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ABSTRACT
I describe the first continuous space nuclear path integral quantum Monte Carlo
method, and calculate the ground state properties of light nuclei including Deuteron,
Triton, Helium-3 and Helium-4, using both local chiral interaction up to next-to-
next-to-leading-order and the Argonne v interaction. Compared with diffusion based
quantum Monte Carlo methods such as Green’s function Monte Carlo and auxiliary
field diffusion Monte Carlo, path integral quantum Monte Carlo has the advantage
that it can directly calculate the expectation value of operators without tradeoff,
whether they commute with the Hamiltonian or not. For operators that commute
with the Hamiltonian, e.g., the Hamiltonian itself, the path integral quantum Monte
Carlo light-nuclei results agree with Green’s function Monte Carlo and auxiliary field
diffusion Monte Carlo results. For other operator expectations which are important
to understand nuclear measurements but do not commute with the Hamiltonian and
therefore cannot be accurately calculated by diffusion based quantum Monte Carlo
methods without tradeoff, the path integral quantum Monte Carlo method gives reliable
results. I show root-mean-square radii, one-particle number density distributions, and
Euclidean response functions for single-nucleon couplings. I also systematically describe
all the sampling algorithms used in this work, the strategies to make the computation
efficient, the error estimations, and the details of the implementation of the code to
perform calculations. This work can serve as a benchmark test for future calculations
of larger nuclei or finite temperature nuclear matter using path integral quantum

Monte Carlo.
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Chapter 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

In nuclear physics, most of the questions simply cannot be convincingly answered

without answering the following two perhaps ultimate questions in the first place:
1. What is the interaction between nucleons?
2. How to solve the many-body problem?

In fact, these two questions are more like big challenges than problems or troubles.
Today, in the beginning of the second decade of the 21 century, which is nearly a
century since Erwin Schrodinger in 1925 wrote down the equation ihl = H that rules
the quantum world, with discoveries and development in both theory and computation
aspects made by several generations of people, the answers to the two questions are

on the horizon.
1.1.1 Evolution of the Nucleon-Nucleon Interaction

In regards to the first question, what is the interaction between nucleons? We already
know that nucleons are made of quarks and gluons, and quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) (Gross and Wilczek (1973); Politzer (1973)) describes the strong interaction
between quarks and gluons within the framework of quantum field theory (QFT) by
using the QCD Lagrangian. The interactions between quarks are made by exchanging
the gluons which are the ‘messengers’. Nucleons, i.e. protons and neutrons are actually

the bound states of quarks and gluons. Consequently, in principle we should calculate



the interaction between nucleons from QCD, using the degrees of freedom of the quarks
and gluons. However, QCD features asymptotic freedom. Namely quarks are weakly
interacting at small distance which corresponds to high energies. But the interaction
is strong at long distance which corresponds to the low energy region. This causes the
confinement of quarks within hadrons like nucleons and mesons. Therefore, in the high
energy region we can perform perturbation calculations but not so easily in the low
energy region where hadrons form. This is mainly why it is so difficult to do ab initio
calculations at the hadronic level directly from QCD. Lattice QCD methods (Davies
(2002)) are working toward calculating the nucleon many-body problem from quark
and gluons degrees of freedom, however the current simulations are not capable of a
system beyond two nucleons (Beane et al. (2008); Savage (2015)).

In fact, in the low energy region, we may not have to directly include quark and
gluon degrees of freedom, because, the nucleons are in the non-relativistic regime
and they are stable; the quarks and gluons hardly ever get excited in the nucleons.
In this case, we can treat a nucleon as an elementary particle (nucleons have form
factors which can be thought of as the internal structure) with protons and neutrons
only distinguished from each other by their isospin. We can treat the interactions
between nucleons as instantaneous and therefore we can use a potential to describe
the nucleon-nucleon interaction. Of course, the nucleon-nucleon interaction has to be
the residual interactions of the strong interaction described by QCD, just like the van
der Waals potential is the residual interaction of the Coulomb interaction at large

distance.

Meson exchange theory

The earliest version of nucleon-nucleon (NN) interaction is the Yukawa potential

e—mr

(Yukawa (1935)) which is Vyywa(r) = —¢?

— where g is the coupling constant, m



is the mass of the meson and r is the distance between two nucleons. Yukawa theory
was pioneering in the 1930s because it first predicted that the interactions between
nucleons are made by exchanging a new particle called a meson. The interaction range
r between nucleons, which is about 1 fm, can determine the mass of the meson by the
uncertainty principle r &~ 1/m so m =~ 200 MeV. And such a meson called the pion
with mass about 140 MeV was discovered in 1947 (Lattes et al. (1947)). Since then,
nuclear and high energy physics has entered a golden age, and there was time where a
discovery of a new particle meant a Nobel Prize.

Over the decades, we have more understanding of what the interaction between
nucleons looks like. We at least know that the interactions between nucleons should
have momentum dependence. The simplest interaction with momentum dependence
is the spin-orbit interaction which is nonlocal, and in fact a realistic nucleon-nucleon
interaction cannot be built without it. Also, there are not only two-nucleon forces
(2NF), but also three-nucleon forces (3NF), and even four-nucleon forces (4NF), and
even more. Since the 1990s, several high-precision NN interactions (Machleidt and
Slaus (2001)) mostly based on meson exchange theory have been developed. Among
them, the Nijmegen potentials (Stoks et al. (1994)), the CD-Bonn potential (Machleidt
et al. (1996)), the Argonne series (Wiringa et al. (1995); Wiringa and Pieper (2002);
Veerasamy and Polyzou (2011)) of interactions together with Tucson-Melbourne (Coon
and Glockle (1981)) and Urbana and the modern Illinois series of 3NF (Carlson
et al. (1983); Wiringa and Pieper (2002)) are widely used. These meson-exchange
based models have achieved great success in explaining the experimental data. In
these potentials, the 2NF includes one-pion exchange (OPE) as well as heavier meson
exchange and the 3NF contains terms from two and/or more pion exchange. However,
the parameters in the 3NF models need be adjusted for the chosen 2NF model to

fit the binding energy for A > 3 nuclei (Nogga et al. (2000)). This situation raises a



simple question, how do we choose the 2NF and 3NF? Apparently these models are
lacking a fundamental theory which can guide us to find or choose the form of 2NF
and 3NF within a consistent framework. From today’s point of view, we know that
those models are lacking the guidance of the (broken) symmetry from QCD, the chiral

symmetry.

Chiral effective field theory

Since the 1990s, the importance of NN interactions derived from chiral effective field
theory (ChEFT) has been realized by more and more people. The idea of ChEFT was
proposed in 1979 by Steven Weinberg (Weinberg (1979)) and after his proposal about
how to treat the nuclear interaction at the chiral limit (Weinberg (1990, 1991)) ChEFT
has been rapidly developed in nuclear physics (Epelbaum et al. (2009); Machleidt and
Entem (2011)). The nuclear interactions derived from ChEFT are connected with the
fundamental theory of QCD by the broken chiral symmetry. This is an example of
‘symmetry dictates interaction’ (Yang (1980)). To derive the nuclear interaction from
ChEFT, one has to identify the relevant symmetries of low-energy QCD first. Then,
one needs to construct the most general Lagrangian including those symmetries and
symmetry breakings. After that, one needs to do a low momentum expansion and
design the scheme to collect the important contributions. The scheme is called chiral
perturbation theory (ChPT). Finally, one calculates those Feynman diagrams of the
important contributions order by order, in terms of an expansion in the small external
momenta over the large scale, (/?—X)” Here (Q means the nucleon three-momentum
or pion four-momentum or a pion mass which is around 140 MeV, A, is the chiral
symmetry breaking scale (hadronic scale) which is about 1 GeV, v is the power of the

order. Determining the power v is called power counting. v = 0 terms are the called

the leading order (LO) which contributes the most to the nuclear interaction. There



are no v = 1 terms due to parity and time-reversal invariance, so the next-to-leading
order (NLO) terms are for v = 2. The next-to-next-to-leading order (N?LO) terms are
for v = 3, and this is where a nonvanishing 3NF occurs (van Kolck (1994); Epelbaum
et al. (2002)). The next-to-next-to-next-to-leading order (N3LO) are for v = 3 and
that is where a 4NF' occurs. Note that (A%) < 1, and the 2NF occurs at v = 0, the
3NF occurs at v = 3, and the 4NF occurs at v = 4. (A%)O > (A%)?’ > (%)4, therefore
ChPT explains the hierarchy of nuclear force 2NF > 3N F > 4N F which we knew
empirically before. Because the Chiral interaction are based on momentum expansion
(A%)”, it naturally carries the momentum dependence. It is worth mentioning that
(Gezerlis et al. (2013)) up to N2LO (beginning from N3*LO, non-local operators cannot
be avoided however their effects should be negligible and can be treated perturbatively),
one can write down a mostly local version of the chiral interaction ! . The local chiral

interaction will be particularly useful for any quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) method

in continuous space which includes the method used in this work.
1.1.2 Methods of Solving the Many-Body Problem

Phenomenological approaches

For the second main question: how do we solve for the many-body problem given the
interactions between the particles? There are some approaches developed in the past
several decades. Some of them are based on mean field theory and the phenomenological
NN interactions. For example, models based on non-relativistic mean field like Skyrme-
Hartree-Fock (Skyrme (1958)), Gogny-Hartree-Fock (Dechargé and Gogny (1980))
models ? | relativistic mean field theory (RMF) (Reinhard (1989); Ring (1996)), etc.

!That is, the momentum dependence is predominantly determined by the momentum transfer
which Fourier transforms to a local in space potential

2Those are the methods I was mainly using in my master degree career (Chen et al. (2012)).



In those methods, for bulk matter people assume that the each particle is in the mean
field of the others and so the wave function of the particles is approximately plane
wave and it obeys a Fermi-Dirac distribution in phase space. The energy per nucleon
or energy density can be calculated by integrating over phase space and by using a
phenomenological nuclear interaction such as Skyrme or Gogny interaction specially
designed for this mean field approximation. Those methods have been successful in
many aspects, in particular, they are computationally cheap so it is easy to reach a
high density region for either isospin symmetric or asymmetric nuclear matter and
to do finite temperature calculations. Also, they can give analytic expression for the
equation of state (EOS) of nuclear matter. Therefore a lot of quantities, like the
symmetry energy, single nucleon potential, pressure, incompressibility coefficient, etc.,
can be conveniently calculated from the EOS. However, the mean field assumption
and phenomenological interaction are not given from first principles, and different sets
of parameters in the models can give different results for physical quantities especially
at high nucleon density (Li et al. (2008)). So, one may argue that those methods may
not be among the most reliable methods in predicting the properties of nuclear matter
or nuclei at high density and/or finite temperature. Therefore, people may prefer to

seek the answers from first-principle calculations.

First principle approaches

First principle, or ab initio calculations are referring to those methods which are aiming
at directly solving the Schrodinger equation of the system. The no-core shell-model
(NCSM) (Navratil et al. (2009); Barrett et al. (2013)), coupled cluster theory (Hagen
et al. (2014)), and quantum Monte Carlo method (QMC) (Carlson et al. (2015)) are
by far the three most successful and most mentioned methods. Each of them have

their own advantages in their ability to approach specific problems.



NCSM is basically a method for solving for the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian
matrix in the time-independent Schrodinger equation, by adding the truncated Jacobi-
coordinate and/or the single-nucleon Slater determinant Harmonic oscillator (HO)
Hamiltonian to the original NCSM Hamiltonian, and therefore use a truncated HO
basis to calculate the modified Hamiltonian matrix. The effects from HO Hamiltonian
are subtracted in order to get correct results. The number of HO basis has to be
truncated to make NCSM calculable. However that raises a problem. If the potential
is hard instead of soft 3 , then the truncated momentum for the HO basis may not
be high enough for the hard potential and the calculation will not converge. Usually
NCSM works best with a soft potential.

Coupled cluster method is mostly used to calculate the properties of closed-shell
or nearly closed-shell nuclei. It defines a similarity-transformed Hamiltonian H =
e THye® where Hy is a normal ordered Hamiltonian derived from the original Hamil-
tonian H, and T is the cluster operator. It finds the ground state by using a variational
method to minimize the energy functional E(L,T) = (¢|Le T Hye®|¢) = (¢|LH|9),
where L is the de-excitation operator and |¢) is a trial state. The variation of E(L,T)
with respect to the truncated operator L yields a set of so called coupled clusters with
singles and doubles (excitations) approximation (CCSD) equations. Solving for the
cluster amplitudes from 7' in those CCSD equations, one can show that they give
the ground state energy Ey = (¢|H|¢). We can also do variations with respect to the
cluster amplitudes in 7', that will yield other sets of equations. The solved coefficients
from L in those equations can be used to solve for the excited energies or other physics
quantities. In coupled cluster calculations, H needs to be expanded by using the Baker-

Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) expansion H = Hy + [Hy,T| + £ [[Hy,T],T] + .... and

3By ‘soft’ we mean the potential remain relatively small when the distance r between the nucleons
r — 0 and it varies not too abruptly with . ‘Hard’ is the opposite.



this can be represented by diagrams just like the Feynman diagrams in high energy
physics. For ground state calculations, the diagrams with three or more body nature
will vanish so one only needs to calculate those with two-body nature. This feature
makes the coupled cluster method computationally attractive. The computational
cost in coupled cluster are mainly in solving those non-linear CCSD equations, and
the number of the equations depends on the size of the basis. So, with the current
technique, it must truncate the basis (usually HO basis) in its model space, especially
for medium and large nuclei calculations. Consequently, like NCSM, it works best with
soft potentials, otherwise one needs to modify the potential in some way to make it
soft.

Unlike NCSM which aims at solving for the eigenvalues of the effective Hamiltonian
matrix and the coupled-cluster method which requires solving for many non-linear
equations, QMC methods seeks the solution of many-body system from the stochastic
process called the Monte Carlo (MC) method (Kalos and Whitlock (1986)), and so
QMC codes can naturally be made highly parallel and therefore particularly suited
for modern high performance computing. QMC methods are among the most trusted
methods since approximations, if any, can be well characterized. In the last 30 years,
significant progress has been made either in continuous space time (Carlson et al.
(2015)) or on the lattice (Lee (2009); Epelbaum et al. (2012)). Nuclear QMC methods
have achieved wide success in accurately calculating the properties of light nuclei and
neutron matter using realistic nuclear interactions such as the Argonne potentials
(Wiringa et al. (1995); Wiringa and Pieper (2002)) and the ChEFT potentials (Lynn
et al. (2014); Gezerlis et al. (2014); Lynn et al. (2017); Lonardoni et al. (2018a,b)).

QMC methods in continuous space are called continuum QMC. In this work,

we focus on continuum QMC. These methods are mainly variational Monte Carlo *

4Brief introductions to VMC is in Appendix A.



(VMC), Diffusion Monte Carlo (DMC) ® (Hammond et al. (1994)) and path integral
Monte Carlo (Ceperley (1995)). DMC and PIMC both project out the ground state
from the trial wave function by applying the short imaginary time propagator e 747
repeatedly until all the excited states are removed, but in a different way which will
be introduced in chapter 2. Usually one begins from VMC to find some optimized
parameters in the trial wave function that minimize the expectation value of the energy.
One starts the DMC or PIMC from the optimized trial wave function to project out
the ground state.

Green'’s function Monte Carlo (GFMC) (Carlson (1987)) and auxiliary field diffusion
Monte Carlo 5 (AFDMC) (Schmidt and Fantoni (1999)) are both DMC methods, and
they are among the most successful ones in nuclear physics. GFMC for bosons was
introduced by Malvin Kalos (Kalos et al. (1974)), nowadays the GFMC for nuclear
physics is the one introduced in late 1980s by Joseph Carlson (Carlson (1987)) who
included the spin and isospin degrees of freedom for nucleons.

In GFMC, for a system of A nucleons with Z protons, charge conservation gives
C% = ﬁ isospin states, and 24 spin states, so the trial wave function is composed
of 24C% = % spin/isospin basis states. GFMC yields very accurate results
because it sums over all the spin isospin states, but the number of basis states for
the wave function will be too big for heavy nuclei to be calculable. For this reason, at
the current stage, GFMC calculations are not able to go far beyond 2C because the
computational cost is too high 7 .

AFDMC in nuclear physics was invented in late 1990s by Kevin E. Schmidt and

Stefano Fantoni (Schmidt and Fantoni (1999)). The idea was to use a trial wave function

5Brief introductions to DMC is in Appendix B.
5Brief introductions to AFDMC is in Appendix C.

"For 12C, GFMC cost about 130 million core hours (Lovato et al. (2020)) on the MIRA supercom-
puter at Argonne National Laboratory located in Lemont, Illinois, USA.



that scales better than GFMC’s, and sample the spin isospin states by introducing
auxiliary variables (fields) using a Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS) transformation (Carlson
et al. (2015)) of the operators in the potential. A convenient form of wave functions
in AFDMC is a Slater determinant which has A single-particle orbitals, so the wave
function is a determinant of an A x A matrix and the computational cost is the order
of A3 operations (Wikipedia contributors (2020a)) which is significantly cheaper than
GFMC’s. Another choice can be the Pfaffian pairing wave function (Bajdich et al.
(2006)) which also scales as O(A3?). Currently, including 3NF from ChEFT, AFDMC
was able to accurately calculate nuclei up to '°0O (Lonardoni et al. (2018a)), and it

has calculated systems with up to 100 nucleons interacting with a 2NF.
1.2 Motivation

All the current continuous space nuclear QMC calculations (such as GFMC and
AFDMC) are performed within the framework of DMC. Due to the nature of DMC,
when we perform ground state calculations, the operators will typically be sandwiched
between the trial wave function U+ and the ground state wave function ®,. Therefore,
DMC based methods can accurately calculate the ground state expectation values of
the operators which commute with the Hamiltonian, e.g., the ground state energy FEj
itself. However, if the operators do not commute with the Hamiltonian, the ground state
expectation values cannot be obtained without tradeoff ® . In fact, there are a lot of
operators which do not commute with the Hamiltonian, such as the root-mean-square
(rms) radius, the particle number density, response functions, etc. Therefore, if we

want to accurately calculate the ground state properties beyond the energy itself, we

8Diffusion based QMC methods typically use a technique called ‘future walking’ (Hammond et al.
(1994)) or ‘forward walking’ (Runge (1992); Casulleras and Boronat (1995); Samaras and Hamer
(1999)) to deal with operators which do not commute with H. This technique is sensitive to the
quality of the trial wave function Ur.
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may want to use methods other than DMC.

Path integral Monte Carlo (PIMC) method (Ceperley (1995)) can be a natural
choice for such calculations. Unlike DMC methods, in PIMC, the operator can indeed be
sandwiched easily between the ground states. So, whether the operator commutes with
the Hamiltonian or not, we can always naturally calculate its ground state expectation
value. This is the most attractive feature of PIMC.

There were important applications of PIMC in calculating the properties of con-
densed Helium atoms (Ceperley (1995)) before. There are also PIMC calculations
of nuclei on the lattice (Lee (2009); Epelbaum et al. (2012)). However, there are no
PIMC with the realistic NN potentials such as Argonne potential or ChEFT potentials

to calculate the properties of any nuclei in continuous space time before this work.

PIMC Total Imaginary time 7 = NAT
= t=0

®
PIMC walker
o

Figure 1.1: [llustration of a GFMC walker and a PIMC walker.

One of the main reasons is that continuous space PIMC calculations can be
computationally expensive (even more expensive than GFMC). As illustrated in Fig.
1.1, for a PIMC walker, just like in the path integral, we need to separate the total
imaginary time of the path into NV slices, insert a complete basis at each slice, and
form a bead which contains the spatial configuration of the nucleus. Computing the
beads one by one will be more and more time consuming as N increases, especially
considering that the realistic nuclear interactions contain spin and isospin structure.

As a rough estimation, the amount of work a PIMC walker does is about N times more
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than a GFMC walker does. However, due to the nature of DMC, a GFMC walker needs
to evolve N/2 steps to reach 74 which is half of the total imaginary time 7 a PIMC
walk does, in order to project out the ground state. Besides, for a given amount of
computation time, the GFMC walkers can be more uncorrelated with each other than
PIMC walkers. That is to say, PIMC actually needs more than twice the computation
time to have equally uncorrelated walkers as GFMC walkers. So, overall the cost of a
PIMC walker can be more than twice the cost of a GFMC walker. Therefore PIMC
can be more expensive than GFMC. The storage space a PIMC walker requires is also
N times bigger than a GFMC walker, because the configurations of all the nucleons
in the nucleus at each of N beads need to be stored.

Nonetheless, ever since the early nuclear QMC simulation such as GFMC performed
in 1987 (Carlson (1987)), in the last more than three decades, human beings have
witnessed an impressive increase in supercomputers’ power. A typical CRAY system in
the 1980s could do about 10? floating point operations per second (FLOPS) (Chodosh
(2017)), and today’s most powerful supercomputer Fugaku ® can do more than 107
FLOPS. With a magnitude of 10® increase in computing power as well as the better
understanding of NN interaction such as those from ChEFT, we have seen more and
more ChEFT based GFMC and AFDMC calculations (Lynn et al. (2014); Gezerlis et al.
(2014); Lynn et al. (2017); Lonardoni et al. (2018a,b)). Therefore, we will naturally
ask, what can PIMC do in nuclear physics?

The motivation of this work is to show that (as a benchmark test to begin with),
it is now possible to perform a reliable continuous space PIMC calculation of light

nuclei, by using modern realistic NN interactions (particularly the chiral interaction).

9As of June 2020 (Wikipedia contributors (2020b)), the most powerful supercomputer in the world
is Fugaku (peak performance is around 0.54 exaFLOPS) which is installed at RIKEN Center for
Computational Science in Kobe, Japan. It is preceded by the Summit (peak performance is around
0.2 exaFLOPS) which is located at the Oak Ridge National Laboratory in Tennessee, USA.
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1.3  Outline

The dissertation is organized as follows.

In chapter 2, I introduce the framework of PIMC first, then I introduce the detailed
form of the Hamiltonian we used and its model (Hilbert) space, the trial wave function,
the short-time approximation of the propagator and the time step error structure of our
calculation. After writing down the details of all the calculations and equations which
are suitable for PIMC simulations first, I then describe how the path is calculated
and efficiently updated. Particularly, I describe how the path is efficiently calculated
by introducing the path diagrams, which visualize the path and make the calculation
more accessible than merely the equations alone. The sign problem is discussed, too.

In chapter 3, I describe the Monte Carlo sampling techniques used in the PIMC. I
begin by introducing the Markov chain Monte Carlo and the Metropolis algorithm.
I introduce how they are connected to several sampling methods used in PIMC
calculations, particularly the multi-level sampling which is efficient and is mostly used.
Other sampling methods are introduced, too. I describe how the path is efficiently
updated and the sampling strategies implemented in the code.

In chapter 4, I show the results of the ground state PIMC calculations of the light
nuclei up to *He. I introduce how I choose the total imaginary time 7, time step A7
and the cost of the computation. I show the PIMC results of ground state energy which
is in agreement with GFMC and AFDMC results. I also show how to verify if the
ground state has been really reached. After presenting the results of the ground state
energy, I show results of the operators which do not commute with the Hamiltonian
but are also important, such as root-mean-square radii, particle number density and
angle averaged Euclidean response functions for single-nucleon couplings.

The summary and outlook of this work are finally given in chapter 5.
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Chapter 2

PATH INTEGRAL QUANTUM MONTE CARLO

2.1 Theoretical Framework

PIMC directly calculates the expectation value of an operator (O) as

(Wple B Qe 17 )
(Urle= 7 |¥r)

(0) = ) (2.1)

where 7; is an imaginary time and the total imaginary time 7 = 7 + 75. Wr is a trial
wave function and it can serve as the initial state of the system. H is the Hamiltonian
of the system,

H=T+V, (2.2)

where T" and V' are kinetic and potential energy operators. Since the operator O is
Hermitian, the numerator and denominator in Eq.(2.1) are real, so in PIMC it is

actually calculated as,

Re(Urle Hm Qe Hm| W )

s\ _ 2.
O = T Re(Ur e ) (23)
On the one hand, if 7; = 0, Eq.(2.1) becomes,

(Ur|¥r) — Re(Up|Ur)
so PIMC becomes VMC which gives an upper bound to the true ground state energy.

On the other hand, the trial state |¥r) can be written as the linear combina-
tion of the eigenstates |®,,) of the Hamiltonian whose eigenvalues are E,,, and with

corresponding amplitude a,, such that,
Ur) = an| ). (2.5)
n=0
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After operating with the propagator e=#™ |W¥s) becomes,
e IMWr) = age B || @) + S TeBFm g, | (2.6)
i—1 0

Therefore, if 7; is big enough, the factor e~(Fi—£0)7 will make all the excited states

negligible compared with the ground state |®y), and we find that,

lim e H7 | Wp) oc |d). (2.7)

T;—»00

So, e fi|yh7) project out the ground state |®g). In this case Eq.(2.1) will become

the ground state expectation value of O,

o (®|O]®g)  Re(®o|O0|dp)
00 = @by~ Re(boldy) (28)

In all kinds of calculations, however, it is usually not easy to directly sample the

—Hr;

whole exact propagator e . Instead, we break 7; into NN; pieces of time step A7t

such that 7; = N;A7, and the whole propagator can be written as a product of N;

short-time propagator e 747

ean _ (efHAT)Ni. (29)
Typically we approximate e 27 using a Trotter breakup (Schmidt and Lee (1995)),
e—HAT ~ 6—%A76—TAT€—%AT’ (210)

—%AT —TAT

where each of the terms e and e can be calculated exactly or well approxi-
mated, as shown later.

If we want to calculate ground state properties, we need to use a sufficiently large
7; first such that e 7 can project out the ground state |®y), then we choose a proper
N; to make sure A7 is small enough such that time step error are negligible for the

quantity we want to calculate. However, if A7 is too small it can cost an unnecessary
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large amount of computational resources, because then we need a very big N; which
means many short-time propagators e 27, Therefore, time step A7 should be set at
a reasonable point between accuracy and computational cost.

Once 7;, At and N; are chosen, then we apply Eq.(2.9) in Eq.(2.3) such that we
accurately multiply the N; short-time propagators e 727 together to replace e H7,
and therefore the sampling of Eq.(2.3) will be equivalent with Eq.(2.8) the ground
state calculation. So we calculate Eq.(2.3) by choosing a sufficiently large 71 and 7, first
(e~ HAT)M:

(usually we set 71 = 73), then replacing e ™ and e~#™ with corresponding

and (e H#A7)N2 such that,

R U.|e—HAT  —HAT A —HAT  —HAT|\y
(0) = Re(WUrle e Oe e W) (2.11)

Re(Up|e HAT | e=HATe=HAT  o=HAT|Y )

Eq.(2.11) is basically how PIMC works. As we can see from Eq.(2.11), a PIMC
calculation not only depends on the operator O, but also depends on the Hamiltonian
H , the trial wave function W; and the short-time propagator e #47. All of them will
be introduced one by one in the following sections.

As to the operator O, on the one hand, it may commute with the Hamiltonian. In
this case, O can be moved to the leftmost or the rightmost position, and Eq.(2.3) can
then be written as the average of the two,

SRe (W] O 7 (W) + (Urle 47Ol wy))

(0) = Re(Uple 17 [U7)

(2.12)

This is useful when the application of the operator on the trial wave function is simpler

—HT or has lower variance.

than its application directly on the propagator e

On the other hand, however, the operator O can also be other operators which do
not commute with H. In fact, a big advantage of PIMC is that it can directly deal
with operators which do not commute with H, while diffusion based QMC methods

like GFMC and AFDMC cannot easily do so without tradeoff.
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Because, fundamentally speaking, unlike Eq.(2.3), all the diffusion based QMC
are trying to use a large enough total imaginary time 74 in e 7 to project out the

ground state and calculate the following quantity,

Re(Ur|Oe 4| Wr)  Re(Ur|O| )
Re(Uple=Hma|Ur) —  Re(Up|®y)

(0) = (2.13)

which is called mixed estimator ! . It works fine as long as O commutes with H. However
if O does not commute with H , diffusion based QMC cannot directly calculate the
ground state of (O), and often the mixed estimator along with extrapolation of the
errors (Hammond et al. (1994)) are used instead. However, the extrapolated mixed
estimator is not as accurate as the true ground state estimator Eq.(2.3). And in fact,
a lot of operators do not commute with H, and they can only be accurately and
directly calculated by PIMC (or higher variance forward walking additions to diffusion
methods). That is one of the main reasons to choose PIMC.

Fig. 2.1 is an example to illustrate the advantage of PIMC. The one-particle
number density operator O = j(r) whose definition is Eq.(4.32) does not commute
with H, therefore straightforward DMC can only calculate the mixed estimator of p(r)
which is different from the exact p(r). As one can see from Fig. 2.1, in the 4-particle
system, using three different trial wave function W, marked as Nr.1, Nr.2 and Nr.3,
the extrapolated estimator p(r) from DMC are different with each other and none
of them is the true ground state expectation value ? . However, no matter which of
the 3 trial wave functions W are used, the p(r) projected out by PIMC are the same
within error bar, which means they are the true ground state p(r). Obviously the

PIMC results are more reliable than the DMC in this case.

It needs to be pointed out that, due to the fact that 7" and V' do not commute

Tt can be seen from Eq.(2.13) that the DMC total imaginary time 74 can be just half of the
PIMC total imaginary time 7, 74 = 0.57, because DMC project out the ground state only from one
side while PIMC does so from both sides.

2the DMC results are obtained by using the extrapolated estimator Eq.(B.48).
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Figure 2.1: Comparison between PIMC and DMC 4-particle calculations for one-
particle number density p(r) using 3 different trial wave function (Zabolitzky and
Kalos (1981)) and with Malfliet-Tjon interaction (Malfliet and Tjon (1969)).
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with each other as well as V' is usually non-trivial, we use approximated short-time
propagator U(AT) ~ e #57 in the calculation instead of e 27, And U(A7) and

e HAT are different by a time step A7 error,

U(AT) = e 57 1 O(ATY), (2.14)

where different choices of U(A7) will give different integer /, and the error between the
approximate short-time propagator U(A7) and exact short-time propagator e 747 is
of A7t order.

Therefore, what we really calculate in PIMC is (O(A7)), which is an approximation

of the true expectation value (O) in Eq.(2.11),

Re(Wr|[U(AT)]M O[U(AT)]™ W)

(OWAT) = = R [0 (B e

(2.15)
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In the limit of the time step A7 becomes zero, (O(A7)) will be the same as (O),

lim (O(AT)) = (O). (2.16)

AT—0

So we need to calculate (O(AT)) for different time step A7, then extrapolate the
(O(AT)) at A7 = 0 in order to find the true expectation value (O). If the operator O
in Eq.(2.15) is placed exactly at the middle of the path such that Ny = Ny, the PIMC
will essentially be equivalent with VMC whose trial function is [U(A7)]2 |U7), in this

case (O(Ar)) will be the upper bound of the true expectation (O).
2.2 Hamiltonian

In this work, the Hamiltonian H of our light nuclei calculations is non-relativistic.

It can be written as,
2

A
H:Z%Jerj, (2.17)
=1

i<j

where A is total number of nucleons in the system, p; = —iAV,; is the momentum
of particle 7 in real space. The complete two body interaction for a given 75 pair of
particles, V;, is composed of the nucleon-nucleon interaction szv N and the electric

magnetic force V7V,
Vig =V Vi (2.18)
By using both the local chiral interaction with N?LO (Gezerlis et al. (2014); Lynn
et al. (2017); Lonardoni et al. (2018b)) and the Argonne vf; (AV6’) interaction (Wiringa
and Pieper (2002)), we use PIMC to calculate the ground state properties of light

nuclei such as 2H, >H, 3He and *He. The nucleon-nucleon interaction is written as,
7
NN
VAN = ", (riy)OF, (2.19)
p=1

where 7;; is the length of 7;;, v,(r;;) is the radial function for the p'™ operator, and

they are different for chiral and AV6’ interactions. The first 6 of the operators ij are
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1, 77,005 0-0;T-T;, S;j and S;;T; - T;, where o and 7 are spin and isospin

operators. The tensor force S;; which comes from one-pion-exchange (OPE) is ,
Sij:?)O'i'fO'j"f’A—O'i'O'j, (220)

where 7 is the unit vector of 7;;. Note that the spin term o; - o; = 2P — 1 and isospin
term 7; - 7; = 2P, — 1 where P and Pj; are spin and isospin exchange operators. The
tensor force flips the spins of nucleons.

The AV6’ is a local interaction, which is a six operator truncation of the full
Argonne AV18 NN interaction (Wiringa et al. (1995)) which consists of 18 operators.
The prime symbol means that the parameters in AV6’ are refitted and therefore they

are different from those in AV18. The AV6’ only contain the first 6 operators, it does

7
YR

not have the 7*" operator O, so its v;(r;;) = 0.

When we say a potential is local, the word ‘local’” means the operators can be
determined once the positions of particles are given. If an interaction contains mostly
local operators, it is a local interaction. If an interaction contains some non-local
operators, usually like momentum operator p and/or powers of p, it is ‘non-local’. This
is because momentum operator in real space is a differential operator, if it operates on
a function f(x) then we need to calculate the derivative of the function f’(x). The
value of f(x) is not enough to determine f’(x), we need to know the value of f(x + dx)
at x + dx so that we can calculate f'(x), so the information at the local point z is not
enough, information at x 4 dx is needed, so it is called ‘non-local’. If an interaction
contains p”, then in order to compute f(z) at x, we need to know all the non-local
information of f(z 4 dz), f(x + 2dx), ..., f(z + ndz), so as the integer n increase, the
interaction will become more and more ‘non-local’.

Chiral interactions from ChEFT are obtained based on a momentum expansion so

they are naturally non-local, so computing them is usually not easy for real space QMC
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methods. However, it was shown that up to N?LO, we are able to obtain a mostly
local version of chiral interaction (Gezerlis et al. (2013)) which is suitable for QMC
calculations (Lynn et al. (2014); Gezerlis et al. (2014); Lynn et al. (2017); Lonardoni
et al. (2018a,b)). For chiral local N2LO interaction, it has the same 6 local operators
as AV6’, just with different radial functions. However it has the 7" operator in the

VY in Eq.(2.19), and it is the spin-orbit term (Lonardoni et al. (2018b)) which is
T _

where L is the relative angular momentum operator and S is the total spin operator,

L= %(rl —7;) X (pi — pj)s (2.22)

With the radial function v7(r;;), the spin-orbit interaction vrg(r;;) is,
ULS(”j) = U7(Tij)L . S, (224)

The complete chiral N2LO interaction also has a three body interaction (Lonardoni

et al. (2018b)), Vi, = > Vijk, which to the linear order approximation in the

i<j<k
propagator can be straightforwardly added in light nuclei PIMC calculations. Since
our PIMC calculation is mainly a benchmark test, we did not include three body
interaction in this work.

For the electromagnetic (EM) force V;]EM , here we only consider the Coulomb force
“(

v¥(r;;) between proton and proton (pp) which contains the proton charge form factor,

Vit = v (ryy) PY Py (2.25)

where P’ = (1 4 7;,)/2 is the proton projection operator and 7;, is the isospin z

operator of i*® particle. Coulomb interaction is long range and the NN interaction is

short range (typically less than 2 fm).
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Figure 2.2: Radial functions of the AV6’ and the chiral N?LO interaction.

The total potential energy operator V is,

V=3 V= (VN + V).

i<j i<j

20 25 30

(2.26)

Fig. 2.2 shows the radial function of each operator in AV6’ and chiral N2LO

interaction. For the chiral N?LO interactions, their spectral-function-regularization

(SFR) cutoff A is chosen to be 1000 MeV, and we list the radial functions for coordinate-

space cutoff Ry = 1.0 fm and Ry = 1.2 fm cases (Gezerlis et al. (2014)). We find that
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the chiral N2LO interactions are much softer than AV6’ interaction. Usually a soft
potential is computationally more easy to simulate than hard ones. Because for soft
potentials the chance that we meet with very big or very small values of potentials are
much lower than hard ones, and this may lead to less variance (smaller error bar) in

the results.
2.3  Model Space

The interaction used in this work will not change the total number of Z protons

A

3 so the number of possible isospin states is ( Z). However the

and A — Z neutrons
tensor part S;; can flip spin, so the possible number of spin states is 24 Therefore, as

stated before, the total number of spin-isospin basis states is,

A, Al .,
Ntot = (Z) X 24 = m X 2. (227)

Take “He as an example, it has Nyt = 6 x 16 = 96 spin-isospin basis states. In
other words, our Hilbert space is constructed by the 96 basis states and therefore a
general state is the linear combination of these basis states. We mark these basis states

as |S) and S can be labeled from 1 to 96,
|1S) = [s1) ®[s2) @ |s3) ® [54) = |s1528384), (2.28)

where s; means the spin isospin state of particle i, it can be any state from neutron
spin up |n 1), neutron spin down |n ), proton spin up |p 1), proton spin down |p ). In
Eq.(2.28), we implicitly mean particle 1 is at s; state, particle 2 is at so state, particle

3 is at sz state and particle 4 is at s4 state. To be clear, it is really,

[S) = Is1) ® |s3) @ |s3) ® |s) = |s1s3s3s1), (2.29)

3The AV6’ and local chiral N2LO we use in this work conserve the number of isospin states. For
example, for *He we begin with @) = 6 different isospin states, the interaction we use always generate
isospin states within these 6 states, they do not generate isospin states other than these 6 states.
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where the subscript (the state label) 1 to 4 represents state 1 to state 4, and the
superscript (particle label) from 1 to 4 represents particle 1 to particle 4.

We denote the spatial configuration of a system with A particles as R,
R = (r1,79,...,74), (2.30)

where r; = (x4, y;, 2;) is the coordinates of particle i. The coordinate space configuration

R of *He can also be written as a state | R),

|R) = |71) ® |rg) ® |1r3) @ |1ry) = |r1marsry). (2.31)
Similar with Eq.(2.29), Eq.(2.31) really means,

[R) = |r) ® |r2) @ |r5) @ |ri) = [ryrarsrd). (2.32)

Taking R and the spin isospin state S in to account, our basis state |RS) can

finally be written as,
|RS) = |R) ® |S) = |r1721r374) @ |51525354), (2.33)

The correspondingly identity operators for our basis are,

/dR\R)(R| .Y (2.34)
> IS)(S| =1, (2.35)

Z/dR|RS>(RS| _ /dR|R>(R| © 3 1S)(8] = 1. (2.36)

In fact, without the Coulomb interaction, for *He it is possible to use two |T = 0)
states (T is the total isospin quantum number) to couple with 16 spin states to form 32
basis. And due to the fact that the Hamiltonian has time-reversal symmetry, only 16 of
the 32 basis states are independent, therefore we can use 16 states to form the Hilbert

space instead of 96. However the Coulomb interaction does not commute with the
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total isospin operator, it does not conserve total isospin and can generate T' # 0 states,
therefore the 16 spin/isospin states with 7" = 0 cannot be used when the Coulomb

interaction was present. And this is why we use the 96 states in this work.
2.4  Wave Function

From Eq.(2.1) we know that an initial trial wave function Wt is needed. Like all
QMC calculations, the closer the trial wave function Ur is to the ground state, the
faster and the lower variance the calculation will become. In fact, obtaining a high
quality trial wave function is always an important task for QMC.

The state of the trial wave function |Wr) in this work takes the following form
(Carlson et al. (2015)),

W) = Fla), (2.37)

where |®) is the model state, and F is the correlation operator.
Since nucleons are fermions, the model state |®) has to be antisymmetric under
the exchange of the labels between any of the two particles. For A < 4 it can be

decomposed as a spatial part and a spin isospin part,
|®) = |PRr) ® [Ds). (2.38)
The spatial part |Pg) is symmetrized which can be chosen as,

|R) = /dR|R>, (2.39)

such that

(R|Pp) / dR(R'|R) = / ARS(R — R) = 1. (2.40)

Since the spatial part is symmetric, the spin-isospin part |®g) has to be antisym-

metric under the exchanges of labels between any of the two particles. For light nuclei

with A < 4, we can pick a basis state |") = [s/1) @ |s)3) @ .. ®@ |4, ) = |4 )% ., ™)
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from any one of the Ng = (2) x 24 spin-isospin basis |S), then construct |®g) using

A by A Slater determinant of single particle states in such a form,

|Dg) = A5, 525" ) Z o |N), (2.41)

where the number ¢y is either -1, 1 or 0 depends on whether a certain spin-isospin
state |N) from the Ng states |S) has odd permutation (exchanging the particle labels
between two particles), even permutation or any overlap with the chosen |S’) under
any permutation or not.

2.3 .4

The projection of |®g) on state |S) = |s]s3sssy) is the amplitude (S|®s) which is

calculated by,

(stls)  (s3ls%) o (sATHISTT) (sl
(stls'a)  (s3ls3) o (saTilss ™) (sdlsg)
(S|Ps) = : : : : =¢s, (242
(stlshon) (s3s%0) o (saTilsati) (sdlsdoy)
(stlsh)  (s3lsa) o (saTilsa)  (sdlsd)

where the overlap between the spin-isospin state |5’§V) of particle N and |¢’ ;W ) of

particle M is,
<SZZ'V[|8/;'V> = <Si|5/j>5MN = (5si,s’j5MN~ (243)

Note that (S|®g) is a fermion wave function and it is antisymmetric under the
particle label exchange between two particles. If |S”) is obtained from |.S) by exchanging
the ¢ and j particle labels, then (S”|®g) is the determinant in Eq.(2.42) with ¢ and j
columns exchanged, which obviously becomes —(S|®s).

By using Eqs.(2.40-2.42), the wave function (RS|®) is calculated as,

(RS|®) = (R|PR)(S|Ps) = Z¢N SIN) = (2.44)
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Again, take *He as an example, we can pick any one of the states from the 96
basis, and then antisymmetrize it to form the spin isospin part |®g) which will then
be a linear combination of 4! = 24 non-zero basis states. We can pick a basis state

1S") = |n 0 1%p +%p |*) from the basis, then antisymmetrize it to form |®g) of *He,

96

(@) = D IN)(N|Ps) = Z¢N|N (2.45)

N=1
where ¢y = (N|®y) is either —1 or 1 depending on the antisymmetrization for each
of the 24 basis states, and 0 for the rest 72 basis states. For example, using Eq.(2.42)
one can find if [N) = |n t'n [*p 12p [*) then ¢y is 1, if [N) = |n 20 |'p +3p |*) then
oy is -1, if [N) = [n 12n {'p 1°p 1*) then ¢y is 0, etc.
The correlation operator F is represented by the products of two-body correlation

operators Fjj,
F=8]]Fs. (2.46)
i<j
where § is the symmetrization operator, and Fj; is,

6

Z fror., (2.47)

=1

where ij are the same AV6’ operators, and is the corresponding correlation

1]

function operator (Lomnitz-Adler et al. (1981)). After operating on |R), f}; will
become a function g(rij) which only depends on the distance r;; between particle ¢
and j.

By using Eqgs.(2.33-2.47), the trial wave function (RS|U7) is calculated as,

SH [Zfz}; rij)O ZS:d?N N>. (2.48)

(RS|Vr)=(R| ® (S|F|Pr) ® |Ps) <
i<j Lp=1
The trial wave function (RS|¥7) with correlation operators Eq.(2.47) enriches

the structure of the wave function, especially, it has the important tensor structure

Carlson et al. (2015)), and thus is an improvement over those without O?. operators.
ij
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However, such a trial wave function is usually expensive to calculate. Even if O
are just 1, it will take at least 96 x 6 = 576 operations for a given pair. And we have
4 particles so 6 pairs, so 576 x 6 = 3456 operations. Then there is a symmetrizer S
which contribute another factor of 6! = 720. So totally at least 3456 * 720 = 2488320
operations for computing just one (RS|W7). In general, for a nuclei, without further
simplifying (RS|Wr), brute force calculation for AV6’ can take at least (;‘) x 24 x 6 x
[A(A—1)/2] x [A(A—1)/2]! operations. This is computationally too expensive. Because
of that, in this work, as well as in most other QMC methods like AFDMC (Schmidt
and Fantoni (1999)), it is sampled instead of summing over all the [A(A — 1)/2]!
symmetrized terms.

In our calculation, we use ‘I’ to denote a sampled order (WL | from (¥rp|, and use

r’ to denote a sampled order |U7%.) from |¥r). So, it is,

(| =) (g, (2.49)

[Wr) = |05, (2.50)
We can write (U7|RS) and (RS|Wr) as,
(Ur|RS) = (Wh|RS), (2.51)

l

(RS|Ur) = ) (RS|V7), (2.52)

r

and (RS|W¥4) and (WL RS) are,

(RS| W% —< H [Z (ri;)O Zng N>, (2.53)
(‘I’fr|RS>=Z< ¢NH [Z P (rig) OF, S>, (2.54)

r l
where we use symbols H ~and H ~to denote a particular chosen ‘r’ and ‘I’
1<) 1<)

order from STJ,_ ;- This [ and r order sampling totally reduces the cost by the factor
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of {[A(A —1)/2]'}*. For *He that is (6!)2 = 518400. Since the operator commutators
are relatively small, so all the [A(A —1)/2]! terms from either (¥%| or |¥7.) are almost
the same, therefore the variance increase from sampling this operator order is also
small.

It needs to be pointed that, |Pg) (and therefore |®)) does not have to be just
one Slater determinant, it can be (sometime it better be) a linear combination of
several different Slater determinants formed from different antisymmetrized basis states.
Overall, that is to say, using a linear combination of Slater determinant to form |®)
may be required to obtain the correct quantum numbers for a nucleus. To say the
least, the deuteron ground state must have J =S =1 (Siemens and Jensen (2018)).

For the A > 4 system, merely the four spin-isospin states |n 1), |n |), |[p 1) and
|p 1) are not enough to form the antisymmetric state |¥) in Eq.(2.37). If we were to
use single-particle states to form |¥) by Slater determinants, they have to contain
some orbital quantum number information. For example we can use single particle
orbital (Zeng (2013); Xu (2009)) inspired from shell model (Mayer (1964)).

We can mark such a shell-model-like single-particle state as [s/*)njm, as illustrated
in Fig. 2.3. The symbol K means it is the state of particle K. Letter ¢ can be from
0 to 4 and they denote spin-isospin state n 1, n |, p T, n | accordingly. Quantum
number n is the radial quantum number, [ is the orbit angular momentum quantum
number, j is the total angular momentum quantum number and m; is the j projection

quantum number. For simplicity, we can use [¢%) to denote [s)nijm,;,

|65 = 157 Yntjm, (2.55)

where symbol « contains all the spin-isospin information s; and orbital information
nljm;,

a = {s;,nljm;}. (2.56)
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Figure 2.3: Single-particle orbital states [s)pjm,;-

and the amplitude between [¢) and particle M’s basis |r}/s}') is (r}'s}|¢k) which

can be written as,
<TJMS§W|¢§> = ¢a(rj7 Sj)ésj’si(sMK‘ (257)

The function ¢,(7}, s;) is usually called an orbital and it can be written as,
¢a (Tj7 Sj) = Rnl(rj)gljmja (258)

where R,;(r) is a radial function which can be found from the solution of some central
potential such as Woods-Saxon potential (Lonardoni et al. (2018b)), and Q/ijj is
a simultaneous eigenfunction of 1%, s? and j? called spin-angular function (Sakurai
(1993)). %™ is a spin spherical harmonic ¥;™ multiplied by some coefficients which
are functions of [, 7 and m;. ,

Assuming there are n, ways to pick A suitable single-particle states |¢X) which can

produce the correct total angular momentum J, parity 7 and total isospin quantum
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number T of a give A-nucleon nucleus, and the state |®) can be written as a linear
combination of ny Slater determinants |D%),
ne
@) =) clD§), (2.59)
q=1

where ¢, is some coefficient and the amplitude (RS|Dg) can be calculated by using

Eq.(2.57) as,

<7'%5H¢%> <7'£3£|¢’14> d1(ris1) ... P1(rasa)

(RS|Dg) = : : = : : . (2.60)

(risilok) .. (rasilod) pa(ris1)) ... da(rasa)

0(0%,0) nl, m;

3/2 nt pt
1/2 nl pl
/ —1/2 nt p?t
N=2 32—l ol
Y e 2 ontoed
L2 nl pl
N=1 18, —— Y »t»i
T —1)2 nl pl

Figure 2.4: Single-particle orbital states of 1°O(0T,0)

For example, consider 1°0(07",0) whose total angular momentum quantum number
and parity is J™ = 0" and isospin quantum number is 7" = 0. From the knowledge of

shell model, as illustrated in Fig. 2.4, we know that *6O(07,0) is a closed shell nucleus.
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All the 16 particles fully occupy the N =1 and N = 2 shells. Among them, 4 occupy
the 15/, states, 4 occupy the 1P, 5 states and 8 occupy the 1P/, states. So totally 16
particles occupy 16 different orbital. So we can form one 16 by 16 Slater determinant
to describe the wave function of 1°0.

However, for open-shell nuclei, there are more single-particle orbital states than
the number of nucleons A. Therefore in order to form the |®) in Eq.(2.59), all the
possible orbital states may need to be picked to form the accordingly total number of
ng Slater determinants. E.g., *He(0", 1) needs 9 Slater determinants, °Li(17, 0) needs
32 and '2C(07",0) needs 119 (Lonardoni et al. (2018b)). Also, considering each Slater
determinants needs to be operated by the correlation operator F in Eq.(2.46) in order
to form |¥r) in Eq.(2.37), the computational cost of calculating open-shell nuclei is
much higher than closed-shell nuclei.

Last but not least, it needs to be pointed out that, the wave function does not
have to be formed by the Slater determinants using single-particle orbital. We can
also use paired states to form the antisymmetrized fermion wave functions in the
Pfaffian form (Bouchaud et al. (1988); Bajdich et al. (2006)). In fact, making the wave
function relatively cheap to calculate while making it containing as much of ground

state information as possible is one of the most important tasks in QMC calculations.

2.5 Propagator

Efficiently sampling the imaginary time propagator e 747

by using a short-time
approximated propagator U(AT) is important for PIMC. Due to the fact that the
local chiral N?LO interaction contains the spin-orbit term vpg(r;;) in Eq.(2.24), the

—HAT

approximated short-time propagator U(AT) for e is calculated as,

:
U(AT) = e T ATGe TAT RAT — o HAT 4 O(AT?), (2.61)
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where V is the NN potential only with the first 6 operators in Eq.(2.19) plus the EM

force in Eq.(2.25),

6
V Z va Tl] ij + V;fM rzy ZVW (262)
i<j Lp=1 1<j
For e_%AT, we pick an order of each ij pair and calculate it using the following
approximation,

YA —VA-_1AAt —Va_g4At —Vi3At  —VigAt
5 T

=e 2z e 2 .e 2 e 2 +O(AT) (2.63)

where the O(AT)? terms are due to V;; do not commute with each other for different

TAT

o _vt
1J pairs, and e~ 2 AT

is the Hermitian conjugate of the e % approximation which is

the reverse order of Eq.(2.63). Note that the first 6 operators in V;Y" in Eq.(2.19),

VN commutes with the V", so we have,
6 EM
-~ Vij Zp 1 vP(Tz])OU V
eT 2 AT =7 2 AT AT (2.64)

The first 6 operators in V;év N are the same AV6’ operators and they form a group.
e~ L= () OGAT iy Fg, (2.64) can be linearized by the original 6 operators Of; in the
following way,

6722 1 vp(rij)OF JAT Zuz] TU 7,]7 (265)

where the six coefficients uf;(r;;) can be solved once 7y is given *
The symbol G is the approximated short-time propagator for the spin-orbit term
e~ VEsAT 0 the linear order ° |

G=1- ZULS(ﬂj)AT = ¢ VisAT L O(AT?). (2.67)

1<j

4See Appendix D for details about linearizing the AV6’ operators in the propagator. In order
to save time, in the code all the u?(r) are tabulated for the relevant range of r before performing
the Monte Carlo simulations. And the interpolations of the table are done by Lagrange 4-point
interpolation polynomials.

5The three body interaction Vi, = Zi<j<k Vijr may be added in the same way as the spin-orbit
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The approximated short-time propagator U(AT) in our basis is calculated as,
(R'S"|U(AT)|RS)

:<R’ ®<S’ e R>®’S>
= <S’ e’%m { [1 — Zw(rgj)Lij - Sy AT

i<j
= <S’ e

The symbol GJI;, r in Eq.(2.68) means the products of the free particle propagator

_vt _ Y
2A7ge TA‘/'e ZAT

<R/ |67TAT| R>} ef@A‘r S>

S> X Gl (2.68)

vi(r) V(R)
——5 AT efTAT

of each particle in the system,

A 2 34 _ (R'-R)*

_TAT _PiAT - m 2 oA B2
Gl = (Rl |R) = E<rg|e )= (aes) e PR (269)
and (R’ — R)? is calculated as,
A A
(R’—R)2:Z v —1)? Z o — )+ (v —yi)*+ (i —2)?] - (2.70)
i=1 i=1
The symbol G in Eq.(2.68) is the effective G which is written as,
R'R
_ —m / / Arij ,
g =1- (W) ;j’lh(?"ij) [rij X A—T . (0’1 + O'j) AT, (271)

where r7; is the distance between particle i and j in configuration R', r{; = r;—7r; in I,

R'.R R',R R\R R\R / R.R /
and Ar;; " = Ar; " — Ar 7 where Ar; " = ff —rffand Ar" =7 —rF, and

the symbol 'rl.(j) Simply means the 7;(;) in configuration R'(R). Note that Eq.(2.71)
does not explicitly contain A7 anymore. However, as will be shown in chapter 3,
ArfE will essentially have the order of A7 because r " will be effectively sampled

v

around 'r]R from a gaussian function whose variance is the order of Ar.

term in Eq.(2.61) to the linear order, such that
G=1- ZvLs(’sz)AT — Z Vijk AT. (2.66)
i<j i<j<k

For light nuclei this linear approximation may be sufficient because the three-body force and the spin-
orbit force usually have opposite sign and similar strength, so G is close to 1 and the fluctuation in the
propagator will not be too big. Better approximations for the 3-body propagator are straightforward
since they do not contain derivatives.
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2.6 Time Step Error Structure

For the AV6’ interaction, there are only the first 6 operators in Eq.(2.19), so G
is 1, and Eq.(2.61) becomes the high-accuracy Trotter formula ¢ (Feynman (1948);

Schmidt and Lee (1995)) which has O(A7)3 accuracy and can be denoted as Ug(AT),

ArS
2

T RTHV[TV+.. _ —HAT | O(AT)37 (2.74)

_VIAs Y _ _
US(AT)Ee QATe TATe 2AT:€ HAT

where the subscript letter S means symmetric because Us(A7) = U§(A7). Note that
although the approximation of e~ 27 which is Eq.(2.63) alone has O(A7?) error, when

written the form of Eq.(2.74), the O(A7?) cancels and one is left with only O(AT?)

error. Furthermore, we find
Us(AT)Us(—AT) = 1, (275)
this ensures the error in the exponential of Ug(A7) only contains odd orders of Ar,
US(AT) — e—HAT+f3ATS+f5AT5+f7AT7+... (276)
where fz are functions of operators which do not depend on A7.
For the AV6’ interaction, in the PIMC calculation, we use N short-time propagator
[Us(AT)]Y instead of (e"#27)N in calculating Eq.(2.11), and the total imaginary time

7= NAT, so NO(AT") = 71O(A7T"1). Considering Eq.(2.76), this means that for a

given 7, the error of [Us(A7)]" only contain the even orders of AT,

7 3, ¢ 5 N
[Us(AT)]Y = (e—HAT+fsAT +fs +> = e "L O(AT) + O(ATY + .., (2.77)

6All the error structures of the propagator can be found by repeatedly using Campbell-Baker-
Hausdorff (CBH) formula (Reinsch (2000)),

eAeB — A+BH+3IABI+ 15 [A-B A B+ 2 B A[B A+ (2.72)

where A and B are operators or matrices. From Eq.(2.72) we can further find that,

B B
Teles

Ao A+ B+37[2A+B,[A,B]]+... (2.73)

e

and that is how we can write down (Apaja (2009)) Eq.(2.74).
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and this means (O(A7)) in Eq.(2.15) and the true expectation value (O) of Eq.(2.11)

are related by the following equation,

Re{Ur|[Us(AT)]V O[Us (A7) [ W)
Re(Wr|[Us(AT)]Y[¥r)

1+ O(AT?) + O(ATY) +
1+ O(AT2) + O(ATY) +

(O(A7)) =

= <O> X (2.78)

For small A7, in order to extrapolate the expectation value <O), we need to use,

(O(AT)) = (O) + Z Con(AT2), (2.79)

n=1

where C5,, are the fitting parameters for even orders of A7, and n.. is the cutoff integer
for n. The theoretical value of (5, depends on the trial wave function and the total
imaginary time 7. In principle, a general extrapolation formula which suits a wide
range of A7 should have the same form as Eq.(2.78).

For the local chiral N2LO interaction, we use the U(A7) in Eq.(2.61) as the
short-time propagator and it has errors O(A7?), so when the total imaginary time
7 = NAT, we multiply U(AT) the short-time propagator N times we have error of
NO(AT?) = 7O(AT) which is O(AT),

[U(AT)Y = e 17 + O(AT), (2.80)

this means that the error of (O(A7)) in Eq.(2.15) has O(AT) error,

Re(Ur|[U(AT)MO[U(AT)N | W)
Re(Wr|[U(AT)|N[¥r)

1+ O(AT) + O(AT?) + O(AT?) + ...
1+ O(AT) + O(AT2) + O(AT3) + ...

(O(aT)) =

— (0) x (2.81)

Similar with the Taylor expansion of 1%1 = 1— 1z + ... requires |z| < 1 to converge,
when the error in the denominator in Eq.(2.81) is less than one, Eq.(2.81) can be

written as,

(O(AT)) = (O) + O(AT) + O(AT?) + ... (2.82)
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So, usually, for a given total time 7 and small A7, in order to get the true expectation
value (O) of Eq.(2.11), we need to calculate (O(A7)) for difference time step A7 and
error bar, and then use the following polynomial equation to extrapolate (O) and its

error bar,

(O(Ar ) + Z Ch(AT™) (2.83)

where C), are fitting parameters and the theoretical value of C),, depends on the trial
wave function and the total imaginary time 7. In principle a general extrapolation
expression should be Eq.(2.81).

From the error structure Eq.(2.78) or Eq.(2.81) we can see that, even if A7 itself
is not very small, as long as the A7 errors (especially the leading order errors) in the
numerator and the denominator of Eq.(2.78) or Eq.(2.81) are comparable, (O(AT))
can still be close to the true expectation value (O> That is to say the results of PIMC

is robust because they may not be very sensitive to the time step Ar.
2.7 Computational Details
2.7.1 Recast

We need to recast Eq.(2.11) into a form that is suitable for PIMC calculations. We
set the total time 7 as 7 = 7y + 7 = NAT, and we insert N short-time propagators
U(AT) in Eq.(2.11) as well as inserting corresponding identity operators in Eqs.(2.36)
at each of them, then Eq.(2.11) with short-time propagator becomes,

REZI'DR/ \I/T|R050><R050|U(A7’)|R151> <R[SI‘OA|R[+1S[+1>...<RN+1SN+1|‘I/T>

(O(AT)) = 2.84)

Rez TDR(U1RoS0) (RoSo]U(AT) [ R191) - (R 9na U (AT RN SN (Rn SN |9T) (

where " and [ DR’ in the numerator means >,  and [dRg...dRy+1, and Y and
S S0y SN 41 S

J DR in the denominator means Y. and [ dRy...dRy.
SoraSn
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For any local operator O in Eq.(2.84), we can write down,
(RiS1|O|Rr1S111) = (S1O1|Sria)(Ri| Rit1) = (S1O1]S141)0(Rr — Rip1), (2.85)

where O; means operator O with spatial configuration R;. Note that Eq.(2.85) allows
us to remove Ryy; from the integral in the numerator of Eq.(2.84). So the N +
2 configurations Ry to Ry;1 in the numerator can finally be reduced to N + 1
configurations from Ry to Ry after relabeling. So the actual number of beads in the
numerator is the same as in the denominator.
For the propagator in Eq.(2.84) we insert » ¢ |S)(Si| =1 in Eq.(2.35) and we

can write down,

> (Ri1S1-1|Us(AT)| RiSi)(RySi|Us(AT)| Rry1 1)

St

—Z{ (S11] @ (Ryle 7 27Ge T2 37 Ry 2 |5))

)
x (S| ® <RI|€_V7ATQ€_TAT€_%AT|RI+1> ® ‘SI+1>}

VI—IAT VIAT V}AT VI+1AT f

)
=(Sy1le” "2 Ge Tz e 7 Ge 2 ’SI+1>XG£I—1RIGRIRI+17 (2.86)

ViAT
where V; means the potential operator V with spatial configuration R;, and e~ T s

calculated by Eq.(2.63). The free particle propagator G ki, = (Rile”™27|R;) can be
calculated by Eq.(2.69). By repeatedly using Eq.(2.86) in Eq.(2.84) we can remove
any S; sandwiched between two short-time propagators U(A7). Finally we are left
with 2 spin-isospin symbols in the trial wave functions to be summed over, we label
them Sy and Sy, where Sy is for the trial wave function on the left (V| RySy), and
Sy is for the trial wave function on the right (RySn|¥7r).

Furthermore, consider the [ and r order picked from the trial wave function ¥ as

shown in Egs.(2.51,2.52), the approximated expectation value (O(A7)) in Eq.(2.84)
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for PIMC calculations can finally be written as a general form,
=212, | DRRelg(R)u,]

Ve

Re / DR(U 1| RySo)(RoSo| [U(AT)M O[U(AT)|? | Ry Sn ) (R Sn | ¥r)
S0,5N

(O(ar) =
Re' S [ DROWr|RoSo) (RoSol[U(AT)]Y Ry S} (R Sw|0r)
So0,SN

J/

-, fB%R@[f(R)zr]

Re[g(R)i]
>, DR { TReF R R)iru} | Relf(

= Rel (R)u)

22, /DR { TRel R T } | el £(
2>, DRA(R)P(R
)

- 2> [ DRBR(R)Pir(R )
_ <Alr(R>>

a <Blr(R>>

where we use symbol R to denote all the spatial configurations { Ry, Ry, ...Rnx},

, (2.87)
{l,r,R}eP,-(R)

R = {RO,Rl,...RN}, (288)

and its integral is the spatial integral over all the configurations R;,

/DR = f[/dRI. (2.89)

In Eq.(2.87), A;(R) and By, (R) are real functions,

Relg(R)u]
Ap(R) = , 2.90
") = [Relf(R)] (220

Re[f(R)u]
Bi.(R) = , 2.91
) = [Relf(R)w] 220

and we can see that By,.(R) is either 1 or -1.
In Eq.(2.87), P,,(R) is the probability distribution,
_ |Re[f(R)]]

which is normalized to one in the following way,

>N / DRP,(R) =1, (2.93)
l r
and its normalization factor is N' =3, Y" [ DR|Re[f(R).].
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2.7.2 Path Diagrams

Function f(R); corresponds to the denominator of Eq.(2.84) and it does not
depend on where the operator O is placed,
F(R)ir =) (W RoSo) (RoSo|[U(AT)]Y| Ry Sy ) (Riv S| ¥7)
So0,SN

= I (R)g"(R). (2.94)

Function ¢g(R);. corresponds to the numerator of Eq.(2.84), and it depends on Our
defined in Eq.(2.85) which means the operator O is placed at bead M (its spatial
configuration is Ryy),

9(R)r = > (V| RoSo) (RoSol[U (AT)M On [U(AT)N2 | Ry S ) (R S | W7
50,58

= g (R)g" (R). (2.95)

Function ¢g*'(R) in Eqs.(2.94,2.95) is the total free particle propagator,

N

g"(R) =[] &1 (2.96)

I1=0

—_

where the free particle propagator G{? 141 i Eq.(2.96) is defined as 7,

34 (Rj—Rp41)?

—TAT m iz
G{,I—H = (Rile”"*"|Rp) = (m) Te o (2.98)

and each of these free particle propagator is represented by the black curved line from
below in Fig. 2.5, it carries A7 and it connects configuration R; and Ry (or we

can say it connects beads I and I + 1). Actually, We can see that the éV:_Ol G? I+1

"For any R; and Ry on the time line which is represented by the long horizontal lines in Fig.
2.5 on which there are black points (beads), the general form of the free particle propagator can be
written as,

% _ (RI—RJ)2

_TArlI— m STy
Gl = (Rile IRy = (27T|J—I|A7-h2> e e, (2.97)
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in functions A;.(R) and B;,(R) actually canceled out because they exist in both the
denominators and the numerators.

Note that in A;.(R) and B;,.(R) in Egs.(2.90,2.91), both f(R);- and g(R);, contain
g"(R), therefore A;.(R) and By,.(R) can be simplified as,

Relg i (R)
Ar(R) = el )] (2.99)
lfY (R)
Br(R) = TRl 7 m)) (2.100)

Figure 2.5: Path diagrams which illustrate the PIMC beads, f(R)., and g(R);.

Fig. 2.5 is a visualization of f(R); in Eq.(2.94) and ¢g(R); in Eq.(2.95). The
calculations of functions g ,,(R) in Eq.(2.99) and f)/(R) in Eq.(2.100) can be more
clear with the help of Fig. 2.5 which contains diagrams that visualize the path. By
inserting N 4 1 complete basis marked by the black dots and labeling them from 0 to
N, the total time 7 is split into N small time step A7 so 7 = NA7. We call each black

dot a bead. For a given whole spatial configuration R defined by Eq.(2.88), each of

41



the beads carries its own spatial configuration. For example, the I** bead has spatial
configuration R;. The long black horizontal line represents the total imaginary time
of the path 7 and we can call it time line, and it has been split into N pieces and
occupied by N + 1 beads. Each of the black curved lines from the bottom represents
the corresponding free particle propagator, e.g., if the black curved line connects beads
I and I + 1, the black curved line just represents the free particle propagator Gf I+1
in Eq.(2.96). The red curved line from the upper, on the other hand, represents the
accordingly potential part of the propagator, e.g., we use P; to denote the red curved
line as the corresponding e 5" where V; is defined in Eq.(2.62) and it has spatial
configuration R; while PIJr is the Hermitian conjugate of P; which gives the reverse
order of Eq.(2.63). The symbol | means the additional propagator inserted when
needed. For the AV6’ interaction, | means 1, for the local chiral N?LO interaction it
means the effective G which is Eq.(2.71).

For a given [ and r order in the trial wave function ¥, and a given R of all the

beads, the calculations of f)(R) and g, ,;(R) are straightforward. Here we describe

the computation rule which is basically a two-step process.

Step one First of all, we just need to follow the order of beads in Fig. 2.5 and replace

all the red curves and | symbols above the black time line with corresponding

Vv, AT viar
e~ or e—2 and the effective G. We next replace all of the black curve

under the black time line with corresponding g¥; which are gaussian functions.

Step two Then, for f(R) in the upper part in Fig. 2.5, we just need to sandwich all
the ordered operators above the black time line between (14| and |4 to give
a (complex) number. This number is the corresponding fY (R). We multiply
1Y (R) by gF(R) which is the product of all the black curved lines under the

time line to find f(R);,.
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The calculations of g, ,,(R) and g(R);, are similar. The difference is that when
calculating gl‘,f’ 1 (R), the additional operator O needs to be placed at the appropriate

imaginary time as illustrated in the lower panel in Fig. 2.5.
2.7.3 Calculating the Path

In order to write down the expressions for f; (R) and g}, ),(R), as illustrated in
Fig. 2.5, we define states |¢7,(R)) and [¢/},;(R)) along the path for computational
convenience. Following the computation rule described in chapter. 2.7.2, the states

|7 (R)) and |[¢},;(R)) are defined as

!WM(R»
. viar Vi Ar i ar _ .
Ze V]\é[A 1%1 ge M2+1 o MZ+1 ge N21 ge Vz;]A |S><RNS|¢;>,
M#N,0
_ Ze r); (2.101)
J\/f N . :
Viar  _yiar -viar _yoar -viar —viar L .
S et ge e Ge E et Gue 7 Ge b |S) (RaS|U).
\S v
L MZO
[ (R))
, —viar vy ar —via
5 (g0 g e ) 2 s sl
\S
MA£0,N
_ D }(RoS|¥h),
= - ) (2.102)
]VFFO. +
—viar ar —Viar —vy_jar vl ar
Ze § ( b G g g) e 19) (RoS|ieL).
\ M:N.

Both |¢},(R)) and [¢4,(R)) can be expanded by the N spin isospin basis states
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|S) with accordingly probability amplitude ¢%,(R,.S) and ¢4,(R,S),

$u(R, S) = (S[Ph,(R), (2.103)
(R, S) = (Sl (R)). (2.104)
So that,
[V (R) = ZS: 1) {(SI¥3(R) = XS: S (R, 9)[S), (2.105)
Y (R) = ZS: |5) (S| (R) = ZS: o (R, 9)IS). (2.106)

Function 91‘1{7 1 (R) depends on which bead M the operator O is placed at. For a

given M it is calculated as

(

n
VAT A Yu

Wy 1 (R)|Ge™ 4 Ore— 4 Glenn(R)), M #£0,N.

g(R) = §<w’T|O|RoS><S|w5<R>>, M =0. (2.107)
§:<¢§V<R>|S><RNS|O|¢;>, M = N.

In particular, if the operator O commutes with Hamiltonian, then O can be moved
to leftmost or the rightmost position, and the result Eq.(2.3) can then be written as

Eq.(2.12), and the corresponding ¢g(R);. becomes,

1

9(R)r = 5 (9121 (R)|st=0 + Gir.ps (R) | n1=n] 9" (R). (2.108)

This is for example how we calculate the ground state energy O=H.
For the AV6’ interaction which does not have a spin-orbit term, the G in Eq.(2.107)
is just 1. Note that the integer M in g} ,,(R) is usually set at the middle between

—“VyMAT A —VT AT

0 and N, such that e~ 2 Oe 2 is exactly placed in the middle of all the beads,

so we make sure operator O is truly sandwiched between the same state which is the

ground state if total imaginary time 7 is big enough.
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The function fY (R) does not depend on M. Its value is the same as long as the
left and right order [, r, and R are the same. For any integer M from 0 to N — 1, it

can be calculated as,

fir (R) = (0 (R)G W11 (R)) = Y (¥4 (R)IS)(SIG |1 (R)), (2.109)

{1 i vl [rlf < Arf (o4 0] }|¢gm(7z)> . (2.110)

M,M+1
and the definitions of r}f, r}/ and Ar;; "1 are the same form as for T, i and

Ari]}/’R used in Eq.(2.68). The M and M + 1 simply mean the configurations Ry, and
Rysy1. For the AV6’ interaction we have G = 1 so f, (R) is simplified to the following

form,

fiY(R) = (W (R)[¢hr1(R))
—Zw SIS Wi 41 (R))

= 6 (R S)60 (R.S) (2111)

In our PIMC code, the spin, isospin states are written in binary representation
(Carlson and Wiringa (1991)) and we label the A particles from 0 to A — 1. In the
code, we use 0 for neutron and spin down, 1 for proton and spin up. We use a 2
dimensional complex array a(l;,[s) to represent a state. For example, in Eq.(2.106),
a certain basis state is ¢;(R,5)|5),if |S) =|n T nlp T p7T), then this basis state
can be stored as a(3,11) = ¢,(R, S). Integer [; = 3 for the isospin in binary is 0011
which, from right to left, means 0 and 1% particles are protons, 2°¢ and 3™ particles

are neutrons, so it is [nnpp). Integer [, = 11 for the spin in binary is 1011, means
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that the 0" and 1% particles are spin up, 2°¢ particles is spin down, 3'¢ one is spin
up, so it is | 1411). All those |¢4,(R)) and |¢5,(R)) states defined in Egs.(2.105,2.106)
for each bead, are represented by their coefficients ¢4,(R,S) and ¢4,(R,S) defined
in Eqgs.(2.105,2.106), and therefore stored in those 2 dimensional complex arrays like
a(l;, ls). All the quantities can be calculated from [¢%,(R)) and |[¢4,(R)).

It will be slow if we calculate f (R) and g}, ,,(R) by first calculating all the Ny

—V[AT

by Niot matrices of (S’|e— 2 |S) and (S'|G|S) along all the beads in Fig. 2.5, then

multiplying all of them. This is because these matrices are sparse. Any 2-body charge
conserving operator will only have either 4 or 8 nonzero entries in a row or column.
We can instead from right to left directly calculate |3 _;(R)) from |} (R)), then
Uy _o(R)) from [y _,(R)), ..., until [}, (R)) from [¢},,,(R)). Also, from left to
right, we can calculate [} (R)) from [} (R)), then |[¢4(R)) from |} (R)), ..., until
|04, (R)) from |44, | (R)). The recursion relations from Egs.(2.101) and (2.102), can

be written as,

é <e"¥“evk§“g) 1S)(S|¥%y,1(R)), M # N,0.

W (R)) = §e”¥“15><RNsng>, M = N. (2.112)
| gls) sl M=o
’g (GM)T S)SI 1 (R), M # 0N,

W (R)) = > e 37 |S) (Ro S|k, M =0. (2.113)
G (SR, V=N

Once we have the corresponding [¢74,(R)) and [},(R)) calculated, we can use
Egs.(2.109) and (2.107) to calculate f;/(R) and g;/.,,(R) and then A;.(R) and B;.(R)
and thus (O(A7)). This updating strategy for |7 (R)) and [}, (R)) is much faster
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Figure 2.6: Illustration of calculating [} _;(R)) from |¢}%(R)) from right to left
directly.
than direct Nioy by Niot sparse matrix multiplication method. This is why we define
states [¢%,(R)) and |}, (R)) and use Egs. (2.112) and (2.113) to calculate them and
then finally calculate f;/(R) and g}, ,,(R) by using Egs.(2.109) and (2.107).

Fig. 2.6 illustrates the right to left direct calculation of [} _;(R)) from |} (R)).

In the direct calculation [} ;(R)) and |} (R)) are always treated as column vectors,

Tat — VAL

we directly operate the G, e— 2z  and e” 2 on the column vector [} (R)) and get
new column vectors each time until we get the next column vector |} _,(R)). By
doing that we prevent writing each of the operators as Ny by Nio¢ sparse matrix and

doing the slow matrix multiplications.
2.7.4 Calculating the Samples

The reason to recast Eq.(2.15) into the form of Eq.(2.87) is because once we have
the detailed form of Eq.(2.92), the normalized probability distribution P,.(R), we can

sample it by using suitable algorithms. And then after we take enough uncorrelated
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samples of A;.(R) and By,.(R) in Eq.(2.87) from the probability distribution P,.(R) in
Eq.(2.92), we have the corresponding average values (A) for A;.(R) and (B) for B;,.(R)

and their errors 04 and o, finally (O(A7)) and its error bar ¢ can be estimated by,

505, S ARAL(R)PL(R) _ (An(R)) o)
S5, JARB, (R)P,(R) ~ (Bu(R)) | myer iy (B)

P e - () - () o

~

(O(AT)) = (2.114)

Alternatively, we can also find (O) and its error bar o from the block average of A
and B. For example we can arrange all the N samples of A and B into much smaller
blocks. Each block contain n samples of A and B. So there are n, = N/n blocks. We
can mark each of the block average as A,, and B,,. And the average of block average is

the average value, namely
(An) = (A), (2.116)
(B,) = (B). (2.117)
The standard deviation of the n; samples of A, and B, are 04, and o, . According
to central limit theorem (Negele and Orland (1998); Apaja (2009)), the independent

block averages of A, and B, each forms a gaussian distribution P(A,) and P(B,)

with average value (A) and (B) and their corresponding standard deviations are

04
o= —Ln 2.118
OPys, g ( )
O'Bn
op, = ) (2.119)

Then we find that,

P(B,). (2.120)



Note that when op, is small, the gaussian distribution P(B,) becomes a § function

§(B, — (B)), so Eq.(2.120) in this case becomes,

<ﬁ> = (A) /dBnBia (B, —(B)) = % = (0), (2.121)

and we can take the standard deviation of the mean of A, /B, as the error bar o. In
all cases we ensure that the number of samples is large enough that any bias from

dividing two stochastic quantities is smaller than the statistical error.
2.8 Sign Problem

Since wave functions for fermions are antisymmetric under interchange of the
particles, they necessarily can change sign. Except for a few special cases where the
Monte Carlo sampling can be arranged so that sign changes for two types of fermions
occur together, fermion quantum Monte Carlo has a sign or phase problem (Umrigar
et al. (2007); Alhassid et al. (1994); Li and Yao (2019)). This means that for a long
enough path it is possible to propagate from a region where the wave function is
positive to one where it is negative (or has a different phase). In such a case as the
total imaginary time for the path increases, these sign changes make the signal to
noise ratio decay exponentially, or, for a fixed amount of computer time, the variance
increases exponentially with the total imaginary time.

For the light nuclei here, there would be no sign problem if the potential were
spin-isospin independent. In that case, the four spin-isospin states proton up, proton
down, neutron up, neutron down would not be mixed by the interaction, and can be
interpreted as different kinds of particles. The spatial part of the wave function would
be positive definite.

Realistic interactions change the spin and isospin, but the fact that the wave

function is still predominantly in this “s-shell” means that the fermion sign problem
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is weak. As shown in this work, for imaginary times that converge the system to the
ground state, the fraction of negative paths is small and we simply ignore the sign
problem. That is, our calculations need no approximations to deal with the fermion
sign problem & .

Extensions of this method to larger systems will necessary require dealing with a
stronger sign or phase problem. We expect that the approximate methods developed for
GFMC and AFDMC can be applied. Those methods include fixed node approximation
(Moskowitz et al. (1982); Anderson (1995)), constrained-path approximation (Zhang
and Krakauer (2003); Gandolfi et al. (2009); Motta and Zhang (2018)), fixed-phase
approximation (Carlson (1987)), eigenvector continuation method (Frame et al. (2018)),

etc.

8In PIMC calculation, the sign problem is equivalent to say that the B;.(R) in Eq.(2.100) we
sampled may frequently oscillate between 1 and -1, which can make the (By,.(R)) in Eq.(2.87) close
to zero and therefore lead to a big error bar. However, In our light nuclei PIMC calculation, e.g. the
4He calculation, we find (B;.(R)) ~ 0.9 which means there are only about 5% of the Bj,.(R) samples
flip their signs from 1 to -1. So we do not have any serious sign problems in this work, partially
because our total imaginary time is not big, and also we are summing over all the spin isospin states
and this makes the sign flipping less likely to happen.
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Chapter 3

MONTE CARLO ALGORITHMS

In this chapter, we introduce how we sample the probability distribution P,.(R) in
Eq.(2.92) and also our algorithm for performing the other parts of the PIMC calcula-
tions, the sampling is based on a Markov chain process (Ceperley (1995); Hammond
et al. (1994)) along with the Metropolis algorithm (Metropolis et al. (1953); Kalos
and Whitlock (1986)).

3.1 Metropolis Algorithm

In general, for a normalized probability distribution 7(s) such that > m(s) = 1,

(F') the expectation value of function F'(s) is,

(F) =) F(s)m(s), (3.1)

where the letter s means a set of variables which can describe a state. In the Monte
Carlo method, if we can sample n states which effectively explore the state space of 7(s)
and are distributed according to 7(s), denoting those states as {so, $1, S2..., $n} € s,

then the expectation value (F') can be calculated by,
7-L_ F S;
n
So it is clear that we need to make a process which can continuously generate
a series of states {sg, $1, S92, S3...} such that they distributed according to a target

distribution 7(s). In order to do so, we need a transition probability P(s — s’) which

is the probability for state s to transit to s’. Once this process reaches its equilibrium
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status, it must satisfy,

ZW(S)P(S — §') =m(s). (3.3)

s

We can require the number of states that make transition from any s to s’ equals

that transit from s’ back to s,
7(s)P(s — §') = w(sP(s' — s). (3.4)

Eq.(3.4) is the detailed balance condition (Ceperley (1995)). Note that >, P(s —
s') =% ,P(s' = s) = 1, so once we reach the detailed balance, Eq.(3.3) the equilibrium
status will automatically become valid and therefore the states we generated will indeed
be distributed according to m(s).

The transition probability can be written as,
P(s—s)=T(s— s)A(s = &), (3.5)

where T'(s — s') is a proposed transition probability and A(s — s’) is the acceptance
probability which will be used to judge if the proposed transition is accepted or not.

With Eq.(3.5), the detailed balance equation Eq.(3.4) can be further written as,

A(s = &)  w(s)T(s — s)
A(s' —s)  w(s)T(s —s)’ (3.6)

A common choice of the acceptance probability A(s — s’) which can satisfy Eq.(3.6)
and thus the detailed balance condition is (Kalos and Whitlock (1986)),

w()T(s" — s)

A(s — &) =min |1, )T 5 9

(3.7)

As we can see, the normalization factors in 7(s) and 7(s’) and that in T'(s — ')
and T'(s" — s) will be canceled out in Egs.(3.6,3.7) so those factors are irrelevant in
calculating A. In order to make the value of A(s — s') larger, we can try to make

T(s" — s) similar with 7(s), and T'(s" — s) similar with m(s’), such that the numerator
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and denominator in Eq.(3.7) can largely cancel. That will usually make the calculation
efficient. In the ideal case, if we can make T'(s' — s) = 7(s) and T(s' — §') = 7(s),
then A(s — &) = 1 so we just need to always accept the new proposed states, but this
is normally not possible, and if possible the Metropolis method would be unnecessary.

The basic procedure for the Monte Carlo method is described as follows.

Step 1 For the current state s, propose a new state s’ according to the proposed

transition probability T'(s — s).

Step 2 For the proposed new state s’, use Eq.(3.7) to calculate the acceptance rate

A(s — ).

Step 3 Generate a uniform random number a which ranges from 0 to 1. If a < A(s —
'), the new state s is accepted, so set the accepted state s as the current state
s, namely s = &', and keep s’ as a sample, then go to step 1 and continue. Else,
the new state s’ is rejected which means the state s is accepted and kept as the
sample, so set the accepted state s as our current state s, then go to step 1 and

continue.

After looping over the procedure for enough times, all those ‘current state’ s in
step 1 will eventually be distributed according to the desired distribution 7 (s).

Note that the choice of T" and therefore A are not unique. In order to make the
algorithm more robust, we usually include different types of moves with correspondingly
proposed transition probability T', and acceptance rate A, and this will still lead to
the target distribution 7(s), as long as the detailed balance condition Eq.(3.6) holds
for each type of move. Any such choice that has transitions between any two allowed
states by a series of moves and has some rejections will converge to samples of 7(s).

Also, the choice of T determines how efficient the Monte Carlo procedure is. A poorly
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chosen T' can make the code run for a very long time but still not able to form 7(s).

So T'is crucial in the algorithm, we will discuss our choice of 7" in the next section.
3.2 Methods of Sampling

In this section, we apply the Monte Carlo method described in section 3.1 to our
PIMC algorithm. The P,.(R) in Eq.(2.92) is exactly the 7(s) in section 3.1. State
s in 7(s) means a particular choice of {l,r,R}, and ) __ in Eq.(3.1) is the same as

> >, JdR in Eq.(2.87). We have

s={l,r, R}, (3.8)

(s) = Pu(R), (3.9)

dowls)=> ) / DRP,(R) = 1. (3.10)

S

The proposed transition probability T'(s — s’) can be decomposed into two parts.
First we propose a transition for the left and right order of the trial wave function
{l,r} to transit to a new pair {I',7’}, mark it T},_,y,». Then, based on the new {I',r'},
we choose a new configuration R’ based on the new proposed transition probability

Ty (R — R'). In such a way we have
T(S — S,) S NI 7 (R — R,) (311)

We can just randomly pick {l',7'} so that T}, equal to its inverse transition
probability T}, so they are canceled in Eq.(3.7). Considering Eqs.(2.92,2.94,2.95),
we can write down,

R = 5) o (R)gF(R)TW(R = R)
w(s)T(s — &) Y (R)GF(R)Tym(R — R’

(3.12)

and we can judge if we accept the new state s’ by Eq.(3.7) which now becomes,

i (R)g" (R)T(R' = R)

R (R)gF(R) Ty (R R | (3.13)

A(s — §')=min|1
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In the program, we do an equivalent two-stage judgement. At stage one, we randomly

pick {l’,r'}, and judge if we accept the new order by

A(s — s')=min {1 M} : (3.14)

S (R)gF(R)
No matter {l', 7'} is accepted or not (the acceptance rate for {l,r} — {lI',r'} ~ 99%),
we mark the left and right order after the judgement as {l,r}. At the stage two, we

propose the new configuration R’ and judge if it is accepted or not by

fir (RNg" (R)Tiy(R'—R)
L (R)gF(R) T (R—TR)

A(s — §')=min |1 (3.15)

Since fY,(R') and fY(R) are sandwiched between the trial wave functions, there
is no obvious ways to cancel them out in the numerator and denominator, so we leave
them alone. However, the proposed probability Ty,.(R — R') is something we can

deal with. There can usually be two choices.
Choice 1 Make the proposed probability as,
Ty(R—=R')=T,(R — R), (3.16)

and by doing this, Eq.(3.12) can be simplified as,

m(NT(s" = s) _ fin(R)g"(R)

= 3.17

RO 5)  JERIGFR) 40
and then we can judge if we accept the new state s’ by,
\%4 N L F I

A(s — ) = min |1, 2RI (R) (3.18)

" fir(R)gF(R)

Choice 2 Make the proposed transition probability 7y,.(R — R’) and T}, (R’ — R)

in a way such that
" (RN (R — R) = ¢" (R)Ti(R — R), (3.19)
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and by doing this, Eq.(3.12) can be simplified as,

n(s)T(s" = s) _ fin(R)

7(s)T(s — &) Y(R)’ (3.20)

and then judge if we accept the new state s’ by the simplified version of Eq.(3.7),

i (R’)} |
fir(R)

A(s = §') = min {1 (3.21)

In our work, different methods of sampling means different choices of proposed
transition probability Ty, (R — R') and T;,(R" — R). No matter what the choice is,
they all correspond to the same target distribution m(s). However, different choices of
proposed transition probability will lead to different convergence speed. So in order
to achieve the target distribution 7(s) efficiently and quickly, we need to mainly use

efficient proposed transition probabilities.
3.2.1 Single-Bead Sampling

From R = {Ry, ..., Rk, ..., Rn }, we can propose to move just one bead, bead K,
we move Ry to Ry, then R' = {Ry, ..., R}, ..., Ry }. This is single bead sampling.
For the K = 0 or N case, the g/ (R’) in Eq.(2.96) becomes,

N-1
QF(R,)|R0HR6 = Ggu H G{,I—HJ (3.22)
I=1
N—2
9" (R rymy = G oo [ Giis (3.23)
=0

where GY,, and G{LLN, are as defined in Eq.(2.98) and can be calculated by Eq.(2.69),

(RH—R1)?
Gf _ <R/ |e—TAT|R ) _ L T 6_ 217% (3 24)
0h1 0 YV \orATh? ’ :
f TA m el JRN_I;RIN){Z
— T / 2 2 7-72
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We can just set the proposed transition probability as,

Ty (R = R)|rosry, = Gy 1. (3.26)
Ti (R = R)|pyor, = GA_y (3.27)
and then Eq.(3.12) becomes Eq.(3.20) and we use Eq.(3.21) to judge if we accept R}

and thus R’ or not.

For the K # 0 or N case, the corresponding g% (R’) becomes,

K—2 N-1
gF(R,) = GQ—LK'G{(',KH H G{,H—l H G{,1+1a (3.28)
=0 I=K+2

where G{(A,K' and G}[(/’KH are the free propagators calculated by Eq.(2.98) or
Eq.(2.69).
In order to proceed, we introduce a useful relation in our calculation. For any

coefficients a and b and any configuration Ry;, Ry and Ry,

Ry +bR:\? ab
aftyt L) (Ra—Ry1)?, (3.29)

N a
a+b

a(RM — RN>2+b(RN — RL)2: (CL + b) <RN— o

where each square can be calculated by using Eq.(2.70). In particular, if a = b =1,

Eq.(3.29) just becomes,

(3.30)

RM—I—RL>2 L (R — Rp)?

(RM — RN)2 + (RN — RL)2 =2 <RN — 5 5

By using Eq.(3.30), the product of the two free particle propagators G{PLK, G{“KH
in Eq.(3.28) becomes,
<R/ _Bg i +Rgp )2

K (Rg—1-Rrenn)?
! f _ mo N\ - B2 - B2
GK_l’K/GK/’KH a (27rA7’h2) S € e : (3.31)

We set the proposed transition probability Ty, (R — R’) from Eq.(3.31) as,
(R,K _RK—I;RKJA)Z

N . (3.32)

3A
2

T (R R) = (-3 7 )
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The corresponding reverse transition probability 7;,.(R’ — R) can be written as,

R R 2
(RK* K-1+ K+1)

34 _
2 2

/ m nZ
T, (R — R) = (mTh?) e ol . (3.33)

Now we can see that ¢/ (R)T;,(R' — R) = ¢"(R)Ty(R — R'), so Eq.(3.12)

becomes Eq.(3.20) and we use Eq.(3.21) to judge if we accept R} and thus R’ or not.

KE(K K K)7

For particle i at bead K, we define its spatial coordinates as r; T Y 2

/1K —

and its new proposed coordinates as /% = (2%, y'F, 2/F). So for the A-nucleon nuclei,
Rg = (vf 7l . rE) and Ry = (r5, 73K . 7). We also define a 3 dimensional
vector g; for particle 7,

9i = (Giz: iy Giz) (3.34)
where gz, iy, gi» are all independent gaussian random numbers with average value 0

and variance 1.

The basic procedures of the algorithm is described as follows.

Step 1 Randomly pick an integer K from 0 to V.
Step 2 For particle ¢ at bead K,

1. if K =0, according to Eq.(3.26), propose its new coordinates 7’ ? according

2
r’? =r] + gM/Arh—, (3.35)
m

2. If K = N, according to Eq.(3.27), propose its new coordinates 7’ ZN according

h2
vy =V g [ Ar—, (3.36)
m

3. If K # 0,N, according to Eq.(3.32), propose its new coordinates />

to r} at bead 1,

to rV 7! at bead N — 1,

(2

according to 7~ at bead K — 1 and r*™ at bead K + 1,

K-1 K+1 D)
1K 7‘2» -+ ’I"i h
T 2 NE V T?m ( )
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Step 3 Loop over step 2 for all the particles, ¢ from 1 to A. Then we have the new

configuration R'.

Step 4 Use Eq.(3.21) to judge if we accept the proposed configurations R’ or not.

Then go to step 1 and continue.

In the program, we store all the probability amplitudes ¢},(R,.S) in Eq.(2.103)
and ¢,(R,S) in Eq.(2.104) for M from 0 to N. Once any R/, is accepted, we need to
update all the ¢4, (R/, S) for K < M < N and ¢,(R’,S) for 0 < M < K. This means
we need to do about N updates for just one accepted R} (which is not economical),
and therefore totally about N? updates for all the beads if they are accepted. Besides,
single bead sampling usually has a very high acceptance rate, this indicates that the
beads may not be moved far enough in the configuration space. Therefore it should
not be used often in the program. It is however simple, and can be used as a check for

more complicated algorithms.
3.2.2 Multi-level Sampling

Due to the disadvantage of single bead sampling, for a given amount of computation
time, we have to sample multiple beads at a time instead of just one in order to make
the sampling efficient. For example, if we propose to move u portion of the N beads,
so about u/N beads will be proposed to move at a time, and the acceptance rate is
a. Then in order for all the N beads to be moved, we need at least 1/(ua) trials. For
each trial, in order to calculate acceptance rate A(s — s'), we need to do uN updates
for either ¢4,(R,S) in Eq.(2.103) or ¢%,(R,S) in Eq.(2.104) with accordingly range
of M. So for the proposed moves there are uN/(ua) = N/a updates. Besides, among
all the 1/(ua) trials, only about a/(ua) = 1/u are accepted, for those accepted moves,

we need to update some beads for the ¢%,(R,S) and some for the ¢4,(R,S). This will
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actually results in updating about N beads. So for the accepted moved, there will
be N/u updates. So totally, there will be N/u + N/a = N(1/u+ 1/a) updates. And
the factor (1/u + 1/a) is usually much smaller than N, for example, N=500, when
u = 1/3, a could be around 0.1 so 10%, so (1/u + 1/a) ~ 13 which is much smaller
than N = 500. So N(1/u + 1/a) updates much more cheaper than N? updates needed
for the single beads sampling.

In order to find some ways to sample multiple beads at a time, we need to make full
use of Eq.(3.30). From the total N +1 beads on the time line from bead 0 to bead N, we
randomly pick 2" +1 contingent beads from bead I to bead I + 2", where n is a positive
integer. To make the notations easier, here we temporarily mark the configurations

from bead I to bead I + 2™ as Ry to Ro», and we mark their configurations as,
R: {Ro,Rl,RQ,...,Ranl,RQn}. (338)

The configurations Ry to Ran in Eq.(3.38) are just the relabeling of the original R; to
Rion among the total N 4 1 beads on the path.

The product of the free particle propagators g’ (R) can be written as,

2m—1
g"R)= 1] 61101 (3.39)
I=0

We can group the 2" + 1 beads { Ry, Ry, ..., Ron } in R into n levels as the following,

Level 0 : Ry, Ron. (2 beads)  Lg(R)
Level 1 : Rign. (1 bead) LY (R)
Level 2 : Rign; Rsgn. (2 beads)  LE(R)

LGVGI k . RiQn, Rl2n7 RLQH; ceey RQk—l . (21671 beadS) LZ(R)
2k 2k = 2"

ok

Level n : Ry, Rs, Rs, Ry, ..., Ron_. (271 beads) L"(R)
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We can then use Eq.(3.31) to rearrange Eq.(3.39) level by level and Eq.(3.39)

becomes,
g"(R) =[] Li(R), (3.40)
k=0

where L} (R) is defined as the product of gaussian functions at level £,

G o, k=0.
LHR) =< s (3.41)

f
H G21712n,21722n 2L on>) k 7é 0.
I=1 2k » ok ? ok

For any non negative integer J, K, L, M, N, the G];,K is calculated by Eq.(2.97), and
the G@;LN in Eq.(3.41) is,

5 sa (my- iy’
m 2 - e
Gf — 2X 2 AT m o, 342
MLN (W\N—L|A7h2) ‘ " (3.42)

Given Eqs.(3.41) and (3.42), we can propose to move multiple beads, from bead 1 to

2™ — 1 such that the new configuration is
R'={Ry, R}, R}, ..., Ron_1, Ron }, (3.43)

where Ry and Rs» remain the same although they are marked as R, and R). in

Eq.(3.43). The product of the new free particle propagators g*' (R’) can be written as,
g"(R) = [[ L2(R). (3.44)
k=0
We can set the proposed transition probability 7j,.(R — R') as,
Trw(R = R) = ¢g"(R) = [ [ Li(R)). (3.45)
k=0

Eq.(3.45) means that we can set the proposed transition probability at each level k as
T7(R') such that
T} (R) = Li(R'), (3.46)
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and Ty, (R — R') can be just written as
Ti(R = R) = HTk (R). (3.47)
The reverse transition probability 7;,.(R’ — R) can be written as,

Ty (R H TR (3.48)

We can call this multi-level or n-level sampling, because we can propose to move
the beads level by level from level 0 to level n, by using 7}'(R') at each level. By doing
proposed moves in this way, we implement Eq.(3.47). This makes g* (R")T},(R' —=R) =
g (R)Ty (R — R') and it enables Eq.(3.12) to become Eq.(3.20), and we can use

Eq.(3.21) to judge if accept R’ or not. Fig. 3.1 is the illustration of 3-level sampling.

0 P10l 2 3 4 145 L6 17 48 N

1+8

Level 0
Level 1
Level 2
0 2 4’ 6’ 8
1 I+1 +2 1+3 1+4 I+5 I+6 I+7 I+8
T
0 1 I+1 1+2 1+3 1+4 I+5 I+6 I+7 1+8 N

Figure 3.1: lllustration of a 3-level sampling algorithm.

The algorithm can be described as follows.

Step 1 For the total N + 1 beads on the time line as shown in Fig. 2.5, select a proper

integer n, randomly pick 2" + 1 contingent beads from R; to Ry (note that
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in the program, n does not need to be a fixed number, we can pick different
n each time when we are at step 1). For notational convenience, temporarily
call them Ry to Ro» instead of R; to Ry on, and we use R to denote the group,
R ={Ro, R, Ry, ..., Ron_1, Ron }.

For example, in Fig. 3.1, it is n = 3 so 2" = 8. We randomly pick R; to R;.s

beads from the total N + 1 beads, we temporarily mark them as Ry to Rg.

Step 2 1. If we keep Ry and Ry unchanged, this can be taken as a ‘fake’ level 0
move, so Ry = Ry and R, = Ron. In this case, Lj(R') = L§(R), we set

n

Ti(R = R) = [[ LX(R), (3.49)
k=1

and it can still make Eq.(3.12) become Eq.(3.20). And we go to step 3.

2. Else, if we keep Ron unchanged and just propose Rj (so Rh. = Ran), then

(Ré—R2n)2
axoan AFE2
m

n h/Q
] =r¥ + g\ /AT —, (3.50)
m

for ¢ from 1 to A, and we have R} and go to step 3 for the rest L} (R’).

according to Eq.(3.41), L§(R') = exp [— } , We propose

3. Else, if we keep Ry unchanged and just propose Rh. (so Ry = Ry), then

_ (Ro—Rin)?

2x2n A2
m

n h?
=)+ gi\/ 2" AT—, (3.51)
m

for i from 1 to A, and we have R}, and go to step 3 for the rest L}(R’).

according to Eq.(3.41), L§(R') = exp [ }, we propose

4. Else, we can also use the one bead sampling algorithm described in section
3.2.1, propose R{, according to Ry and Rj. according to Ran_; and then

judge and go to step 1.
For example, in Fig. 3.1, we keep Ry and Rg unchanged, so R = Ry and R = Rs.
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Step 3 According to the product of gaussian functions of L}(R) in Eq.(3.41), we
propose the moves level by level, so k from 1 to n. At level k, 28~! beads
need be to moved, which means from I = 1 to 2*~!, each R%Qn need to be
proposed to a new configuration ]%’2127;1 on- And we propose R;g—;l ,n according to

the G . in L}(R') in Eq.(3.45), such that r’§21_1)2n_k (the

271 2I-2 ! (21 !
( 2k 2n) ’( ok 2n) ’(ﬁzn)
new coordinates of particle 7) in R21;12n is proposed according to,
o
21=29n 21 9n

2oign gl 28T gl 2n - h?
e T i ) = AT —. 3.52

For ¢ from 1 to A, we propose to move particle ¢ according to Eq.(3.52) in each

configuration in each level.

Note that the level k beads are only proposed based on the beads of previous
levels, so this allow us to propose the new beads level by level. After we propose
the new configurations level by level, we have R’ = { Ry, R}, R}, ..., Ryn_1, Royn }.

For example, in Fig. 3.1, level 1, 2 and 3 are,

Level 1 k=1,2'"1 =1, 1 =1, each [(2] — 1)2371]*" bead needs to be moved,
so R, is the only bead that needs to be moved, and we propose R based

on R and R according to Eq.(3.52), and each particle is moved as

10 18
; ; / h2

After looping over all the particles, go to level 2.

Level 2 k =2,22"1 =2 s0 [ = 1,2, each [(2] —1)2%72]*! bead needs to be moved,
so Ry and Rg are the two beads that need to be moved, and according to
Eq.(3.52), we propose R} based on Rj R, and Rf based on R) and Rj.
E.g., each particle in R is moved as

/0 iz
, : h?2
v} = Lo ;Lr -+ gi\[2AT—, (3.54)
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and that in Ry is moved as
r’ = T + gt/ 207 —. (3.55)

After looping over all the particles, go to level 3.

Level 3 k=3,231 =4 s01=1,2,3,4, each [(2] — 1)2373]*® beads need to be
moved, and so R}, R4, RL, R, need to be proposed according to Eq.(3.52)

similarly as described before.

Step 4 Now we need to look at the whole set of N 4+ 1 beads on the time line, and
use consistent notations in the work. The { R}, R}, R, ..., Ryn_, R4} in step 3
/ / /

. . . / /
are in fact as mentioned in step 1, really { R}, R} 1, R} o, ..., R} on_1, R 90} OD

the time line. So overall, the proposed configuration R’ is,
R'={Ro,Ri,...., R}, R 1, ... Riion, ..., RN} (3.56)

The original configuration R is just Eq.(2.88) for the whole N + 1 original beads.

For example, in Fig. 3.1, once we have the new {Rj,, R}, ..., R}, we change their
labels to the original ones {R}, R}, ..., R} g}. So finally R’ is the same as R

except that R; to Ry,s are replaced by R} to R} .

Step 5 Use Eq.(3.21) to judge if we accept the proposed configurations R’ or not.
Then go to step 1 and continue.
For example, in Fig. 3.1, we use Eq.(3.21) to judge if we accept the proposed

configurations R’ or not.

It should be pointed out that, the proposed trial moves at each level in the multi-
level sampling are the same as in the bisection method (Ceperley (1995)). But the

two are not the same. We propose all the n-level new configurations and then do an
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overall acceptance or rejection. However in the bisection method, we accept or reject
at each level, and if the proposed configuration is rejected at level k, then the whole
proposed configurations from level 1 to k will be completely rejected and discarded.

In the bisection method, the lower the level, the less time consuming it is to do
the rejection. In other words, ‘if you want to reject, reject early.” It works best if the
first level’s acceptance rate is highly distinct from the rest levels’.

For example, consider a 3-level bisection, if the first level acceptance rate is 30%,
the second and third levels’ are 80% and 90%, then the total acceptance rate is 21.6%.
But since the first level acceptance rate is significantly lower than the rest, actually
most trial moves are quickly rejected at the first level and there is no need to spend
time to go to 2" and 3¢ level, and those trial moves which get to the 2°¢ and 3¢
level are mostly be accepted. Therefore, not much time is wasted at the 2°¢ and 3¢
levels. In this case, bisection method will be faster than multi-level sampling simply
because it can reject early. Bisection works well for systems with potentials with highly
repulsive cores where core overlap can be deleted early and rejected.

However, if the three levels’ acceptance rate are similar, then the bisection method
does not have an advantage over multi-level sampling. If the 1%, 2" and 3" level’s
acceptance rate are 50%, 60% and 70%, then the total acceptance is still similarly 21%.
Nonetheless, more moves will go to level 2 and 3 and be judged and then be rejected.
This slows down the bisection method. We have tested the bisection method and find
it lack of efficiency in our calculations. In the bisection method we need to accept
or reject using an effective Eq.(3.21) at each level which involves the calculation of
an effective f),(R’) and fY(R). They contain the sum over all the spin and isospin
states. This is different from the situations in most bisection method calculations
which mostly deal with central interaction which does not have spin isospin structure.

This spin and isospin sum makes each level’s acceptance rate not too much different
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from each other, just like the 50%, 60% and 70% example above.

Therefore, we find the bisection method does not have a computational advantage
over multi-level sampling. As expected, multi-level sampling has a slightly higher
acceptance rate than bisection method. This is because the bisection method can reject
early. For example, say the total acceptance rate is a = 20% for a 2-level sampling.
In bisection method it decomposes the acceptance rate a in to a; for level 1 and a»
for level 2, and theoretically a = ajas. If a; and ay are both less than 100% then the
acceptance rate of bisection and 2-level sampling are the same, both are a = 20%. But,
in bisection it sometimes happens that a; = 10% and as = 200% (when it is bigger
than 100% it simply means always accepting the moves), so theoretically ajas is still
20%, but actually since a; = 10%, 90% of the moves have already been rejected at
the 1% level. The real total acceptance is around 10% instead of the 20% for 2-level
sampling. We use multi-level sampling in our calculations, because it allows us to take

more samples of new configurations per unit time.
3.2.3 Regular Sampling

In section 3.2.1 and section 3.2.2, we showed how to sample the free particle
propagator for single bead and multiple beads. We proposed the transition probabilities
Ty (R — R') according to the free particle propagator part gf'(R’), so we have
Eq.(3.19) which is ¢ (R))T;, (R’ — R) = ¢ (R)Ti (R — R’), therefore we can use a
simple version of acceptance rate A(s — s') which is Eq.(3.21), to judge if we accept
the new state s’ or not. Those moves can simplify the acceptance rate A(s — s), but
they can make the spatial configurations of involved beads more or less correlated.

So, In order to make the algorithm more robust, we can add some moves such that
the new configuration of each bead does not depend on other beads. For example, as

is used in most Monte Carlo simulations, we can add moves with proposed transition

67



probabilities obeying Eq.(3.16) which is Tyv (R — R') = T;,(R’ — R), and use
Eq.(3.18) to judge if we accept the new state s’ or not. In these cases, the common
choices for Ty, (R — R') can be a constant over an interval or independent gaussian
functions. We can randomly select m beads from bead 0 to bead N, m can be at least
1 and at most N + 1, we put the label of the m beads into a group call it M, e.g., if
we select bead 0, 2, 4, then M = {0, 2,4}, etc.

The proposed transition probability 7},.(R — R’) can be written as,

ﬂ/ﬂ(R — R/> = H (H TI(Ti — T;)) s (357)

IeM \i=1

where Tj(r; — 7.) is the proposed transition probability for particle ¢ in bead I, and
it is normalized to 1,
/dr;TI(ri —r) =1 (3.58)

There can usually be two choices.

Choice 1 For constant Ty,,(R — R'), we can choose T;(r; — 7}) as,

T(rs — 7!) = @ (3.59)

In this case the new position 7’; of particle ¢ in a bead can be proposed from its
current position r; by,

r. =1, + au,, (3.60)
where u; = (ug,uy,u,) is a 3 dimensional random number and each of its
components , Uy, 4, ranges from —1 to 1 uniformly. « is a number which controls
the step size of proposed move, it can be chosen to make the correspondingly

acceptance rate A(s — s') around 20 ~ 80%.

Choice 2 For independent gaussian function 7y,.(R — R’), we can choose T (r; — 7})

as,

1 3 (rh=r;)?
Ti(r; —» 7)) = (W) e 22 . (3.61)
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In this case the new position 7/; of particle 7 in a bead can be proposed from its
current position r; by,

i =7+ 09 (3.62)

where g; is the gaussian random number defined in Eq.(3.34), and o is the
standard deviation of the gaussian function, which can control the corresponding

acceptance rate A(s — §).

In the above two choices, Ty (R — R') = T}, (R’ — R), and the new configuration
R’ is proposed from the current R;, with a 3A dimensional vector A; which can be

either composed of u; or g; for each particle,
R, = R; + A;. (3.63)

If we propose new configurations for all the beads with the same 3A dimensional

random vector A at the same time, namely,
Ry = R; + A, (3.64)

it will still obey Eq.(3.16), Ty (R — R') = T}, (R’ — R). We can this kind of move
as a ‘shift’.

The regular sampling methods mentioned in this section are useful to guarantee
uncorrelated samples but we do not perform them very often. This is because they are
not as efficient as the multi-level sampling. If we just move few beads a time, it is not
computationally efficient since we need to update the whole path anyway. If we move
the same number of or more beads than the multi-level sampling method, we need
to use very small «, o or A values in order to achieve similar acceptance rates as the
multi-level sampling. This means they are not able to explore the configuration space

as efficiently as multi-level sampling does.
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3.2.4 Directional Importance Sampling

In this section, we discuss a special case of the importance sampling method.

Sometimes, the proposed transition probability T'(s — ) has a certain symmetry

along n directions in the state space, so there are always n unique states s, s5, ..., s},

which share the same proposed transition probability T'(s — s),
T(s—=s)=T(s—sy) =..=T(s = s). (3.65)

So, from the current state s, there is the same chance of proposing any of the states
from s} to s/,. Similarly, for a given state s’, there can be several states sy, ..., s, which
have the same proposed transition probability T'(s" — s;). For the reverse proposed

transition probability we have,
T —s1)=T( = s9)=...=T(s = s,). (3.66)
The summation of the proposed transition probability alone each direction is the same,
1
;m —5) = ;T(s' = i) = — (3.67)
The total summation of the proposed transition probability is,
D T(s—s)=) > T(s—s)=> T(s—s)=> > T(s —s) =1 (3.68)

For example, Fig. 3.2 is an illustration for n = 8 case. In this case, in the configu-
ration space, a particle located at r = (z,y, z) can be described as in state s. We can

propose to move it to a new state s’ with ' = (2, ¢/, 2’) according to,

3
1 B N ) L €l )
(&

202 e 202 e 202 3.69
V2mo? ( )

On each axis there are 2 choices which correspond to the same value of T'(s — ).

T(s—s) = (

They are ' and 2" =2z — 2/, ¢y and v’ =2y — ¢/, 2/ and 2" = 2z — 2/. That means
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s2ls,

Figure 3.2: Illustration of a state space with 8-direction symmetry.

there are in total n = 23 = 8 directions and unique states correspond to the same
T(s — s'). We can label these 8 states from s} to s5. E.g., set s as the (2/,y/,2')
state, and if 2’ > z, ¢y’ > y and 2’ > z, we can simply denote s| = (+ + +). Set s, as
the (2”,y’, 2') state, we can denote s, = (— + +), etc. Finally set sg as the (21", ")
state, we can denote sy = (— — —). So now, §| to s; simply mean the n = 8 unique
directions in the state space. Similarly, for each of the 8 possible s’ with ' = (2/, v/, /),
there are 8 possible s (denoted by the light circles for each s'). Their coordinates are
rand r_ =22 —z,yand y_ =2y —y, z and z_ = 22" — 2.

For the summations over s, we have ng T(s — s;) = 1/8. For example, the

summation over all the s] = (+ + +) states is,

—+00 ) oo ; [+oo , 7(30/_1)2 7(y/_y)2 7(21_2)2
do’ [T7dy [T de” e eT 2 el 207
z

%;T(s — s)) = J: z (W>3 = - (3.70)

0|
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The summation over all the s, = (— + +) states is ZS,Q T(s — sb) which has the
same integrand as Eq.(3.70) but with a different integral range [*_dx f;oo dy fjoo dz,
and 25’2 T(s — s4) is also 1/8. The summation over all the s = (— — —) states is
Zsé T'(s — sg) which has the same integrand as Eq.(3.70) and again with a different
integral range [ dx [Y dy [*_dz, and ng T(s — sg) is 1/8, too. The summation
for all the other states are similar and zs; T(s — s;) are all 1/8. Therefore Eq.(3.67)
and Eq.(3.68) are valid.

If T(s — §') has directional symmetry, we can mark the current state s as s;
because it implicitly carries the directional notation . When we proposed a new state
s’ from such a T'(s — ¢'), then we can temporarily mark s’ as s}. However, we do not
immediately pick this state | as the new trial state. Because from T'(s — s’), each
of the s} to s/, states has the same chance to be picked, we want to further pick the

est’ State Irom s OSs, . € caln p1CcK a state S; accordin O 7T(S;) sucC at,
‘best” state f | to s, Wi pick a state s ding to 7(s) such that

o T(s))
T(s}) = ST ) (3.71)

This can be called directional importance sampling. In this way, the correspondingly

proposed transition probability for directional importance sampling TP (s; — s;) can

be written as,

/

En:T(s,- = s;.)] a(s) = T 2 smls) g

T™(s; — ;) =

! 2k (1)

j=1
The reverse directional importance sampling transition probability Timp(5; — s;) can

be similarly written as,

nT(s; — si)m(si)

Z?:l m(si)

where states s; to s, all have the same proposed transition probability T'(s} — s;)

T™ (s — s;) = (3.73)

1

!Note that T™P(s — s%) is a valid proposed transition probability. Because for Eq.(3.73), with
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Therefore after picking s} from T'(s — s') we further pick s by Eq.(3.71). Finally

we judge if s} is accepted or not by the acceptance probability A(s; — s7),

/ imp 8/ Iy (8 — Sl) Z ﬂ-( )
A(s; — ) = min |1, W(Sj)T. (55 = IZ>] = min |1, h=l . (3.75)
’ m(s:) TP (35 — 55) T(si — ;) > m(s))

]:

—_

If T'(s; — s7) = T(s}; — s;), Eq.(3.75) simply becomes,

> i1 T(si)

If there are s, with bigger 7(s}) than the 7(s}) from the initially chosen s} by

A(s; = 8}) = min [1, M] : (3.76)

T(s; — s}), then the directional importance sampling acceptance rate of Eq.(3.76) can
be higher than acceptance rate from gaussian sampling of Eq.(3.21) or regular sample
of Eq.(3.18). In other words, with this additional importance sampling, we can move
more beads in gaussian sampling with a larger step size in regular sampling than those
without importance sampling, with the same acceptance rate as without importance
sampling. Adding importance sampling can enable us to explore the configuration
space more efficiently. The tradeoff is that we need to evaluate all the relevant 7(s’)

and 7(s;) which can be time-consuming,.

the help of Eq.(3.65) and Eq.(3.67), we can see that,

ZTm‘ps%s ZZT‘mpsﬁs

zls

= 1. (3.74)

So T'™P (s — s!) based on the importance sampling algorithm is a valid proposed transition probability
because it is non-negative and its summation over all the possible states is 1. Actually Eq.(3.74)
may not really need to be required. As long as the normalization factors of T"™P can be canceled in
acceptance rate A(s — s’) it will be correct.
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As long as the number n is an even number, and each state s; can find its opposite
direction among the n directions, it can be reduced to a simple 2-directional case. We
can pick n/2 directions and combine them into one generalized direction, and combine
the rest n/2 opposite directions into the other generalized direction. Once we picked
s} from one direction, there is always a state s}, in exactly the opposite direction. For
example, in the n = 8 case illustrated by Fig. 3.2, as indicated by the red arrows and
lines, we can denote s as sy, and we group s} to s} into one generalized direction. And,
since st is at the opposite direction of &/, sy is the opposite of s, s% is the opposite
of s, and s} is the opposite of s}, so we group st to s into the other generalized
direction. By doing this, we reduced the n = 8 case into an n = 2 case. Every time we
proposed s, we take s}, in the opposite direction of §| as the only alternative state. We
can just mark s, as s} _. For the chosen §| or s, there is a corresponding s, such that
T(s; — s1) = T(s; — s9). In our PIMC, usually one can find an ‘opposite direction’
of R’ which can be marked as R” such that Ty, (R — R') = Ty»(R — R”), and then
we can use directional importance sampling to further pick either R' or R”.

As a concrete example, we can apply the n = 2 importance sampling to the single

bead sampling in Sections 3.2.1. The algorithm is described as follows.

Step 1 For the current state s, randomly pick bead K, we propose to move its config-

uration from Ry to R} according to Eq.(3.32).

Step 2 It is 3 dimensional space and the particle number is A, each particle along one
dimension has 2 different choices of coordinates, so there are 234 different R}
which give the same value of Eq.(3.32). For any proposed R}, = w +AR,
we only pick Ry = % — AR = Rg_1+ Rg+1— R, because it not only
corresponds to the same value of Eq.(3.32) but also the opposite direction of

R);. Call the state with total configuration R’ = {Ry, .., R, ..., Ry} as s, and

74



call the state with R'_ = {Ry,.., Ry _, ..., Rn} as s, or s]_. We now calculate,

m(s) firn(R)g" (R')
n(s) +7(si2) S (R)gF(R) + fr,(RL)gF(RL)
fi(R)

= IR 1 (R (3.77)

Generate a random number @ ranging uniformly from 0 to 1. If a < Eq.(3.77)

we choose R} which means s}, otherwise we choose R} which means s5.

Step 3 Denote the original state s as s;. According to Eq.(3.33), no matter which
s, is selected, there are only two choices for s; and sp. Since we denote the
original state s with Ri as s;, s, must include a another choice of Rg call

2 2
it R such that Ry — ffsn)” — (Ry - Bt} imilar with

R, we have Ry — RK*;RK“ = RK—lJQFRK“ — Ri_ for Rrg_. We denote
Rix_ = Rig_1 + Rixy1 — Rk as the opposite position of Ry, and we denote

R_={Ry,...,Rk_,..., Ry} as sy or s;_. The left part of Fig. 3.3 illustrates the
Ry, Rk, R} _, and R} _. For the picked new state s, use Eq.(3.75) to calculate

the acceptance probability A(s; — s}) and we find that

2
T(s;— s1) Y m(s})
A(sy — 8;)=min |1, ]:1

T(s1— s7) 2 m(s;)

i i=1

( ) (RK_ Rg 1+RK41 )2
e arls [FV(R)gF(R)) + f(RL)g" (RL)]
—1min 17 ( , RK_1+RK+1)2

[ e arke [V (R)gF(R) + fY(R_)gF(R-)]

—min{l fin(R) + fim(R') } . (3.78)

"R+ fil(R2)

Step 4 Generate a uniform random number b which ranges from 0 to 1. If b < A(s; —

sh), the new state s, is accepted, so set it as the current state s, namely s = s/,
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then go to step 1 and continue. Else, the new state s. is rejected (in other words

the new state s is just the current state s), then go to step 1 and continue.

Ry

Figure 3.3: Illustration of 2-direction importance samplings. The left one is for single
bead sampling plus 2-direction importance sampling. The right one is for regular
sampling plus 2-direction importance sampling.

The importance sampling can also be applied on the regular single bead sampling in
sections 3.2.3. The algorithm is very similar. The difference is that, in step 1, we propose
a move for the selected bead K according to Eq.(3.63). In step 2, R — Rk = Rk — R} _
so Ry = 2Rk — R, and denote the new state with R’ as s}, with R} as s}. In
step 3, denote the current state as sy, if | is chosen, Rx — R}y = Ry — R _
Rix_ =2R} — Rg. If s} is chosen, Rx — R}y = Ry — Rix_ so Rx_ = 2R} — Rk.
Based on the chosen s} or s}, denote the corresponding Ry _ as sy. The right part of Fig.
3.3 illustrates the relevant states and the coordinates. Since T'(s; — ;) = T'(s; — 1),

the A(s; — s}) is simply Eq.(3.76) and we have,

~nin {1 £ (R)g"(R) + f (R >F<R'_>}

IR R) + £ (RO)g"(R)
fini(R /)G{( 1K/ K’K+1+fl”( )GK LK G?(/_,K+1
f(R)GE

(3.79)

=min ¢ 1, 7 7
KK+1+flr( )Gk 1k Gk ki
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The K_ or K’ appear at the I or J subscript in G{J means Ri_ or Rg’' in the

corresponding place in Eq.(2.97).
3.3 Path Updating Strategy

In each type of sampling, after we judge whether to accept the new [ and r order
in the trial wave function or not, we mark the order after judgement as [ and r. In
order to make the computation fast, as illustrated in Fig. 3.4 by the blue and yellow
bands with texture, we store all the states from |1f(R)) to |15 (R)) and |} (R)) to
|14 (R)), by storing all the coefficients from ¢5(R, S) to ¢ (R, S) and from ¢} (R, S)
to ¢ (R, 9)|S) in the arrays. We also store fY (R) which is calculated by Eq.(2.109).
V0N (R)) storedi

(1,5 (R)| stored
0 I Wl B2 B3 4 5 6 [T 8 N

< =
N -
'~

0 Pl Wl 2 3 I+ IS 6 47 I8 N

41, v (R)] updated
@ . 127 -1(R)) updated : :

Figure 3.4: Illustration of the path updating.

Then, we propose new moves as R’. In order to judge if the new spatial configuration
R’ is accepted or not, we need to calculate fY (R')/fY(R). For the R’, it is usually
the same as R except for several contiguous beads. For example in the multi-level
sampling with level n, for a chosen integer I, we only propose new configurations from
bead I + 1 to bead I + 2™ — 1 in R/, and the rest of the beads remain the same as
those in R. When we propose new moves from bead I + 1 to bead I + 2" — 1, we only
need to calculate from right to left, from ¢, ,._(R', S) until ¢7,,(R’, S), by using the
recursion relations Eq.(2.112) starting from ¢7,,.(R,S) which is already stored. Then
we caleulate fY(R') = (¢ (R) |G| ¥}, 1(R')), and since fY(R) is also already stored,
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we can readily calculate fY,(R’)/fY (R). If the proposed new moves are accepted, we
update all the rest beads. From right to left we update from ¢7(R’,S) until ¢j(R/, S),
and from left to right we update from ¢ (R',S) until ¢)y(R',S). In Fig. 3.4, the
corresponding updated parts of the path from left to right are marked as green band,
and those updated from right to left are marked as the red band.

The path updating process is the most time-consuming part, especially if the
number of beads N is large. So we find a proper n in multi-level sampling to make sure
n is big enough to ensure the acceptance rate is relatively low, in order to optimize

the decorrelation of the path within the computer time.
3.4 Sampling Strategies

We have tested all the algorithms described in this chapter. We have also tested
the bisection method (Ceperley (1995)), as well as the reptation Monte Carlo method
(Baroni and Moroni (1999); Carleo et al. (2010)) for our calculation. For our light
nuclei PIMC calculation, as pointed out in section 3.2.2, we did not find any advantage
for bisection over the multi-level sampling method. The reptation method basically
samples the spatial configuration of the path by adding some beads at one end of the
path, and removing some beads to the other end of the path. However, since we have
spin and isospin sums in the path, the removing and adding of beads, even if just one
bead is involved, requires the recalculation of the whole path fY,(R’). Therefore it is
not economical to perform reptation moves. After initial testing we did not pursue
reptation moves further.

The multi-level sampling is efficient so we do not do regular sampling described
in section 3.2.3 very often. The importance sampling also does not make much
difference. Considering that the importance sampling at least needs to calculate the

two possibilities 7(s}) and 7(s}) and an additional 7(s3), we did not find it particularly
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increase the efficiency. Again we turned off the importance sampling in our calculations.
So when performing our calculations, about 90% moves are proposed by multi-level
sampling described in section 3.2.2, and the other 10% are proposed by different kinds
of regular sampling described in section 3.2.3.

For multi-level sampling, for the total N + 1 beads along the path, we pick two
lengths, n; &~ N/3 and ny =~ N/6. And, 80% of the moves are proposed for n; beads
and the others are for ny, beads. The acceptance rate for sampling n; beads is about
20%, for ny beads is about 40%. The reason for sampling n, beads is mainly to include
the 0™ and the N*® beads. For example, if we have a total of 400 beads, we can pick
ny = 27 = 128 and ny, = 2% = 64. 80% moves are proposed for the n; = 128 beads
with acceptance rate around 20%, and the other 20% of the moves among the total
multi-level samplings are for ny = 64 beads with an acceptance rate around 40%.

For the different kinds of regular sampling which make the samples more uncorre-
lated than applying multi-level sampling alone, we include moving beads one by one,
moving all the beads at the same time, and shifting all the beads at the same time,
according to section 3.2.3. By moving beads one by one, we randomly pick a direction,
either propose moves from bead N to bead 0, or propose moves from bead 0 to bead
N. For each bead, we move each particle in it and we choose the step parameter a to
make the acceptance rate around 50%. By moving all the beads at the same time, we
move all the particles in each bead, the step parameter a needs to be smaller than
when moving beads one by one, in order to make the acceptance rate of moving all
the beads at the same time around 50% again. By shifting all the beads at the same
time, we propose to move each of the beads by using Eq.(3.64). The step parameter in
the common A vector is again adjusted to make the acceptance rate of shifting all the
beads around 50%. The overall efficiency of the algorithm is not substantially affected

by these acceptance rates as long as they are in the 20% to 80% range.
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Chapter 4

GROUND STATE CALCULATIONS OF LIGHT NUCLEI

4.1 Ground State Energies
4.1.1 Preparations

The exact PIMC expectation value of operator O is calculated by Eq.(2.3) and
therefore Eq.(2.11), and we need to choose a proper total imaginary time 7 and time
step A7 to project out the ground state |®q). In this section, we discuss the choice of
7 and A7 and use *He as an example.

From Eq.(2.6) we can see that, the residual amount of excited states depends on
the ratio a;/ag and the factor e~(Fi=Fo)m1 We have to make sure that the coefficient of
the first excited state |®;) is negligible compared with the ground state |®y).

The experimental ground state energy E, of *He is about -28.3 MeV and the
first excited state energy E; is the energy of a separated nucleon and triton, -8 MeV
(Tilley et al. (1992)). The energy difference F; — Ej is about -20 MeV. If we choose
71 = 0.1 MeV ™" then e~ (B1=E0m will be e=2 ~ 0.135. If there is only |®,) and |¥;)
in |Ur), and if |a;/ag| is small enough, then the percentage of the first excited state
|®1) in [¥) will be greatly suppressed by |a;/age™F1=F0)7 | therefore e H™|Wy) is
dominated by the ground state |®¢). In fact, if there are other excited states in |U7),
the ground state |®q) will be projected out even sooner, because |a; /ag| will be smaller
for a good trial wave function and other excited states |®;) will die out faster than
|®,) due to the factor |a;/age”Fi=F0)71|. So, even a less than 0.1 MeV ™' imaginary
time 7 may still be adequate.

The analysis above suggests that 7, = 0.1 MeV " should be enough for our PIMC
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to project out the ground state. Since we usually put operator O in the middle of
two propagators as (Ur|e 77 Oe 17| W) as shown in Eq.(2.3), and we usually set
T1 = To, so we can conclude that the total imaginary time 7 for our PIMC calculations
can be set as 7 = 27, =2 x 0.1 = 0.2 MeV ™!, In our PIMC calculations, besides using
7 = 0.2 MeV ™!, and we also show results with 7 = 0.15 MeV ™! and 7 = 0.3 MeV ™!
for comparisons. The total imaginary time for chiral N2LO interaction has a similar
range and 7 = 0.2 MeV ! should be enough as well.

Given a total imaginary time 7, for the time step A7, we need to consider the
computational cost and the accuracy. In GFMC (Carlson (1987)), A7 is usually chosen
tobe 1075 ~ 10~* MeV L. In our PIMC calculation, we find that a 10=* ~ 1073 MeV ™!
time step A7 works reasonably well. Depending on 7 and A7, the number of beads for
PIMC ranges from 41 to 1501. In the most time consuming case, for 7 = 0.3 MeV ™" and
AT =2x107* MeV ™!, we need 1500 short-time propagators and therefore 1501 beads.
Such a calculation (all the calculations are performed at the Agave Cluster at Research
Computing at Arizona State University), in order to reach a less than 0.02 MeV error
in the ground state energy calculation, takes about 20 thousand core hours for the
chiral N2LO interaction and 13 thousand core hours for the AV6’ interaction. For 41
beads it takes about 240 core hours to reach less than 0.02 MeV error, which means it

can be done on a modern laptop in few days or less.
4.1.2 Calculations

The calculation of the ground state energy Ejy can be recast into the form of
Eq.(2.87) as discussed in section 2.7.1, with the operator O being the Hamiltonian

H =T + V. And we calculate the ground state energy Fy by

s Re {(Wr|H[U(AT)]Y|Wr) + (7| [U(AT)]VH|Pr) }
Re(Wr|[U(AT)]¥ W) ’

Eo(AT) = (4.1)
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which in the limit of A7 = 0 becomes the true expectation Ej as shown in Eq.(2.12),

1Re ((Ur|He 7| W7) + (Uple " H| 7))
Re(Up|le=H7 W)

The the corresponding g(R);. takes the form of Eq.(2.108) which can be written as,

9(R) = 5 | S (kI HIRoS) (SI5(R I+ AR RySIHI | o (), (49

S

and the corresponding gy, ,(R) is,

S (WL |H|RoS)(S|Yp(R)), M =0.
gl‘;,M(R) =7 (4.4)
;(wév(R>|S><RNS|H|w%>, M = N.

All the other functions are the same as discussed in section 2.7.1.
The calculations of (RS|H|¢%.) and (5| H|RS) are straightforward. First, they

can be calculated as,

(RS|H|yr) = (RS|T|Yr) + (RS|V]¢7), (4.5)

(Ur|H|RS) = (U7|TIRS) + (W |VIRS). (4.6)

Then, with the help of Eqs.(2.62) and (2.53), taking “He as an example, the potential

N>,(4.7)
S>.(4.8)

4—hV d d d
(RSITIR) =3 5 (RS ) =— 23 o + o £ (RS, (49

2—1 =1

energy part becomes,

NN EM p OP. Kl
Z [V;j (rlj V rl] H Z f’L] rzg ij ]\ZZ—1¢N

i<j 1<j

(RSV¢%><S

(Wh|VIRS) = 2<N

N=

cb*N{Z Vi )+ VEM(“‘J’”}HZ[i g <T”)Op]

i<j i<j

For the kinetic energy operator T" we have,

4 2 2 2
(4 ITIRS) =3 ot (| RS) = — fo 3 + 2 Y4 RS). (410

1=1 1=1
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The 2" order derivatives in Eqs.(4.9) and (4.10) are calculated numerically by using
the 2" order central finite difference formula (Fornberg (1988)) * .

In our PIMC calculations for *He, we include 2000 steps in one block. A step
means any one of the trial moves described in section 3.2, it can be either accepted or
rejected. We adjusted the number of beads for multi-level sampling as well as the step
parameters for regular sampling, and find out the samples are uncorrelated after 125
steps so that each block is uncorrelated with the others (we make sure the samples of
the root mean square radius 7, at the middle bead are uncorrelated). We typically
calculate the ground-state energy Ej, 72,, potential VNV + VEM along the beads, and
one-particle number density p(r). We begin to take samples after running several
blocks from the initial condition in order to reach the equilibrium.

In Fig. 4.1, we show the calculation of the *He ground state energy £ for different
total imaginary time 7 = 0.15 MeV ™!, 7 = 0.2 MeV ™! and 7 = 0.3 MeV !, with
various time steps A7. As discussed in section 4.1.1, at 7 = 0.2 MeV ™!, we can expect
the true ground state energy Ey for *He to be located within our calculated ground
state energy within its error bar. We added 7 = 0.15 MeV ™" and 7 = 0.3 MeV ™! for
comparison. Particularly, we can see that for A7 < 5x10~* MeV ™!, for 7 = 0.2 MeV ™!
and 7 = 0.3 MeV ™!, all of the calculated Ej are almost the same within their error
bars. For 7 = 0.15 MeV ™!, the smallest AT we use is 1.5 x 10~* MeV ™! which means

1000 short-time propagators and 1001 beads, and its Fy is —26.155 £ 0.008 MeV.

IFor example, for x; the x coordinate of particle i, it is calculated as,

d2(RS|yr)  (Ro+ SWT)+(R - S|v7) —2(RS|yr)

722 = e , (4.11)
PULIRS)  (WrIR,sS)+ Wh|R,-S) ~2(0h | RS)
e N . (4.12)

where A is the spatial finite difference which is set as about 1072 fm in our calculations. R_+ means

keeping all the other coordinates in the configuration of the system R the same and just chaﬁge x; to
x; + A, and R - means change z; to z; — A.
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Figure 4.1: Energy vs. time step At for different total imaginary time 7 for He based
on the AV6’ potential (quadratic range).
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Figure 4.2: Energy vs. time step A7 for different total imaginary time 7 for *He based
on the AV6’ potential (wide range).
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Figure 4.4: Energy vs. time step A7 for different total imaginary time 7 for *He based
on the local chiral N?LO interaction (wide range).
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For 7 = 0.2 MeV ™!, the smallest A7 we use is 1.5 x 10~* MeV ! which means 1333
short-time propagators and 1334 beads, and its Fj is —26.162 4+ 0.004 MeV. For
7 =0.3 MeV ™!, the smallest AT we use is 2 x 10~* MeV ™" which means 1500 short-
time propagators and 1501 beads, and its Fy is —26.173 £ 0.006 MeV.

Also, as pointed out in section 2.5 and by Eq.(2.79), for the AV6’ interaction, our
PIMC results should contain even orders of A7 error comparing with the true ground

state results for small time step A7. Usually we do an extrapolation at A7? order,
(O(AT)) = (0) + CoAT. (4.13)

In order to do extrapolation by using Eq.(4.13), we need to find the range of At

where the error of A7? dominates, so that we can observe a clear A7? dependence of

~

(O(AT)). As a rough estimation, by looking at Eq.(2.79) we would require |gj§ﬁ| > 1.

There are combinations of commutator terms of kinetic energy T and potential V' in

coefficients C'y and Cy. For example there can be TTV in Cy and TTTTV in C, and

CQA7'2| as | Re(Wp|TTV |¢r)
CiArl Re(Ur [TTTTV |dr)Ar2

we can roughly estimate | |. For the AV6’ interaction, the

: 2 CaAT2) Re(Wp|TTV|¢r)
magnitude of 7" and V' are 10* MeV order, so |@235| ~ \Re@TlTTTTVle)ATQ

| may be

: CoAT? | 108 _ 1 CayAT?
roughly estimated as \C4AT4] ~ |tgroasz| = |1grazz]- In order to make sure ]C4AT4\ > 1,

we may expect A7 to be around 10~* ~ 10~2 MeV .

We find that in Fig. 4.1 we can observe a clear A7? dependence when A7 < 1.3 x
1073 MeV ™', and by using Eq.(4.13), the true ground state energy Ej is extrapolated
to —26.16(1) MeV. This is consistent with GFMC result (Wiringa and Pieper (2002))
which is Ey = —26.15(2) MeV. This is reasonable because in this work, we are
summing over all the spin and isospin states like GFMC does. So our results should
be comparable with GFMC’s. The difference is that GFMC is a DMC method based
on Eq.(2.13), and we are doing a PIMC calculation based on Eq.(2.3).

In Fig. 4.3 we show the results of *He based on the local chiral N?LO two-body
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interaction. We choose the coordinate space cutoff (Gezerlis et al. (2014)) as Ry = 1.2
fm. As discussed in section 2.5 and Eq.(2.83), due to the existence of the spin-orbit
operator, a At error will exist in evaluating (O(A7)). We do observe the A7 error

dominates when A7 < 1.3 x 1073 MeV ', So we do a linear extrapolation in this range

for the chiral interaction,

(O(A7)) = (0) + C1AT, (4.14)

and the extrapolated ground-state energy is found to be Ey = —24.99(1) MeV.
Fig. 4.2 shows a wider range of A7 than Fig. 4.1, and we use Eq.(2.78) up to Ar*
in both the numerator and the denominator to do the fitting for all the data points.

In Fig. 4.4 we fit the wide range of the data by using Eq.(2.83) up to A73.

Table 4.1: The AV6’ interaction based light nuclei ground state energies.

A7, EF™MC (MeV) 7 (MeV™1) ESFMC (MeV) EFXPT (MeV)
21 —2.24(4) 0.5 2,22
*H —7.953(5) 0.4 —7.95(1) -8.48
*He —17.336(6) 0.5 -7.72
‘He —26.162(4) 0.2 —26.15(2) -28.30

Table 4.2: The local chiral N°LO interaction based light nuclei ground state energies.

A7 EY™MC (MeV) 7 (MeV™)  ESTMC (MeV) ERFPMC (MeV)  EFXPT (MeV)

2H  —2.203(2) 0.5 -2.22
SH  —7.74(1) 0.4 —7.74(1) —7.76(3) -8.48
SHe  —7.11(1) 0.5 —7.01(1) ~7.12(3) 772
‘He  —25.00(1) 0.2 —24.86(1) —25.17(5) -28.30
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The ground state energy for all the A < 4 nuclei are listed in Table 4.1 for the
AV6’ interaction and in Table 4.2 for the chiral N°LO interaction. The GFMC and
AFDMC results (Lonardoni et al. (2018b)) are listed for comparison. Overall, all the
PIMC, GFMC and AFDMC results are consistent with each other within 1% error.
We also listed the experimental value of the binding energies (Wiringa and Pieper
(2002); Lee (2020); Wikipedia contributors (2020c)) for comparison. The difference

EXPT
EO

between the experimental values and our results is mainly due to the absence

of the three body interactions in our calculations.
4.1.3 Verifications

In order to further support our conclusion that 7 = 0.2 MeV ™! indeed projected
out the ground state and therefore our PIMC results are reliable, we calculate the

VNN L VEM along all the beads on the path. This is a typical quantity

potential V' =
to calculate in PIMC calculations (Sarsa et al. (2000)). The calculation is done in the
same way as introduced in section 2.7.1. We just need to use the potential operator V'
as the operator O, and we place the V' at each imaginary time position from bead 0 to
the last bead N on the path. In other words, the g} ,,(R) in Eq.(2.107) needs to be
calculated from M =0 to M = N = 7/Ar. In this way, we are actually calculating
(V (7)) which is,

R6<\I/T|67Hﬁ (VNN + VEM) efH(Tle)|\I/T>
R€<\IIT|6_HT|\I]T> ’

(V(m)) = (4.15)

where 71 ranges from 0 MeV~! to 7 as we put the V operator from bead 0 to bead
N. (V (1)) is symmetric around 71 = 7/2. When 7/2 is big enough to project out the
ground state, (V' (7/2)) is the ground state potential energy.

In Fig. 4.5 2 | we show the results of (V(71)) as a functions of 7; for 7 = 0.2 MeV~!

2Note that the potential operators and the Hamiltonian do not commute, so the eigenstates of
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Figure 4.6: The potential energy along the beads for 7 = 0.2 and 0.3 MeV~! for *He
based on the local chiral N?LO interaction.

89



and 7 = 0.3 MeV 1. On the upper panel of Fig. 4.5, we show for different time step A7
how (V (7)) change as 7; from 0 MeV~! to the total imaginary time 7 = 0.2 MeV 1.
As expected, since PIMC is projecting out the Hamiltonian’s ground state, and the
Hamiltonian’s ground state is not the same as the potential operator’s eigenstate, the
time step error introduced by A7 will have noticeable impact on (V' (7)). That is why
the curve of (V' (7)) vs. 71 are different for different A7. However, as At decreases, time
step error will become smaller and smaller. And indeed, as we can see, the result for
AT =1.5x107* MeV~! almost coincides with that of A7 = 2.5 x 107 MeV L. (V (7))
is about —127 ~ —123 MeV. It looks like (V' (71)) has converged when A7 < 2.5x 1074
MeV~!. This is a clear signal that a stable eigenstate of the Hamiltonian for 7 = 0.2
MeV~! has been reached, and smaller A7 and therefore more beads will not improve
the convergence. Furthermore, in order to verify if this eigenstate is truly the ground
state, we calculate for a larger total imaginary time of 7 = 0.3 MeV~! with a similar
time step A7 = 2 x 107 MeV ™!, i.e. 1501 beads. The result is in the lower panel of
Fig. 4.5. Indeed, the curve of (V (7)) vs. 7; is almost the same as the 7 = 0.2 MeV ™!
and A7 < 2.5 x 107* MeV~! cases. This means further increasing the total time 7
will not change the state, so the stable state reached for 7 = 0.2 MeV~! must be the
ground state.

Therefore, the ground state of the Hamiltonian is indeed reached when 7 = 0.2
MeV~1, and A7 around 1.5 ~ 2.5 x 10~* MeV~! is small enough. Besides, from Fig.
4.5 we can see that in the area when 0.075 MeV~! < 71 < 0.125 MeV~! for 7 = 0.2
MeV~1, and the area when 0.075 MeV™! < 7 < 0.225 MeV ™! for 7 = 0.3 MeV~!, the

curves of (V (1)) vs. 7, are almost flat. So that even 7 = 2 x 0.075 = 0.15 MeV~! may

the potential operators and the Hamiltonian are not the same. So even when the system reaches the
ground state of its Hamiltonian, this ground state |®¢) is not an eigenstate of the potential operators.
So (V(71)) has larger fluctuations than (H(71)). So in order to make Fig. 4.5 look ‘smooth’; we need
to take a longer computation time than computing the ground state energy.
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be sufficient to project out the ground state. Fig. 4.6 is a similar graph for the local

chiral interaction which also indicates 7 = 0.2 MeV ! is sufficient 3 .
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Figure 4.7: PIMC leading order structure function Rél) (1, AT).

Besides checking the potential along the beads, the robustness of the ground state
energy PIMC calculation can be understood as follows.
The trial state |¥r), after operating with [U(A7)]", can be expanded by the

eigenstates of the Hamiltonian,

UAT)T [r) = D An(r, AT)|@0) = Ao(m, A7) | [B0) + > %@» - (4.16)

where A, (7, A1) are the coefficients which depend on 7 and A7 for |®,). We know

3In order to save computation time, we did not include spin-orbit interaction, but it does not alter
the conclusion. Fig. 4.6 is not as smooth as Fig. 4.5 simply because we used fewer core hours for it
than we did for Fig. 4.5.
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that Alimo [U(AT)]Y = e 7 and we also notice from Eq.(2.6) that,
T—

e T\ Wp) = age”

™ ||) +§:ZO ~(E=Eo)r >], (4.17)

So, comparing Eq.(4.16) and Eq.(4.17) we find that for A7 — 0,

lim Ag(7, A7) = age” 57, (4.18)
AT—0

. Ap(r,AT)  ay (En—Fo)r An(m,AT)]
A Ao(r, A7) ~ a0 =0 A an) =0 )

We calculate the ground state energy by using Eq.(4.1), the two parts in it are
essentially the same and we pick one of them to take a closer look. We find

+oo afAi(1,AT)E;
(Ur|H[UAT)N W) E L+ >0 e ants

N - =0 oo afA;(T,AT
(Ur|[U(AT)]N[¥r) 1+ Z:_ 1 WTAT))

= FyRs(T, AT), (4.20)

since Eq.(4.20) is real, we define a real function Rg(7, A7) as our PIMC error structure

function,
1+ Z:—oo S*A :A:)E
Rs(1,AT) = Re ! OAZ AA)EO, (4.21)
1+ Ztoo afAi(1,AT)
i=1 GSAO(T,AT)
and we can define its cutoff functions Rén) (1, AT) such that
afA;(1,AT)E;
L+ 2 i aranE
RY(7,AT) = Re - 2 Ao0lr, A7) B (4.22)

14+50", % '
Considering Eq.(4.19), Rs(r, A1) and Rén)(T, A7) will converge to 1 when 7 is big
enough and A7 is small enough, and the energy will converge to Ey. We find that the
structure Eq.(4.20) may be much less sensitive to A7 than one may expect. We can
assume the errors in Eq.(4.20) are mostly coming from the leading order errors in its
denominator and the numerator. If the leading order error is from the first excited

state, Eq.(4.20) can be approximated as

a*A1(T,AT)E
W HUADI W) g g L+ Baans _ = EyRY (7, A7), (4.23)
WU ~ 2 O Cenisn = Bl n A |

aO o\T,AT
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alAy(r,AT) .

and since Eq.(4.20) is real, we can assume Ao A 1 Eq.(4.23) is mostly real and
0 )

we can define a real function By (7, A7) as

aj A (7, A7)

Bi(r, Ar) = R\ ET)
17, A7) Reang(T,AT)

(4.24)

such that
1+ By(r, AT)%

1—|—Bl(T,AT) )

Ry(1, A1) ~ RY) (1, A7) = (4.25)

Therefore, our result F(AT) in Eq.(4.1) will be very close to the true expectation
Ep, as long as Eq.(4.25) is close to 1. In Fig. 4.7 we plot the contour graph and show
how the value of the leading order structure function Rél)(T, AT) changes as By (1, A1)
and E)/E, change. We find as long as By (7, A7) € [—0.1,0.1] (which is a reasonable
range for a proper Ar), Rél)(T, A7) will be close to 1 (the green area), it fluctuates
from 0.9 to 1.1 so E(A7) will be around Ey with at most 10% error or so. In fact, our
results in section 4.1.2 shows that E(A7) in PIMC works even better. From Figs. 4.2
and 4.4 we see that even with a wide range of A7, the difference between E(A7) and
Ey is less than 3% which is well below 10%. The robust E(AT) value also indicates

the ground state path is robust, so the expectation values of other operators should

be reliable too.
4.2 Radii

The root mean square (rms) radius r, can be interpreted as the average distance
between any one of the particles and the system’s center of mass. The label of the
nucleon does not matter, so we can just take nucleon number 1 as reference. The

operator can be written as 4 |

, (4.26)

P =

1 A
ﬁl—ZE e
j=1

4In the code, we calculate the averaged operator 7, = % Zle
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and we calculate (r2) for its ground state expectation value as

(r2) — Re(®ol7y,|Po)
m R€<q)0|q)0>

2
Re(Up|e HAT e~ HAT|p) — %Zle r;| e AT e HAT W)

= . 4.27
Re(Up|le HAT e~ HATe—HAT  o=HAT|{ ) (427)

Note that 7, does not commute with H, so PIMC is well suited to calculate it.
Eq.(4.27) can be recast into the form of Eq.(2.87) in section 2.7.1. We put the operator
77, at the middle bead M, the corresponding g ,,(R) can be written as,

2 T

e TGl (R),  (4.28)

—Vp AT

aar(R) = (W1 (R)|Ge™ 2

1 A
Tl—zj;’f’j

while other functions remain the same as in section 2.7.1. Once we calculated (r?),

the rms value is simply r,, = 1/(r2,). Note that these are point nucleon radii.

Similarly, we can define the proton(neutron) radii operator 7, as ° ,

A
. .1 R
Tp) = |71 7 Z""j Ppl(n)7 (4.29)
=1
where P} = &= and P! = +=]'= are the proton and neutron projection operator

respectively for nucleon whose label is 1.

In Tables 4.3 and 4.4, we list our PIMC ground state point nucleon rms radii of
light nuclei based on the AV6’ interaction and the N?LO local chiral interaction. For
H, since there is no Coulomb interaction, r,, = r, = 7,. For other nuclei however,
due to the isospin dependent NN interaction (mainly due to the 7; - 7; part in the NN
interaction) and the Coulomb interaction, r,, r, and r,, are not the same. E.g., for *H,
the only proton is more likely in the center and the two neutrons are likely on the two

sides, so the proton is more closer to the center of the mass of the system, so r, < r,.

A o 1 A o i
D it |Pi — F 2ojm1 P Py, where

5In the code, we calculate the averaged operator Tp(n) = ﬁ
p(n

Np(n is the number of protons (neutrons).
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Table 4.3: PIMC rms radii of light nuclei based on the AV6’ interaction.

47 rm (fm) rp (fm) ry (fm)
°H 1.98(2)

SH 1.7261(5) 1.6240(4) 1.7751(5)
3He 1.7426(6) 1.7962(6) 1.6289(5)
“He 1.4716(2) 1.4736(2) 1.4693(2)

Table 4.4: PIMC rms radii of light nuclei based on the local chiral N?LO interaction.

A7, T (fm) r, (fm) 7, (fm)
21 1.991(1)

5H 1.7497(7) 1.6430(6) 1.8007(7)
SHe 1.7725(8) 1.8292(9) 1.6520(7)
‘He 1.4860(4) 1.4882(4) 1.4834(4)

*He is the opposite. The small difference between r, and r, for *He is caused by the

Coulomb interaction.
4.3 Density Distributions

The ground state of *He is an angular momentum J = 0 state and is spherically
symmetric. We can use the one-particle number density p(r) to describe the probability
density for one particle to be at distance r from the nuclei’s center of mass. With this

convention we normalize it as

/47rr2p(r)d7‘ =1. (4.30)
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The distribution p(r) can be extracted from high energy electron-nucleus scattering
experiments, and is related with the electric form factor by Fourier transform (Xu
(2009); Lynn et al. (2019)). The label of a particle does not matter, so we can just

take particle 1 as the reference particle, and the operator p(r) can be written as ¢ |

A
p(r) :(s(r— ﬁl—%zqﬁj ) (4.32)

Note that due to the kinetic energy operator 7' in the Hamiltonian H, p(r) does

not commute with H. Therefore it cannot be calculated very accurately by diffusion
based QMC method. But it can be calculated directly by PIMC. The ground state

expectation value for the one-particle number density p(r) is,

() _ Bel@l(r)|2)
RG(CI)0|(I)0>

Re(Up|e AT e~HATS (7’ — | - %Zle 7 ) e AT e HAT|W )

_ (433
Re(Up|e HAT e~ HATe—HAT  o=HAT|{ ) (433)

Eq.(4.33) can be recast into the form of Eq.(2.87) in section 2.7.1. We put the operator

p(r) at the middle bead M, the corresponding gy, ,(R) can be written as,

1 A
T — Z E ’l“j
Jj=1

while the other functions remain the same as in section 2.7.1.

VAT i ar
g (R) = (W (R)|Ge 2§ (7“ - > e Gl (R)), (4.34)

The ¢ function in p(r) cannot be directly sampled. However it can be integrated.
We can expand in a histogram basis and the width of each bin is A, and r can be

represented by ry when r € [kh, kh+ h) and k is an integer. The basis of the histogram

In the code, we actually calculate the averaged p(r) operator (Lynn et al. (2019)),

14 1 &
pr) = Za(rﬁAZ@). (4.31)

We use Eq.(4.32) for illustration purpose.

|
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can be represented by by which is 1 when r € [kh, kh + h) and 0 otherwise. p(ry) can

be represented by a number a; such that,

J p(r)brdr
= : 4.35
Uk Irh3[(k + 1) — k9] (4.35)
Considering Eq.(4.33) and Eq.(2.87) in section 2.7.1, a; can be written as,
3 [ A (R)bydr
S5, S AR S | Pe(R)
ay = (4.36)

Sy, [dRBL(R)P,(R) ’

3 [ A1 (R)bydr

. . Re[gx,A/[(R)}
so we just need to sample TR r A o get ax. Note that A;.(R) =

|Relf} (RN
Eq.(4.34) of g ,,(R) contain the § function, so the integral [ A;.(R)bdr becomes,

and

/ Ay (R)bydr

e / (Whi (R)|Ge ¥ 6 ( -

S R\ vipar
. j=1 J{ M
(& 2

"= Gy (R))brdr
- Re[f(R),]]
Re[f(R)1, S
Belf(Rul g — 21T € [oh, ki + h).
- (4.37)
0, otherwise.

Note that ZERhil iq either 1 or -1, so S A (R)bydr just becomes either

3
|Relf (R)ir]| Arh3[(k+1)3—k3] TR )P —R3]

WM or 0.

The sampling of a; histogram value is then straightforward. We define a one-
dimensional array A(n) and initialize it to zero. We sample according to P,.(R)
as described in chapter 3, and each time when we take a sample, we look at the

configuration of the middle bead M. At bead M, there always exists an integer k such

that ry = |r; — & Z;‘:l r;|. At the same time, the kth element in A(k) takes a sample

of 3Re£f; hg)[é%'gg[f lgz])””, so A(k) = A(k) + 3Reﬂ}§)[é’l;]ﬁ§§g$)“”. For any other element j

in array A(n), they each take a sample of 0 and so A(j) remain the same. We continue

sampling according to P,.(R) and continue. Once we have enough N samples, then
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Figure 4.8: The ground state one-particle number density distributions of *He based
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Figure 4.9: The ground state one-particle number density distributions of *He based
on the local chiral N2LO interaction.
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each of the aj can be evaluated by ay = A(k)/N with corresponding error bar. As
shown in Fig. 4.8, p(rx) are given by these values. We can see from Fig. 4.8 for AV6’
interaction and Fig. 4.9 for the local chiral N2LO interaction that for different total
imaginary time, the particle number density distribution of *He are almost identical.
These are further evidence that we have reached the ground state.

From Eq.(4.31) and Eq.(4.32), we can further define the single-proton number

density p, and the single-neutron number density p,, as
1 & 1 & 1<
~ ~ 1 ~ ~
S 9| LEED o G CRE oo
j=1 i=1 j=1

where P} = = and P! = 1=[*= are the proton and neutron projection operator for

Po(m) (1) =0 (7“ - )Pg(n). (4.38)

nucleon with label 7. Since P} 4+ P} = 1, we have

p(r) = pp(r) + pu(r). (4.39)

The sampling method of p,(r) and p,,(r) is similar with that of p(r). In Fig. 4.8 and
Fig. 4.9, p,(r) and p,(r) are also presented. As expected from the rms radii results, in
“He the two protons and the two neutrons are distributed evenly, and p,(r) and p,(r)
are almost identical.

In Fig. 4.10 all the density distributions for A < 4 light nuclei are presented. For
’H the p,(r) and p,(r) are identical, and as r decreases, the density distributions
based on the AV6’ interaction decrease rapidly which are different from those based
on the local chiral N2LO interaction. This is because, as shown in Fig. 2.2, for the
two-nucleon system the central part becomes the dominant part as r decreases, and
the AV6’ interaction has a much more repulsive central radial function than the chiral
one, this makes the proton and the neutron highly unlikely to be very close to each
other and the center of mass, which means density distributions will rapidly decrease

as r decreases. For 3H there is one proton and two neutrons, and at a given r, it is
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Figure 4.10: The ground state one-particle number density distributions of A < 4 light
nuclei based on the AV6’ interaction and the local chiral N2LO interaction. The lines
are a guide to the eye.

reasonable that the probability of finding a neutron p,(r) is always higher than that
of finding a proton p,(r). *H and its mirror nuclei *He shows nearly the same p(r)

distribution, however their p,(r) and p,(r) distributions are as if they are exchanged,

i.e., 3H’s p,(r) is like the *He’s p,(r) and *H’s p,(r) is like *He’s p, ().
4.4 Euclidean Response Functions

Response functions are important quantities (Carlson and Schiavilla (1992); Benhar
et al. (1994); Carlson and Schiavilla (1994); Carlson et al. (2002); Sick (2003); Lovato
et al. (2013, 2015)) and the related operators do not commute with H. Using PIMC to

calculate the response functions thus has a natural advantage over diffusion methods.
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In an electron-nucleus scattering experiment, the response of a weakly coupled
external probe can be written as the function S(k,w) which can be expanded in the

energy eigenstates (Carlson and Schiavilla (1994)), as

(ol p! ()| D) (Pu| p(K)| o) (w + Eo — )

S(k,w) = (Bo|Bo) ,

(4.40)

where k is the momentum transfer between the final and initial momentum of the
nucleus, and w is the energy transfer which is the difference between the final and
initial energy of the nucleus. (k,w) is the four-momentum carried by the virtual photon
(Bacca and Pastore (2014)) which is exchanged between the electron and the nucleus.
E, is eigenenergy of the excited states |®,), and the p(k) is the coupling operator.

The S(k,w) in Eq.(4.40) is called the response function. It is useful because it
is related with the scattering cross section therefore directly connects theory and
experiment. For different scattering processes the couplings of the probe to the nucleus
gives different p(k) operators. However, it is not easy to directly calculate the response
function itself. Instead, we calculate the Euclidean response function E(k, 7) of S(k,w)
by using QMC, and then find ways (Shen et al. (2012); Lovato et al. (2015)) to invert
E(k,7) to S(k,w).

The Euclidean response function E(k,7) is related to S(k,w) by the following

Laplace transform,

E(k,T):/ e @) Gk w)dw
0

1T 37 (Dol pT (k)e™ 171 @, ) (@] p(K) | o)
e~ Eo7|(Dg| Do)
_ e T(Dopl (k)e™ 7 p(k)|Po)
(Pole=HT|Dy)
s (Wple™ ™ [pf (k)e 1T p(k)] e ™ | W)

= 4.41
<\I;T‘€7H7167H7'67H71|\I;T> ! ( )

where w,. = k?/2m is the quasielastic energy transfer (Lovato et al. (2020)) and 7 is

chosen to be large enough to project out the ground state ®.
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In this work, we calculate the *He Euclidean response functions that correspond to
several different single-nucleon couplings p(k), which are similar to those in Carlson
and Schiavilla’s 1994 paper (Carlson and Schiavilla (1994)). Those include the nucleon
coupling py(k) , proton coupling p,(k), isovector coupling p.(k), spin-longitudinal

coupling p,,1(k) and spin-transverse coupling p,.r(k). They are defined as,
A

ORI (4.42)

i=1

A
e LT
_ ik-r; 24
pp(k) = ; e T (4.43)
A
pr(k) =Y e*mir, (4.44)
i=1
A A
pUTL(k> = Z eik-n (o-z : k)Ti27 (445)
=1
A A
porr(k) =Y e*7 (o x k). (4.46)

i=1
Note that 7;, is the difference between the proton and neutron projection operators,

so it is related with the difference between protons and neutrons. o; - k and o; X k
can be related with different mesons including pion, EM scattering, magnetic fields,
etc (Carlson and Schiavilla (1998)).

In diffusion QMC such as GFMC and AFDMC, it is often (Up|p'(k)e 27 p(k)|®Po)
that is calculated. Since the operator p'(k)e #7p(k) does not commute with the
Hamiltonian, (U7|p'(k)e 57 p(k)|®y) is mostly a mixed estimator (although forward
walking extrapolation can improve this) instead of the true ground state estimator
(®g|pT(k)e 7 p(k)|®g). This disadvantage of diffusion QMC is exactly the advantage
of PIMC method, because PIMC can project out the ground state ®y from both (V7|
and |¥7) by using the projection operator e=#™ with the short-time approximation.
PIMC really calculates the ground state estimator (®q|pf(k)e H7p(k)|®o), whether

p'(k)e 7 p(k) commutes with the Hamiltonian or not.
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Figure 4.11: Illustration of g ,,(R) in Eq.(4.47) for Euclidean response functions.

The calculations of E(k,7) in PIMC is straightforward. Eq.(4.41) can be recast
into the form of Eq.(2.87) in section 2.7.1. As illustrated in Fig. 4.11, we can denote the
total imaginary time as 7oy = NA7, and 77y = LA7, L=N — M, 7= (M — L)AT =
(2M — N)AT. We just need to place the operator pf(k) at bead L, and place p(k) at
bead M, and g} ,,(R) can be written as,

—V; Ar —vi ar

Girar(R) = e (Wi (R)|e™ % pl(k)e™ Tp(k)e ™2 [¢3,1(R)), (4.47)

where eV is defined as,

t —vi Vi
_ VAT “Vip1AT “Vp 18T “VM_1AT TV AT —VyAr
e VT=e" 2 G (e > e 2 G.Gle 7 e 2 Ge 2 .(4.48)

All the other functions and calculations are the same as those in section 2.7.1.

The ground state of *He has total isospin and its z component both 0, and it is a
spherically symmetric object. Therefore the response functions do not depend on the
direction of k. So when calculating the E(k, 7), the momentum k can be averaged over

all the directions. The angle averaged response functions are not calculated on the fly
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because they are relatively more time-consuming comparing with other quantities, so
they are calculated after we have enough paths stored on the storage systems. For a
given amount of computation time, the angle averaged F(k, ) have less variance than

the non angle averaged E(k, 7). The angle averaged F(k,T) is calculated as,

e (Wple™ MM [ [ pf(k)e™ "7 p(k)dQ] e Wg)

Ek, )=
(k. 7) (Uy|e~HneHreHmi [ Q) ’

(4.49)

so that the correspondingly gl‘ﬁ? 4 (R) is calculated as 7

Ar T e VT —v* Ar
( >|g€ g fp p(k)dQ

1% WqeT
R) = e
ng,M( )=e < 47r

T G (R)), (4.50)

where e~V is defined in Eq.(4.48). For any operator O which is independent of k, e.g.,

O can be e #7 or eV as defined in Eq.(4.48).

40FHe pmc ormc .'
3.5 :_ pN ) : o.o°.. ]
L pp L] u R

Figure 4.12: Angle averaged Euclidean response functions of *He at k = 350 MeV /c
for the AV6’ interaction.

"The detailed angle averaged calculations of [ ot (k Op( )d) /4 for each response function can
be found in Appendix E.1.
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Figure 4.13: Angle averaged Euclidean response functions of *He at k = 350 MeV /c
for the local chiral N2LO interaction.

Fig. 4.12 and Fig 4.13 shows all the angle averaged Euclidean response functions
E,, for each p, defined in this work. Fig. 4.12 is for the AV6’ interaction and Fig 4.13
is for the local chiral N2LO interaction. Each of the E, has been normalized such
that limy_, Fo(k, 7 = 0) = 1. Our calculations are done in the center of mass frame,
but we have converted our results to the lab frame 8 . We calculate our response
functions in the center of mass frame first because it can give lower variance compare
with lab frame. We then multiply our results by e 1937 (the 16.3 MeV is the center of
mass energy for this & = 350 MeV/c) in order to compare with the results in Carlson
and Schiavilla’s paper (Carlson and Schiavilla (1994)) which are digitized as the red
dots in Figs. 4.12 and 4.13. The small difference between ours and theirs comes from

several sources. First, we use PIMC, they use GFMC. Second, the interactions are

8See Appendix E.2 for the conversion process.
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somewhat different, they used the Argonne v8 interaction combined with the Urbana
model-VIII. Third, we use 7, in stead of 7, (¢) for the isovector, spin-longitudinal
and spin-transverse couplings, this is suggested in their paper when dealing with an
isoscalar target like the ground state *He, and with interactions that conserve the
number of protons and neutrons. The small difference can also indicate our results are

more accurate because in PIMC we do not need forward walking as DMC does.

4.5 Parallel Scalability of the Code
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Figure 4.14: The scaling efficiency of our PIMC code. It is based on sampling 4 x 10°
samples of *He for 7 = 0.3 MeV ™! with A7 =2 x 107* MeV ™.

Our code is parallel and uses the Message Passing Interface (MPI). Each CPU
core is assigned the same amount of blocks of steps. At every about 125 steps, all the
cores collect the values of the samples and send them to the rank 0 core. They also

send the information about the current state s to rank 0 for it to write them to a file
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which includes all the information of all these independent paths ? . The information
of a state (path) as shown in Eq.(3.8), includes the spatial configuration of all the
beads R and [ and r order of the trial wave functions. The calculations are stopped
when we have enough samples to make the error bar of each quantity smaller than the
desired values.

Since the code is parallel, we checked the scaling of our PIMC code ** which is
shown in Fig. 4.14. We plot the inverse of the total time it takes vs. the number of
CPU cores involved. We expect that based on doing the same amount of work, the
inverse of the total time it takes should be proportional to the number of the CPU
cores. The labels on the right y-axis is the corresponding speedup, i.e., ideally the
speedup for n CPU cores should be n. The dotted line is the prediction based on the
time 50 CPU cores takes. We can conclude from Fig. 4.14 that our scaling is in the

linear range so our MPI code is efficient.

9Depending on the number of CPU cores, the number of beads in the PIMC calculation and the
total computation time involved, a complete path file can take from tens of GB to several TB storage
space. In the future we may use MPI/TIO which can further improve the parallel scaling.

10Al] the calculations in this work are performed at the Agave cluster at Research Computing at
Arizona State University during 2019 and 2020. The Cluster is mostly configured with Intel Xeon
E5-2680v4 CPUs (CPU Architecture Broadwell) running at 2.40GHz at each node. Each node has 28
cores. Each core is configured with about 4.5GB of RAM. There are 297 nodes so there are 8316
cores (~ 320 FP64 TFLOPS) and 4.5PB storage space. Sometimes we also use some Intel Xeon Gold
6230 and Intel Xeon Gold 6252 (CPU Architectures are both CascadeLake). Occasionally, we use
several AMD EPYC 7551 (CPU Architecture is Naples) too. Our code currently does not run on
coprocessors such as Intel Xeon Phi 7210 (CPU Architecture Knights Landing), because although
each Xeon Phi CPU has hundreds of cores, each core is slow and does not have enough RAM. We
checked the scaling only up to 500 cores simply because it is difficult to request much more than that
number of cores to actually run the code on the Agave cluster.
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Chapter 5

CONCLUSION

5.1 Summary

This work is mainly to answer one of the questions in section 1.1: how to solve the
many-body problem? Our answer is, using the path integral quantum Monte Carlo
method. In nuclear physics, although continuous space light nuclei calculations for
A < 4 have been studied before by GFMC (Carlson (1988); Wiringa and Pieper
(2002)), this is the first work using PIMC. The code is now publicly available and
open source (Chen and Schmidt (2020)).

By using multiple sampling algorithms, multi-level sampling most of the time, and
occasionally the regular sampling described in section 3.2, as well as the optimized
calculation and updating strategies described in section 2.7.3 and section 3.3, we
successfully performed our ground state nuclear PIMC calculation of light nuclei, based
on the local chiral N2LO interaction and the AV6’ interaction. From our analysis in
section 4.1.1 and as well as calculation of the potential along the beads shown in Fig.
4.5, we can conclude that our choice of the total imaginary time 7 = 0.2 MeV~! indeed
projected out the ground state, so our results are reliable. As discussed in section 4.1.1,
the time step AT we use is 1074 ~ 1073 MeV ! which are about 5 times bigger than
GFMC calculations. This indicates that PIMC calculations are less sensitive to A7
than GFMC is, due to the time step error structure of the PIMC expectation value
such as Eq.(2.78) or Eq.(2.81).

Our PIMC ground state energies of light nuclei are consistent with the results

from GFMC and AFDMC as shown in Tables 4.1 and 4.2. For operators which do not
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commute with Hamiltonian and therefore usually cannot be obtained from DMC based
methods such as GFMC and AFDMC without tradeoffs, we calculated the particle
number density distribution p(r), rms radii, and the angle averaged response functions.

Our results are comparable with the GFMC results.
5.2 Outlook

We hope our “He calculation may be served as a benchmark test for future PIMC
calculations of larger nuclei. The reason to do larger nuclei is because we can first
test how good the nucleon-nucleon interaction is, then we can try to predict the
properties of neutron rich nuclei which are most likely generated in supernovae, or in
the laboratories ! . However, larger nuclei PIMC calculations will be more complicated
and computational expensive than the light nuclei calculations presented in this
work. We estimate that without significant improvement, our PIMC may take similar
computational cost as GFMC does. We can try to do several things to make the
calculations more accessible.

We can try to increase the time step and reduce the beads needed in PIMC and
therefore save computation time. In fact, in our PIMC calculations, the time step A7
are about an order of magnitude larger than those used in DMC based methods. If a
pair-product propagator (Ceperley (1995); Schmidt and Lee (1995); Pudliner et al.
(1997); Carlson et al. (2015)) is used, it may enable us to use even bigger time steps,
this can reduce the number of beads in PIMC calculation and save computation time.

We can try to reduce the size of the spin-isospin basis. We may separate the
interaction into two parts, one part conserves total isospin such as the AV6’” NN
operators, and other part includes isospin breaking terms, such as the Coulomb

interaction. We can first use a good isospin basis for the Hamiltonian with these

1Such as the Facility for Rare Isotope Beams (FRIB) at Michigan State University.
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nuclear interactions only, because the number of isospin basis states can be somewhat
smaller than the charge basis we use now. We can save the spatial and other relevant
configurations, and then, we can use them to calculate the isospin breaking parts
perturbatively (Lonardoni et al. (2018b)).

We may also try to combine AFDMC ideas to efficiently sample the spin isospin
states instead of summing over them. If this can be made possible it will significantly
reduce the computation time for PIMC calculations of larger nuclei.

A nuclear PIMC finite temperature calculation of *He or neutron matter including
three-body interactions is also possible. That can be a pioneering step towards QMC
calculations in continuous space for a finite temperature nuclear equation of state (Li
et al. (2008); Chen et al. (2010)).

However, large nuclei and finite temperature nuclear matter PIMC calculations will
inevitably lead to large variance due to sign problem unless approximate methods like
adding fixed phase or fixed node constraints are used. The sign problem has no known
general fix yet. Improving the trial wave function and the short-time propagator, and
constraining the path can somewhat make the sign problem less severe or eliminate it
giving an approximate result.

Last but not least, even though we will face sign problem, and, even with the most
powerful supercomputers today, there are still problems in QMC that seem to make
calculating large nuclei or the equation of state at finite temperature not accessible
at the current stage, those messes simply mean there are big opportunities. I simply
cannot imagine human beings cannot go far beyond the current situation (Laughlin
and Pines (2000)). And I would like to use Steven Weinberg’s advice (Weinberg (2003))
to end my dissertation, which is also what I learned from my advisor professor Kevin
E. Schmidt these years:

“ ... go for the messes — that’s where the action is. ”
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The time-independent Schrodinger equation can be written as Hiy = Eyi)y if the
system is at its lowest energy F, with wave function 1. We are interested in the
ground state energy F, because a system will naturally go to its lowest energy state
9. The question is how to find ¢y and Ej.

Variational Monte Carlo(VMC), based on a trial wave function ¢r (usually not
normalized) with parameters, provides a way to find the upper limit of Ey. Its foundation

HwT
(or|Hlr) _ | |wT< PR
(Yrlr) /WT(R)\ o

where the local energy is defined as

Eyer = = / Er(R)p(R)dR > E,, (A1)

EL(R) = ———, A2
the probability density is given by
/ |¢T (R) | dR

The closer 97 is to 1, the closer F,,, is to Fy from above. For bosons ¥ has to
be symmetric while for fermions 1 has to be anti-symmetric. For example, a possible
trial wave function for the system of bosons might be written in the form of

:HfQ(Tz‘j) H fa(i, 7, k) H fali, g, k. ). Hg (r —7e), (A4)

i<j i<j<k i<j<k<l

where f,, denotes the correlation function between n particles, and g(ry — r.) denotes
the correlation between the position of one particle (r;) and the system’s center of
mass(r.). For fermions, the following form (Kalos and Whitlock (2008)) may be used
as a simple example,

6ik1'7’1 6ik2"l’1
eikl"f‘z eikg-rg
¢T< = exXp [ E f ’rw :| ikr’r’g eik2~'r’3 K (A5)

1<J

where k; is momentum of the particle ¢ in three dimensional space.

The VMC trial wave function ¢ usually contains some parameters which can be
adjusted to minimize F,,,, so that )7 can be optimized as close to the ground state as
its structure allows. Then DMC and PIMC can be performed based on this optimized
trial wave function.
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Diffusion quantum Monte Carlo (DMC) method (Negele and Orland (1998); Kalos
and Whitlock (2008); Hammond et al. (1994); Apaja (2009)) is based on the time-
dependent Green’s function. Beginning with a trial wave function which is non-
orthogonal to the true ground state, by treating the imaginary time as a real number,
it provides a way to project out the true ground state wave function through diffusion
and branching process. Unlike VMC which uses trail wave function with adjustable
parameters, DMC is able to numerically find the true ground state wave function and
the corresponding ground state energy with time step error.

B.1  Time-Dependent Green’s Function
The solution of the time-dependent Schroédinger equation i% = HV(x,t) in

natural units can be written as the superposition of the eigenstates ®,(x) with time
evolution,

U(x,t) = Z ay Py (x)e (B.1)

In Monte Carlo method, we care more about the energy shifted Schrodinger
equation,

O0o(x,t
28D (1 Brota,), (B.2)
and the solution can be written as
Z 0Dy ()e P ETE (B.3)
k=0

where ¢, = (Px|o(t = 0)) are the coefficients which only depend on the initial condition.
In DMC, we want to find connections between Eq.(B.2) and the diffusion equation.
In order to do this, we use imaginary time 7 = it and rewrite Eq.(B.2) as

_0¢(x,7)

87_ = (H - ET)¢<m7 T)a (B4)
with the solution
Z qu)k (Ek_ET)T. (B5)
k=0

If we merely look at Eq.(B.4) and Eq.(B.5) and take 7 as a real number, as 7 — oo,
there are three situations. First, if Er > Ey, then lim, ., ¢(x,7) = co. Second, if
Er < Ey, then lim, ., ¢(x,7) = 0. Third, if Er = Ey, then lim, o, ¢(x, 7) = ¢oPo(x),
which means if ¢y # 0, then only the ground state ®, contributes. However if ¢y happen
to be zero, then with proper E7 we should be left with the first excited state ®;.
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Eq.(B.4) tells us that

[6(72)) = e”EDNE T g(m)), (B.6)
acting (y| on both side leads to
O(y,72) = /<y|6_(H_ET)(Tz_ﬁ)|=’B>¢(=’B,ﬁ)dw, (B.7)
where
(yle T 10y = Gy, 7o; 2, 71) (B.8)

is the Green’s function. It only depends on the time difference 7 — 71, so, for the small
step 07, Eq.(B.7) can be written as

oy, T+ 01) = /G(y,w;57)¢($,7)d$. (B.9)

The Green’s function can be expanded as
- Z (IDi(y)CIDi(w)e_(Ei_ET)‘ST. (B.10)
Assuming ¢(y, 7 = 0) = Y . ¢, ®), and substitute Eq.(B.10) into Eq.(B.9) we have

y,(57' chq)k Er)or . (Bll)

After n iterations we have

[e.9]

o(y, noT) Z cxPr(y k= Er)ndr. (B.12)
k=0

As n — oo, and as long as ¢y # 0, the final state will be dominated by the ground

state Wy. Furthermore, if we set B = Ej, the exponential term will be just a constant.
It needs to pointed out that since we treat 7 as a real number, for finite 7, ¢(x, 7)

does not have the physical meaning as the time-dependent wave function anymore.

B.2 Diffusion Monte Carlo

The exact Green’s function is usually hard to obtain. But we can use short-time
approximation to obtain an approximated analytic Green’s function. The Green’s
function tells us how to make the configurations (walkers) evolve into the desired
distribution.
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Theoretical foundation

Let us begin with a system of N particles with mass m. The energy shifted imaginary
time Schrodinger equation is

Ip(x, 7)
or

where D = h?/2m is called the diffusion constant, which is 1/2 in atomic unit. One
can see from Eq.(B.13) that, if (Er — V(x))¢(x, 7) = 0, we have a diffusion equation

0o (x,T)
or

If DV?¢(x,7) = 0, we have a rate equation which can be simulated by the branching
process,

= DV?¢(z,7) + (Er — V(x))d(x, 7), (B.13)

= DV?¢(x, 7). (B.14)

9¢(x,T)
or
By using short-time approximation, we can decompose the operator of the Green’s

function G into a diffusion part operator Ggi¢ and a branching part operator Gg. We
know that, as an operator,

= (Br —V(x))o(x, 7). (B.15)

G=e " = e URV=EDT oL o=J7o=(V=ED)T — G 16Glg, (B.16)

where Ggg = e /7,Gg = e~ V=17 J = —DV?2. However, if 7 is very small, doing
Taylor expansion around 7 for G, we obtain G — GaigGp = [V, J]72+ O(7®). Therefore
we can write down the approximation

lim G = Gdiﬂ‘GB. (Bl?)
T—0
According to Trotter formula (Kalos and Whitlock (2008)), we can further write it in
a symmetrical way such that

Gly.x,7) = (yle V" E7z)

~ (yle e e 7 )
= Gdiﬁ<y7m77—)GB<yax7T>' (B18)

The diffusion part Gag(y,x,7) = (yle /7|x) has the form of the free particle
propagator,

N N
yz wz)
Gag(y,x,7) = (47 DT) _% | | e~ = | | dlﬁ (yi, @i, T (B.19)

=1

Note that [ Gag(y,x,7)de =1 and [ Gaig(y, z,7)dy = 1 are Gaussian integrals. So,
actually Gag(y, , 7) is a probability density which tells us that for a given ; or y;,

(Yi)a — (Ti)a = X, (B.20)
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where y is a Gaussian random number with zero mean value and variance 2D, and
the subscript o means the x, y or z component of the i*® particle. Eq.(B.20) already
tells us how to move the i*" particle from x;(y;) to y;(x;) for fixed x;(y;), as long
as we have a gaussian random number generator. We can denote Ggg(y, , 7) as the
transition probability from x to y as P(y,x). Gaa(y,x, 7) is called diffusion part
because it satisfies the diffusion equation

aGdiff(y7 Z, T)
or

The solution of the branching part Gg(y, x, 7) is

= DV*Gan(y, x, 7). (B.21)

Ga(y,@,7) = e ["5 0 r1lr, (B.22)
It is called branching part because
0Gg(y,x, T

% = (Er = V)Ga(y, z,7), (B.23)

which is a rate equation. The branching part Gg(y, «, 7) serves as a weight which can
be denoted as W(y,x). If W(y,x) < 1, we delete the new configuration y with the
probability 1 — W(y,x). If W(y,x) > 1, we replicate the new configuration y with
INT[W (y, x)] copies, and with the probability W (y, ) — INT[W (y, )] to replicate
it once more.

Now, the short-time evolution of ¢ can be written as

o(9.7) = [ Ganly. @.7)Galy. @ To(@)da = [ doP(y.2)W(y.2)o(a). (B20)
this expression provides the foundation for the simulation.

Interpretation

A walker means a configuration, @, for the N-particle system. If M walkers are dis-
tributed according ¢, the number of them around the configuration @ + dx is M¢(x).
In other words the normalized probability (density) for a walker to be around x + dx
is ¢(x). Notice that now ¢ means a distribution, so it must be non-negative.

Assuming there are MY walkers in the first generation, denoted as (), &®,
o, M (1)), and are distributed according to ¢. For a short-time 7, we move each
configuration according to P(y,«) and branch them according to the weight W (y, x).
The number of walkers around a particular configuration y is,

M)
> Py, )W (y, =) MW (x?).
=1

If M is large enough, this sum becomes the following estimator of the integral,
MO [ dep(y. @)Wy, 2)o).
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On the other hand, summing over all the weight, we obtain the number of the second
generation of walkers, M. We denote the probability that they are around y as
¢'(y,7), so the number of them is M® ¢'(y,7), and we have

MO (y,r) = MO [ doP(y,2)W (g, 2)o(a)

In other words,

M@ M@
S (.7) = 3y [ deP@ oW (g 2)0() = 0. 7).

So, the ratio of number of walkers between any two configurations in the next generation
yandy' is ¢’ (y,7) /¢ (v, 7) = ¢(y,7)/d(y, 7). This means that the walkers will indeed
be distributed according to ¢(y, 7). This is remarkable because now an integral with
high dimensions can be equivalently done through a stochastic process! In the spirit
of Eq.(B.12), by repeating the short-time diffusion process for sufficient number of
generations, finally the configurations will be distributed according to ground state
wave function ¥y (not W3).

B.3  Diffusion Monte Carlo with Importance Sampling

DMC with constant short-time step without importance sampling is seldom used.

Because the walkers may explore regions in which the short-time approximation is
V(@) +V (y)
poor. When this happens, the branch term e [TFF T -Br]T can become abnormally

large, and more and more walkers (configurations) will sink into such regions, the
walkers will not evolve into the desired distribution, and the variance of estimators
can be too big. Therefore we have to use importance sampling to guide the movement
of walkers and thus reduce the variance.

Theoretical foundation

We use an analytical function WUr(x) as the importance sampling function for the
N-particle system. We define a new distribution function f(x, ),

fle,7) = Vp(x)d(x, 7). (B.25)

The key is, we want to find the short-time Green’s function for the distribution f(a, 1),
such that after many time steps, the distribution will evolve into W7Wg(not W), which
will be convenient for further calculations.

By multiplying W7 (x) to both sides of Eq.(B.13), we have Fokker-Planck equation,

% = DVyV?¢ + [Er — V(2)]f
N
= [DVPf =D Vi-(fFqQ)] + [Er - EL(2)]f, (B.26)
iil _ brar:c,hing
drifting
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where V? = Zfil V2, and the local energy is defined as Ej(x) = I{D\PTT In particular,
the so called quantum force for particle ¢ is defined as

2V, 0y

(B.27)

We notice that by using the property V- (fF) = (F -V + V- F)f, the drifting part
in the right-hand side (RHS) of Eq.(B.26) can be rewritten as

N
DV?f—> D(Fiq Vi+Vi-Fq)f =-Jf, (B.28)
=1
where
~ N
J=-DV’+> D(Fq Vi+V;-Fyg) (B.29)
i=1

is the modified kinetic energy operator. So, Eq.(B.26) can be further written as

of

9 { —J+[Er - EL(m)]}f, (B.30)

which means the short-time evolution operator is just e{fj +HEr=EL@)}7 - Consider that
7 is very small, we further have el=/+Er—EL@7 o o=J7o[Br—EL(@)]T  Therefore

fle,t+71)= e_jTe[ET_EL(w)]Tf(:I:, t) = e_ij(zc, t)elfr=Er@r, (B.31)

By sandwiching Eq.(B.31) between (y| and |x), we have
(ylf(x,t +7)|x) = /dw'<y\6jT|w'><$'!f(wat)|w>6[ETEL(“”)]T
= fze,t+7)0(y —x) = /dm’<y|e_jT|a:’)f(w, t)o(x — ' )elPr—Er@ir (B 32)
By doing integral over @ on both sides of Eq.(B.32) we have

/ﬂ%t +7)i(y — @)de = /dﬂ?'/da:(yle_jTlm’)f(w,t)é(a: — &/)elBr-Fr(@lr

t = [ d —Jr 1) elEr—EL@)r B

= fly,t+71) / x (yle '"|x) f(x,t) e i (B.33)
Gait(y,,7) Ga(y,2,7)

édiff(% x, 7) satisfies the diffusion equation % = —jédiﬁ(y, x,7), which

means that if we set the branch part as zero, the distribution f(x,7) will evolve into
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U7 (x), and (Ep) will just be variational energy. Assuming the quantum force Fjq(x)
is constant between x and y, the solution is

~ 3N N ‘yi_zi_DTFiQ(m)‘z N ~(’L)
Gdiff(% T, 7—) = (47TD7—)_T H e 4br = H Gdiff(yi7 Z;, 7—)7 (B34)

i=1 =1

note that [ Gag(y,x, 7)dx = 1 which is a Gaussian integral. So, Gair(y, x, 7) can be
treat as a probability density.

The branch part Gg(z, 7) = e Pr@=Frl7 js ysually written symmetrically (Ham-
mond et al. (1994); Kalos and Whitlock (2008)) as

EL(cc);rEL(y) —ET]T'

éB(y,a:,T) = el (B.35)

Now the short-time approximated Green’s function for f can be written as
é(y7$77—) = édiff(yaw77->él3(yaw77—)7 (B36)

such that,

fly,t+71)= /é(y,wm)f(a:,t)da: = /édiﬁc(y,a:,T)GB(y,a:,T)f(w,t)da:. (B.37)

Similar with the non-importance sampling DMC, Eq.(B.26) is the combination
of drifting and branching terms. The entire simulation can be achieved by drifting
and branching process described in Sec.B, just use the modified Green’s function
instead. Finally f will converge to W7 W,. This is because that we are actually still
solving Eq.(B.13), but just by using Eq.(B.26). The ¢ in Eq.(B.13) converges to ¥y,
which exactly means that solution of Eq.(B.26) will converge to WrW,. Moreover, if
we neglect the branch part, the diffusion process will evolve the distribution into 2.,
and DMC then just becomes VMC.

Time step error estimating

If all the configurations are taken from the final distribution

U\,
= " B.38
@)= T (B.35)
the expectation value of the local energy E then becomes
H\I/T f‘l’oH‘I/TdCL' <\I’0|H’\IIT>
E;) = dx = = = Fy. B.39
< L> \IIT f(w) €T f\I[T\IIOdm <\I’0|qlT> 0 ( )

Clearly, the local energy serves as the estimator for the ground state energy Ej, and
(Ep) is called the variational estimator.

However, the Green’s function we use is short-time approximated, so time-step
error is always there. We need to do extrapolation. Just say the local energy (E}),
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what equation do we use to extrapolate the true Ey? A closer look at Eq.(B.18) reveals
that the short-time approximated Green’s function (now call it G’, neglect the constant
E7r) to the 3™ order of 7 can be written as (by using CBH formula)

_liy 1.y 1.5 _1 _ =g _rH
G/:€ 2TV6 27'J6 2TJ€ 5TV —e TH+48[H 2V,[H,V]] =¢ TH7 (B40)

compare this G’ with the exact Green’s function G = e~ ™, we find that

2
/ T
H' =H+ [H —2V,[H,V]]. (B.41)

This result seems indicating that EPMC (1) = Ey+ 2. However, since we are actually
using importance sampling, the linear term still exists (Apaja (2009); Chin (1990)).
So, full second order extrapolation

EZM(T) = Eg + a7 + o1 (B.42)

should be used. As pointed out in (Apaja (2009)), any extrapolation with higher than
second order must be based on different decompositions from Eq.(B.18).

Approximated pure estimator flp

Let us denote an operator as A(x) in the coordinate space which does not commute
with the Hamiltonian. Just consider the ground state, now we have three Monte Carlo
estimators for the expectation value of A(x). Namely the pure estimator A,, the
variational estimator A, and mixed estimator A,, (Hammond et al. (1994)),

f‘;[’()A(m)‘I’odaZ
A, = B.4
UpA(x)U
A, = YrA@)Vrdz (B.44)
[ 92dx
f\IIO\IJTdCB

We define a function A(x) = ¥o(x) — Ur(x), and rewrite A,, and A, by functional
Taylor expansion series in A. Now we have

An=A,+ /dm\IIO[Ap — A(z)]A + O(A?), (B.46)
A, = A, +2 / dzUo[A, — A(z)]A + O(A?), (B.47)

combining them we have
Ay =24, — A, + O(A?) = 24,, — A, = A, (B.48)

Eq.(B.48) the approximated estimator /Nlp provides a better way to evaluate the pure
estimator A, than just the mixed or the variational estimators, as long as A is small.
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B.4 Diffusion Monte Carlo Algorithm

The algorithm for N-particle system as illustrated by Fig. B.1 mainly consists the
following steps (Hammond et al. (1994); Apaja (2009)).

prepare the initial M) walkers/configurations according to a reasonable distribution by VMC

-
N ——
N particles N particles N particles | )
drift J/ drift J/ drift J/

Mth Step | | N particles N particles N particles

Compaction and form the ne\yv M® walkers(configurations)

L Go to the next step/generation

Figure B.1: The illustration of the parallel DMC algorithm. Each walker means a
computer core which can store the configuration of the N-particle system.

Initialization For the N-particle system, first we need to choose the short-time step
7 and M configurations (walkers) as the first generation, let us denote the
M as M. We then use M(RT)? algorithm to make this M) configurations
distributed according to the importance sampling wave function ¥. In other
words, we set the initial wave function ¢ as the importance sampling function .
This step is carried out by the VMC procedure in which we also calculate the

Eoor = % = (Fp), and take this E,,, as the trial energy Er for the first

generation.

Drifting Then, let us begin with the first walker in the initial M") configurations. In
this walker, we drift all the N particles in this walker one by one. The diffusion
part of the Green’s function tells us that, for the i*! particle, we can drift it from
the old position x; to its possible new position y; according to

(Yi)a = (@i)a + DT(Fiq)a + X, (B.49)

where y is a Gaussian random number with zero mean value and 2D7 as variance,
the subscript o means the x, y or z component of the i*" particle. The acceptance
probability A(y,x,7) = min([1, q(y, z, 7)] in the M(RT)? algorithm should have

q<ya €T, T) = [édiff(wa Y, T)|qj(y)|2]/[édlﬂ(y7 €T, T)|‘1/<33)|2] Now we use A(yv Z, T)
to judge if this move is accepted. In principle we should move all the particles
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(not one by one) in a walker at the same time, then judge if the new walker is
accept. If the time step 7 is small, the acceptance ratio of a good DMC run
should be close to 100%. In principle we should make sure the drift force is a
constant during the time step (however this condition is actually violated, and
that is why there is a linear term of time-step error in the extrapolation function).
Anything violating the short-time approximation should be well-treated.

Branching Until here, the old walker « with MY particles has been ‘drifted’ to the
new walker y. Now we need to do branching. Namely, we need judge how many
of the new walkers do we need, zero (means we destroy the new walker), one,
two, three or more? We judge this by first calculating

~ E E
L(w)-; JAE)) _ET]Teff’

Gely,z,7) = el (B.50)

and then
MB = MIN[INT[G} + RAN], 2], (B.51)

here RAN means a uniform random number and INT means the integer part.
Here the 2 is put by hand, we can use other values. This upper limit is to prevent
more and more walkers sinking into abnormal regions where MB is very big
which may cause incorrect distributions. If MB is 0, we destroy this walker. If
MB is 1, we keep the walker. If MB > 2, we keep MB copies of the new walker.
Usually MB is around 1.

Ergodicity Until here, in the first generation of M walkers, we have drifted and
branched the first walker. Now we need to drift and branch all the rest of the
walkers in the first generation. So we do it in this stage. Once we finished this,
we go to compaction.

Compaction Now, all the M) walkers in the first generation has been drifted and
branched. Some were killed, some remain, some were replicated. In this procedure
we just remove those dead walkers and form the new M® number of walkers
for the second generation.

Population control Once we obtain the M/(?) walkers, we need to keep the number of
walkers in each generations almost the same as the initial M. The feedback
mechanism [ use is direct shrinking.

Loop Now we have the new generation of M® walkers, we then go to the loop,
Drifting— Branching—FErgodicity—Compaction—Population control— Drifting,
and the number of the loops is the number of the total generations. The number
of generations is large enough such that all the excited states are removed, and
the distribution of walkers are stabilized and is W¢y.

Calculations After enough generations of diffusion for the given time step 7, we sample
(EL) from the stabilized generations. We take the average of those (E£L) and
find its error. We then do extrapolation to obtain the ground state energy with
error bar.
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APPENDIX C

AUXILIARY FIELD DIFFUSION MONTE CARLO BRIEF
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C.1 Formalism

DMC with or without importance sampling mentioned previously, can be taken
as a special case of AFDMC (Schmidt and Fantoni (1999); Gandolfi (2007); Carlson
et al. (2015)). In general, in DMC simulations, the evolution of a state can be cast
into such a form,

|W(t+ ot)) = /dXP(X)T(X)|\I/(t)), (C.1)

where X are a series of variables called auxiliary fields. Note that X are not necessarily
coordinates. P(X) is the normalized probability density. 7'(X) is an operator acting
on |W(t)), it basically tells us how to move the walkers which form the state |¥(t)).
As 0t — 0, we expect that the propagator is given by

e~ (H-Er)dt _ / dXP(X)T(X). (C.2)

We can think of |U(t)) as a linear combination of Ny, walker states |R;S;) with
corresponding weight w; such that

(W () = Zwi|RiSi>, (C.3)

where R and S denote the spatial and spinor (spin-isospin) part in a walker. Here the
amplitude of different walkers are related by Kronecker delta (R;S;|R;S;) = 0;;.

The key is that, we sample X from P(X), then use T'(X) to move each walker
|R;S;) into the new walker |R;S!) with its weight W (X, R;, S;),

7

T(X)|RiSi) = W(X, R;, S;)|R}S;). (C.4)
With importance sampling, we denote |U7rW(t)) as a state such that we define
and that
Nw
(WU (1)) = Zwi|Rz’Si>~ (C.6)
i=1
In other words, it is
Nw
w;| R S;)
Ut) =Yy ——>="=. C.7
) =3 ) (©7)

Consider that actually w; = 1, O,, the mixed average of operator O can be written as

Nw Nw

(Ur[O|W(t)) 1 Z(\I!TlOlRis» 1 ZON\PTle-Si)

On = Uty ~ N 2 (WrlR:S)

(Ur|R;S;)) — Nw

(C.8)

=1
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Putting Eq.(C.7) into Eq.(C.1) we have

Nw
(Vr|T(X)|R:Si) T(X)|R:S;)
U0 = , XP(X ) )
U+ 61)) Z;%/ﬁ sy e sy (©9
Note that
RS)= ——F————. C.10
IRiS) = [ s (€10
Now we need a normalized distribution
~ P(X) (Wr|T(X)|R;S;)
P(X) = A1
in which the normalization factor
(Ur|T(X)|R:S;)
N = [ dXP(X , C.12
/ & (Ur|R;S;) ( )

so that we can collect all the new walkers |R.S!) with less fluctuation. Neglecting

O(dt?), we have l
N = ¢~ LS =Erlot (C.13)
where the local energy is given by

(Ur|H|R:S:) _ H(Wr|RiS:)
O _ . 14
(R, S;) (Ur|R;S;) (Ur|R;S;) .

Now Eq.(C.9) can be written as

Nw

= o o (s pase T(X)|RiS:)
U = w; [ dXP(X)e Prifus)=nlot 2 1
b (t+ot) £ wl/d (X)e WX Rs) O

C.2 Hubbard-Stratonovich Transformation

The key of AFDMC is to reduce the quadratic dependence of operators to linear,
with the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation,

02 2

1 x
ez = E/dme2ew, (C.16)

such that the interaction between nucleons can be conveniently cast into the form of
DMC.

If possible, we can find ways to write a Hamiltonian into N operators with quadratic
dependence, that is

H—

N | =

N
> N0z, (C.17)
j=1
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and then the DMC propagator(neglecting O(dt?)) can be written as

e~ H=Er)ot — [ qo) day 1 e 3 2501 %] oI K5 23/ A0t0; ebrot (C.18)
——— (271—)N/2 N ~ <
dx ~ y 7(X)
P(X)

neglecting O(6t%?), the normalized distribution P(X) can be written as

N 2

~ 1 1 L (V7 |O;|R;S;)

P(X) = COLRE exp 5 ]E_l {x] + iV AGt (Ur RS, , (C.19)
= —_———

(05)

which means that x; = x;+ivV A6t(O;) is a gaussian random number with unit variance.
In other words, we choose each auxiliary field z; by

Tj=Xj — i\/ )\](5t<OJ> (020)

We move each walker by such an operation

IR.S]) = e 2551 7/ 0105 B gy (C.21)

/

and the weight of the new walker |R,S!) is given by e~[Fx(
Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation can be mathematically understood as a

Fourier transform. Consider that if we define

Risi)fET}(;t

= —i0, (C.22)
F(O)=e 92, (C.23)
the Fourier transform pair is
F(O) = / B 120 (), (C.24)
2m
F(z) = /déeixéF(O) = /d(~)<zmée(52/2 = \2me /2, (C.25)

Substituting Eq.(C.26) back to Eq.(C.24) we have

-02%/2 _ / dx —22/2_—izO C.26
e = [ —e¢ e , )
or (C.26)

which is essentially the same as Eq.(C.16).
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C.3 AFDMC and the Standard DMC with Importance Sampling

Let us consider the Hamiltonian
H=3"% 5 y(p), (C.27)

the approximated propagator e~ (H#=F1)% after Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation is

weight
oo 5, 5 st V() Erlot_ / I, IR O PN [ g T (C.28)
o) LT s TS i

7(X)

dX P(X)

For the importance sampling case,
. . [0t <\I]T|p 'a’RS>
INOH O, = g4 | =1 2Jalr =/
v J < J) v m <\I]T|RS>

_ [5t plo (V| RS)

125t 0, (V1| RS)

C.29
m  (Up|RS) ( )

and therefore the sampled auxiliary field z;, are
h2t 00 (W1 | RS) (C.30)

Fio = Xjo TN T TGRS

the new walker |R'S’) with weight e~[FL(F:5)=Erlt is moved by the translation operator,

IR'S') = e~ SsawiaV/ 500 | RS (C.31)
which means that S’ = S and

h26t
R/ ja T Tja\ ——

h26t K20t 0;0(Vr|RS)
m  (Ur|RS)

jou + Xja (032)

This is exactly the standard DMC with importance sampling introduced in Sec.B.3.
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C.4 Quadratic Form of the AV6’ Interaction
The Hamiltonian with the AV6’ interaction for A-particle system can be written as

H= Z pza + Z UC(TU Z io jﬁo'iao'jﬁ

i<j za,jﬁ

+3 Z s (TiaTin) (058Tj) + Z G Tiv Ty (C.33)

Za,Jﬁ v wm

where the matrices are defined as

fip = V7 (1ij)0ap + ' (1i) (36 - P58 - Tij — Oap),
Civig = v (rij)0ap 4 0" (rig) (3 - 7358 - 7ij — dap),
Ciy = v"(rig)- (C.34)

Here «, 3, v refer to x, y and z components and &, [ refer to the corresponding unit
vector, and their n'" eigenvectors and eigenvalues can be written as

o(n) o U(n)
2, ClapVp” = Mol
oT oT UT(TL
Z ¢ JB%B = A Yia
iB
CrapT™ = ArpT ™ C.35
DI = N (C.35)
J
We define the following operators,
Og = Z wfofn)o—iom
nB = Z ¢aT(n OiaTiB;
a — Z wz Tiaa (C36)

such that the Hamiltonian can now be written in a quadratic form

A 3 3A
H=3 3 0 o) + 5 2 M(07)
i=1 a=1 1<j n=1
1 A 3 N
+3 PP Z Z AT (0972 (C.37)
n=1 a=1 n=1 a=1

which can be conveniently used in AFDMC.
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C.5 Trial Wave Function

The trial wave function used in AFDMC for the N-particle system has the following
form,

where R = (rq,...,my) are the spatial coordinates and S = (sq, ..., Sy) are the spin-
isospin part of the system. For example s; can be written as

Q;
% = ﬁ = ailp ) +bilp ) +ciln 1) + diln ), (C.39)
d;

where a;, b;, ¢; and d; are complex coefficients for each basis.
The ®g(R) is composed of the Jastrow two-particle correlation functions and is
given by

Us(R) = H fr(rig), (C.40)

i<j

where f; is taken from the scalar component of the correlation operator Fij in the
Fermi-Hyper-Netted-Chain in the Single Operator Chain approximation (FHNC/SOC).
The antisymmetric part of the trial wave function depends on the particular system to
be studied. The general form is given by the non-interacting fermion wave functions
in the Slater determinant,

CI)A(Ra S) = AH gba(r’h Si) = det[¢a(ri7 si)]’ (041)

=1

where « is a set of quantum numbers of single-particle wave function. It can be label
as a = {n, j,m;} such that

Ga(Tis 8i) = R (ri) [Yim, () Xsme (8i)]jym; » (C.42)

where R, ; is a radial function, Y} ,,, are spherical harmonics and x;.,,, are spinor part.

For uniform infinite nuclear matter, we can simulate the system by putting the N
particles in the periodic box of volume L?, and the single-particle function is given by
the plane wave,

Ga(Ti; 1) = €* i m, (51), (C.43)
with integers naz, Nay, Naz, and the quantized momentum vector is given by

2
ka - fﬂ-(naz?nawnaz)' (044)

139



APPENDIX D

AV6’ LINEARIZING TRICK
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Here I follow the note written by my advisor, and present how the six AV6’
operators in the propagator are linearized. First of all, notice that for non-negative

integer n, [Zgzl vp(ri5)Of;|  can still be express by the linear combination of the

same 6 operators (just with different coefficients in front of the each operator). The 6
operators form a group. This is the foundation.

We then follow my advisor’s way of labeling the order of the operators. For a given
17 pair, label them 1 and 2, we wish to calculate the AV6’ propagator linear in the 6
of its operators such that,

e*[vc+va5’1'32+Ut5'12+v-r7_"1~7_"2+vm—7_"1'?251'52+vt75127:'1~7:’2}AT
= Pe+ Pol1 - 0o+ pilia + DeTi - To + DorTi - Ta01 - 02 + DirlioTi - T2 (D.1)

where S}y is the tensor operator in Eq.(2.20). We need to solve for the coefficients
Des Pos Pty Pry Pors Pir- We choose z axis to be along 7 in Sis, and for the 6 operators we
can find 6 states in terms of the total isospin quantum number 7" and spin quantum
number S and its z component .S,. We list the states and the corresponding eigenvalues
for certain operators in Table D.1.

Table D.1: The 6 total isospin and spin states of the AV6’ interaction.

Label State T " T o109 S Degeneracy
1 IS=11S]=1)|T=1) 1 1 2 6
2 IS=1,5.=0)x|T=1) 1 1 -4 3
3 |IS=1,]S.|=1)®|T =0) -3 1 2 2
4 |IS=1,5.=0)®|T =0) -3 1 -4 1
5 |IS=0)®|T =0) 1 -3 0 3
6 |S=0)®|T =0) -3 -3 0 1

Next, we sandwich e [vetvod1-G2 v S124+0r T1-To+vor 71 T2G1-G2+ver S1271 2] AT Latween each
of the 6 labeled states listed in Table D.1, and we get the 6 equations correspondingly,

<1’e—[vc"!‘va&l'52+Ut512+v7—7_"1'7_"2+va-r‘?1~?251~52+vt751zfl~?2]AT|1>
=@ o1 = exp[—(ve + Vo + 20 + Vr + Vor + 2047) AT]

<2’e*[vc+v051'52+Ut512+v77_"1"7"2+vg-r7_"1~7"’2&’1-52+vt7512‘7’1~7"g]A7"2>
= @ ex=exp[—(vc + Vo — 40y + vy + Vor — 404r) AT]

<3’e*[vc+%51-52+vt512+v7?1-‘?2+vgr?1-?261-32+vt7312‘?1-?2]A7-’3>
= @) e3=exp[—(ve + Vs + 20 — 30, — 3v,, — 64, ) AT]

<4|e*[vc+%51'52+vz312+v-r7?1~‘?2+vm?1-?231-52+v”312ﬁ-?2]Ar |4>
= @ e4=exp|—(ve + vy — 40y — 30; — 3057 + 120;7) AT]

<5|6_[vc+9061'5"2+Utsl2+1)77_—‘1'7_"2+”o‘7'7_"1'77251~52+'Ut7—5127_"1~7:‘2]AT|5>
= ® €5 =exp[—(ve — 305 + v — 304,)AT]

<6 | e [Vetvo 01 -G2+viS124V7T1 Ta+Vor Tl T2G1-02+vir S1271 T2 | AT | 6>

= (6) e = exp[—(ve — 30, — 30, + Yv,,)AT].
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From Eq.(D.1), we know that we need to solve for the coefficients p., py, pt, Pr; Por, Pir
from the already obtained values of ey, es, 3, €4, €5, €6,

€1 = Pe+ Po + 2Pt + Pr + Por + 2Ptr
€2 = Pe+ Po — 4Pt + Pr + Por — APtr
€3 = pe+ Po + 2pt — 3pr — 3por — 6pir
€4 = P+ Do — 4pt — 3pr — 3por + 12p4-
€5 = Pe — 3Po + Pr — 3Por

€6 = Pec — 3o — 3Pr + Wor,

which can be written in the matrix form,

e 1 2 1 1 2 De
€9 1 1 -4 1 1 —4 Do
es | |1 1 2 -3 -3 —6 Dt
e |11 1 -4 =3 =3 12 . (D.2)
es 1 -3 0 1 =3 0 Dor
eg 1 -3 0 -3 9 0 Dir
The coefficients p., ps, D¢, Pr, Por, Per can be solved by matrix inversion,
De ¥ 9 6 3 9 3 e
Do 6 3 2 1 -9 -3 €9
D¢ o i 6 _6 2 —2 0 O €3
b || 6 3 6 -3 3 3||e |- (D-3)
Por 2 1 -2 -1 -3 3 es
Dir 2 -2 =2 2 0 0 €6

In other words, once we know e, e, €3, €4, €5, g, the coefficients p., p,, i, Prs Pors Pir

are written as,

pe = (6e1 + 3es + 2e3 + e4 + 3es5 + e5) /16,
Do = (61 + 3e2 + 2e3 + e4 — 9e5 — 3eq) /48,

pr = (3e1 — 3ea + e3 — e4) /24,

pr = (261 + €3 — 2e3 — eq + e5 — €5) /16,
Por = (21 + €3 — 263 — e4 — 3es + 3eg) /48,
pir = (61 — €3 —e3+¢e4)/24.

The six coefficients pe, po, pt, Pr, Dor, Dir are the corresponding six u®(r;;) in Eq.(2.65).
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APPENDIX E

ADDITIONAL CALCULATIONS OF THE RESPONSE FUNCTIONS
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E.1 Angle Averaged Euclidean Response Functions

For any operator O which is independent of the momentum k, e.g., O can be e A7

or V" defined in Eq.(4.48), we show how to take the angle average of momentum k

in calculating [ p'(k)Op(k)dQ/4r in the response functions.
In order to proceed, we first set up the coordinates as shown in Fig. E.1. The polar
angle is 0, the azimuthal angle is ¢, and df2 = sin 0dfdp. The length of k is &, its unit

vector is k, the x, y and z components of k are

ky = sin 6 cos p, (E.1)
k, = sin @ sin p, (E.2)
k. = cosf. (E.3)

The vector between particle j and ¢ is defined as r;; = r; — r;. Its length is rj;, and
its unit vector is 7;; and its components are 7, 7, and 7.

rji =15 — 1 = 15i(Fg, Ty, 72)

x

Figure E.1: The coordinates for the angle averaged Euclidean response functions.

Note that the plane wave e’* i can be expanded by spherical harmonics (Jackson
(1999)),

0o l
eik'rji — 47TZ Z Zgjg(krﬂ)yvgm(k)nm*(lf'ﬂ)

{=0 m=—/¢
[e's) l

—4m 3 Gl Y (Y0, 0), (B.4)
{=0 m=—/¢
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where j, are spherical Bessel functions (Abramowitz and Stegun (1964)), and the

spherical harmonics Y;" (k) = Y;"(0, ¢). In this calculation we only need those functions
with ¢ =0, 2.
For the spherical Bessel functions we need jo(krj;) and ja(krj;),

, _ sin(kry;)
o) = (£.5)
' 3 sin(kr;;)  3cos(krj;)

k i) = _ 1 J — J . E6
‘72( "3 ) (/{JQTJQ-i ) /{37’3'@' ]{327}2@‘ ( )

For ¢ = 0, the spherical harmonics of k and 7;; are the same and they can be
written as,

YP(0,¢) = Y (k) = Y(ry:) = @ (E.7)

For ¢ = 2, the spherical harmonics of k can be written in terms of 6 and © as,

1 /1 -
Y520, 0) = 1 2—5 e . sin? f), (E.8)
T
1 /1
Y, 10, 0) = 5 2—5 e .sind - cos ), (E.9)
T
. 1 /5
Y5 (0, 0) = Vo (3cos?d — 1), (E.10)
1 /1 ,
Y3 (0, ) = —5\/2—5 e'? -sinf - cosd, (E.11)
T
1 /15
Y20, 0) = Vo %% . sin? 6. (E.12)
7r

The spherical harmonics of #;; for £ = 2 can be written in terms of 7, 7, and 7, as,

. 115
Y2 (050) =\ 5 (e — 7y, (E.13)
.. 1[5
Yy N (Py) = S\ o (Fy — 0Ty )T, (E.14)
0. 1[5 y
Yo (Pis) = 3\ = (272 =75 = 7)), (E.15)
. 1 /15 A
Yy (Pji) = 5\ 5 (P +iTy)7, (E.16)
.1 [15
VP () = 1\ 5o - (e 4 7). (E.17)

—_
s
ot



The Spherical harmonics are orthogonal such that

T 2
[ .02 0.00d2 = b b (©.15)
=0 J o=
and they satisty,
Vi =~y (E.19)

The following derived relations for spherical harmonics will be used,

4 |r 1
0= /Yy (0 - E.2
cos 3\/; 2 ( ,(,0)_}‘3, ( 0)
2 * *
sinf cosf cos p = % (Y57 (0,0) — Y57 (6, 9)] (E.21)
1 /2m (_q« 1%
sinf cosfsinyp = - I (Y517 (0,0) + Y57 (6, 0)], (E.22)
i
2 * *
sin? @ cos 2¢ = 2 1—? (Y5760, 0) + Y527 (0,0)], (E.23)

| [\

sin? @ cos @ sin @ = [Y{z*(@, 0) — Y2 (0,0)], (E.24)

1

(S8

1
i
2051020 = = — 2 V0 (0, 0) — 1|22 [V2' (0, ) + Yy 2 (6 E.25
sin“fsinp = o — 3 52(,@) 15[ (0,0)+Y, 2 (0,9)]. (E.25)

Before calculating the angle averaged response functions, we need to calculate
several relevant angle averaged functions.

1. Angle averaged function [ e*7i:dQ)/4m can be calculated as,

L
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2. Angle averaged function [ eik'”il%ml%xdﬂ/ 47 can be calculated as,

= / e* it o ko d)

) l
= Z Z Zgjg<k'7“]l)yém*(’f'ﬂ) /ng(ﬁ, QO) Sin2 0 COS2 QOdQ

4 2 2
( 37r51zo o——\/>5e2 mo+\/ 7T5e2 Om— 2+\/ 7r5122 m2>

Saolbr ¥ (550 + 5TV 55

27T . _ 9%, A . EIVIN
AT Lo(krsa)Ys 2 (750) — ja(kryi) Yo (7))

1., . R . R
=3 [jo(k'rji) + ]g(krji)(ri + T§ — 27"3)} ) (E.27)

ot

3. Angle averaged function [ eik""ﬂ/%z/%de /47 can be calculated as,

—/ KTt oy iy A2

¢

= Z Z ]g(krﬂ)}/'fm*(rﬂ)/nmw,go) sin® § cos ¢ sin (d2

/=0 m=—
>~ 1 /27
=3 3 itk [ YR 3 120 000) - Y 0.0)] a9
(=0 m=—
: 1 [on
= Z > Gekr) Y (7502 | T (0 Omez = 02 Gino)
=0 m=—4
] " 1 /27 «, 1 27
= —ja(kry) | Y5 ? (Tﬂ)i T vy (sz'); 1—5]
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4. Angle averaged function [ eik'TﬂlAfmlAfde/élW can be calculated as,

ek ik kb dQ)

Mg ~—
Me\

igng{Zle')nm*(’f'ji) / Y™ (0, @) sin 6 cos 6 cos @dS

~
Il

-/

0m

[
WE
M&

Zejz(krﬂ)yf (rﬂ) /Yzm(ev @)\/ﬁ [YQ 1*(‘97 90) - Y21*(0» QD)] ds2

[2m 127
jﬁ(krjz rj’L ( 15542 m—1 — 155& ml)

£=0 m=—¢

WE
M@

=0 m=—¢
. 1%, A 27r PN 27T
= —ja(krji) | Yy U (75:) = Y5 (7)) 1—5]
= —jQ(iji)fxfz. (E‘29)

5. Angle averaged function [ eik""ﬁ/fcyfcde /47 can be calculated as,

—/ kk k a0

V4
_S T k) () [ Y05t 0 cost i

1 2 /7. .« 27T " ok
i Ge(kry) Y ()

i
=0 m=—/
VAar 27T
[ 3 040 Omo — 5@2 mo T+ 5@2 m—2 + 02 Om2)

=3 jo(kr]Z)YO*(T‘ﬂ)—i-3\/;]2(krjz)y (7:)

2m 9%, A 2w . %A
1530(757”3'03/2 2 (150) = Bh(’”ji)yf (7i)
1
=3 Lo(krji) + jo(krye) (72 4 72 — 277)] . (E.30)

148



6. Angle averaged function [ eik'TﬂlAfyl;;de /47 can be calculated as,

1
—/ kk k.d$)

47

9] 4
= Z Z @Z]g (kry) Y, (7 / ) sin 6 cos 0 sin @dS)

=0 m=—¢

o0 4 o
=30 3 Stk Y ) [ VPO [ 00 + Y 0,0)] a9

=0 m=—¢

o0 4

0. 1 /2x
= Z Z i*50(kr5i)Y, ( 5@2 m—1— \/ — 0 5m1>
1V 15
=0 m=—
—_1* A 1 27T EIVIN 1 27T

= —ga(krs) | Yoo (Pge) o\ [ 75 + Vo (Pi)< 1—5]
= —Ja(krji) Tt (E.31)

7. Angle averaged function [ ek k,dQ) /4m can be calculated as,

1 P
— Wik, k,dS)
477/6

i“jo(krii)Y,

m*

Y;™(8, ) cos® 0

m
i jo(krj;)Y,

*
—L
*

=) i k)Y

o |
’I‘Jz /Yzm { + = \/7YO>k }
47 T
Jl < 6@0 mo T 5 \/7 )
(=0 m=—/¢
Z Y

* A m ~
= Yl V9" (30 — 53 TV )

Lo (krji) + ja(kry) (72 + fZ —277)]. (E.32)

Wl

With the help of Eqgs.(E.26) to (E.32), the 5 angle averaged response functions
[k k)dQ/4m can be conveniently calculated.
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1. For the angle averaged nucleon coupling py (k) we have,

1 N
= [ A)Opx k)0
1 A A
_ —ikr; zkrj
L (ze ) (ze )
i=1 j=1

= > jo(kr;i)O. (E-33)

i=1 j=1

2. For the angle averaged proton coupling p,(k) we have,

1 ~
= [ PLE)Op, ()0
A

A
= % (Ze—zkr 1+T’Z> (Zezkr 1+TJZ> ds?

=1

A A
1 ik 1+7’ A]_—I—T‘
_ ikrji J0) iz jz
—472:2(/6 ) 50—

i=1 j=1

A A
1 1z 1 4
= D0 il O (E.34)
i=1 j=1

3. For the angle averaged isovector coupling p.(k) we have,

1 A
o | PHE)Op-(K)dQ

1 A
— E (Z e—zk i ) (Z ezk 7']7_] )
=1

1 AA
= Z Z (/ eik""fidQ) Tizész

i=1 j=1

A A
= ZZjo(k"”ji)TizOsz- (E.35)
i=1 j=1
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4. For the angle averaged spin-longitudinal coupling p,, (k) we have,

A
A . 1 . R
O [ E Ganrj%(G'j : k)TjZ ds2

1 , I .
= E ZZ (/ ezkmgzk’xkde) OZxTZZOijT]z
i=1 j=1
A A
+ izz e* i k,dQ) ) 04,700 5T
47T vy 1y iz JY ‘3z
i=1 j=1
A A
1 4 - A
+ E Z Z (/ elkllr]lk kZdQ) UzszanjZTJz
i=1 j=1
A A
R Z Z (/6 T“kxkydﬁ) (UinizOijsz + UixTizOijsz>
i=1 j=1
A A
1 . A A A A
+ E Z Z (/ €Zk.rﬂkzkzd9> (UizTizOszsz + UimTianjojz>
i=1 j=1
A A
1 ikri; 1. 1. A A
-+ E ZZ (/6 ”kykzdﬂ) (UizTizOijsz —+ UinizOszsz>
i=1 j=1
A A
= S o) + (k) (24— 2] 0umaoer
3 0 7t J2 71 z y T i liz jxljz
i=1 j=1
LS~y k i (k 22 | a2 2 O
+ g ZZI le [jO( Tji) +]2( Tﬂ)(rx + Tz - 27‘y)} O-z'yTiz ijsz
I-y ; ; 52 | a2 2 A
+ 3 ; ; [JO(iji) + go(kryi) (7 + Ty — 27"2)] 0::Ti»00;,Tj,
A A
- Z 232(krjl)f$fy (UinizOUjmsz + O'z‘g;TizOAO'ijj?J)
i=1 j=1
A A
— Z Z]Q(k'r]z)fxﬁz (UizTizOijsz + UixTizOszsz)
i=1 j=1
A A
_ Z Z]ﬁ(k’?"ji)?ﬁyfz <UizTizOijsz + UinizOszsz> . (E36)
i=1 j=1
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5. For the angle averaged spin-transverse coupling p,.r(k) we have,

UizTizOszsz + UizTizOszsz)

1
= =D ( / * i ke ey dS) + / e* ik k dQ) iy Ti:005,7;
T
i=1 j=1
L AA o o
+ E Z Z (/ 6ik.rjik:$k$dQ +/ ik rﬂkj k ) O-izTizOO-jojz
i=1 j=1
| AA
=Y ( / ek kA + / e ks dQ) 017:200,,7;:
i=1 j=1
L AA
_ E;; (/ ezk 'Pﬂk‘ ]{3 dQ) UixTizOijsz +0inizOijsz>
L AA
I ZZ ( e® ik k,d ) (03,7::00,.7;. + O'izTizOO'ijjz>
T
i=1 j=1
LA A
= 3 ZZ 2jo(krj;) +]2(k7“ﬂ)(2r — 72— 7‘2)} OiyTizO0 i
i=1 j=1

/ zkrﬂ]% ];, )

/N /N

2j0 (krji) +]2(/€7”ﬂ)(27' — 2 T‘Z)} JizTizéajojz

A A
1 A
+ gzz 2jo(krji) + ja(kryi) (272 — 72

~2 A
— T'Z):| JixTizOijsz

+ E § j2(k7ﬂji)7ﬂa:72y <O-z'ac7_izoo-jy7—jz + O-inizOO-jJ:sz>

i=1 j=1

A A
22
i=1 j=1
A A
22
i=1 j=1
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' (/W’jz' Tyl (UixTizOszsz + O'izTizOijsz>

J2 )
jQ(iji)fyf’z <0iy7_iz00jz7—jz + UizTizOijsz> .
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E.2 Euclidean Response Functions in Different Coordinates

In all the p(k), we can choose r; to be particle i’s absolute position, we can also
choose r; to be particle i’s relative position in the center of mass frame. The response
functions calculated using the center of mass r; multiply by a factor of e **7/2M will
be those calculated using the absolute coordinate r;, where M = Am is the total mass
of system. This can be explained by decomposing the separable Hamiltonian into the
center of mass part Hoy = P?/2M, where P = ZiA:1 p; is the total momentum, and
a relative part H, first (Messiah (2014)), then make use of the momentum translation
operators.

The relevant part in Eq.(4.41) in absolute coordinate is

(Do Z e kT HT Z etk rn | Do) = (D] Z e~k o= 3xr T o Hra” Z etkn |Dg). (E.38)
J n i n

The total momentum P of the ground state |®¢) is 0, and the momentum translation
operator e*7 will move particle n’s momentum by k, therefore >on et will change
the system’s total momentum from 0 to k and we have

E : ezk-rn

n

Do) = |k). (E.39)

Also consider that the Hamiltonian is translational invariant, so [H, P] = 0 and

2
therefore [H,¢, P] = 0, so e #r<™ and e~ a7 commute, then Eq.(E.38) becomes,
o 2 o
<(I)0| Z 6—Zk'Tj6_;WT€—HTelT Z ezk-rnlq)o>
J n
. r 2 . A
= <q)0| Z e_lk""je_ relTe_fwT Z ezk~rn|®0>
= 2M (I)O‘ Z e —ik T‘Je Hyqr Z ezk P |CI> (E40)

The relevant part in Eq.(4.41) in the center of mass coordinate is

qDO’Ze ik-(7j—Rcr) e 5»{ e~ reﬂ'zelk #n—Ron) ’(I) > (E'41)

n

where fiCM = % is the center of the mass operator. Note that e~k Ren i also a
momentum translation operator which changes the system’s total momentum by —k,

Zkzl A

e—ik'RCM |<I)O>

Do) =| — k). (E.42)

So, the combined operator 3 e (Fn—Rowm) — g=ik-Rew S ik does not change the
system’s total momentum. Therefore, the ground state’s total momentum P remains
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zero after being operated by ) etik-(Pn—Ronr) Also, RCM commutes with H,. so

etik-Ror and e~Hra™ commute with each other. Taking all these into consideration,
Eq.(E.41) becomes,

p2
(I)0|§ otk (7= Rew) e 2 Te” relTE otk (Pn— Rew) |(I)>

n

(I)O|Ze zk'r]elk:RcMe H’r‘elTe szcMZezkrn|qD >
@0|Ze L ””26”””@ (E.43)

Comparing Eq.(E.40) and Eq.(E.43), we see that the center of mass result Eq.(E.43)
2

need to multiply by the factor of e~ ~%5 to match the result in absolute coordinate
Eq.(E.40). Take *He as an example in our plots, k = 350 MeV/c, m = 939 MeV/c?,

M = 4m = 8§, so the factor e~ 537 becomes e~ 1637 We calculate our response functions
in the center of mass frame first because it will give lower variance compared with
absolute coordinate (laboratory frame). We then multiply our results by e=!637 in
order to compare with the results in Carlson and Schiavilla’s 1994 paper which are
marked as the red dots in Figs. 4.12 and 4.13.
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his Ph.D project and publishable results were obtained. He gave a talk about it at
2019 Annual Meeting of the APS Four Corners Section. He successfully defended his
PhD dissertation on July 9, 2020.
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