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Building upon an analyticaltechnique introduced by Chung and Peschel,Phys.Rev.B 64,art.
064412 (2001),wecalculated them any-body density m atrix �B ofa �niteblock ofB siteswithin an
in�nitesystem offreespinlessferm ionsin arbitrary dim ensions.In term softheblock G reen function
m atrix G (whose elem entsare G �ij = hc

y

icji,where c
y

i and cj are ferm ion creation and annihilation
operatorsacting on sitesiand jwithin theblock respectively),thedensity m atrix can bewritten as
�B = det(1� G )exp[

P

ij
(logG (1� G )� 1)ijc

y

icj].O urresultssuggeststhatHilbertspacetruncation
schem esshould retain the statescreated by a subsetofthe cyi’s (in any com bination),ratherthan
selecting eigenvectorsof�B independently based on the eigenvalue.

PACS num bers:02.70.-c,02.90.+ p,05.10.Cc,71.10.Fd

K eywords: M any-body density m atrix,real-space renorm alization group,ferm ionic coherent state,particle-

hole sym m etry,noninteracting ferm ions

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Exact solutions are hard to com e by in m any-body
problem s,and every so often we have to resort to nu-
m ericalsolutions. The traditionalapproaches,applied
to �nitesystem s,areexactdiagonalization and quantum
M onte Carlo. For quantum lattice m odels offerm ions,
theform erisconstrained by thesizeoftheHilbertspace,
which growsexponentiallywith thenum berofsites,while
the latter is plagued by the ‘m inus-sign problem ’. For
quantum lattice m odels ofbosons,the Hilbert space is
in�nite-dim ensional even for �nite system s. In either
case,becauseoftheenorm ouscom putationalcom plexity
involved,there is no hope ofgetting to the therm ody-
nam iclim itofin�nite system size.In view ofthesedi�-
culties,onethen hopesforthe nextbestthing:approxi-
m ate solutionsthatcapturesthe essenceofthe physics.

Thisiswhererenorm alization group (RG )approaches
com es in. In such approaches1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11 to the
approxim ate solution ofotherwise intractable problem s,
thesizeoftheHilbertspaceiskeptin checkby aggressive
truncation,with thehopethatthesm allnum berofstates
kept willreproduce the m ore im portant features ofthe
physics.W hatevertheRG schem e,ultim ately itssuccess
willliein how thetruncation isdone.Sincethequantum -
m echanicalstateofa block em bedded in a largersystem
m ust in generalbe described by a density m atrix,it is
thereforenaturalto useitto guidethe truncations.

W ith thegoalofunderstandingthestructureand spec-
trum of the density m atrix, and their im plications on
RG truncation schem es in m ind, Peschel et al calcu-
lated exactly the half-chain density m atrix for several
m odels.12,13,14 For a chain ofcoupled harm onic oscilla-
tors and spinless Bogoliubov ferm ions,they found that
the half-chain density m atricescan be expressed exactly
astheexponentialofa pseudo-Ham iltonian,whosespec-
trum is generated by a set ofindependent bosonic and
ferm ionicoperatorsrespectively.In thispaper,wepursue

theiranalysisfurtherforasystem offreespinlessferm ions
to obtain a closed-form form ula relating thedensity m a-
trix �B ofasubsystem and thesubsystem G reen function
m atrix G (to be de�ned in Section IIC).
The organization ofthe paper willbe as follows: we

willstart in Section IIby reviewing the density m atrix
form ulation ofquantum m echanics,and how thedensity
m atrix �B ofa subsystem can beobtained from theden-
sity m atrix �0 ofthe overallsystem . Following this,we
willdescribe an alternative approach to calculating the
density m atrix elem ents as expectations of referencing
operators. W e shallshow that the real-space structure,
and the strong signsthatpointto a closed-form expres-
sion for �B ,is m ost readily discerned within this alter-
native form ulation. Then,in Section III,we derive this
closed-form expression for�B in term softhe subsystem
G reen function m atrix G by adapting the technique put
forward by Chung and Peschel.14 Theexistenceofsuch a
relation between �B and G tellsusthat�B iscom pletely
determ ined by its 0-and 1-particle sectors. W e discuss
theim plicationsofthisin Section IV,whereweillustrate
how the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the (F > 1)-
sectorsof�B can be constructed outofthe eigenvectors
and eigenvalues ofthe 1-particle sector. W e also show
how sym m etriesofthe Ham iltonian thatare realized in
�B a�ectthe pattern ofdegeneraciesin the eigenvalues
ofthese sectors,an understanding ofwhich isim portant
in form ulating a consistenttruncation schem e.

II. D EN SIT Y M A T R IX O F A FIN IT E B LO C K

In thissection,we �rstreview the density m atrix no-
tionsthatwillbeused throughoutthispaper.Following
thiswedevelop the�rstofourtwo pathsto calculatethe
density m atrix �B for a particular block within a large
system ofnon-interacting ferm ions.By analyzing thein-
dex structure ofthe m atrices involved,we arrived at a
conjecturefora closed-form expression forthe 1-particle
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sector of the block density m atrix �B in term s of the
block G reen function m atrix G .

A . D ensity M atrix Form ulation ofQ uantum

M echanics

In quantum m echanicsonedistinguishesbetween pure
states,which occur,forexam ple,atT = 0 when thesys-
tem is totally decoupled from the rest ofthe universe,
and m ixed states,which occur,for exam ple,at T > 0
when the system isin therm odynam ic equilibrium with
therestoftheuniverse.A purestatecan bedescribed by
a wavefunction j	iin the usualform ulation ofquantum
m echanics,whereasa m ixed state cannot. Both type of
statesaretreated on equalfooting in the density m atrix
form ulation ofquantum m echanics,in which thestateof
a system isdescribed by a density m atrix �0 (see,forex-
am ple,Ref.15).In thisform ulation ofquantum m echan-
ics,theexpectation ofan operatorA in a statedescribed
by �0 isgiven by

hAi= Tr(�0A): (2.1)

Ifthe state so described is pure,i.e.given in the usual
form ulation by the wavefunction j	i, so that hAi =
h	jAj	i,then itisclearthat� 0 = j	ih	j.
In thispaper,we shallbe m ainly interested in a �nite

subsystem ofB sites,which wecallthe block,em bedded
within alargersystem ofN sites,with periodicboundary
conditionsin d dim ensions.Thelattercan then betaken
to the therm odynam ic lim it ofin�nite num ber ofsites,
i.e.N ! 1 . The system m inus the block is called the
environm entoftheblock.Iftheoverallsystem isknown
to be in a pure state j	i,then in generalthe quantum -
m echanicalstate ofthe block cannot be described by a
purestatewavefunction.Instead,them ixed stateofthe
block m ust be described by a block density m atrix �B
(see argum entsin Ref.16),so de�ned that

hAi= Tr(�B A); (2.2)

ifthe operatorA actsentirely within the block.
Therearetwo usefulform ulasto relatethe block den-

sity m atrix �B to thedensity m atrix �0 oftheentiresys-
tem .The�rstform ula,which wewillused in Section III,
followsfrom (2.1)and (2.2).Using thesubscriptsB and
E respectively to m akethetraceoverthedegreesoffree-
dom associated with theblock and itsenvironm entm ore
explicit,wecan rewrite(2.1)as

hAi= Tr(�0A)= TrB ;E (�0A): (2.3)

SinceA doesnotacton theenvironm ent,wecan trivially
traceoverenvironm entaldegreesoffreedom to get

hAi= TrB f[TrE (�0)]Ag: (2.4)

Com paring thiswith (2.2),we�nd a consistentexpecta-
tion forA whetheritistaken overthe entire system or

justovertheblock,iftheblock density m atrix isde�ned
as

�B = TrE (�0): (2.5)

Thesecond form ula for�B allowsusto writedown its
m atrix elem entsexplicitly when the overallsystem isin
a pure state. To arrive atthis form ula,letus�rstnote
thatany pure state ofthe overallsystem can be written
asj	i=

P

b
jbijebi,wherejbiisa com pleteorthonorm al

(m any-body)basisforthe block,and jebiisthe (unnor-
m alized) state of the environm ent associated with the
state jbion the block. Using this form for j	iin (2.1),
we�nd that

hAi=
X

b;b0

hebjhbjA jb
0
ijeb0i= TrB (�B A) (2.6)

ifthe block density m atrix �B isde�ned such that

(�B )b0b = hebjeb0i; (2.7)

i.e.them atrix elem entof�B between jbiand jb0iisnone
otherthan theoverlap between theirassociated environ-
m entalstatesjebiand jeb0i.

B . Free Spinless Ferm ions

Letus now apply (2.7)to calculate the block density
m atrix from the ground state ofa ring ofN ! 1 free
spinlessferm ions,thesim plestrealization ofwhich isde-
scribed by a translationally-invariantHam iltonian with
nearest-neighborhopping

H = � t
X

hiji

(cyicj + c
y

jci); (2.8)

whereci and c
y

i aretheferm ion annihilation and creation
operatorsacting on site i,and hijiruns once overeach
pairofneighborsites.
TheHam iltonian given in (2.8)isdiagonalin m om en-

tum space,and can be written as

H =
X

k

�k~c
y

k
~c
k
: (2.9)

Here

~c
k
� N

�1=2
X

j

cje
ik�rj;

~cy
k
� N

�1=2
X

j

c
y

je
�ik�rj

(2.10)

arethem om entum spaceannihilation and creation oper-
ators,ri istheposition ofsitei,and �k thesingle-particle
energy associated with wavevectork. The ground state
ofsuch a system isjusta Ferm isea

j	 F i=
Y

k �lled

~cy
k
j0i; (2.11)



3

where j0i is the vacuum , and the product is over the
wavevectorsinside the Ferm isurface.
Asnoted in (2.7),when theground statewavefunction

is written as j	 F i =
P

b
jbijebi,the block density m a-

trix elem entsare (�B )b0b = hebjeb0i. W hen dealing with
a �nite block and an in�nite environm ent,it m akes no
sense to evaluate these environm entaloverlaps by �rst
calculating jebiand jeb0i. Instead,we �nd thatitpossi-
bletoevaluatesuch environm entaloverlapswith thehelp
ofoperatorproductsthatarede�ned entirely within the
block. To do so,letus�rstwrite the m any-body states
jbion theblock in theoccupation num berrepresentation
as jbi= jnb1n

b
2 � � � nb

B i,where n
b
j = 0 or1 depending on

whetherthe site j on the block isem pty oroccupied in
the statejbi.W e then de�ne the referencing operators

K b =
BY

j= 1

�
n
b
jcj + (1� n

b
j)cjc

y

j

�
; (2.12)

such thatthee�ectofK b actingon astatejb0iisK bjb
0i=

�bb0 j0iB ,where j0iB is the reference state for which all
sites on the block are em pty. Letting K b act on j	 F i

givesK bj	 F i=
P

b00
K bjb

00ijeb00i= j0i
B
jebi. Hence,in

term softhe operatorsK b and theirconjugatesK y

b
,the

density m atrix elem entsarefound to be

(�B )b0b = hebjeb0i= h	 F jK
y

b
K b0j	 F i= hK

y

b
K b0i:

(2.13)

From the way the operatorsK b are de�ned,we know
that�B isrealand sym m etric.Furtherm ore,(�B )b0b van-
ishes ifthe states jbi and jb0i do not contain the sam e
num berofferm ionsF . Consequently,the non-zero m a-
trix elem entsof�B are found in a totalof(B + 1)sub-
m atricesalongthediagonal,correspondingtothevarious
F -particle sectors,for F = 0,1,:::,B . W e shallcall
such subm atrices�B ;F ,and theireigenvaluesthedensity
m atrix weights wB ;F;l,wherel= 1;:::;rank(�B ;F ).

C . C onjecture B ased on Index Structure

In general, for a block of B sites, there are a total
of2B K b operatorswe need to write down explicitly to
calculate the � 2B density m atrix elem ents. For large
blocks,thisisextrem elytediousand hastobeautom ated
(seeAppendix A),butforsm allblocks,itisnotdi�cult
to work outexactexpressionsfor(�B )b0b in term softhe
2n-pointfunctions

G�ij � hc
y

icji; (2.14a)

G�i�jkl= hc
y

ic
y

jckcli= (� 1)
2(2�1)

2

�
�
�
�
G�ik G�il

G �jk G �jl

�
�
�
�; (2.14b)

G�i�j�klm n � hc
y

ic
y

jc
y

k
c
l
cm cni

= (� 1)
3(3�1)

2

�
�
�
�
�
�

G�il G�im G�in

G �jl G �jm G �jn

G �kl G �km G �kn

�
�
�
�
�
�
; (2.14c)

and soforth,wherei;j;k;l;� � � = 1;:::;B aresiteson the
block.Asshown explicitly above,the2n-pointfunctions
G�i1����in j1���jn

W ick factorizesinto sum sofproductsof2-
pointfunctionsG�ij forournon-interacting system ,with

an overallferm ion factorof(� 1)n(n�1)=2 .
At this point let us note that since the 2-point func-

tionsG�ij are labelled by two indices,itisconvenientto
organize them into a system Green function m atrix G

given by

G =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

G �11 � � � G�1B G �1B + 1 � � � G�1N

G �21 � � � G�2B G �2B + 1 � � � G�2N

...
...

...
...

...
...

G
B 1

� � � G
B B

G
B B + 1

� � � G
B N

G
B + 11

� � � G
B + 1B

G
B + 1B + 1

� � � G
B + 1N

...
...

...
...

...
...

G
N 1

� � � G
N B

G
N B + 1

� � � G
N N

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

;

(2.15)

ofwhich

G =

2

6
6
6
4

G �11 G �12 � � � G�1B

G �21 G �22 � � � G�2B

...
...

...
...

G
B 1

G
B 2

� � � G
B B

3

7
7
7
5

(2.16)

isitsrestriction to the block. W e callG the block Green
function m atrix. As a resultofthe translationalinvari-
ance ofH ,G is also translationally invariant. In real
space,this m eansthatits m atrix elem ents Gij = G�ij =
hc
y

icjiarefunctionsonly ofri� rj.W hen G isrestricted
to theblock to giveG ,however,thistranslationalinvari-
ance islostdue to the factthatthe presence ofa block
in the system allows an unam biguous de�nition ofthe
origin.
Anyway, from (2.12) and (2.13), we see on the one

hand that (�B )bb0 can be written as sum s of 2n-point
functions| which them selvesfactorinto sum sofprod-
uctsof2-pointfunctions| and so we �nd that(�B )bb0
areallfunctionsofG �kl.O n theotherhand,the1-particle
sectorof�B containsm atrix elem ents(�B )bb0 connecting
the states jbi and jb0i,which contain one particle each
atsites,say,iand j respectively. Therefore,the m atrix
elem ents within �B ;1 m ay be indexed using iand j in-
stead ofband b0.Diligently writingdown thepolynom ial
expressions

(�B ;1)ij =
BX

k1;l1

�
(1)

ij;k1l1
G �k1l1

+

BX

k1;k2;

l1;l2

�
(2)

ij;k1k2l1l2
G �k1l1

G �k2l2
+ � � � +

BX

k1;:::;kB ;

l1;:::;lB

�
(B )

ij;k1���kB l1���lB
G �k1l1

� � � � � G�kB lB
;

(2.17)
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we�nd that:(a)thecoe�cients� (n)

ij;k1���kn l1���ln
areinde-

pendent ofiand j;and (b) indices other than iand j

alwaysappearin pairs,asifthey aresum m ed over.
Exhaustively com paring the m atrix elem ents of�B ;1

and powersofG for2 � B � 5,we �nd that

�B ;1 = G + G
2
� G Tr(G )+

G
3
� G

2 Tr(G )� 1

2

�
Tr(G 2)� [Tr(G )]2

	
G +

G
4
� G

3 Tr(G )� 1

2

�
Tr(G 2)� [Tr(G )]2

	
G
2
�

�
1

3
Tr(G 3)� 1

2
Tr(G )Tr(G 2)+ 1

6
[Tr(G )3]

	
G + � � � :

(2.18)

W hat is m ost fascinating about this series is that for
B = 2,(2.12)and (2.13)tellusthat�B ;1 can beatm ost
O (G 2), since its m atrix elem ents never contain term s
with m ore than two creation and annihilation operators
each. Yet (2.18) is perfectly valid for B = 2,because
term shigherorderin G vanish. ForB = 3 and B = 4,
we �nd sim ilarly that term s higher order than O (G 3)
and O (G 4)vanishes,respectively. Ifwe conjecture that
(2.18) gives the leading term s to an in�nite series that
holdstrue forallB > 5,then we can factorizeitinto

�B ;1 = (G + G
2 + G

3 + � � � )�

exp
�
� Tr(G + 1

2
G
2 + 1

3
G
3 + � � � )

�
: (2.19)

Notingthattheseriesinsidethetraceisjust� log(1� G ),
(2.19)can be com pactly written as

�B ;1 = G (1 � G )�1 det(1 � G ): (2.20)

III. D ER IVA T IO N A N D P R O P ER T IES O F �B

In passing from (2.18)to (2.20),a leap offaith wasre-
quired,and itwould appearforbiddinglydi�culttoactu-
ally prove(2.20)forarbitrary block sizesB ,by thealge-
braicm anipulationsused in Section IIC.Fortunately,an
alternate technique introduced by Chung and Peschel14

can beadapted and extended forcalculating the density
m atrix ofa �nite block,although itcom eswith itsown
setoftechnicaldi�culties.Itturnsoutthatifthewhole
system werein theFerm iseaground state,thederivation
would require the inversion ofsingularm atrices. In the
end,the singularities do canceland give a well-de�ned
answer, but a regularization is needed to avoid diver-
gencesin the interm ediate steps.The m ostnaturalway
to do so would be to generalize ourproblem to nonzero
tem perature,in which casethelim itT ! 0then provides
the needed regularization.19

In essence,thecalculationsisjustthatofevaluating a
G aussian integralwith theusualshiftin integration vari-
ables. However,because we are dealing with ferm ions,
whose creation and annihilation operatorsanticom m ute
rather than com m ute, additional m achinery is needed
to accom plish the feat of G aussian integration. After
casting the system density m atrix �0 as a G aussian of

the ferm ion operators,we introduce ferm ionic coherent
states with the aid ofanticom m uting G rassm ann vari-
ables.The m atrix elem entsof�0 between such coherent
states,obtained via a translation m achinery,are sim i-
larly ofG aussian form ,butare now easierto handle. A
G aussian integration over the environm entaldegrees of
freedom then yieldselem entsoftheblock density m atrix
�B ,following which reversetranslation gives�B proper.

A . ExponentialForm for �0

To get the calculations underway, we consider the
grand-canonicalT > 0 density m atrix �0 ofthe over-
allsystem thattheblock isem bedded in.Asalways,this
isgiven by

�0 = Q
�1 exp[� �(H � �F )] (3.1)

where � � 1=kB T,� isthe chem icalpotential,and F �
P

k
~cy
k
~c
k
=
P

i
c
y

ici isthe ferm ion num beroperator.The
prefactorQ �1 in (3.1)isjustthereciprocalofthegrand
partition function,to ensurethatTr(�0)= 1.
Thenotationscan be m adem orecom pactifweintro-

duce the m atrices � and its Fourier transform ~�,such
that

�0 = Q
�1 exp

�P

i;j
�ijc

y

icj

�

= Q
�1 exp

�P

k
~�kk~c

y

k
~c
k

�

;

(3.2)

where we have m ade use ofthe fact that H � �F ,and
hence ~�,is diagonalin m om entum space. The m atrix
elem entsof� can be read o� from (2.8)as

�ij =

8
><

>:

��; ifi= j;

�t; ifiand j arenearestneighbors;

0; otherwise,

(3.3)

while thoseof~� can be read o� from (2.9)as

~�kk = � �E k; (3.4)

whereE k � �k � � isthesingle-particleenergy m easured
relativeto �.
In orderto proveourconjecture(2.20),itisclearthat

we need to som ehow relate � to G . To do this,let us
notethatsinceG istranslationally invariant,itsFourier
transform ~G isdiagonalin m om entum space,with m atrix
elem entsgiven in the grand-canonicalensem bleas

~Gkk = h~cy
k
~c
k
i=

1

exp�E k + 1
; (3.5)

observing which we �nd that

~Gkk = exp(~�kk)
h

exp(~�kk)+ 1
i�1

: (3.6)

Butsince both ~G and ~� are diagonalm atrices,we have
the relation

e
~� = ~G (1 � ~G )�1 ; (3.7)
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wheree
~� isthe m atrix exponentialof~�.

O fcourse,G and ~G correspondsm erelytothem atrixof
thesam eHilbertspaceoperatorevaluated in twodiferent
bases,and the sam e is true of� and ~�. As such,the
m atrix relation (3.7)between e

~� and ~G holdstruefore�

and G aswell,i.e.wehave

e
� = G (1 � G )�1 : (3.8)

B . K ey Form ulas Involving G rassm ann V ariables

In the nextstage ofourderivations,we need to m ake
use ofG rassm ann variables. These are anticom m uting
c-num bersfam iliarin the contextof�eld theory (see for
exam ple,Ref.17).If�i and �j areG rassm ann variables,
where i6= j,then we have �i�j = � �j�i and �2i = 0 =
�2j. The purpose of introducing these is to de�ne the
ferm ioniccoherentstates

j�i= j�1�2 � � � �N i= exp
�

�
P N

i= 1
�ic

y

i

�

j0i; (3.9)

which are eigenstatesofthe ferm ion annihilation opera-
tors,i.e.cij�i= � �ij�i.The valueofcoherentstatesin
generalisthatonecan replacethe m anipulation ofnon-
com m uting operators by the m anipulation ofc-num ber
m atrix elem ents. In the present case offerm ions,anti-
com m uting operatorsm ay be m ade to com m ute by the
insertion ofG rassm ann coe�cients.
Therearethreekey form ulasinvolving G rassm ann al-

gebrathatweneed forthederivationsin thissection.The
�rstinvolvesthem atrix elem entofan exponentiated bi-
linearoperatorexp

�P

i;j
�ijc

y

icj

�

between ferm ionicco-
herentstatesj�iand j�0i,given by

h�jexp
�P

i;j
�ijc

y

icj

�

j�
0
i= exp

hP

i;j
(e�)ij��i�

0
j

i

;

(3.10)

wheree� istheexponentialofthem atrix �.Thesecond
form ula expressesthetraceofan operatorA asa G rass-
m ann integraloveritscoherentstatem atrix elem entsas

Tr(A)=

Z
Y

i

d�
�
i d�ie

�
P

i
�
�

i �i h� �jAj�i: (3.11)

The third form ula that we would need is the G aussian
integraloverG rassm ann variables,

Z
Y

i

d�
�
i d�ie

P

j;k
�
�

j A jk �k = detA: (3.12)

Thestrategy then would be to evaluatethem atrix el-
em entsof�0 in (3.2)using (3.10),follow theprescription
in (2.5)wherewetraceovertheenvironm entaldegreesof
freedom using(3.11),and then use(3.10)in reversetore-
cover�B from itscoherentstatem atrix elem ents.Before

wedo so,letus�rsttidy up thenotationsby relabelling
the coherentstatesas

j��i= j�1 � � � �B ;�1 � � � �N �B i

= exp
�

�
P B

i= 1
�ic

y

i
�
P N �B

j= 1
�jc

y

j

�

j0i;
(3.13)

where� = f�1;:::;�B g areG rassm ann coordinatesasso-
ciated with sites on the block,and � = f�1;:::;�N �B g

are G rassm ann coordinates associated with sites in the
environm ent.

C . M atrix B lock Form

Seeing that�0 iswritten in (3.2)astheexponentialof
a quadraticform with coe�cientm atrix �,wem akeuse
of(3.10)to write down its m atrix elem entbetween the
ferm ionic coherentstatesj��iand j�

0
�
0iasa G aussian

in G rassm ann variables:

h��j�0j�
0
�
0
i= Q

�1 exp

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
e
�

�
�
0

�
0

��

: (3.14)

O urtasknow istoderivethem atrixelem entsof�B in the
sam eG aussian form ,aftertracing outthe environm ent.
To �nd the m atrix elem ents h�j�B j�

0
i ofthe density

m atrix �B on the block ofB sites, we use (3.11) and
perform a partialtraceoverthe environm entto give

h�j�B j�
0
i=

Z

d�
�
d�e

��
�
1�

h�� �j�0j�
0
�i

= Q
�1

Z

d�
�
d� �

exp

�
�
�
�
� ��

�
�
0 0

0 1

��
�
0

�

��

�

exp

�
�
�
�
� ��

�
e
�

�
�
0

�

��

= Q
�1

e
��

�
1�

0

Z

d�
�
d� �

exp

�
�
�
�
� ��

�
(1 + e

�)

�
�
0

�

��

:

(3.15)

Following thiswem ustexpressthese m atrix elem entsin
aform thatwould allow ustotraceovertheenvironm ent.
To do so,letus�rstwrite(1 + e�)in m atrix block form
as

1 + e
� =

�
A B

B T C

�

(3.16)

where A is the B � B block subm atrix,obtained by re-
stricting the indices i and j of(1 + e�) in coordinate
space to range only over sites on the block, C is the
(N � B )� (N � B )environm entsubm atrix,obtained by
restricting the indices iand j of(1 + e�)to range only
oversitesin theenvironm ent,and B istheB � (N � B )
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decoherence subm atrix of(1 + e�),obtained by restrict-
ing the the row index to range only over sites on the
block and the colum n index to range only over sites in
the environm ent.

D . Tracing D ow n �0

W ith (3.15)and (3.16),the block density m atrix ele-
m entscan then be written as

h�j�B j�
0
i= Q

�1
e
�
�
(A �1)�

0

Z

d�
�
d�e

�
�
B ���

�
B

T
�
0
��

�
C �
:

(3.17)

Here we havem ade use ofthe factthatsince the G rass-
m ann variables occur quadratically in each term in the
exponential,they com m utewith oneanotherand wem ay
thus factor the exponentialas ifit is an exponentialof
c-num bers.
By perform ing a shift ofthe integration variables �

and �
�, and then evaluating the G rassm ann G aussian

integralusing (3.12),we�nd that

h�j�B j�
0
i= Q

�1 detC e
�
�
[A �1�B C

�1
B

T
]�

0

; (3.18)

which parallelsEq.(14)in Ref.14. From (3.18),we see
thattheexpression forh�j�B j�

0
iinvolvesonly theG rass-

m an coordinates �i and �0i associated with sites on the
block.Thisisgood.Butitalso involvethe decoherence
subm atrix B as wellas the environm ent subm atrix C ,
with thelatterappearing both in theexponentialaswell
as in the norm alization constant. These m atrices have
indicesthatrangeoversitesoutsidethe block,which we
aresupposed to havetraced outand gotten overwith.
Indeed,this m ust have been successfully done,since

A � 1 � B C �1 B T isa B � B m atrix whoseindicesrange
only oversiteson the block. In fact,using (B5)in Ap-
pendix B,wecan expressthism atrix entirely in term sof
subm atriceson the block,and write(3.18)as

h�j�B j�
0
i= Q

�1 detC e
�
�
[D

�1
�1]�

0

; (3.19)

where D isthe block subm atrix of(1 + e�)�1 ,obtained
by restricting its indicesto range only oversiteson the
block. That leaves only the detC in the norm alization
thatwehaveto dealwith.
To express Q �1 detC in term s ofsubm atrices whose

indices range only oversiteson the block,we m ake use
ofthe factthat

Tr(�B )= 1=

Z

d�
�
d�e

��
�
1�
h� �j�B j�i

= Q
�1 detC

Z

d�
�
d�e

��
�
D

�1
�

= Q
�1 detC detD �1

;

(3.20)

which m eansthat

Q
�1 detC = detD : (3.21)

W ith this we have succeeded in writing down a G aus-
sian form for the coherent state m atrix elem ents of�B
involving only degrees offreedom on the block. Using
the translation m achinery provided by (3.10),we then
establish the exponentiated form

�B = detD exp
nX

i;j

�
log(D �1

� 1)
�

ij
c
y

icj

o

(3.22)

ofChung and Peschel.
At this point,let us rem ark that the above form ula

for �B is ofno practicaluse,ifto �nd the m atrix D ,
we actually haveto evaluate the m atrix (1 + e�),whose
indicesrun overthe entire system ,take itsinverse (1 +
e�)�1 ,and then from this identify the block subm atrix
D . This is essentially whatwas done in Ref.14,where
them atrixparalleltoD �1 � 1 wascom puted num erically,
forthecaseofan environm entequalin sizeto theblock.
Forourproblem ,identifying A � B C �1 B T asD �1 with
the aid ofour analytic relation (B5) allows us to work
with arbitrary,even in�nite,environm entsizes.
Furtherm ore, arm ed with the relationship (3.8) ob-

tained in Section IIIA, we can �nd that the norm al-
ization and m atrix ofcoe�cients appearing in (3.19)in
term softhe block G reen function m atrix G .From

1 + e
� = 1 + G (1 � G )�1 = (1 � G )�1 : (3.23)

we see that D is just (1 � G ) restricted to the block,
i.e.D = 1� G ,and consequently,D �1 = (1� G )�1 .W ith
this,the norm alization constant for �B can be written
as detD = det(1 � G ). For the m atrix ofcoe�cients
(D �1 � 1)in the exponential,weseethat

D
�1

� 1 = (1 � G )�1 � 1 = G (1 � G )�1 : (3.24)

W ith this substitution,the m atrix elem ents of�B now
readsas

h�j�B j�
0
i= det(1 � G )exp

�
�
�
G (1 � G )�1 �0

�
: (3.25)

so that,afterusing (3.10)in reverse translation,we can
read o� the operatorform of�B as

�B = det(1 � G )exp

8
<

:

X

ij

�
logG (1 � G )�1

�

ij
c
y

icj

9
=

;
:

(3.26)

In a suitablebasisdiagonalizing logG (1� G )�1 ,thisbe-
com es

�B = det(1 � G )exp
h

�
P

l
’lf

y

l
fl

i

; (3.27)

where the fl’s are linearcom binationsofcj’s,and ’l is
the associated pseudo-energy (see (3.33)for de�nition).
W ith (3.27),we see that to �nd �B ,we need only cal-
culate the B � B block G reen function m atrix G from
the ground state wavefunction with the aid ofoperators
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localto theblock,and diagonalizeitto determ inefl and
subsequently ’l.
To connect this with the results that we obtained in

Section IIC,letusevaluate the m atrix elem entsforthe
0- and 1-particle sectors of�B . Taylor expanding the
exponentialin (3.27)givesus

�B = det(1 � G )
Y

l

h

1 + (e�’ l � 1)fy
l
fl

i

; (3.28)

and so we seethatthe 0-particlesectorisgiven by

�B ;0 = B h0j�B j0iB = det(1 � G ); (3.29)

while in the basisdiagonalizing �B ,the m atrix elem ents
in the 1-particlesectoraregiven by

B h0jfl�B ;1f
y

l
j0i

B
= det(1 � G )

�

B h0jfl1f
y

l
j0i

B
+

X

l0

(e�’ l0 � 1)B h0jflf
y

l0
fl0f

y

l
j0i

B

�

= det(1 � G )e�’ l

= det(1 � G )
�
G (1 � G )�1

�

ll
:

(3.30)

Thiscom pletesthe proofofourconjectureatthe end of
Section IIthatasam atrix,�B ;1 isrelated toG by (2.20).

E. T he P seudo-Energies ’ l

W ith theclosed-form form ula(3.27)for�B athand,we
are now ready to understand its structure and spectra.
To begin with,we�nd thatthe exponentialform

�B = det(1 � G )exp

2

4
X

ij

�
logG (1 � G )�1

�

ij
c
y

icj

3

5

= det(1 � G )exp

2

4�
X

ij

�ijc
y

icj

3

5 ;

(3.31)

wherewede�ne the m atrix � to be

� = � logG (1 � G )�1 = � logG + log(1 � G ); (3.32)

im plies that the weights and eigenvectors ofthe (F >

1)-particle sectors of�B are determ ined com pletely by
thosein the0-and 1-particlesectors.De�ning thesetof
pseudo-energies

’l= � (logG (1 � G )�1 )ll; (3.33)

for l = 1;:::;B , which are the eigenvalues of �, and
’0 = � logdet(1 � G ),we �nd that the weights ofthe
1-particleblock can be written as

wl= exp[� (’0 + ’l)]; (3.34)

and �B can be written in the form

�B = e
�’ 0 exp

"

�
X

l

’lf
y

l
fl

#

= e
�’ 0 exp[� ~H ]: (3.35)

Inspired by the resem blance of the form of �B to the
density m atrix ofa quantum canonicalensem ble,wecall
~H the pseudo-Ham iltonian.

F. Particle-H ole Sym m etry at H alf-Filling

To com plete our understanding ofthe structure and
spectrum of�B ,wewantto know how sym m etriesofthe
originalproblem arebuiltinto �B .In particular,wewill
consider particle-hole sym m etry on a bipartite lattice,
on which we de�ne a ‘charge-conjugation’operator C ,
with C 2 = 1.20 Theaction ofC on the coordinatespace
ferm ion operatorscan be de�ned to be

C ciC = � (� 1)icyi; C c
y

iC = � (� 1)ici; (3.36)

where (� 1)i is de�ned to be + 1 (� 1) whenever the
site i belongs to the even (odd) sublattice. In a d-
dim ensionalhypercubic lattice,where the site index is
i= fi1;i2;:::;idg,thefactor(� 1)i isrightfully given by
(� 1)i = (� 1)i1+ i2+ ���+ id .
There are two conditions, one on the dispersion re-

lation �k, and the other on the chem ical potential �,
im plied by particle-hole sym m etry. To derive the �rst
condition on thedispersion relation,wenotefrom (3.36)
thatin m om entum space| when thelatticeisa Bravais
lattice| that

C ~c
k
C = � ~cy

�k�Q
; C ~cy

k
C = � ~c

�k+ Q
; (3.37)

where the wavevectorQ is de�ned by eiQ �ri = (� 1)i.21

W e can then check,with (2.9)and (3.37),that

C H C =
X

k

�k~c�k+ Q ~cy
�k�Q

=
X

k0

��k 0�Q ~c
k0+ 2Q

~cy
k0
:

(3.38)

Now,from the de�nition ofQ ,itisclearthat

~c
k0+ 2Q

= N
�1=2

X

j

e
i(k

0
+ 2Q )�rj cj

= N
�1=2

X

j

e
ik

0
�rj[(� 1)j]2 cj = ~c

k0
;

(3.39)

and thus(dropping theprim eon thedum m y wavevector
k0 thatissum m ed over)

C H C =
X

k

��k�Q ~c
k
~cy
k
=
X

k

��k�Q +
X

k

� ��k�Q ~cy
k
~c
k
:

(3.40)
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For tim e-reversalinvariant system s, ��k = �k. Also,
for our choice ofHam iltonian,

P

k
��k�Q =

P

k0
�k0 =

TrH = 0.Thus(3.40)sim pli�esto

C H C =
X

k

� �k+ Q ~c
y

k
~c
k
: (3.41)

Since it is clear from (2.8)and (3.36)that C H C = H ,
(3.41)tellsusthatthedispersion relation associated with
the particle-holesym m etricHam iltonian H m ustsatisfy
the condition

�k+ Q = � �k: (3.42)

Next,to understand how the second condition on the
chem icalpotentialcom es about,let us note the trivial
fact that, since �B is a reduced density m atrix of �0,
for there to be any sense in talking about the m anifes-
tation ofparticle-hole sym m etry in �B ,�0 m ust�rstbe
particle-holesym m etric,i.e.C �0C = �0.W hen �0 isthe
density m atrix ofthe ground state at T = 0,then it is
particle-holesym m etricwhenevertheground statej	 F i

is.Forj	 F ito be particle-holesym m etric,itm usthave
the transform ation property

C j	 F i= �C j	 F i; (3.43)

where �C = � 1 isa phase factorassociated with C .W e
know thatthisissatis�ed only by the half-�lled ground
state. At�nite tem perature,when �0 istaken from the
grand canonicalensem bleand hastheform given in (3.1),
what,ifany,extra conditionsm ustbe satis�ed in order
for�0 to be particle-holesym m etric?
Indeed, there appears to be cause for concern: un-

likeH ,which isinvariantunder‘charge-conjugation’,the
ferm ion num beroperatorF transform sunderC as

C F C =
X

i

C c
y

iciC =
X

i

cic
y

i = N � F; (3.44)

and so for�0 to be particle-holesym m etric,i.e.

C �0C = Q
�1 exp�[H � �(N � F )]= �0; (3.45)

we m usthave� = 0.Fora dispersion relation satisfying
(3.42),� = 0 corresponds to precisely the situation of
half-�lling. At least for the grand canonicalensem ble,
there appearsto be no otherconditionsnecessary for�0
to be particle-holesym m etric.
W ith theseconditionsin m ind,wem ay now proceed to

investigate how particle-hole sym m etry showsup in the
pseudo-energy spectrum (and hencethe spectrum ofthe
block density m atrix �B ).But�rst,wem ustunderstand
how the sym m etry is m anifested in the G reen function
m atrix G ,and its restriction to the block,G . K nowing
from our argum ents above that � = 0,we see that the
m atrix elem entsof~G in m om entum spacesim pli�esto

~Gkk =
1

exp��k + 1
: (3.46)

Furtherm ore,using(3.42),wecan relate ~Gk+ Q ;k+ Q to ~Gkk
by

~Gk+ Q ;k+ Q =
1

exp��k+ Q + 1
=

1

exp(� ��k)+ 1
= 1� ~Gkk:

(3.47)

Thisgivesriseto the condition

Gij = �ij � (� 1)(i�j)Gij (3.48)

that m ust be satis�ed by the m atrix elem ents ofG in
coordinatespace.
Thissam eresultcan bederived m oretransparentlyfor

the specialcase ofT = 0: using the fact that C 2 = 1,
�2
C
= 1,aswellas(3.36)and (3.43),we �nd that

Gij = h	 F jc
y

icjj	 F i

= h	 F jC (C c
y

iC )(C cjC )C j	 F i

= (� 1)i+ jh	 F jcic
y

jj	 F i

= (� 1)i+ j�ij � (� 1)i+ jh	 F jc
y

jcij	 F i

= �ij � (� 1)i+ jGij;

(3.49)

wherewehavem adeuseofthefactthatG issym m etric,
i.e.Gji = Gij.
Since (3.49) is a condition satis�ed by the m atrix el-

em ents ofG individually,it holds just as wellto those
restricted to the block,i.e.G ij. In particular,we note
that(3.49)can actually bewritten asa m atrix equation,
which when restricted to the block readsas

G = 1 � JG J; (3.50)

where J = diag(eiQ �ri)= diag(1;� 1;1;� 1;:::)in coor-
dinatespace,and J2 = 1.
Toappreciatetheim plicationsof(3.50),letusconsider

an eigenvectorj�liofG correspond to theeigenvalue�l,
such that

G j�li= �lj�li: (3.51)

By (3.32),thisisalso the eigenvectorof�B ,with corre-
sponding pseudo-energy

’l= � log�l+ log(1� �l): (3.52)

Using (3.50),we�nd that

G J j�li= (1 � JG J)J j�li

= J j�li� JG J
2
j�li

= J j�li� JG j�li

= J j�li� �lJ j�li

= (1� �l)J j�li;

(3.53)

i.e. the state j�l0i � J j�li generated by particle-hole
sym m etry from j�li is also an eigenvector of G , with
eigenvalue �l0 = (1 � �l). The pseudo-energy ’l0 as-
sociated with j�l0iisthen

’l0 = � log�l0 + log(1� �l0)= � ’l: (3.54)

Itisinteresting to notehow theweightswB ;1;l,being ex-
ponentialsofthepseudo-energies’l,hidethisparticular
aspectofparticle-holesym m etry.
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IV . T H E (F > 1)-PA R T IC LE SEC T O R S

Up to this point, our discussions have been for ar-
bitrary dim ensions. To dem onstrate how the (F > 1)-
particle sectors can be constructed from the 0- and 1-
particle sectors,we specialize to the 1-dim ensionalcase,
wherein the Ferm isea is

j	 F i=
jkj= �n(�=a)Y

jkj= 0

~cy
k
j0i; (4.1)

whereaisthelatticeconstantand �n isthe�llingfraction.
The 2-pointfunctionscan be com puted explicitly as

G�ij =
sin��nji� jj

�ji� jj
: (4.2)

W enow illustratehow toconstructtheweightsand eigen-
vectorsofthe(F > 1)-particlesectorsof�B startingfrom
’0,’l and fl,using the exam pleofB = 3 athalf-�lling.
At half-�lling,�n = 1

2
,the 2-point functions G�ij take

on particularly sim ple values

G �11 = G �22 = G �33 =
1

2
; G �12 = G �23 =

1

�
; G �13 = 0;

(4.3)

with which we �nd,using the m achinery developed in
Section IIB,the0-particleand 1-particlesectorsof�3 to
be

�3;0 = h000j�3j000i= 1

8
� 1

�2 ;

�3;1 =

2

6
4

h100j�3j100i h100j�3j010i h100j�3j001i

h010j�3j100i h010j�3j010i h010j�3j001i

h001j�3j100i h001j�3j010i h001j�3j001i

3

7
5

=

2

6
4

1

8

1

2�

1

�2

1

2�

1

8
+ 1

�2

1

2�

1

�2

1

2�

1

8

3

7
5 :

(4.4)

Diagonalizing these,we�nd

w3;0;1 =
�

1p
8
� 1

�

��
1p
8
+ 1

�

�

; (4.5a)

w3;1;1 =
�

1p
8
+ 1

�

�2
;

w3;1;2 =
�

1p
8
� 1

�

��
1p
8
+ 1

�

�

;

9
>>>>>=

>>>>>;

(4.5b)

w3;1;3 =
�

1p
8
� 1

�

�2
;

and thus

’0 = � log
�

1p
8
� 1

�

��
1p
8
+ 1

�

�

= + 3:74317:::;

(4.6a)

’1 = � log
1p
8
+ 1

�

1p
8
� 1

�

= � 2:94777:::;

’2 = � log1= 0;

9
>>>>>>>>>=

>>>>>>>>>;

(4.6b)

’3 = � log
1p
8
� 1

�

1p
8
+ 1

�

= + 2:94777:::;

Since ’1 = � ’3,we callthese a particle-hole conjugate

pair ofpseudo-energies,and say that’3 isthe particle-
hole conjugate of’1. The eigenvectorsofthe 1-particle
sectorare

f
y

1 =
1

2
c
y

1 +
1p
2
c
y

2 +
1

2
c
y

3; (4.7a)

f
y

2 =
1p
2
c
y

1 �
1p
2
c
y

3; (4.7b)

f
y

3 =
1

2
c
y

1 �
1p
2
c
y

2 +
1

2
c
y

3; (4.7c)

corresponding to ’1,’2 and ’3 respectively.
W e can easily check that the fy

l
’s obey the sam e an-

ticom m utatorrelation asthe cyi’s,i.e.they obey Pauli’s
Exclusion Principle, and so the eigenvectors of the 2-
particlesectorof�3 arecreated by

f
y

1f
y

2 = � 1

2
c
y

2c
y

3 �
1p
2
c
y

1c
y

3 �
1

2
c
y

1c
y

2; (4.8a)

f
y

1f
y

3 =
1p
2
c
y

2c
y

3 �
1p
2
c
y

1c
y

2; (4.8b)

f
y

2f
y

3 = � 1

2
c
y

2c
y

3 +
1p
2
c
y

1c
y

3 �
1

2
c
y

1c
y

2; (4.8c)

with associated pseudo-energies’1+ ’2 = ’1,’1+ ’3 =
0 = ’2 and ’2 + ’3 = ’3 respectively. Here we see
thatbecauseoftheparticle-holesym m etry in theground
statewavefunction,the pseudo-energiesofthe 2-particle
sectorareidenticaltothosein the1-particlesector,which
im pliesthatthe density m atrix weightsofthe 2-particle
sectorareidenticalto thosein the 1-particlesector.
For the 3-particle sector,we �nd that the eigenvec-

tor is created by the operator fy1f
y

2f
y

3 = c
y

1c
y

2c
y

3,associ-
ated with pseudo-energy ’1 + ’2 + ’3 = 0,and hence
w3;3;1 = e�’ 0 = w3;0;1. This m ethod ofgenerating all
(F > 1)-particle sectors, starting from the 0- and 1-
particle sectors,for larger block sizes at various �lling
fractions�n wasveri�ed num erically.
Another m anifestation ofparticle-hole sym m etry is a

queerdegeneracy between weightsin theF -and (F + 2)-
particle sectors.Thiswe understand asfollows:if’l1 +
� � � + ’lF isa weightin theF -particlesector,then in gen-
eralwecan �nd weights(’l1 + � � � + ’lF )+ ’lF + 1

+ ’lF + 2
=

(’l1 + � � � + ’lF )in the(F + 2)-particlesector,where’lF + 1

and ’lF + 2
areparticle-holeconjugatesofeach other.

In fact,from the construction outlined above,we also
know the pattern ofdegeneracy.Forexam ple,forB = 6
athalf-�lling,the pseudo-energiesare ofthe form � ’a,
� ’b,� ’c,’c,’b and ’a,corresponding to the eigen-
states created by f

y

�a ,f
y

�b
,fy�c ,f

y
c,f

y

b
and fya respec-

tively,where’a > ’b > ’c.W ethen seein the3-particle
sectorthatfy

b
f
y

�b
f
y

�a j0iand fycf
y

�c f
y

�a j0ihavethesam e
pseudo-energy of’b� ’b� ’a = ’a = ’c� ’c+ ’a,and
are thus degenerate,whereasfycf

y

�b
f
y

�a j0i is nondegen-
eratewith pseudo-energy ’c � ’b � ’a.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

To sum m arize,in thispaperwe showed thatelem ents
ofthe block density m atrix,(�B )b0b,can be calculated
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as the expectation hK
y

b
K b0i ofa product ofreferencing

operatorsK b and K b0,which are them selvesform ed out
offerm ion operators cj and c

y

j localto the block. By
inspecting them atrix elem ents(�B ;1)ij and G�ij ofthe1-
particlesectorof�B and theblock G reen function m atrix
G respectively forblock sizesup to B = 5,weareled to
a conjecture ofthe closed-form relation (2.20) between
�B ;1 and G .
Adapting the technique thatChung and Peschelused

to calculate the half-chain density m atrix ofa chain of
spinless Bogoliubov ferm ions,we �nd that we can not
only provethisconjecture,butalso derivea closed-form
relation (3.26) between the entire block density m atrix
�B and G , which can also be written in (3.27) as the
exponentialofa pseudo-Ham iltonian ~H . The spectrum
of ~H isgenerated by the independentferm ion operators
f
y

l
,which also generatetheeigenvectorsofG ,and hence

can be determ ined by diagonalizing G . It is am using
to num erically com pute the pseudo-Ham iltonian in real
space. For �n 6= 1

2
,the generic form of ~H (a bilinear in

fc
y

jg and fcig)adm its hopping to allothersites on the
block,aswellasan on-site potential. The sym m etry at
half-�lling ensuresthatthe on-site potentialiszero and
hopping only connectsto the othersublattice.
W e identify three im portantim plications of(3.27)in

form ulatingtruncation schem esbased on �B ,forthepur-
pose of perform ing an RG analysis. Firstly, we note
thatthespectrum of�B iscom pletely determ ined by the
block G reen function m atrix G . It su�ce therefore to
calculate the eigenvectors and eigenvalues in its 0-and
1-particle sectors. The eigenvectors and eigenvalues of
the (F > 1)-particle sectors of �B , if needed, can be
system atically generated from the ferm ion operatorsfy

l

and theirpseudo-energies’l,asillustrated in Section IV.
Thisfactisevidentin Ref.14,butitssigni�cancewasnot
em phasized. Ifone is studying the density m atrix ofa
noninteracting toy m odel(asin thispaper),we have an
enorm oussavingin term sofcom putationaltim e:instead
ofdiagonalizing the entire �B ,which is ofrank O (eB ),
we can diagonalizejustthe 1-particlesector�B ;1,which
isofrank O (B ). Possible objectsofsuch a study could
be:(i)thedistribution ofeigenvalues;18 (ii)errorsin the
dispersion relation dueto truncation;18 and (iii)com par-
ing theproductbasisoftwo blocksoflength B with the
basis ofone block oflength 2B ,to weigh the e�ects of
the correlationsrespectively neglected orincluded.
Secondly,it is highly desirable in RG calculations to

ensurethatthetruncation schem epreservesthesym m e-
tries ofthe target state. Using the speci�c exam ple of
particle-hole sym m etry,we saw in Section IV that�B ;F

and �B ;B �F havethesam esetofweights,and theeigen-
vectorsof�B ;F arerelated,up toaphase,totheeigenvec-
torsof�B ;B �F acted upon by C . Naively,we m ightex-
pectthatto preserveparticle-holesym m etry,allwehave
todoistokeep C jwB ;F;kiin �B ;B �F ifjwB ;F;kiin �B ;F is
kept.However,there ism ore to particle-hole sym m etry.
Underthe action ofC ,the half-�lled ground state j	 F i

goes(up toaphase)back toitself.W ithin theblock,this

globalsym m etry transform ation bringsthe m ixed state
ofthe block back to the sam e m ixed state. Because the
m ixed stateoftheblock doesnothavea de�niteparticle
num ber,particle-holesym m etry isnotm erely a relation
between �B ;F and �B ;B �F . Rather,particle-hole sym -
m etry im poses strict conditions on the spectra of�B ;F

and �B ;F 0,forF;F 0= 0;:::;B .In fact,in Section IIIF,
we elaborated on the condition that particle-hole sym -
m etry im poses on the 1-particle sector. This condition
is m ostintuitive when written in term softhe eigenval-
ues �l ofG orthe pseudo-energies’l,but notim m edi-
ately apparentifwe just stare at the 1-particle density
m atrix weightswB ;1;l. Itistherefore dangerousto base
sym m etry-preserving truncation schem es on �B and its
eigenvaluesalone.
Thisbringsusto the lastofthe im plicationsthatwe

wish to highlight. W hile a toy noninteracting m odelis
studied in thispaper,ourultim ate goalisto addressin-
teractingsystem s,particularly Ferm iliquids.Sincethese
(in theirlow-energylim it)havethesam eeigenstatestruc-
tureasa noninteractingFerm isea (aftera unitary trans-
form ation),their density m atrices also should have the
sam e structure asa noninteracting system .The explicit
form ofthe m any-body density m atrix,as exhibited in
Section III ofthis paper,hints at the proper design of
truncation schem es.Ratherthan independently truncat-
ing in each F -particle sector,we should de�ne the trun-
cated statesusing a setof‘creation operators’which sat-
isfy theusualanticom m utation relations,and quitelikely
these are closely related to the approxim ate quasiparti-
cle creation operators,which should be constructed as
a productofthe renorm alization schem e. W e willhave
m ore discussions on the im plications ofsuch a trunca-
tion schem e based on picking out a set ofappropriate
‘creation operators’for the num ericalstudy ofinteract-
ing system s,the roleofdim ensionality,and com parisons
with the conventionalDM RG ,in a second paper.18

Based on our observations on the pattern of degen-
eracieswithin and between the F -particle sectorsof�B
in Section IV,we realize that ifthe truncation is car-
ried outnaively,thereisa very realdangerofending up
with an inconsistent schem e oftruncation. This prob-
lem occursquitegenerally,atvarious�lling fractionsand
block sizes,butcan bem ostclearly illustrated using our
exam ple ofB = 6 at half-�lling. For exam ple,let us
say that as the result ofa naive truncation,the states
f
y

�a j0i,fy
�b
j0i,fy�c j0iand f

y
c j0iin the1-particlesector

are kept. Exam ining the 2-particle sector,we �nd the
states fy�a f

y
a j0i and f

y

�c f
y
c j0i,which are degenerate in

their pseudo-energies. W e can build up the latter,but
notthe form er,using the 1-particle operatorskept,and
so we should keep the latter but not the form er. Ifwe
truncate the 2-particlesectornaively,then based on the
density m atrix weightsalone we would be probably end
up keepingorthrowingoutboth ofthese2-particlestates.
In fact, the situation for naive truncation is worse,

since the state fy�a f
y

b
j0i has lower pseudo-energy than

f
y

�c f
y
c j0iand willbekeptinstead.W eseethereforethat
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naive truncation islikely to led to inconsistencies:som e
m any-particle states built up from the 1-particle states
kept get thrown out, while other m any-particle states
thatcannotbe builtup from the setof1-particle states
keptend up being retained.Hence,we�nd thatasfaras
particle-conserving m odels are concerned,for any trun-
cation schem e to be consistent,the truncation m ust be
carried outon the 1-particlesectorof�B alone.
Finally, let us rem ark that everything done in this

paper can be trivially extended to the case ofspinfull
ferm ions,so long asthey are noninteracting. Every ob-
jectin ourcalculations,in particulartheFerm iseawave-
function and theblock density m atrix,willm erely in the
spinfullcase be replaced by the direct product oftwo
such objectswith spin-up and spin-down avors.
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A P P EN D IX A :A U T O M A T IN G T H E

N U M ER IC A L C O M P U TA T IO N O F �B

As we saw in Sec.II,each ofthe 2B basis con�gura-
tionsoftheblock correspondsto an operatorK b,so that
(�B )b0b = hK

y

b
K b0i. Therefore,to obtain allm atrix ele-

m entsof�B itsu�ced to autom atethecalculation ofex-
pectationsofan arbitrary string ofcreation/annihilation
operators(each operatoracting on onesite).
First,this form alstring ofoperators m ust be sim pli-

�ed.Through a system aticsetofanticom m utations,itis
broughtto a canonicalform ,such that(a)itisnorm al-
ordered,with one substring ofallcreation operatorsfol-
lowed by onesubstring ofallannihilation operators;and
(b) within each substring the operators are ordered by
thesite.O fcourse,each sitecan appearatm ostoncein
each substring (otherwise itreducesto zero.) A com pli-
cation ofthisstep isthattheresultisgenerally a sum of
m any term sin thecanonicalform ,sinceevery rearrange-
m ent ofthe form c1c

y

1 ! 1 � c
y

1c1 produces two term s
from one.
Next,wenotethatwithin thissum ,onlyterm scontain-

ing a balanced num ber,say n,each ofcreation and anni-
hilation operatorswillcontributeto theexpectation.By
the W ick theorem ,such 2n-pointfunctionsG�i1����in j1���jn

reducesto thedeterm inantofan n � n m atrix,asshown
in (2.14).
Form odelsin whichferm ionnum berF isconserved,we

can further separate �B into the variousF -particle sec-
tors�B ;F beforediagonalization.Thisisparticularly im -

portantly athalf-�lling,forthereexistsgenericdegenera-
ciesbetween statesin di�erentsectors(see Section IV),
and thereisa dangerthata naivediagonalization ofthe
wholem atrix�B willproduceeigenstateswith m ixed par-
ticle num ber.
The lim iting consideration for the whole calculation

is the diagonalization tim e,which is determ ined by the
condition num ber of�B ,rather than array storage. In
general,the condition num ber,which isthe ratio ofthe
largestweightto the sm allestwest,growsexponentially
with system size.18

A P P EN D IX B :B LO C K IN V ER SIO N FO R M U LA

ConsiderasquareN � N sym m etricm atrix M written
in m atrix block form as

M =

�
A B

B T C

�

; (B1)

where A is a square N 1 � N 1 sym m etric m atrix,B is a
N 1 � N 2 non-square m atrix and C isa square N 2 � N 2

sym m etricm atrix.Here N 1 + N 2 = N .
Ifwewritetheinversem atrix M �1 also in them atrix

block form

M
�1 =

�
D E

E T F

�

; (B2)

where D isa square N 1 � N 1 sym m etric m atrix,E isa
N 1 � N 2 non-square m atrix and F isa square N 2 � N 2

sym m etric m atrix,how are D ,E and F related to the
m atrix blocksA,B and C in M ?
Using the factthatM M

�1 = 1,and thus

�
A B

B T C

��
D E

E T F

�

=

�
1N 1�N 1

0N 1�N 2

0N 2�N 1
1N 2�N 2

�

; (B3)

(wherethe subscripts,which willhenceforth be dropped
for notationalclarity,following the 1’s and 0’s indicate
theshapeand sizeofthem atrices)we�nd thefollowing
relationsbetween the m atrix blocksofM and M �1 :

AD + B E
T = 1; (B4a)

AE + B F = 0; (B4b)

B
T
D + C E

T = 0; (B4c)

B
T
E + C F = 1: (B4d)

Solving forD ,E and F in term sofA,B and C ,we�nd
that

D =
�
A � B C

�1
B
T
��1

; (B5a)

E = � A
�1
B
�
C � B

T
A
�1
B
��1

; (B5b)

F =
�
C � B

T
A
�1
B
��1

: (B5c)
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Q
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Q
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y
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cj
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