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W e present a quantum -num ber pro gction technigque which enables us to exactly treat soin, m o—
mentum and other symm etries embedded in the Hubbard m odel. By combining this profction
technique, we extend the path-integral renom alization group m ethod to in prove the e ciency of
num erical com putations. By taking num erical calculations for the standard Hubbard m odel and
the H ubbard m odelw ith next nearest neighbor transfer, we show that the present extended m ethod
can extrem ely enhance num erical accuracy and that it can handle excited states, in addition to the

ground state.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd,71.10~w ,02.70,71.15Q e

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum m any-body system s often possess several
symm etries. For exam ple, the H ubbard m odel preserves
total spin, totalm om entum , and som e geom etrical sym —
m etries on a lattice. It is crucially In portant to iden-
tify the sym m etry and quantum num bers in understand-
Ing the nature of the ground state, where a symm etry
breaking, for example, offen occurs in the them ody-
nam ic lim it. The symm etry should be restored In nite
size system s. However even In nitesize system s, the
ground state and excitation spectra re ect the natures in
theirthem odynam ic lin its. T heirexcitation spectra and
spectroscopic properties are resulted from eigenstates of
speci ed quantum num bersand play crucialroles in elici-
dating the nature of low -energy phenom ena in condensed
m atter physics.

To investigate quantum m any-body problem s, quan—
tum M onte Carlo @M C) approaches have been one of
usefil m ethods and can give ground state properties if
there is no m nus sign problem I;J:]. However, they can
not flly take an advantage of symm etry explicitly and
excitation spectra have not been wellexplored. Further—
m ore, if the m inus sign problem becom es serious as In
the case of the Hubbard m odel on a non-bipartite lat—
tice, QM C m ethods do not give a well convergent resul.
A Ihough the exact diagonalization m ethods handle the
w hole excitation spectra, tractable system size is severely

In nuclkar structure physics, sym m etry playsa prin ar-
ily I portant role. For Instance, asnuckusisa nite sys-
tem , rotational sym m etry is specially in portant. T here—
fore symm etry has been continuously focused in order
to sole nuclear quantum m any-body problem s. There
are severalways to handle symm etries In nuclear struc—
ture problem s. Am ong them , the profction technique
is powerfuil in the respect to broken symm etry and is
restoration. In nuclkus, a mean eld solution is con-—
sidered as the rst approxin ation but it violates m ost
of sym m etries, ie., totalangularm om entum , pariy, nu—

cleon num bersand so on. Then we restoreallthe symm e—
triesby applying sym m etry pro fction (or in otherwords,
quantum -num ber pro fction) operators onto symm etry
broken mean- eld wavefunction. Resultant quantum -
num ber profcted wavefunction is known to be abl to
give a better description.

H ere we consider strongly correlated electronson a lat—
tice, which have sym m etries as total spin, totalm om en—
tum , and so on. In general, explicit construction of sym —
metry In posed wavefucntion is quite com plicated. For
Instance, wavefunction with a de nie total spin needs
com plicated spin coupling am ong a large num ber of elec—
trons. However, the profgction technique enables us
to easily handle symm etry in posed wavefunction. This
progction m ethod is well ham onized w ith the recently
proposed path-integral renom alization group m ethod
P RG) §},d]which hasbeen quite a powerfiltooland is
free of the notoriousm inus-sign problem in Investigating
strongly correlated electron system s. In thism ethod, the
ground state is described explicitly by superposition of
basis states, which often break sym m etries possessed by
the H am iltonian when the num erically m anageable num —
ber of the basis states, L, is lin ited. By applying the
progction operator to these basis states, we can exactly
treat the sym m etry and extract the state w ith a speci ed
quantum number. W e show that such a quantum -num ber
progction technique can extensively widen applicabil-
ity of the PIRG in the Pollow ing points: (1) P recision
of the num erical calculation is substantially in proved.
(2) The quantum num ber of the ground state is exactly
determ ned. (@) The extended PIRG by the quantum —
num ber pro fction can handle excited states and spectro—
soopic properties In addition to the ground state. Such
low —energy excitations correspoond, In nuclear structure
physics, to the yrast state E_Z, -'_?'1], which m eans the lowest
energy state w ith speci ed quantum num bers(for nuclear
structure, angularm om entum ).

In Sec. II, we Pomulate the method of quantum —
num ber progction with exam ples of spin, spin parity,
electron m om entum and lattice symm etry. In Sec. IIT
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and Sec. IV, we discuss an implementation of the
quantum -num berpro fction to the algorithm ofthe path-
Integral renom alization group @ IRG) method. Then
several di erent ways of In plem entation are proposed
In the order of increasing elaboration and accuracy. In
Sec. III, we present algorithm s and applications from
this quantum -num ber pro fction technique applied after-
wardsto the cbtained P IRG wavefunctions. N ext, n Sec.
IV, we show algorithm s of the quantum -num ber pro gc-
tion perfom ed sin ultaneously w ith the P IRG procedure,
by which the lowest energy state w ith the speci ed quan-
tum number ism ore e ciently extracted. W e show that
the present m ethods applied in Sec. ITT and Sec. IV very
e clently in prove the accuracy of the energy estim ate.
W e show examples In the case of the Hubbard m odel.
W e also show how the excitation spectra are obtained.
In the exam ple of the Hubbard m odel w ith geom etrical
frustration e ect, the present m ethod enables to obtain
the ground state aswellas excitation spectra, which can—
not be obtained in the existing m ethods. In Sec. V we
sum m arize the resuts.

II. QUANTUM WUMBER PROJECTION

In general, a basis state j 1 descrlbed by single Slater
determm inant does not often satisfy de nie symm etry
properties. Therefore, i can contain m any com ponents
wih un xed quantum num bers, m ost of which are un-
necessary for considering the speci c eigenstate of con—
sidered system . Herewe consideram ethod to pro ct out
a com ponent w ith a given quantum number from such a
sym m etry broken basis state.

P rofction operator L isusually de ned asI? = L. If
we act L onto wavefunction j i, L j i containsa com po—
nent w ith the considered symm etry. By such quantum —
num berpro Ected bases, the corresponding pro ected m a—
trix elem ents are evaluated by h 3L j i, h €L § iand
h jOAL j i, ornom , H am iltonian and other physicalob—
servablem atrix elem ents, respectively, w here H isHam il
tonian and G means a physical ocbservable. Note that
com m utable property between observables and proc-
tion operator and profction property L2 = L sin plify
profcted m atrix elem ents. For the physical variables,
we assum e that O and L are comm utable each other. Tn
this section, we discuss the soin, m om entum and lattice
sym m etries.

A . Spin proction

Quantum m echanically, niteobfctwiha xed shape
m ust be rotated to recover the original symm etry. For
nucleus, m ean— eld m ethods such as Hartree¥ock and
H artreeFock-B ogoliibov approxin ations, give is opti-
mum wavefunction. T hough the rotational symm etry In
the obtained wavefunction is broken, it directly relates

the geom etrical shape of nuclus. Restoration of rota—
tional symm etry can be carried out by superposing ro—
tated wavefunction. This superposition can be exactly
carried out by angularm om entum proction. R otation
In three dim ensional space is speci ed by the Euler’'s an—
gles and the restoration of the symm etry is usually de-
scribed by the integration over the Euler’s angles and
weight of such superpositions is given by W igner’s D
function. Angularm om entum pro ection can be achieved
by threefold integration over Euler’s angles as we w ill
show later. Though this derivation is shown In nuclkar
structure textlbook E_4], in Appendix A, we discuss som e
properties of the pro fction operator.

Here we rst consider the soin degrees of freedom of
electrons. Though the soin has no relation to any de -
nite shape, algebraic structure isthe sam e. A sthe deriva—
tion ofangularm om entum pro fction relieson the SU (2)
structure, the sam e technigue can be applied to electron’s
sodn coupling. W e consider to pick out the totalspin S
com ponent from a basis state described by a Slater deter—
m nant. A sthe Slater determ inant hasa de nite num ber
of up and down elctrons N« and N 4), z-proEction of

N. N,

the soin sN( = —— . This fact simpli es a projfc-
tion operatorto a rather sin ple one. In nuclkar structure
physics, i corresponds to the case ofangularm om entum
profction for axially sym m etric shape.

T he spin projction operator has a form as

s 25+ 1 2 s
Ly x 52 d Dyg ( )DR( ); 1)
where = (; ; ) isEukr angk and DJ , ( ) is
W igner'sD function. HereM and K specify the z com —
ponent of the total soin, S,. As explained in the Ap-—
pendix A, E q.(_?z_a), this pro fction operator operating as
Ly Jitoastate ji Iersout K component of j i
and generate a statewhich hasS, = M by rotation. The
rotation operatorR ( ) isde ned as

is.

):e isy

R ( e et S: ; )
where Sy, and S, arey and z com ponents of spin opera—
tor, respectively. W igner'sD function is de ned by this

rotation operator as
Duyg ( )=18M R()PKi=eé" e diy (); @)

whered , ()= SM e'Sy SK . By this projctor,
the soin pro gcted state is w ritten as

Lug 1= Luw,J & @)
whereNg= (N« N4)=2.Notethat j ihasade nie S
value, N o, but et Sv generates di erent S, com ponents.
T herefore successive e' ¢ selects nally needed S, com —
ponents. A lthough the S, valie is not unigque and can
have values n the range 5,7 S in thecasse0ofS 6 0O,
this degree of freedom ] is elin inated by the Bllow ing
property of the spin pro gctor;

1,8 LsO - 1,8 . 5
MK =CMOEKO™ LygossO KMO: )



This relation can be easily proven by Eq.{_}l_?}) n Ap-
pendix A . This relation show s that spin profction op—
erator satis es an extended profction property. A s the
P IRG basis states have a de nite z-com ponent of soin,
the follow ng relation is satis ed;

LS

— S
N oM _LNO;NOMMO (6)

S
LM ON o
as the special case oqu.(;_';) . Here we note that L§ W o
has a sin pler orm , which involves only one-din ensional
Integral, as

Z
2s+1

s
Lyon, >

d sin oy, ()% ()
0

In 9. ‘_6),wecantakeNo astheM value. In thiscase,
as the soin pro fction operator, we can use LEON , which

satis es usual proction property Ly . 2 = Ly w, -
T herefore in a later discussion, the soin pro ection oper—
ator is sin ply denoted asL.° = L by suppressing S,
value.

Because L% and H ocommute each other,

h %4SHLS9 i = hO%H @5)°94i = h OHLS5i is
satis ed. Consequently, nom, Ham iltonian and
other physical observable m atrix elem ents between
spinprocted basis of %1 and j i are shown as

8 9 . 8 1 9
<N=" 92541 , ST ,
B = — dsdeONO()hj_HA_j()l;
o’ 0 . o) ’
(8)
w here rotated basis In spIn space isde ned as
J ()i=e %3 i ©)

Here we assum e that § is a scalar operator for spin ro—
tation and S% and § comm utes f_é]. Note that, j iisa
direct productas 3 i Jj »ij i, while its rotated one
needs a larger representation space as the up and down
com ponents are m ixed.

For the case that the electron num bers ofup and down
soins are the sam g, the d function sin ply reduces to Leg—
endre function Pg (cos ),

&)=

Involved Integralin eq.('_S) can now bee ciently evalu—
ated by the LegendreG auss quadrature in practical nu—
m erical calculations. This quadrature needs less m esh
points than those of trapezoidal formula. Typically, for

= 0 ofthehalf- lled electron system n 6 6and 12 12
lattices, we needs 12 and 24 m esh points, resgpectively, for
num erical convergence. A s spin goes up, larger num ber
ofm eshes is needed.

Ps (cos ): 10)

B . Spin-parity pro jection

W e consider partial spin profction for the restricted
case that the electron num bers ofup and down soins are

the sam e. A though i is not general, is scope is still
w ide.

N ow we consider the Interchange betw een up and down
soin com ponents and de ne a parity for this interchange.
W e show that the parity classi esthe even and odd total
soins. Hereafterwe call it spin parity.

The parity operator may be de ned as P =
exp( 1 Sy)= iSy, where we obtain

FSOjexp( i Sy)P0i= djy( )= Pslcos )= ( )°:
(11)

T his reads that + parity wavefiinction corresponds to
even values or S and pariy wavefunction does to odd
values. T herefore, this spin parity pro gction

LS =@ p)=2 12)
yields to the classi cation between even and odd total-
soin states.

T he spin-parity projcted m atrix elem ents are shown
by

8 9 8 9
< N = X < 1=
H = ()»nj £ 3 5 @3
o’ -1 g
where j 1iwih = +1land 1 takes jiand P ji,

respectively.

Ifwe take the spin profction operator, the spin-parity
progction becom es redundant. However, In the case of
m uliple quantum -num ber pro gction operators, num eri-
calcalculations nevitably becom e heavy. Since thewhole
Spin profction ismuch m ore com puter-tin e consum ing,
the spin-parity profction is an altemative way partic—
ularly for the m ethod of sim ultaneous quantum -num ber
profction in each step ofPIRG asproposed in Sec. IV .

C. M om entum projection

In system s w ith translational invariance, the conser—
vation of m om entum holds. However, a basis state is
not necessarily an eigenstate ofthe m om entum operator.
By the proction technique, we restore the translational
symm etry. W ede nethem om entum proction operator
as
el® KR,

P" =

1 X
k - 14)

j

where N is the nom alization, K is the m om entum op-—

erator and Ry is a shift in a lattice speci ed by j. By

applying this pro fction operator, we can calculate pro—

Bcted m atrix elem ents as

8 9 8 9
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where § (j)i is a shifted wavefunction by the shift j. In
an Ly L, lattice, the momentum profction requires
Ly Ly larger com putation e orts than those of unpro—
“ected one.

D . Lattice sym m etry pro jction

In the Hubbard m odel on a two-din ensional lattice,
there are several geom etrical sym m etries on a lattice as

X-re ection,y-re ection and x-y interchange sym m etries.

Their symm etries can be classi ed by parity. By the
associated parity operator P, we can de ne the corre—
sponding profction operator as I = 1-E sin ilarly to

2
the spin-parity progction.

III. QUANTUM WUMBER PROJECTION TO
THE PIRG STATES (PIRG+QP)

A . A Igorithm

W ebrie y Introduce the path integral renom alization
group P IRG ) m ethod, which has recently been proposed
for solving strongly interacting electron system s [_1, 3_3].
In general, the ground state j 41 can be obtained by ap-—
plying the profctore ! to an arbitrary state j imiriaii
w hich is not orthogonalto the true ground state as

Jgi= I e %3 i 16)

In this paper, we consider the standard Hubbard m odel
on a two-din ensional square lattice de ned as

X
H =Hg + Hyi; a7
w here
Hg = He+ Hy; (18)
X
H.= t d o +Hx:; 19)
hiji
Hyp= ¢ g +HT ©0)
hk1i
and
H U ! @1)
i~ Ni» o Ny, 5
v 2 o2

Here i, j represent lattice points and ¢! (c; ) is a cre—
ation (annihilation) operator of an electron with spin

on the i-th site. The summ ation over hiji is for the
nearest neighbor pairs and that over hk1i is for the next—
nearest neighbor pairs on the 2D Hubbard m odelon the

square lattice. W e in pose the periodic boundary condi-
tion.

We decompgose exp[ H] nto exp[ H]
expl[ Hg 1 ,expl Hy,I' foranall , where
= N W hen we use the Slater detemm inant as

the basis functions, the operation of expl Hg ]
to a Slater detem nant sinply transforms to an-—
other single Slater determ inant. On the other hand,
the operation of expl Hy,] can be perfomed by
the Stratonovich-Hubbard transfom ation, where a
single Slater detem nant is transformed to a linear
com bination oftwo Slater determ inants.

One of num erical realizations of Eq.{_l-gi) is PIRG
m ethod ij., :g]. A fter the operation of exp[ H ], the
pro fcted wavefiinction can be given by an optin al form
com posed of L Slater determ inants as

XL
@2)

L)

where ¢ ’s are am plitudes of j )y, O peration of the

ground-state pro ction can give optim alc ‘sand j ®)yrg

for a given L. Tts detailed algorithm and procedure are
fund in Ref. {] .

By a nienumberl, In most cases, it gives an over—
estin ate of the exact energy eigenvalue, since this wave—
function satis es the variational principle. Therefore, a
relation between energy di erence E and energy vari-
ance E may be useful to extrapolate the energy into
the true one. Here the energy di erence isde ned as

E=ni H i @3)
and the energy variance isde ned as
D E D E,
H 2 H
24)

Ez—B_E—A2 :
H

Here, iy represents the true ground-state energy. For

L) we evaluate the energy E ) and energy variance

E &), respectively.

If @) isa good approxin ation of the true state,
the energy di erence E%) is proportional to the en-
ergy variance E &), Therefore extrapolating E ®) into

E &) I 0 by increasing L system atically, we can esti-
m ate accurate ground-state energy.

Now we consider an in plem entation of the quantum —
num ber pro gction to the state obtained by PIRG . The

PIRG gives approxin ated wavefunction for a given g

which is com posed of I linear com binations of @)

O ne possibility to in plem ent the quantum -num ber pro—
“ection is to progct out as

E Xt E
@5)



where L Is a quantum -num ber projction operator. § e

@©) g

use the sam e am plitudes ¢ ‘s and the sam e bases
which the PIRG detem ines. On the other hand, this
am plitude ¢ ’s can be easily reevaluated by diagonaliza—
tion by using quantum -num ber pro fcted bases, that is,
we determ ine ¢ ’s by solving the generalized eigenvalie
problem as

H' x=N" x; 26)
whereN =h 4L3 i,H® =h JHLJ i.The lat-
ter procedure gives a low er energy eigenvalue. By adding
this procedure for the P IRG basis, we evaluate the pro—
cted energies and energy variances, E; s and EZ
foreach L. W e can estin ate accurate energy by extrap—
olating the profcted energy into zero variance.

A s a result of the application of this procedure, there
appear two new aspects. O ne is that the energy estim ate
becom es m ore accurate. In general, correlation energy
com es from dynam icaland symm etricalorigins. O riginal
P IRG seeks forbetterbasis states which gain both corre—
Jation energies in a com prom ised way. O n the otherhand,
by the quantum -num ber pro fction operator, correlation
energy origihated in the symm etry is exactly evaluated.
C onsequently, the pro fcted energy becom esm uch lower
than the unprogcted energy atagiven L . Ifweusesu —
ciently large L, both values are the sam e and becom e the
exact ground state energy. In practical problem s, how —
ever, we have to use nite number L. and exact energy
is estin ated by extrapolation. T herefore, at the same L,
better energy is usefiil for better estim ation of the exact
energy.

T he second point is that it enables the evaluation of
excitation spectra. Ifwe use pro gction technique, evali—
ation of excited statesw ith di erent sym m etry quantum
num bers becom es easier. The PIRG basis states for L
still have com ponents of excitations which m ost likely
belong to low —lying excited states. By progcting out the
com ponent w ith di erent quantum num bers from that of
the desired one, we can evaluate such excited states. W e
note the lowest energy state w ith the speci ed quantum
num ber (nam ely, the yrast state) is obtained.

B. Num ericalResults | Com parison to the exact
results |

W e dem onstrate how the m ethod of quantum -num ber
profction procedure applied to the PIRG wavefunction
works by com paring w ith the exact resuls.

Firstwe considerthehalf- lled caseon 4 4 latticew ith
U=t = 4:0. Its exact ground-state energy is 29.62185.
T he extrapolated energy of the PIRG is 29488, when
we use the data up to L = 320. W e note that the
auxiliary— eld quantum M onte Carlo QM C) m ethod :_f.l]
w ith rather large 20 30 also gives a sim ilar value
to that ofthe P IRG . T here is som e discrepancy between
this energy and the exact one. This discrepancy com es

from the rem aining contrbution from the higher-spin
states contained in the profcted wavefunction both In
the PIRG and the QM C calculations. To obtain the real
ground-state estin ate, we need much larger . Spin pro—
“ection can rem ove it very e ciently. In Fjg.rg.', we show
spin proected energies of L= 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, 256 and
320 are plotted as a function of energy variances. The
energy variance becom es an aller for larger L . In fact if
the correct ground state is given, the variance becom es
zero. A s these energies are well scaled linearly as func—
tions of the energy variance when the variance is an ali,
the extrapolation to the zero variance w orkswell. T he ex—
trapolated ground state energy is 29.611, which is quite
close to the exact one. This result can also be com pared
w ith the vardational M onte Carlo calculation wih the
G utzw iller profction [, which gives 2947 {10]. The
SU (2) symm etricM onte C arlo calculation f_l]_.:] givesm uch
better estin ate f_l-C_;] w ith a reasonable value of 20.
This is sin ilar to the PIRG w ith the spin proction. In
this sense, exact treatm ent of soin quantum num ber is
crucial in obtaining the exact ground state in an e cient
way In the present case.
InFjg.:l:,projectedenergjeswjthS= 1 3 are also
show n as functions ofthe energy variance. In addition to
the ground state, excited stateswih S = 1 3 have a
good linear scaling. Thuswe can evaliate energies of the
excited statesw ith di erent spinsby the present spin pro—
“ection technique. T his fact show s an essentialadvantage
of the PIRG combined wih the quantum -num ber pro-
“ection technique, if one com pares w ith the other type of
num ericalm ethods including the M onte C arlo m ethods.

0 0.01 0.02
(<E2>—<E>2) / <E>2

FIG .1: Extrapolation of the total energy to the zero energy
variance for the spin projction for S = 0;1;2 and 3 in the 2D
Hubbard m odelw ith 4 by 4 lattice and the perdiodic boundary
condition. L is taken up to L = 320. T he param eters are at
t= 1;2= 0 and U = 4. Exact energies w ith corresponding
soin are shown by open diam onds.

W e investigate these extrapolations m ore closely. For



= 1 and S = 2, extrapolated energies are very close to
the exact ones, whik for S = 3, the extrapolated energy
is, to som e extent, deviated from the exact one. A s the
P IRG isthe profction to the ground state, the obtained
w aveflinction represents the ground state approxin ately.
T herefore, as the total spin Increases, am plitudes of S €
0 com ponents in the PIRG wavefiinction are expected to
becom e an aller, because such high-energy com ponent is
already e ciently elim inated out by the P IRG pro ction
process. Therefore extrapolated energy for higher-spin
(br example S = 3 state) is worse than those of lower-
soin (or example, S = 0 and S = 1 states), because
the higher energy states are alm ost m issihg In the PIRG
states. M oreover, at a xed L, the variance becom es
larger asthe spin goesup, w hich m akes the extrapolation
worse. This also indicates that the quality of profcted
w aveflinctions becom es worse. W e propose an in proved
algorithm to solvethisdi culty for excited states in Sec.
.

N ext we consider the spin-m om entum projction. For
the even orodd S, XK = (0;0) orK = ( ; ) is consid—
ered, respectively. Tn Fjg.:_j, w e plot the spin-m om entum
progcted energies as functions of energy variances. A
rem arkable di erence between spin proction and the
spoin-m om entum pro Fction lies in the precision ofenerygy.
T he extrapolated energy ofthe ground state is 29.62166
at S = 0 and K = (0;0). The accuracy is one order of
m agnitude better than the case of the soin profction
only. As we show In Fjg.:_j, the spin-m om entum pro—
fcted energy at L = 320 is 29.61650 while the energy
w ith the spin projction only is 29.60228 forthe same L.
W ih the spin-m om entum profction, at the sam e L, the
energy becom es low er and extrapolated energy becom es
closer to the exact one than that of the spin proction
only.

The higher soin state at S = 3 wih the soin-
m om entum progction, to som e extent, has a better ex-
trapolated energies than the soin proction only, whilke
there still rem ains a tendency that the extrapolation be—
com es worse as the total spin goes up or the excitation
energy increases. To overcom e this defect, we have to
consider the PIRG wih projcted bases, namely QP -
PIRG method. W e willshow thee ciency ofQP-PIRG
In Sec. IV.

W e next study the half- lled system at 6 6 lattice
wih U=t = 4. In Fig. :EJ:, we show the extrapolations
of spin profcted and spin-m om entum and lattice pro—
ected energies as functions of the energy variance. W e
take the PIRG wavefunctions for various choices of L
up to 256. For the soin proction, we can get the low—
est energy states (yrast states) of S = 0;1;2;3 from the
PIRG wavefunction. On the other hand, for the soin—
m om entum —lattice pro fction, we further resolve them by
theirquantum num berassociated w ith the corresponding
symmetriesasS = 0;2with K= (0;0) and S = 1;3 wih
K= (; ). Consequently variances of each L. wavefiinc-
tion becom e an aller. M oreoverthe slopes ofthe linearex—
trapolation in the plot ofthe energy vs. variance asym p—

S=3 k=1, )

E L .
—29 S=2 k=(0,0}
i S=1 k=(t,1t :
-29.5] . 520 k=(0.0)
0 0.01
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FIG . 2: Extrapolation of the total energy to the zero energy
variance for the spin and m om entum projctions for (S = 0;2
and K = (0;0) )and (S = 1;3and K= (; ) ) iIn the 2D

Hubbard m odelw ith 4 by 4 lattice and the periodic boundary
condition. L is taken up to L = 320. T he param eters are at
t= 1;t°= 0 and U = 4. Exact energies w ith the correspond—
ing spin and m om entum are shown by open diam onds.

totically obtained at large L for the spin-m om entum —
lattice pro fction are am aller than the data w ith the soin
proction only. The spin-only profction show s a slight
underestin ate of the ground-state energy after the ex—
trapolation, which is ascrdbed to an insu cient num ber
of L in this case. T he extrapolated ground-state energy
of spin-m om entum —Jattice pro fction is 66.8822. For the
sake of com parison, the SU ) symm etric auxiliary eld
M onte C arlo calculation under the constraint of the spin
singlet gives 6687 005 [10]. W ithin the statistical
error of the quantum M onte C arlo resuls, these two re—
sults agree welleach other aswe see in Fjg.:ff. From the
extrapolation, the ground state energy is inferred to have
better accuracy than the M onte C arlo data.

Next we consider the excitation energies. The spin
progcted and the spin-m om entum pro fcted approaches
give sin ilar values for low -lying states, although the pre—
cision is better for the latter algorithm . Spin pro fcted
excitation energy of S = 1 and S = 2 state is 0.082 and
0249, respectively, w hile the spin-m om entum —-lattice pro—
ction gives 0.081 and 0238 orS = 1,K = ( ; ) and
S = 2,K= (0;0), respectively. T he accuracy appears to
be sin ilar for larger system sizes.
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FIG. 3: Detailed com parison of extrapolation of the total
energy to the zero energy variance for the spin proection
and spin-m om entum projfction or S = 0 ground state In
the 2D Hubbard m odelw ith 4 by 4 lattice and the periodic
boundary condition. The param eters are at t= 1;t°= 0 and
U = 4. Exactenergy w ith corresponding spin and m om entum

is shown by open diam ond.

IVv. PIRG W ITH QUANTUM NUM BER
PROJECTED BASIS (QPPIRG)

A . A Igorithm

In the previous section, we considered the quantum —
num ber progction after the PIRG wavefunction is ob—
tained for the optin ization ofthe ground state. To study
the properties ofexcited states, we can fiirther In plem ent
an in proved algorithm of the quantum -num ber progc—
tion in the PIRG m ethod. That is to perform the PIRG
procedure iselfby using the quantum -num ber pro cted
basis.

In general, the ground-state progctore ® to j ican
be applied to lower the energy even within symm etry—
In posed restricted space. W hen the Ham iltonian pre—
serves som e sym m etry given by the pro fction L, that is,
when L and H are comm utable, the lowest-energy state
of the speci ed quantum number, j i, can, In principle,
be calculated from

Ji= Ilm e

: "L iniiand: @7
By Introducing the Stratonovich-H ubbard transform a—
tion, however, a partial sum over the Stratonovich aux—
iliary variable destroys the symm etry. T herefore, if one
w ishes all the tim e to keep the symm etry of the state
w ih the speci ed quantum number, in an elem entary
PIRG procedure of the projction exp ( H)j i, we
need to perform the quantum -num ber projction every—
tineas L exp ( H )j ito restore the symm etry. This
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FIG .4: (color) D etailed com parison ofextrapolation ofthe to—
talenergy to the zero energy variance for the spin profction
(blue open circles), spin-m om entum projpction ( lled black
circles) and spin-m om entum -lattice proction (orange open
circles) for S = 0;1;2 and 3 in the 2D Hubbard m odel w ith
6 by 6 lattice and the periodic boundary condition. T he pa-
ram eters are at t = 1,'tO = 0and U = 4. Quantum M onte
C arlo energy for the ground state is shown by open diam ond
w ith error bar.

is a much more e cient way of obtaining the lowest-
energy state wih the speci ed quantum number than
the PIRG + QP m ethod discussed In Sec. III.

W e here explain the algorithm more precisely in
the case of the Hubbard model de ned by Eq. ,li7).
The basic procedure is then summarized as re-
peated operations of L together w ith the operation of
exp ( H). Namely, gitile B 1 9 fnirsanl 35 replaced
w ith ]|J:n1 Le He

Foif 3§ psiaid by keeping
an all. Here the operation ofe  ®vi contains the
Stratonovich-H ubbard transform ation. A partialand op—
tim ized sum ofthe Stratonovich-H ubbard auxiliary vari-
able constitutes the truncation ofbasis to keep the num -
ber of basis, whil it destroys the symm etry. This al-
gorithm allow s the restoration of the required symm e—
try by the operations of L at each step of the trunca—
tion. This is the best way of the optin ization to obtain
the low est energy state which has the required sym m etry
(nam ely, the yrast states). In each step of the operation
of exp[ Hyx ] or exp| Hy,], we employ the trun-
cated basis which gives the lower energy for the states
Lexp[ Hx J iorLexpl Hy,lJ i. We call this
algorithm of sin ultaneous PIRG and quantum -num ber
progction, Quantum number Progcted PIRG QP-
PIRG).To di erentiate from QPP IRG, the quantum —
num ber profction procedure using the original PIRG
result explained in Sec. T is called PIRG+QP.
In principle, any quantum -num ber pro ction operator
can be used in the PIRG . However, In practical appli-

;Le



cations described later, we take a set of multiple pro—
“ections, nam ely soin-parity proection and m om entum
profction operators, L° L¥. Ideally, all the quantum —
num ber pro ction operators should be applied, whik i
rapidly Increases num erical com putation time. In the
present paper, as we study the full m om entum disper—
sion, we em ploy the m om entum pro ction operator. A -
though the spin pro fction is In portant, the soin rotation
In spin space m ixes the up and down spin com ponents
and we need the tw ice as large space as the originalone
for the G reen fiinction in the PIRG procedure, which
m akes the PIRG com putation heavy. Then forthemul
tiple progction of QPP IRG, to save the com putation
tin e, we propose, for a practical use, a com bination of
them om entum and the spin-parity pro gction nstead of
the full spin-m om entum profction. By this approach,
the PIRG wavefunction does not have a good soin quan-—
tum number. To restore the spin symm etry perfectly,
after the QPP IRG procedure above, we again perform
the 11l spin proction afterwards. Nam ely, to obtain a

nalresul, If LRL yrrice i applied. T his constitutes the
full procedure ofQP P IRG .

At each quantum -num ber pro fction, the integrations
or sum m ation such as those in Eqs.('_g) and C_fg:), can be
very e ciently parallelized in actualcom putations ifpar-
allel processors are available. In each process, we store
the G reen function Gi(j ) n fgLj i,whikthe
update of the G reen function after the operation ofeach
e "vi iswritten as

(G

. s 0,

Gy h FoLj iy @8)
or

0,

Gy ") nFHoLi i @9)

w here
0 X1
JCi= Eexp[Za (Mir  Nis) Uu=213 i, (30)

w ith bejng the Stratonovich auxiliary variable and
a= tanh ' tanh(—%). W hen one tem of the sum
over is taken in the truncation process, the updated

G reen finction ise ciently calculated from theold G reen
function Gij )
i Ref. 1.

In the ssme way as Eq.(310)-(3.14)

B. NumericalResults ofQP P IRG
1. Resuls for 6 by 6 lattice

Now we show num erical results ofQP-PIRG .We 1rst
show the case of 6 by 6 Jatticeat U = 4and t= 1;t°= 0.

In Fig. é, we show the extrapolation of QP PIRG re—
sul by green open circles by using the profction up to
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FIG.5: (color) Extrapolations of the energy to the zero en—
ergy variance by ushgPIRG+ QP ( lked blue circles and dot-
ted lines) and QP-PIRG (open green circles and solid lines)
forthe 2D Hubbardm odelw ith 6 by 6 lattice and the periodic
boundary condition. The param eters are at t= 1;t°= 0 and
U = 4. The ground-state energy of M onte C arlo calculation
is also shown by open brown diam ond at zero variance w ith
the statisticalerrorbar (66.8664 0.504). The red sym bols
w ith red solid lines are derived from the largest L wavefunc—
tion (L = 140) ofQP-PIRG ,where we choose partialL, basis
functions which have the lJargest weights am ong L bases. The
plots are obtained w ith increasing L, up to L = 140.

= 140. A swediscussed, the QPP IRG w ith quantum —
num ber pro fcted bases seeks for optin um yrast states
conceming the considered symm etry in every PIRG pro-—
cess. In this calculation, we took spin-parity and m o—
m entum pro gction operators. For S = 0 and K = (0;0)
state, we use L5+ L% 00 | A s the obtained wavefinc—
tion still contains S = 2;4;: components, we apply
LS=0%= @071, e profction operators afterw ards for

nal results.

This QP-PIRG can generate a better wavefunction
than the PIRG+ QP state as we see In the com pari-
son with blie closed circles. Here we show results of
the PIRG + QP state obtained after spin-m om entum pro—
Fction. In fact, or S = 0 wih K = (0;0) state, in
the PIRG+ QP result even at L = 256, the energy is —
66.5765, while the sam e energy can be given at L 15
by the QPP IRG . Thism eans that for the ground state,
basis states are m ore elaborately selected by the QP -
P IRG . T hus, the quantum -num ber pro fction sin ulane-
ously with the PIRG providesan e cient way of obtain—
Ing better wavefiinctions. T he extrapolated ground-state
energy is 66.879 which is well w thin the statistical er—
ror of the previously cited M onte C arlo energy. In fact,
from the extrapolation procedure n F J'g.:_S, the accuracy
ofthe QPP IRG seam sto havem ore than 4 digits and is
higher than the accuracy of the presently referred quan-—



tum M onte C arlo result f_l-(_]‘], since the energy at L = 140
isalready low erthan the upperbound oftheM onte C arlo
estin ate. Nam ely, the QPP IRG result seem sto give the
highest accuracy am ong these com parisons.

In addition, we have also shown in Fig. EOJ an alter-
native way of the extrapolation. The red symbols are
derived from the largest L state after QPP IRG, where
L = 140 in this case. T his state is represented by L basis
functions. A fter ordering these basis functions from the
largest weight in the linear com bination, we m ay trun-
cate the basis functionsby taking only the L, states from
that wih the largest weight. By using these truncated
functions wih di erent I,, we have plotted the energy
and variance of these truncated states. T his gives very
close estin ate to the QPP IRG resul shown above as
the open green circles. A smalldi erence between this
procedure and the original QP -PIRG is seen at larger
variance. Thism ay be due to the fact that at samnall L,
the present truncation at smallL, does not necessarily
give the lowest energy state with L, . Another possblk
origin is that the iteration ofthe present Q PP IRG isnot
su clent In reaching the lowest energy state under the
constraint ofeach L . In any case, the linearity ofthe plot
In the plane of the energy and the variance is well satis—

ed in both cases, particularly for the latter procedure,
and the asym ptotic slopes at large L look the sam e.

2. Resuls with nextnearest neighbor transfer

In the previous section, we consider the standard H ub—
bard m odelw ith t°= 0. Conventional quantum M onte
C arlo calculation could be perform ed to Investigate such
ground state properties. The PIRG is an altemative
method in this respect whilk i and its extension have
an advantage In investigating the excitation spectra. E s—
pecially, quantum -num ber pro fction enables us to han-
dle yrast states w ith the sam e e ort as the ground state.
H ow ever, it is expected that the 2D Hubbard m odelw ih
t = 0 has an antiferrom agnetic long—ranged order in
the them odynam ic lin  and has a sin ple low-energy
structure. To test the e ciency of our algorithm in a
m ore severe condition, we investigate the extended H ub-
bard m odelby including the next-nearest neighbortrans-
fer, which causes the geom etrical frustration e ect. The
quantum M onte C arlo m ethod is known to have a severe
di culty when t° becom es large.

R ecently by using the P IRG m ethod, the non-m agnetic
nsulator (NM I) phase has been found near the M ott
transition for relatively large t? 12]. T his phase can not
be investigated by the M onte C arlo m ethods due to se—
vere m inus sign problem s. T herefore, the PIRG is so far
the only technigque suited for this study. Here we ex—
plore how the present quantum -num ber pro fction tech—
nigque in proves the precision ofthe P IRG in such a study.
Here we consider the half- lled system on 4 by 4 lattice
wih U=t= 57 and t°= 05. M onte C arlo m ethod does
not give us convergent resuls because of the m nus sign

problem at thisparam etervalue. W e com pare our results
w ith the exact one.
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FIG. 6: (color) The energy dispersion of the 2D half- lled
Hubbard modelat U = 57;t= 1;£= 05 r S = 0 states.
The system size is 4 by 4 w ith the periodic boundary condi-
tion. The com parison w ith the exact results (plack crosses)
show s that the QP P IRG (red circles) works excellently well
for the ground state as well as the dispersion even when the
geom etrical frustration e ect is large.
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FIG.7: (color) The energy dispersion of the 2D half- lled

Hubbard modelat U = 57;t= 1;£= 05 or S = 1 states.
The system size is 4 by 4 w ith the periodic boundary condi-
tion. The com parison show s that the QPP IRG (red crosses)
works excellently well even for the spin excitations.

InF jgs.-'_d and-'j, we show com parison ofthe dispersions
obtained by theQ P -P IRG w ith the exact diagonalization
resul. This system has the ground state at S = 0 and
K= (;0).TheS=0withk= (; ) state severely com —



petes w ith this ground state. The lowestenergy S = 1
state has K = ( ;0). This energy is very close to those
of doubly degenerate K = (0;0) states and the second

Iowest statewih S = 1 and K= ( ;0). The com parison
ofQPPIRG (red circles) and the exact diagonalization
results (plack crosses) in Fjgs.:_é and ::/: Indicates excel-
lent agreem ent. In general, the errors are less than 0.01,
w hich m eans the accuracy higher than the 4 digis.

V. SUMMARY

W e have presented the quantum -number pro fction
technique and its in plem entation to the PIRG m ethod,
both of which works well irrespective of the details of
the considered system . T he quantum -num ber pro fction
m ethod can pick up a com ponent w ith required symm e-
tries from symm etry broken wavefunctions (ie. mean

eld wavefunction and so on). In the Hubbard-type
m odel, the sym m etries have a signi cant role In the low —
energy states. In particular, soin, m om entum and lattice
sym m etries play specially in portant roles in determ ining
the low -energy states. R estoration of the spin sym m etry
can be carried out by taking a spin progction operator,
which is the sam e technique as the angular m om entum
progction In nuclear structure physics. Spin rotation is
perform ed in the spin space and the soin projction is
represented by one din ensional Integral for the rotation.
The m om entum profgction is sin ply given from the su-
perposition of spatially translated basis functions. W e
have also considered geom etrical sym m etry on a lattice
for profctions such as the inversion and rotation sym —
m etries.

Q uantum -num ber pro fction operator L is represented
by the sum of exponential of onebody operator. In the
PIRG, the wavefunction is expressed by a linear combi-
nation ofL basis states, while the sym m etries are not re—
tained in each basis state in general. T hen the quantum —
num ber proction is e ciently introduced for each ba—
sis state. In the present paper, we have introduced two
ways of in plem enting quantum -num ber pro fction into
the P IRG .0 neway isto carry out quantum -num ber pro—
“ection afterwards for the already obtained PIRG wave—
function PIRG+QP).The ground state ise clently ex—
tracted by specifying the quantum number w ih higher
accuracy than the PIRG only. A though the PIRG does
not e ciently pick up the excited states, we can obtain
several low -lying excited states w ith various sym m etries
from theP IRG wavefiiention, ifa an allportion ofthe ex—
cited states stillrem ain affterthe P IRG procedure. O ther
isto carry out the PIRG by using quantum -num ber pro—
“Bcted basis states QP -PIRG).By this extended P IRG,
we can precisely evaliate excitation spectra. A fhough
QP-PIRG requiresm ore com putation tim e, the accuracy
of the ground state is m ore in proved than PIRG+QP,
particularly for the excitation spectra.

In num ericalcalculations, quantum -num ber pro fction
can be perfom ed exactly. M oreover, as quantum -num ber
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progction operators L are comm utable wih Ham ilto-
nian H , the relation LHL = HL sinpli es numerical
calculations. As exam ples, the accuracy and e ciency
of the algorithm has been tested for the standard Hub-
bard m odel on two-dim ensional square lattice aswellas
for the 2D Hubbard m odel w th nonzero next nearest
neighbor transfer, where geom etrical frustration e ects
are large. W e have shown that the quantum -num ber
progction in plem ented to the P IRG excellently works.
M ore concretely, the spin pro fction and spin-m om entum
progction by PIRG + Q P greatly n prove the accuracy of
energy. QP-PIRG further im proves the accuracy of the
extrapolated energy. This algorithm also enables accu—
rate calculations of low -lying excitation spectra w ith dif-
ferent quantum num bers from those of the ground state.
T he energy dispersions of the speci ed total spin have
been shown to give highly accurate results, particularly
by using the QPP IRG m ethod. T his accuracy does not
depend on the details of the lattice structure and the
din ensionality. In our exam pls the accuracy becom es
higher or com parable to 4 digits.

W hen the system size Increases in the 2D Hubbard
m odel, we do not have a relevant clue to jidge the accu-
racy of the calculation by the present algorithm . O n the
half- lled case, however, we can com pare the resultsw ith
the quantum M onte C arlo results and the agreem ent is
satisfactory. To reach the sam e accuracy, i seem s to be
necessary to Increase the num ber of the basis functions
L gradually w ith the increase of the system size.
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APPENDIX A

In this appendix, we discuss som e properties of the
spin proection operator.

W e expand j iby complete sest M 1 regarding to
soin quantum num ber, as
X
ji= Gu BM i @1

SM

where gy = BSM j iand denotes other quantum
num bers. O peration of rotationaloperatorR ( ) to j 1
results in
X
R()ji= v R(O)BM 1
sM
X
= Gy Dgy ( )BK 1 @2)

SK M



whereweuseeq.@) . By this relation, proction onto j i
is represented by

Z

2S+ 1 S o
d Dygx ( )DR()J1

8 2
X

Lygdi

M ihSK J i; A 3)
w here we use the llow Ing relation as
Z g 2

S s®
d DMK( )DMOKO( )ZZS‘Fl

SSOMM©O KKO:

@A 4)
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Therebr_elLf,I x Profctsout BM icomponent from j 1.
By Eq.l_A_Z{), pro fction operator is represented as

Lyx = BM iSK 3 @5)
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