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1. { Introduction

In the last few years solid state physics has increasingly bene ted from scienti c
com puting and the signi cance of num erical techniques is lkely to keep on grow ing
quickly in this eld. Because of the high com plexiy of solids, which are m ade of a huge
num ber of interacting electrons and nuclei, a ullunderstanding oftheir properties cannot
be developed using analyticalm ethods only. N um erical sin ulations do not only provide
quantitative results for the properties of speci ¢ m aterials but are also w idely used to
test the validity of theories and analytical approaches.

Num erical and analytical approaches based on perturbation theory and e ective
Independent-particle theories such as the Fem i liquid theory, the density functional
theory, the H artree-Fock approxim ation, or the Bom-0 ppenhein er approxin ation, have
been extrem ely successfiil in explaining the properties of solids. H ow ever, the low -energy
and low -tem perature electronic, optical, or m agnetic properties of various novel m a—
terials are not understood w ithin these simpli ed theories. For exam ple, In strongly
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correlated system s, the Interactions between constituents of the solid are so strong that
they can no longer be considered separately and a collective behavior can em erge. A's
a result, these system s may exhbit new and fascinating m acroscopic properties such
as high-tem perature superconductivity or colossal m agneto-resistance [L]. Q uasione-
din ensional electron-phonon (EP) systam s like M X chain com pounds are other exam —
ples of electronic system s that are very di erent from traditionalones R]. T heir study
is particularly rew arding for a num ber of reasons. F irst they exhibit a rem arkably w ide
range of com peting forces, which gives rise to a rich variety of di erent phases charac-
terized by sym m etry-broken ground states and long-range orders. Second these system s
share fuindam ental features w ith higherdin ensional novelm aterials (for nstance, high—
T. cuprates or charge-ordered nickelates) such asthe interplay of charge, soin, and lattice
degrees of freedom . O nedim ensional (1D ) m odels allow us to investigate this com plex
Interplay, w hich is in portant but poorly understood also in 2D —and 3D highly correlated
electron system s, in a context m ore favorable to num erical sin ulations.

171.M odels. { Calculating the low -energy low —tem perature properties of solids from
rst principles is possible only w ith various approxin ations which often are not reliable
In strongly correlated or low-dim ensional electronic system s. An altemative approach
for investigating these m aterials is the study of sin pli ed Jattice m odels which include
only the relevant degrees of freedom and interactions but nevertheless are believed to
reproduce the essential physical properties of the fi1ll system .
A fundam entalm odel for 1D correlated electronic system s is the H ubbard m odel [3]
de ned by the H am iltonian

X X
@) Hee= t 4 o + cé’ o +U NinNyy:
hi;3i; i
Tt describes electrons with spin = =";# which can hop between neighboring sites on a

lattice. Here ¢ , ¢; are creation and annhilation operators for electronsw ith spin~ at
stei,n; = c?: ¢; are the corresponding density operators. T he hopping integralt gives
rise to a a singleelectron band ofw idth 4tD @ ith D being the goatialdim ension). The
Coulom b repulsion between electrons ism in icked by a localH ubbard interaction U 0.
T he average electronic density persite is0< n < 2, wheren = N =N ,N is the num ber
of lattice sites and N . is the num ber of electrons; n=2 is called the band 1ling.

In the past the Hubbard m odel was Intensively studied w ith respect to (itinerant)
ferrom agnetism , antiferrom agnetism and m etaldinsulator (M ott) transitions in transition
metals. M ore recently it has been used in the context of heavy femm ions and high-
tem perature superconductivity as perhaps the m ost findam entalm odel accounting for
strong electronic correlation e ects in solids.

T he coupling between electrons and the lattice relaxation and vibrations (phonons)
is also known to have signi cant e ects on the properties of solids including the above
m entioned strongly correlated electronic m aterials (see the papers by Egam i, Calvani,
Zhou, P erroni, and Saini). D ynam icalphonon e ects are particularly in portant in quasi-
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Fig.1l. { Schem atic representation of the 1D H olstein-H ubbard m odel.
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1D m etals and charge-density-wave (CDW ) system s. T he sin plest m odel describing the
e ect ofan additional EP coupling is the H olstein-H ubbard m odel. T hism odeldescribes
electrons coupled to dispersionless phonons, represented by local E instein oscillators.
T he H am ittonian is given by

K X X
@) Hep=Heet ——  Pi+ — o Gini;

i i i

where g; and p; are the position and m om entum operators for a phonon m ode at site i,
and n; = nir + Ny . At st sight, there are three additional param eters in this m odel
(com pared to the purely electronic m odel): T he oscillatorm assM , the spring constant
K , and the EP coupling constant . However, if we introduce phonon (poson) creation
and anniilation operators bi’ and b, , respectively, the H olstein-H ubbard Ham iltonian
can be written (up to a constant tem )

X X
3) Hep=He+ !0 Bb gl ©l + b)n;;

w here the phonon frequency is given by !g = K=M h = 1) and a din ensionless EP
coupling constant is de ned by g = =!y wih the range of zeropoint uctuations
given by 2a® = ®M ) ™ . W e can set the param eter a equalto 1 by rede ning the
units of oscillator displacem ents. Thus, the e ects of the EP coupling are determ ined
by two din ensionless param eter ratios only: ! o=t and g. A fematively, one can use the
polaron binding energy ", = !y or, equivalently, = "»=2tD , Instead ofg. T he various
constituents and couplings of the H olstein-H ubbard m odel are summ arized In g. 1.

In the sihgleelectron case, the resulting Holstein m odel ] has been studied as a
paradigm atic m odel or polaron form ation (see the paper by Fehske, A Iverm ann, Ho—
henadler and W ellein). At half- 1ling, the EP coupling m ay lead to a Peierls instability
related to the appearance of CDW order In com petition with the SDW Instability trig—
gered by U (see the separate paper by Fehske and Jeckelm ann).
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12.M ethods. { D espite the great sin pli cation brought by the above m odels, the-
oretical nvestigations rem ain di cult because a quantum m any-particle problem has
to be solved w ith high accuracy to detem ine correlation e ects on physical properties
beyond the m ean— eld level. Analytical solutions of these m odels are known for special
cases only. To determ ine the spectral and them odynam ical properties of these m odels,
theorists have tumed to num erical sin ulations. Am ong the various approaches, exact
num erical m ethods play a signi cant role. A num erical calculation is said to be exact
if no approxin ation is nvolved aside from the restriction inposed by nite com puta—
tional resources (in particular, the sam e calculation would be m athem atically exact if
it were carried out analytically), the accuracy can be system atically im proved w ith in—
creasing com putationale ort, and actualnum erical errors are quanti able or com pletely
negligble. E specially for strongly correlated system s, exact num erical m ethods are of-
ten the only approach available to cbtain accurate quantitative results in m odel system s
and the resuls that they provide are essential for checking the validity of theories or
testing the accuracy of approxin ative analytical m ethods. N owadays, niteclister ex—
act diagonalizations ED ), the num erical renom alization group NRG ), densiy m atrix
renom alization group OM RG ) calculations, quantum M onte Carlo QM C) sin ulations,
and the dynam icalm ean— eld theory OM FT ) have becom e very powerfiil and im por—
tant tools for solving m any-body problem s. In what ollow s, we brie y summ arize the
advantages and weaknesses of these techniques, especially In the context of EP lattice
m odels such as the the H olstein-H ubbard m odel. Then in the rem aining sections we w ill
present the basic principles ofthe ED (sect.2) and DM RG (sect. 3 and 4) approaches.

The paradigm of an exact num erical calculation In a quantum system is the exact
diagonalization ED ) of its Ham iltonian, which can be carried out using several well-
established algorithm s (see the next section). ED technigues can be used to calculate
m ost properties of any quantum system . Unfortunately, they are restricted to small
system s (for instance, 16 sites for a half- lled Hubbard m odel and less for the H olstein—
Hubbard m odel) because of the exponential increase of the com putational e ort with
the num ber of particles. In m any cases, these system sizes are too an all to simulate
adequately m acroscopic properties of solids (such as (pand) transport, m agnetisn or
charge long-range order). They are of great value, however, or a description of localor
short—range order e ects.

In QM C simulations the problem of com puting quantum properties is transform ed
Into the summ ation of a huge num ber of classical variables, which is carried out using
statistical (M onte C arlo) technigques. T here are num erous variations ofthis principle also
for EP problem s (see, eg., the paper on QM C by M ishchenko). QM C sim ulations are
aln ost asw idely applicable asED techniguesbut can be applied to m uch larger system s.
The results of QM C calculations are a ected by statistical errors which, n principle,
can be system atically reduced w ith increasing com putational e ort. Therefore, QM C
techniques are often num erically exact. In practice, several problem s such as the sign
problem (typically, In frustrated quantum system s) or the large auto-correlation tim e in
theM arkov chain (for Instance, In critical system s) severely lin it the applicability and ac—
curacy ofQM C sim ulations in strongly correlated or low -din ensional system s. M oreover,
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real-frequency dynam icalproperties often have to be calculated from the in aginary-tim e
correlation finctions obtained wih QM C using an analytic continuation. H owever, the
transform ation of Im aghary-timn e data a ected by statistical errors to real-frequency
data is an ilkconditioned num erical problem . In practice, one has to rely on approxi-
m ate transform ations using least-square orm axin um -entropy ts, which yield resuls of
unknow n accuracy.

DM RG m ethodsallow usto calculate the static and dynam icalproperties of quantum
system s much larger than those possble with ED techniques (see the third and fourth
section, as well as the separate paper by Fehske and Jeckelm ann). For 1D system s and
quantum In puriy problem s, one can sin ulate lattice sizes large enough to detem ine
static properties in the therm odynam ic lin i and the dynam ical spectra ofm acroscopic
system s exactly. In higher dim ensions DM RG results are num erically exact only for sys—
tam sizes barely larger than those available with ED techniques. For larger system sizes
in din ension two and higher DM RG usually provides only a variational approxin ation
of the system properties.

The NRG is a precursor of the DM RG m ethod. Therefore, it it not surprising that
most NRG calculations can also be carried out with DM RG . NRG provides num erically
exact results for the low -energy properties of quantum Im puriy problem s (see the paper
on NRG m ethods by Hew son). M oreover, for this type of problem it is com putationally
moree cientthan DM RG .Forotherproblam s (lattice problem s, high-energy properties)
NRG usually fails or provides results of poor accuracy.

In the dynam icalm ean— eld theory (see the papers by C iuchi, Capone, and C astel-
lani) it isassum ed that the selfenergy ofthe quantum m any-body system ism om entum —
Independent. W hile this isexact on a lJattice w ith an In niely lJarge coordination num ber
(ie., In the lim it of In nite dim ension), it is considered to be a reasonable approxim a—
tion for 3D system s. Thus in applications to realm aterials DM FT is never an exact
num erical approach, although a DM FT -based approach fora 3D system could possibly
yield better results than directQM C orDM RG calculations. Tt should be noticed that In
theDM FT fram ew ork the selfenergy has to be determ ined selfconsistently by solving a
quantum Im puriy problem , which is itself a di cult strongly correlated problem . This
quantum in puriy problem isusually soled num erically using one ofthe standard m eth-—
ods discussed here €D, NRG, QM C orDM RG). Therefore, the DM FT approach and
its extensions can be viewed as an (approxin ate) way of circum venting the lin itations
of the standard m ethods and extend their applicability to large 3D system s.

In sum m ary, every num ericalm ethod has advantages and weaknesses. ED isunbiased
but is restricted to am allclusters. For1D system sDM RG isusually thebestm ethod whilke
for 3D system s only direct QM C sim ulations are possble. QM C technigues represent
also the m ost successful approach for non-critical and non-frustrated two-din ensional
system s. There is currently no satisfactory num erical (or analytical) m ethod for two—
din ensional strongly correlated system s w ith frustration or in a critical regin e.
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2. { Exact diagonalization approach

A s stated above, ED is presently probably the best controlled num ericalm ethod be—
cause it allow san approxin ation-free treatm ent of coupled electron-phonon m odels in the
w hole param eter range. A s a precondition we have to work w ith nite system sand apply
a well-de ned truncation procedure for the phonon sector (see subsect.2 1). At least or
the single—electron H olstein m odel a variational basis can be constructed in such a way
that the ground-state properties of the m odel can be com puted num erically exact In the
them odynam ic lin it (cf. subsect. 2 2). In both cases the resulting num erical problem
isto nd the eigenstates ofa (sparse) Hem itian m atrix using Lanczos or other iterative
subspace m ethods (subsect. 2 3). In general the com putational requirem ents of these
eilgenvalue algorithm s are determ ined by m atrix-vector m ultiplications M VM ), which
have to be Inplem ented in a paralle], fast and m em ory saving way on m odem super-
com puters. E xtensions for the calculation of dynam ical quantities have been developed
on the basis of Lanczos recursion and kemel polynom ial expansions (cf. subsect. 2 4).
Quite recently cluster perturbation theory (CPT) has been used n combination with
these techniques to determ ine the singleparticle electron and phonon spectra.

21 .M any-ody H ilert space and lasis construction. {

2°1.1. Basissymm etrization. T he totalH ibert space ofH olstein-H ubbard type m od—
els (2) can be w ritten as the tensorial product space of electrons and phonons, spanned
by the complte basis set fhi= i Ppigwih

¥ oy ¥ 1
@) Pi= @ ' #Pie and pi=  pe— B Pip:
=1 =" w1 Mup!

Heren; ,. 2 £0;1g, ie. the electronicW annier site im ight be an pty, singly ordoubly oc-
cupied, whereas we have no such restriction for the phonon number, m ;,, 2 £0;:::;1 g:
Consequently, e= 1;:::;D. and p = 1;:::;D, labelbasic states of the electronic and
phononic subspaces having din ensions D ¢ = Ni. Ng and D, = 1 , respectively.

Since the H ol%tejn Hubbard Ham ilttonian gomm utes w ith the total electron num ber op—
N

N A

erator Mo = L, i + niy), Noy; = L ni; (e used the hat’ to discrin ate
operators fctgn the corresponding particle num bers), and the z-com ponent of the total
soin S* = % i , in i), the basis fig has been constructed for xed N . and S*.

To further reduce the din ension of the totalH ibert space, we can exploit the space
group symm etries franslations (Gt ) and point group operations (G )] and the spin— I
nvariance [Gs); S* = 0 { subgpace only]. C kearly, working on nite bipartite clusters
in 1D or2D hereN = k?+ P, k and 1 are both even or odd Integers) w ith periodic
boundary conditions PBC ), wedo not have allthe sym m etry properties ofthe underlying
1D or2D (square) lattices [B]. R estricting ourselves to the 1D non-equivalent irreducible
representations of the g]:oug GEK)= Gr G, ) Gs, we can use the projction

- 1 @G) : . — v -
s = BE®)] 626 ®) .G @wih H;P = O,PK;rs =P and

operator P . ; K K ;rs

K ;}:s:|
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K irs PR 0050 = Pgirs gm0 il s;s0) I order to generate a new sym m etrized basis set:

G
.o Sthe (com plex)

Iz

character of G in the K ;rs] representation, where K’ refers to one ofthe N allowed wave
vectors In the rst Brillouin zone, r labels the irreducible representations of the little
group of K, Gy K ), and s param eterizes G5 . For an e cient parallel in plem entation
ofthe M VM i is extrem ely in portant that the sym m etrized basis can be constructed
preserving the tensor product structure of the H ibert space, ie.,

fhig F fPig. G denotestheg K ) elem entsofthegroup G K ) and

©) fpi= NS p, B piky;

) K rs]

wih e= l;:::;D”g(K ID”E(K) De=g(K”)].Ther are nom alization factors.
2°12. Phonon H ibert space truncation. Since the H ibert space associated to the
phonons isIn nie even fora nite system , we apply a truncation procedure [6] retaining

only basis stateswith atmost M phonons:

X
(6) fpi;my = mi, Mag:

=1
Theresu]rjngHijeJ:tspaoehasatotaldjmensionD”=D”E(K) Dg wji:th‘;I = @f,fﬁ!)!,

and a general state of the H olstein Hubbard m odel is represented as

U}gm ) E)(S

) 3 g eel= Cep Pii:
e=1 p=1

Tt isworthw hile to point out that, sw itching from a realspace representation to am om en—
tum space description, our truncation schem e takes into account all dynam ical phonon
m odes. This has to be contrasted w ith the frequently used single-m ode approach [/]. In
other words, depending on the m odel param eters and the band 1ling, the system \de-
cides" by iselfhow the M phononsw illbe distrbuted am ong the independent E instein
oscillators related to the N W annier sites or, altematively, am ong the N di erent phonon
m odes In m om entum space. Hence w ith the sam e accuracy phonon dynam icale ects on
lattice distortions being quasi-localized In real space (such as polarons, Frenkel excitons,
::: ) orin momentum space (lke chargedensity-waves, ::: ) can be studied.

O f course, one has carefully to check for the convergence of the above truncation
procedure by calculating the ground-state energy as a function of the cut-o param eter
M . In the num erical work convergence is assum ed to be achieved if E( is determ ined

with a relative error E ' = @M ) E ™M  1)=E,™ ) 10° . In addition we
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Fig. 2. { Convergence of the phonon distribution finction " j2 M ) and ground-state energy
EoM™ ) (nset; here lled symbols give the results obtained separating the Q = 0 phonon m ode)
asa function ofthem axim um num berofphononsM retained. Resulsare given for the H olstein
modelon a 1D lattice with N = 14 (@) and N = 6 (b) sites PBC), where the param eters ",
and !y are the same as for the CPT calculation presented in g. 3 of the paper by Fehske,
A lverm ann, H ohenadler and W ellein.

guarantee that the phonon distribution function

D}gm) E)(ZJ
®) M) = Fep ¥
e=1 p=1
fmpy,=mg

w hich givesthe di erent weightsofthem -phonon states in the ground-state j o1, becom es
independent of M and +™'f M ) 10% . To illustrate the M dependences of the
phonon distribution function and the ground-state energy, w e have show n both quantities
In g.2 for the singleelectron Holstein m odel on rather sm all Jattices. F igure 2 proves
that our truncation procedure is well controlled even in the strong EP coupling regin e,
w here m ultiphonon statesbecom e ncreasingly im portant.

Forthe H olstein—type m odels the com putational requirem ents canlpe further reduced.
Here i ispossble to separate the sym m etric phonon m ode, B g = PlT ;bi, and to calcu-
late its contrbution to H analytically B]. For the sake of sin plicity, we restrict ourselves
to the 1D spinless case in what ollow s. U sing the m om entum space representation of
the phonon operators, the originalH olstein H am iltonian takes the form

X D X X
© H= t Qog+da) "o BY  +Bgng, +!o BJ By,
ij 3 3
e oY P _
withBJ = Uyb, By, = Uyb=U y;b,andng, = Uyng, whereUy; = (1= N)

exp fiQ JR;g and Q y (R ;) denote the allowed m om entum (translation) vectors of the
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Fig. 3. { Sm allvarational H ibert space for the
® PY ® Py 1D polaron problem . Basis states are repre—
sented by dots, o diagonalm atrix elem ents by
2\ lines. Vertical bonds create or destroy phonons

w ith frequency ! . H orizontalbonds correspond
3 to electron hops (/ t). A ccordingly, state jli
> describes an electron at the origin (0) and no
phonon, state 21 is an electron and one phonon
—e ® ® *— both at site 0, Bi is an electron at the nearest
1 neighbor-=site site 1, and a phonon at site 0, and

so on. The gure is redrawn from ref. P].

lattice. The Q = 0 phonon m ode couples to ng = Ne=pN_whjch is a constant if working
In a subspace with xed number of electrons. Thus the Ham iltonian decom poses into
H=H%Hgoo,withHg_o= P T5 BY+B,)ny+ !oBYB,.Shoe H %Ho-ol= 0,the
eigenspectrum ofH can be built up by the analytic solution forH g - ¢ and the num erical
results for H °. U sing the unitary transform ation

N,
(10) S (Ne)= exp p? !_0

w hich introduces a shift ofthe phonon operators B, ! B+ ﬁ‘?iq % ), weeasily nd the
diagonalform ofHg-o = !¢BIB, 'WNZ=N . It represents a ham onic oscillator w ith
elgenvalues and eigenvectorsE; = !l 'QNN—SZI and ji= 191—5 B 2)'Pi. The corresponding
elgenenergiesand eigenvectorsofH g- ¢ areE ;= E;and N ¢)i= SY NN .)]li, respectively.
T hat is, In the eigenstates ofthe H olstein m odela hom ogeneous lattice distortion occurs.
N ote that the hom ogeneous lattice distortions are di erent in subspaces w ith di erent
electron number. Thus excitations due to lattice relaxation processes will show up in
the oneparticle spectral finction. F inally, eigenvectors and eilgenenergies of H can be
constructed by com bining the above analytical result w ith the num erically determ ined
eigensystem EJ;j Ji) of H%ED = EJ+ 1ol WNZN and j ,pi= jJi  J0Ne)i.

2 2.Variational ED m ethod. { In this section we brie y outline a very e cient varia—
tionalm ethod to address the (one-electron) H olstein polaron problem num erically in any
din ension. T he approach was developed by Bonca et al. 9, 10] and is based on a clever
way of constructing the EP H ibert space which can be system atically expanded in order
to achieve high-accuracy resultsw ith ratherm odest com putational resources.

The authors built up the varational space starting from an iniial state, eg. the
electron at the origin, and acting repeatedly (L tin es) with the o -diagonal diagonal
hopping (t) and EP coupling ( ) tem s of the Ham iltonian (see g. 3). A basis state
is added if it is connected by a non-zero t-or -m atrix elem ent to a state previously
In the space, ie., states in generation 1are obtained by acting 1tim esw ih o -diagonal
term s. Only one copy of each state is retained. Im portantly, all translations of these



10 Eric Jeckelmann Holger Fehske

states on an in nite lattice are Included. A cocording to B loch’s theorem each eigenstate
can be written as = e*Ja;, where a;, is a set of com plex am plitudes related to the
states in the uni cell, eg. L = 7 for the an all variational space shown in g. 3. For
each mom entum K the resulting num erical problem is then to diagonalize a Hem itian
L L matrix. W hile the size of the H ibert space increasesas @O + 1f, the error in the
ground-state energy decreases exponentially wih L. Thus in m ost cases 10*-10° basis
states are su cient to obtain an 8-10 digit accuracy for E (. The ground-state energy
calculated this way is vardational for the in nite system .

2 3. Soling the eigenvalue probkm . { To determ ne the eigenvalues of large sparse
Hem iian m atrices, iterative K rylov) subspace m ethods like Lanczos [L1] and variants
of Davidson [12] diagonalization techniques are frequently applied. These algorithm s
contain basically three steps:

(1) profct problm matrix A 2 R® onto a subspaceA* 2 VX k  n)

2) soke the eigenvalue problem in V¥ using standard routines

(3) extend subspace V¥ ! V¥'1 by a vector ©? V¥ and go back to ).
Thisway we obtain a sequence of approxin ative inverses of the originalm atrix A .

231. Lanczosdiagonalization. Starting out from an arbitrary (random ) initial state
7 01, having nite overlap w ith the true ground state j (1, the Lanczos algorithm recur-
sively generates a set of orthogonal states (Lanczos or K rylov vectors) :

a1 Ju1i=H .4 ajii BI.114

where a; = W 7§ 1d=h 1§ 14,10 = W1 1d= 11 7114 = 0,and 7 1i= 0. Ob-
viously, the representation m atrix [[* o= hH Dy i of HY is tridiagonal in the
L-din ensionalH ibbert space spanned by the £§ 1igi- ;... 1 (@ D):

ag b 0 0 0

b aa b 0 O

0 b a b 0 g .
0 0 Q as b4 A

e ©

Applying the Lanczos recursion (11), the eigenvaluies E,, and eigenvectors j ,i of HY
are approxin ated by

13) E’ and jli= G T i
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regpectively, where the L coe cientsc g;l are the com ponentsofthe (n  th) eigenvectors
of Tt with eigenvalueE [ . T he eigenvalue spectrum ofT ™ can be easily determ ined using
standard routines from lbraries such asEISPACK (see htip://www netlb .org). Increas—
ing L we check for the convergence of an eigenvalue of T* in a speci ¢ energy range. So
we can avold spurious eigenvalues or xed Lanczos din ension L which disappear as one
varies L [11].

N ote that the convergence of the Lanczos algorithm is excellent at the edges of the
spectrum  (the ground state for exam ple is obtained w ith high precession using at m ost

100 Lanczos iterations) but rapidly w orsens inside the spectrum . So Lanczos is suitably
used only to obtain the ground state and a few low lying excited states.

2732. Implem entation ofm atrix vector m ultiplication . T he core operation ofm ost
ED algorithm s isa M VM . It is quite obvious that our m atrices are extrem ely sparse
because the num ber of non—zero entries per row of our Ham ilton m atrix scales linearly
w ith the number of electrons. T herefore a standard im plem entation of the M VM step
uses a sparse storage form at for the m atrix, holding the non-zero elem ents only. Two
data schem es are in w ide use, the com pressed row storage (CRS) and the agged diagonal
storage (JD S) form at [L3], w here the Jatter is the m ethod of choice for vector com puters.
T he typical storage requirem ent per non-zero entry is 12-16 Byte for both m ethods, ie.
r a m atrix din ension of D" = 10° about one TByte m ain m em ory is required to store
only the m atrix elem ents of the EP Ham iltonian. Both variants can be applied to any
sparse m atrix structure and the M VM step can be done in parallel by using a parallel
Ibrary such asPET Sc (see http://www -unix m csanlgov/petsc/petscas/) .

To extend our EP studies to even largerm atrix sizes we store no longer the non-zero
m atrix elem entsbut generate them in each M VM step. O focourse, at that point standard
Ibraries are no longer usefiil and a parallel code tailored to each speci ¢ class of Ham it
tonians m ust be developed. For the H olstein-H ubbard EP m odelwe have established a
m assively parallel program using the M essage P assing Interface M PI) standard. The
m inin altotalm em ory requirem ent of this in plem entation is three vectors w ith H ibert
space din ension.

T he parallelization approach follow s the inherent natural parallelism of the H ibert
space, which can be constructed as the tensorial product space of electrons and phonons
fPi= 1 Pig (cf. subsubsect.21.1). A ssum ing, that the electronic din ension ') is
amultiple of the num ber of processorsused N ) We can easily distribute the electronic
basis states am ong these processors, ie. processor i(0 i  Npu 1) isholding thebasis

electronic hopping tem generates Interprocessor com m unication n the M VM whik all
other (diagonal electronic) contributions can be com puted locally on each processor.

Furthem ore, the com m unication pattem rem ains constant w ithin a sihgl run for
allM VM steps and the m essage sizes (at least D , words) are large enough to ignore
the latency problem s of m odem interconnects. U sing supercom puters w ith hundreds of
processors and one TBytes of main m em ory, such as IBM p690 clusters or SG I A ltix
system s, we are able to run sin ulations up to a m atrix din ension of30  10.
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24 .M gorithm s for estim ating spectral finctions. { T he num erical calculation of spec—
tral functions

A° ()= ijim hoD? ! 073 oi
1 0* ! H+ Ey+ i
9’(1
(14) = haDioif ' & Eni

n=0

where O isthem atrix representation ofa certain operatorO (eg., the creation operator
q{ ofan electron w ith wave num ber k ifonew ants to calculate the single-particle soectral
fiinction; or the current operator {= it ; ey, G, ,0q) ifone is interested in the
optical conductivity), Involves the resolvent of the Ham ilton m atrix H . O nce we have
obtained the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of H we can plug them into eg. (14) and
obtain directly the corresponding dynam ical correlation or G reen fiinctions. In practice
this haive’ approach is applicable for am all H ibert spaces only, where the com plete
diagonalization of the H am ilton m atrix is feasble.

For the typical EP problem s under Investigation we dealw ith H ibert spaces having
total din ensions D" of 10°-10'!. Finding all eigenvectors and eigenstates of such huge
H am ilton m atrices is Im possible, because the CP U tim e required forexact diagonalization
of H scales asD® and mem ory as D'?. Fortunately, there exist very accurate and well-
conditioned linear scaling algorithm s for a direct approxin ate calculation of A° (!).

24 1. Lanczos recursion m ethod. H aving detemm ined the ground state j § i by the
Lanczos technique, ﬁre can use again the recursion relation (11), but with the niial
state J pi= 0 j §i= h § D YO j §1i, todeterm inew ithin the so-called Lanczos recursion
m ethod (LRM ) or spectral decoding m ethod (SDM ) an approxin ative soectral function,

Xl
15) A° ()= FHeFfhod¥Oiei I & EDL
n=20
or equivalently
o
16) A° ()=  Im 1 b oP 7030l ;
G kﬁ

which isbuilt up by L -peaks.

O foourse, the true spectral function A9 () hasD “peaks. A ccording to the Lanczos
phenom enon, the approxin ated spectral weights and positions of the peaks converge
to their true values w ith Increasing L. Som e of the m ain problem s of the LRM /SDM
are: (i) The convergence is not uniform in the whole energy range. (i) There exist
so—called spurious peaks, which appear and disappear as L is increased, ie., when the
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Iteration proceeds. (iiil) W ithout com putationally expensive re-orthogonalization only a
few hundred iterations are possble.

242. Kemelpolynom ialmethod. The idea behind a conceptionally di erent ap—
proach, the kemelpolynom ialm ethod KPM ) (fora review see [L4]), isto expand A° (1)
In a nie series of L + 1 Chebyshev polynom ials T, (x) = cosin arcocosx)]. Since the
Chebyshev polynom ials are de ned on the real interval [ 1;1], we apply st a sin—
ple linear transform ation to the Ham iltonian and all energy scales: X = #H b)=a,

x= (! b)=a,a= Enax Enmn)=2@1 y,and b= & ax + Enin)=2 (the sn allconstant
is Introduced In order to avoid convergence problem s at the endpoints of the interval
{a typical choice is 001 which has only 1% inpact on the energy resolution [15]).

T hen the expansion reads

1 X
a7 A k)= p—— [ +2 O Th )
1 >8 m=1
w ith the coe cients (m om ents)
Z 1
18) o = dx T, ®A° ®) =h ¢PIT, K)O j oi:

1
Equation (17) converges to the correct function forL ! 1 .Again them oments

@9) m =2hnini § and Sii1=2hgsi1dmi 9
can be e ciently obtained by repeated parallelized M VM , where § +11i= 2X j 1
Jm 1ibutnow jii= X jgiand joi= O j giwih j ¢idetem ined by LanczosED .

As iswell known from Fourier expansion, the serdes (17) wih L nite su ers from
rapid oscillations (G ibbs phenom enon) leading to a poor approxin ation to A° (). To
In prove the approxin ation themoments , aremodied , ! g, n,wherethedamping
factors g, are chosen to give the best’ approxin ation fora given L . Thism odi cation is
equivalent to a convolution of the in nite series w ith a sm ooth approxin ation K 1, X;y)
to & vy),a socalled approxin ation kemel. T he appropriate choice of this kemel, that
isofg,, eg. to guarantee positivity of A° (!), lies at the heart of KPM .W em ainly use
the Jackson kemelwhich results in a uniform approxim ation whose resolution increases
as 1=L, but for the determm ination of the sihgleparticle G reen functions below we use a
Lorentz kemelwhich m im icsa nite In aghary part in eq. (14), see [14].

In view of the uniform convergence of the expansion, KPM is a m ethod tailored to
the calculation of spectral properties. M ost In portant, spectral functions obtained via
KPM are not sub gct to uncontrolled or biased approxin ations: The accuracy of its
outcom e depends only on the expansion depth L, and can be m ade as good as required
by jist Increasing L . O £ course one is restricted to nite system s ofm oderate size whose
associated H am ilton m atrix does not exceed available com putational resources.
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24 3. Clusterperturbation theory (CPT).The spectrum ofa nite system ofN sites
which we obtain through KPM di ers In m any respects from that In the them odynam ic
ImiEN ! 1 ,especially it isobtained fora nite numberofmomentaK = m=N only.
T hem ost ocbvious feature is the resulting discreteness ofenergy levelswhich is a property
already of the non-interacting system . W hile we cannot easily increase N w ithout going
beyond com putationally accessible H ibbert spaces, we can try to extrapolate from a nite
to the in nie system .

of a N —size cluster w ith open boundary conditions, and then recover the in nite lattice
by pasting identical copies of this cluster at their edges. The Ylue’ is the hopping V
between these clusters,whereVy; = tfork 1j= landk;l 0;1modN ,which isdealt
with In rst order perturbation theory. Then the G reen function G j5 (! ) of the In nite
lattice is given through a D yson equation

X
(20) Gy (1)=Gg )+ G (1MVikaG 1y (1);

k1

where indices of G° (! ) are counted m odulo N . O bviously this order of perturbation in
V isexact for the non-interacting system . W e thus get rid of the discreteness addressed
above. The D yson equation is solved by Fourder transform ation overm om enta K = kN
corresponding to transhtions by N sites

(21) G,,(I{.I): L .
R 1 VEIG() 4

from which one nally obtains

b

@2) G kit)= GHWkiexp( k@ 3)):

1
N =1

In thisway,which iscalled CPT [16], we obtain a G reen function G (k;! ) w ith contin—
uousm om enta k from the G reen function G fj (!')ona nieclister. Two approxin ations
arem ade, one by using rst order perturbation theory In V = t, the second on assum ing
translational symm etry in G i5 (! ) which is only approxim atively satis ed.

In principle, theCP T spectralfunction G (k;! ) doesnot contain any m ore inform ation
than the cluster G reen function G i-jj (') already does. But extrapolating to the in nite
system i givesa st hint at the scenario in the themm odynam ic 1im it. However, CP T
does not descrbe e ects which only occur on large length scales, lke Anderson local-
ization (see the paper by Fehske, Bronold and A Iverm ann) or the critical behavior at a
phase transition. P roviding direct access to spectral fiinctions, still w ithout relying on
possbly erroneous approxin ations, CP T occupies a niche betw een variationalapproaches
like OD)DM RG (see sect.3 and 4) and m ethods directly working in the them odynam ic
1lim it like the variationalED m ethod [B].
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3. { D ensity m atrix renorm alization group approach

TheD ensity M atrix R enom alization G roup OM RG ) isone ofthem ost powerfilnu—
m ericaltechniques for studyingm any-body system s. Tt wasdeveloped by SteveW hite [17]
n 1992 to overcom e the problem s arising in the application of the standard Num erical
R enom alization G roup (NRG ) to quantum Jlattice m any-body system s such as the Hub-
bardm odel (1). Since then the approach hasbeen extended to a great variety ofproblem s,
from C lassicalStatisticalP hysicsto Q uantum Chem istry (hcluding ab initio calculations
ofelectronic structures in m olecules) and, recently, to Nuclear P hysics and the P hysics of
E Jlem entary Particles and Fields. A review article on DM RG and its num erous applica—
tions has recently been published [18]. A dditional informm ation can also be found on the
DM RG web page at htp://www dm rg.info. A detailed discussion ofthe basicDM RG al-
gorithm s and their In plem entation has been published in ref. [L9]. R eaders interested In
a sin ple exam ple should consider the application ofDM RG to singleparticle problem s,
which is also discussed there. The source code of a singleparticke DM RG program (in
the programm ing Janguage C** ) is now part ofthe ALP S distribution R0].

DM RG techniques for strongly correlated system s have been substantially in proved
and extended since their conception and have proved to be both extrem ely accurate
for low-din ensional problem s and w idely applicable. They enable num erically exact
calculations (as good as exact diagonalizations) of low -energy properties on large lattices
w ith up to a few thousand particles and sites (com pared to lessthan a few tens for exact
diagonalizations). T he calculation of high-energy exciations and dynam ical spectra for
large system s has proved to be m ore di cult and w illbe discussed in sect. 4.

371 .Renom alization group and density m atrix. { C onsider a quantum lattice system
wih N sites (in general, we are Interested in the case N ! 1 orat least N 1).
T he H ibert space of this system is the Fock gpace of all properly sym m etrized m any—
particle wave functions. A's seen in sect. 2, its din ension D grow s exponentially w ith
the num ber of sites N . O bviously, a lot of these states are not necessary to investigate
speci ¢ properties ofa m odelsuch as the ground state. T hus, a num ber ofm ethods have
been developed to perform a projction onto a subspace of dinension d D and then
an exact diagonalization of the H am iltonian in this subspace.

Such an approach, called the Num erical R enom alization G roup NRG ), was devel-
oped by W ilson 30 years ago to solve the Kondo im purity problem [R1]. The key idea
is the decom position of the system into subsystem s w ith Increasing size (see the paper
on the NRG method by Hew son). The subsystem size is increased by one site at each
step asshown In g.4. Each subsystem is diagonalized successively and the inform ation
obtained is used to truncate the H ibert space before proceeding to the next larger sub—
system . Let m and n be the din ension of the (e ective) H ibert spaces associated w ith
the subsystem m ade ofthe st  sites and w ith the site ‘+ 1, respectively. A basis of
din ension d = m n for the next subsystem wih ‘+ 1 sites isbuilt as a tensor product of
the subsystem and site bases. A ssum ing that d is am allenough, the e ective H am ittonian
can be fully diagonalized in the tensorproduct basis. T he energy is used as a criterion
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Fig. 4. { Schem atic representations of the usual NRG algorithm (left), an alemative NRG
algorithm @m iddle) and the energy levels In thee ectiveH am iltonian H .+ for increasing subsystem
system size ' (right).
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to truncate the subsystem H ibert space. The lowest m eigenstates are kept to form
a new basis while the high-energy eigenstates are discarded. The new subsystem w ith
‘+ 1 sites and an e ective H ibert space of din ension m can be used to start the next
freration. In sum m ary, this procedure provides a transform ation H v ; = R H -] form ing
e ective Ham iltonians of xed dimension m which describe the low-energy physics of
Increasingly larger system s. In this transform ation the high-energy states are steadily
traced out asthe system grow sas illustrated n  g.4. Such a transform ation R isusually
called a renom alization group RG) transfom ation. A di erent in plem entation of the
NRG idea is possible if the system is hom ogeneous like in the Hubbard m odel. A copy
of the current subsystem can be substituted for the added site in the above procedure.
T hus the subsystem size doubles at every iteration as illustrated n  g. 4.

The NRG method is very accurate for the K ondo problem and m ore generally for
quantum In purity problem s. Unfortunately, NRG and related truncation schem es have
proved to be unreliable for quantum lattice system s such as the Hubbard m odel R2].
Tt is easy to understand the failire of the standard NRG in those cases. A subsystem
always has an arti cial boundary at which the low-energy eigenstates of a quantum
lattice H am ilttonian tend to vanish sm oothly. T hus the truncation procedure based on
the e ective eigenenergiesm ay keep only statesthat vanish at the arti cialboundary. A s
a consequence, at laterRG iterationsthe eigenstates ofthe e ective H am ilttonian of larger
subsystem s m ay have unwanted features likke nodes w here the arti cialboundary of the
previous subsystem s were located. T he application ofthe second NRG algorithm (in the
middle in g.4) to the problem ofa quantum particle n a one-dim ensionalbox gives a
clear ﬂl}ftxatjon ofthise ect [19, 23]. T he ground state wavefiinction fora N -site lattice

x) = ﬁ sih 55 hasamiimum (ode) where the ground state wavefiinction

of the twice larger system N ! 2N ) hasa maxinum as seen in g. 5. TherebPre,
the low -energy eigenstates of a sm all system are not necessarily the best states to form
the low-energy eigenstates of a larger system . An approach proposed by W hie and
N oack R3]to solve thisproblem isthe construction ofan e ective H am iltonian including
the e ects of the subsystem environm ent to elin inate the arti cialboundary. DM RG is
the extension of this idea to interacting m any-particle problm s.
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Fig. 5. { G round-state wavefunctions of the tight-binding particle-in-thebox problem for two
system s of N = 10 sites (circles) and one system of N = 20 sites (squares).

Consider a quantum system which can be solit into two parts called the subsystem
and its environm ent. A basis of the system H ibert space is given by the tensor product

@3) iii= §i P

of basis states jii 1= 1;:::;d) and Jig (3 = 1;:::;d) for the subsystem and its
environm ent, respectively. T he din ension ofthl;'s basisisds = d d. Any state j iof
the system can be expanded in thisbasis j i= FIPRL Ji  Pi . Them ost in portant
states In the subsystem to represent the state j i are given by its reduced density m atrix,
w hich is obtained by tracing out the states of the environm ent

X

@4) 0 = 55 109°

j
T his density mEat:dx is sym m etric and has d positive elgenvalies w p 0 satisfying the
nom alization w = 1. A new basis of the SLBosystem,jfi=
de ned using the eigenvectors of the density m atrix
In the new basis the state j i can be w ritten

X
@5) ji= Vi

.V ;Jii, can be

1

o LPV =W Vi; ;i= 1;:::;d:

P
with 2 =w > 0 and nom alized states §1 iy = =+ 44V 1 13T : TherePre, w  is

the probability that a subsystem is in a state jv i if the superblock is in the state j i.
T he density m atrix provides an optin alchoice for selecting them states ofthe subsystem

to be kept In a RG transfom ation : keep density m atrix eigenstates v iw ith the largest
weightsw . This is the key idea of the densiy m atrix renom alization group approach.

32.DMRG algorithms. { In a DM RG calculation one rst form s a new subsystem
with ‘“+ 1 sitesand an e ective H ibert space ofdin ension d = m n by adding a sie to the
current subsystem w ith ‘sitesasin theNRG m ethod. T hen one considersa larger system ,
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called a superblock, which ism ade of the new subsystem and an environm ent. A basis
of the superblock H ibert space is given by the tensor product 23). A ssum ing initially
that we want to com pute the system ground state only, we then calculate the ground
state j 1 of the superblock Ham iltonian using the techniques discussed in subsect. 2 3.
Then the reduced densiy m atrix (24) for the subsystem is obtained by tracing out the
environm ent states. Them density m atrix eigenstates v i with the largest weightsw
are kept to build an optin ale ective basis ofdin ension m for the subsystem wih ‘+ 1
sites. This subsystem is then used to start the next iteration and build the next larger
subsystem . T hisprocedure de nes a generic density m atrix RG transform ation. C learly,
the accuracy ofa DM RG calculation w illdepend on the quality of the environm ent used.
T he environm ent should m ake up asm uch as possible of the lattice which is not already
Included in the subsystem . Constructing such a large and accurate environm ent is as
di cult asthe origihalquantum m any-body problem . T herefore, the environm ent m ust
also be constructed self-consistently using a density m atrix RG transfom ation.

In his initialpapers [17], W hite described two DM RG algorithm s: the in nite-system
m ethod and the nitesystem method. The in nitesystem m ethod is certainly the sin —
plest DM RG algorithm and is the starting point of m any other algorithm s. ts de ning
characteristic is that the environm ent is constructed using a \re ection" of the current
subsystem . T he superblock size increasesby tw o sites at each step as illustrated In  g. 6.
T he system is assum ed to be hom ogeneous and \sym m etric" to allow this operation. -
erations are continued untilan accurate approxin ation ofan in nite system is obtained.
The In nitesystem m ethod is som etim es used to calculate properties of nite system s.
W hile this approach m ay work just ne in m any cases, i should be kept In m ind that
there is no guarantee of convergence to the eigenstates of the nite system .

The nitesystem m ethod isthem ost versatile and reliableDM RG algorithm and w ith
som e later In provem ents [18, 19] ithasalso becom e a very e cientm ethod. It isdesigned
to calculate the properties of a nite system accurately. T he environm ent is chosen so

XXX OIEXEXD)
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Fig. 6. { Schem atic representation of DM RG algorithm s. Left: In nite-system algorithm (from

top to bottom ). Right: Finitesystem DM RG algorithm for a ten-site Jattice. T he environm ent
block is on the right-hand side when going from top to bottom and on the keft-hand-side when
going from bottom to top.
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that the superblock represents the full lattice at every iteration. T he environm ents can
also be considered asbeing subsystem s and are calculated selfconsistently ushgDM RG
w ith the usualsubsystem splaying the part oftheir environm ent. terations are continued
back and forth through every con guration ofthe superblock (ie., every splitting ofthe
lattice in one subsystem and is environm ent) until convergence. This procedure is
ilustrated in  g. 6. This ensures the selfconsistent optin ization of the subsystem s and
their environm ents (for a given numberm of states kept) and thus considerably in proves
the results reliability com pared to the In nite-system m ethod.

M ost DM RG algorithm s use only two blocks (the subsystem and is environm ent)
to form the superblock, but it is possible and usefiil for som e problem s to consider a
m ore com plicated con guration. For instance, one can use four blocks to treat one—
din ensional problem s w ith periodic boundary conditions and using several blocks can
also be advantageous for system s w ith boson degrees of freedom such as phonons R4].

The DM RG sites usually correspond to the physical sites of the lattice m odel in—
vestigated, such as spin, ferm lonic, or bosonic degree of freedom . For a phonon m ode

(boson), which hasan in nie H ibert space,aDM RG site representsa nite dim ensional

basis of the phonon states R5] as already discussed for exact diagonalization m ethods
(subsect. 271).] However, the DM RG sites can also represent a com bination of several
physicalsites [for instance, the electron and phonon at each site of the H olstein-H ubbard
m odel (2)], a fraction of the H ibert space associated w ith a given physicalsite (as in the
pseudo-site m ethod for bosonic degrees of freedom presented in subsubsect.341).

Tt ispossble to com pute severalquantum states sin ultaneously wih DM RG . In that
case, the density m atrix is form ed as the sum of the density m atrices (24) calculated for
each target state. A target state can be any quantum state which is welkde ned (and
can be com puted) in every superblock ofa DM RG calculation. T his feature tums out to
be very in portant for the calculations of dynam ical properties (see sect. 4).

373. Truncation errors. { W th DM RG an error is m ade when pro gcting operators
onto the subspace spanned by the m ost In portant m density m atrix eigenstates. This
is called the truncation error. P robably the m ost in portant characteristic ofa DM RG
calculation is the rate at which the truncation error decreasesw ith an increasing num ber
m of states kept. In the m ost favorable cases (gapped one-din ensional system s w ith
shortrange interactions only and open boundary conditions), the accuracy increases
roughly exponentially wih m . For instance, the ground-state energy of the spin-one
H eisenberg chain on Jatticesw ith hundreds of sites can be calculated to an accuracy ofthe
orderof10 '° with am odest com putationale ort. In very di cult cases (long—rangeo -
diagonal interactions, tw o-din ensional system s w ith periodic boundary conditions), the
truncation error in the ground state energy can decrease asslow Iy asm 2 . It is possible
to calculate exactly the density m atrix spectrum of several Integrable m odels R6]. This
analysis show s that the distrdbution of density m atrix eigenvaliesw vardies greatly. A s
a result, truncation errorsm ay fall exponentially w ith Increasing m in som e favorable
cases but decrease extrem ely slow Iy for other ones. Correspondingly, DM RG accuracy
and perform ance depend substantially on the speci c problem investigated.
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Forany target state j iwritten down In its representation (25), the truncation ofthe
density m atrix basis corresponds to m aking an approxim ation

X
26) j 1= Vi B
m kept states

which m Inin izes the error
2 X X
7 Dn=17i 3% = w =1 W o;
d m discarded states m kept states

fora xed numberm of states kept. T he total weight of the discarded density m atrix
eigenstates (discarded weight) D, is related to the truncation errors of physical quan—
tities. For D, 1 it can be shown that the truncation error in the eigenenergy of
any target eigenstates of the Ham iltonian H scales linearly w ith the discarded weight,
E? Eexact = D + 0O O2) ;where ES = h °H j %=h %) % is the energy In the
approxin ate state § % and c is a constant. For the expectation values of other operators
the truncation error theoretically scales as D . The discarded weight D, decreases
(and thus the accuracy of DM RG resuls increases) when the numberm ofdensiy ma—
trix eigenstates kept is ncreased. In particular, or large enough m the discarded weights
vanish at every RG iteration forboth subsystem sand environm ents and truncation errors
becom e negligble. Therefore, DM RG is an exact num erical m ethod as de ned In the
Introduction (sect.l1l). M oreover, if the numberm ofdensity m atrix eigenstates kept is
so large that the discarded weight is exactly zero at every RG iteration, DM RG becom es
equivalent to an exact diagonalization (sect.?2).

In realDM RG applications, series of density m atrix basis truncations are perform ed
In successive superblock con gurations. T herefore, the m easured discarded weights D 4
do not represent the real error In the wave function of the target. N evertheless, in m ost
cases, the energy truncation error scales linearly w ith the average m easured discarded
weight D, forD, lasshown in g.7(@). Thiscan (and should) be used to m ake
an D, ! 0 extrapolation of the energy. For other physical quantities such as an order
param eter, truncation errors som etimes scalkeas O, ), wih r OS5asseenn g.70).
T his can also be used to estin ate truncation errors. T he m easured discarded weight D
alone should not be used as an Indication of a calculation accuracy, because truncation
errors for physical quantities can be several orders ofm agniude larger than D, .

Tt should be noted that DM RG can be considered as a variational approach. The
system energy E ( ) = h # j i=h j i is m Inim ized In a variational subspace of the
system H ibert space to nd the ground-state wavefinction j giand energy Eq = E ( o).
TIfthe ground-state w avefunction is calculated w ith an error ofthe order of Dn 1
(e, Ji= joi+t Ji,withh ji= 1), the energy obtained is an upper bound to the
exact result and the error in the energy is of the order of 2 Dy ) as In all variational
approaches. For speci ¢ algorithm s the variationalwave fiinction can be w ritten down
explicitly as a m atrix product wave function or as a product of local tensors [18].
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Fig.7.{ (@) G round state energy Ef; calculated with DM RG fora 12 3 Hubbard ladder w ith
U = tand 6 holesas a function ofthe discarded weight D , for severalnum ber of density m atrix
eigenstates keptm = 300 to 2200. T he zero of the energy is given by a (nearly) exact quantum
M onte Carlo result R7]. (o) Staggered bond order param eter , calculated wih DM RG in an
extended 1D half- lled Hubbard m odel 28] forU = 3tand V = 15t on a 1024-site lattice as a
finction of W form = 200 to 1200. Sold lines are linear ts.

The com putational e ort of a DM RG calculation usually increases as a power law
for Increasing system size N , numberm of states kept, or DM RG site din ension n. In
the m ost favorable case (1D system with short—range interactions only), the CPU time
increases theoretically as N m °n3, while the am ount of stored data is of the order of

m?n?. In m ost cases, however, m has to be creased w ith the system size N to keep
truncation errors constant.

34 .M ethods for ekctron-phonon system s. { A signi cant lim itation ofDM RG and
exact diagonalizations is that they require a nite basis for each site. In electron-phonon
lattice m odels such as the H olstein-H ubbard m odel (2), the num ber of phonons (osons)
is not conserved and the H ibert space is In nite for each site representing an oscillator.
O f course, the num ber of phonons can be arti cially constrained to a nie number M
per site, but the number M needed for an accurate treatm ent m ay be quite large. T his
often severely constrains the system size or the regin e of coupling w hich m ay be studied
wih DM RG [R5] and exact diagonalizations (sect.2).

Here, wedescribe tw om ethods for treating system s including sitesw ith a large H ibert
space. Both m ethods use the nform ation contained in a density m atrix to reduce the
com putationale ort required for the study of such system s. The rstm ethod R9], called
pseudo-site m ethod, is just a m odi cation ofthe usualDM RG technique which allow sus
to dealm ore e ciently w ith sites having a large H ibert space. T he second m ethod 30,
31], called the optin albasism ethod, is a procedure for generating a controlled truncation
of the phonon H ibert space, which allow s the use of a very sm all optim albasis w fthout
signi cant loss of accuracy.
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Fig. 8. { Symbolic representations (@) of the standard DM RG approach orM = 8 and () of
the pseudo-site approach forP = 3.

341. Pseudo-site method. The DM RG algorithm s presented above can easily be
generalized to treat system s including phonons (posons). In a standard in plem entation
ofthe DM RG m ethod, how ever, each boson form s one lattice site and thusm em ory and
CPU tine requirem ents increase asM 2 and M 3, respectively. Therefore, perform ing
calculations for the H olstein m odel requiresm uch m ore com puter resources than com pu—
tations for purely electronic system s.

To understand the basis of the pseudo-site approach R9], i is in portant to note
that, n principle, the com puter resources required by DM RG increase linearly w ith the
num ber of lattice sites. Thus, DM RG is much better able to handle several few -state
sites rather than one m any-state site. The key idea of the pseudo-site approach is to
transform each boson site with M = 2F states into P pseudo-sites w ith 2 states. This
approach ism otivated by a fam iliar concept: T he representation of a num ber in binary
form . In this case the num ber is the boson state index s going from 0 to P 1. Each
binary digit r; is represented by a pseudo-site, which can be occupied (ry = 1) orem pty
(ry = 0). Onecan think ofthese pseudo-sites ashard-core bosons. T hus, the level boson
state) with index s = 0 is represented by P em pty pseudo-sites, w hile the highest level,
s= 2F 1, is represented by one boson on each ofthe P psesudo-sites.

Figure 8 illustrates the di erences between standard and pseudo-site DM RG ap-—
proaches forM = 8 P = 3). In the standard approach [ g.8(@)], a new block (dashed
rectangle) isbuilt up by adding a boson site (oval) wih M states to anotherblock (solid
rectanglk) wih m states. Initially, the H ibert space of the new block contains m M
states and is truncated to m states according to the DM RG m ethod. In the pseudo-site
approach [ g.8(@)], a new block is m ade of the previous block wih m states and one
pseudo-site w ith tw o states. T he H ibert space ofthisnew block containsonly 2m states
and is also truncated tom states according to the DM RG m ethod. It takes P steps to
m ake the nalblock (largest dashed rectangle) including the initialblock and allpseudo—
sites, which is equivalent to the new block in g.8(@). However, at each step we have to
m anjpulate only a fraction 2=M ofthe bosonic H ibert space.

To in plem ent thispseudo-sitem ethod, we introduce P pseudo-sites j= 1; 5P wih a
tw o-din ensionalH ibert space £r5i;ry = 0;1g and the operators a?;aj such that aj JLi=
Pi; ay Pi= 0 and aﬁj’ is the hem iian conjigate of a;. These pseudo-site operators

have the sam e properties as hard-core boson operators: aja;f + agaj = 1, and operators



Exact numerical methods for electron-phonon problems 23

on di erent pseudo-sites comm ute. T he one-to-one m apping between a boson level Fi,
s= 0;:u3M 1,¥here Bbpsi= spi, and the P pssudo-site state I ;1 ; 25 1 isgiven by
the relation s = Ej; 1 231 r; between an Integer num ber and its binary representation.
The next step is to write all boson operators in tem s of pseudo—sjtg operators. It
is obvious that the boson number operator is given by N = b'b = ?z 127 alal.
O ther boson operators take a m ore com plicated form . For instance, to calculate the
representation of ¥ we rstwriteb? = BY Ny + 1,whereBY5i= $+ 1li. The pseudo—

site operator representation of the second tem is

p K 1p_
(28) Np+ 1= s+ 1A ()As ()udp ()5

s=0

where A 5 (1) = aja;, A5 (0) = aja) and thery (= 1;:5P ) are given by the binary digits
ofs.ForBY we nd

Y — ;Y Y Yy .oe y ceeny o
29) BY=a + aya; + aza,a; + :mt apa, 4, , nag:

Thus one can substitute P = log, (M ) pseudo-sites for each boson site in the lattice and
rew rite the system H am iltonian and other operators in tem softhe pseudo-site operators.
Then the nite system DM RG algorithm can be used to calculate the properties of this
system of interacting electrons and hard-core bosons.

T he pseudo-site approach outperform sthe standard approach when com putationsbe-
com e challenging. ForM = 32, the pseudo-site approach is already faster than the stan-—
dard approach by two orders ofm agniude. W ith the pseudo-sitem ethod it ispossible to
carry out calculations on lattices large enough to elin nate nite size e ects while keep—
Ing enough states perphonon m ode to render the phonon H ibert space truncation errors
negligble. For instance, this technique provides som e ofthem ost accurate resuls 29, 32]
forthe polaron problem in the H olstein m odel (see also the paperby Fehske, A Iverm ann,
Hohenadler and W ellein). It has also been successfully used to study quantum phase
transitions in the 1D half- lled H olstein-H ubbard m odel (see ref. 33] and the separate
paper by Fehske and Jeckeln ann).

34 2. Optin alphonon basis. T he num ber of phonon levelsM needed for an accurate
treatm ent ofa phonon m ode can be strongly reduced by choosing a basiswhich m inin izes
the error due to the truncation of the phonon H ibert space Instead of using the bare
phonon basis m ade of the lowest eigenstates of the operators bﬁi’bi .Aswith DMRG, In
order to elin inate phonon states w thout loss of accuracy, one should transform to the
basis ofeigenvectors ofthe reduced density m atrix and discard statesw ith low probability.
T he key di erence is that here the subsystem is a single site. To be speci ¢, consider the
translationally invariant H olstein-H ubbard m odel (2). A site includes both the phonon
Jevels and the electron degrees of freedom . Let label the four possible electronic states
ofa particular site and let s labelthe phonon lvels ofthis site. Let j label the com bined
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states of all of the rest of the sites. Then a wave function of the system can be w ritten
as

X
(30) Jji= s;3J 7sifji:

isiJ
T he density m atrix for this site for a given electronic state ofthe site is

@31 =

s;r s;iJ r;jr

w here r also labels the phonon levels ofthis site. Let w x be the eigenvaluesand ¢ (n)
the eigenvectorsof ,wherek labelsthe di erent eigenstates fora given electronic state of
the site. Thew  are the probabilities ofthe states ¢ ifthe system is In the state (30).
Ifw y isnegligble, the corresponding eigenvector can be discarded from the basis forthe
site w ithout a ecting the state (30). If one w ishes to keep a 1im ited num ber of statesm
for a site, the best states to keep are the eigenstates of the density m atrices (31) w ith the
largest eigenvalies. In EP system s, these m elgenstates form an optin al phonon basis.
W e note that we obtain di erent optin al phonon states for each of the four electron
states of the site.

Unfortunately, In order to obtain the optim al phonon states, we need the target
state (30), which we do not know {usually we want the optin al states to help get this
state. This problm can be circum vented In severalways [30]. Here, we describe one
algorithm in conjinction w ith an exact diagonalization approach (sect.?2) but it can also
be Incorporated into a standard DM RG algorithm . O ne site of the system (called the
big site) hasboth optim alstates and a few extra phonon levels. (T hese n extra levelsare
taken from a set ofM m bare levels but are explicitly orthogonalized to the current
optin al states.) To be able to perform an exact diagonalization of the system , each site
ofthe lattice isallowed to have only a sm allnum ber of optin alphonon levels, m 3 4.
T his approach is illustrated In  g. 9. T he ground state of the H am iltonian is calculated
In this reduced H ibert space using an exact diagonalization technique. T hen the density
m atrix (31) of the big site is diagonalized. The m ost probable m eigenstates are new
optim al phonon states, which are used on all other sites for the next diagonalization.
D iagonalizations m ust be repeated until the optin al states have converged. Each tin e
di erent extra phonon levels are used for the big site. They allow in provem ents of the
optin al statesby m ixing in the M bare states little by little.

T he In provem ent com Ing from usihg optin al phonon states instead of bare phonon
Jevels is rem arkable. For the H olstein-H ubbard m odel the ground state energy converges
very rapidly as a function of the num ber of optin alphonon levels [30, 31]. Two or three
optin al phonon states per site can give resuls as accurate as w th a hundred orm ore
bare phonon states per site. For interm ediate coupling (g = t,g= 15,and U = 0) in
the half- lled band case, the energy is accurate to less than 0.1% usihg only two optin al
Jevels, w hereas keeping eleven bare levels the error is still greater than 5% .
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Fig.9.{ Schem atic representation ofthe big site algorithm . E ach site (circles) has the electronic

degrees of freedom and three optin al states (wiggly bars). The big site (second site from the
left) has the optin al states plus two bare levels (straight bars).

Combined wih ED techniques the above algorithm for generating optim al phonon
states can be signi cantly in proved [34, 35]. F irst, the use ofa di erent phonon basis for
the big site arti cially breaksthe system symm etries. T his can be solved by Including all
those states into the phonon basis that can be created by sym m etry operations and by
sum m Ing the density m atrices generated w ith regpect to every site. Second, the e ective
phonon H ibert space is unnecessarily large if one uses the con guration shown in g. 9.
A selgenvaluiesw y of the density m atrix decrease very rapidly we can introduce a cut—
o for the lattice phonon states, which is rem iniscent of the energy or phonon num ber
cuto (6) discussed In subsubsect. 2 12, to further reduce the phonon H ibert space
din ension w ithout loss of accuracy.

In the H olstein-H ubbard m odel it is possible to transfer optin al phonon states from
an all system s to larger ones because of the localized nature ofthe phonon m odes. T here—
fore, one can rst calculate a large optin al phonon basis in a two-site system and then
use it instead ofthe bare phonon basis to start calculations on larger lattices. T his is the
sin plest approach for com bining the optim alphonon basism ethod w ith standard DM RG
techniques for large lattices such as the in nite-and nite-system algorithm s [B6].

The features of the optin al phonon states can som etin es be understood qualita—
tively 30, 31]. In the weak-coupling regin e optim al states are sin ply eigenstates of an
oscillator w ith an equilbbrium position hgi 29 as predicted by a m ean— eld approxin a—
tion. Tn the strong-coupling regine (@° !, U;t) the m ost In portant optin al phonon
states orn; = 0 or 2 electrons on the site can be cbtained by a unitary Lang-¥ irsov
transfm ation of the bare phonon ground state S (@) = e ¢ :+® P)%i, in agreem ent
w ith the strong-coupling theory. The optin al phonon state for a sihgly occupied site
is not given by the Lang-F irsov transform ation but is approxin ately the superposition
of the optin al phonon states for em pty or doubly occupied sites due to retardation ef-
fects B0]. In principle, the understanding gained from an analysis of the optin alphonon
states calculated num erically w ith our m ethod could be used to in prove the optin ized
basis used In variational approaches (see the related paper by C ataudell).

An interesting feature of the optim al basis approach is that it provides a natural
way to dress electrons locally with phonons [31]. This allow s us to de ne creation and
annihilation operators for com posite electron-phonon ob fcts like sn all polarons and
bipolarons and thus to calculate their spectral functions. However, the dressing by
phononsat a nite distance from the electrons is com pletely neglected w ith thism ethod.
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4.{ Dynam icalDM RG

Calculating the dynam ics of quantum m any-body system s such as solids has been
a long-standing problem of theoretical physics because m any experin ental techniques
probe the low -energy, low —tem perature dynam ical properties of these system s. For in-—
stance, spectroscopy experin ents, such as optical absorption, photoam ission, or nuclear
m agnetic resonance, can m easure dynam ical correlations between an extemal perturba—
tion and the response of electrons and phonons in solids [37].

TheDM RG m ethod has proved to be extrem ely accurate for calculating the proper-
ties of very large low -dim ensional correlated system s and even allow s us to Investigate
static properties n the them odynam ic 1im it T he calculation of high-energy excitations
and dynam ical spectra for large system s has proved to be m ore di cul and has be-
com e possible only recently w ith the developm ent of the dynam icalDM RG ODM RG)
approach [38, 39]. Here we rst discuss the di culty In calculating excited states and
dynam ical properties w thin the DM RG approach and several techniques which have
been developed for this purpose. Then we present the DDM RG m ethod and a nitesize
scaling analysis for dynam ical spectra. In the nalsection, we discuss the application of
DDM RG to electron-phonon system s.

4°1.Calkultion of excited states and dynam ical properties. { The sim plest m ethod
for com puting excited states within DM RG is the inclusion of the Iowest R eigenstates
as target instead of the sole ground state, so that the RG transfom ation produces
e ective H am iltonians describing these states accurately. A s an example, g.10 shows
the dispersion of the Iowest 32 eigenenergies as a function of the m om entum hk in the
one-din ensionalH olstein m odelon a 32-site ring w ith one electron (the so-called polaron
problem , see the paperby Fehske, A Ivemm ann, H ochenadler, and W ellein fora discussion of
the polaron physics in thatm odel) . T hese energieshave been calculated w ith the pseudo—
site DM RG m ethod using the corresponding 32 eigenstates as targets. Unfortunately,
this approach is lim ited to sm allnumberR of targets (ofthe order ofa few tens), which
isnot su cient for calculating a com plete excitation spectrum .

4°11. Dynam ical correlation fiinctions. The (zero-tem perature) linear resoonse of a
quantum system to a tim e-dependent perturbation isoften given by dynam icalcorrelation
finctions wWith h= 1)

(32) Ga(l+i)= 2h,nY ! Aj o
. 1 = — 1,
A e v r+1 om0

where H isthe tin e-independent H am ittonian ofthe system , E ¢ and j (i are its ground—
state energy and wavefiinction, A is the quantum operator corresponding to the physical
quantity which isanalyzed, and AY isthe H emm itian conjigate ofA . A sm allrealnum ber

isused in the calculation to shift the poles of the correlation fiinction into the com plex
plne. Asa st example, the realpart 1 (! > 0) ofthe optical conductivity is related
to the In agihary part ofthe dynam ical current-current correlation fiinction, which corre-

sponds to the operatora = it ©,; ¢ ¢ ¢, ) intheabove equation forthe 1D

j J 3
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Fig.10. { D igpersion ofthe lowest 32 eigenenergies In the one-din ensional H olstein m odelw ith
one electron on a 32-site lattice for 'y = tand g = 1 calculated with DM RG (circles). The

diam onds show a hypotheticalpolaron dispersion (k) = E; 2t [cosk) 1], whereE, = 2471t
and the e ective hopping t = 0:753t have been tted to the DM RG dispersion around k = 0.
T he squares show the freeelectron dispersion ()= 2tcosk).

Hubbard and H olstein-H ubbard m odels. A s another exam ple, on a one-din ensional lat-

tice the angle-resolved photoeam ission spectrum is related to the goectral function A (k;!)
given by the in aginary part of (32) w ith the operatorA = plT ;%3¢

In general, we are Interested in the in agihary part of the correlation finction

. . 1 .
(33) IA(!+1)=ﬁnGA(!+1)=—h0}xYCEO+! - SAJ ol

inthe ! Olimi, & (!)=1im , oIyx (! + 1) 0: It should be noted that the spectrum
In (! +1 ) orany nite > 0 isequalto the convolution ofthe spectral function E (!)
w ith a Lorentzian distribution ofw idth

Z+1

(34) L (+1i)= d! oz ('O)l— > 0:
A \- . = A\ (| !O)2+ 2 :

Let hijn = 0;1;2;::: be the com plte set of eigenstates of H w ith eigenenergiesE

(1 = 0icorrespondsto the ground state j ¢i). T he spectralfunction (33) can be w ritten
in the socalled Lehm ann spectral representation

1X
(35) L(l+i)== :hnjwifCE

n

n Eo ')2+ 2!

where E Eo is the excitation energy and jnP Pif the spectral weight of the n-
th excited state. O bviously, only states with a nite spectral weight contribute to the
dynam ical correlation function (32) and ply a role in the dynam ics of the physical
quantity corresponding to the operator A . In the one-din ensional half- lled Hubbard
m odel the H ibert space dim ension increases exponentially with the number of sites N



28 Eric Jeckelmann Holger Fehske

but the num ber of eigenstates w ith non-zero m atrix elem ents m A Pi Increasesonly asa
power-law ofN for the optical conductiviy or the oneelectron density of states.

4°12. Symmetries . The sin plest m ethod for calculating speci ¢ excited states uses
sym m etries of the system . If sym m etry operators are well de ned in every subsystem ,
DM RG calculations can be carried out to obtain the R lowest eigenstates in a speci c
symm etry subspace. It is also possble to target sim ultaneously the lowest eigenstates
In two di erent subspaces and to calculate m atrix elem ents m A Pi between them . This
allow s one to reconstruct the dynam ical correlation finction at low energy using eq. (35).

T here are several approaches for using symm etrdes in DM RG calculations. From a
com putational point of view, the best approach is an explicit in plem entation of the
corresponding conserved quantum numbers in the program T his is easily done for so—
called additive quantum num bers such as the particle num ber or the profction of the
totalspin onto an axis. For instance, ifthe z-pro fction ofthe totalspin is conserved (ie.,
the son operator S, comm utes w ith the Ham ilton operator H ), one can calculate the
low est eigenstates for various quantum numbers S, to investigate soin excitations [40].
A sanotherexam pl, ifwe study a system w ith N . electrons, we can com pute the ground-—
state energy E o N %) fordi erent numberN ° of electrons around N . and thus obtain the
(charge) gapEg41 = EgWNe+ 1)+ EgNe 1) 2F Ne) in the spectrum of free electronic
charge excitations (see the separate paper by Fehske and Jeckelm ann for an application
ofthis approach). T he extension ofDM RG to non-abelian sym m etries such asthe SU (2)
sodn symm etry of the Hubbard m odel is presented in ref. @1].

A second approach for using sym m etries is the construction of profction m atrices
onto Invariant subspaces of the Ham ittonian. They can be used to progct the m atrix
representation ofthe superblock H am iltonian [42] or the Initialwave function ofthe iter—
ative algorithm used to diagonalize the superblock H am iltonian [43] (so that it converges
to eigenstates in the chosen subspace) . T his approach has successfilly been used to study
optical excitations in one-din ensionalm odels of conjugated polym ers 43, 44].

A third approach consists in adding an interaction temm to the system Ham iltonian H
to shift the eigenstates w ith the chosen sym m etry to lower energies. For instance, if the
totalspin S? comm utes w ith the Ham ilton operator H , one applies the DM RG m ethod
to the Ham itonian H %= H + S? with > 0 to cbtain the lowest sihglkt eigenstates
w ithout hnterference from the S? > 0 eigenstates [45].

U sing sym m etries is the m ost e cient and accurate approach for calculating speci ¢
low lying excited states with DM RG . However, is application is cbviously restricted
to those problem s which have relevant symm etries and it provides only the lowest R
elgenstates for given symm etries, where R is at most a few tens for realistic applica—
tions. Thus this approach cannot describe high-energy excitations nor any com plex or
continuous dynam ical spectrum .

413. LanczosDMRG . The LanczosDM RG approach was introduced by K aren
Halberg in 1995 as a method for studying dynam ical properties of lattice quantum
m any-body system s [46]. Tt combines DM RG w ih the continuous fraction expansion
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technique, also called Lanczos algorithm (see subsubsect.2 4.1), to com pute the dynam —
ical correlation function (32). Firstly, the Lanczos algorithm is used to calculate the
com plete dynam ical spectrum of a superblock Ham iltonian. Secondly, som e Lanczos
vectors are used as DM RG target In an attem pt at constructing an e ective H am ilto—
nian which describes excited states contrbuting to the correlation fiinction accurately.
T heoretically, one can system atically im prove the accuracy using an increasingly large
enough num ber L. of Lanczos vectors as targets. U nfortunately, the m ethod becom es nu—
m erically Instable for Jarge L as soon asthe DM RG truncation error is nite. T herefore,
LanczosDM RG is not an exact num ericalm ethod except for a few goecial cases. The
cause of the num erical instability is the tendency of the Lanczos algorithm to blow up
theDM RG truncation errors. In practice, only the rst few Lanczos vectors are included
as target. T he accuracy of this type of calculation is unknown and can be very poor.

From a physicalpoint ofview, the failure ofthe LanczosDM RG approach for com plex
dynam ical spectra can be understood. W ith this m ethod one attem pts to construct a
sihgle e ective representation ofthe Ham ittonian H which describes the relevant excited
states for all excitation energies. T his contradicts the essence ofa RG calculation, which
is the construction ofan e ective representation ofa system at a speci c energy scale by
Integrating out the other energy scales.

N evertheless, LanczosDM RG is a relatively sin ple and quick m ethod for calculating
dynam ical properties w thin a DM RG approach and it has already been used in several
works [L8]. Tt gives accurate resuls for system s slightly larger than those which can be
Investigated w ith exact diagonalization techniques. It is also reliable for larger system s
w ih sinple discrete spectra m ade of a few peaks. M oreover, LanczosDM RG gives
accurate results for the st few mom ents of a spectral function and thus provides us
w ith a sin ple independent check ofthe spectral functions calculated w ith otherm ethods.

In the context of EP system s the Lanczos algorithm has been successfiilly com bined
w ith the optin alphonon basisDM RG m ethod (see subsubsect.342). T he optical con—
ductivity, sihgle-electron spectralfiinctions and electron-pair spectral finctions have been
calculated for the 1D H olstein-H ubbard m odel at various band 1lings [31, 47]. Resuls
for these dynam ical quantities agree qualitatively w ith results obtained by conventional
exact diagonalizations using pow erfiil parallel com puters (sect. 2).

414. Correction vector DM RG . U sing correction vectors to calculate dynam ical
correlation functions wih DM RG was rst proposed by Ram asesha et al. 48]. The
correction vector associated with G, (! + 1 ) isde ned by

1
36 ja(l+1i)i= i;
(36) Ja( ii ] Hj%l

where Ai= AJj (i isthe st Lanczos vector. If the correction vector is known, the
dynam ical correlation fiinction can be calculated directly

1
(37) Ga(!+1i)= —MMja(+1)i:
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To calculate a correction vector, one rst solves an inhom ogeneous linear equation
(38) Eo+! HY+ 2 3i= Ai;

which alwayshas a unique solution j i= F, (! + 1 )ifor 4 0. The correction vector
isthengiven by j o (! + 1 )i= Ka (! + 1 )i+ i¥n (! + 1 )i, wih

... H Eo ! L
(39) Ka(l+1i)i= ——F (! + 1 )i:

Oneshould notethatthestates X (! +1 )iand % (! + 1 )iarecom plex ifthe state A i
isnot real, but they alw ays detemm ine the realpart and in aghary part ofthe dynam ical
correlation finction G (! + i ), respectively. T he approach can be extended to higher-
order dynam ic response functions such as third-order optical polarizabilities [48] and to
derivatives of dynam ical correlation functions [B9].

T he distinct characteristic of a correction vector approach is that a speci ¢ quantum
state (36) is constructed to com pute the dynam ical correlation function (32) at each
frequency ! . To obtain a com plete dynam icalspectrum , the procedure hasto be repeated
for m any di erent frequencies. T herefore, this approach is generally less e cient than
the iterative m ethods presented in sect.2 4 in the context of exact diagonalizations. For
DM RG calculations, however, this is a highly favorable characteristic. The dynam ical
correlation function can be determ ined for each frequency ! separately usinhg e ective
representations of the system Ham iltonian H and operator A which have to descrbe a
single energy scal accurately.

Kuhner and W hie [49] have devised a correction vector DM RG m ethod which uses
this characteristic to perform accurate calculations of spectral functions for all frequen—
cies In Jarge lattice quantum m any-body system s. In theirm ethod, tw o correction vectors
w ith close frequencies !1 and !, and nite broadening L 11 > 0 are included as
target. The spectrum is then calculated in the frequency nterval !; < ! < !, using
eq. (37) or the continuous fraction expansion. The calculation is repeated for several
(overlhpping) intervals to determ ine the spectral function over a large frequency range.
T his procedure m akes the accurate com putation of com plex or continuous spectra pos—
sble. Nevertheless, there have been relatively few applications of the correction vector
DM RG method [18]because it requires substantial com putational resources and is di —
cul to use e ciently.

472.Dynam ical DM RG method. { The capability of the correction vector DM RG
m ethod to calculate continuous spectra show s that using speci ¢ target states for each
frequency is the right approach. Nevertheless, it is highly desirable to sin plify this
approach and to inprove its perform ance. A closer analysis show s that the com plete
problem of calculating dynam ical properties can be form ulated as a m iInim ization prob—
Jem . This leads to the de nition of a m ore e cient and sin pler m ethod, the dynam ical
DMRG ODMRG) [B9].
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DDM RG enables accurate calculations of dynam ical properties for all frequencies in
large system s w ith up to a few hundred particles using a workstation. C ombined w ith
a proper nite-size-scaling analysis (subsect. 4 3) it also enables the investigation of
spectral fiinctions In the them odynam ic lin it. T herefore, DDM RG provides a powerfuil
new approach for investigating the dynam icalproperties of quantum m any-body system s.

4721. Varationalprinciple. In the correction vector DM RG m ethod the m ost tim e~
consum ing task is the calculation of correction vectors in the superblock from eq. (38).
A wellestablished approach for solving an inhom ogeneous linear equation (38) is to
form ulate i as a m Inin ization problm . Consider the equation M x = a, where M is
a positive de nie symm etric m atrix wih a non-degenerate lowest eigenvalie, a is a
know n vector, and x is the unknow n vector to be calculated. O ne can de ne the function
W xX) = x M x X a a x, which has a non-degenerate m ininum for the vector
Xmin = M 'a which is solution of the inhom ogeneous linear equation. K uhner and
W hite [49]used a conjigate gradient m ethod to solve thism inim ization problem .)

G eneralizing this idea one can form ulate a variational principle for dynam ical corre—
lation finctions. O ne considers the finctional

40) Wa, (!; )=h jEo+ ! HF+ ?ji+ MJji+ h Pi:

For any & 0 and a xed frequency ! this functional has a wellde ned and non-—
degenerate m inIn um for the quantum state which is solution ofeqg. (38), ie. jnmi=
¥a (! + 1 )i: Ik iseasy to show that the value ofthem ininum is related to the m agihary
part of the dynam ical correlation fiinction

41) Wa; (! mnm)= Z(+1):

T herefore, the calculation of spectral functions can be form ulated as a m inin ization
problem . Todeterm ine I (! +1i ) atany frequency ! and forany > 0,onem inin izesthe
corresponding functionalW »; (!; ). Once thism Inin ization has been carried out, the
realpart ofthe correlation function G, (! + 1 ) can be calculated using egs. (37) and (39).
T his is the variationalprinciple for dynam ical correlation fiinctions. It is clear that ifwe
can calculate ¥, (! + 1 )iexactly, this variational form ulation is com pletely equivalent to
a correction vector approach. However, ifwe can only calculate an approxin ate solution
w ith an error ofthe order 1,3i= 3 (! +1i )i+ Jiwihh ji= 1,thevariational
form ulation ism ore accurate. In the correction vectorm ethod the error In the spectrum
In (! + 1 ) calculated with eq. (37) is also ofthe order of . In the variational approach
it is easy to show that the error in the value ofthem nimum W ; (!; i), and thus
in In (! + i), is of the order of 2. W ith both m ethods the error in the real part of
Ga (! + 1) isofthe order of

TheDM RG procedure used to m Inin ize the energy functionalE ( ) (see sect.3) can
also be used to m Inin ize the finctionalW »; (!; ) and thus to calculate the dynam ical
correlation function G (! + i ). This approach is called the dynam icalDM RG m ethod.
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In principle, it is equivalent to the correction vector DM RG m ethod of Kuhner and
W hite [49] because the sam e target states are used to build the DM RG basis in both
m ethods. In practice, however, D DM RG hasthe signi cant advantage over the correction
vectorDM RG thaterrorsin I (! + 1 ) are signi cantly sm aller (ofthe order of 2 instead
of asexplained above) as soon asDM RG truncation errors are no longer negligble.

422. DDMRG algorithm . The m Inin ization of the functionalW »; (!; ) is easily
Integrated Into theusualDM RG algorithm . At every step ofaDM RG sweep through the
system lattice, a superblock representing the system isbuilt and the follow ing calculations
are perform ed in the the superblock subspace:

1. The energy functionalE ( ) ism nin ized using a standard iterative algorithm for
the eigenvalue problem . T his yields the ground state vector j ¢iand itsenergy E g
In the superblock subspace.

2. The state A1 is calculated.

3. The functionalW »; (!; ) ism Inin ized using an iterativem Inin ization algorithm .
T his gives the rst part of the correction vector ¥, (! + 1 )i and the im aghary
part Iy (! + 1 ) ofthe dynam ical correlation function through eq. (41).

4. The second part Xa (! + 1 )i ofthe correction vector is calculated using eq. (39).
5. The realpart ofthe dynam icalcorrelation function can be calculated from eq. (37).

6. The fourstates j oi, Ai, ¥a (! + 1 )i, and Xa (! + 1 )iare Included as target n
the density m atrix renom alization to build a new superblock at the next step.

The robust nitesystem DM RG algorithm must be used to perform several sweeps
through a lattice of xed size. Sweegps are repeated until the procedure has converged to
them ininum ofboth finctionalsE ( ) andWa; (!; ).

To obtain the dynam ical correlation function G, (! + i ) over a range of frequencies,
one has to repeat this calculation for several frequencies ! . Ifthe DDM RG calculations
are perform ed independently, the com putational e ort is roughly proportional to the
num ber of frequencies. It is also possible to carry out a DDM RG calculation for several
frequencies sin ultaneously, ncluding severalstates X (! + 1 )iand 3% (! + 1 )iwih
di erent frequencies ! as target. A s calculations for di erent frequencies are essentially
Independent, i would be easy and very e cient to use parallel com puters.

Because of the variational principle one naively expects that the DDM RG resuls for
In (! + i ) must converge m onotonically from below to the exact result as the num ber
m of density m atrix eigenstates is ncreased. In practice, the convergence is less requ—
lar because of two approxin ations m ade to calculate the functionalW o ; (!; ). First,
the ground-state energy E and the state Aiused in the de nition (40) ofW »; (!; )
are not known exactly but calculated wih DM RG . Second, one calculates an e ective
representation of H only and assum es that #H ). He )2 to compute W, (!; ) i
the superblock subspace. T hese approxin ations can cause a violation of the variational
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Fig. 11l. { Optical conductivity of the one-din ensional half- lled Hubbard m odel for U = 3t.
Left panel: DDM RG resul calculated on a 128-site lattice using a broadening = 0:1t (dashed
line) and eld-theoretical prediction for the in nite chain B8] broadened w ith a Lorentzian of
width = 0:dt (solid line). R ight panel: the eld-theoretical prediction without broadening
(solid line) and the DDM RG resul after deconvolution (circles).

bound Wa; (!; ) A(! + 1 ). In practice, for a su ciently large numberm of
density m atrix eigenstates kept, the absolute errors in Iy (! + 1 ) decrease system ati-
cally wih increasing m . E rrors becom es negligible if enough states are kept to m ake
the discarded weight vanish. Tt is also possible to estin ate the accuracy ofa DDM RG
calculation from the resuls obtained fordi erent valuesofm . Therefore, DDM RG isan
exact num ericalm ethod as de ned in the introduction (sect.1).

The accuracy ofthe DDM RG approach for 1D correlated electron system s has been
dem onstrated by num erous com parisons w ith exact analytical resuls [38, 39, 50, 51,
52, 53, 54]. As an exampl, g.1ll shows the optical conductivity of the 1D half- lled
HubbardmodelforU = 3t. TheDDM RG resul (calculated using a broadening = 0:1t
on a 128-site lattice) agreesperfectly w ith the eld-theoreticalprediction (also broadened
w ith a Lorentzian distrbution ofwidth ) B8, 50].

4 3. Spectrum in the therm odynam ic Im it. { DDM RG allow s us to calculate spectral
functionsofa largebut nite system w ith a broadening given by the param eter > 0. To
determm ne the properties of a dynam ical spectrum in the them odynam ic lim it, one has
to analyze the scaling of the corresponding spectra Iy; (!) as a function of the system
size N for vanishing broadening

42) I(!)= lim Im Iy; (!):

PON ! 1
C om puting both Iim its in thisequation from num ericalresults forIy; (!) requiresa Iotof
accurate data fordi erent valuesof and N and can be the source of large extrapolation
errors. A much better approach is to use a broadening © ) > 0 which decreases w ith
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Increasing N and vanishes in the them odynam ic lim it [39]. T he dynam ical spectrum is
thengivenby I(!)= Imy: 1 Iy; ) (!):From theexistence ofboth lim its In eq. (42) it
can be dem onstrated that there existsa m inim albroadening ¢ N ) 0, which converges
to zero orN ! 1 , such that thisprocedure isexact forall functions N )wih ©® ) >
oN)and limy, ;1 @)= 0.

The function ¢ N ) depends naturally on the speci c problm studied and can also
vary for each frequency ! considered. For one-dim ensional correlated electron system s
such as the Hubbard m odel (1), one nds em pirically that a su cient condition is

@3) )= —;
N’

w here the constant ¢ is com parable to the e ective w idth ofthe dynam icalspectrum I (!),
which is nite in such lattice m odels. T his condition has a very sin ple physical interpre—
tation. The spectral function Iy; (!) represents the dynam ical response of the system
over a tin e period 1= after one has started to apply an extemal force. Typically,
In a lattice m odel the spectral w idth is proportional to the velocity of the excitations
nvolved in the system response. T hus the condition (43) m eans that excitations are too
slow to travel the full length N ofthe system in the tine interval 1= and do not
\sense" that the system is nite.

An additionalbene t of a broadening satisfying the condition (43) is that the nite—
system spectrum Iy; (!) becom es indistinguishable from the In nitesystem spectrum
w ith the sam e broadening for relatively sm allN . Therefore, if one know s a spectral
function I(!) for an In nite system , its convolution with a Lorentzian of w idth can
be com pared directly w ith the num erical results for the nite-system spectrum Iy; (!).
T his is the approach used in g. 11 (left panel) to compare DDM RG results fora nite
lattice w ith the eld-theoretical prediction for an in nite chain.

Finally, an approxim ation for an in nite-system (continuous) spectrum can be cb-—
tained by solving the convolition equation (34) num erically for I (! % usihg the nu-
merical DDM RG data for a nite system on the left-hand side of this equation [B4].
Perform ing such a deconvolution is a illconditioned inverse problem , which can only be
solved approxin ately using som e assum ptionson the spectrum properties like its an ooth—
ness. T herefore, the accuracy of deconvolved DDM RG spectra is unknown. In practice,
however, one obtains often accurate results as shown In g. 11 (right panel), where a
deconvolved DDM RG spectrum is com pared to an exact eld-theoretical result.

In summ ary, the dynam ical spectrum of an In nite system can be determ ined accu—
rately and e ciently from numerical ODM RG) data for niesystem spectra using a

nite-size scaling analysis w th a size-dependent broadening © ).

44 . A pplication to electron-phonon probkm s. { The DDM RG algorithm described In
the previous section can be applied to EP system s such as the H olstein-H ubbard m odel
w ithout m odi cation [B5]. It can naturally be combined w ith the special DM RG tech—
niques for system sw ith bosonic degrees of freedom which are described In subsect.34.A s
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Fig.12. { SpectralfunctionsA (k;!) (forelectron rem oval, ! < 0, and electron infction, ! > 0)
ofthe spinless H olstein m odelat half 1ling on a 8-site lattice w ith periodic boundary conditions.

The system isin the CDW /Peilerls insulating phase (! = O:dtand g= 4). T he rapidly oscillating
thin lines are the KPM resuls while the an ooth thick line are the DDM RG results w ith the
pseudo-site m ethod. N ote that only kj =2 is shown because A (k ;=2 &; !).

for ground-state sin ulations, these special techniques substantially reduce the com puta—
tionalcost for calculating dynam icalproperties of EP system s. N evertheless, applications
ofDDM RG to the Holstein-H ubbard m odel are signi cantly m ore costly than those for
com parable purely electronic system s such as the Hubbard m odel.

As an illustration, we compare DDM RG and ED-KPM (subsubsect. 242) resuls
for the spectral functions of an eight—site spinless Holstein modelin g.12. There is an
excellent overallagream ent betw een both m ethods. T he cbservable di erences are due to
the larger broadening = 0:dltused n the DDM RG sinulation. T his hides the sharpest
details of the spectrum like the oscillations which are visble In the KPM spectrum .

A signi cant di erence between both methods is the com putational cost. These
DDM RG calculations took only 150 CPU hourson an O pteron 244 processor (1.8 GH z)
and required lessthan 300 M Bytesofm em ory. It isthuspossble to sin ulate signi cantly
larger EP system s than this eight-site Jattice with DDM RG whilke this system size is the
largest one which can be sin ulated w ith exact diagonalization techniques.

F inally, we note that the broadening = Odtused orthe DDM RG resultsin g.12
is one order of m agnitude am aller than the valie used for a purely electronic system s
of com parable size (see g.1ll). It seam s that the scaling (43) is not applicable to EP
system s. Analytical and num erical investigations w ill be necessary to determ ine the
function ( N ) or EP system s before one can investigate their dynam ical properties in
the them odynam ic lin it using the techniques described in subsect. 4 3.
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5. { Conclusion

E xact diagonalization and density m atrix renomm alization group techniques are pow er—
ful and versatile exact num erical approaches for investigating the properties of electron—
phonon lattice m odels for strongly correlated (low -din ensional) m aterdals. T hanks to
recent developm ents we can now calculate dynam ical quantities which are directly re—
lated to experim ental techniques used in solid-state spectroscopy and often detem ine
the properties in the them odynam ic lim it using a nie-size scaling analysis.

W e would lke to thank B.Baum ], H.Benthien, F.E lr, F. Gebhard, G . Hager,
S.Nishin oto, G .W ellein, and A . W eisse for valuable discussions.
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