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DM RG and periodic boundary conditions: a quantum inform ation perspective
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W e Introduce a picture to analyze the density m atrix renom alization group OM RG ) num erical
m ethod from a quantum inform ation perspective. T his leads us to introduce som em odi cations for
problem s w ith periodic boundary conditions in which the results are dram atically in proved. T he
picture also explains som e features of the m ethod In tem s of entanglem ent and teleportation.
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T he discovery and developm ent ofthe DM RG m ethod
l,l] to treat quantum m any{body system s has enabled
us to analyze and understand the physical properties
of certain condensed m atter system s w ith unprecedent
precision I]. O righhally envisioned for 1D system s w ith
short{range interactions at zero tem peratures, during the
last years thism ethod hasbeen successfiilly extended to
other situations l]. Tts m athem atical foundations have
been established [, f] ;n tem s of the so{calkd m atrix
product states M PS) 1] and by now there exists a co—
herent theoretical picture ofDM RG .

At the same tine, the eld of Quantum Inform ation
Theory Q IT) has em erged to describe the properties of
quantum m any{body system s from a di erent point of
view . A theory of entanglem ent has been established,
and has allowed us to describe and understand phenom —
ena like teleportation l], and to use them in the elds
of com m unication and com putation l]. Recently it has
been shown that Q IT m ay also shed som e new light in
our understanding of condensed m atter system s ,.],
and, in particular, in the DM RG m ethod B, 1.

In this work we analyze the standard DM RG m ethod
using a physical picture which underlies Q IT conoepts.
The picture has its roots In the AKLT m odel .] and
allow s us to understand why DM RG o ersmuch poorer
resuls for problem s w ith periodic boundary conditions
PBC) than for those wih open boundary conditions
OBC), som ething which was realized at the origin of
DM RG [I]. &t also gives a naturalway of in proving the
m ethod for problm swith PBC, In which several orders
of m agnitude In accuracy can be gained. The impor-
tance of this result lies in the fact that physically PBC
are strongly preferable over OBC as boundary e ects
are elin nated and nite size extrapolations can be per-
form ed formuch an aller system sizes.

Let us start by review Ing the sin plest version of the
DM RG method for 1-D spin chainswih OBC, which is
typically represented as B B I, .]. W e denote by
d the dim ension of the H ibert space corresponding to
each spin, and by D the num ber of states kept by the
DM RG method. W e assum e that the spins at the edges
havedmensiond, D .]. At som e particular step the
chain is gpolit Into two blocks and one soin In between.
1, and the

right one R) sopinsM + 1;:::;N . Then a sst ofD D
m atrices A ° are determm ined such that the state
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m Inin izesthe energy. T he states j i;, g areorthonom al,

and have been obtained In previous steps. They can be
constructed using the recurrence relations
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For the blocks consisting of the edge soins alone, the j 1
are taken as the m em bers of an orthonom al set.

In order to give a pictorial representation of the above
procedure we Introduce at site M two auxiliary D {level
system s, ay and ky . The corresponding H ibert spaces
H .3 are spanned by two orthonom albases j i, re—
spectively. W e take L and ay (@nd alsoR and Iy ) In
the (unnom alized) m axin ally entangled state

ji= ji 3% @)

Wecanalwayswrite j i= Py Jj ir;a, J 1R oy rWherePy
mapsH, Hp! Hy ,wihHy the space corresponding
to theM {th spin and cf. )]
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7

Bh; 3 o)
s=1 ; =1

In fact, we can proceed In the sam e way at any other site
k& 1;M ;N by de ningtwo auxiliary system s & and b
and amap Qx de ned as in l) but w ith the m atrices U
Instead ofthe A . Forthe edge sopins1 and N wede nea
single auxiliary system by and ay , respectively and de ne
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FIG.1l: Schematic picture of the DM RG m ethod for the
B B (@) and the B
represent m axin ally entangled states j i, the ellipses and cir-
cles (squares) the operators Q (P ) which m ap the auxiliary
system into the physical ones.

accordingly the operatorsQ 1,y which now map Hy;, !
Hix . Thus, the state is then obtained by applying
the operatorsQ i :::;;Py ;:::Qy tothesetofm axim ally
entangled states between the auxiliary system s and
1) eeFig.1@)]1.

TheDM RG procedure can be now represented as ol
Iows. At location M ,one ndsan operatorR, actingon
the subsystem say and by by determ ining the m atrices
A®.From them , oneobtainsthe operatorQy and goesto
the next step at locationM + 1. O neproceedsin the sam e
way, m oving to the right, until one reaches the location
N . At that point, one startsm oving to the left until one
reaches the location 1 at which point i m oves again to
the right. T he procedure is continued untila xed point
for the energy is reached, som ething w hich always occurs
since the energy is a m onotonically decreasing function
of the step number. This proves that DM RG w ith the
B B isa variationalm ethod which always converges.

T hem ore standard scenarico B B ) is represented in
Fig.1l (). The operatorPy actson the auxiliary subsys—
temsay andhy 1 andmapsH, Hyp! Hy Hy +1-
In thispicture [forboth con gurations,Figs.l @/M)]i is
very clear that the two edge spins are treated on a very
di erent footing since they are represented by a sihglk
auxiliary system which is not entangled to any other.

In the caseofa problem wih PBC a slightm odi cation
of the schem e is used [[I]. The dea is to still separate
the system into two blocks and two spins as before but
now with the con guration B B
sparseness of the m atrices one has to diagonalize and
thus it increases the speed of the algorithm [1]. One
can draw the diagram corresoonding to this procedure
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FIG.2: Proposed con gurations for the case ofPBC.One

m ay also use two spins Instead of one

In a sinilar way as In Fig. 1. The im portant point is
that still there are always two sites (left m ost and right
m ost ofboth blocksB ) which are treated di erently since
they are represented by a single auxiliary soin which is
not entangled to any other. In our opinion, this is the
reason ofthe poorperform ance oftheDM RG m ethod for
problem swih PBC.

The m ethod we propose is very clear in tem s of this
picture Fig.2). One hasto substitute at all sites k the
soin by two auxiliary system s ay and by of din ension
D,wihb and axs+1 Wihay+: = a1) h amaxinally

entangled statesand nd themapsB :H, Hyp ! Hyg
which lead to a state
j i=P; Pp::Py 1 Pyjil; ©)

w ith them inin alenergy. Thism inim ization can be per-
form ed In a sim flar way to the one used in the standard
DM RG m ethod. Before show Ing how to do this In prac—
tice, we derive som e form ulas in tem s ofthese operators.
W e write
Xd
Pr= B35 wll3=

s=1 ;

B""n; ¥

T hus, the problem is solved once the states’ (or equiva—
lently, the m atrices B ) are determm ined. N ote that start-
Ing from these states, it is possible to calculate expecta—

tion values of products of local observables 1], since
h $1:::0y 3 i=Tr Eo[ll] :::EO[NN] ; 8)
w here
k] x 0 ; ;
Eo = s glB ke gl €)

s;80=1

T hus, them ain idea to perform them inim ization is very
sin ple. G ven the Ham iltonian H descrbing the system ,
one chooses one site M and w rites the energy as

h #ji_ hMlH,jMh

E = = ; 10

h ji h MINy, § M7 (10)

where 3 M1i = 4 M1 is a vector built by concate-
natingthe ' !,andNy, andHy ared D 2 hem iian



square m atrices which are built using the vectors s[k]

atk € M . For exampl, Ny sN o is a block diag-
onalm atrix with identical blocks N which has m atrix
elments No)(; o;¢; 0= Mod(; ;o o, wih

7

L, M1,

E, B (11)

Thus, at this step the operator Py is found by solving
the generalized eigenvalue problem

Hu 3 Mli= Ny 3 M5 a2)

wih minimum , which in tums gives the energy at this
step. Then one chooses another site and proceeds in the
sam e w ay until the energy converges. At the end we have
allthe Py and can evaluate all expectation values.

The above method is not very e cient num erically.
F irst, them atrix N ( m ay be ill conditioned. Second, one
storesm any m atrices (N ?) and perform sm any m atrix
multiplications ( N ?) at each step. Now we explain
how one can m ake the m ethod much more e cint.

Let assum e that we have a set of sopins in a ring. The
dea is to detem ine operators Py in a clockw ise order
( rst B, then Py, untilPy 1), then in prove them ol
Jow ing a counterclockw ise ordering (from Py toP,), then
again clockw ise, untilthe xed point is reached. At each
step, a nom alization condition sin ilarto M) is in posed,
depending on whether we are in a clockw ise or counter—
clockw ise cycle, which m akes the matrix Ny well be-
haved. O n the other hand, at each step only the opera—
torswhich are strictly needed in later steps are calculated
In an e cient way and stored.

The nom alization condition is based on the follow—
Ing fact. G wen the state , characterized by m atrices
B, if we substitute BM s 1 BpMlsxy = yMls gng
pM*llis 1 x 1pM+1is yhereX isanonshgularma-
trix, we obtain the sam e state. Analogously, we can
substiute BM lis 1 ypMIs = yMIlgndp M 1ls |
BM 1Sy 1 We choose X in the clockwise cycles to
inpose M) and Y in the counterclockw ise ones to in pose

Xd v
VAR A 3)
s=1
T hus, at the point of determ ining the operatorPy ,
3 i=0Q1 :::0y 1 Py Qu+r::z Qyjilf4)

where Qy and Ok arede ned as i ) but with U and
V instead ofB , respectively. T hus, the operatorsX and
Y are all of them m oved over, such that they are now
Included in those corresponding to Py . It can be eas-
iky shown that these conditions on the operator U (V)
are equivalent to in posing that E; has the m axin ally
entangled state j i as right (left) eigenvectorw ih eigen—
valiel. Thisisinm ediately re ected In the fact that the
m atrix Ny is better behaved, which m akes the problem
num erically stable.

Let us now illustrate how the procedure works with
sim plest nearest neighborH am iltonian Z[k] z[k+ 1],nam ely
the Ising M odel. Let us assum e that we are running
the optin ization of the operators clockw ise and that we
want to determ ine Py . So far, In previous steps, apart
from them atricesU and V , we have stored: (@) Foreach
k< M , the follow ing four operators:

G = El[l]E 1[2] B 1[k g 1[k Y, (15a)

s = E [lZ]E 1[2] B 1[k g 1[k Y, (15b)

5 = El[l]E 1[2] 1B l[k &) [kz L, (15c)
K 2

hy = El[llE 1[2] 1B [2]E [I;Jr Ui 1[k g 1[k tsd)

n=1

() Foreach k > M other four sin ilar operators which

contain products from E ¥l to E N !, W ith them , one can

buidHy andN g by few m atrix m ultiplications and thus
determ ine Py by solving ). From i, Qv is deter
m ined. Then, we construct fjy +1;Su + 17t +1 and hy 41

starting from 1y ;sv ;tw and hy []. W e continue In

the same veln, nding four m atrices at each step, and
storing them , untilwe reach N . Then we start m oving
counterclockw ise and start constructing the correspond—
Ing four m atrices at each step. Notice that in order to

construct the m atrices Hy and N g we w ill have to use
the stored m atrices #®) which were determ ined when we
were m oving clockw ise. Thus, wih this procedure we
have to store of the order of 4N m atrices of dim ension

D ? (apart from them atrices U,V and the last B ’s) but
the num ber of operations per step is independent of N .
At the end, when we have reached the xed pont, we
can determ ine the expectation value of any operator by

using W) and detem ining the required m atrices using
). Note that if the problem has translational symm e—
try, then all these evaluations are even sin pler.

W e have applied the above method to the spin 1=2
Heisenberg chain. W e have plotted in Fig. 3 the ener-
gies obtained as a function of D and com pared them
w ith those obtained by the standard DM RG m ethod w ith
OBC and PBC.From the gure i is clear that the ac—
curacies we obtain are com parable w ih those obtained
with DM RG for problem s with OBC but much better
than for PBC . W e have determ ined the errors by com —
paring w ith the exact results [[l]. In the insert ofFig. 3
we have plotted the localbond strength hs klsk+11i asa
function ofk. A s expected, the result is independent of
the position k, as opposed to what occurswih OBC.

Finally we show that the picture ntroduced here m ay
be valuable to understand the properties of states 1n
term s of the language and tools developed in the eld
of Q IT . F' irst, one can easily see that the entropy of the

by 2log, O ), as this block is connected to the rest only
via ax, and by, + 1, and thus the rank ofthe reduced den-
sity operator for the block is bounded by the product
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FIG .3: (Left) Com parison between DM RG (squares) []and

the new m ethod (circles) forPBC,and N = 28. For reference
the DM RG resuls [|] for the Heisenberg chain wih OBC
(triangles) are also shown. (Insert) Variation ofthe localbond
strength from the average along the chain, calculated w ith the
new m ethod and D = 40.

(a)

FIG .4: General states can be expressed in the orm ).

of the dim ensions of the corresponding H ibert spaces.
Secondly, it allow sus to show that any state can be w rit—
ten in the orm W) ™M PS [, 1) ifwe chooseD = &

(actually, D = dP2° is su cient). W e consider a, and
and

where j i isa state Prallparticksbut af , and contains
j qi Preach paira; 4 (1> k) and i fr the rest. The
action of Py is to teleport the entangled pairs such that
at the end one has one entangled pairs between the rst
system and allthe rest Fig.4), whik leaving allthe other
auxiliary particles in Pi. Finally, the operator P; is the
product of two operators. The rst acts on particles g
and transms P ! § i. The seoondjslai hi3j
where j1i= Pi, Jgi ¥ '. Thisoperator rstpre-

pares the desired state in particles a; and then uses
the available entangled pairs to teleport it to the the rest
of the particls.

In summ ary, we have given a pictorial view of the
DM RG m ethod and have identi ed the reason of its poor
perform ance for problem swith PBC .0 ur picture Inm e~
diately lreadsto am odi ed version ofthe DM RG m ethod
which dram atically in proves the results. T his is done at
the expenses of no longer using sparse m atrices, som e~
thing which 1m its is applications. N evertheless, we be-
lieve that the m ethod m ay allow us to treat problem s in
condensed m atter system s which so far have been di -
cul to tackle w ith the standard DM RG m ethod. In any
case, the present work illustrates how the developm ents
made in Q IT during the last years m ay prove usefiil n
other branches of P hysics.
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