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Building upon an analytical technique introduced by Chung and Peschel, Phys. Rev. B 64, art.
064412 (2001), we calculated them any-body density m atrix g ofa niteblock ofB sitesw ithin an
In nite system of free spinless ferm ions in arbitrary din ensions. In tem s oftheblock G reen fiinction
matrix G (Whose elem ents are G ; hcyc i, where cY and cy are fermm ion creation and annihilation
operators acting on s@:es iand jw Jtth the block respect:ve]y) the density m atrix can be w ritten as

p = detl G)expl (JogG @ G) )ljcyc ]. O ur resuls suggests that H ibert space truncation
schem es should retain the states created by a subset of the ci’s (in any com bination), rather than
selecting eigenvectors of p independently based on the eigenvalue.
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I. NTRODUCTION

E xact solutions are hard to com e by in m any-body
problem s, and every so often we have to resort to nu-
m erical solutions. The traditional approaches, applied
to nite system s, are exact diagonalization and quantum
M onte Carlo. For quantum lattice m odels of ferm ions,
the form er is constrained by the size ofthe H ibert space,
w hich grow sexponentially w ith the num ber of sites, w hile
the latter is plagued by the h hussign problem’. For
quantum lattice m odels of bosons, the H ibert space is
In nitedin ensional even for nite systems. In either
case, because of the enomm ous com putational com plexity
nvolved, there is no hope of getting to the them ody-
nam ic lin it of n nite system size. In view ofthese di —
culties, one then hopes for the next best thing: approxi-
m ate solutions that captures the essence of the physics.

T his is w here renom alization, grpug G ) @approaches
comes in. In such approach BADBPBRAILL 1 the
approxin ate solution of otherw ise intractable problem s,
the size ofthe H ibert space iskept in check by aggressive
truncation, w ith the hope that the sm allnum ber of states
kept will reproduce the m ore In portant features of the
physics. W hateverthe RG schem g, ultin ately its sucoess
w il lie In how the truncation isdone. Since the quantum —
m echanical state of a block embedded in a larger system
must in general be described by a density m atrix, it is
therefore natural to use i to guide the truncations.

W ih the goalofunderstanding the structure and spec—
trum of the density m atrix, and their im plications on
RG truncation schemes In m ind, Peschel et al calcu—
lated exagtly- the halfchain density m atrix for several
m odels34314 For a chain of coupled ham onic oscilla—
tors and spinless Bogolibov ferm ions, they found that
the halfchain density m atrices can be expressed exactly
as the exponential of a pseudo-H am ittonian, whose spec—
trum is generated by a set of independent bosonic and
ferm Jonic operators respectively. In thispaper, wepursue

theiranalysis further fora system offree soinless ferm ions
to obtain a closed-form fom ula relating the densiy m a—
trix p ofa subsystem and the subsystem G reen function
matrix G (to be de ned in Section {ICi).

T he organization of the paper willbe as ollows: we
will start in Section IT by review ing the density m atrix
form ulation of quantum m echanics, and how the density
matrix p ofa subsystem can be obtained from the den-
sity m atrix (o of the overall system . Follow ing this, we
w il describe an altemative approach to calculating the
density m atrix elem ents as expectations of referencing
operators. W e shall show that the realspace structure,
and the strong signs that point to a closed-form expres-
sion for p, ism ost readily discemed w ithin this alter—
native form ulation. Then, In Section -]It we derive this
closed-form expression for p in tem s of the subsystem
G reen function m atrix G by adapting the technigue put
forward by Chung and P eschel®4 T he existence of such a
relation between p and G tellsusthat gy iscom pletely
determ ined by its 0—and l-particle sectors. W e discuss
the in plications ofthis in Section -'_1\-[:, w here we illustrate
how the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the F > 1)-
sectors of g can be constructed out of the eigenvectors
and eigenvaliues of the 1-particle sector. W e also show
how symm etries of the Ham iltonian that are realized in

p a ect the pattem of degeneracies In the eigenvalues
of these sectors, an understanding of which is im portant
in form ulating a consistent truncation schem e.

II. DENSITY MATRIX OF A FINITE BLOCK

In this section, we rst review the density m atrix no—
tions that w illbe used throughout this paper. Follow ing
thiswe develop the rst ofourtwo pathsto calculate the
density m atrix p for a particular block wihin a large
system ofnon-interacting ferm ions. By analyzing the in—
dex structure of the m atrices involved, we arrived at a
con gcture for a closed—form expression for the 1-particle
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sector of the block density m atrix
block G reen function m atrix G .

g In tem s of the

A . Density M atrix Form ulation of Q uantum
M echanics

In quantum m echanics one distinguishes betw een pure
states, which occur, for exam ple, at T = 0 when the sys—
tem is totally decoupled from the rest of the universe,
and m ixed states, which occur, for example, at T > 0
when the system is in themm odynam ic equilbbrium w ith
the rest ofthe universe. A pure state can be described by
a wavefunction j i In the usual form ulation of quantum
m echanics, whereas a m ixed state cannot. Both type of
states are treated on equal footing In the density m atrix
form ulation of quantum m echanics, In which the state of
a system isdescribbed by a density m atrix  (see, orex—
ample, Ref. :_1-5) . In this form ulation of quantum m echan—
ics, the expectation ofan operator A in a state described
by ( isgiven by

Mi= Tr(A): 2J)

If the state so descridbed is pure, ie. given in the usual
form ulation by the wavefunction j i, so that lAi =
h Aji then tisclearthat = jih j

In this paper, we shallbem ainly interested iIn a nite
subsystem ofB sites, which we call the block, em bedded
w ithin a Jarger system ofN sites, w ith periodicboundary
conditions in d dim ensions. T he latter can then be taken
to the them odynam ic lm it of In nie number of sites,
ie.N ! 1 . The system m inus the block is called the
environm ent of the block. Ifthe overall system isknown
to be In a pure state j i, then in general the quantum -
m echanical state of the block cannot be described by a
pure state wavefiinction. Instead, the m ixed state ofthe
block must be described by a block density m atrix g
(see argum ents In Ref. :_l-é), so de ned that

Mi= Tr(gA); 22)

if the operator A acts entirely w ithin the block.

T here are two useful form ulas to relate the block den—
sity m atrix p to the densiy m atrix o ofthe entire sys—
tem . The rsl:_ﬁgrmu]a,v_vpjch wew illused in Section :EZ-I;t,
Pllows from @.1) and @3). Using the subscripts B and
E respectively to m ake the trace over the degrees of free—
dom associated w ith the block and its environm entm ore
explicit, we can rew rite 1) as

mi= Tr( 0A)=TrB;E (oA): (2.3)

Since A doesnot act on the environm ent, we can trivially
trace over environm ental degrees of freedom to get
Mi=Tny fTx (o)]Ag: 24)

C om paring this w ith C_Z-;z),we nd a consistent expecta—
tion for A whether it is taken over the entire system or

Just over the block, if the block density m atrix is de ned
as

B=Tm (o): (2.5)

The second form ula or z allowsusto write down its
m atrix elem ents explicitly when the overall system is In
a pure state. To arrive at this formula, ket us rst note
that any pure state of the overall system can be w ritten
asji= b FiEi, where Ji is a com plkte orthonom al
(m any-body) basis for the block, and .1 is the (unnor-
malized) state of the environm ent associated with the
state Pi on the block. Using this om Hr jiin @1),
we nd that

X
Mi=  hejoA Pigei= Tn (5A) 2.6)
b;b°
if the block density m atrix p is de ned such that
(B )b = heppoi; 2.7)

ie.them atrix elem ent of 5 between Piand i isnone
other than the overlap between their associated environ—
m ental states §,1 and Bpei.

B . Free Spinless Ferm ions

Let us now apply @.1) to calulate the block density
m atrix from the ground state ofa ring of N ! 1 free
spinless ferm dons, the sin plest realization ofwhich is de—
scribed by a translhationally-invariant H am iltonian w ith
nearest-neighbor hopping
X
H= t
hiji

ey + ey ; 28)

where ¢, and ¢ are the fom jon annhilation and creation
operators acting on site i, and hiji runs once over each
pair of neighbor sites.
T he Ham iltonian given in 6_2-;2-‘3‘) is diagonalin m om en—
tum space, and can be w ritten as
X
TR

H = (2.9)

Here
(2.10)

are them om entum space annihilation and creation oper-
ators, r; isthe position of site i, and  the sihgleparticle
energy associated w ith wavevector k. T he ground state
of such a system is just a Ferm isea

Y
s Pi;

k lled

jri= @11)



where {i is the vacuum , and the product is over the
w avevectors inside the Femn i surface.

Asnoted in {2.7), when the ground state w avefunction
iswritten as j pi= , PiBpi, the block density m a—
trix elem ents are ( g )Jpop = heyBi. W hen dealing with
a nite block and an in nite environm ent, it m akes no
sense to evaluate these environm ental overlaps by rst
calculating #,1 and $Bpi. Instead, we nd that it possi-
ble to evaluate such environm entaloverlapsw ith the help
of operator products that are de ned entirely w ithin the
block. To do so, ¥t us rst write the m any-body states
Ji on the block in the occupation num ber representation
as pi= hnd 5 i where n? = 0 or 1 depending on
w hether the site j on the block is em pty or occupied in
the state Ji. W e then de ne the referencing operators

¥
sz
J=1

nSe.d ;

37973 @12)

b
n3c; + 1

such that thee ect ofK , actihhg on a state 1 isK p, PPi=
e Pig , where Pip is the reference state for which all
sites on the blog are empty. Letting Ky, act on j g i
givesKpj ri= LwKpPifwi= Pi; pi. Hence, in
term s of the operators K , and their oonjlgatesKg, the
density m atrix elem ents are found to be

(5)oo=Penpi=h r K Kpj pi= K Kyi:
213)

From the way the operators K, are de ned, we know
that p isrealand symm etric. Furthem ore, ( g )pop Van—
ishes if the states Pi and i do not contain the sam e
num ber of ferm ions F . C onsequently, the non—zero m a—
trix elem ents of g are found in a totalof B + 1) sub—
m atrices along the diagonal, corregoonding to the various
F -particle sectors, forF = 0,1, :::, B . We shallcall
such subm atrices g x , and their elgenvalues the density

C . ConZ¥cture Based on Index Structure

In general, for a block of B sites, there are a total
of 22 Ky, operators we need to w rite down explicitly to
calculate the 28 density m atrix elem ents. For large
blocks, this is extrem ely tedious and hasto be autom ated
(see A ppendix r_uA-"), but for an allblocks, it isnot di cul
to work out exact expressions for ( g ) In term s of the
2n-point functions

Gy hogi; @ 14a)
_ . 2 Gy Gy |
G = hcdgoi= (1) 2 G G 2 14b)
G ikim n I’C&jfcgcﬁcl% G i
36 1) Gin Gim Gun
= (12 Gy Gy Gy i (214c)

le Gkrn Gkn

and so forth, where i; 3;k; 1; = 1;:::;B aresiteson the
block. A s shown explicitly above, the 2n-point functions
Gi i3 . W Ik factorizes into sum s of products of 2—
point functions G ;5 for our non-interacting system , w ith
an overall form ion factor of ( 1)2® D=2 |

At this point ket us note that since the 2-point func—

tions G ;5 are labelled by two indices, it is convenient to
organize them into a system G reen function matrix G
given by
2 3
G 186 Gip+1 G
G 285G Gog+1 G
G = Gg, —Gpp Gyp4a —Gpgi
GB+11 B+]%B+1B+1 B +/IN
4 : . P 5
Gy Gy G r+1 —Gyn
(2.15)
ofwhich
2 3
G111 G2 186
§G21 G2 ZBG%
G = . @216)
4 . . . 5
Gg1 Gay —Gpp

is its restriction to the block. W e callG the block G reen
function m atrix. A's a result of the translational invari-
ance of H, G is also translationally invariant. In real
space, this m eans that its m atrix elem ents G5 = Gy =

}ﬂi’cji are functionsonly ofr; ry.W hen G is restricted
to the block to give G , how ever, this translational invari-
ance is lost due to the fact that the presence of a block
In the system allows an unam biguous de nition of the
origin. . .

Anyway, from ©.12) and {2.13), we see on the one
hand that (5 ) can be written as sum s of 2n-point
finctions | which them selves factor into sum s of prod—
ucts of 2-point functions | and so we nd that ( g )y
areallfunctions ofG ;. O n the otherhand, the 1-particle
sectorof g containsm atrix elem ents ( g )y connecting
the states Pi and i, which contain one particle each
at sites, say, i and j respectively. T herefore, the m atrix
elaments within g ; may be indexed using i and j in—
stead ofb and ¥°. D iligently w riting dow n the polynom il
expressions

® @)
(Ba)iy= i34, Gk T
kil
® @)
ki k1L CkiuCrn T +
kikz;
5Ll
xB
B) G .
Hk kL 1%kih G, 7
ki j:isks 7
Ljls

227)



we nd that: @) the coe cients SLI xy are inde—

pendent of i and j; and () indices other than i and j
alv ays appear in pairs, as if they are summ ed over.

E xhaustively com paring the m atrix elements of 5 ;;
and powers of G for2 B 5,we nd that

Ea=G+G? GTrG)+
G’ G’TrG) £ TrG?) [IrG)F G+
¢ G’trG) I TrG*) W©rG)F G°
iTrG’) 1TrG)TrG*)+ trrG)’] G +
(2.18)

W hat is m ost fascinating about this series is that for
B = 2, £12) and @.13) tellusthat 5, can beatmost
0 G?), shoe its matrix elem ents never contain tem s
w ith m ore than two creation and annihilation operators
each. Yet @18) is perfectly vald orB = 2, because
term s higher order in G vanish. ForB = 3 and B = 4,
we nd sinilarly that tem s higher order than 0 G 3)
and O G *) vanishes, respectively. If we concture that
©.18) gives the lading tem s to an in nite series that
holds true forallB > 5, then we can factorize it into

pa= G+G*+G°+ )

exp TrG + 1G°+ 367+ 1) (219)

N oting that the serdes nsidethetraceisjust log G),

©19) can be com pactly w ritten as

a=G@ G)'det@ G): 2 20)

ITII. DERIVATION AND PROPERTIES OF

In passing from é;l-_g) to [2:2:(1), a leap of faith was re—
quired, and it would appear forbiddingly di cul to actu-
ally prove {_2:2_(1) for arbitrary block sizesB , by the alge—
braicm anpulationsused in Section :l-Z[_-C_: . Fortunately, an
altemate technique introduced by Chung and P eschef4
can be adapted and extended for calculating the density
m atrix ofa nie block, although it com es with is own
set of technicaldi culties. Tt tums out that ifthe whole
system were In the Fermm isea ground state, the derivation
would require the inversion of singular m atrices. In the
end, the singularities do cancel and give a welkde ned
answer, but a regularization is needed to avoid diver-
gences In the interm ediate steps. The m ost naturalway
to do so would be to generalize our problem to nonzero
tem perature, in which casethelim £ T ! 0 then provides
the needed reqularization 19

In essence, the calculations is jist that ofevaluating a
G aussian integralw ith the usualshift in integration vari-
ables. However, because we are dealing w ith fermn ons,
w hose creation and annihilation operators anticom m ute
rather than commute, addiional m achinery is needed
to accom plish the feat of G aussian integration. A fter
casting the system density matrix ( as a G aussian of

the ferm ion operators, we introduce ferm ionic coherent
states w ith the aid of anticom m uting G rassn ann vari-
ables. The m atrix elem ents of ( between such coherent
states, obtained via a translation m achinery, are sim i~
larly of G aussian form , but are now easier to handlk. A

G aussian integration over the environm ental degrees of
freedom then yields elem ents of the block density m atrix

B , ©llow ng w hich reverse translation gives p proper.

A . ExponentialFormm for o

To get the calculations undemway, we consider the
grand-canonical T > 0 density matrix ( of the over-
allsystam that theblock isembedded In. A salways, this
is given by

o=0 !
};;here %=kB T, isthe chem icalpotential, and F

LGS = ;Cic isthe ferm ion num ber operator. T he
prefactorQ ' in {3.1) is just the reciprocalof the grand
partition function, to ensure that Tr( ¢) = 1.

T he notations can be m ade m ore com pact ifwe intro—

exp[ F)l @31

duce the m atrices and its Fourier transform =, such
that
P P
0=0Q texp . g =0 'exp | kS
32)
where we have m ade use of the fact that H F, and

hence 7, is diagonal in m om entum space. The m atrix
elementsof canbereado from (2.8) as

8
2 Ii=3;
= 5 t; ifiand j are nearest neighbors; (3.3)
©0; otherw ise,
while those of ~ can be read o from (2-_:9:) as
“kk = Ex; (34)

where E k k
relative to .

In order to prove our con gcture @;2_(1), it is clear that
we need to somehow relate to G. To do this, let us
note that since G is transhtionally invariant, its Fourier
transform G isdiagonalin m om entum space, w ith m atrix
elem ents given In the grand-canonicalensam bl as

is the singleparticle energy m easured

1
Gk = i= ———; 35
o h{ckl exp Ex+ 1 8-)
observing which we nd that
h i,
Gkx = exp (Tkx) exp (Txx) + 1 (3.6)

But since both G and ~ are diagonalm atrices, we have
the relation

e =60 G)?t; @7



where e is the m atrix exponentialof ~.

O foourse, G and G correspondsm erely to them atrix of
the sam e H ibert space operatorevaluated in two diferent
bases, and the same is true of and ~. A s such, the
m atrix relation {3.7) between € and G holds true fre
and G aswell, ie.we have

e =G0 G)': 338)

B. Key Fom ulas Involving G rassm ann V ariables

In the next stage of our derivations, we need to m ake
use of G rasan ann variables. These are anticom m uting
cnum bers fam iliar in the context of eld theory (see for
exam ple, Ref. :_l-z:) . If ; and ;5 are G rassm ann variables,
where i6 j, thenwehave ; = jiand ?= 0=

32-. T he purmpose of Introducing these is to de ne the
ferm ionic coherent states

P
Ji= 312 wi=exp Lad Pl B9
which are eigenstates of the ferm ion annihilation opera—
tors, ie.q Ji= ; J 1. The value of coherent states in
general is that one can replace the m anipulation ofnon—
com m uting operators by the m anipulation of cnum ber
m atrix elem ents. In the present case of ferm ions, anti-
com m uting operators m ay be m ade to com m ute by the
Insertion of G rassn ann coe cients.
T here are three key form ulas invoking G rassm ann al
gebra that we need forthe derivations in this section. T he
rst involves the m atlgtix elem ent of an exponentiated bi-
linear operatorexp .., i3CiC; between form jonic co-
herent states j i and j i, given by
hp i
i3 ijczcj ] Oi: exp i3 e )ij i (j) ’
(3.10)

P
h jexp

where e isthe exponentialofthem atrix . The second
form ula expresses the trace of an operatorA asa G rass—
m ann Integralover is coherent state m atrix elem ents as

z Y p
Tr@) = d die

i

fiih Aji:  (341)

T he third fom ula that we would need is the G aussian
Integral over G rasam ann variables,

z Y p
d;die s %% % = detA: 312)

i

T he strategy then would be to evaluate the m atrix el-
ementsof o n B2) usihg GB.1J), Hllow the prescription
n @- ;E{) where w e trace over the environm entaldegrees of
freedom using 3.11), and then use {3.10) in reverse to re—
cover p from its coherent state m atrix elem ents. B efore

we do so, ket us st tidy up the notations by relabelling
the coherent states as

j oi= J1 B 1 N B 1
P 5 Py s (3.13)
= exp =1 iC\i/ =1 jc;.’ 1i
where = f 1;:::; 3 g are G rassn ann coordinates asso—

ciated w ith sites on the block, and = f 1;:::5; §y 8 O
are G rassn ann coordinates associated w ith sites In the
environm ent.

C. M atrix B lock Form

Seeing that ( iswritten in C_B-;Z) as the exponential of
a ql,lald_rau'c form with coe cientm atrix , wem ake use
of {3.10) to write down its m atrix elem ent between the
ferm ionic coherent states § iand j ° % asa Gaussian
In G rassm ann variables:

(3.14)

Ourtask now isto derivethem atrix elem entsof y in the
sam e G aussian form , after tracing out the environm ent.
To nd the matrix ekments h j g j i of the density

matrix p on the block of B sites, we use @.11) and
perform a partial trace over the environm ent to give

z
higj%= d de T h F,3°1
zZ
=0! 4 d
o 00 0
01
0
exp e
Z
=0le ' 44
0
exp QL+ e)

(3.15)

Follow Ing this we m ust express these m atrix elem ents in
a form thatwould allow usto trace over the environm ent.
Todo so, ktus rstwrite (1 + e ) In m atrix block form
as

A B

+ e =
1+e BT C

(3.16)

where A is the B B block subm atrix, cbtained by re—
stricting the indices i and j of (I + e ) In coordinate
space to range only over sites on the block, C is the
N B) N B) environment sulm atrix, obtained by
restricting the indices i and j of 1 + e ) to range only
over sites In the environm ent, and B isthe B (N} B)



decoherence sulm atrix of (1 + e ), obtaihed by restrict—
ng 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. TracingDown o

W ith @1¥) and (314), the block density m atrix ele-
m ents can then be w ritten as
Z

hjpi%i=0Q te @D ° 4§ ge & B c

(3.17)

Here we have m ade use of the fact that since the G rass—
m ann variables occur quadratically in each term in the
exponential, they com m ute w ith one anotherand wem ay
thus factor the exponential as if i is an exponential of
cnum bers.
By perform ing a shift of the integration variables

and , and then evaluating the G rassn ann G aussian
integralusing (3.14), we nd that

1

hjgjl=0 detce B LBEC "B1°.  31g
which paralkls Eq. (14) in Ref.{14. From {3.18), we see
that the expression forh jg J % involves only the G rass—
m an coordinates ; and f associated w ith sites on the
block. This isgood. But it also involve the decoherence
subm atrix B as well as the environm ent subm atrix C,
w ith the latter appearing both in the exponentialaswell
as In the nom alization constant. These m atrices have
Indices that range over sites outside the block, which we
are supposed to have traced out and gotten overw ith.

Indeed, this m ust have been successfully done, since
A 1 BC 'BT isaB B matrix whose indices range
only over sites on the block. In fact, using B5) n Ap-
pendix :B' we can express thism atrix entirely in temm s of
subm atrices on the block, and w rite @.18) as

hisj%=0 'detce P~ 1% (3.19)

where D is the block subm atrix of (L + e ) ', obtained
by restricting its indices to range only over sites on the
block. That laves only the detC in the nom alization
that we have to dealw ith.

To express Q ! detC in tem s of subm atrices w hose
Indices range only over sites on the block, we m ake use
of the fact that

z
Tr(g)=1= d de *h Jpiji
zZ
=0 ldetc d de P (320)
=Q ! detC detD ?;
which m eans that
Q ! detC = detD : @21)

W ith this we have succeeded In writing down a G aus—
sian form for the coherent state m atrix elem ents of 5
nvolving only degrees of freedom on the block. Using
the transktion m achinery provided by B.10), we then
establish the exponentiated form

nx o

= detD exp gD ! 1) . dec B22)

]

of Chung and P eschel.

At this point, ket us rem ark that the above ormula
for p is of no practical use, if to nd the matrix D,
we actually have to evaluate thematrix (L + e ), whose
Indices run over the entire system , take its inverse (1 +
e ) !, and then from this identify the block subm atrix
D . This is essentially what was done In Ref. :_L-l_i, where
them atrix paralleltoD * 1 wascom puted num erically,
for the case of an environm ent equal In size to the block.
For our problem , dentifyingA  BC 'BT asD ! with
the aid of our analytic relation B5) allow s us to work
w ith arbitrary, even in nite, environm ent sizes.

Furthem ore, arin_e_d_wjth the relationship {_I-%_.-Ei) ob—
tained iIn Section ITIA!, we can nd that the nom al
ization and m atrix of coe cients appearing in (3_-_ .i9:} n
term s of the block G reen fiinction m atrix G . From

l+e =1+G6@d G)*=a 6)* (323)
we see that D is just I G) restricted to the block,
ie.D =1 G,andconsequently,D ' = (@ G)*!.W ith
this, the nom alization constant for p can be w ritten
asdetD = det@ G). For the matrix of coe cients
© ! 1) in the exponential, we see that
D' 1=@ c)! 1=ca G)? (3.24)

W ith this substitution, the m atrix elem ents of g now
reads as
ca G)! °:

hipj’i= det@ G)exp 325)

so that, after using :3 -d) In reverse translation, we can

read o the operator b of B as

8 9
<X =
= det@ G)exp. gG @M G)!* ijcgcj‘

(326)

In a suitable basis diagonalizing logG (I G) I, thisbe-
com es
h p i

=det@l G)exp R 327)
w here the f;’s are linear com binations ofc 's,and ’ ; is
the associated pseudo-energy (see q_3.33) br de nition).
W ith {_3_.2_’2 we see that to nd 3, we need only cal-
culate the B B block G reen function matrix G from
the ground state wavefunction w ith the aid of operators



localto the block, and diagonalize it to detem ine f; and
subsequently ' ;.

To connect this w ith the results that we obtained in
Section :_T_[C_:, ket us evaluate the m atrix elem ents for the
0-and l-particle sectors of p . Taylr expanding the
exponentialin 327) givesus

Yy h i
g =det@ G) 1+ ' ' DLE'f; ; (328)
1
and so we see that the O-particle sector is given by
0= p0js Piy = det@® G); 329

w hile in the basis diagonalizing 5 , the m atrix elem ents
In the 1-particle sector are given by

g0 8 ;1ffj)iB det@ G) s hOjfl]lfijiB +

X
e
lO

det@ Gle

det@ G) @ G)?

1)s WO oty Py

nt
(3.30)

T his com pletes the proof of our con fcture at the end of
Section ITthatasam atrix, g, isrelated toG by 220).

E. The PseudoEnergies '

W ith the closedom mul G27) or 5 athand,we
are now ready to understand is structure and spectra.
To beginh wih, we nd that the exponential form

2 3
X
5 =detl G)exp4 ogG@d G)'? ljcfcj5
ij
2 3
X
=det@l G)exp4 j_jczch ;
ij
(331)
where we de ne them atrix to be
= gGd G)!= bgG+bgl G); (332)

In plies that the weights and eigenvectors of the F >

1)-particle sectors of p are determ ined com pletely by
those in the 0—and 1l-particle sectors. D e ning the set of
pseudo-energies

71= (oG @ G)')u; (333)
forl= 1;:::;B, which are the elgenvalues of , and
'y = Iogdet(l G), we nd that the weights of the

1l-particle block can be w ritten as

wi=expl (ot "1} 334)

and p can be wrtten in the fom

" #
X

’

,
B =e °exp Tff =e

1

Sexp[ H']: (335)

Inspired by the resesmblance of the form of y to the
density m atrix ofa quantum canonicalensamble, we call
H" the pseudo-H am iltonian.

F. Particle-H ole Symm etry at H alf¥ illing

To com plete our understanding of the structure and
soectrum of  , wewant to know how sym m etries ofthe
orighalproblem arebuilt into p . In particular, we will
consider particlke-hole symmetry on a bipartite lattice,
on which we, de ne a tharge-conjigation’ operator C,
with €2 = 129 The action ofC on the coordinate space
ferm ion operators can be de ned to be
( Dig;

CgC = (1'; cdc= 3 (3.36)
where ( 1)! is de ned to be +1 ( 1) whenever the
site i belongs to the even (odd) sublattice. In a d-

din ensional hypercubic lattice, where the site index is

(b= (pErEr

There are two conditions, one on the dispersion re—
lation ¢, and the other on the chem ical potential ,
in plied by particlkehole symm etry. To derive the _rst
condition on the dispersion relation, we note from (3.36)
that in m om entum space | when the Jattice isa B ravais
lattice | that

CegC= &, CeC= e, 337)
where the wavevector Q is de ned by e * = ( 1)t ey
W e can then check, with {2.9) and (.37), that

X
CHC = KCiig €y o = K9 Q oy pg Got
x KO
(338)
Now, from the de nition ofQ , it is clear that
_ . 0
S0 o = N 1=2 ik 20) 5 c
j
1=2 ik® n j (3:39)
=N e 1 1P e = g

J

and thus (dropping the prin e on the dum m y w avevector
k° that is sum m ed over)

X X X

CHC = Ko 66 = Ko +

Ko §&:
(3.40)



For tin exeversal invariant syst@ns, kK = - A Iso,

for our choice of H am iltonian, ko =

s k ko kO =
TrH = 0. Thus (§:4Q) sin pli esto
X
CHC = k0 66 341)

k

Since i is clear from {2.8) and (3.36) that CHC = H,
@3 41) tellsusthat the digpersion relation associated w ith
the particle-hole symm etric H am ittonian H m ust satisfy
the condition
k+Q = k: (3.42)
N ext, to understand how the second condition on the
chem ical potential com es about, lt us note the trivial
fact that, shce p is a reduced density matrix of o,
for there to be any sense in talking about the m anifes-
tation of particle-hole symmetry n 5, o must rstbe
particle-hole symm etric, ie.C ¢C = (.W hen  isthe
density m atrix of the ground state at T = 0, then it is
particle-hole sym m etric whenever the ground state j ¢ 1
is. For j r i to be particle-hole symm etric, i m ust have
the transform ation property

Cjijri= c¢cJri; (343)
where ¢ = 1 isa phase factorassociated with C . W e
know that this is satis ed only by the half- lled ground
state. At nite tem perature, when ( is taken from _tpe
grand canonicalensem bl and hasthe om given in 3.1),
what, if any, extra conditions m ust be satis ed in order
for ( to be particle-hole symm etric?

Indeed, there appears to be cause for concem: un-—
like H , which is nvariant under tharge-conjigation’, the
ferm ion num ber operator F transform sunder C as

X X
CFC = CcgC = cc =N F; 344)
i i
and so for  to be particle-hole symm etric, ie.
C oCc=0Q "exp H N F)l= o; (345

wemust have = 0. For a dispersion relation satisfying
@;4:2), = 0 corresoonds to precisely the situation of
half- lling. At least for the grand canonical ensamble,
there appears to be no other conditions necessary for o
to be particle-hole sym m etric.

W ih these conditions in m iInd, wem ay now proceed to
nvestigate how particle-hole symm etry show s up In the
pseudo-energy spectrum (@and hence the spectrum ofthe
block density m atrix ). But rst, wem ust understand
how the symm etry is m anifested in the G reen function
m atrix G, and its restriction to the block, G . Know ing
from our argum ents above that = 0, we see that the
m atrix elem ents of G In m om entum space sin pli es to

1

Gxx = :
Kk rt+ 1

(3.46)

Furthem ore, using é;4:2), we can relate Gy g x+ o 0 Gkk
by

1 1
G, ; = = =1 Gkk:
FPOETe T exp g+ 1 exp( )+ 1 K
(347)
T his gives rise to the condition
Giyy= 15 ( 1) Gij (3.48)

that must be satis ed by the m atrix elements of G in
coordinate space.

T his sam e result can be derived m ore transparently for
the special case of T = 0: usihg the fact that C? = 1,

2 = 1,aswellas 8.36) and 843),we nd that
Giy=h rciri
=hp£ CC)CcCICTri
= (D"’ hrRdiri
= l)i+jij ( 1)i+thj3\j(CijFi
i (D Icy;

(349)

w here we havem ade use of the fact that G is sym m etric,
ie. Gji = .G.ii'

Since {3.49) is a condition satis ed by the m atrix ek
em ents of G Individually, i holds jist as well to those
restricted to the blodk, ie. G iy. In particular, we note
that @24:9) can actually be w ritten as a m atrix equation,
which when restricted to the block reads as

G=1 JGJ; (3.50)

where J = diagE® %) = diag@; 1;1; 1;::
dinate space, and J% = 1. L
To appreciate the in plications of (3.5(), ket us consider

an eigenvector j 11 0of G corresoond to the elgenvalie ,
such that

:) In coor—

G Jii= 13J.i: (351)

By (. :2), this is also the eigenvector of g , with corre-
soonding pseudo-energy

"1= g 1+ gl J): 3.52)
U sing @::Q),we nd that
GJdi.i= @ JGJI)TJ.i
=J91 JGJ?5.i
=Jj.i JG J.i (3.53)
=JJjid 193
=@ 1JJaii;

ie. the state j pi J j 11 generated by particle-hole
symm etry from 711 is also an eigenvector of G, wih
eigenvalie p = (1 1). The psesudo-energy ' p as—
sociated w ith j pi is then

"p= Ilog p+ log(l p)= 7 (3.54)

Tt is interesting to note how the weightswg ;1;1, being ex—
ponentials of the pseudo-energies ’ 1, hide this particular
aspect of particlke-hole sym m etry.



Iv. THE (F > 1) PARTICLE SECTORS

Up to this point, our discussions have been for ar-
birary dim ensions. To dem onstrate how the E > 1)-
particle sectors can be constructed from the 0-and 1-
particle sectors, we specialize to the 1-din ensional case,
wherein the Fermm isea is

kFe( =a)
jri= s Pi; @.1)
kFO0
where a isthe lattice constant and n isthe 1ling fraction.
T he 2-point finctions can be com puted explicitly as

sih nj  Jj
i3
W enow illustratehow to construct the weightsand eigen—
vectorsofthe > 1)-particle sectorsof p starting from
"o, "1 and f;, using the exam ple ofB = 3 at half- 1ling.

At half- lling, n = %, the 2-point functions G i take
on particularly sim ple values

G 42)

ij =

Gip=Gy3= li Gi3= 0;
43)

— — - 1.
G11=G2=Ggz3= 37

with which we nd, using the machery developed in
Section :;[_Bf, the O-particle and l-particle sectorsof 3 to
be

30 = H0003 3 P00i= ¢ &;
2 3
h1007 59.001 h100j 3P10i h1007 3D014

24 = 310109 55,001 10109 5P101 HOL0 3 POLL

h0017j 33001 h001j 3P101i h001j3P01L (4 4)
21 1
8 2 2
7
_ 61 1 101 /.
= gz— gt 7 75
1 1 1
z 2 8
D iagonalizing these, we nd
W3;0;1 = Pl—g L 191—54-l ; (4 5a)
9
2
W3;1;1 = pl_g + L ’ E
Winp = Bs L B+l (4 5b)
W33 = P T g ’
and thus
o= g s L P+ = +374317::;
9 4 6a)
i
ry= ]og17= 294777 ::3;
£ 1
8 b3
",= logl= 0; (4 6b)
pl_g 1
ry= log T = +294777 ::3;
i ,

Sihce "1 = '3, we call these a partick-hok conjugate
pair of pseudo-energies, and say that ’ 3 is the particle-
hole conjugate of 7 ; . T he eigenvectors of the 1-particle
sector are

£ = 3¢+ $55 + 33 @.7a)
£ = & Bcl; (4.7p)
£=3d #5g+ 3¢ @.7c)

corresponding to ’ 1, ' 2 and ’ 5 respectively.

W e can easily check that the f)’s obey the sam e an-
ticom m utator relation as the ci’ s, ie. they obey Pauli’s
Exclusion Principle, and so the eigenvectors of the 2-
particle sector of ;3 are created by

ge- Ldd Add i asa
g shdd dd; @ 80)
g6- idd+Add i @so

w ith associated pseudo-energies’ 1+ ", = "1, "1+ "3 =
0= ",and ', + "3 = '3 regpectively. Here we see
that because ofthe particle-hole sym m etry in the ground
state wavefuinction, the pseudo-energies of the 2-particle
sector are iddenticalto those In the 1particle sector, w hich
In plies that the densiy m atrix weights of the 2-particle
sector are identical to those in the l-particle sector.

For the 3-particle sector, we nd that the eigenvec-
tor is created by the operator £/ £ f] = c g c;, assoct
ated w ith pseudo-energy 1 + ', + "3 = 0, and hence
W3z = € ° = Wsy;. Thismethod of generating all
EF > 1l)particle sectors, starting from the 0- and 1-
particle sectors, or larger block sizes at various ling
fractions n was veri ed num erically.

A nother m anifestation of particle-hole symm etry is a
queer degeneracy between weights in theF —and E + 2)-
particle sectors. This we understand as ollow s: if 7 1, +

+ 'isa weight in the F -particle sector, then in gen—
eralwecan ndweights (" 4, + tI+ e, =
(s t J In the F + 2)-particle sector, where’ . |
and ’ ;. ,, are particle-hole conjugates of each other.

In fact, from the construction outlined above, we also
know the pattem ofdegeneracy. For exam ple, forB = 6
at half- lling, the pseudo-energies are of the fom /.,

"or Ter'cr'p and ’ ., corresponding to the eigen—
states created by £Y, , £, £',, £¥, £ and fY respec—
tively,where’ . > " > ' .. W e then see In the 3-particlke
sector that £7£Y, £7, Piand £Y£”, £', Pihavethe same
pssudoenergyof’y, 'y ‘a='s=": 't '5,and
are thus degenerate, whereas £Y£*, £/, i is nondegen-

14 14

erate w ith pseudo-energy ’ . b a-

V. CONCLUSIONS

To summ arize, In this paper we showed that elem ents
of the block density m atrix, ( g )y, can be calculated



as the expectation K gK wi of a product of referencing
operators K ,, and K o, which are them selves form ed out
of ferm jon operators ¢; and ¢ Ical to the block. By
Inspecting the m atrix elem ents ( g ;1)i3 and G ;5 ofthe 1-
particle sectorof z and theblock G reen finction m atrix
G respectively forblock sizesup to B = 5, we are led to
a conpcture of the closed—form relation {2:2:(1) betw een
B;l and G .

A dapting the technigque that Chung and Peschel used
to calculate the halfchain density m atrix of a chain of
soinless Bogoluibov ferm ions, we nd that we can not
only prove this concture, but also derive a closed—fom
relation {3.26) between the entire block density m atrix

5 and G, which can also be written in {327) as the
exponential of a pseudo-H am iltonian H' . T he spectrum
of H' is generated by the independent ferm ion operators
fly, w hich also generate the eigenvectors ofG , and hence
can be detem Ined by diagonalizing G . It is amusing
to num erically com pute the pseudo-H am ittonian in real
space. Forn € %, the generic om of H' (a bilinear in
fcgg and fc;g) adm its hopping to all other sites on the
block, as well as an on-site potential. The symm etry at
half- lling ensures that the on-site potential is zero and
hopping only connects to the other sublattice.

W e dentify three in portant im plications of {j3:2:7.) n
form ulating truncation schem esbased on y , forthe pur-
pose of perform ng an RG analysis. Firstly, we note
that the spectrum of p is com pltely determ ined by the
block Green function matrix G. Ik su ce therefPre to
calculate the eigenvectors and eigenvalues in its 0— and
l-particle sectors. The eigenvectors and eigenvalues of
the F > 1)-particle sectors of p, if needed, can be
system atically generated from the ferm ion operators fy
and their pseudo-energies ’ 1as lustrated in Section -IV.
T his fact isevident in Ref. :L4 but itssigni cancewasnot
em phasized. If one is studying the density m atrix of a
noninteracting toy m odel (@s in this paper), we have an
enom ous saving In term s of com putationaltim e: nstead
of diagonalizing the entire 5, which is of rank O (® ),
we can diagonalize just the 1-particle sector g ;1, which
J's of rank O B ). Possbl ob fcts ofsuch a study could

: (i) the distrbution of eigenvaliesk 4 (i) errors in the
dJSpeI'S:IOH relation due to truncation ,-8: and (iii) com par-
Ing the product basis oftwo blocks of length B w ith the
basis of one block of length 2B, to weigh the e ects of
the correlations respectively neglected or included.

Secondly, it is highly desirable in RG calculations to
ensure that the truncation schem e preserves the symm e~
tries of the target state. Using the speci C exam pl of
particle-hole symm etry, we saw in Section -IV. that g
and g ; g have the sam e set ofweights, and the eigen—
vectorsof g arerelated, up to a phase, to the eigenvec-
torsof g r acted upon by C . Naively, we m ight ex—
pect that to preserve particle-hole sym m etry, allwe have
todoistokeepC e rxil s r ETFprxiin pyr is
kept. H owever, there ism ore to particlke-hole sym m etry.
Under the action of C , the half- lled ground state j ¢ i
goes (up to a phase) back to itself. W ithin the blodk, this
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global sym m etry transform ation brings the m ixed state
of the block back to the sam e m ixed state. Because the
m ixed state ofthe block doesnot have a de nite particle
num ber, particle-hole sym m etry is not m erely a relation
between sz and g3 r . Rather, partickhole sym -
m etry In poses str:ct conditions on the spectra of B
and g po, OrF;F%= 0;:::;B . In fact, JnSectJon:]I[E‘,
we elbborated on the oondJrJon that particle-hole sym —
m etry im poses on the l-particle sector. This condition
is m ost Intuitive when w ritten in tem s of the eigenval-
ues ; ofG or the pseudo-energies ’ 1, but not Inm edi-
ately apparent if we just stare at the l-particle density
m atrix weilghts wg ;1;1. It is therefore dangerous to base
symm etry-preserving truncation schemeson p and is
eigenvalues alone.

T his brings us to the last of the im plications that we
wish to highlight. W hile a toy noninteracting m odel is
studied in this paper, our ultin ate goal is to address in—
teracting system s, particularly Fermm iliquids. Since these
(in their low -energy 1im it) have the sam e eigenstate struc—
ture as a noninteracting Fem isea (after a unitary trans—
form ation), their density m atrices also should have the
sam e structure as a noninteracting system . T he explicit
form of the m any-body density m atrix, as exhibited in
Section l]It of this paper, hints at the proper design of
truncation schem es. R ather than independently truncat—
Ing in each F -particle sector, we should de ne the trun-
cated states using a set of treation operators’ which sat—
isfy the usualanticom m utation relations, and quite likely
these are closely related to the approxin ate quasiparti-
cle creation operators, which should be constructed as
a product of the renom alization schem e. W e w ill have
m ore discussions on the in plications of such a trunca-
tion schem e based on picking out a set of appropriate
treation operators’ for the num erical study of Interact-
ing system s, the role of din ensionality, and com parisons
w ith the conventionalDM RG, in a second paper.'lg:

Based on our observations on the pattem of degen-—
eracies w ithin and between the F -particle sectors of g
n Section :_1\[:, we realize that if the truncation is car-
ried out naively, there is a very realdanger of ending up
w ih an nconsistent schem e of truncation. This prob—
Jlem occurs quite generally, at various lling fractionsand
block sizes, but can be m ost clearly illustrated using our
exampl of B = 6 at half- lling. For example, ket us
say that as the result of a naive truncation, the states
£Y, Pi, £ Pi, £, Piand £Y Piin the 1-particle sector
are kept. Exam ining the 2-particle sector, we nd the
states £7, £¥ Pi and £, £7 Pi, which are degenerate in
their pseudo-energies. W e can build up the latter, but
not the fom er, using the 1-particle operators kept, and
o we should keep the latter but not the former. Ifwe
truncate the 2-particle sector naively, then based on the
density m atrix weights alone we would be probably end
up keeping orthrow ing out both ofthese 2-particle states.

In fact, the situation for naive truncation is worse,
shce the state £7, £ Pi has lower pseudo-energy than

£Y, £¥ Pi and w illbe kept instead. W e see therefore that



naive truncation is lkely to led to inconsistencies: som e
m any-particle states built up from the l-particle states
kept get thrown out, while other m any-particle states
that cannot be built up from the set of 1-particle states
kept end up being retained. Hence, we nd that as faras
particle-conserving m odels are concemed, for any trun—
cation schem e to be consistent, the truncation m ust be
carried out on the l-particle sector of g alone.

Finally, let us ram ark that everything done in this
paper can be trivially extended to the case of soinfull
ferm ions, so Iong as they are noninteracting. Every ob—
“Bct In our calculations, in particular the Ferm isea wave—
function and the block density m atrix, w illm erely in the
soinfiull case be replaced by the direct product of two
such ob fctsw ith spin-up and soin-down avors.

A cknow ledgm ents

SAC woul like to thank M r.Hway K iong Lin for ex—
tending m any helpfiil suggestions. T his research is sup—
ported by N SF grant DM R-9981744, and m ade use ofthe
com puting facility ofthe C omellC enter forM aterialsRe-
search (CCM R) w ih support from the N ational Science
Foundation M aterials R esearch Science and E ngineering
Centers M RSEC) program ©OM R-0079992).

APPENDIX A:AUTOMATING THE
NUMERICALCOMPUTATION OF 3

Aswe saw in Sec. II, each of the 28 basis con gura-
tions of the block corresponds to an operatorK ,, so that
(5o = MK /Kpi. Therefre, to obtain allm atrix ele-
mentsof g it su ced to autom ate the calculation of ex—
pectations of an arbitrary string of creation/annihilation
operators (each operator acting on one site).

F irst, this form al string of operators m ust be sin pli-

ed. Through a system atic set of anticom m utations, it is
brought to a canonical form , such that @) i is nom alk
ordered, w ith one substring of all creation operators ol
low ed by one substring of all annihilation operators; and
) wihin each substring the operators are ordered by
the site. O foourse, each site can appear at m ost once in
each substring (otherw ise i reduces to zero.) A com pli-
cation ofthis step is that the resul is generally a sum of
m any tem s in the canonical form , since every rearrange—
ment of the Hm ¢c ! 1 Jc produces two tem s
from one.

N ext, wenote that w thin this sum , only term s contain—
Ing a balanced num ber, say n, each of creation and anni-
hilation operators w ill contribute to the expectation. By
the W ick theorem , such 2n-point functions G i
reduces to the detem nant ofan n
n pId).

Form odels in which form ion num berF isconserved,we
can further separate g into the various F -particle sec—
tors g before diagonalization. T his is particularly in —

indt o3
n m atrix, as shown
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portantly at half- 1ling, for there exists generic degen'e_ra—
Cles betw een states in di erent sectors (see Section -_B[:),
and there is a danger that a naive diagonalization of the
wholem atrix g w illproduce eigenstatesw ith m ixed par-
ticle num ber.

The Im iing consideration for the whole calculation
is the diagonalization tim e, which is determm ined by the
condition number of  , rather than array storage. In
general, the condition num ber, which is the ratio of the
largest weight to,the sn allest west, grow s exponentially
w ith system sizeld

APPENDIX B:BLOCK INVERSION FORM ULA

Considera squareN N symmetricm atrixM w ritten
In m atrix block form as

A B
M= gt/

B1)
where A isa squareN; N; symmetricm atrix, B isa
N; N, non-squarem atrix and C isa squareN, N,
symm etricm atrix. Here N, + N, = N .

Ifwe write the nversem atrix M ! also in the m atrix
block fom

. D E
Moo= grp i

B2)
whereD isa squareN; N symmetricmatrix, E isa
N; N, non-squarem atrix and F isa squareN, N,
symm etric m atrix, how areD , E and F related to the
matrix blocksA,B andC inM ?
Usihg the factthatM M ! = 1, and thus

A B
BT C

D E

EszﬂNlNIONlNz' ®3)

r
Ox, n: Iy, w,

(W here the subscripts, which w ill henceforth be dropped
for notational clarity, follow ing the 1’s and 0’s indicate
the shape and size of the m atrices) we nd the follow ng

relations between the m atrix blocks ofM andM ! :
AD + BET = 1; B 4a)
AE + BF = 0; B 4b)
BTD + CcET = 0; ® 4c)
BTE + CF = 1: ® 4d)

Solving forD ,E andF IntemsofA,B and C,we nd
that

1 1

D= 2aA BcC 'BT ; (B 5a)
1

E= A'Bc BTa'B ; ® 5b)

F=cCc BT'A'B B 5¢)
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Ref. gé avoid the singularities by assum lng a Ham i
tonian with nonzero anom alous tem s containing dou-
ble creation or double annihilation operators. A lftema-—
tively, realizing that we have de nite occupation num -
bers, ie. hfqi = 0;1 at T = 0, the density m atrix
o must be wra'@:ten as a péoduct of profction opera—
tors, ie. 0 = 4.y, S  yopx, K0S This is pos-
sble only if “xx = +1 for kj< kr and “xx = 1
for ¥j > kr . For the pumose of algebraic m anipula—
tions, this choice of “xx must be regularized, ie. take
gk = son K r *9J, and take ! 1 at the end of
the calculations. W ith this choice of reqularization, e can
then be written In tem s of the zero-tem perature G reen
function m atrix G, whose m atrix elem ents in m om en—

tum space are Gyx = (ke k) wWhere ) = 0 for
x < 0Oand ) = 1 when x > 0 is the step function)
ase =e 1+ ( e )G .It isthen easy to show that
M+e)l=(@Q+e )1+ [Q+e) ! a+e ) 'p,

which becomes (I G) hthelmiof ! 1.

One possible form for the charge-conjigation operator is
C = ij+lc3].’+ ( i)j”cj , where the product runs over
all Jattice sites.

If the bipartite lattice is not a Bravais lattice, then
w hereever the wavevector k appears as an index, it must
be replaced by the combination of k and a band index.
Allofthe results | in particular those of Section TIIF, |
still go through in this generalized case, provided that all
Jattice sites are sym m etry equivalent.
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