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We propose a method to construct universal order paramietegaiantum phase transitions in many-body
lattice systems. The method exploits tHeorthogonality of a few near-degenerate lowest stateseoftamil-
tonian describing a given finite-size system, which makesstible to perform finite-size scaling and take full
advantage of currently available numerical algorithms.e&plicit connection is established between the fidelity
per site between twél-orthogonal states and the energy gap between the grouedastd low-lying excited
states in the finite-size system. The physical informatiocoded in this gap arising from finite-size fluctua-
tions clarifies the origin of the universal order paraméfég.demonstrate the procedure for the one-dimensional
guantum formulation of thg-state Potts model, fay = 2, 3,4 and 5, as prototypical examples, using finite-size
data obtained from the density matrix renormalization grdMRG) algorithm.

PACS numbers: 03.67.-a, 03.65.Ud, 03.67.Hk

Order parameters are pivotal to the Landau-Ginzburgdegenerate GSs, the corresponding UOP is nonzero, whilst in
Wilson description of phase transitions for a wide range otthe symmetric phase, withly) = |¢), the UOP is zero. It
critical phenomena, both classical and quantum, in manyhas been demonstrated that such UOPs can successfully de-
body systems arising from spontaneous symmetry breakingcribe the symmetry broken phases in both one-dimensional
(SSB)!? Despite their importance, relatively few systematic and two-dimensional quantum syste#ds.
methods for determining order parameters have been pro- Since SSB occurs only in the thermodynamic limit, this
posed. One method proposed for quantum many-body latonstruction of UOPs only makes sense in infinite-size quan-
tice systems utilizes reduced density matrig@his approach  tum many-body systems. It is clearly desirable however, to
takes advantage of the degenerate ground states (GSs) whicbnstruct UOPs directly from finite-size systems. This will
appear when a symmetry of the Hamiltonian is broken spontarot only make it possible to perform finite-size scaling, but
neously in the thermodynamic limit. An order parameter caralso make it possible to take full advantage of currentlylava
be identified with an operator that distinguishes the deggee able numerical algorithms, such as quantum Monte Carlo,
GSs. The idea of the method is to search for such an operatéinite-size density matrix renormalization group (DMR®),
by comparing the reduced density matrices of the degeneand finite-size TN algorithm¥ Here we propose and test a
ate GSs for various subareas of the system. This method wapecific scheme to do this in the finite-size context for sys-
demonstrated in models that are considered to exhibit dimetems with SSB.
scalar chiral, and topological ordets. Construction of UOPs fronH-orthogonal states.¥irst,

Another approach makes use of the ground-state fidelity ofve recall the notion of fidelity per lattice site. The fidelity
a quantum many-body systei¥. For a quantum phase tran- F(l¢1), l2)) = [(p1lp2)| between two stateg; ) and|e,) scales
sition (QPT) arising from SSB, a bifurcation appears in theasF(l1), lv2)) ~ d(lg1), lg2))", with L the number of lattice
ground-state fidelity per lattice site, with a critical poilen-  sites. The fidelity per lattice sftel is the scaling parameter
tified as a bifurcation point.This in turn results in the con-
cept of the universal order parameter (UGHN terms of InF(l¢1). lp2))
the fidelity per site between a ground state and its symmetry- L ’
transformed counterpart. The advantage of the UOP overlo- . . ) . . '
cal order parameters in characterizing QPTs is that the YJOP |WhICh is well defined in the thermodynamic limit. Wil )
model independent, and thus universal, in sharp contraist wi and|e2) grour_1d states for ﬁerept \(alues .Of the cont.rpl pa-
local order parameters, which are usually determined iacan '@meter, the fidelity per lattice site is nothing but the iart
hocfashion. function per site in the classical statistical lattice migde

UOPs have been calculated with tensor network (TN) algoin V\f crfnqse't?er a:(?l?;gIi/tvci)tnhlaﬁ;tj?wi?:ranrtgr?esg/;;?;?igr?ﬁess-
rithms for systems with translational invariance. For Hami 9 sy Y9 9 yrep '

. . : i.e. T= ith U9 = gog®g...an infinite string of
tonians possessing symmetry grd@mith g the element of € ’.UgHUg .H’ wit 9®9®g . . ng
G, UOPs for translational invariant infinite-size systems ar cop;]esfc_)(; rr|1_atr|>g. \1V|th the _S;B,fthe UQPf.|s.def|.ned In terms
defined based on the orthogonal degenerate GSs corresporﬁgisf5 e fiaelity per lattice sital,, for an infinite-size system
ing to SSB, as a measure of distinguishability between gtoun ¥
stately) and quantum statgly), which can be interpreted in
terms of the fidelityF as a measure of the similarity between 0= 4/1-d2,
two states.

Such UOPs satisfy the basic definition of an order paramwhered., = [(|gly)|*'- with L — oo the fidelity per lattice site
eter: namely in the SSB phase, wjih andgly) two of the  between the ground staig) and the quantum staggy).8:1°

Ind(lew), lp2)) = L“_’:Qo 1)

)
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To study UOPs in the finite-size context, it is natura
think of using the fidelity per lattice sitd, for systems o
finite sizelL to construcd,, = lim__,, d_. However, applyinc
the same definition afl, with the GSs of a finite-size syste
fails becausel,, = 0 in all the range foi(y|gy)¥’s = 0 in
both phases, as SSB occurs only in an infinite-size sys
There is however, a way to overcome this obstacle for fii
size systems.

To outline the general idea, consider a system whose h
tonian hasZ,, q € Z* symmetry. At zero temperature, f
the symmetry broken phase, we hayalegenerate grour
states in the thermodynamic limit and we do expect tha
symmetry is spontaneously broken. First we calculgien-
lying states of this system with finite size denoting thdth
eigenstate and corresponding eigenvaluégiyand E;, sat-
isfying Hlgi) = Eil¢i). TheZ; symmetry can be understo

as rotations among the variables pointing in the corresponq:
ing field directions. Thus the Hilbert space associated Witr{
Z4 can be separated into disjoint sectors labeled by the phas

wm = exp(2ri(lm-1)/q) with m = 1,2,...,q. For our pur-
pose, we constructH-orthogonal statelg,) from theq low-
lying stateq¢m) by

Wm) = > whlclg), 3)
j

in terms of the above defined phasgs
Here, each pair of the states are set to be orthogonal with
respect tiH, i.e.,

WmlHlyr) = 0, 4)

with m # t, so calledH-orthogonality!® The g coeficients
c; are fixed by theH-orthogonality and normalization condi-
tions. The fidelity per lattice site of twbl-orthogonal states
¥ty and|yy) takes the form

1/L

di = Kymlyn)M- = (5)

1o
Zwt]—mlcj|
i

The final step in the scheme is to extrapolate the fidelity

per lattice sited_ between twoH-orthogonal statesgl,, =
lim_ e dy, with the UOP following from the definition in

Eqg. (2). This explains how degenerate GSs in the thermody

namic limit, responsible for symmetry breaking order, egeer
from near degenerate low-lying states in the finite-sizéesys

Application: theg-state Potts modelFhe quantum formu-
lation of theg-state Potts model has hamiltortan

)

g-1

D MM

a=1

+AM?], (6)

wherei are the lattice sites antl denotes the external field
along thezdirection. The operators are written in matrix form:

Ml= O Iq—l MZ: q_l O
b —Iqil

10 0
with M' = (MY) fori = 1,...,q - 1, wherelq is theq x g
identity matrix. The hamiltonian hag, symmetry. Fonl < 1

(7)

(b)
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IG. 1: (color online): Comparison of UORXfor the g-state quan-
um Potts model fog = 2,3,4 and 5 shown ind), (b), (c) and

Eﬁ, respectively. In each case the UOP is calculated fronefisiite

systems and compared with the value obtained in the infaiite-
context.

the system is in th&; symmetry broken ferromagnetic phase,

and a symmetric paramagnetic phase when 1. It is well

known that a continuous (discontinuous) QPT occursyfer

4 (g > 4) atd = 1 where the model is exactly solvé#*®
Consider first the casg = 2, the quantum transverse Ising

model, where matrice®l® and M? are the Pauli matrices*

ando?. Here the continuous QPT dt= 1 is between the

Z, symmetry broken ferromagnetic phase and the symmetric

paramagnetic phase. We compute the ground state wave func-

tion |¢gs) and the first excited state wave functig,,) for

a system with finite siz&, with corresponding ground state

energyEgs and first excited state enerdie. Substituting

w1 = 1 andw,; = -1 into Eq. [3) gives the twdl-orthogonal

states

1) 8)
[4fr2) )

which satisfy theH-orthogonality and normalization condi-

tions{y1|Hly2) = 0 and(y1ly1) = (Yaly2) = 1. Thus, equiva-
ently, we get

Cilgs) + Colext),
Cl|¢gs> - C2|¢ex1>,

2 2
Ic1|“Egs — IC2|“Eexa = 0,

2 2
cal” +col” = 1,

(10)
(11)

Eex1).  The fidelity per lattice site between the twd-
orthogonal states is thus
/L oL L
d = Vo=l - 6P = | o——| . (12
L = Wyt = Jleaf® - Icof?| EvE| (12)

with energy ga@,. = Eex1 — Egs.

In a similar fashion we have constructed the UOPs from the
g low-lying states of they = 3,4 and 5-state quantum Potts
model. Theq — 1 excited states share the same endtgy



above the ground statg,s. Proceeding as for thg = 2 case, (@) 6 (b) 6
the codficientsc; in Eq. (3) ensuring thed-orthogonality - =
(Eq. [@)) and normalization conditions are obtained, wiité t g 4 e g4 =
expression for the fidelity per lattice site now M 2 ‘m W, .‘
1/L K .‘
5L(Y) 0 0
di(1) = (13) 0 0

-8 - -8, —4
(@ DED) + ElD| ® 1ind. Uind_

wheres| (1) = Eex(1)—Egs(1). As such we have established e (©)12 - (d) 6w B Deinor =5
= = =Linear fit ~ = = = Linear fit

explicit connection between the fidelity per site betweea t 8
H-orthogonal states and the energy gap between the grc M 10 - WS 4 ’~..~
state and low-lying excited states, which in turn rendegarcl ‘m 2 N
physical implication for the UOP. We emphasize that each 0 0 .‘~
of H-orthogonal states shares the same valud dbr given -20  -10 0 -10 —g
A 1/Indoo 1/In .
For values of the transverse field in the range9 1 < 1.3,
we calculated the fidelity per lattice sitig(2) between théd- FIG. 2: The &ective relation between the correlation lengthand

orthogonal states for finite-size systemnganging from 10 the UOP. In each case we calculate the correlation lefigth) and
to 500 using the DMRG algorithm. We obtaindd(1) and  UOP O(2) for control parameteft < 1 then fit{.(1) and Indw(1)
thus the UOP for each value sty simple extrapolation with  to the relatior¢., = —a/ Ind., with d(1) = Y1 -O(2). A simple
dL(2) = dw() + L. linear fit gives the values (& = —0.503, (b)a = -0.49, (c)a =

Fig.[1 shows the UOPs obtained fipe= 3,4 and 5 for val-  —0-491 and (da = -0.506.
ues of the transverse field in the rang@ & 1 < 1.3 from
finite-size systemk ranging from 10 to 500 using the DMRC
algorithm. Also shown for comparison are the results o
tained for infinite-size translation-invariant system$h/\ﬂ;$ < -01 %’-hﬂﬂ
infinite time-evolving block decimation (iTEBD) algorith# £ o
The UOPs obtained from the finite-size approach outlin -0.2 8.,
here and the infinite-size approach match with a relative ¢ 0 0.05 01
ference of less than.2 percent, which indicates the succes InL/L '
of our scheme. In general, as also shown in[Hig. 1, the UOI (by O c 0

> (©) 3
seen to be capable of characterizing the nature of the qoman Nﬁ;ﬂ A,
phase transition. Far = 2, 3 and 4 there is a continuous phas E—'_O-l _O_I_O.l JJ_-E
transitions afl = 1, whilst forg = 5 the first-order (discontin- = 0.2 — B & _ prrrelo N
uous) phase transition can l?e seen at 1. Here \fve remark 02 ¥
that the fidelity per site has been demonstrated to be capi 0 005 01 0 0.05 0.1
of detecting the discontinuous phase transitions in thideho InL/L InL/L
through the so-called multiple bifurcation poigts.

Scaling.-For theg-state Potts model, thidow-lying eigen- ~ FIG. 3: Finite-s!ze scaling.of the fide!ity per site at cr.iticali.ty. In
states are the single ground state grdL degenerate first ex- each_case we fit Id_ as a linear fu_nctlon qf Ih/L and identify the
cited states. The energy gap for a system of finite sizé& amplitudeb with data for system sizk ranging from 50 to 500. The
obeys the relatioa, ~ d- as Eq.[(IB) indicates. In the SSB resilts are (a = ~1.96, (b)b = ~2.06 and (cp = ~2.06.
phase with1 < 1 away from the phase transition point, the

eigenspectrum is gapful and the energy gajs related tothe  he expected relation between the fidelity per site of he
correlation lengtii by 6. ~ exp (-L/2¢1). TakingL — oo, grthogonality states and finite sizeat criticality is Ind, ~

the fidelity per lattice sit@l, and correlation lengtd., are  _in /L. The results presented in Fig. 3 indicate that this re-
expected to be related by lation is more precisely
_. 11 Ind, ~-2InL/L. (15)
=" 2indy (14)

At the same time, keeping enough states with the DMRG
Fig.[2 shows this expected relation betweks{1) andé. (1) algorithm, we have accurately obtained the gapetween
for different values ofl. Here, the data are mainly obtained the ground state and thg ¢ 1)-th lowest state at criticalit?
using the iTEBD algorithm for infinite-size systems. The re-Here it is known thatA ¢ = constant, which can be seen in
sults are consistent with the relatidn14) holding thraugth the results of Figl]4. The case = 5 is particularly chal-
the SSB phase < 1. lenging because the mass gap is small, with the exact value

At the critical pointd = 1, the correlation lengtlf and A = 0.0020544 . .19:23

energy gap. scale as ~ 1/6.. With scale invariance at Conclusions.—We have introduced a scheme for construct-
criticality, ¢ ~ L, and thuss, ~ 1/L. Then withd,': ~ L ing UOPs to investigate QPTs using a sethbiorthogonal
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FIG. 4: Physical gap vs correlation lengtlf for the g-state quan-
tum Potts model at criticality. For systems slzeanging from 40 to
300, and a maximum number of 240 states kept during simakatio
with the DMRG algorithm, we fit the data 8¢ = constant. For
g = 5 afinite gap is obtained by extrapolating with finite truimmat
dimension from the iTEBD algorithm. In each case convergeac
expected towards the origin. Howevergat 5 the mass gap termi-
nates at the exact value= 0.0020544 . ..

states in finite-size systems.

We have established an egcience Foundation of China (Grant Nos.
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it possible to perform finite-size scaling and take full agva
tage of currently available numerical algorithms. The sche
has been tested for thep-state quantum Potts model with

g = 2,3,4 and 5 using the finite-size DMRG algorithm.
We have demonstrated that the UOPs obtained in the finite-
size context agree with the UOPs obtained directly from the
infinite-size context (Fid.]1). Our results suggest thathie
range where SSB occurs, theorthogonal states defined and
obtained in finite-size systems correspond togliegenerate
ground states for the infinite system when systemlsize .

This clarifies how degenerate GSs emerge in the thermody-
namic limit from low-lying near-degenerate states throtigh
orthogonality. The UOPs we have thus defined are a further
application of the fidelity per site in the characterisatafn
QPTs.

Furthermore, the general relatidn{14) between the correla
tion lengths and the fidelity is seen to hold in the SSB phase.
At criticality we have established the resltl15) for thalswm
of the fidelity per site. Although we have considered UOPs
from the point of view of finite-size systems wily symme-
try breaking, it is anticipated that the scheme outlineceher
can also be extended and applied to any system undergoing a
phase transition characterized in terms of SSB.

This work is supported in part by the National Natural
11174375 and

plicit connection between the fidelity per site between twol11374379) and by Chongging University Postgraduates’ Sci-
H-orthogonal states and the energy gap between the grourahce and Innovation Fund (Project No. 200911C1A0060322).
state and low-lying excited states in the finite-size systemM.T.B. acknowledges support from the 1000 Talents Program
which clarifies the physical meaning of the UOP. This makesf China.

1 L. D. Landau, E. M. Lifshitz and E. M. PitaevskiStatistical
PhysicqButterworth-Heinemann, New York, 1999).

10345 (1993); U. Schollwoeck, Rev. Mod. Phyg, 259 (2005).
13 G. Vidal, Phys. Rev. Let91, 147902 (2003); Phys. Rev. Le@3,

2 PW. Anderson, Basic Notions of Condensed Matter Physics 040502 (2004); F. Verstraete, D. Porras and J.1. Cirac, FRge

(Westview Press, Boulder, 1997).

3 S. Furukawa, G. Misguich and M. Oshikawa, Phys. Rev. 196it.
047211 (20086).

4 H.-Q. Zhou and J.P. Barjaktarevi¢, J. Phys4® 412001 (2008);
H.-Q. Zhou, J.-H. Zhao and B. Li, J. Phys.ZA, 492002 (2008);
J.-H. Zhao, H.-L. Wang, Bo Li and H.-Q. Zhou, Phys. Re\8%&
061127 (2009); B. Li, S.-H. Li and H.-Q. Zhou, Phys. Rev7g,
060101R (2009).

5 J.-H. Zhao and H.-Q. Zhou, Phys. Rev88, 014403 (2009).

6 S.-H. Li, Q.-Q. Shi, Y.-H. Su, J.-H. Liu, Y.-W. Dai and H.-Q.
Zhou, Phys. Rev. B6, 064401 (2012).

7 H.-L. Wang, J.-H. Zhao, B. Li and H.-Q. Zhou, J. Stat. Mech.:
Theory Exp. L10001 (2011); H.-L. Wang, Y.-W. Dai, B.-Q. Hu
and H.-Q. Zhou, Phys. Lett. 75, 4045 (2011); H-L. Wang, A-
M. Chen, B. Li and H-Q. Zhou, J. Phys.45, 015306(2012).

8 J.-H. Liu, Q.-Q. Shi, H.-L. Wang, J. Links and H.-Q. Zhou, Bhy
Rev. E86, 020102(R) (2012).

9 M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang, Quantum Computation and

Quantum Information (Cambridge University Press, Cangmjd
Li, H.-L. Wang,

2000).
0 g H Q.-Q. Shi

arXiv:1105.3008.
11 D.M. Ceperley and B.J. Alder, Phys. Rev. L, 566 (1980).
12 S.R. White, Phys. Rev. Let69, 2863 (1992); Phys. Rev. BS,

and H.-Q. Zhou,

Lett. 93, 227205 (2004); J. I. Cirac and F. Verstraete, J. Phys. A
42, 504004 (2009).

14 H.-Q. Zhou, R. Oris and G. Vidal, Phys. Rev. Léfi0, 080602
(2008).

15 There are other possible definitions of the UOP. E.g., onédcou
defineO = 1-d,, orO = Ind,, which also vanish in the symmet-
ric phase.

16 The notion of H-orthogonality or conjugacy appears in many
guises in various matrix problems, e.g.,/A&srthogonality in the
Lanczos algorithm.

17 J. Solyom and P. Pfeuty, Phys. Phys24 218 (1981).

18 R. J. Baxter, J. Phys. 6 1445 (1973).

19 C. J. Hamer, J. Phys. M, 2981 (1981).

20 G. Vidal, Phys. Rev. Let©98, 070201 (2007)

21 Y.-H. Su, B.-Q. Hu, S.-H. Li and S.-Y. Cho, Phys. Rev.8g,
032110 (2013).

22 Note that in principle one could perform calculations onebjaiv-
alent staggeredd XZ Heisenberg chain, using the known mapping
between the two mode!8.However, it is not clear how this map-
ping applies to the wavefunctions.

23 A, Klumper, A. Schadschneider and J. Zittartz, Z. Phys7/a3
247(1989); A. Klumper, Int. J. Mod. Phy®&4, 871 (1990). E.
Buffenoir and S. Wallon, J. Phys. 26, 3045 (1993).


http://arxiv.org/abs/1105.3008

