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Forthe one-dim ensionalHubbard m odelsubjectto periodic boundary conditionswe constructa

unitary transform ation between basisstatesso thatopen boundary conditionsapply forthe trans-

form ed Ham iltonian. D espite the fact that the one-particle and two-particle interaction m atrices

link nearestand next-nearestneighborsonly,theperform anceofthedensity-m atrix renorm alization

group m ethod forthetransform ed Ham iltonian doesnotim prove.Som eofthenew interactionsact

asindependentquantum channelswhich generatethesam elevelofentanglem entasperiodicbound-

ary conditionsin the originalform ulation ofthe Hubbard m odel.W e provide a detailed analysisof

these channelsand show that,apartfrom locality ofthe interactions,the perform ance ofD M RG is

e�ected signi�cantly by the num berand the strength ofthe quantum channelswhich entangle the

D M RG blocks.

PACS num bers:03.67.-a,71.10.Fd

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

The num ericaldensity-m atrix renorm alization group

(DM RG ) m ethod1 works best for lattice m odels with

short-range interactionsand open boundary conditions.

Non-localized versionshave becom e a m ajor�eld ofre-

search,e.g.,the DM RG in m om entum space2,3,4 and in

quantum chem istry5,6,7,8,9,10.Fortheseapplications,itis

wellestablished thattheorderingof‘latticesites’and the

properchoice ofbasisstatescrucially in
uence the con-

vergencepropertiesoftheDM RG algorithm ;forareview,

see Refs.[11,12,13,14]. W hen Chan and Head-G ordon

applied aquantum -chem istryversion oftheDM RG (Q C-

DM RG )to the calculation ofthe ground-stateenergy of

selected m olecules6, they found that the DM RG leads

to signi�cantly better results when lattice sites are re-

ordered with thehelp oftheCuthill{M cK eealgorithm 15.

However,using concepts inherited from quantum infor-

m ation theory,ithasbeen shownthattheCuthill{M cK ee

algorithm fails to generate an optim alordering in gen-

eral4.In fact,itcanlead toverybad con�gurationswhich

m ay even preventtheDM RG algorithm from converging

to the properground-stateenergy.

Theaccuracy and convergenceoftheDM RG forgiven

com puterresourcesisintim ately related to theentangle-

m ent ofthe DM RG blocks during the renorm alization

group step.Therefore,the von-Neum ann entropy ofthe

blocks can be used to optim ize the required com puta-

tionalresources4,16. The generation ofblock entropy as

a function ofsystem size was studied in detailby vari-

ousgroups17,18.Recently,the entropy-approach wasex-

tended in [19]to include the two-site entropy pro�le. It

suggestsa way to im provethecriteria forthegeneration

ofbasisstatesand aproperorderingofthecorresponding

‘lattice sites’. The study ofvariousorderingsby brute-

force algorithm s con�rm ed the best orderings as found

from entropy-based m ethodsbutno de�nite conclusions

could be reached yet20.

For lattice m odels, boundary conditions also have a

strong in
uence on the perform anceofthe DM RG algo-

rithm . W hen periodic instead ofopen boundary condi-

tions are used for the one-dim ensionalHubbard m odel,

the block entropy increases signi�cantly with system

size16. In order to reduce num erical e�orts to solve

problem s subject to periodic boundary conditions,the

m atrix-product state description has been introduced,

forwhich,however,theinteraction m atricesbecom eless

sparse,and,thus,a true gain in perform ance could not

be docum ented yet21. Recent studies16,22 indicate that

entanglem entlocalization and interaction localization ac-

tually com pete and should be treated on an equalfoot-

ing.Thecentralgoalrem ainsthedevelopm entofa stan-

dard procedure to �nd a basis state transform ation for

a given m odelwhich m inim izes the block entanglem ent

and thereby optim izestheperform anceoftheDM RG al-

gorithm in term sofrequired com putationalresourcesfor

a given dem and on accuracy.

In thiswork we introduce a unitary basistransform a-

tion for the one-dim ensionalHubbard m odelwith peri-

odicboundaryconditionswhich resultsin atwo-chain ge-

om etry with open boundary conditionsand couplingsbe-

tween nearestneighborsand next-nearestneighborsonly.

Contrary to expectation,the perform anceofthe DM RG

algorithm does not im prove. O ur analysis shows that

the transform ation opens new quantum channels which

interfere with the kinetic-energy channeland lead to a

substantialentanglem entbetween the DM RG blocks.

W eorganizeourpaperasfollows.In section IIwede-

scribe brie
y the Hubbard Ham iltonian and the unitary

transform ation to thetwo-chain geom etry with localized

interactionsand open boundaryconditions.In section III

wediscussournum ericalprocedurewith an em phasison

thecontrolofaccuracyand thedataanalysis.W epresent

ournum ericalDM RG resultsin section IV.W e�nd that

the DM RG procedure is m ore e�cientforthe Hubbard

m odelwith periodic boundary conditions than for the

transform ed version with open boundary conditions.W e

analyze this resultin term softhe in
uence ofindepen-

dent quantum channels in section V. In particular,we

show that a super-site representation for the two-chain

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0512270v1
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geom etry doesnotrem edy thebasicentanglem entprob-

lem ofcom peting quantum channels. W e draw ourcon-

clusionsin section VI.

II. B A SIS STA T E T R A N SFO R M A T IO N

A . H ubbard m odel

W econsidertheone-dim ensionalHubbard m odelwith

uniform nearest-neighbor hopping on a �nite chain of

Ls latticesitessubjectto periodicboundary conditions,

Ĥ = � tĤ T + U Ĥ U

Ĥ T =

L s� 1X

j= 0;�

�

ĉ
+

j;� ĉj+ 1;� + ĉ
+

j+ 1;� ĉj;�

�

;

Ĥ U =

L s� 1X

j= 0

n̂j;"n̂j;# ; (1)

where ĉ
+

j;� (̂cj;�) is the creation (annihilation) operator

forelectronswith spin � = ";# atsite j,n̂j;� = ĉ
+

j;� ĉj;�,

and n̂j = n̂j;" + n̂j;# isthe occupation num beratsite j.

Dueto periodicboundary conditionswesetĉL s;� � ĉ0;�.

The single-particle interaction m atrix isgiven by Ĥ T .

W e use the intersite hopping param etertasunitofen-

ergy and setto t= 1 in the following. The two-particle

interaction isgiven by Ĥ U and U isthe strength ofthe

on-site Coulom b interaction. The schem atic plotofthe

m odelfora chain with Ls = 10latticesiteswith periodic

boundary conditionsisshown in Fig.1.

FIG .1: Schem atic plot ofthe Hubbard m odelwith periodic

boundary conditions for a chain with Ls = 10 lattice sites.

Solid linesdenotethenearest-neighborhopping whiletheon-

siteCoulom b interaction isshown by thegray shading.Num -

bersindicate the lattice site indices.

It is evident from Fig.1 and eq.(1) that the single-

particleand thetwo-particleinteraction m atricesaredi-

agonally dom inated apartfrom thefactthatĤ T hastwo

o�-diagonal term s due to the couplings between sites

j = 0 and j = Ls � 1 when periodic boundary condi-

tions are em ployed. These two term s leads to an en-

larged bandwidth ofĤ T and to a largerentanglem entin

the system as com pared to the case ofopen boundary

conditions. Therefore,we should �nd a transform ation

which reducesthebandwidth ofĤ T .A reorderingoflat-

tice sites cannot lead to m ore localized interactions as

willbe shown in section IV. Thus,we need to apply an

appropriateunitary transform ation to new basisstates.

B . T w o-chain geom etry

Letusde�ne the following unitary transform ation for

an even num beroflattice sites,

â0;� � ĉ0;� ; âL s=2;� � ĉL s=2;� ;

âj;� �

r

1

2
(̂cj;� + ĉL s� j;�) forj= 1;2;:::;

Ls

2
� 1;

b̂j;� �

r

1

2
(̂cj;� � ĉL s� j;�) forj= 1;2;:::;

Ls

2
� 1:

(2)

Theback-transform ation readsforj= 1;2;:::;Ls=2� 1

ĉj;� �

r

1

2

�

âj;� + b̂j;�

�

;

ĉL s� j;� �

r

1

2

�

âj;� � b̂j;�

�

: (3)

The transform ation isthe resultofa L�anczosbasisrep-

resentation ofthe kinetic energy which starts from the

statej�0i= ĉ
+
0;�jvaci.In thisway,alltheoperators âj;�

aregenerated.Theoperatorsb̂j;� naturally follow asthe

antisym m etric linear com binationsofthe operators ĉj;�
and ĉL s� j;�.

FIG .2: Schem atic plot ofthe transform ed Hubbard m odel

using the unitary transform ation (2). Single solid lines de-

note single-particle couplings,double solid lines correspond

to two-particleinteractions.Shaded circlesdenotetheon-site

Coulom b interaction ofstrength U while em pty circles cor-

respond to strength U=2. Num bers indicate the lattice site

indices.

In term s ofthe new operators the kinetic energy be-

com es

Ĥ T =
X

�

p
2

h

â
+
0;� â1;� + â

+

L s=2;�
â
L s=2� 1;�

+ h:c:

i

+

L s=2� 2X

j= 1;�

h

â
+
j;� âj+ 1;� + b̂

+
j;� b̂j+ 1;� + h:c:

i

: (4)

The geom etry ofthe transform ed m odelis shown sche-

m atically in Fig.2. As seen from the �gure,the trans-

form ed m odeldisplaysa two-chain geom etry with open

boundary conditions. M oreover,the kinetic energy only

couplesnearest-neighborsitesoftype a orb. Thus,Ĥ T
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is diagonally dom inated as for the case ofthe Hubbard

m odelwith open boundary conditions.

W hen weapply theunitary transform ation to thetwo-

particleinteraction m atrix we�nd

Ĥ U = n
a
0;"n

a
0;# + n

a
L s=2;"

n
a
L s=2;#

+
1

2

h

Ĥ U;d + Ĥ U;p + Ĥ U;s

i

(5)

with the localdirect,pair-hopping,and spin-
ip term s

Ĥ U;d =

L s=2� 1X

j= 1

�

n
a
j;" + n

b
j;"

��

n
a
j;# + n

b
j;#

�

;

Ĥ U;p =

L s=2� 1X

j= 1

�

â
+

j;"
b̂
j;"
â
+

j;#
b̂
j;#

+ b̂
+

j;"
â
j;"
b̂
+

j;#
â
j;#

�

;

Ĥ U;s =

L s=2� 1X

j= 1

�

â
+

j;"
b̂
j;"
b̂
+

j;#
â
j;#

+ b̂
+

j;"
â
j;"
â
+

j;#
b̂
j;#

�

:(6)

Theschem aticplotofthetwo-particleinteraction isalso

shown in Fig.2. Itisevidentthatwe have transform ed

the Hubbard m odelwith periodic boundary conditions

into a two-band problem with purely localinteractions

and nearest-neighborelectron transfers.

C . O ne-dim ensionalrepresentation

The standard DM RG algorithm applies to one-band,

i.e., single-chain geom etries. By ordering the sites of

thetwo-chain geom etry nextto each other,theHam ilto-

nian ofthe transform ed m odeltakesthe form asshown

in Fig. 3. The single-particle interaction m atrix con-

tains couplings between next-nearest neighbors. The

two-particle interaction m atrices contain on-site contri-

butions via the direct term Ĥ U;d,and nearest-neighbor

interactionsfrom Ĥ U;d,thepair-hopping term Ĥ U;p,and

the spin-
ip term Ĥ U;s. Nevertheless,allcouplings re-

m ain localand the m odelis subject to open boundary

conditions.Therefore,wem ay expectthatwecan calcu-

late ground-state properties m ore e�ciently in this for-

m ulation than we can for the Hubbard m odel(1) with

periodicboundary conditions.

III. N U M ER IC A L P R O C ED U R E

A . C ontrolling accuracy

Asin previouswork8,16,weusethedynam icblockstate

selection (DBSS)procedureto controlthe num ericalac-

curacy oftheDM RG m ethod fordi�erentm odels.W hen

weapply theDM RG to theHubbard m odel(1)with pe-

riodicboundary condition and thetransform ed m odelin

theone-dim ensionalgeom etry ofFig.3,we�x thequan-

tum inform ation loss(�)which isclosely related to the

FIG .3:O ne-dim ensionalrepresentation ofthesingle-particle

electron transfers Ĥ T (a) and the two-particle interactions

Ĥ U ;d (b), Ĥ U ;p (c), Ĥ U ;s (d) of the transform ed Hubbard

m odel.Loopsin �gure (b)denote on-site interactions.

relative error ofthe energy ofthe target state. In this

way,theblockentropyasoneofthem ostrelevantDM RG

perform ance param eters can be m onitored for di�erent

m odelHam iltonians.

W e choose � to m ake sure that the m axim um num -

berofblock states(M m ax ’ 3000)thatourprogram can

handle is not reached during the calculations, i.e., we

do notintroducean additionalquantum inform ation loss

besidesthetruncation procedurebased on �.W echoose

a sm allm inim um num berofblock statesM m in in order

to m ake sure that its speci�c choice has negligible con-

sequences and yet ensures a reliable data analysis. W e

usetheentropy sum -ruleasa criterion ofconvergence16.

In general,�ve orsix sweepsare carried outin orderto

m akesurethatthedesired accuracydeterm ined by � has

been reached.

B . Perform ance m onitoring

A natural quantity to m easure the DM RG perfor-

m ance would be the CPU tim e. The CPU tim e,how-

ever,strongly dependson theCPU in useand a num ber

ofothertechnicalissues. A software-related quantity to

m onitoristheblock entropysinceitdeterm inesthenum -

berofblocksstatesrequired toreachthedesired accuracy

forthe given m odeland,thus,the speed ofthe DM RG

calculations.

In thiswork wefollow notationsintroduced in Refs.[4,

16,19].W edecom posethetotalsystem into foursubsys-

tem s. There are two sites,denoted by sl and sr,with

ql and qr degreesoffreedom between the left and right

blocks,B land B r,ofdim ensionsM land M r,respectively.

TheblocksB L = B l� ,BR = � Br havedim ension M L and
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M l M rq q rl

B

M MRL

Brl

B B RL

ls s r

FIG .4:Schem atic plotofthe system and environm entblock

ofD M RG .B land B r denotetheleftand rightblocksoflength

land r,and ofdim ension M l and M r,respectively,where �
stands for the interm ediate sites (sl and sr) with ql and qr

degrees offreedom . The blocks B L = B l� and B R = �B r

have dim ensionsM L and M R ,respectively.

M R ,respectively.Thiscon�guration isshown in Fig.4.

The block entropies are denoted by Sl, SL, Sr, and

SR . They,as wellasthe site entropiesSsl and Ssr,are

calculated form therespectivereduced subsystem density

m atrices� asS = � Tr� ln�. The num berofdegreesof

freedom persite,ql = qr � q,isq = 4 forthe Hubbard

m odeland the transform ed Hubbard m odel.

Apartfrom theentropieswem onitortheSchm idtnum -

ber (
) which counts the num ber ofnonzero eigenval-

ues of the reduced subsystem density m atrix for each

superblock partitioning,

j	 T i=


� m in(M L ;M R )X

i= 1

!ij	
(L )

i i
 j	
(R )

i i; (7)

where j	 T i is the wave function of the total system ,

j	
(L )

i i and j	
(R )

i i are bi-orthogonalbasis states for the

leftand rightblockswith the condition
P

i
!2i = 1.The

Schm idt num ber providesinform ation aboutthe entan-

glem ent ofthe subsystem s when a pure target state is

considered. In our num ericalanalysis we determ ine 


fora given quantum inform ation loss� and we dem and

!i > 10� 15 when we determ ine 
. Im posing this cut-

o� valueinducessom em inor
uctuationsin theSchm idt

num ber as a function of the strength of the quantum

channels.

C . Totalquantum inform ation

In orderto com pare m ore rigorously the variousrep-

resentationsofa quantum system ,we m easurethe total

quantum inform ation,Itot,encoded in thewavefunction.

To this end, we form allsystem blocks which contain

M l= 1 to M l= Ls latticesitesand sum up thequantum

inform ation gain ofeach renorm alization group step16.If

no truncation isapplied,Itot also equalsthe sum ofthe

lattice-site entropies,i.e.,Itot =
P

j
Ssj. W hen we use

the DBSS approach the error in Itot is proportionalto

Ls�.

IV . R ESU LT S FR O M D M R G

LetE (Ls;N ";N #;U )denotetheexactground-stateen-

ergy ofthe one-dim ensionalHubbard m odelfor a �nite

chain with Ls lattice sitesand N � electronswith spin �

asa function oftheinteraction strength U .Itcan beob-

tained from the Bethe Ansatz23. In thiswork we study

the param agnetic half-�lled case,N " = N # = Ls=2 asa

function ofU for system sizes Ls � 64. Allnum erical

data presented are from the results ofthe last DM RG

sweep.

A . Lattice site reordering

A reordering oflattice sites does not e�ect the total

quantum correlation in the system .Therefore,when the

m odelissolved exactly,Itot isa conserved quantity.The

entanglem ent between the DM RG blocks,however,de-

pends on the num ber ofquantum channels in between

them and,thus,the ordering oflattice siteshasa m ajor

im pacton the perform anceofthe DM RG m ethod.

FIG .5:Two extrem e orderingsforthe Hubbard chain.

FortheHubbard m odeltwoextrem econ�gurationsare

shown in Fig.5. In Fig.5 (a)the \com m unication" be-

tween lattice sites j = 0 and j = Ls � 1 = 9 is m e-

diated by the neighboring lattice sites in between them

(strength t) and by a direct channel(strength t0). The

worstreordering is shown in Fig.5 (b) where the total

length ofallcom m unication paths between lattice sites

j = 0 and j = Ls � 1 = 9 is m axim ized. In order to

quantify these statem entswe considerthe (total)\com -

m unication length",

C =

L s� 1X

j= 0

jP (j+ 1)� P (j)j; (8)

where P perm utes the Ls num bers j = 0;1;:::;Ls � 1

into their new ordering. For exam ple,in Fig.5 (b) we

set Pb(0) = 0, Pb(1) = Ls � 1, Pb(2) = 2, Pb(3) =
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Ls � 2,and so on. The standard ordering in Fig.5 (a)

am ountsto C pbc = 2(Ls� 1)which can notbedecreased

by any otherordering. Forthe reordering in Fig.5 (b),

the com m unication length isC m ax = L2
s=2.

Fora m oredetailed analysisitishelpfulto investigate

thenum berofindividualquantum channelsbetween the

leftand rightblocks

Clink(l)=
[sum overallcross-linksbetween B L and

B R ,where(l+ 1)isthe length ofB L.]

(9)

W e have C
pbc

link
(l) = 2 in the con�guration ofFig.5 (a)

whereasC m ax
link

(l)= Ls� j2l+ 2� Lsjin thecon�guration

ofFig.5 (b).From the num berofquantum channelswe

de�ne the (total)com m unication length

C =
X

l

Clink(l); (10)

which reducesto the expression (8)forourexam ple.

M ore generally, not only the num ber by also the

strength and thetypeoftheindividualquantum channels

between theleftand rightblocksplay an im portantrole.

In an obviousextension of(10)wem ay assign adjustable

weightfactors
channel(l;U=t;:::)to each channel. Typ-

ically,the com m unication length C and the num ber of

individualquantum channelsateach link Clink(l)aresuf-

�cient for a �rst assessm entofthe entanglem entofthe

system .Thecom putationalcostforoneDM RG iteration

step isdeterm ined by Clink(l)sincethisnum berdoesnot

depend on theorderingofthelatticesiteswithin thetwo

blocks.Theoverallcostofa fullDM RG sweep,however,

alsodependson C dueto therelationship (10).In future

applications,C m ay serveasa costfunction to optim ize

the ordering (and the basisset).

In Fig.6 we show the site entropy,the block entropy,

and theSchm idtnum berfrom exactDM RG calculations

forLs = 10 lattice sitesatU = 1 forthe two con�gura-

tions ofFig.5. In orderto m ake visible the di�erences

in Schm idtnum bersforsm allsystem sizesweincludere-

sults for � = 0 (exact calculation) and � = 10� 4 with

M m in = 4. Afterconvergence alllattice sitespossesthe

sam e entropy,Ssi � 1:377,and Itot � 13:77 isthe sam e

forboth orderings. However,the block entropy ism uch

larger for the con�guration 5 (b),i.e.,one needs m ore

com putationalresources to solve the problem . Corre-

spondingly,the Schm idtnum ber
(�)fora given quan-

tum inform ation loss � is larger for the worst ordering

than forthe naturalordering.In fact,the block entropy

and the Schm idt num ber closely follow the num ber of

cross-linksbetween theleftand rightblocks,Clink(l),up

to logarithm iccorrectionsin the system size17,18.

There isno site ordering di�erentfrom the con�gura-

tion 5 (a) which reduces the num ber ofcross-links be-

low two,C m in
link = 2,and thecom m unication length below

C m in = 2(Ls� 1).Thus,weconcludethatthetotalquan-

tum correlation in thesystem cannotbereduced by a re-

ordering ofthe sites. O nly a basis-state transform ation

m ight o�er a way to achieve the desired entanglem ent

reduction.
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FIG .6:Siteentropy and block entropy forthehalf-�lled Hub-

bard m odelfor the two the ordering criteria shown in Fig.5

forU = 1 and � = 0 (exactcalculation). The Schm idtnum -

berisalso shown for� = 10
� 4

and M m in = 4. The linesare

guidesto the eyes.

B . B asis-state transform ation

Since interactions are localized for the transform ed

Hubbard m odelwe m ightexpectthatthe entanglem ent

in the system isreduced,and,thus,the problem can be

solved m oree�cientlyusingDM RG .In Fig.7weplotthe

siteentropy,theblock entropy,and theSchm idtnum ber

for the non-interacting Hubbard m odeland the trans-

form ed m odelfor � = 10� 4,M m in = 64,and Ls = 64

sitesasa function ofthenum berofDM RG sweeps.Note

thatthe lim itU = 0 posesa non-trivialproblem forthe

position-spaceDM RG .

Forboth m odelswedeterm inetheground-stateenergy

within thedesired relativeaccuracy ofbetterthan 10� 3.

Thecom parison ofdatapointsin Figs.7shows,however,

thatthe basis-statetransform ation (2)did notlead to a

signi�cantim provem ent:the site and block entropiesas

wellasthe Schm idtnum berare only m arginally sm aller

than fortheHubbard m odelwith periodicboundary con-

ditions.

Thisresultcan again be understood from the num ber

ofcrosslinksand thecom m unication length in Fig.3(a).

The num ber ofcross links is the sam e for both repre-

sentations,C
pbc

link
= C transf

link = 2,and the com m unication

length isalm ostthe sam e,too,C transf = 2Ls� 5 versus

C pbc = 2Ls� 2,seesection IV A.
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FIG .7:Sam e asFig.6 forthe Hubbard m odelwith periodic

boundary conditionsand forthetransform ed Hubbard m odel

with open boundary conditions for � = 10� 4, M m in = 64

(PBC)and M m in = 256 (Transf.),Ls = 64,and U = 0.

In orderto dem onstratetheim portanceofthenum ber

oflinks and ofthe com m unication length,we treat the

two chains for a-electrons and b-electrons separately as

they decouple forU = 0,see Fig.2. Forthis geom etry,

the DM RG resultisshown in Fig.8.The block entropy

pro�leclearly showstheabsenceofquantum correlations

between the two independentchains. Forthisgeom etry

we have C two-chain
link

(l) = 1 for the a-chain and b-chain

separately. The com m unication length for both chains

togetherisC two-chain = Ls � 2. Therefore,itissm aller

by a factoroftwo than forperiodicboundary conditions,

C pbc = 2Ls� 2.Itisevidentfrom Fig.8 thatthe m axi-

m um oftheblock entropy hasequally dropped by alm ost

afactoroftwo,from 3:3forperiodicboundaryconditions

to 1:7 forthetwo-chain geom etry,and theSchm idtnum -

berhasreduced by m orethan oneorderofm agnitude.

The situation drastically changes when the Hubbard

interaction isswitched on.Asshown forU = 10in Fig.9,

thesiteentropy and theblock entropy areactually larger

forthetransform ed Hubbard m odelwith open boundary

conditionssothatm oreblockstatesarerequired toreach

the sam e accuracy as in the originalform ulation ofthe

Hubbard m odelwith periodicboundaryconditions.Note

thattheoscillation in theblock entropy isrelated to the

dim ercon�guration ofthe Coulom b interaction,i.e.,the

num berofbondsbetween DM RG blocksC transf
link

(l)oscil-

latesbetween twoand eight.Therefore,theblockentropy

ofthe two representations is the sam e for every second

RG iteration step forwhich thereareonly thetwo t-type

channelsbetween the DM RG blocks.
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FIG .8: Sam e as Fig.7 for the transform ed Hubbard m odel

with open boundary conditions for U = 0,� = 10� 4,and

M m in = 64 in independent-chain geom etry.
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FIG .9:Sam e asFig.7 forU = 10 and � = 10� 5.

As seen from Fig.10,the totalquantum inform ation

of the transform ed Hubbard m odel (2) in the geom e-

try of Fig.2 (a) is sm aller than that of the Hubbard

m odelwith periodic boundary conditions only for very

sm allvalues ofthe interaction strength,U < O (t=Ls).
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FIG . 10: Total quantum inform ation for the original and

transform ed Hubbard m odels as a function ofU for various

system sizes. For L
s
= 8 results are exact while for larger

system sizesdata were obtained by setting � = 10
� 5
.

Apparently,the interactions ofour transform ed Ham il-

tonian, albeit fairly local, generate a strong entangle-

m entbetween lattice sitesand subsystem sbecause they

and the kinetic energy actas independent and actually

com peting quantum channels. W e shallinvestigate this

point further in section V. Here,we m erely determ ine

the com m unication length by adding up equally the dis-

tancesforsingle-particleand two-particleelectron trans-

fers.The term s Ĥ U;d,Ĥ U;p and Ĥ U;s contribute equally

to give the estim ate C transf � 7Ls=2. The largerentan-

glem entin thetransform ed Hubbard m odelasexpressed

by C transf > C pbc = 2(Ls� 1)im pliesthattheDM RG al-

locatesm orecom putationalresourcesforthetransform ed

Ham iltonian than forthe Hubbard m odelwith periodic

boundary conditions.

From a technicalpointofview,the overallCPU tim e

increases by a factor offour to �ve also because m ore

m atrix m ultiplicationsare necessary. In contrastto the

Hubbard m odelwith periodicboundary conditions,nine

m atrix m ultiplicationsinstead oftwom ustbecarried out

during the superblock diagonalization and three tim es

m ore operatorsneed to be renorm alized.M oreover,due

to the new channelsand the increaseofentanglem entin

the system ,the num ber ofDavidson m atrix m ultiplica-

tion increasesby a factoroftwo to three.

V . EFFEC T S O F IN D EP EN D EN T Q U A N T U M

C H A N N ELS

In this section we study the entanglem entgeneration

in m oredetail.To thisend,weswitch on perturbatively

variouscoupling term sshown in Fig.3.

A . Sm ooth interpolation betw een open and

periodic boundary conditions

First,we considerhow entanglem entbetween DM RG

blocksisgenerated forthecon�guration shown in Fig.5

where we sm oothly interpolate between open boundary

conditions (t0 = 0) and periodic boundary conditions

(t0 = 1) as a function oft0 for t = 1 and U = 0. O ur

resultsareshown in Fig.11.Thetotalquantum inform a-

tion,the block entropy and the Schm idtnum berchange

sm oothly asa function oft0.Thus,the second quantum

channelopened by theperiodicboundary conditionsbe-

havesperturbatively.Thisisnotalwaysthecaseasseen

in the nextexam ple. Note,however,thatthe perturba-

tion leadsto a sm alle�ectonly aslong ast0< O (t=Ls).
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FIG .11: Site entropy,block entropy,and Schm idt num ber

forthehalf-�lled Hubbard m odelforthecon�guration shown

in Fig.5 (a) as a function of t
0
for t = 1 and U = 0 for

Ls = 16;32 sites,and � = 10
� 4
,M m in = 64.
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FIG .12: Sam e as Fig.11 for the half-�lled Hubbard m odel

with open boundary condition as a function ofthe transfer

integralt0 between next-nearestneighbors.W e sett= 1 and

U = 0 forLs = 16;32 and � = 10� 4,M m in = 64.

B . Electron transfer betw een nearest and

next-nearest neighbors

Next,we analyze the entropy generation by an addi-

tionalnext-nearestneighborelectron transferam plitude

fortheHubbard m odel.Thenearest-neighborhopping is

again setto t= 1 whereasthe transferintegralbetween

next-nearestneighborst0issm oothlyincreased.Asin the

previousexam ple wechooseU = 0 to avoid the e�ectof

otherchannels. In Fig.12 we plotthe site entropy,the

blockentropyand theSchm idtnum berasafunction oft0.

These quantitieschange sm oothly asa function oft0 up

to a criticalvaluewherethey increaserapidly.Thevalue

forthe rapid increasecoincideswith the m etal-insulator

transition pointin the t-t0-U m odel,see,e.g.,Ref.[24].

For �nite interaction strengths,the behavior ofthe en-

tropiesabovethequantum phasetransition ism orecom -

plex,corresponding to the various phases ofthe t-t0-U

m odel24.

C . D ensity-density interactions

W e now turn to the e�ect of the interaction term s

in the transform ed Hubbard m odel(2). W e start with

the analysis ofthe density-term s Ĥ U;d in (6),as shown

in Fig. 3 (b). W e neglect allother interaction term s

and keep the single-particle hopping only,as shown in

Fig.3 (a),i.e.,we analyze Ĥ d = � Ĥ T + U Ĥ U;d.

As seen from Fig.13,the site entropy,the block en-

tropy and the Schm idt num ber do not change signi�-

cantly asa function ofU . Instead,they m ildly decrease

asthe interaction gradually elim inates double occupan-

cies (and holes) from the Hilbert space. For sm allin-

teraction strengths,the block entropy and the Schm idt

num berare fairly sm all. This isin accord with ourob-

servations for the Hubbard m odelwith open boundary

conditions.O bviously,purely localdensity-type interac-

tionsdo notopen new quantum channelsand,therefore,

they do not substantialincrease the entanglem ent be-

tween blocks. Density-density interactions between dif-

ferentlatticesitesbehavequalitatively thesam ebecause

they donotinvolvetheexchangeofparticlesbetween the

blocks.Therefore,the DM RG stillperform swellforthe

Hubbard m odelwith long-rangedensity-density interac-

tionswhen open boundary conditionsareapplied.

Thesituation changeswhen wetreatthepair-hopping

term Ĥ U;p (6),shown in Fig.3 (c),togetherwith the ki-

netic energy Ĥ T . W e ignore allotherinteraction term s,

i.e.,wetreat Ĥ p = � Ĥ T + U Ĥ U;p in Fig.14.Again,the

site entropy,the block entropy and the Schm idt num -

ber decrease sm oothly as a function ofthe interaction

strength. In com parison with the purely localinterac-

tion Ĥ U;d the Schm idtnum berhasalm ostdoubled.

The increase in block entropy and Schm idt num ber

is very sim ilarwhen we study the e�ect ofthe spin-
ip

term Ĥ U;s in (6),as shown in Fig.3 (d). The resultof

the analysisofĤ s = � Ĥ T + U Ĥ U;s isshown in Fig.15.

Apparently,thespin exchangebetween neighboring sites
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FIG . 13: Sam e as Fig. 11 but as a function of U for the

local-density term only, Ĥ d = � Ĥ T + U Ĥ U ;d,as shown in

Fig.3 (b).
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createsentanglem entsim ilarto theexchangeofpairs.In

com parison ofthee�ectofĤ U;d on theone-hand sideand

Ĥ U;p, Ĥ U;s on the other we conclude that not only the

num ber oflinks and their strength but also the type of

coupling playsan im portantroleforthe entanglem ent.

D . Super-site representation

O riginally,as shown in Fig.2,the transform ed Hub-

bard m odel(2)isde�ned on a two-chain geom etry with

purely localinteraction and electron transfers between

neighboring sites.O nem ay wonderwhethertheanalysis

ofsubsection V C isadequate because itisbased on the

single-chain geom etry ofFig.3.

In orderto clarify thisissue,we reducethe num berof

quantum channels between the DM RG blocks by form -

ing ‘super-sites’from latticesitesoftypea and b.In this

representation a lattice with Ls=2� 1 sites and q = 16

degreesoffreedom persite isform ed,plustwo end sites

with q = 4 degreesoffreedom ,and open boundary con-

ditionsapply.

Thetwo sitesattheboundarieshavethesam esiteen-

tropy for both m odels. In the super-site representation

wehalvethelength ofthesystem sothatsitesin theinte-

riorofthechain carry an entropy which istwiceaslarge

asforsitesin the Hubbard m odelwith periodic bound-

ary conditions. A com parison ofthe block entropies is

only m eaningfulforblockswhich contain thesam enum -

ber ofsites,i.e.,l= 3;5;7 in Fig.16. As expected,for
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FIG . 14: Sam e as Fig. 11 but as a function of U for the

pair-hopping term only, Ĥ p = � Ĥ T + U Ĥ U ;p,as shown in

Fig.3 (c).
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FIG . 15: Sam e as Fig. 11 but as a function of U for the

pair-hopping term only, Ĥ s = � Ĥ T + U Ĥ U ;s, as shown in

Fig.3 (d).
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FIG .16: Site entropy and block entropy for the half-�lled

Hubbard m odelfor periodic boundary conditions shown in

Fig.5 (a) and for the super-site representation in Fig.2 for

U = 1 and � = 0 (exactcalculation).

theseblocklengthsthey agreeforboth m odels.Thetotal

quantum inform ation isessentiallythesam eforboth con-

�gurations. This observation is again readily explained

by thefactthattherearetwoquantum channelsbetween

theDM RG blocksin both representations.Thisisshown

explicitly in Fig.17 for U = 0 and N = 34,� = 10� 4

using m axim um M = 350 block states.

The advantage that the transform ed Hubbard m odel

in thesuper-siterepresentation isonly oflength Ls=2+ 1

is m ore than com pensated by the fact that during the
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FIG .17:Sam e asFig.16 forU = 0 forN = 34,� = 10
� 4
.

num ericalcalculation thereareq= 16degreesoffreedom

forthetwo interm ediatesitessland sr in thesuperblock

representation. This higher dem and for com putational

resourcescan be reduced ifinstead oftwo interm ediate

sitesin thesuperblock representation only a singlesiteis

used.Them odi�cation oftheDM RG in thisdirection is

possible21,25.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveconstructed aunitarytransform ationbetween

basisstatesfortheone-dim ensionalHubbard m odelsub-

jecttoperiodicboundary conditionssothatopen bound-

ary conditions apply for the transform ed Ham iltonian.

Despite the fact that the one-particle and two-particle

interaction m atriceslink nearestand next-nearestneigh-

borsonly,the perform ance ofthe density-m atrix renor-

m alization group m ethod for the transform ed Ham ilto-

nian doesnotim prove signi�cantly because som e ofthe

new interactions act as independent quantum channels

which generate the sam e levelofentanglem ent as peri-

odic boundary conditions in the originalform ulation of

the Hubbard m odel.

The totalquantum correlation in the system for the

transform ed m odeldecreases only for sm allinteraction

strengths and for very short chain lengths. Therefore,

this approach cannot be used to im prove the perfor-

m ance ofthe DM RG for reasonable system sizes. W e

have shown that the localization of interactions alone

doesnotim provetheperform anceoftheDM RG .Instead,

it is a�ected m ore signi�cantly by the num ber and the

strength ofthe various quantum channels between the

DM RG blocks.

In conclusion,our results contribute to a better un-

derstanding ofthe entanglem ent production within the

DM RG .W e propose to im plem ent the com m unication

length for the construction ofan optim albasis and the

properordering oflattice sites. The expected reduction

of the block entanglem ent should im prove the perfor-

m ance ofthe DM RG for Ham iltonians with long-range

electron transfersand interactions.
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