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We devise and benchmark a numerically exact quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) method for interacting electrons
on a lattice, that we dub the alternating-basis QMC (ABQMC). The method is uniquely suited to evaluate
charge and spin density and the corresponding correlation functions, in both direct and reciprocal space,
imaginary or real time. The formalism applies in and out of thermal equillibrium, described by either the
canonical or grand-canonical ensemble. The method relies on Suzuki–Trotter decomposition (STD) and owes
flexibility to the representation of the kinetic and interaction terms in the many-body bases in which they
are diagonal. We formulate a Monte Carlo (MC) update scheme that respects both the momentum and
particle-number conservation laws, to restrict the configuration space and thus improve the efficiency of the
sampling. To test the method, we perform various calculations for the Hubbard model on finite square lattices
of up to 48 sites. We obtain the equation of state (density vs. chemical potential curve) in agreement with
reference methods. We also evaluate the (real-time) dynamics of the survival probability of pure densitywave-like states: At small lattice sizes, where the exact diagonalization results are available, we demonstrate
the validity of our method at short times; We then proceed to investigate this dynamics on the 4 × 4 Hubbard
cluster. Finally, we discuss the extent of the fermionc sign problem and the current limitations of our method,
both primarily related to the number of time-slices that we take in the STD.
I.

INTRODUCTION

Last two decades have witnessed remarkable developments in laser and ultracold-atom technologies that have
enabled experimental studies of the nonequilibrium dynamics of strongly correlated electrons.1 Ultrafast pump–
probe spectroscopies can unveil complex excitation and
relaxation pathways in strongly correlated materials2,3
(e.g., the cuprates, transition-metal oxides, and organic
salts) and also provide means to manipulate their electronic phases.4–6 Ultracold atoms in optical lattices7,8
and optical-tweezer arrays9–11 have been used as quantum simulators of paradigmatic models of condensedmatter physics, such as the Hubbard model.12,13 Recent experiments with ultracold fermionic atoms have
probed both equilibrium (e.g., the equation of state,14
charge and spin correlation functions,15–17 identification
of string patterns18 ) and transport properties (by monitoring charge,19 mass,20,21 or spin22 diffusion) of the twodimensional Hubbard model.
These great strides on the experimental side should
be accompanied by the development of computational
methods capable of accurately describing the motion of
correlated electrons in real time. The nonequilibrium dynamical properties of strongly correlated electronic systems have been studied using a host of theoretical approaches, among others the exact diagonalization,23–25
nonequilibrium dynamical mean-field theory,1,26 timedependent density-matrix renormalization group,24,27–29
reduced density matrix approaches,30–33 quantum kinetic
equations based on the nonequilibrium Green’s functions
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formalism,34–36 real-time path-integral techniques,37 and
different flavors of the continuous-time QMC.38–42 Each
of these methods has its own weaknesses that seriously
affect its practical applicability. For example, the density matrix approaches need an exponentially large number of auxiliary operators to produce the results of a
preset accuracy.32,33 The QMC simulations of the longtime dynamics of strongly correlated fermions are exponentially hard due to the so-called dynamical sign
problem.39,41 These weaknesses generally limit the applications of the above-listed methodologies to relatively
short-time dynamics, weak-correlation regimes or small
systems (e.g. quantum impurity models). Even though
substantial efforts have been invested to overcome these
limitations,43–46 simulations of large systems are still intractable. Very recently, a time-dependent generalization
of the auxiliary-field QMC47–52 has been proposed as a
viable route towards the dynamics of correlated fermions
on two-dimensional lattices.53
Furthermore, the available numerical methods are yet
to fully catch up with the multitude of novel kinds of experimental measurements that have become feasible recently, especially in the quantum simulator setups. An
excellent example is the recent ultracold-atom experiment in Ref. 19. In this study, and as later confirmed in
Ref. 54, solid agreement between theory and an opticallattice simulation of the Hubbard model was reached
regarding the temperature dependence of dc resistivity.
However, the resistivity was not directly accessible to experimentalists. What was measured is the temporal evolution of spatially resolved particle density, following a
quench of an external density-modulating field. The interpretation of the raw measurement data was based on
an assumption of hydrodinamic behavior of charge density at long wavelenghts that could not have been inde-
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pendently checked by available microscopic theory. It is,
therefore, of utmost importance to devise novel theoretical tools that can be used to directly cross-check measurements in cold-atom experiments (such as those of the
time-evolution of the spatially resolved charge density).
This work is intended to be a step in this direction.
We develop and test a QMC procedure termed the
alternating-basis QMC method. The ABQMC method
belongs to the class of discrete-time QMC methods,55,56
which use the STD as the first step in the computation of
some quantity of interest.57–59 In the ABQMC method,
the infinitesimal propagators of the kinetic and interaction term are then represented in the many-body bases
in which they are diagonal. In the case of the Hubbard
model, the kinetic-term eigenstates are constructed out of
plane waves, while the interaction-term eigenstates feature electrons localized at individual lattice sites. The
time evolution may then be seen as a sequence of basis alternations between the momentum and coordinate eigenbasis, hence the name of the method. At any given MC
step, such a construction makes measurements of the density of spin and charge (in both direct and inverse space)
or spatially uniform current, algorithmically trivial and
computationally cheap. The STD may be applied along
the entire Kadanoff–Baym 3-piece contour, which allows
access to real-time evolution of densities and, at least in
principle, any corresponding n-point correlation function.
Our ABQMC method has the additional flexibility that
it can treat the canonical ensemble, in contrast to the
Green’s function based methods (such as continuous-time
interaction-expansion QMC (CT-INT),38,60 or diagrammatic MC61,62 ) where only grand-canonical ensemble can
be straight-forwardly treated. The ABQMC method can
also be straight-forwardly applied to the time-evolution
of pure states in either the plane-wave or coordinate
many-body bases, which is highly relevant for recent experiments on optical-tweezer arrays.9–11
Our results for the average charge density in the Hubbard model show agreement with numerically exact results in multiple examples, thus validating our implementation. At moderate coupling of the order of half bare
bandwidth, we observe that only two imaginary-time
slices suffice to obtain excellent results in the temperature
range relevant for optical lattice experiments. In parameter regime where we are unaware of other readily applicable approaches, we study the time evolution of the survival probability of several pure states, which is generally
relevant for ultracold-atom experiments. The survival
probability, which monitors the relaxation of a quantum
system prepared in a state that is not the eigenstate of the
Hamiltonian governing time evolution,63,64 can hold insight into correlations and other properties.53,65 Similarly
to observations made in Ref. 66, we find in general that
the survival probability decays over longer times, when
interactions are stronger. At shorter times, we find that
the behavior depends strongly on the type of the initial state, likely related to the average density. Finally,
we find that the main obstacle in the ABQMC method is

the fermionic sign problem, which we document in detail.
The severity of the sign problem scales with the average
density, lattice size, but most importantly the number of
time slices. The method may be readily useful in fewbody or weak coupling calculations where the average
sign is manageable and a low number of time slices does
not introduce a serious systematic error. However, further algorithmic developments are needed to access parameter regimes of primary interest (large lattices, strong
coupling, low temperature, density close to half-filling).
The paper is organized as follows. The ABQMC
method is developed in Sec. II and applied to equilibrium
and out-of-equilibrium setups in Sec. III. Section IV discusses the ABQMC method in light of other widely used
QMC algorithms. Section V summarizes our main findings, indicates their implications, and discusses possible
improvements of our method.
II.

MODEL AND METHOD

A.

Hubbard Hamiltonian

We study the Hubbard model on a square-lattice cluster containing Nc = Nx Ny sites under periodic boundary
conditions (PBC). The Hamiltonian reads as
H = H0 + Hint .

(1)

The noninteracting (single-particle) part H0 of the
Hamiltonian describes a band of itinerant electrons
X
X
H0 = −J
c†rσ cr0 σ =
εk nkσ ,
(2)
hr,r0 iσ

kσ

where J is the hopping amplitude between the nearestneighboring lattice sites r and r0 , while the operators
c†rσ (crσ ) create (destroy) an electron of spin σ on lattice site r. Under PBC, H0 is diagonal in the momentum representation; the wave vector k may assume
any of the Nc allowed values in the first Brillouin zone
of the lattice. The free-electron dispersion is given by
εk = −2J(cos kx + cos ky ). The density operator is
P
nkσ = c†kσ ckσ with ckσ =
The Hamilr hk|ricrσ .
tonian of the on-site Hubbard interaction (two-particle
part) reads as
X
Hint = U
nr↑ nr↓
(3)
r

where U is the interaction strength, while nrσ = c†rσ crσ .
If the number of particles is not fixed, Eq. (1)
P additionally features the chemical-potential term −µ kσ nkσ , so
that the free-electron dispersion εk appearing in Eq. (2)
is replaced by εek = εk − µ.

B.

ABQMC method

Finding viable approximations to the exponential of
the form e−αH is crucial to many QMC methods. With
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where the interval of length |α| is divided into Nα subintervals of length |∆α| each, where ∆α = α/Nα . The error
of the approximation is of the order of |∆α|2 k[H0 , Hint ]k,
where the norm k[H0 , Hint ]k may be defined as the largest
(in modulus) eigenvalue of the commutator [H0 , Hint ].55
The error can in principle be made arbitrarily small by
choosing Nα large enough. However, the situation is
complicated by the fact that the RHS of Eq. (4) contains both single-particle and two-particle contributions.
Employing the discrete Hubbard–Stratonovich transformation,67 two-particle contributions are commonly recast
as sums over one-particle contributions characterized by
discrete auxiliary-field variables that are sampled using
auxiliary-field QMC methods.47–49,51,52
In contrast to these methods, our ABQMC approach
is based on another fundamental difference between
e−∆αH0 and e−∆αHint . While the former is diagonal in
the momentum representation, the latter is diagonal in
the coordinate representation. The spectral decomposition of e−∆αH0 is performed in terms of totally antisymmetric states in the momentum representation
|Ψk i =

Nσ
YY

σ j=1

c†kσ σ |∅i,
j

(5)

where |∅i denotes the vacuum. The state |Ψk i contains Nσ electrons of spin σ whose momenta kσ1 , . . . , kσNσ
are ordered according to a certain rule and we define
ε0 (Ψk ) ≡ hΨk |H0 |Ψk i. Analogously, the spectral decomposition of e−∆αHint is performed in terms of totally antisymmetric states in the coordinate representation
|Ψi i =

Nσ
YY

σ j=1

c†rσ σ |∅i
j

(6)

that contain Nσ electrons of spin σ whose positions
rσ1 , . . . , rσNσ are ordered according to a certain rule. We
define εint (Ψi ) ≡ hΨi |Hint |Ψi i.
Further developments of the ABQMC method somewhat depend on the physical situation of interest. We
formulate the method first in equilibrium, and then in
out-of-equilibrium situations. To facilitate discussion, in
Figs. 1(a)–1(d) we summarize the contours appropriate
for different situations we consider.
1.

ABQMC method for thermodynamic quantities

(b)

(a)

(c)

...
...

...

...

α = 1/T (T denotes temperature), this is the Boltzman
operator, which will play a role whenever the system is
in thermal equilibrium. In the formulation of dynamical
responses, the time-evolution operator will also have this
form, with α = it, where t is the (real) time. One possibile way to deal with these is the lowest-order STD58
Nα
(4)
e−αH ≈ e−∆αH0 e−∆αHint

...
...

(d)

...

Figure 1. (Color online) Contours appropriate for computing
(a) thermodynamic quantities at temperature T = 1/β, (b)
time-dependent quantities after quantum quench in which the
Hamiltonian is suddenly changed from H(0) at t < 0 to H
at t > 0, (c) time-dependent quantities during evolution from
a pure state |ψ(0)i ≡ |Ψi,1 i, (d) the survival probability of
the initial pure state |ψ(0)i ≡ |Ψi,1 i. In (a) and (b), the
vertical part is divided into Nτ identical slices of length ∆τ .
In (b)–(d), each horizontal line is divided into Nt identical
slices of length ∆t. Two many-body states, one composed of
the momentum eigenstates (|Ψk,l i) and one composed of the
coordinate eigenstates (|Ψi,l i), are associated to each slice l.

may be computed by dividing the imaginary-time interval
[0, β] into Nτ slices of length ∆τ ≡ β/Nτ , employing
Eq. (4), and inserting the spectral decompositions of H0
and Hint . One eventually finds
X
Z≈
D(C)e−∆τ ε(C) .
(7)
C

The configuration
C = {|Ψk,1 i, . . . , |Ψk,Nτ i, |Ψi,1 i, . . . , |Ψi,Nτ i}

(8)

resides on the contour depicted in Fig. 1(a) and consists
of Nτ totally antisymmetric states |Ψk,l i (l = 1, . . . , Nτ )
in the momentum representation and Nτ totally antisymmetric states |Ψi,l i in the coordinate representation.
D(C) is the product of 2Nτ Slater determinants
D(C) ≡

Nτ
Y
hΨk,l |Ψi,l ihΨi,l |Ψk,l
l=1

1i

(9)

that stem from the sequence of basis alternations between
the momentum and coordinate eigenbasis. The cyclic
subtraction in Eq. (9) is the standard subtraction for
l = 2, . . . , Nτ , while 1 1 = Nτ . Using the notation
of Eqs. (5) and (6), the most general Slater determinant
hΨi |Ψk i entering Eq. (9) is given as
Y
hΨi |Ψk i =
det S(Ψi , Ψk , σ) (10)
σ

−1

The equilibrium properties at temperature T = β
follow from the partition function Z ≡ Tr e−βH , which

[S(Ψi , Ψk , σ)]j1 j2 = hrσj1 |kσj2 i =

exp(ikσj2 · rσj1 )
√
, (11)
Nc
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where 1 ≤ j1 , j2 ≤ Nσ . The symbol ε(C) stands for
ε(C) ≡

Nτ
X

[ε0 (Ψk,l ) + εint (Ψi,l )] .

(12)

l=1

By virtue of the cyclic invariance under trace, the thermodynamic expectation value of an observable A can be
expressed as
hAi =

Nτ −1
1 X
1  −∆τ H l
Tr (e
) A(e−∆τ H )Nτ −l . (13)
Nτ
Z
l=0

In the most relevant cases, A is diagonal in either the
coordinate (e.g., the interaction energy Hint or the realspace density nrσ ) or the momentum (e.g., the kinetic
energy H0 or the momentum-space density nkσ ) representation, which is further signalized by adding the subscript a = i, k denoting the representation in which Aa is
diagonal. Equation (13), combined with the lowest-order
STD [Eq. (4)], then reduces to
Nτ
1 X
1 X
Aa (Ψa,l ),
D(C)e−∆τ ε(C)
Z
Nτ

hAa i ≈

C

(14)

l=1

where
Aa (Ψa,l ) ≡ hΨa,l |Aa |Ψa,l i.

(15)

The evaluation of Eq. (14) using the importancesampling MC procedure is complicated by the fact that
D(C) is a complex number defined by its modulus and
phase. While the modulus can be included in the weight
of configuration C, the phase gives rise to the so-called
phase problem, which is generally much harder to curb
than the ordinary sign problem. However, since the STD
preserves the equality Z = Z ∗ , Eq. (7) can be replaced
by
X
Z≈
Re{D(C)} e−∆τ ε(C) ,
(16)
C

and we remain with the ordinary sign problem. Equation (14) should then be replaced by
hAa i ≈

P

C

PNτ
Re{D(C)} e−∆τ ε(C) N1τ l=1
Aa (Ψa,l )
P
. (17)
−∆τ
ε(C)
C Re{D(C)} e

Re{D(C)}/|Re{D(C)}| is the sign of configuration C,
while |hsgni| ≡ |hsgn(C)iw | is the average sign of the
ABQMC simulation.
By construction, our ABQMC approach yields exact
results for the noninteracting electrons (ideal gas, U = 0)
and in the atomic limit (J = 0). In both limits, due to
[H0 , Hint ] = 0, the ABQMC method with arbitrary Nτ
should recover the exact results. Nevertheless, the performance of the method, quantified through the average
sign of the simulation, deteriorates with increasing Nτ .
For Nτ = 1, our ABQMC algorithm is sign-problemfree because D(C) = |hΨi,1 |Ψk,1 i|2 for any configuration
C = {|Ψk,1 i, |Ψi,1 i}, see Eq. (9).
An important feature of the above-presented methodology is its direct applicability in both the grandcanonical and canonical ensemble. Allowing the electron number to fluctuate according to the fixed chemical potential is essential for the very formulation of the
majority of theoretical approaches addressing the equilibrium properties of the Hubbard model. For example, in the auxiliary-field QMC,47–49,51,52 the fluctuating electron number is at the crux of the transformation of complicated traces over electrons to the product of determinants. To extract equilibrium quantities for a fixed number of electrons, one has to resort
to particle-projection68,69 or many-body recursive methods,70,71 whose numerical cost may greatly exceed that
of grand-canonical techniques. In contrast to these approaches, the formulation of our ABQMC method does
not depend on whether the electron number is fixed or
not. However, the selection of MC updates does depend
on the ensemble we work in. In the canonical ensemble,
the updates should conserve the number of electrons; In
the grand-canonical ensemble, we need to include also
the updates that insert/remove electrons. In both cases,
we design the MC updates so as to respect the particlenumber and momentum conservation laws across the
(imaginary-)time evolution. The particle-number conservation demands that all the states |Ψk,l i, |Ψi,l i ∈ C have
the same numbers of electrons of each spin projection.
Furthermore, the momentum conservation demands that
all the momentum-space states |ΨP
k,l i ∈ C have the same
total electron momentum K ≡
k,σ khΨk,l |nk,σ |Ψk,l i.
Our MC updates, together with the procedure used to
extract MC results and estimate their statistical error,
are presented in great detail in Sec. SI of the Supplementary Material.

Defining the weight w(C) of configuration C as
w(C) ≡ |Re{D(C)}|e−∆τ ε(C) ,
Eq. (17) is rewritten as
D
E
PNτ
Aa (Ψa,l )
sgn(C) N1τ l=1
w
hAa i ≈
hsgn(C)iw

(18)

(19)

where h. . . iw denotes the weighted average over all
C with respect to the weight w(C); sgn(C) ≡

2.

ABQMC method for time-dependent quantities

Ideally, numerical simulations of quench experiments
such as those from Refs. 19, 21, and 22 should provide
the time-dependent expectation value hAa (t)i of an observable Aa at times t > 0 after the Hamiltonian undergoes a sudden change from H(0) for t < 0 to H for
t > 0. Again, the most relevant observables are diagonal
in the coordinate or momentum representation, which is
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emphasised by the subscript a = i, k. The computation
proceeds along the Kadanoff–Baym contour1

Tr e−βH(0) eiHt Aa e−iHt

hAa (t)i =
(20)
Tr e−βH(0)

where one may employ the above-outlined alternatingbasis approach after dividing the whole contour into a
number of slices, see Fig. 1(b). While H is the Hubbard
Hamiltonian given in Eqs. (1)–(3), H(0) describes correlated electrons whose charge (or spin) density is spatially
modulated by external fields.
The immediate complication (compared to the equilibrium case) is that there are now three operators (instead
of one) that need to be decomposed via the STD. A preset accuracy determined by the size of both ∆τ and ∆t
will therefore require a larger number of time-slices. In
turn, this will enlarge the configuration space to be sampled, and potentially worsen the sign problem in the MC
summation.
To simplify the task, and yet keep it relevant, we
consider the evolution from a pure state |ψ(0)i that
is an eigenstate of real-space density operators nrσ , so
that its most general form is given by Eq. (6). Such
a setup has been experimentally realized.10,11,19,22 Replacing e−βH(0) → |ψ(0)ihψ(0)| in Eq. (20) leads to the
expression for the time-dependent expectation value of
observable Aa
hAa (t)i =

hψ(0)|eiHt Aa e−iHt |ψ(0)i
.
hψ(0)|ψ(0)i

(21)

Still, the STD should be applied to both the forward and
backward evolution operators, see Fig. 1(c), which requires a larger number of time-slices to reach the desired
accuracy (in terms of the systematic error). A further
simplification is to consider the overlap of the state at
time t > 0 with the initial state, which amounts to replacing Aa → |ψ(0)ihψ(0)| in Eq. (21). We are then left
with the dynamics of the so-called survival probability
P (t)
P (t) =

hψ(0)|e−iHt |ψ(0)i
hψ(0)|ψ(0)i

2

(22)

which is the probability of finding the system in its initial state after a time t has passed. Evaluating Eq. (22)
by the ABQMC method necessitates only one STD, see
Fig. 1(d). The survival probability is thus the simplest example on which the applicability of our ABQMC
method to out-of-equilibrium setups can be systematically studied.
Generally speaking, the symmetries of the model
should be exploited to enable as efficient as possible MC
evaluation of Eqs. (20)–(22). Recent experimental20 and
theoretical72 studies have discussed the dynamical symmetry of the Hubbard model, according to which the
temporal evolution of certain observables is identical for
repulsive and attractive interactions of the same magnitude. The symmetry relies on specific transformation

laws of the Hamiltonian H, the initial state |ψ(0)i, and
the observable of interest Aa under the combined action
of two symmetry operations. The first is the bipartite
lattice symmetry or the π-boost20 operation, which exploits the symmetry εk = −εk+(π,π) of the free-electron
dispersion and which is represented by the unitary operator B. The second is the time reversal symmetry
represented by the antiunitary operator T (T iT = −i)
that reverses electron spin and momentum according to
(†)
(†)
(†)
(†)
T crσ T = (−1)δσ,↓ crσ and T ckσ T = (−1)δσ,↓ c−k,σ . In
Appendix A, we formulate our ABQMC method to evaluate Eqs. (21) and (22) in a way that manifestly respects
the dynamical symmetry of the model (each contribution to MC sums respects the symmetry). Here, we only
cite the final expressions, starting from the technically
simpler case [Eq. (22)] on which we focus our MC simulations. The ABQMC method to evaluate Eq. (20) is
developed in Sec. SII of the Supplementary Material.
The ABQMC expression for the survival probability of
state |ψ(0)i that satisfies T B|ψ(0)i = eiχ |ψ(0)i (χ ∈ R)
reads as
P
2
cos[ε0 (C)∆t] cos[εint (C)∆t]
C Re{D(C)}P
.
P (t) ≈
C Re{D(C)}
(23)
The configuration C resides on the contour depicted
in Fig. 1(d) and consists of Nt totally antisymmetric
states |Ψk,l i (l = 1, . . . , Nt ) in the momentum representation and Nt − 1 totally antisymmetric states |Ψi,l i
(l = 2, . . . , Nt ) in the coordinate representation, while
|Ψi,1 i ≡ |ψ(0)i. The length of a single real-time slice
∆t ≡ t/Nt increases with t. D(C) is defined in Eq. (9),
in which Nτ is replaced with Nt . The symbols ε0 (C) and
εint (C) stand for
ε0 (C) ≡

Nt
X
l=1

ε0 (Ψk,l ),

εint (C) ≡

Nt
X

εint (Ψi,l ).

(24)

l=1

We note that each term in Eq. (23) is invariant under
transformations ε0 (C) → −ε0 (C) and ∆t → −∆t, which
reflect the action of the bipartite lattice symmetry and
the time reversal symmetry, respectively. Being termby-term invariant under the transformation εint (C) →
−εint (C), Eq. (23) explicitly satisfies the requirement that
the dynamics of P (t) for repulsive and attractive interactions of the same magnitude are identical. Defining
the weight of the configuration C as w(C) ≡ |Re{D(C)}|,
Eq. (23) is recast as
P (t) ≈

hsgn(C) cos[ε0 (C)∆t] cos[εint (C)∆t]iw
hsgn(C)iw

2

. (25)

This choice for w is optimal in the sense that it minimizes
the variance of hsgn(C)iw ,73 whose modulus is the average
sign of the ABQMC simulation.
We now cite the ABQMC expression for the timedependent expectation value of an observable Aa that
satisfies T BAa BT = Aa when the evolution starts from
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a state |ψ(0)i that satisfies T B|ψ(0)i = eiχ |ψ(0)i

X
1
Re{D(C)} Aa (Ψa,la )×
C Re{D(C)}

hAa (t)i ≈ P

C

cos [∆ε0 (C)∆t] cos [∆εint ∆t] .

(26)
Here, the configuration resides on the Keldysh contour,
see Fig. 1(c), which is divided into 2Nt slices in total, and
contains 2Nt − 1 independent states. We assume that
states |Ψi/k,l i for l = 1, . . . , Nt (l = Nt + 1, . . . , 2Nt ) lie
on the forward (backward) branch of the contour, while
|Ψi,1 i ≡ |ψ(0)i. The index la assumes the value Nt + 1
when the observable Aa is diagonal in the coordinate representation (a = i) and the value Nt when the observable
Aa is diagonal in the momentum representation (a = k).
Aa (Ψa,la ) is defined as in Eq. (15), while
∆ε0 (C) ≡
∆εint (C) ≡

Nt
X

[ε0 (Ψk,l+Nt ) − ε0 (Ψk,l )] ,

(27)

[εint (Ψi,l+Nt ) − εint (Ψi,l )] .

(28)

l=1

Nt
X
l=1

Equation (26) is term-by-term invariant under the transformations ∆ε0 (C) → −∆ε0 (C), ∆t → −∆t, and
∆εint (C) → −∆εint (C) that respectively reflect the transformation properties under the bipartite lattice symmetry, the time reversal symmetry, and the fact that the
dynamics of hAa (t)i is identical in the repulsive and the
attractive model. Defining the weight of the configuration C as w(C) ≡ |Re{D(C)}|, Eq. (26) is recast as
hAa (t)i ≈
hsgn(C)Aa (Ψa,la ) cos [∆ε0 (C)∆t] cos [∆εint ∆t]iw (29)
.
hsgn(C)iw
It is important to note that w(C) in Eqs. (25) and (29)
does not depend on either ∆t or any other property of
configuration C (ε0 , εint , ∆ε0 , ∆εint ). Therefore, the MC
evaluation of Eqs. (25) and (29) may be performed simultaneously (using a single Markov chain) for any interaction strength U and any real time t. This is different
from the equilibrium case, Eq. (19), where the configuration weight does depend on ε(C) and the temperature,
so that MC evaluations for different values of U and T
(and the chemical potential µ if the particle number is
not fixed) should be performed separately.
We now discuss the application of conservation laws in
the evaluation of Eqs. (25) and (29). In both cases, the
particle-number conservation demands that throughout
the time evolution, the total number of electrons of each
spin species remains unchanged from that in the initial
state |ψ(0)i. Next, in the case of the survival probability
[Eq. (25)], the momentum conservation poses the restriction that all the momentum-space states |Ψk,l i have the
same total electron momentum K. The application of
the momentum conservation to the evaluation of Eq. (29)

depends on the representation in which the observable
of interest is diagonal. If we deal with the observable
Ak diagonal in the momentum representation, then all
momentum-space states |Ψk,1 i, . . . , |Ψk,2Nt i should have
the same momentum K. On the other hand, the observable Ai diagonal in the coordinate representation breaks
the momentum conservation along the whole contour into
two conservation laws that are satisfied separately on the
two branches. Namely, the momenta of Nt momentumspace states on the forward branch are all equal to Kfwd ,
the momenta of Nt momentum-space states on the backward branch are all equal to Kbwd , while Kfwd and Kbwd
need not be mutually equal.
Specifically in the calculation of P (t), further symmetries can be employed to improve performance of the
method for a very broad class of pure density-wave-like
initial states. These states correspond to extreme spinand charge-density wave patterns, which one obtains by
applying strong external density-modulating fields. The
SDW-like state can be written as
Y †
Y †
|ψSDW i =
cr1 ↑
cr2 ↓ |∅i
(30)
r1 ∈G

r2 ∈U \G

where G denotes the multitude of sites on which the electron spins are polarized up, while set U contains all sites
of the cluster studied. The electron spins on sites belonging to U \ G are thus polarized down. Such states have
been experimentally realized in Ref. 22.
The CDW-like states have also been realized in
experiment,19 and they read as
Y † †
|ψCDW i =
cr↑ cr↓ |∅i.
(31)
r∈G

The sites belonging to G are doubly occupied, while the
remaining sites are empty. The state |ψCDW i can be
obtained from a corresponding |ψSDW i state by applying the partial particle–hole transformation that acts on
spin-down electrons only

Y †
|ψSDW i =
cr↓ (1 − nr↓ ) + cr↓ nr↓ |ψCDW i, (32)
r

see also Refs. 74 and 75. The dynamics of the survival
probabilities of states |ψSDW i and |ψCDW i are identical,
i.e.,
hψSDW |e−iHt |ψSDW i

2

2

= hψCDW |e−iHt |ψCDW i .
(33)
The formal demonstration of Eq. (33), which relies on
the partial particle–hole and bipartite lattice symmetries, is deferred for Appendix B. It is possible to combine the Markov chains for the P (t) calculations starting
from these two symmetry-related states to achieve improved convergence. We summarize this procedure in
Appendix B [see the text below Eq. (B6)] and apply it in
all corresponding computations presented in Sec. III B.
Similarly, in the calculation of the time-evolution of
spatially-resolved density, starting from |ψCDW i and
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|ψSDW i states, the following symmetry holds:76
hψSDW |e

iHt

−iHt

(nr↑ + nr↓ − 1)e

(nr↑ − nr↓ )e

−iHt

|ψCDW i =

|ψSDW i.

1
0.9

(34)

Once, again, efficiency is gained by combining the
Markov chains for the two symmetry-related evolutions.
This procedure is described in Appendix B and we employ it in the corresponding computations in Sec. III C.

0.8
ρe

hψCDW |e

iHt

0.7

ABQMC, Nτ=2
ABQMC, Nτ=4
exact

0.6
0.5

III.

NUMERICAL RESULTS

We first apply the ABQMC method to equilibrium situations (the particle number is not fixed), see Sec. III A,
and then in out-of-equilibrium setups (evolution of pure
states), see Secs. III B and III C. For the implementation
of the full Kadanoff–Baym contour [Eq. (20)], we give
benchkmarks in Sec. SII of the Supplementary Material.
A.

Equilibrium results: Equation of state

We start by considering the Hubbard dimer, the minimal model capturing the subtle interplay between electron delocalization and electron–electron interaction.77
We opt for moderate temperature T /J = 1 and interaction U/J = 4, so that the expected number of imaginarytime slices needed to obtain convergent ABQMC results is not very large. Figure 2 presents the equation
of state
D (i.e., the
E dependence of the electron density
b↑ + N
b↓ /Nc on the chemical potential µ) for
ρe = N

b↑ and N
b↓ are
a range of µ below the half filling. Here, N
the operators of the total number of spin-up and spindown electrons, respectively. The symbols present the
results of our ABQMC method with Nτ = 2 (circles)
and Nτ = 4 (squares) imaginary-time slices, while the
solid line presents the exact-diagonalization results. Figure 2 suggests that already Nτ = 2 imaginary-time slices
suffice to obtain very good results in the considered range
of µ, while increasing Nτ from 2 to 4 somewhat improves
the accuracy of the ABQMC results.
We now apply our ABQMC method to evaluate the
equation of state on larger clusters. We focus on a 4 × 4
cluster, which may already be representative of the thermodynamic limit at T /J & 1.54 We compare our ρe (µ)
results with the results of the numerical linked-cluster
expansion (NLCE) method.78–80 The NLCE results are
numerically exact and converged with respect to the control parameter, i.e. the maximal cluster-size used. NLCE
is commonly used to benchmark methods and understand
experimental data.14,15 Again, we keep U/J = 4, but we
take T /J = 1.0408 to be able to compare results to the
data of Ref. 78. Figure 3(a) reveals that the ABQMC results with only Nτ = 2 imaginary-time slices agree very
well with the NLCE results over a wide range of chemical potentials. This is a highly striking observation. It is

0

µ/J

1

2

Figure 2. (Color online) Equation of state ρe (µ) for the Hubbard dimer with T /J = 1, U/J = 4. Full red circles (green
squares) are the results of ABQMC simulations employing
Nτ = 2 (Nτ = 4) imaginary-time slices, while the solid black
line is computed using the exact diagonalization. The estimated statistical error of the ABQMC data is in all cases
smaller than the symbol size.

unclear whether other STD-based methods would reach
here the same level of accuracy with only two time-slices.
This may be a specific propertyPof ABQMC. We also calculate the double occupancy r hnr↑ nr↓ i/Nc and compare to the reference NLCE results, see Fig. 3(c). Although qualitative behavior is well captured, the agreement with the reference data is less favorable, as one
would expect in the case of such modest imaginary-time
discretization. Unfortunately, we are currently unable to
converge results for the 4 × 4 lattice at Nτ > 2 due to
increasing severity of the sign problem.
The extent of the sign problem encountered in the
above calculation is summarized in Fig. 3(b). The average sign strongly depends on the average electron density:
it is minimal around the half filling, and (roughly) monotonically incraeses as the density is lowered. Between
ρe = 1 and ρe = 0.06 it grows by three orders of magnitude. The average sign above the half-filling ρe = 1 mirrors that below the half-filling. The particle–hole symmetry ensures that ρe (µ) = 2−ρe (U −µ), but that it also
governs the average sign is not immediately obvious from
the construction of the method. A formal demonstration
of the electron-doping–hole-doping symmetry of the average sign is, however, possible (see Appendix C). Note
that we restrict our density calculations to ρe < 1 because in this case the numerical effort to manipulate the
Slater determinants is lower (size of the Slater determinants is given by the number of particles of a given spin).
The performance of the ABQMC algorithm to compute
ρe (µ) (average time needed to propose/accept an MC update and acceptance rates of individual MC updates) is
discussed in Sec. SIII of the Supplementary Material.
We further benchmark our method in the case of very
strong coupling, U/J = 24 and, again, T /J = 1.0408.
Figure 4(a) compares the ABQMC results on a 4×4 cluster using Nτ = 2 imaginary-time slices with the NLCE,
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Figure 3. (Color online) (a) Equation of state ρe (µ) for the
Hubbard model on a 4 × 4 cluster with the following values of
model parameters: U/J = 4, T /J = 1.0408. (b) The average
sign as a function of the ABQMC estimate ρe,ABQMC for the
electron density. The dashed
line is a guide to the eye. (c)
P
hn
nr↓ i/Nc as a function of the
The double occupancy
r↑
r
electron density ρe . In (a) and (c), full dots are obtained using the ABQMC method with Nτ = 2 imaginary-time slices,
while the solid line shows the NLCE data taken from Ref. 78.
The estimated statistical error of the ABQMC data is in all
cases smaller than the symbol size.

atomic-limit, and corresponding U = 0 results. At extremely low fillings ρe . 0.1, the relative importance of
the interaction term with respect to the kinetic term is
quite small, and both the ABQMC and NLCE results
are very close to the ideal-gas result, see the results for
µ/J = −5 and −4 in Fig. 4(a). As the filling is in-

10

-5

20

30
Nc

40

50

Figure 4. (Color online) (a) Equation of state ρe (µ) for the
Hubbard model on a 4 × 4 cluster with the following values of
model parameters: U/J = 24, T /J = 1.0408. Full dots represent ABQMC results using Nτ = 2 imaginary-time slices, the
solid line shows the NLCE data taken from Ref. 78, the dashed
line shows the atomic-limit results, while the dash-dotted line
shows the ideal-gas results. The estimated statistical error
of the ABQMC data is in all cases smaller than the symbol
size. (b) The average sign as a function of the ABQMC estimate ρe,ABMC for the electron density. (c) The average sign
as a function of the cluster size Nc for the following values of
model parameters: U/J = 24, T /J = 1.0408, µ/J = −5. The
dashed lines in (b) and (c) are guides to the eye. Next to each
point in (c), we provide information on cluster shape, as well
as the converged value of ρe accompanied by its statistical
error. The referent NLCE result is ρe,NLCE = 0.0602.

creased, the interaction effects become increasingly im-
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portant, and our ABQMC results follow quite closely the
NLCE results up to fillings ρe ∼ 0.5. Above this density,
the predictions of the ABQMC method are consistently
closer to the atomic-limit than to the NLCE results, see
the top right part of Fig. 4(a). The imaginary-time discretization employed here is too coarse to accurately describe the competition between the kinetic and interaction terms at higher fillings.
At this strong coupling, the dependence of the average
sign on the density is somewhat modified [see Fig. 4(b)].
The minimal sign is no longer reached at half-filling but
at around ρe ∼ 0.7. Comparing Fig. 4(b) with Fig. 3(b),
we see that the average sign does not become smaller with
increasing interaction, in sharp contrast with methods
such as CT-INT.38,60 Indeed, at half-filling, we find that
the average sign is an order of magnitude larger at U/J =
24 than at U/J = 4.
Finally, we discuss the applicability of ABQMC to
larger clusters. Here we take the most favorable, lowdensity case, i.e. µ/J = −5, and again take Nτ = 2
imaginary-time slices. Figure 4(c) shows that the average sign exhibits an exponential decrease with the cluster
size Nc . Apart from the largest, 8 × 6 cluster, we have
been able to converge the ρe results down to a reasonable
statistical error bar, and obtain results in agreement with
NLCE value ρe = 0.0602. The obtained values are given
alongside average-sign data points.
B.

Time-dependent results: Survival probability

1.

Benchmarks on small clusters

We first benchmark our ABQMC method on Hubbard
dimers and tetramers for different ratios U/D, where D
is the half-bandwidth of the free-electron band (D = J
for the dimer and D = 2J for the tetramer). The initial
states are schematically summarized in Table I. In both
cases, we are at half filling.
system

|ψCDW i

|ψSDW i

dimer
tetramer
Table I. Schematic representations of the initial states of small
systems on which the ABQMC method for P (t) is benchmarked.

Figures 5(a1)–5(e2) present time evolution of the survival probability of the initial CDW-like and SDW-like
states depicted in Table I for the dimer (left panels) and
tetramer (right panels) for different values of U/D starting from the limit of weakly nonideal gas (U/D = 0.05)
and approaching the atomic limit (U/D = 20). The results are obtained using Nt = 2 (full red circles) and
Nt = 4 (blue stars) real-time slices and contrasted with
the exact result (solid black lines). The ABQMC results with Nt = 2 agree both qualitatively (oscillatory

system Nt = 2
dimer
tetramer

1/2
1/8

Nt = 3

Nt = 4

1/4
1/8
2.4 × 10−2 3 × 10−3

Table II. Modulus of the average sign for ABQMC simulations
of P (t) on dimer and tetramer with Nt = 2, 3, and 4.

behavior) and quantitatively with the exact result up to
tmax ∼ 1/U . Increasing Nt from 2 to 4 may help decrease
the deviation of the ABQMC data from the exact result
at later times. Even when finer real-time discretization
does not lead to better quantitative agreement, it may
still help the ABQMC method qualitatively reproduce
gross features of the exact result. The converged values
of |hsgni| for the dimer and tetramer for Nt = 2, 3, 4 are
summarized in Table II. For the dimer, increasing Nt by
one reduces |hsgni| by a factor of 2. In contrast, in the
case of the tetramer, increasing Nt by one reduces |hsgni|
by almost an order of magnitude.

2.

Results on larger clusters

We move on to discuss the survival-probability dynamics of different 16-electron and 8-electron states on a
4 × 4 cluster. Figures 6(a) and 6(b) present P (t) for 16electron states schematically depicted in their respective
insets. These states are representative of CDW patterns
formed by applying strong external density-modulating
fields with wave vectors q = (π, 0) in Fig. 6(a) and
q = (π, π) in Fig. 6(b). Figures 6(c) and 6(d) present
P (t) for 8-electron states schematically depicted in their
respective insets. The ABQMC method employs Nt = 2
real-time slices. The results are shown up to the maximum time Dtmax = 2.5, which we chose on the basis of
the results presented in Fig. 5(c2).
As a sensibility check of our ABQMC results, we first
compare the exact result in the noninteracting limit, see
solid lines in Figs. 6(a)–6(d), with the corresponding
ABQMC prediction, see full circles in Figs. 6(a)–6(d).
While the exact and ABQMC result agree quite well in
Figs. 6(b) and 6(c), the agreement in Figs. 6(a) and 6(d)
is not perfect. Since no systematic errors are expected
in ABQMC at U = 0, the discrepancy must be due to
statistical error. Regarding the data in Fig. 6(a), we
confirm this expectation in Fig. 7 where we see that the
obtained curve tends to the exact one with the increasing
number of MC steps. The average sign cited in Fig. 6(d)
suggests that more MC steps are needed to obtain fully
converged results. Even though the converged average
sign in Figs. 6(a)–6(c) is of the same order of magnitude,
we find that the rate of convergence depends on both the
number and the initial configuration of electrons.
In Figs. 6(a)–6(d), we observe that weak interactions
(U/D . 0.5) do not cause any significant departure of
P (t) from the corresponding noninteracting result. On
the other hand, the effect of somewhat stronger inter-
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Figure 5. (Color online) Time dependence of the survival probability of the initial state |ψCDW i or |ψSDW i (see Table I) for
the dimer [(a1)–(e1)] and tetramer [(a2)–(e2)] for five different interaction strengths starting from the noninteracting limit and
approaching the atomic limit: U/D = 0.05 [(a1) and (a2)], U/D = 0.25 [(b1) and (b2)], U/D = 1 [(c1) and (c2)], U/D = 5
[(d1) and (d2)], and U/D = 20 [(e1) and (e2)]. The ABQMC results with Nt = 2 (red full circles) and Nt = 4 (blue stars) are
compared with the exact result (black solid lines). The dotted/dashed lines connecting subsequent circles/stars are guides to
the eye. In most cases, the MC error bars are smaller than the linear size of the symbols.

actions on P (t) depends crucially on the filling. In the
16-electron case, the increasing interactions speed up the
initial decay of P , see Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), while in the 8electron case interactions have little effect at Dt < 1, see
Figs. 6(c) and 6(d). This we attribute to the essential
difference in the overall electron density and the relative role of the interaction term in the Hamiltonian. In

the 16-electron case, starting from the moderate coupling
U/D ∼ 1, there is a clear revival of the initial state in
Fig. 6(a), while no such a revival is observed in Fig. 6(b).
Furthermore, the memory loss of the initial density-wave
pattern is more rapid in Fig. 6(a) than in Fig. 6(b), even
at U = 0. The revival of the inital state is observed in
the 8-electron case as well: at t < 1/D there is barely any
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Figure 6. (Color online) Survival-probability dynamics of the 16-electron states [in (a) and (b)] and 8-electron states [in (c) and
(d)] that are schematically depicted in the respective insets. ABQMC results are shown for five different interaction strengths
(symbols) and compared with the noninteracting result (solid line). We cite the converged value of the average sign |hsgni|, as
well as the total number NMC of MC steps completed.

effect of the interaction, yet at longer times it boosts P .
However, in contrast to the 16-electron case, the results
in Figs. 6(c) and 6(d) exhibit a weaker dependence of the
survival-probability dynamics on the initial density-wave
pattern. Indeed, the exact results in the noninteracting
case are identical for both patterns in Figs. 6(c) and 6(d).
Except in the case of the (π, π) wave, the interactions
lead to a persistence of the initial pattern at longer times,
t > 1/D. The precise form of temporal correlations that
develop due to interactions apparently depends on the
initial spatial arrangement of the electrons.
Figure 8 shows P (t) for the 16-electron initial state
schematically depicted in Fig. 6(a) in regimes that are
close to the atomic limit. In these regimes, the natural
energy unit is U , so that the time is measured in units
1/U . The time range is chosen on the basis of the results in Figs. 5(d1)–(e2), which suggest that the ABQMC
method with Nt = 2 real-time slices produces a qualitatively correct behavior of P (t) up to times U t ≈ 6.
P (t) exhibits oscillations whose amplitude decreases in
time. There is almost no difference between P (t) for
D/U = 0.05 and 0.1 during the first oscillation, while
P (t) for D/U = 0.2 is at all times below P (t) for stronger
U . While for the strongest U the maxima reached by
P (t) are always close to 1, the maxima for weaker U are

smaller than 1 and decrease with time. All these observations can be rationalized by an increased importance of
the kinetic over the interaction term as U/D is decreased.
The outcomes of our attempts to compute P (t) on a
larger cluster or using a finer time discretization are summarized in Secs. SIV and SV of the Supplementary Material.
C.

Time-evolution of local charge and spin densities

In this section, we test the ABQMC method [Eq. (26)]
on the more difficult example of time evolution of spatially resolved charge and spin density. As already mentioned in Sec. II B 2, and previously discussed in Ref. 76,
the evolution of charge density starting from |ψCDW i
state is equivalent to the evolution of spin starting from
the corresponding |ΨSDW i.
Once again we take Nt = 2 in the STD of each evolution operator, which adds up to 4 real-time slices in
total, i.e., the forward and the backward branch are divided into Nt = 2 identical slices each. Because of this
complication, we can at present only reach the lattice
size Nc = 4, and thus focus on the case of the Hubbard tetramer (equivalent to the 2 × 2 plaquette). Fig-

12

10

10

-3

-4

-5

10
(b)
Survival probability

Population of initially occupied sites

|<sgn>|

(a) 10

8

9

10
10
Number of MC steps

10

1
1/30 of the whole chain
1/3 of the whole chain
whole chain
exact

0.8
0.6

U=0
U/D=0.25
U/D=0.5

1.5

1
0

1

2
3
Time (1/D)

4

5

Figure 9. (Color online) Time-dependent population of the
initially doubly occupied sites in the CDW state |ψCDW i of
the Hubbard tetramer, see Table I. The results are presented
for different values of the electron–electron interaction U . The
ABQMC results are represented by full symbols, while the
exact results are represented by solid lines.
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Figure 7. (Color online) (a) Average sign as a function of the
number of MC steps in the ABQMC simulation of P (t) for the
16-electron initial state schematically depicted in Fig. 6(a).
(b) Time dependence of the survival probability for U = 0
extracted using the first 1/30 of the total number of MC steps
completed (1.29 × 109 steps, full red circles), the first 1/3 of
the total number of MC steps completed (1.29 × 1010 steps,
full blue squares), and all the MC steps completed (3.87×1010
steps, full green up-triangles). These results are compared to
the exact result in the noninteracting limit, which are represented by the solid line. The vertical lines in (a), whose
colors match the colors of the symbols in (b), denote the ending points of the simulations.

ure 9 compares the population of initially doubly occupied sites obtained within the ABQMC method (full
symbols) with the respective exact results (solid lines)
for a range of electron–electron interactions U near the
noninteracting limit. The ABQMC results for U = 0 and
U/D = 0.25 agree quite well with the respective exact results throughout the time window studied; the agreement
for U/D = 0.5 is solid only up to the time Dtmax ≈ 3. As
expected, systematic error increases with interaction and
time, having that ∆t = t/Nt . The effect of interaction
appears to kick in at around time tD = 1.5.
It is worth noting that this calculation has a slightly
worse average sign that the corresponding P (t) calculation with Nt = 4 (see Table II). Here it is |hsgni| =
1.6 × 10−3 .
IV.

1
Survival probability

2

0.8
0.6
0.4
U/D=20
U/D=10
U/D=5

0.2
0

0

1

2

3
Time (1/U)

4

5

6

Figure 8. (Color online) Survival-probability dynamics of the
16-electron initial state schematically depicted in Fig. 6(a) for
three values of the interaction strength that are close to the
atomic limit.

RELATION TO OTHER ALGORITHMS

The ABQMC method that we develop here was initially imagined as an alternative to the Hirsch–Fye (HF)
QMC method,81 in the context of the Hubbard model.
The HF method is similarly based on the STD, and there
is a relatively large configuration space to be sampled,
with the size scaling as 2Nc Nτ (configuration is defined
by Nc Nτ Ising—up or down—auxilliary spins; Nτ here
denotes the total number of time slices, be it imaginary
or real time, or both). Similarly to the ABQMC method,
the MC weight of any given configuration in the HF
method requires computation of a determinant of a matrix, the dimension of the matrix being Nc Nτ . The large
size of the matrix in the HF method often represents an
obstacle, and the calculation of the determinant is the
bottleneck of the procedure. In our method, the configuration space is a priori much bigger (24Nc Nτ ), but is also
substantially reduced by the conservation laws that we
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employ. On the other hand, we compute determinants
of much smaller matrices, with their size equal to the
total number of particles of a given spin. For this reason, a single MC step is much cheaper in the ABQMC
than in the HF method, with complexity scaling only
linearly with Nτ (compared to ∼ Nτ2 in HF). Additional
difference is that in the HF method, calculation of density is not as straight-forward as in the ABQMC method.
The local auxiliary Ising spin only distinguishes between
singly-occupied and doubly-occupied/empty site. In the
ABQMC method, the densities in both coordinate and
momentum space can be simply read off the configuration. Most importantly, the ABQMC method can readily
be applied to canonical ensembles and pure states, which
may not be possible with the HF method. In our implementation, the evolution of pure states can be even performed for multiple values of U and multiple times t using
a single Markov chain. However, we find that the poor
scaling of the average sign in the ABQMC method offsets
its relative advantages. The HF calculations in the halffilled particle–hole-symmetric Hubbard model are manifestly sign-problem-free. At present, we are unable to
transform the ABQMC algorithm in such a way to ensure |hsgni| = 1 in any case.
Our algorithm is also similar in spirit to auxiliaryfield QMC, as presented in Refs. 50–52. These algoirthms, similarly to the HF, make use of the Hubbard–
Stratonovich transformation, and, ultimately, the timeevolution is described as a random walk in the space of
Slater determinants. This construction generally allows
for a larger number of time-steps, because the randomwalk paths can be constructed time-step by time-step.
However, to the best of our understanding, this approach
cannot be as easily applied in thermal equilibrium calculations without invoking certain approximations such
as the constrained-path approximation51 or the phaseless approximation.52 Additionally, like in world-line algorithms, one must algorithmically ensure
that the path
P
connects two identical states (Z = Ψ hΨ|path|Ψi), allowing also for particle exchanges. In the ABQMC algorithm, there is no such issue, and the method is readily
applicable to the full range of equilibrium and out-ofequilibrium setups.

V.

SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We devise, implement, benchmark, and make first use
of a numerically exact QMC method, aimed at calculations relevant for the recent ultracold-atom simulations
of the Hubbard model. The algorithm formally applies
to the calculation of densities of spin, charge, or uniform
current, and the corresponding correlation functions in
the full range of equilibrium and out-of-equilibrium setups. In the present work, we have demonstrated the
validity of our method in the calculation of the average
density in equilibrium, as well as in the calculation of
survival probability and charge density in the evolution

of pure states. We make use of the method in the calculation of survival probability of pure density-wave-like
states for the Hubbard model on a 4 × 4 square-lattice.
Our study is timely because there are not many reference
results, or other algorithms that are readily applicable to
this problem. For example, finite-temperature Lanczos
method can treat 16-site Hubbard model, but real-time
dynamics is difficult to implement. The auxiliary-field
QMC method has been generalized to real-time calculations only very recently.53 Our results reveal a clear
trend that interactions speed up the initial decay of the
survival probability, but facilitate a persistence of the
initial charge-pattern at longer times. Additionally, we
observe a characteristic value of the coupling constant,
U ∼ 0.5D, below which the interaction makes no visible
effect on time-evolution. These findings bare qualitative
predictions for future ultracold-atom experiments, but
are limited to dynamics at the shortest wave-lengths, as
dictated by the maximal size of the lattice that we can
treat.
We find that our method is heavily plagued by the
fermionic sign-problem and may not be easily pushed to
bigger lattices or finer time-discretizations. In the attempt to curb this problem, we have identified some of
the symmetries of the ABQMC configuration space related to the particle–hole, time-reversal, and bipartite
lattice symmetry of the Hubbard model; These findings
have enabled us to formulate the ABQMC in a way that
several symmetries of the Hubbard model are manifestly
satisfied. We have also been able to aleviate the “phase
problem” and reduce it to the standard sign problem.
It is likely that there are symmetry structures in the
ABQMC configuration space that we have not yet exploited to further speed up convergence. To this end,
one may attempt to use quasi MC methods,82–84 which
sample the configuration space using highly structured
and deterministic quasi-random sequences (in contrast
to the pseudo-random numbers employed in this study).
Another promising direction is the many-configuration
Markov-chain MC, which is capable of visiting an arbitrary number of configurations at every MC step.85 This
possibility is particularly appealing when the properties
of the configurations to be visited at a given MC step
can be obtained at a small computational cost, which
may be true of configurations linked by symmetry operations. Finding viable ways of integrating these ideas
into our ABQMC method is left as another challenge for
future work.
Finally, we make a striking observation that even a
tiny number of time slices can be sufficient to properly
describe the time-evolution of density in the parameter regime relevant for the optical-lattice experiments
(U ∼ 1D, T ∼ 0.25D). This finding suggests that
discrete-time methods (such as Hirsch–Fye or possibly
a discrete-time version of CT-INT) should be (re)visited
in the context of the Kadanoff–Baym (3-piece) contour
calculations. In thermal equilibrium calculations, HF is
often performed with as many as 80 time slices, with
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the intent to properly resolve the imaginary-time Green’s
function G(τ ). However, the requirement for the proper
description of the instantaneous correlator hni = hc† ci
might be much lower. In strongly incoherent regimes,
the thermalization of the system is expected to be quick,
and the dynamical sign problem may not come into play
in the description of the relevant transient regimes, such
as the one studied in Ref. 19.

conducted all numerical simulations, analyzed their results, and prepared the initial version of the manuscript.
Both authors contributed to the submitted version of the
manuscript.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the ABQMC formulae that manifestly respect the dynamical symmetry of the Hubbard model

Here, we derive the ABQMC expressions for the survival probability [Eq. (23)] and the expectation value of an
observable [Eq. (26)] that manifestly respect the dynamical symmetry of the Hubbard model.
We start by defining the action of the bipartite lattice symmetry, which is represented by a unitary, hermitean, and
involutive operator B (B † = B = B −1 ) whose action on electron creation and annihilation operators in the real space
is given as
rx +ry (†)
Bc(†)
crσ .
rσ B = (−1)

(A1)

In the momentum space, B is actually the so-called π-boost20
(†)

(†)

Bckσ B = ck+Q,σ

(A2)

that increases the electronic momentum by Q = (π, π). The time reversal operator T is an antiunitary (unitary and
antilinear), involutive, and hermitean operator whose action on electron creation and annihilation operators in the
real space is given as
(†)

(†)

T cr↑ T = cr↓ ,

(†)

(†)

(A3)

(†)

(A4)

T cr↓ T = −cr↑ ,

while the corresponding relations in the momentum space read as
(†)

(†)

T ck↑ T = c−k↓ ,

(†)

T ck↓ T = −c−k↑ .

Using Eqs. (A1)–(A4), it follows that
BH0 B = −H0 ,

BHint B = Hint ,

T H0 T = H0 ,

T Hint T = Hint .

(A5)
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In Sec. II B 2, we assumed that the initial state |ψ(0)i is an eigenstate of local density operators nrσ , which means
that B|ψ(0)i = eiχB |ψ(0)i, see Eq. (A1). In the following discussion, we additionally assume that the time reversal
operation changes |ψ(0)i by a phase factor, T |ψ(0)i = eiχT |ψ(0)i, so that
T B|ψ(0)i = eiχ |ψ(0)i

(A6)

The CDW-like states |ψCDW i summarized in Table I and Figs. 6(a)–6(d) are one example of states satisfying Eq. (A6).
On the contrary, the corresponding SDW-like states |ψSDW i [Eq. (32)] generally do not satisfy Eq. (A6). Examples
of SDW-like states that satisfy Eq. (A6) are spin-balanced states corresponding to CDW-like states in Table I and
Figs. 6(a) and 6(b).
Let us first discuss the survival probability. Equations (A5) and (A6) imply that the survival probabilities
P±U (t) = hψ(0)|e−i(H0 ±Hint )t |ψ(0)i

2

(A7)

for the interactions +U and −U are mutually equal, P+U (t) = P−U (t). Moreover, considering the time reversal
symmetry alone, we conclude that the survival probability amplitude hψ(0)|e−iHt |ψ(0)i is purely real. Starting from
hψ(0)|e−iHt |ψ(0)i ≈

E 1D
E
Nt
Nt
1D
ψ(0) +
ψ(0) ,
ψ(0) e−iH0 ∆t e−iHint ∆t
ψ(0) e−iHint ∆t e−iH0 ∆t
2
2

(A8)

where ∆t = t/Nt , we obtain

hψ(0)|e−iHt |ψ(0)i =

X

Re{D(C)} e−i[ε0 (C)+εint (C)]∆t .

(A9)

C

In order for Eq. (A9) to manifestly respect the above-described dynamical symmetry, we rewrite it as follows
1 X −i[ε0 (C)+εint (C)]∆t
1 X i[ε0 (C 0 )−εint (C 0 )]∆t
e
Re{D(C 0 )}
e
Re{D(C)} +
2
2 0
C
C
X
=
Re{D(C)} cos[ε0 (C)∆t] e−iεint (C)∆t .

hψ(0)|e−iHt |ψ(0)i =

(A10)

C

In the second sum on the right-hand side of Eq. (A10), we have introduced the following variable substitution
C → C 0 = {|Φk,l i = B|Ψk,l i, |Φi,l i = B|Ψi,l i|l = 1, . . . , Nt }

(A11)

under which D(C 0 ) = D(C) and ε0 (C 0 ) = −ε0 (C). The invariance under the time reversal implies that Eq. (A10)
should not change upon replacing ∆t by −∆t. The last requirement transforms Eq. (A11) into
hψ(0)|e−iHt |ψ(0)i =

X

Re{D(C)} cos[ε0 (C)∆t] cos[εint (C)∆t],

(A12)

C

and Eq. (23) then follows immediately. If the initial state is invariant under the bipartite lattice symmetry, but not
under the time reversal, the ABQMC method uses the expression after the second equality in Eq. (A10).
In the case of hAa (t)i, we start from the fact that it is purely real
hAa (t)i =

and obtain
hAa (t)i =

X
C

X
C

E
N t
Nt
1D
ψ(0) eiH0 ∆t eiHint ∆t
Aa e−iH0 ∆t e−iHint ∆t
ψ(0) +
2
E
N t
Nt
1D
ψ(0) eiHint ∆t eiH0 ∆t
Aa e−iHint ∆t e−iH0 ∆t
ψ(0) ,
2

(A13)

Re{D(C)}Aa (Ψa,Nt ) {cos[∆ε0 (C)∆t] cos[∆εint (C)∆t] − sin[∆ε0 (C)∆t] sin[∆εint (C)∆t]} −
Im{D(C)}Aa (Ψa,Nt ) {sin[∆ε0 (C)∆t] cos[∆εint (C)∆t] + cos[∆ε0 (C)∆t] sin[∆εint (C)∆t]} .

(A14)
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We first use the transformation laws under the bipartite lattice symmetry, BAa B = Aa , and B|ψ(0)i = eiχB |ψ(0)i.
We rewrite Eq. (A14) as a sum of its two halves, and in one of them we introduce the variable substitution analogous
to Eq. (A11) (with Nt replaced by 2Nt ). Because of D(C 0 ) = D(C) and ∆ε0 (C 0 ) = −∆ε0 (C), Eq. (A14) reduces to
X
hAa (t)i =
Re{D(C)}Aa (Ψa,Nt ) cos[∆ε0 (C)∆t] cos[∆εint (C)∆t]−
C

X

(A15)

Im{D(C)}Aa (Ψa,Nt ) cos[∆ε0 (C)∆t] sin[∆εint (C)∆t].

C

The transformation laws under the time reversal symmetry imply that Eq. (A15) should contain only contributions
that are invariant under the change ∆t → −∆t. This requirement equates the second sum on the right-hand side of
Eq. (A15) to zero, and we remain with Eq. (26). If the time reversal changes the initial state by more than a phase
factor, the ABQMC method uses Eq. (A15).
Appendix B: Survival-probability dynamics of the CDW-like and SDW-like states

Here, we provide a formal demonstration of Eq. (33) and explain how we combine Markov chains for the survival
probability amplitudes of states |ψCDW i and |ψSDW i to efficiently and accurately evaluate their survival probabilities.
We first introduce the partial particle–hole transformation that is represented by a unitary, hermitean, and involutive
operator P (P † = P = P −1 ) whose action on electron creation and annihilation operators in the real space is given
as74,75
P cr↑ P = cr↑ ,
P cr↓ P =

(−1)rx +ry c†r↓ ,

P c†r↓ P

P c†r↑ P = c†r↑ ,
= (−1)

rx +ry

cr↓ .

(B1)
(B2)

The interaction Hamiltonian Hint thus transforms under the partial particle–hole transformation as follows
b↑ − Hint .
P Hint P = U N

(B3)

The action of the partial particle–hole transformation in the momentum space read as [Q = (π, π)]
P ck↑ P = ck↑ ,
P ck↓ P =

c†Q−k,↓ ,

P c†k↑ P = c†k↑ ,

P c†k↓ P

= cQ−k,↓ .

(B4)
(B5)

The kinetic energy, therefore, remains invariant under the partial particle–hole transformation, i.e., P H0 P = H0 .
Q
Equations (B1) and (B2) imply that P |∅i = r c†r↓ |∅i, where the product is taken over all the sites of the cluster
studied. We then find that P |ψCDW i = |ψSDW i, i.e., the partial particle–hole transformation transforms the CDW
state defined in Eq. (31) into the SDW state defined in Eq. (30) and vice versa.76 The states |ψCDW i and |ψSDW i have
the same number of spin-up electrons, while their numbers of spin-down electrons add to Nc . Using the combination of
the partial particle–hole transformation P and bipartite lattice transformation B defined in Appendix A, one obtains
hψCDW |e−iHt |ψCDW i = e−iN↑ (ψ)U t hψSDW |e−iHt |ψSDW i∗ ,

(B6)

b↑ |ψCDW i = hψSDW |N
b↑ |ψSDW i is the total number of spin-up electrons in CDW and SDW
where N↑ (ψ) = hψCDW |N
states. Equation (33) then follows immediately from Eq. (B6).
We now explain how we use Eq. (B6) to efficiently and accurately compute the survival probability of states |ψCDW i
and |ψSDW i. The state |ψCDW i is invariant under T B (up to a phase factor), so that the ABQMC computation of
the left-hand side of Eq. (B6) employs Eq. (A12). The state |ψSDW i is in general changed under T B by more than a
phase factor, so that the ABQMC computation of the right-hand side of Eq. (B6) employs Eq. (A10). Suppose that
CDW
(t)} and {D1CDW , . . . , DN
} for the numerator
we obtained Markov chains (of length NCDW ) {N1CDW (t), . . . , NNCDW
CDW
CDW
and denominator of the importance-sampling MC expression corresponding to Eq. (A12), respectively. Suppose
SDW
} for the
also that we obtained Markov chains (of length NSDW ) {N1SDW (t), . . . , NNSDW
(t)} and {D1SDW , . . . , DN
SDW
SDW
numerator and denominator of the importance-sampling MC expression corresponding to Eq. (A10), respectively.
Using these Markov chains, we found that the best result for the survival probability is obtained by joining them into
(t)∗ , N1CDW (t), . . . , NNCDW
(t)} of length NSDW +NCDW
one Markov chain {e−iN↑ (ψ)U t N1SDW (t)∗ , . . . , e−iN↑ (ψ)U t NNSDW
SDW
CDW
SDW
SDW
CDW
for the numerator, and another Markov chain {D1
, . . . , DNSDW , D1CDW , . . . , DN
}
of
length
NSDW +NCDW for the
CDW
denominator. If individual chain lengths NCDW and NSDW are sufficiently large, the manner in which the chains are
joined is immaterial; here, we append the CDW chain to the SDW chain, and we note that other joining possibilities
lead to the same final result (within the statistical error bars).
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Appendix C: Using the particle–hole symmetry to discuss the average sign of the ABQMC method for chemical potentials µ
and U − µ

The (full) particle–hole transformation is represented by a unitary, hermitean, and involutive operator Pf (Pf† =
Pf = Pf−1 ) whose action on electron creation and annihilation operators in the real space is defined as74,75
Pf crσ Pf = (−1)rx +ry c†rσ .

(C1)

The corresponding formula in the momentum space reads as
Pf ckσ Pf = c†Q−k,σ .

(C2)

Let us fix J, U, and T and compute the equation of state ρe (µ) using Eq. (17) in which Aa (Ψa,l ) = [N↑ (C)+N↓ (C)]/Nc .
It is convenient to make the µ-dependence in εe(C, µ) explicit. In the sums entering Eq. (17) we make the substitution
C → C 0 = {|Φk,l i = Pf |Ψk,l i, |Φi,l i = Pf |Ψi,l i|l = 1, . . . , Nτ }

(C3)

under which
D(C) = D(C 0 ),

εe(C, µ) = εe(C 0 , U − µ) + (U − 2µ)Nτ Nc ,

Nσ (C 0 ) = Nc − Nσ (C).

It then follows that
P
P
0
−∆τ ε
e(C,µ)
0
[N↑ (C) + N↓ (C)]/Nc
)}e−∆τ εe(C ,U −µ) [N↑ (C 0 ) + N↓ (C 0 )]/Nc
C Re{D(C)}e
C 0 Re{D(C
P
P
=2−
.
−∆τ ε
e(C,µ)
0
−∆τ ε
e(C 0 ,U −µ)
C Re{D(C)}e
C 0 Re{D(C )}e

(C4)

(C5)

The ABQMC simulations of the ratios in the last equation are performed for chemical potentials µ and U − µ, which
are symmetric with respect to the chemical potential U/2 at the half-filling. Since εe(C, µ) and εe(C 0 , U − µ) differ by
a constant additive factor, the corresponding configuration weights differ by a constant multiplicative factor, and the
average signs of the two ABQMC simulations are thus mutually equal.
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83 M. Maček, P. T. Dumitrescu, C. Bertrand, B. Triggs, O. Parcollet, and X. Waintal, “Quantum quasi-Monte Carlo technique
for many-body perturbative expansions,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 125,
047702 (2020).
84 C. Bertrand, D. Bauernfeind, P. T. Dumitrescu, M. Maček,
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SI.

MONTE CARLO UPDATES

Here, we present the Monte Carlo updates we use to move through the configuration space of our ABQMC method.
One important feature of all the updates to be presented is that they respect the particle-number and momentum
conservation laws.
The configuration space is sampled through Markov chains starting from an, in principle arbitrary, configuration C0 .
For convenience, all the momentum-space states |Ψ0k,l i ∈ C0 are assumed to be identical (the momentum conservation
then trivially holds). On the other hand, the initial real-space states |Ψ0i,l i ∈ C0 are chosen completely arbitrarily. The
Metropolis–Hastings algorithm is used to determine the probability of transferring from configuration Cn at Monte
Carlo step n to configuration Cn+1 at the subsequent Monte Carlo step n + 1. The transition probability Wn→n+1 is
prop
acc
Wn→n+1 = Wn→n+1
Wn→n+1

(S1)

prop
acc
where Wn→n+1
is the probability of proposing the update from configuration Cn to configuration Cn+1 , while Wn→n+1
determines the probability with which such a proposal is accepted. The Metropolis–Hastings acceptance rate reads
as
acc
Wn→n+1
= min{1, Rn→n+1 }

(S2)

where the acceptance ratio Rn→n+1 = 1/Rn+1→n depends on the weights of the configurations involved, as well as
on the proposal probabilities in both directions Cn ↔ Cn+1 in the following manner
Rn→n+1 =

prop
w(Cn+1 )Wn+1→n
.
prop
w(Cn )Wn→n+1

(S3)

prop
While the proposal probabilities Wn→n+1
for many of the QMC algorithms can be determined relatively straightforwardly (even analytically), their determination for the ABQMC algorithm may be quite challenging due to the
explicit momentum conservation. For all the moves involving changes in the momentum-space states, we can give no
prop
analytical expression for Wn→n+1
, and we have to devise computer algorithms capable of precisely enumerating all
possible propositions that comply with the momentum (and also particle-number) conservation.

A.

Updates that conserve the number of particles

(1a) add q—used in the equilibrium ABQMC and the ABQMC for the survival probability
The momentum K of each of the states |Ψnk,l i, l = 1, . . . , Nτ /t , is increased by a randomly chosen momentum
q 6= 0, thereby obtaining new states |Ψn+1
k,l i, l = 1, . . . , Nτ /t , with momentum K + q. The real-space states
are not changed, i.e., |Ψni,l i = |Ψn+1
i.
In
each momentum-space state, momentum q is added to an electron of
i,l
spin σ that carries momentum kσj,l under the condition that the state (σ, kσj,l + q) is unoccupied in |Ψnk,l i. All
possible momentum-accepting states (σ, kσj,l ) have to be explicitly enumerated and their number is denoted as
p+q
l .
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The inverse move starts from states |Ψn+1
k,l i, l = 1, . . . , Nτ /t , with momentum K + q, and adds momentum −q
to each of them. All possible momentum-accepting states in |Ψn+1
k,l i have to be explicitly enumerated and their
−q
number is denoted as pl .
The ratio of the proposal probabilities is then

prop
Y p+q
Wn+1→n
l
.
=
prop
Wn→n+1
p−q
l
l

This move ensures that we sample configurations from sectors featuring different electronic momenta.
(1b) add q—used in the ABQMC for local electron or spin densities, when the momentum conservation law is broken
into two independent conservation laws on the two branches of the Keldysh contour
We randomly choose momentum q 6= 0 and the branch (forward or backward) on which the move is applied.
If the forward branch is chosen, the momenta of the states |Ψnk,l i, l = 1, . . . , Nt , which are all equal to Kfwd ,
are increased by q in the same manner as in (1a).
If the backward branch is chosen, the momenta of the states |Ψnk,l i, l = Nt + 1, . . . , 2Nt , which are all equal to
Kbwd , are increased by q in the same manner as in (1a).
In both cases, the real-space states are kept intact, i.e., |Ψni,l i = |Ψn+1
i,l i.

The inverse move operates on the same branch as the direct move and attempts to add momentum −q to all
the momentum-space state on the chosen branch in the same manner as in (1a).

(2) exchange q
We randomly choose one momentum-space state |Ψnk,l0 i in which we select two electrons of spins σ1 and σ2
and momenta kσj11 and kσj22 , which are ordered so that kj1 ,y + Ny kj1 ,x > kj2 ,y + Ny kj2 ,x . The momenta are
subsequently changed using kσj11 → kσj11 + q, kσj22 → kσj22 − q (q 6= 0). As a consequence, the net momentum
of |Ψnk,l0 i remains unchanged. Obviously, the move may be realized only when the states (σ1 , kσj11 + q) and
(σ2 , kσj22 − q) are both unoccupied in |Ψnk,l0 i.
We note that enumerating all possible momenta q 6= 0 that may be transferred between the electrons is relatively
simple for σ1 6= σ2 (σ2 = σ1 ), when the two electrons can be distinguished by their spins. It is then enough
to go through all empty states (σ1 , k0 ) to which the electron (σ1 , kσj11 ) can be moved and to determine the
corresponding momentum transfer q = k0 − kσj11 . We then ask if the state (σ1 , kσj21 − q) is empty; in the
affirmative case, we memorize the current q as one possible momentum transfer. The inverse move proceeds in
a completely analogous manner by explicitly enumerating possible back-transfers.

On the other hand, two electrons of the same spin are indistinguishable, and special care should be exercised
to avoid double counting. For given kj1 and kj2 (we now omit σ1 = σ2 ), possible values of q follow from the
construction that is schematically summarized in Fig. S1. We make use of the periodic boundary conditions to
construct a new unit cell (in the momentum space) such that the electron of momentum kj1 is in its “center”,
while its vertices are at kj2 and its periodic copies kj2 + 2π(1, 0), kj2 + 2π(0, 1), and kj2 + 2π(1, 1). The “central
point” and the four vertices partition the unit cell into four rectangular regions that are colored yellow (bottom
left), green (top left), cyan (top right), and magenta (bottom right). The vectors q that may be added to kj1 and
subtracted from kj2 are to be selected so that the final states kj1 +q and kj2 −q belong to just one half of each of
the regions, the two halves being separated by the line connecting the “central” point and the vertices. The halves
from which possible final states kj1 +q, and thus possible momentum transfers q, are selected is shaded. Choosing
the momentum transfer such that the final state kj1 + q belongs to the other (unshaded) half is equivalent to
assigning momentum kj1 to the blue electron and kj2 to the red electron, i.e., to exchanging momentum labels
kj1 and kj2 , which produces the setup equivalent to that presented in Fig. S1. The momentum transfer q
along the edges of the four shaded triangles should be counted only once because of the periodic boundary
conditions. For example, if we enumerate possible qs along the vertical edge of the green shaded triangle, then
we should not enumerate possible qs along the vertical edge of the cyan shaded triangle. Moreover, if any of
the lines connecting the “center” and the four edges contains any other lattice point, possible qs along that
line are subjected to the condition |q| ≤ |kj1 − kj2 − 2π(ax , ay )|/2, where (ax , ay ) ∈ {(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1), (1, 1)}.
While this construction is appropriate for kj1 ,x 6= kj2 ,x and kj1 ,y 6= kj2 ,y , further discussion is needed when
either kj1 ,x = kj2 ,x or kj1 ,y = kj2 ,y . In the inverse move, we start from the two electrons carrying momenta
k0j1 = kj1 + q and k0j2 = kj2 − q, we order them so that kj0 1 ,y + Ny kj0 1 ,x > kj0 2 ,y + Ny kj0 2 ,x , and repeat the
above-described procedure.
This move ensures that we sample configurations belonging to the sector of the chosen total electron momentum.
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Figure S1. Construction used to correctly enumerate all possible momenta q 6= 0 that can be exchanged between two electrons
of equal spins that carry momenta kj1 and kj2 . The momenta q that may be added to kj1 (and subtracted from kj2 ) are such
that the final state kj1 + q is found in one of the four shaded triangles, while kj2 − q is found in one of the four unshaded
triangles.

(3) change r local
We randomly choose one real-space state |Ψni,l0 i [in all the time-dependent computations we perform, l0 6= 1 due
to |Ψni,1 i ≡ |ψ(0)i at each Monte Carlo step n] and move an arbitrarily chosen electron (spin σ, position rσj ) to
a new position sσj under the condition that the state (σ, sσj ) is unoccupied in |Ψni,l0 i.
The inverse move proceeds in the same manner as described above. The ratio of proposal weights is

prop
Wn+1→n
= 1.
prop
Wn→n+1

This move ensures that we sample configurations with different real-space electron patterns.
(4) change r global
We randomly choose one real-space state |Ψni,l0 i [in all the time-dependent computations we perform, l0 6= 1
due to |Ψni,1 i ≡ |ψ(0)i at each Monte Carlo step n] and replace it with a new state |Ψn+1
i,l0 i 6= |Ψi,l0 i. While the
effects of this “global” move can be mimicked by multiple applications of its “local” version change r local,
we found this move very useful in evenly sampling real-space configurations.
W prop
The inverse move proceeds in the same manner as described above. The ratio of proposal weights is n+1→n
= 1.
prop
Wn→n+1
(5) spin flip—used only in the equilibrium ABQMC because it does not separately conserve the number of spin-up
and spin-down electrons, yet it conserves the total electron number
We randomly choose spin σ and attempt to increase/decrease the number of electrons of spin σ/σ by one.
In each imaginary-time slice l = 1, . . . , Nτ , we explicitly enumerate the momentum states (σ, k) ∈ |Ψnk,l i such
/ |Ψnk,l i. This is the simplest possible update that changes the spin of an electron and yet keeps the
that (σ, k) ∈
n
total momentum of the configuration fixed. The state |Ψn+1
k,l i is then obtained from the state |Ψk,l i by removing
the electron in the state (σ, k) and adding the electron in the state (σ, k). The inverse move proceeds in an
0
analogous manner: we explicitly enumerate momentum the states (σ, k0 ) ∈ |Ψn+1
/ |Ψn+1
k,l i such that (σ, k ) ∈
k,l i.

In each imaginary-time slice l = 1, . . . , Nτ , we choose an electron of spin σ at position r from the realspace state |Ψni,l i and construct the real-space state |Ψn+1
i,l i by changing the electron’s position r → s
and
spin
σ
→
σ.
The
ratio
of
the
proposal
probabilities
in the real space can be directly computed as
 prop 
Wn+1→n
Nσ (Nc − Nσ )
=
, where Nσ and Nσ are numbers of electrons of spin σ and σ in
prop
Wn→n+1
(1 + Nσ )(Nc − Nσ + 1)
i,l
|Ψni/k,l i.
This move is very useful once the ABQMC starts sampling the configurations whose total electron number (the
sum of the numbers of spin-up and spin-down electrons) fluctuates around the value predicted by the fixed
temperature and chemical potential. One value of the total electron number may be realized via many different
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combinations of numbers of spin-up and spin-down electrons, and it is precisely this move that enables efficient
sampling through all these combinations.
B.

Updates that do not conserve the number of particles

The updates add particle and remove particle are used only in the equilibrium ABQMC, when the number of
particles fluctuates according to the fixed chemical potential and temperature.
The move add particle/remove particle adds/removes one electron from the configuration. These two moves
are inverses of one another. While analogous moves are relatively simply implemented in other QMC algorithms, here,
special care is to be exercised because of the particle-number and momentum conservation. In more detail, the spin
σ of the electron added to/removed from the imaginary-time slice l = 1 fixes that an electron added to/removed from
the remaining imaginary-time slices l = 2, . . . , Nτ must have the same spin σ. Furthermore, the momentum q of the
electron added to/removed from the imaginary-time slice l = 1 fixes that momentum change upon addition/removal
of an electron in the remaining imaginary-time slices l = 2, . . . , Nτ must be precisely q. This requirement may be
realized in many different ways. One trivial possibility is to add/remove the electron to/from the state (σ, q) if this
state is empty/occupied. On the other hand, we may add/remove the electron to/from state (σ, k), in which case we
should find another electron (σcomp , kcomp ) (of arbitrary spin σcomp ) to compensate for the difference in the momentum
change from ±q, where +/− sign is for electron addition/removal. The electron in the state (σcomp , kcomp ) that may
receive the momentum difference ±(q−k) will be termed the compensating electron. The situation is relatively simple
when the spin of the compensating electron is σ because the added electron and the compensating electron may be
distinguished by their spins. When the spins of the added and compensating electrons are both equal to σ, these two
electrons cannot be distinguished in the sense that their roles (added/compensating) may be reverted. Special care
should thus be taken to avoid double counting. An elaborate analysis reveals that the double counting is avoided by
ordering the momenta of:
(add) the added electron k and the compensating electron kcomp + q − k after the compensation;
(rmv) the removed electron k and the compensating electron kcomp before the compensation.
The ordering is the same as in the update exchange q.
While the above discussion regards the momentum-space states |Ψnk,l i → |Ψn+1
k,l i, the situation with the real-space
states |Ψni,l i → |Ψn+1
i
is
far
less
complicated
because
only
the
particle-number
conservation should be satisfied. The
i,l
spin of the electron to be added to/removed from from each |Ψni,l i is determined by the spin of the electron added
to/removed from |Ψnk,0 i. The ratio of the backward and forward proposal probabilities for the real-space parts of the
configuration may be directly computed as:
 prop 
Wn+1→n
Nc − Nσ
(add)
=
,
prop
Wn→n+1 i,l
1 + Nσ
 prop 
Wn+1→n
Nσ
=
,
(rmv)
prop
Wn→n+1
N
−
Nσ + 1
c
i,l
where Nσ is the number of electrons of spin σ in all the states |Ψni/k,l i (before the update).
C.

Fast determinant updates used to reduce the time needed to propose MC updates

The determinant D(C) is the product of a number of Slater determinants. Since all the moves can be seen as a
single row/column change potentially combined with addition/removal of a single row/column, changes in individual
Slater determinants may be efficiently computed using the formulae for fast determinant updates. These formulae,
which provide the determinant ratio before and after the update, deal with the inverses of the Slater determinants,
whose total number in the equilibrium ABQMC and the ABQMC for the survival probability is 2 × 2Nt/τ = 4Nt/τ ,
where the first factor of 2 comes from two spin orientations.
D.

Extraction of the Monte Carlo results

Here, we describe in some detail the procedure we employ to extract ABQMC results from raw MC data. The
number of MC steps needed to obtain converged results is inversely proportional to the average sign |hsgni|, which is
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ρe

generally much smaller than unity. To reach a relative (statistical) accuracy of r, one has to complete ∼ (r|hsgni|)−2
MC steps.1 All relevant quantities are measured at every MC step, and the individual-step data are grouped into bins
of length Lb , where Lb ∼ 105 − 106 , depending on the total number of MC steps completed. The convergence of the
ABQMC is generally slow, which is illustrated in Fig. S2 for an equilibrium simulation (the situation is similar in
time-dependent simulations). In the lower panel, which shows the average sign as a function of the number of MC
steps, we observe that the very steep initial decay of |hsgni| (first ∼ 2 × 108 MC steps) is followed by quite a slow
equilibration phase (up to ∼ (5 − 6) × 109 MC steps) characterized by multiple episodes of somewhat less steep decay
and growth. It is for this reason that we have to discard many initial MC steps. In practice, we discard first 80%
of the simulation. The data in the last 20% of the simulation are delimited by vertical lines. The average of the
binned data in the final 20% of the simulation is taken as the MC estimate of the quantity of interest. The statistical
error is estimated as the root-mean-square deviation of the binned data in the final 20% of the simulation from the
above-computed average value. Such an estimate of the error is appropriate for statistically independent MC data.
While we have not performed a systematic binning analysis, we may expect that the bin length we chose is sufficiently
large that the data from different bins may be considered as statistically independent.
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Figure S2. Upper panel: evolution of the electron density ρe in MC time. Lower panel: evolution of the average sign |hsgni|
in MC time. ABQMC simulation is performed on a 4 × 4 cluster with the following values of model parameters: U/J = 4,
T /J = 1.0408, µ/J = 2.
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SII. ABQMC METHOD TO EVALUATE TIME-DEPENDENT EXPECTATION VALUES ALONG THE
KADANOFF–BAYM CONTOUR

We start from
Tr e−βH(0) eiHt Aa e−iHt

hAa (t)i =
Tr e−βH(0)



(S4)

where H is the Hubbard Hamiltonian, while H(0) additionally contains terms that modulate charge or spin density.
For example, to simulate the response recorded in Ref. 2, the following H(0) may be appropriate:
X
X
X
H(0) =
εek nkσ + U
nr↑ nr↓ −
vr nrσ
(S5)
kσ

|

r

{z

}

H

rσ

where vr is the external harmonic potential that modulates electron density, e.g.,
vr = V0 cos(q · r).

(S6)

Inspired by Ref. 2, we assume that q = qex , i.e., we assume that the electron density is modulated along one direction
with the wavelength λ = 2π/q. We also assume that λ ≤ Nx and that Nx modλ = 0, i.e., the cluster’s linear dimension
along x axis is spanned by an integer number of wavelengths.
There are at least two manners in which the ABQMC method in the presence of external density-modulating
potential (at t < 0) can be formulated. They differ by the choice of the contributions that are diagonal in the
coordinate and momentum representations.
1. The part diagonal in the momentum representation is
[H(0)]mom =

X

εk nkσ ,

k

while the part diagonal in the coordinate representation
X
X
[H(0)]coord = U
nr↑ nr↓ −
µr nrσ
r

rσ

contains position-dependent chemical potential µr = µ + vr . Such a decomposition provides exact results in
the atomic limit (J = 0) and is expected to provide reasonable results when the electron–electron interaction
dominates over the electronic hopping.
2. The part diagonal in some momentum representation is
[H(0)]mom =

X
kσ

εek nkσ −


V0 X  †
c(kx +q,ky )σ c(kx ,ky )σ + c†(kx −q,ky )σ c(kx ,ky )σ
2
kσ

while the part diagonal in the coordinate representation is
X
[H(0)]coord = U
nr↑ nr↓ .
r

Such a decomposition provides exact results in the noninteracting limit (U = 0) and is expected to provide
reasonable results when the electronic hopping dominates over the electron–electron interaction. Our further
developments will be focused on this decomposition.
The external harmonic potential introduces the coupling between different k states which results in a reduction of the
Brillouin zone along x axis by a factor of λ. The wave vector k in the full Brillouin zone [0, 2π) × [0, 2π) is not a good
e in the reduced Brillouin zone [0, 2π/λ) × [0, 2π),
quantum number anymore. Its role is taken by the wave vector k
e
whose x projection kx may assume any of the nq = Nx div λ allowed values in the interval [0, 2π/λ) (p × 2π/Nx ,
where p = 0, . . . , nq − 1) and whose y projection e
ky may assume any of the Ny allowed values in the interval [0, 2π)
e there is another degree of freedom that will be denoted by
(p × 2π/Ny , where p = 0, . . . , Ny − 1). In addition to k,
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νx and that may assume values 0, . . . , λ − 1. The Hamiltonian Hmom has a block-diagonal structure and the blocks
e can be diagonalized separately. There are nq Ny such blocks and the dimension of each
defined by the wave vector k
of them is λ × λ.
The
H appears in combination eiHt . . . e−iHt , meaning that the chemical-potential term
P Hubbard Hamiltonian
P
−µ rσ nrσ = −µ kσ nkσ is not effective (we assume that Aa conserves the total particle number, which is a
reasonable assumption) and there is no ambiguity regarding the part Hmom or Hcoord to which it should be associated.
Therefore, the partition of the Hubbard Hamiltonian in parts that are diagonal in the momentum and coordinate
representation is the same as in the main body of the paper
X
X
Hmom =
εk nkσ , Hcoord = U
nr↑ nr↓ .
r

kσ

Let us now exploit symmetries to develop as efficient as possible ABQMC algorithm to evaluate Eq. (S4). Since
H(0) is not invariant under the bipartite lattice symmetry, we use only the time-reversal symmetry, according to
which hAa (−t)i = hAa (t)i. Furthermore, we note that both the numerator and the denominator of Eq. (S4) are
purely real. Using the strategy described in the main text, one may derive the ABQMC counterpart of Eq. (S4)
hAa (t)i =

P

C

Re{D(C)} e−∆τ εM (C) cos {[∆ε0 (C) + ∆εint (C)]∆t} Aa (Ψa,la )
P
−∆τ εM (C)
C Re{D(C)} e

(S7)

The configuration C consists of 2Nt + Nτ many-body states |Ψk,l i (l = 1, . . . , 2Nt + Nτ ) composed of single-particle
momentum eigenstates and 2Nt + Nτ many-body states |Ψi,l i composed of single-particle coordinate eigenstates.
While momenta of states |Ψk,1 i, . . . , |Ψk,2Nt i are defined in the full Brillouin zone, states |Ψk,2Nt +1 i, . . . , |Ψk,2Nt +Nτ i
have their momenta defined in the reduced Brillouin zone. The symbols D(C), ∆ε0 (C), and ∆εint (C) are defined as in
the main text, while εM (C) is the sum of energies of 2Nτ states along the Matsubara part of the contour, i.e.,
εM (C) =

2NX
t +Nτ

[ε0 (Ψk,l ) + εint (Ψi,l )] .

(S8)

l=2Nt +1

The slice on which the expectation value Aa (Ψa,la ) = hΨa,la |Aa |Ψa,la i is evaluated depends on the representation
a = i, k in which the observable Aa is diagonal, so that li = Nt + 1 and lk = Nt .
The structure of Eq. (S7) is intuitively clear as it is a combination of the ABQMC formula for thermodynamic
quantities [Eq. (17) of the main text] and the ABQMC formula for the time-dependent expectation value along
the Keldysh contour [Eq. (26) of the main text]. However, since we cannot exploit the bipartite lattice symmetry in this setup, the time-dependent part of the numerator in Eq. (S7) is cos {[∆ε0 (C) + ∆εint (C)]∆t} instead of
cos[∆ε0 (C)∆t] cos[∆εint (C)∆t]. Configuration weight may be chosen as w(C) = |Re{D(C)}| e−∆τ εM (C) and Eq. (S7) is
recast as
hAa (t)i =

hsgn(C) cos {[∆ε0 (C) + ∆εint (C)]∆t} Aa (Ψa,la )iw
.
hsgn(C)iw

(S9)

Markov-chain MC evaluation of Eq. (S9) suffers from the sign problem that does not depend on time t (it is not
dynamical). Still, it becomes more pronounced when the cluster size Nc or the number of slices (Nt and Nτ )
are increased. Similarly to equilibrium ABQMC calculations, the weight w(C) depends on all model parameters
(U, T, µ, V0 , t). Therefore, the calculations for different values of these parameters have to be performed using
different Markov chains, which is different from the computation of P (t) or hAa (t)i starting from a pure state |ψ(0)i.
The application of conservation laws on the Kadanoff–Baym contour is somewhat more involved than on simpler
contours studied in the main body of the paper. The particle-number conservation demands that all the many-body
states constituting configuration C have the same number of spin-up and spin-down electrons. We discuss the momentum
P conservation under the assumption that the observable Aa is diagonal in the coordinate representation (e.g.,
Ai = σ nrσ ). From the main text, we know that the momentum conservation along the horizontal parts of the contour (Keldysh branch) is broken into two conservation laws that are satisfied separately on the forward and backward
branch. In other words, the momenta (in the full Brillouin zone!) of Nt momentum-space states |Ψk,1 i, . . . , |Ψk,Nt i on
the forward branch are all equal to Kfwd , while the momenta of Nt momentum-space states |Ψk,Nt +1 i, . . . , |Ψk,2Nt i
on the backward branch are all equal to Kbwd . In contrast to the situation encountered in the main text, Kfwd and
Kbwd are not completely independent because states |Ψk,1 i and |Ψk,2Nt i are “in contact” with states |Ψk,2Nt +Nτ i
and |Ψk,2Nt +1 i on the Matsubara branch. Therefore, the relation between Kfwd and Kbwd is determined by the
momentum-conservation law along the Matsubara branch, which is formulated in the reduced Brillouin zone. Namely,
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the momenta (in the reduced Brillouin zone!) of Nτ momentum-space states |Ψk,2Nt +1 i, . . . , |Ψk,2Nt +Nτ i are all equal
e M . The momenta Kfwd , Kbwd , and K
e M are related as follows:
to K
e M · ey ,
Kfwd · ey = Kbwd · ey = K

e M · ex
Kfwd · ex
Nx
K
mod
=
,
2π/Nx
λ
2π/Nx

e M · ex
Kbwd · ex
Nx
K
mod
=
2π/Nx
λ
2π/Nx

Due to the more complicated momentum-conservation law, MC updates presented in Sec. SI have to be amply
modified. Instead of describing modified MC updates in detail, we demonstrate the correctness of our implementation
by benchmarking it on small clusters. Motivated by Ref. 2, we limit the discussion to the electron occupation dynamics
on individual sites.
We start from the noninteracting electrons, where already Nτ = 1 imaginary-time slice and 2Nt = 2 real-time slices
(2Nt + Nτ = 3 slices in total) are expected to reproduce the exact result. Trivial as they may seem, the benchmarks
on the noninteracting case are quite important, because densities of individual sites are expected to display nontrivial
oscillatory behavior. The fact that our ABQMC results reproduce these oscillations quite accurately strongly suggests
that our implementation is correct. In Fig. S3 we present results for the Hubbard dimer initially subjected to the
external density-modulating field vrx = V0 cos(πrx ) with rx = 0, 1. Figure S4 displays results for the Hubbard
tetramer initially subjected to the external density-modulating field of wavelength λ = 4, vrx = V0 cos(πrx /2), with
rx = 0, 1, 2, 3. Figure S5 displays results for the Hubbard tetramer initially subjected to the external densitymodulating field of wavelength λ = 2, vrx = V0 cos(πrx ), with rx = 0, 1, 2, 3.
rx=0, ABQMC
rx=1, ABQMC
rx=0, exact
rx=1, exact
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Time (1/D)

Figure S3. Time-dependent site populations of the Hubbard dimer with the following values of model parameters: µ/D =
1.3, V0 /D = 2, U = 0, T /D = 0.57. The external potential at t < 0 is vrx = V0 cos(πrx ) with rx = 0, 1.
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Figure S4. Time-dependent site populations of the Hubbard tetramer with the following values of model parameters: µ/D =
0.65, V0 /D = 1, U = 0, T /D = 0.285. The external potential at t < 0 is vrx = V0 cos(πrx /2) with rx = 0, 1, 2, 3.
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Figure S5. Time-dependent site populations of the Hubbard teteramer with the following values of model parameters: µ/D =
0.65, V0 /D = 1, U = 0, T /D = 0.285. The external potential at t < 0 is vrx = V0 cos(πrx ) with rx = 0, 1, 2, 3.

We conclude this section by applying the ABQMC algorithm to interacting electrons. We first discuss the Hubbard
dimer in the canonical ensemble, where we can obtain converged results with as many as 2Nt + Nτ = 12 slices in total
at half-filling (N↑ = N↓ = 1). The results are presented in Fig. S6. We observe that ABQMC results qualitatively
reproduce the exact result in the whole time window considered. The quantitative agreement is reasonable up to
Dt ≈ 2. Figure S7 presents results for the Hubbard tetramer in the grand-canonical ensemble, where we obtain
converged results using only Nt = 1 and Nτ = 2. Further increase in Nt reduces the average sign by orders of
magnitude: for Nt = 1, Nτ = 2 we obtain |hsgni| = 1.2 × 10−2 , while for Nt = 2, Nτ = 2 we find |hsgni| ∼ 10−4 .
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While Nτ = 2 is enough to reproduce equilibrium populations in the external field at t = 0, a single real-time slice
leads to the quantitative agreement between the ABQMC and exact results only at shortest times.
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Figure S6. Dynamics of electron populations on individual sites of the Hubbard dimer that at t < 0 is subjected to the
density-modulating potential vrx = V0 cos(πrx ) with rx = 0, 1. We work in the canonical ensemble with N↑ = N↓ = 1. The
model parameters assume the following values: V0 /D = 1, U/D = 0.6, T /D = 0.45.
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Figure S7. Dynamics of electron populations on individual sites of the Hubbard tetramer that at t < 0 is subjected to the
density-modulating potential vrx = V0 cos(πrx ) with rx = 0, 1, 2, 3. We work in the grand-canonical ensemble with Nt = 1,
Nτ = 2 (2Nt + Nτ = 4 slices in total), and the following values of model parameters: µ/D = −0.325, V0 /D = 0.5, U/D = 0.5,
T /D = 0.5.

SIII.
A.

DETAILED PERFORMANCE OF THE ABQMC METHOD APPLIED TO EVALUATE THE EQUATION OF STATE
U/J = 4, T /J = 1.0408

4.0

Time (ms)

3.0

proposal time
acceptance time

2.0

1.0

0.0

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

ρe,ABQMC

Figure S8. Average time needed to propose (black circles) and accept (red squares) one Monte Carlo update as a function
of the ABQMC electron density. The averaging is performed over all updates used in ABQMC simulations to evaluate the
equation of state: add particle, remove particle, spin flip, add q, exchange q, change r local, and change r global.
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Figure S9. Acceptance rates of individual Monte Carlo updates as a function of the ABQMC electron density. Being inverses
of one another, the acceptance rates of moves add particle and remove particle are mutually equal. The acceptance rates of
moves add particle, remove particle, spin flip, add q, and exchange q exhibit weak dependence on the filling, while moves
involving changes in the real-space part of configurations tend to be accepted less frequently as the filling is increased.

B.

U/J = 24, T /J = 1.0408
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Figure S10. Average time needed to propose (black circles) and accept (red squares) one Monte Carlo update as a function
of the ABQMC electron density. The averaging is performed over all updates used in ABQMC simulations to evaluate the
equation of state: add particle, remove particle, spin flip, add q, exchange q, change r local, and change r global.
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Figure S11. Acceptance rates of individual Monte Carlo updates as a function of the ABQMC electron density. Being inverses
of one another, the acceptance rates of moves add particle and remove particle are mutually equal. The acceptance rates of
moves add q and exchange q exhibit weak dependence on the filling, while moves add particle, remove particle, spin flip,
change r local, and change r global tend to be accepted less frequently as the filling is increased.

SIV.

APPLICABILITY OF THE ABQMC METHOD TO A 4 × 4 CLUSTER WITH Nt = 4 REAL-TIME SLICES

This section addresses the applicability of the ABQMC method to compute the survival probability of the 16electron CDW-like/SDW-like state on a 4 × 4 square-lattice cluster when the number of real-time slices is increased
from Nt = 2 to Nt = 4. In Fig. S12 we compare the behavior of the average sign for Nt = 2, when we make 3.87 × 1010
steps, and Nt = 4, when we make 1.16 × 1010 steps. Increasing the number of real-time slices from 2 to 4 decreases
|hsgni| after 1010 MC steps by an order of magnitude. With Nt = 4, the stabilization of the average sign takes much
more than 1010 MC steps, and its overall decrease as the simulation proceeds may be very well described by a power
law with the exponent of −1/2, see the dashed line in Fig. S12.
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Figure S12. Magnitude of the average sign as a function of the number of MC steps during the ABQMC simulation of the
survival probability of the 16-electron CDW/SDW state on a 4 × 4 square-lattice cluster √
using Nt = 2 and Nt = 4 real-time
slices. The overall behavior of |hsgni| for Nt = 4 may be fitted very well by the function 5/ NMC that is shown by the dashed
line.
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SV.

APPLICABILITY OF THE ABQMC METHOD TO AN 8 × 4 CLUSTER WITH Nt = 2 REAL-TIME SLICES

This section addresses the applicability of the ABQMC method to compute the survival probability of a 16-electron
initial state on an 8 × 4 cluster with Nt = 2 real-time slices. The initial CDW-like state is schematically depicted in
Fig. S13(a), while Fig. S13(b) shows the evolution of the average sign during the MC simulation. We perform 1010
MC steps, during which the magnitude of the average sign shows no signals of stabilization, but steadily decreases in a
power-law fashion with the exponent −1/2, see the dashed line in Fig. S13(b). Even though the final stages of our MC
simulation may suggest that |hsgni| stabilizes on the level of ∼ 4×10−5 , a very noisy behavior of |hsgni| throughout the
simulation casts doubts on such a conclusion. We observe in Fig. S13(b) that |hsgni| displays pronounced dips whose
duration may be as long as a couple of billions of steps, which is in stark contrast with the rather smooth decrease
of |hsgni| observed, e.g., in Fig. S12. These dips suggest that there may be problems with the configuration-space
sampling. The dimension of the configuration space of our ABQMC method is much larger than the dimension of
the Hilbert space of the model, which is astronomically large for the Hubbard model on an 8 × 4 cluster. To further
illustrate the last point, in Fig. S13(c) we present the survival probability of the initial state in the noninteracting
case. In contrast to the 4 × 4 cluster, for which perfect collapses and revivals in P (t) are observed already on relatively
short time scales, there is no such a regular behavior on the 8 × 4 cluster, see Fig. S13(c). On general grounds, the
noninteracting system is bound to display perfect collapses and revivals in P (t), while the time scale on which the
pattern in P (t) repeats itself is inversely proportional to the dimension of the system’s Hilbert space.
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Figure S13. (a) Schematic view of the 16-electron initial state on an 8 × 4 square-lattice cluster whose survival probability is
computed. (b) Magnitude of the average sign as a function of the number of MC steps during the ABQMC simulation of the
survival probability of the initial state
√ depicted in (a). Nt = 2 real-time slices are used. The overall behavior of |hsgni| may be
fitted very well by the function 2/ NMC that is shown by the dashed line. (c) Time dependence of the survival probability of
the initial state depicted in (a) in the noninteracting case U = 0. The dimensionality of the system’s Hilbert space is so large
that no perfect revival in P (t) (which is bound to occur since U = 0) is observed up to Dt = 250.
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