7t between two C*-algebras % and ¢
is norm-decreasing, with equality if and only if 7t is one-to-one, see [BR1, Section 2.3].
Hence, if 7t admits an inverse 7t ', then this inverse is automatically continuous. We refer
to any invertible x-homomorphism « : @/ — .o/ as an automorphism, and denote the set
of all automorphisms of .o/ by Aut(.e/). Clearly, Aut(<?) is a group under composition.
In analogy, a *-homomorphism « : <%, — 9, is a map which respects the x-algebra
structure of .o7,,. It is continuous if and only if for every k € Nj there is a m € Ny and a
constant Cy > O such that ||(A)||x < Cx||A||lm forevery A € o7,,. A x-homomorphism
« is called an automorphism of .27, if it is a continuous x-homomorphism with a continu-
ous inverse o~ '. The group of continuous automorphisms of .7, is denoted by Aut(.<7,.).

Before discussing the relation between Aut(.<7,,) and Aut(.<7), we introduce two fami-
lies of automorphisms of <7 that will play a role later on.

Example 2.4 (Flip-type automorphisms). We start with a class of 1-dimensional auto-
morphisms which will be relevant in the sequel. The spin chain is assumed to have
isomorphic algebras for all sites, namely .«; ~ Mat, (C) for every j € Z. Consider a
label function ¢ : Z — Z such that: 1) it is strictly increasing (hence injective), and ii)
A:(j) .= C(j + 1) — C(j) = 2. Therefore, for each j € Z one has a unique pair ((j) and
C(j + 1) — 1 and one can consider the map P, : &/ — &/ initially defined on simple
tensors by exchanging the elements at sites ((j) and ((j + 1) — 1 for all j € Z, keeping
the others fixed. More precisely, one has that {; sends the element

e @A BB AL B AL DAL DAL 12 B @ AL D

to
...®Ac(j),1 ® "'®AC(J'*1) ®AC()'+1)71 ®AC(]')+1 ®Ac(j)+2 ® ---®AC(J’) e

This map extends linearly to any local observable A € .@4,. By construction, . de-
fines a *-homomorphism on .27,.. In fact, verifying that P (AB) = VP (A)P(B) and
Yo (A*) =P (A)* is straightforward on monomials. Moreover, one gets that 1])% =id,
which shows that 1 is involutive. It turns out that {; can be extended to an automor-
phism of 7. First of all, notice that for any finite subset A C Z, 1. can be restricted
to an x-homomorphism P¢|x : & (A) = Ao C 7. Since P¢|A is injective, it follows
that || WA (A)|| = ||A|| for every finite A, and in turn || P (A)|| = ||A]| for all A € .
Hence, by density, . extends to a *-automorphism {; : &/ — 7 such that p? = id
still holds. Automorphisms of this type will be called generalized flips. For instance, the
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simple case ((j) = 2j corresponds to the flip-automorphism which exchanges observables
between (neighbouring) even and odd sites. <

Example 2.5 (Shift-type automorphisms). As in the previous example, let us construct
another family of automorphisms on the one-dimensional spin lattice system ./ on Z
which will be relevant in the sequel. Consider a strictly increasing (hence injective) func-
tion § : Z — 7, and consider the map o : &/ — o/ defined on simple tensors by shifting
the elements at the site &(j) to the site £(j + 1) for all j € Z. More precisely, one has that
0 sends

- ®Ag(j,1) Q... ®Ag(j) & Ag(j)Jr] ®Ag(j)+2 Q... ®Ag(j+1)f1 ...

to

@ AE-2) B @ ALG-1) @ AE()+1 DAL 42 D . B Ag (4111 B AL R .t

The argument which shows that o extends to a x-automorphism of .o is similar to the
one used in Example 2.4. Automorphisms of this type will be called generalized shifts.
The simplest case &(j) = j correspond to the usual shift of the full spin chain. <

Remark 2.6. Both families of automorphisms, 1\ and o, introduced in Examples 2.4 and
2.5 respectively, were initially defined for the one-dimensional spin lattice Z. However,
these constructions can be naturally extended to higher-dimensional lattices. To do so,
it is enough to identify Z with the sublattice Z x {0} x --- x {0} C Z¢ and define the
action of \; and o on this sublattice as before, while letting them act trivially (i.e., as
the identity) on the remainder of the lattice. <

We now turn to the relation between automorphisms of the Fréchet algebra <7, and
those of the algebra o7

Proposition 2.7. Let « : of,, — o be an automorphism of the Fréchet algebra <.
Then, there exists a unique continuous extension & : &/ — </, with x € Aut(«).

Proof. First, observe that for any A € Po(Z4), the *-homomorphism « can be restricted
to the subalgebra <7 (A). Using the inclusion map <7, — <7, this restriction induces a
«-homomorphism of C*-algebras a|x : &/ (A) — 7. Therefore, one has that ||x(A)|| =
|xA(A)|| < ||A|| for every A € o/ (A). Since this is true for all finite A, one concludes
that [[a(A)]] < ||A]| for every A € #A,.. The continuity and the density of .o, implies
that & can be uniquely extended to a global x-homomorphism & : &7 — ..

It remains to prove that &|,, = «. Let A € @, and let {A, },,cn be a sequence in
Ao converging to A in the Fréchet topology. By continuity of «, for any k € Ny,

Tim [|lA) = (A, = 0.
Since || - || < || - ||k, one concludes that

lim [l(A) — &(A,)]| = 0
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From the inequality
[a(A) —a(A)]| < [Jee(A) = x(An)[| + [[oc(An) — &(A)]|

and the continuity of & one infers that oc(A) = x(A).

The same argument works for the inverse *-homomorphism o~ which can be ex-
tended to a unique *-homomorphism «’ : &/ — </ which coincides with o~ over 7.
It remains to show that o is the inverse of &. For that, observe that («’ o &)(A) =
«'((A)) = « T (x(A)) = A for every A € o, where we used that &(A) € <. Then
«’ o & acts as the identity in .24, and by density «’ox =Id,,. A similar argument shows
that & o «’ = Id,, which implies that o/ = & . O

1

The result above states that any Fréchet automorphism admits a unique /ift to an auto-
morphism of the full algebra. We can express this result with the symbol 1 : Aut(.<7,,) —
Aut(.e/) where 1 is the [lift map described above. In the next section we will study under
which condition an element in Aut(.<7) induces a Fréchet automorphism in Aut(.27,, ).

3. RESTRICTION OF AUTOMORPHISMS TO THE FRECHET *-ALGEBRA

In this section we want to explore the opposite direction of Proposition 2.7. More
precisely, we want to find conditions that allow to restrict an automorphism & € Aut(.e/)
to a Fréchet automorphism of the x-algebra .o7,,. For this purpose we will go through the
notions of almost locality preserving automorphism and Lieb-Robinson bound condition.

3.1. Almost locality preserving automorphisms. The following discussion was first
introduced in [KS1] in the context of one-dimensional spin lattice systems. It provides a
sufficient condition under which automorphisms of the quasi-local algebra .7 restrict to
automorphisms of the Fréchet algebra .o7.

To begin, given an automorphism « € Aut(./), we introduce the following non-
negative quantity:

Hals,r) := su su ( inf IIoc(A)—BII) (3.1)
, pe; AE(Q,/(BPP(S)) Bed/ (By(s+71)) )
[IA[l=1

defined for s, > 1. For convenience, we set Hy(s,0) := 1 forall s > 1.

Definition 3.1 (Almost locality preserving automorphisms). We will say that an automor-
phism & € Aut(«7) is local if there exists a R such that Hy (s, ) = 0 for every v > R and
s > 1; in that case R is called the range of locality. We will say that « is almost locality
preserving if there exists a function f(*) € §(N,) such that

Hals, 1) < s (r).
According to the discussion in Appendix A.3, one can find a function f(*) € §*(Nj)

such that f(*) (1) < f(®) for all r. Hence, without lossing of generality, we will say that
an automorphism o is almost locality preserving if the function f(*) belongs to 8 (Ny).
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We will denote by L-Aut(.e7) the set of local automorphisms (of any range). If « is
a local automorphism of range R, then for any A € o/(B,(s)) it follows that x(A) €
</ (Bp(s + R)) for every s > 1. Therefore & maps local observables to local observa-
bles. These automorphisms are also known in the literature as quantum cellular automata
(QCA), see in particular [GNVW]. We will denote by ALP-Aut(.</) the set of al-
most locality preserving automorphisms of 7. In this case, o« maps local observables
to quasi-local ones but with “tails” that decay rapidly in space. Clearly L-Aut(«/) C
ALP-Aut(<7). To better understand the structure and implications of this class of auto-
morphisms, we first present a simple lemma that will be useful in analyzing their proper-
ties. We then provide two illustrative examples: one satisfying the ALP condition and
another that explicitly violates it.

Lemma 3.2. Let « € Aut(/) be an almost locality preserving automorphism. Let
D(®) : Ny — R> o be the function defined by

D) (y) = {ch(r»r) fr=1,

1 ifr=0.
Then, D'*) € §(Ny).
Proof. It is an straightforward observation. From Definition 3.1, one has that
D™ (1) = Hgu(r,r) <41 (r).

Since f(*) belongs to 87 (Ny), it follows that the function D(®) belongs to $(N,). Fur-
thermore, from Appendix A.3, we can assume without loss of generality that D(®) ¢
S+ (No). 0

Remark 3.3. It is important to mention the physical interpretation of the bound in Defini-
tion 3.1. The “tail” of the evolved operator «(A) outside B, (s 4 1) could be interpreted
as a boundary effect. It is primarily due to the portion of A supported near the surface of
By (s).

The s~ prefactor reflects this, as it scales with the surface area of the ball By (s). Be-
cause of this polynomial factor in s, the estimate Hq (s, ) < s47 (%) (1) is generally
loose (or trivial) when the distance 1 is small relative to the radius s.

The definition is most meaningful in the large T regime, where the rapid decay of f(*)(r)
must be strong enough to overcome this s~ surface-area factor. Lemma 3.2 provides
a first, non-trivial check of this condition. It confirms that the decay is strong enough to
control the bound even in the “diagonal” case r = s, where the distance of interest scales
precisely with the radius of the ball. <

Example 3.4. Examples 2.4 and 2.5 provide examples of automorphisms in L-Aut(.e/).
We consider the flip-type *-automorphism {; : &/ — &7 induced by the function ((j) =
Cj for a given natural number C > 2. Forany p € Z,s > 1and A € &/ (B (s)), it follows
that ¢ (A) is supported at most in B, (s + C — 1). Hence, for v > C — 1, the function
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Hy, (s, 1) vanishes. This shows that 1, is a local automorphism with range R = C — 1.
The shift-type automorphisms induced by label functions of the form &(j) = Cj for a
given natural number C > 1 are also local of finite range. |

Example 3.5. With an adequate choice of label function, flip-type automorphisms can also
violate the ALP-condition. Let ( : Z — Z be a strictly increasing polynomial function of
degree at least 2. Then the difference A;(j) = ¢(j + 1) — C(j) grows at least linearly with
lj| when j — +o0. Furthermore, there exists j,. € Z such that {(j.) < O and ((j) > 0 for
all j > j.. This implies that the automorphism 1, spreads the support [((j.) —1, C(5)IN
into the larger support [((j. — 1), G+ 1) =11 NZ.

With these observations in mind, let us show that, for any s > 1 and r > 0, the function
Hy, (s, 1) in Definition 3.1 is bounded below by 1/2. Fix s > 1 and take v € No.
Since A¢(j) grows at least linearly, there exists a j* > j. (depending on s and 1) such
that s + 1 < A:(j’) — 1. Pick A € @7({C(j")})) such that Tr(A) = 0 and ||A]| =
Consequently, Y. (A) € & ({C(j'+1) —1}).

In order to simplify the notation, let us introduce B , := B¢ (s + 1), the ball of center
((3') and radius s 4+ r. We now observe that

1
Beb;(n]fg” [be(A) =B > EHII)C(A)_”Bg’r(d)C(A))H)

where the inequality is a restatement of p,(A) < 2f,(A) proved in Lemma 2.2. Since
P (A) is supported in {C(j’ + 1) — 1} C BS | one gets that

Mee, (We(A)) = Tr(A) = 0,

and, in turn

inf Hll)z: — Bl > —Hlbc H—

Bed/ (B
Hence H,, C(s,r) > 1/2 for all s > 1 and r > 0, and the automorphism is not in
ALP-Aut(<7). The simplest example that meets the conditions above is the function
((j) = 2sgn(j) j2, withj, = 0 and j’ > max{(s +r—1)/4,0}. <

Remark 3.6. As pointed out in Remark 2.6, the automorphism in Example 3.5 can be
extended trivially to the spin lattice Z¢, yielding examples of maps that do not satisfy the
ALP condition in any dimension. <

The next result, that generalizes [KS1, Lemma A.2], shows that almost-locality pre-
serving automorphisms of <7 behave well with respect to the Fréchet topology of .o7..

Proposition 3.7. Let &« € ALP-Aut(«7). Then &) C oy, and the restriction &|_ is
a continuous x-homomorphism in the Fréchet topology of <.

Proof. We begin by recalling the function D(®) : Ny — Ry, introduced in Lemma
3.2. From the proof of that lemma (and Appendix A.3), we can assume without loss of
generality that D(%) € §*(N,).
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Let A € o7,. To simplify the notation, let Al := TTg,(y)c(A), with 1 € Ny. From the
definition of p,(A) one gets [|Al|| — [|A[| < [IIALII—[IAll| < p+(A) and, in turn,

AL < pr(A) + (Al (3.2)
Similarly, for any v € Ny, one has that

[p2r((A)) = par(a(Al))] < par(a(A) — a(Aly)) < 2[|a(A — Al
= ZHA_A|r|| = zpr(A)
where the first inequality is obtained from the triangle inequality along with the definition

of p,., and the second inequality follows from the the bound obtained in proof of Lemma
2.2. Thus, one gets that

PZT((X(A)) < pZT(“(A|T))+2pr(A) (33)

for every v € Njy. The next task is to bound the first term on the right-hand side above.
From the almost-locality preserving property, by fixing the ball By (r) where the operator
Al; is supported, one gets the bound

Pr(aAl)) <2 inf fla(AlL) =B < 2D AL, G4

Beo/ (Bo(2r

where we used again the proof of Lemma 2.2. Therefore, one infers from (3.2), (3.3) and
(3.4) that

par(a(A)) < 2p,(A)(D@(r) + 1) + 2D (1) A] . (3.5)
The same bound holds p, 1 (x(A)), hence for all v, since 1 — Pz, 1((A)) is monotoni-
cally decreasing. Now A € o7, implies that p(A) € 87(Ny), and x € ALP-Aut(«)
implies that D™ € §+(Ny). Hence «(A) € 2.

It remains to prove the continuity. Since
sup (14 1)*pr(x(A)) < sup (2+ 2r)*par(x(A)),
rENy TeNy

for every k € Ny, one has

sup (1471)*p.(x(A)) < 2¢! (IIID(“)IIIkHAleup (T4 1) *p.(A)(1 +|||D(“)||Ik)> :

reNy reNy

By using the definition (2.4) one gets

HCX(A)HK g Coc(k)HA”k ) k € I\IO (36)
with constant C (k) := 2%*1(1 + ||ID(¥|||). This implies the continuity of ot with
respect to the Fréchet topology. U

Although Proposition 3.7 tells us that an almost locality-preserving automorphism «
of o can be restricted to a continuous homomorphism in the Fréchet x-algebra .o7,,, one
cannot conclude yet that this homomorphism is indeed an automorphism. For instance,
the restriction o/, may not be surjective. We will come back to this question and answer
it positively in Section 3.3, see Corollary 3.20.
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First, we note that Proposition 3.7 establishes that ALP condition is a sufficient con-
dition for Fréchet continuity. It turns out that it is however not necessary, as will be
illustrated with the examples of Section 3.2.

Proposition 3.8. There is a Fréchet continuous automorphism « : o, — o, such that
« is not an almost locality preserving automorphism.

3.2. Fréchet continuous but not ALP automorphisms. In Example 3.5, we observed
that any flip-type *-automorphism 1 defined on the one-dimensional spin lattice system,
with ¢ a polynomial function of degree at least 2, violates the ALP condition. We claim
that the flip-type automorphisms 1, are continuous with respect to the Fréchet topology
for all increasing polynomials ¢, which proves Proposition 3.8.

In order to prove this, let us focus on the subspace ¥ C & of skew-adjoint elements
with null trace endowed with a (generalized) Pauli basis as defined in Remark 2.3. We
assume that ¢(0) < O and ¢(1) > 1. Since VP is an automorphism that squares to the
identity,

pr(le ||A lb( ﬂBo ||
forany A € 7. Taken > 1 and m > 0, and define the constant Ty, n, := max {¢(n) —
1,1¢(—m)[} + 1. We will prove that

Prin (II)C(A)) = prm,n(A) y VAEe gloc . (3.7)

First, consider the case where A is supported on Bo (T n). In this case, TTg(r)c (A) = A
for every r > 1, n. Moreover, by definition, also the support of 1 (A) remains within
Bo(Tm,n), and in turn TTg (r)e (W (A)) = W (A) = Yo (Mg, (r)c(A)). Therefore, one
deduces that p, (P (A)) = p(A) =0 forevery A € &7 (Bo(rm n)) and v > 14, 1. Now,
let A € Z4,. be a monomial which is not strictly supported on B (11, ). Using the Pauli
basis, one can write

- ® e

PEBO(R)
for some R > 1, such that A € &/ (Bo(R)). Since A is not supported entirely in
Bo(Tm,n), it must contain nontrivial (traceless) Pauli matrices at sites in Bo(R)\Bo (T n)-
By definition of V¢, it acts as the identity or it permutes elements located in [{(1) —
1,00) NZ x {0} x ... x {0} with elements in the same region, and similarly for elements
in (—oo, {(—m)—1]NZ x {0} x ... x {0}. Hence, after applying ., we will have a Pauli
matrix located on some q € Bo(R) \ Bo(7m,n), and thus one obtains

Mgy (rmn)e (We(A)) = Mgy e (A) =0

since both A and ¢ (A) contain trace-less matrices in Bo(Tm ). Acting on both sides
by ¢, extending the result by linearity and comparing with the case of observables sup-
ported inside By (T n) one gets

YoMy (rma)c(We(A))) = TTeyrpne(A), VA€ Doc -
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This proves (3.7).

Now, let us fix m = 0 and define v, := 1o ,,. It exists an, € N such that {(n,) —1 >
|C(0)], implying that 1, := ¢(n) > O for every n > m,. For a polynomial (, there is
C¢ > 0 such that

¢+ 1) =) < CeLlj)
for all j > n,, or equivalently r,, .1 < (C¢ + 1)r,. From the proof of Lemma 2.2, one
infers that
pr(A) < 2f(A) < 2f(A) < 2p.(A)
forany v’ > r > 0 and any A € /. Therefore,

(1470 +8) Prors(We(A) S 201+ 1m +5) pr, (W (A))
for every k € Ng and s > 0. Letting s € [0,7,,1 — T, — 1] and using the definition of
T, and the relation (3.7), one can improve the inequality above as
(1470 4 8) Proas(We(A) S2(T T+ T — 1 = 1) pr (A)
= 2(tn1) pr.(A)
<2(Co+ 151 +1) " pro(A).
This implies that
sup (141 pr(e(A) <2 (Co+ 1 (1+71) py, (A)

T€[Tn,Tnt1—1]
for every n > mn,, and in turn
sup (1+7)pr(We(A)) < 2(Co+ D" sup (1+1)pe(A).  (38)

TZ2Tn, TZ2Tn,

One needs a similar bound for 0 < r < r,, — 1. Since A is assumed to be trace-less,
then also P, (A) is trace-less and therefore, one has that po(\:(A)) = [|A] = po(A).
Therefore, for 0 < r < 1, — 1 one gets that

(T+7)pr(e(A)) < 2r po(be(A)) = 2y po(A) .
Setting M := max{C; + 1,1, }, one gets the bound

sup(1+1)%p, (c(A)) < 2M¥E sup(1 +1)*p, (A)

TEN) reNy

valid for any A € %, and any k € Ny,which translates into
e (A < 2MEJA]x . (3.9)

Since Y. is dense on Z,,, we can conclude that the restriction of \; to Z, is continuous
with respect to the Fréchet topology. Finally, with Lemma 3.9, one can conclude that 1\,
is Fréchet continuous on the whole x-algebra .o7,,,.

We conclude as in Example 3.5 with the case ((j) = 2sgn(j) j*>. Here, n, = 1,
Th =2n?and C; = 3.
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Lemma 3.9. Let T : <7/,, — o/ be a linear map satisfying (1) T(1) =0, or (2) T(1) = 1.
Suppose that T(P) C Do and that Tlg_ : Do — P is continuous with respect to the
Fréchet topology. Then, T : o, — /., is Fréchet continuous.

Proof. First, let us observe that the assertion holds on the subspace of traceless, not nec-
essarily anti self-adjoint, elements. Since T is continuous on Z,,, we have that given
m € Ny, there exists a constant C,;, > 0 and n € Nj such that for any B € %, the
following holds:

TR < CullBIll, -
Now, given A € o7, such that w.,(A) = 0, we can decompose it as a linear combination
of elements in Z,, according to

A_iA+Aﬁ+A—N
0 2i 2

By the linearity and continuity of T on Z,,, one obtains that

HA+A* ! HA—A*
— || +
21 N

/

2

Now, consider the case where T(1) = 0. Given any A € &, define its traceless part
A=A — wu(A)1. Since f,(A) = f.(A) for all 1, one obtains, for any k € No:

ANl = A+ sup(1+1)*F(A) < ||A] + we(A)+ sup (1 + 1) (A)
TEN) TreNy

= lweo(A) +lIIAll < 2[IAIl -

ITANIL, < cm<

) < 2ClIAIL -

n

Consequently, we get the bound:
T (A, = ITA5, < 4CIIAIl,.

Next, consider the case where T(1) = 1. Since T(A) = T(A)+wu(A) and [[[w (Al =
lweo (A)] < ||A]| < IIIAll;, a similar argument then yields the estimate:

IITAN = IT(A) + weo (Al < 2CnllIAIL + AN = 2Cw + D IIAIL, -

11

This completes the proof. 0

This concludes the proof of Proposition 3.8. One may be lead to believe that the failure
to be locality-preserving arises from the fact that the automorphisms just described are not
connected to the identity. This is in fact not true and we conclude this section by providing
an explicit strongly continuous one-parameter family of continuous automorphisms of
oy, connecting P to the identity.

To begin, let us construct a one-parameter group of automorphisms O'E. Foreachp € Z,
define the regions L¢(py := ([¢(p),C(p+1) =1 NZ) X Z x ... x Z which provide a
partition of Z¢, and the intervals J¢ () := ([C(p),C(p +1) =11 NZ) x {0} x ... x {0}
By construction, the automorphism 1 leaves invariant each subalgebra .27 (L; (;,)), acting
non-trivially only on J(;), and as the identity elsewhere. Since the local algebra .27 (J¢(p))
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is a finite-dimensional matrix algebra, it follows from [RaWi, Proposition 1.6] that the
restriction Yy (g, ) can be implemented as an inner automorphism. Moreover, because
P acts as the identity on the rest of L), the same conclusion extends to the whole
region L¢ (). That is, there exists a unitary U, € .27 (J¢(p)) such that

Yep(A) = Velo,,)(A) = Adu,(A),  Aed (L),

where Ady (A) := UAU*. Moreover, since U, € &7 (J¢(p)), we can write U, = et
for some self-adjoint element H,, € %7 (J¢(p)). Hence, on each subalgebras 27 (L (p)),
we define a local dynamics of the form

O—E»P = Adeith s teR.

Observe that 02’1, = Id|&¢(L¢(pJ) and G}:’p = ¢ p. Since the self-adjoint elements H,,
commute with each other (supported in disjoint sets), we define O'E on %, as follows:
given A € ., there exists a finite collection of regions L¢(p,), ..., L¢(p,) such that A
is supported in the union, and hence:

G‘E(A) — ett(Hpy+otHp) A o—it(Hpy +.Hyp )
As in Example 3.5, this family of automorphisms o extends to the full algebra <. Notice
that, by construction, 02* S =0t oot 0(2 —1d and OJC — V..

Let us now show that, for each t € R, the map O'E is in fact an automorphism of the
Fréchet algebra .o7,,. Without loss of generality, assume that ((0) < O and ((1) > 1. As
in the begging of this section, consider the collection 1y, , = max {¢(n)—1,|C(—m)[} +1
for m > 0 and n > 1. Following the arguments provided above, in order to establish the
Fréchet continuity of GE, it suffices to show that for any A € %, the identity

Prona(0c(A)) = Pr, (A).
holds. To do that, consider the ball Bo(7m,n). Notice that Bo(Ty ) is within the union
of the regions LC(fm)v LC(,er”, sy LC(an and that ]C(fm)a ]C(fm+1 JEERRES) ]C(nf1) -
Bo(Tm,n) N(Z x {0} x ... x{0})

Assume first that A is supported in By (7 ). Since the automorphism o7 is defined as
the composition of the local automorphisms GE,p, and the ball Bo(Tm ) is contained in
the union of disjoint regions L¢ (), it follows that o (A) is also supported in Bo(71m n).
Hence, for 1 > Ty 5, it follows that TTg,(r)c(A) = A and TTg . (0¢(A)) = op(A).
Consequently, p,(o¢(A)) = p.(A) =0forall v > 1 .

Now, take a monomial A € %, which is not strictly supported on Bo (T n). As
before, we can express this element using the Pauli basis as

A = B
PEBo(R)

for some R > 1., ,, such that A € o/(Bo(R)), and with nontrivial Pauli matrices at
some sites ¢ € Bo(R) \ Bo(rm,n). For those factors localized on these sites g, the
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automorphism o7 acts as a composition of adjoint maps Ad i, where the Hamiltonians
Hy are supported outside of Bo(rm,n); hence, such elements will remain localized in
Bo(Tm,n)€ under the action of O‘E. Moreover, since 0’2 acts as Ady with U unitary, the
trace is preserved. Therefore, applying the partial trace, one obtains

Mo (rmn)e (0¢(A)) =TTy (rp e (A) = 0.
Extending by linearity, one gets that for all A € Z.
07" (TMay(rpm)e (O5(A))) = Tlgg(rpn)e(A)

This completes the argument for the Fréchet continuity of the maps o¢. Furthermore, the
constant ZMlc< in equation (3.9) works for all t € R.

We now turn to the strong continuity of the one-parameter group o with respect to the
norm topology. To this end, let us consider an element A € .24,.. Since oy is a group, it
suffices to prove continuity at t = 0. We begin by estimating the norm difference:

H eitHy A o—itHy _AH < H eitHp A o—itHp _ A a—itH, ” + HAe—ith _AH
< 20Af [ et —af| < 2lAl (eIl —1)
Since A is locally supported, only finitely many of the inner automorphisms Ad .itq in
the definition of o act non-trivially on A. Thus, by a similar computation as above, one

gets:
locA) = Al < 2JA] (e ettt — 1),

for a finite collection Hy,, ..., Hy which, of course, depends on A. Now, for a general
element A € o7, a standard € /3—argument completes the proof of strong continuity with
respect to the norm topology. Given € > 0, let AN € 9 be a locally supported element
such that ||[A — An|| < €/3, and let & > O such that for any t with [t| < 5. One has that
oz (An) — An|| < €/3. Then, it follows that:

log(A) = All < flog(A = AN+ log(An) = AN + A = Al < €.

A similar argument shows that o is strongly continuous with respect to the Fréchet
topology. We start with a finitely supported element A € @4,.. Consider the following
estimation:

H oithy A o—itHyp —A|| ” oitHy A o—itHy _ A o—itH, Hk 4 ||Aefith _AHk
3[ae ™ e —afl, + 3 Al [fe™ " — ],

9 (Al e ||, [l — 1|, + Al [ e —1]],),

k

NN N

where the factors of 3 arise from the multiplicative constant for the norms || - ||. Since
fr(A) < ||A]], it follows that || e~ " ||, < T+ [¢(p + 1)[*. Therefore, one concludes
that

HeithAe—ith _AHk < A2+ 12(p + 1)|k) (e3|t\ HHka_‘]) .
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With an analogous argument as for the norm case, only a finite number of H,, act non-
trivially on A, say H,,,,..., H, . Without loss of generality, assume that p,. is such that
|C(p+ + 1) > |C(p; + 1)I. Then, it follows that

HO-E(A) _A”k < 9HAHk(2+ |C(Pr + ])|k) (€3|t| Hpy+.ootHpp e ]) .

By an argument of € /3, we conclude the strong continuity of the one-parameter group oy
with respect to the Fréchet topology.

3.3. Approximately locality preserving automorphisms. We now turn to the remai-
ning claim left to prove about the restriction of elements in ALP-Aut(.e/), namely that it
defines an automorphism of .<7,,. This will follow from the fact that ALP-Aut(.«) is a
group. In order to prove this, we will reformulate the ALP condition. We start by recalling
ideas of [RWW]. The following definition is a restatement of [RWW, Definition 2.2].

Definition 3.10 (e-inclusion). Let o/ be a C*-algebra, 4 C 7 be a C*-subalgebra and
e > 0. We say that a element A € o7 is e-included in £ if there exists B € 2 such that
[|JA — BJ| < ¢||A]l. We denote this as A€, A. Similarly, given % and € C*-subalgebras,
we will say that 4 is e-contained in %, in symbols & C. €, if Ac.% forany A € A.

In the following, we present some technical properties regarding the notion of e-inclu-
sion. Both the statements and proofs have been adapted from those in [RWW]. As a
notational convention, given a C*-algebra 7 and a *-subalgebra %, we will denote by
B ={Aed| [A,B] =0, VB e A} the commutant of % in 7. Let us start with a
general useful result.

Lemma 3.11. Let < be a C*-algebra, and B,% C o two x—subalgebras. If B C. €',
then
1B, CIIl < 2¢|B| [IC] ,

forany B € Band C € €.
Proof. LetB € #,C € € and let A € €’ satisty |[B — A|| < ¢||B||. Then
1B, Clll = [I[B—A,CI|l < 2[[B—A[[[C]| < 2e|B] |[C|

as claimed. 0
The next result specifically concerns spin algebras.

Lemma 3.12. Let </ be the spin algebra associated with the lattice 7.¢, and let « €
Aut(.e/) be an automorphism of <.
(1) Let A C Z¢ and assume that A € </ satisfies
A, Bl < el Al |IBIl, VB € «(a/(A)).
Then, A €. (o/ (A°)).
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(2) Let Ay C Z9, withi = 1,2, be two subsets such that «(o/ (\;)) Ce, (L) for
some €1,€, > 0, and some L C 79, Then:

A (59) Cor (e (AS NAS))
with ¢’ .= 2(eq1 + €3).

Proof. (1) Let us start with A finite. Notice that the assumption in (1) is equivalent to
[l (A),D]|| < eljec”(A)]|||D]| for all D € o/ (A). This implies, in view of [NSW,

Corollary 3.1], that [Jac= " (A) —TTA(ec T (A))|| < g||la T (A)]| = €]|A||. Therefore, given
A € o/ as in the hypothesis, define C := x oI o oc_' (A). Then, one has that
JA=C[ = [l (A) =TTA(a T (A))]| < €Al

Since by construction C € (.27 (A€)), one concludes that A €, (<7 (A°)). It remains
to prove the infinite case. Take A C Z9 be an infinite subset. By construction of the spin
algebra, we can find a sequence of finite subsets A; C A such that any element in <7 (A)
can be approximated by an increasing sequence of elements supported in the respective
7 (A;). Given A € & as in the hypothesis, we can apply the result for the finite case to
the elements C; := cco T, o o' (A). This shows that A €, (e (AY)) for every A;.
Thus, one gets

A — «(TTxA (o (A)))] < limiinf |A—Ci|| < e||A]

and this concludes the argument.

(2) As we have done previously, let us assume that A; and A, are finite subsets. The
infinite case can be then deduced with the same approximation procedure used above. Let
B € o/(%£¢) and define By := aoTTp, o '(B) and By 5 := a0 TTp, o ' (B7). Notice
that o~ '(B7) belongs to <7 (A$), and in turn By ; belongs to (o7 (A N AS)). Then, one
has

IB—Bizll = lloc ' (B) = TTa, (o " (B4))I| = [l (B) = TTa, (TTa, (o' (B)))
< o™ (B) —Ta, (o7 (B))| + ([T, (0" (B)) =TT, (TTa, (o' (B)))]]-

Let us start by examining the first term of the last inequality. From the hypothesis, one
has that /(A7) C, o ' (& (Z)). Observing that o ' (B) € o« ' (& (£°)) and &7 (L) C
7 (L)', one can use Lemma 3.11 to deduce

A, & (B)]] < 2er[|A] [lo ' (B)]
for any A € o/ (/). This allows us to use [NSW, Corollary 3.1] to deduce
o ' (B) = TTa, (' (B))|| < 2&1]l” ' (B)|| = 2¢4]|BJ| (3.10)

For the second term, by observing that [T, o [Tx, = TTx, o ITA, and the fact that Tx,
reduces the norm, one gets

ITTA; (o™ (B)) = TTA, (TTA, (o (B < [l (B) —TTa, (o (B))]| < 2e2||B]
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where the last inequality follows with the same argument used for (3.10). Summing up,
one gets ||B — By 2| < ¢’||BJ|, which proves the claim. O

Remark 3.13. Let us observe that point (ii) in the previous Lemma 3.12 can be gen-
eralized for any finite collection of finite subsets {/\k}E:1 in the following sense: if
o (Ay)) Cep (Z) for some collection ¢, > 0 and £ C Z4, then &/ (X¢) C,
o (o (NAS)), where ¢/ = 2(ey1 + ...+ €,). To show this, define inductively the el-
ements By x = aolls o o ! (B1,...k—1), starting with By := aoTlu, o o~ (B).
Following the argument used for (3.10), one gets that

l™ (B) =TTa; 0 (B[] < 2¢5[B]|
for each j € {1,...,n}. Now, we get the following estimation:
IB—Bi, .nl = [0 (B)=TIx, 0...0Tx, (o '(B))]|
< e (B) =TI, («'(B))|| + || ' (B) =TT, , 0...0TTA, (o' (B))]|

n

< Z o (B) = TTA, (7 1(B))]|
K—1

< 2(e9+...4+¢en) ||Bl,

where the first inequality follows from |[TTA, || < 1, and the second inequality is obtained
by applying the argument inductively. Since Bq . belongs to « (;zf (ﬂ/\jc)), we get
the desired result. Furthermore, the same argument extends to a countable collection of
finite subsets. Indeed, let {Ay}xen be such that (o7 (Ay)) C., </ (X) for all k, with
g > 0and )}, g < oo. Then, &7 (L) Cry ¢, a2/ (NAS)). To see this, set /N\TL =
U’klz1 Axand C, = xxolTl A, © o~ 1(B). Observe that the sequence {C,,} converges to
C=oxollpoa '(B) where A = | J, Ax. Hence,

IB—Cll < liminf|[B—Cnll < 2liminf) eclBl = ) ecl[B]
" " k=1 k=1
as desired. <

The next concept, based on [RWW, Definition 3.5], is needed to introduce an alternative
characterization of the notion of an almost locality preserving automorphism.

Definition 3.14 (Approximately locality preserving automorphisms). Let & € Aut(<)
be an automorphism and f € 8*(Ny). We say that « is an Approximately Locality-
Preserving automorphism with f(r)-tails if for any ball B,(s), p € Z% and s € N, one
has that o (7 (B, (s))) is s47'f(r)-contained in <7 (B, (s + 1)),

For r = 0 the condition in the definition is trivially satisfied whenever f(0) > 1.
Although the Definition 3.14 for approximately locality preserving automorphisms is
stated using the notion of near inclusions, in the next Proposition we show that the
set of approximately locality preserving automorphisms coincides exactly with the set
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ALP-Aut(.«7). In this sense Definition 3.14 provides just a different characterization of
the ALP-condition in Definition 3.1.

Proposition 3.15. Definitions 3.1 and 3.14 are equivalent.

Proof. Let ot : @/ — </ be an almost locality-preserving automorphism, and let f(*) be
the function from Definition 3.1. To show that « satisfies Definition 3.14, we prove that
for any ball B, (s), one has:

x(# (Bp(s))) Cearperyy) #(Bpls+71)).
Indeed, for any A € <7 (B, (s)), the definition of f!*) implies
L x
1A
Since o7 (B, (s + 1)) is finite dimensional, the infimum is attained. This verifies that
is approximately locality-preserving with f(®) —tails. Conversely, suppose that o satisfies
Definition 3.14 with f(r)-tails. Then, for any ball B,,(s) and A € /(B (s)), we have

inf la(A) — Bl < s4 (1) lIA]l
BE/ (Bp (s+1))

inf ‘ (A) —BH < sl ()
Bed/ (Bp(s+71))

Since this bound holds for any ball B, (s), taking the supremum as in Definition 3.1, one
obtains f(*) (1) = f(r) € §*(Ny). This confirms that « is almost locality preserving. [

The equivalent characterization of ALP-automorphisms in terms of the approximately
locality preserving condition is a crucial ingredient to prove that set of ALP-automor-
phisms forms a group under composition. In particular, this result implies that the inverse
of an ALP-automorphism « also belongs to this class. Before establishing that ALP-
automorphisms indeed form a group, we present two technical results. The first is inspired
by ideas from [RWW, Lemma 3.4], and the second by [RWW, Lemma 3.3]. In order to
lighten the notation in the following, let us introduce the integers

...
Zi,j = bd(h])J
where | x| denotes the integer part of x, and d(i,j) is the distance between 1 and j.

Lemma 3.16. Let o« € ALP-Aut(<?) with f(v)—tails. Then, for any finite subset £ C 7.4
and any subset A C 74, the following bound holds:

(L) Crpy (A (A)), (3.11)
where
fas =8 Y flzij), (3.12)
iEA jex

and the convergence of the sum (for /\ infinite) is guaranteed by the properties (2.1) and
(2.2) of the metric, along with the rapid decay of f.
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Proof. Let o be an ALP-automorphism with tail function f(r), and assume without loss of
generality that f(0) = 1. Let i,j € Z% and observe that B;(d(i,j)) C {j}°. If d(i,j) < 2,
then we trivially have the inclusion
(A ({i}) Crzy) {1
Now, if d(i,j) > 2, we obtain, from the ALP condition, the chain of inclusions
x(F{i}) = (& (Bi(1))) Crrzyy & (Bill+2i5)) C Z({5}).
According to Remark 3.13, given a subset A C Z9, it follows that

{3} Caxintlzy) o (A)).

The convergence of the sum is guaranteed by the properties (2.1) and (2.2) of the metric,
along with the rapid decay of f. This relation can be equivalently written as

o (A () Caxinrtzy) FA) .

By considering again Remark 3.13 for o«™"

SN Caxopse oy & (F(I9)),

, one gets that

Then, according to Lemma 3.11 one gets

IIC", D < <8ZZf(Zm)> IC D

i€ jex
forall C’ € &/(A)and D’ € o' (.7 (Z)). This latter relation can be equivalently written
as
IIC, DIl < fas [ICIHD]

with C € « (&7 (A)), D € &7(X) and the constant given by (3.12). By applying Lemma
3.12 (1), one gets that
(L) Crnp a(F(A)),

which concludes the proof. 0

Lemma 3.17. Let F : R>o — R>o be a monotonically decreasing function. Define the
function gr : No — R3¢ by
gr(t) == > (t+k+1-1*"TFt+k+1-2). (3.13)
K121
Suppose that gr(t) < oo for all t € Ny. Then, there exists a constant Lq > 0 such that
foranyp € Z4,s > 1, andr > 0,

Z Z F(d(1,j)) < Las® 'ge(r). (3.14)

1€Byp(s) jEBy (s+1)°
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Proof. Givenp € Z4, s > 1 and r > 0, we aim to bound the quantity

Spls,m) == > ) Fd(i,j).

1€Bp(s) jEBp(s+1)°

From the definition of B, (s) one gets that B, (s + )¢ ={j € Z¢ : d(p,j) > s +r—1}.
Let us consider the shells 9B, (R+1) = B,(R+ 1)\ B, (R) for all R > 0. We can foliate
the ball B, (s) using these disjoint shells

s—1

Bp(s) = J9Bp(R+1).

R=0

Note that 0B, (1) = {p}. We re-index this foliation by letting R = s — k. The outer shell
of By, (s) corresponds to R = s — T which means k = 1. The inner-most shell, for which
R =0, corresponds to k = s. Let Ay = 0B, (s —k+ 1), fork = 1,...,s. The foliation
thus takes the form

BP(S) = U Ak .
k=1

From (2.2), it follows that |[Ay| < Kq(s —k)4~! for k < s, and |A| = 1. Now, for each
i € Ay, we define the quantity

M@{B) == Y Fdi,j).
jEBp (s+1)¢
For any j € B, (s + )¢, we can bound its distance to i as
d@G,t) = d(j,p) —di,p) > (r+s—=1)—(s—k) = r+k—1.
The first step uses the reverse triangle inequality, and the second uses the bounds d(j, p) >
s+1v—Tand d(i,p) < s —k (since i € Ay = 0B,(s — k + 1)). The inequality
d(j,i) > v+ k — 1 implies that B, (s 4+ 1)¢ C B;(r + k). Since F is non-negative, we
can bound M(1) by summing over this larger, i-centered set
MB) < > Fd(,j). (3.15)
jeEBi(T+k)°

Similarly to how we foliated B, (s), we can foliate the external domain B; (r + k)€ as

Bi(r+k)° = [JoBi(r+k+1).
1=1
Given j € 0Bi(r + k + 1), we have d(i,j) > r + k + 1 — 2. Since F is monotonically
decreasing, F(d(i,j)) < F(r + k 4+ 1 — 2). The right hand side in (3.15) is bounded as
> FAGL) <Ka) (r+k+1-1TFr4k+1-2), (3.16)

jEBi(r+k)e 1=1



THE LIEB-ROBINSON CONDITION AND THE FRECHET TOPOLOGY 25

where K4 is the geometric constant in (2.2). We can now bound S, (s, 1) by

Sp(s, 1) = Z M) = ZZM(i)

i€Byp(s) k=TieAy
< Ka ) A (Z(r+k+1—1)d1F(r+k+1—z))
k=1 1=1
s—1 00
< KZZ (Z +k+1— )‘”F(r+k+1—2)>
k=1 1=1

+KdZ(r+s+1—1)d’]F(r+s+1—2)
=1

< KZsd! Z T+k+1—1)"TFr+k+1-2)
k,1=1

gr(7) .

Note that this bound is uniform in p € Z4, thus concluding the proof. Hence, the constant
L4 in the statement is equal to K. O

K2d1

Having established these preliminary results, we now turn to prove the group property
of the space of ALP-automorphisms.

Proposition 3.18. The space of ALP-Aut(.«7) is a group under composition.

Proof. We first prove that ALP-Aut(<) is closed under composition. Let &, 3 be two
ALP-automorphisms with tail functions f(*) and f(B), respectively. We will show that
their composition « o ( is also an ALP-automorphism. In fact, for any ball B, (s) C Z¢
and any A € /(B (s)) with ||A|| = 1, we will provide the bound

inf loco B(A) —B| < s Th(r)
Bed/(By(s+71))
for some function h € 8"(Ny). Define n(r) := |r/2] and l(r) := r — [r/2]. Since

</ (B, (R)) is a finite-dimensional closed subalgebra, the infimum is attained for any R.
Note that B, (s + 1(r)) € By (s + 7). Let D € &7 (B, (s + 1(r))) be such that

inf .y, IBAA) =Bl = [[B(A)—DI|.
Beo/ (Bp(s+1(r
By the ALP condition for 3, we have
IB(A) =D < s FP)(1(r)). (3.17)

Moreover, using the reverse triangle, one gets

D] < inf IB(A) = B[+ [IBA)]] < 2. (3.18)
Bed/ (Byp(s+1(r)))
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Similarly, let C € </ (B, (s + 1)) be the element attaining the infimum for «(D):
inf ), 16D) =Bl = [la(D) = C].

Beo/ (B (s+71)
Since D is supported in B, (s +1(r)) and s + 1(r) +n(r) = s + 1, the ALP condition for

o implies

|o(D) = C[| < (s+ 1) (n(r) D] < 297 (s +1(r) 4 1) £ (n(r)) DI

(3.19)
where, in the last bound, we have used the inequality (a + b)™ < 2™(a™ + b™) for any
n € Ny and a, b > 0. Combining (3.17), (3.18), and (3.19), one obtains

inf |(B(A)) =B < [|«(B(A)) —C — a(D) + «(D)||

Beo (Bp(s+T1))

IB(A) = DJ +[[x(D) - C]

ST (1(1) + 2971 (5471 + U4 F) (n(m) D
s (EPB(U) + 241 + U D9 (m(r) .
Therefore, one concludes that « o 3 has a tail function provided by

h(r) ;= fPB(1(r) +2¢(1 + 1) (n(r)) . (3.20)

NN N

Now we prove that ALP-Aut(.«) is closed under inversion. Let & be an ALP automor-
phism with tail function (). To show that oc! is also an ALP-automorphism, we will
use Lemma 3.16. Specifically, we take £ = B,,(s) and A = B, (s + 7)€ in the statement
of the lemma. Then, by applying oc~! to both sides of the inclusion (3.11), we obtain:

o (/(By(s)) Cr sy @ (Bpls+1))

where to simplify the notation we introduced the function ﬁp :N x Ny — R, given by
K gl _ ()
(1) o= fo im0 =8 D ) F¥(ziy)
i€Bp(s+1)¢jEBy ()

for each p € Z4. To prove that o« ' is ALP, it suffices to show that there exists h €
8(No) such that h, (s, 1) < s "h(r) uniformly in p. Since f(*) belongs to $* (N), this
function satisfies the hypothesis in Lemma 3.17. Therefore, for any p € Z%, s > 1 and
r > 0, it follows that

~ k+1-2
hy(s,1) < 8Lgsd! Z (r+k+1—1)4"1f ({%J) .
>
Finally, since f(®) € §7(Nj), it then follows that the function
k -2
h(r) = 8La Y (r+k+1—1)4Tf Qib (3.21)

2
K, 1>1
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belongs to 8(Ny). Here, by the discussion in Appendix A.3, we can assume that h in fact
belongs to 8T (Np). O

Remark 3.19. In the references [KS1] and [RWW] the authors consider the notion of
almost locality-preserving (ALP) automorphisms in the one-dimensional case with the
standard metric on Z. In [KS1], the definition they adopt is similar to Definition 3.1,
but instead of balls, the condition is required to hold over all finite intervals in Z. On
the other hand, in [RWW], the authors employ a version similar to Definition 3.14, but
the approximation is required to hold uniformly over all intervals —finite or infinite. In
this one-dimensional setting, they show that if « is ALP with tail function f, then o 'is
also ALP with tail function 4f, which follows from their more rigid interval-based setup.
In our work, motivated by the goal of extending the notion of almost locality-preserving
automorphisms to arbitrary spatial dimension d, we have slightly adapted the definition
and focused instead on metric balls as basic regions. While this adjustment sacrifices
some of the simplicity, such as the neat 4f bound for o™, it allows us to formulate a
consistent definition valid for general lattices (Z9, d), beyond the d = 1 case. <

We are now 1n position to justify a fact left open at the end of the Section 3.1.

Corollary 3.20. Any element x € ALP-Aut(<?) restricts to an automorphism of the
Fréchet algebra <7,.

Proof. Proposition 3.18 implies that also o«~' € ALP-Aut(</). By Propositions 3.7, one
concludes that both o and o« ! restricts to continuous *-homomorphisms of the Fréchet
algebra .o7,,. Therefore, such a restriction is a automorphism of .o7,,. O

3.4. Lieb-Robinson type automorphisms. With the Fréchat algebra and its automor-
phism group in hand, we return to Lieb-Robinson bounds. We will follows here the
definition of [NSY] and [Naa].

One says that F : [0,+00] — [0,+00) is a reproducing function (or F-function) for
(Z4, d) if:
(1) it is uniformly integrable, meaning that

IFIl :== sup Y F(d(x,y)) < +o0;

x€Z4 yEZd

(i1) it satisfies a convolution condition

F(d(x,z))F(d(z,y))

Cr = su < 4o00.
' X,yegd ZGZZd F(d(x)y))

While the following definition does not refer to any derivation, it is inspired by re-
sults on well-behaved derivations in spin algebras, see in particular [NSY, Corollary 3.6]
and [RWW, Lemma 3.3].
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Definition 3.21 (Lieb-Robinson type automorphisms). Let « € Aut(./) be an automor-
phism on the quasi-local algebra .<7. We say that « is of Lieb-Robinson type if there exists
a monotonically decreasing reproducing function F such that:

(i) the inequality

ll(A), Bl < NABIY > F(d(i, i)

i€EA jex

holds for all finite subsets A, Z € Po(Z%) and forall A € o/ (A), B € «7(%); and

(i) the function ff : Ng — [0, +00), defined by
fe(r) == Kige(r), (3.22)

where gf is the function defined in (3.13), belongs to 8(Nj), and the constant K4
is that appearing in the metric condition (2.2).

Remark 3.22. For reproducing functions associated with the lattice (Z4, d), one of the
most natural and widely used examples are those with polynomial decay, such as

Fpol(T) = W, v>1. (3.23)
A detailed discussion of this family of reproducing functions can be found in [NSY, Appe-
ndix A]. We shall return to the class of automorphisms associated with such functions in
the next section. For the present rapidly decaying case, however, introducing an exponen-
tial weight

Fa(r) =e FPO](T)) a >0,

yields a reproducing function whose associated fr_ satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) of Defi-
nition 3.21. In the next section, we shall return to automorphisms satisfying condition (1)
but associated with reproducing functions of the form (3.23), see Definition 3.35. <

Remark 3.23. In physical application one usually start with an injective x-homomorphism
o' 1 . — </ defined initially only on local observable which verifies properties (i) and
(i1) in Definition 3.21. Then o’ extends to a unique automorphism « € Aut(<”) of Lieb-
Robinson type by continuity. Since « restricted to any subalgebra <7 (A) for A C Z finite
coincides with o, it follows trivially that o fulfils condition (i) in Definition 3.21. |

In the following proposition, we show that any automorphism « of Lieb-Robinson type
in the sense of Definition 3.21 is almost locality-preserving in the sense of Definition 3.14.
In turn, any Lieb-Robinson type automorphism is Fréchet continuous.

Proposition 3.24. Let «x € Aut(</) be an automorphism on the spin algebra <7. Suppose
there exists a monotonically decreasing reproducing function F : [0,+00) — [0, +00)
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such that
lloe(A),BI| < IALIBI D ) F(d(i,j)) -
iEAT JEA,
forall Ay, Ay CZYand all A € o/ (A1), B € &/ (A\;). Assume further that for all t > 0,
the quantity

> (t+k+1-1""Ft+k+1-2)
K,1=1
is finite. Then, for any ball B, (s), one has

«( (Bp(s))) Csargiry & (Bpls+71)),

where fr is the function defined in (3.22). In particular, if F is rapidly decreasing, the
automorphism « is an ALP automorphism in the sense of Definition 3.14.

Proof. Letp € Z4%, s > Tand T > 0. According to Lemma 3.12 (1), it is enough to prove
that

Ifec(A), Bl < s ()| Al |B]]
forany A € &/ (By(s)), any B € /(B (s + 1)¢) and an appropriately defined f(r). By
hypothesis on F, one gets from Lemma 3.17 that the function f in (3.22) satisfies

Y oY RAI) < s

i€Byp(s) j€EBy (r+s)¢
Hence, by hypothesis on o« and F, one obtains the desired result. For the special case with

F rapidly decreasing, it follows that f is also rapidly decreasing, and thus « is almost
locality preserving with tail g (7). O

The next step is to prove the converse of Proposition 3.24. To do so, we will need a
technical result whose proof is provided in [KS2, Lemma E.2].

Lemma 3.25. Let f € 8t(Ny). Then there exists a reproducing function F for (Z¢, d),
such that F € 8t(Ny), and f(r) < F(r) for any v € N,.

Proposition 3.26. Ler x € ALP-Aut(.«). Then « is of Lieb-Robinson type.

Proof. Let o be an ALP automorphism with tail function f(r). Without loss of generality,
let us assume that f(0) = 1. Let £, A C Z4 be finite subsets. From the proof of Lemma
3.16, one has the bound

IT(A), Bl < 8> > f(ziy)lIA] 1B,
i€A jex
for all A € &/(A) and B € &/(Z). Now, according to Lemma 3.25, there exists a
reproducing function F € 8" (N,) for (Z4, d) such that 8 f(r) < F(r). Hence, one gets
(1) in Definition 3.21. Since the resulting reproducing function F belongs to 81 (Ny), it
follows that the function ff in condition (ii) in Definition 3.21, also belongs to S(Nj).
Therefore, we conclude that « is of Lieb-Robinson type. 0
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3.5. The Polynomial case. In this section, we extend several of the previous results to
a broader class of interactions, namely those exhibiting at most polynomial decay. To
this end, we introduce a notion of elements with polynomial decay, defined in analogy
with the Fréchet algebra o7, and we adapt the concept of almost locality-preserving au-
tomorphisms to this setting, allowing for polynomially decaying tails. We then define
Lieb—Robinson type automorphisms associated with such polynomially decaying func-
tions Fpy.

As in the rapidly decaying case, ALP automorphisms whose tails decay as r—*—4+1

are shown to be continuous *-homomorphisms on the algebra of k—decaying observables.
in contrast to the rapidly decaying case, the techniques developed in this work do not
guarantee that these homomorphisms form a group under composition. We further es-
tablish a link between polynomially decaying ALP automorphisms and Lieb-Robinson
type automorphisms associated with Fp,, highlighting a nontrivial role played by the lat-
tice dimension d. Finally, we show that the family of flip automorphisms 1\, with { any
polynomial, remains continuous with respect to all these topologies, despite not satisfying
the polynomial ALP condition.

Definition 3.27 ((k) polynomial local observables). We define the algebra o7y of (k)—
polynomially decaying elements of .7 as the completion of 27,. with respect to the
norm ||| - [||; (or, equivalently, with respect to || - [[x). We refer to <7y, as the algebra
of (k)—decaying elements of 7.

Proposition 3.28. The space <7(y) corresponds to those elements A € </ such that: (i)
IAll < oo, and (ii) lim, o (1 + T)kpr(A) =0.

Proof. First of all, let us observe that, in fact, .7y is a subspace of .. Let {A(“)}neN
e be a Cauchy sequence with respect to the norm || - || . Define the functions g,, (1) :
pr(A™). By the definition of || - ||y,

IA™ =A™ = AT — AT+ sup (1 +7) pr (A™ — AT™),
€Ny

1M

we deduce that the sequence {A (™)}, ¢y is also Cauchy with respect to the operator norm.
Therefore, it converges to some element A € /. Additionally, since Ipr(A(“)) —
pr (A < pr(AM™ — A, the sequence of functions g, (r) is Cauchy with res-
pect to the norm ||| - ||[x. Let g(r) := p,(A). By continuity of the partial traces, and
since A(™ — A in norm, it follows that g,, (1) converges pointwise to g(r). To prove
convergence with respect to ||| - |||, fix M € N and consider the following estimate:

sup (T4 1)%gn(r) — g™ < llign(r) — gm (Ml + sup (1 +1)*Igm(r) —g(r)l.
relo,M] rel0,M]

Given € > 0, choose N such that for n,m > N, [||gn (7) — gm (7)||[x < €/2. Then, fix

m > N, so that by pointwise convergence, |g. (1) — g(7)] < Z(Tel\/l)k for all r < M.



THE LIEB-ROBINSON CONDITION AND THE FRECHET TOPOLOGY 31

Hence
sup (1+1)¥gn(r) —g(r)| < e.
re(0,M]
Since the bound is uniform in M, it follows that g,, — g in the norm ||| - |||x.
Moreover, since the sequence g,, () has a limit in the ||| - [||x —topology, there exists C > 0

such that [||gn|/[x < C for all n. By the triangle inequality,

gl < llg — gnlllk + lllgnlll < € + C,

so ||lp+(A)]|lx < o0, and ||Al|x < co. This proves that the closure of <7, is a subspace of
the algebra <7 and that the elements of the closure satisfies (i). Observe now that for any
T € Np and fixed n, one gets

(T +1)pr(A) < NIA =A™l + (T +1)*pr(AM),

Since A(™) is locally supported, there exists Ry, such that p,.(A™) = 0 for v > R,.
Therefore, lim, (1 + 1)*p,(A) = 0. This shows that the elements in 7y satisfy (1)
and (i).

It remains to show the converse. Let A € & such that ||A|lx < oo and lim,_,(1 +
T)*p,(A) = 0. Define the locally supported sequence A(™ := TTp () (A). Notice that
pn(A) = [J[A — A Since for T > s one has that TTg, () 0 TTg,(s)c = TTp,(s)c, ONE
deduces that

A —AM||if 0

<
p+(A) if r>n

pr(A—AM) = {

Hence, it follows that

IA =A™ = pn(A) +sup(1 +1)ps(A).
T>n
By assumption (i), the term p,(A) tends to zero, and by (ii), the supremum term also
vanishes as n — oco. Hence, A belongs to .#/y). O

Remark 3.29. Analogously to Proposition 2.1 for the Fréchet algebra 7., the algebra
4k inherits a Banach x—algebra structure. Furthermore, one gets the chain of inclu-
sions:

o DAy D A2y 2 .. D oo D Hoc.

<

Following the same approach used for <7,,, we say that an x—homomorphism « :
() — ) is continuous if there exists a constant Cy, > 0 such that [[Jc(A)]l[;, <
Cill|Alll5, for all A € oy). We say that « is an automorphism if it and its inverse o'
are continuous. The group of all such automorphisms of the Banach algebra o7y will
be denoted as Aut(.e7(y,). Using an argument analogous to that of Proposition 2.7, any
automorphism o« € Aut(.%/y)) extends uniquely to an automorphism & on the whole
algebra o7 .
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We now introduce a weaker version of ALP-type automorphisms, characterized by
polynomially decaying tails. To this end, we follow Definition 3.1.

Definition 3.30. Let o« € Aut(.<) be an automorphism, and recall the function f(*) from
Definition 3.1. We say that « is (k)-almost locality preserving ((k)-ALP) if f(*) decays
at least as fast as a power law of order k + d — 1. That is, if the following conditions hold:

1 a1 = sup(T+7m)*4 () < oo and  lim (14 7)) (r) = 0.
reN, T—00

We denote the space of (k)-ALP automorphisms as (k) — ALP-Aut(<).

Remark 3.31. The additional power factor of d — 1 in the decay rate can be traced back
to the definition of H, (s, 1) (Definition 3.1). This extra power is necessary to control the
s4=T prefactor that appears in the general ALP bound. <

Proposition 3.32. Any (k)—ALP-automorphism restricts to a continuous x—homomorphism
on the Banach x—algebra /). Furthermore, for k > 1, one has

(k) — ALP-Aut(«/) C (1) — ALP-Aut(.«7).

Proof. The proof of Proposition 3.7 applies equally well in this setting. There, in expres-
sion (3.5) an upper bound for p,(ct(A)) was established in terms of D(®)(r) and p,(A).
From this estimate, one concludes that &(.%/y)) C /). Furthermore, expression (3.6)
tells us that « is continuous with respect to the || - || —topology. The second claim follows
directly from the definition. 0J

Remark 3.33. Once again, one can provide an alternative definition of the space of (k)-
ALP automorphisms, following an approach analogous to that of Definition 3.14. Specifi-
cally, we say that an automorphism « is an (k)—approximately Locality-Preserving au-
tomorphism with f(r)—tails if there exists a non-increasing decaying function f : Ny —
R0 such that [[[fl[[x;q 1 < 0o and lim, ¢, ™47 1f(r) = 0, and such that for any ball
B, (s) C Z* one has that o( 7 (B, (s))) is 47! f(r)—contained in <7 (B, (s + 1)). Using
the same argument as in Proposition 3.15, one shows that this definition is equivalent to
the one given in terms of the decay of f(*). <

Remark 3.34. In contrast with the “smooth” case of ALP automorphisms, for the families
(k) —ALP-Aut(.7) our current estimates do not directly guarantee that they form a group
under composition. In particular, the arguments used in the proof of Proposition 3.18 do
not ensure that the tail associated with the inverse map o« ! still decays polynomially with
orderk +d — 1. |

Now, we turn to the class of Lieb—Robinson type automorphisms associated with the
polynomially decaying reproducing function Fp, defined in (3.23). These polynomial
Lieb—Robinson type bounds are of particular relevance in physics, as they naturally arise
in the study of long-range interactions, namely those whose strength decays polynomially
with the distance [EMNY, TGBEGAL].
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Recall the polynomially decaying reproducing function Fp, as in (3.23). Using this
choice of Fp,, one obtains the following estimate for the associated function f¢, defined
in (3.22):

(r+k+1—1)¢]

fro(t) = KG ) —— =Ki ) (r+k+1-1)7"
G Ttk l=T)arts S
m
=Ki) ——— = 0(1/?

where the last estimate is obtained by bounding the sum with an integral. Note that this
estimate is meaningful provided v > 2.

We now reformulate Definition 3.21 to include automorphisms whose interaction strength
decays polynomially, thereby extending the notion of Lieb—Robinson type bounds to the
polynomial setting.

Definition 3.35. Let o be an automorphism on the algebra .7, and let Fpy : [0, 00) —
[0, 00) be a reproducing function for (Z4, d) of the form (3.23) for v € Zs4,1. We say
that o is a (v)—Lieb-Robinson type if the inequality

ll(A), Bl < CAIBID Y Fea(d(i,i)
ieN jex
for some constant C > 0, holds for all finite subsets A, L € Po(Z%) and for all A €
o (N), B € o/(X).

The stronger condition v > d + 1 is imposed to establish a direct connection between
this class of Lieb-Robinson type dynamics and the family of (k)-ALP automorphisms
introduced above. Moreover, although this may initially seem like a technical require-
ment, in [KuwSa] the authors argue that such polynomial decay—namely interactions of
order 1/R* with o > 2d + T—is in fact necessary to guarantee the emergence of a linear
light-cone.

Proposition 3.36. Let « be a (v)—Lieb—Robinson type automorphism on < for v >
d+ 1. Then xis a (v— d — 1)-ALP automorphism.

Proof. Let « be an automorphism of (v)—Lieb-Robinson type. Arguing analogously to
Proposition 3.24, and using that ¢, (1) = O (1 / 1’"_2), we conclude that « is indeed a
(v —d — 1)—ALP automorphism. O

Finally, the question arises —as in the case of the Fréchet algebra .<7,,—whether every
automorphism of the Banach x—algebra .7y is a (k) —ALP automorphism. To explore
this, we once again consider a flip-type automorphism as in Example 3.5.

Proposition 3.37. For any polynomial ( of degree at least 2, the corresponding flip au-
tomorphism \p defines a continuous x—homomorphism \p; : ) — () for every
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k € N. However, none of these automorphisms belongs to any of the classes (k) —
ALP-Aut(.«/).

Proof. Recall from Example 3.5 that the function Hy,, associated with a flip automor-
phism satisfies Hy, (s,1) > 1/2forany s > 1 and v > 0. Therefore, it follows that 1\,
does not belong to any class (k) — ALP-Aut(.«/).

On the other hand, following the arguments of Subsection 3.2, one has that for each
k € N, there exists M > 0, depending only on k and on the polynomial degree of (,
such that:

We(Alle < MyllAllk

for all A € ./x). Now, to show that . (%y)) C .&/y), we need to verify that for any
A € 9y, the following holds:

Tim (T+7) pr (1 (A)) = 0.

In the proof of Fréchet continuity of 1\, an increasing sequence {T, },en C N—depending
on (—and a constant C; > O were constructed such that, for any A € .24, and any
s€[0yTnyy —1n — 1],

(1410 +8)prss(We(A) < 2(Co+ D1 + 1) pr (A).

This inequality implies that lim,_,o,(1 + 7)*p, (W (A)) = O for all A € Zi,.. Since
Pr(A — wWs(A)) = pr(A) for all , the same conclusion holds for all A € .. Finally,
for arbitrary A € #y) and any B € .o/, one has:

(T+1)pr(We(A) < (14 1)*pr(We (A —B)) + (14 1)*p:(We(B))
< 2My [JA = Blli + (1 4+ 1)%p, (W (B)).

Since A, is dense in 27y, the desired limit follows.
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APPENDIX A. BASIC FACTS ON FRECHET %-ALGEBRAS

A Fréchet algebra is a straightforward generalization of a Banach algebra. Recall that a
Banach algebra 4 is an algebra over C, with anorm ||-|| which satisfies ||AB|| < ||A[|||B]|,
for all A,B € B, and which is complete for the topology given by the norm || - ||. In the
following we will use the notation Ny := {0} U N.

A.1. Frechét spaces. To begin with, let 7" be a vector space over C, and let {|| - ||k }xen,
be a sequence of seminorms on #. We say that ¥ is a Fréchet space if #" is complete for
the topology given by the seminorms. This means that a sequence {A, }nen, of elements
of ¥ converges to an element A € ¥ if for each € > 0 and each k € Ny, there is some
sufficiently large Ny . > O such that ||[A, — A||x < € forn > N;, ¢. In other words A,
tends to A in each of the seminorms. This defines the topology on ¥, and ¥ is of course
complete if and only if every Cauchy sequence in 7 converges to an element of 7. A
base of neighborhoods of zero for such a topology consists of sets

Uiy en)..(kprep)) = AAE P Al < €1 yenn [|Aflk, < €pl.

Recall that in a topological vector space, the topology is determined by a base of zero
neighborhoods.

Now let 0N = {|| - |[x}ken, and N’ = {]| - ||; }xen, be two sequences of seminorms on
V. We say that 9t and 0’ are equivalent sequences of seminorms if the topologies they
induce on ¥ are equivalent. We say that 91’ is an increasing sequence of seminorms on
VAf ||All < [|[A]li,q forallk € Noand A € 7.

Proposition A.1. If ¥ is any vector space over C with seminorms 2t = {|| - ||« }xen, , then
there exists an equivalent increasing sequence of seminorms N’ ={|| - ||.}xen, given by

[
IAIL = max Al .

Once 7 has been endowed with an increasing sequence of seminorms one can define a
base of neighborhoods of zero simply bay

u(k,e) = {A = 4 | ”AHk < €} .

Proposition A.2. Two increasing sequences of seminorms M = {|| - ||x}xen, and N’ =
{I -l xen, on ¥ define equivalent topologies if and only if for every k € Ny, there exists
m € Ny and Cy > 0 such that ||A|lx < Cx||A|ls and ||A|l} < Cx||Allm.

A.2. Frechét «-algebras. Next assume that .<7 is a Frechét space with respect to a system
of increasing sequences of seminorms 9 = {||-||x }xen, and endowed with a multiplication
operation defined on it, so that o7 is a algebra over C. We say that <7 is a Fréchet algebra
if for each k € N, there exists a constant Cy, > 0 and a natural number m > k such that

[ABlh < Cil[Allm IBllm,  ABe . (A.D)

IEréchet algebras, as defined here, are also called By-algebras.
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This implies that the tultiplication is jointly continuous, i.e.if A,, — A and B,, — B
one has that A, B, — AB. Therefore, joint continuity of multiplication is part of the
definition of a Fréchet algebra. A Fréchet algebra .« may or may not have an identity
(or unit) element 1. If < is unital, we do not require that ||1||, = 1, as is often done for
Banach algebras.

A Fréchet x-algebra is a Fréchet algebra with a continuous involution.

A.3. Rapidly decaying sequence. Let S(Nj) be the space of complex valued sequences
that decay at infinity faster than any power (Schwartz-type sequences), i. e.

8(No) = {g:No = C||llglllk <00, VkeNo}
where the system of norms ||| - |||y is defined by

llglllk = sup (1+71)"Ig(r)] < +o0,  VkeNp (A.2)

€Ny

Since (1 4+ 7)1 > (1 + 1)¥ it follows that |||glll < |llglllke1 for every g € 8(Np),
meaning that the system of norms is increasing.

Proposition A.3. The vector space 8(Ny) turns out to be a a Fréchet space when topolo-
gized by the family of norms ||| - |||x.

Observe that
(1 4+ If(r)g(m)] < (1 +71)** [f(r)] 1g(r)]
one immediately deduces that

IIfgllhe < [lifllhe [lgllhe, ¥k eNo (A.3)

i. e. all the norms are submultiplicative with the pointwise product. The space S(Np) can
also be endowed with the involution given by the complex conjugation. If g € S(Np)
then g* is the sequence defined by g*(r) := g(r). Clearly g* € 8(Ny) and one can easily
check that

llgg™lihe < Nglliz = Nlg*ll,  VkeNo. (A4)

Furthermore, any function f € §(Ny) can be bounded above by a monotonically decreas-
ing function g € 8(Nj). For instance, one can define g by:

g(r) = supf(s). (A.5)

s>T

Proposition A.4. The space 8(Ny) is a Fréchet x-algebra with respect to the pointwise
multiplication and the complex conjugation.
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