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Entanglem ent production by independent quantum channels
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For the one-din ensional H ubbard m odel sub Fct to periodic boundary conditions we construct a
unitary transform ation between basis states so that open boundary conditions apply for the trans-
form ed Ham iltonian. D espite the fact that the oneparticle and two-particle nteraction m atrices
link nearest and next-nearest neighbors only, the perform ance of the density-m atrix renom alization
group m ethod for the transform ed H am iltonian does not im prove. Som e of the new interactions act
as independent quantum channels which generate the sam e levelof entanglem ent as periodic bound-
ary conditions in the original form ulation of the H ubbard m odel. W e provide a detailed analysis of
these channels and show that, apart from locality of the interactions, the perform ance ofDM RG is
e ected signi cantly by the num ber and the strength of the quantum channels which entangle the

DM RG blocks.

PACS numbers: 03.674a, 71.10Fd

I. NTRODUCTION

T he num erical densiy-m atrix renom alization group
OMRG) method! works best for lattice m odels w ith
short—range Interactions and open boundary conditions.
N on-localized versions have becom e a m apr, ,gld of re—
search, eg., the DM RG, I m om entum spacf®f and in
quantum chem jstryg'é"@’bil?"lo: . Forthese applications, i is
w ell established that the ordering of Yattice sites’ and the
proper choice of basis states crucially in uence the con—
vergencepropertiesoftheDM RG algorithm ; fora review,
see Refs. [11,04,03,14]. W hen Chan and Head-G ordon
applied a quantum ~chem istry version ofthe DM RG QC-—
DM RG) to the calpulation of the ground-state energy of
selected m oleculed?, they found that the DM RG leads
to signi cantly better results when lattice sites are pe—
ordered w ith the help ofthe Cuthill{M K ee algorithm g,
H owever, using concepts nherited from quantum nfor-
m ation theory, it hasbeen show n that the C uthill{M K ee
algqrithm fails to generate an optin al ordering In gen-—
era®. In fact, it can lead to very bad con gurationsw hich
m ay even prevent the DM RG algorithm from converging

to the proper ground-state energy.

T he accuracy and convergence ofthe DM RG for given
com puter resources is Intin ately related to the entangle—
ment of the DM RG blocks during the renom alization
group step. T herefore, the von-N eum ann entropy of the
blocks can be psed to optim ize the required com puta-
tional resourced?24 . T he generation of block entropy as
a function.ef system size was studied in detail by vari-
ous group:s'-lj"lg: . Recently, the entropy-approach was ex—
tended in {19] to include the two-site entropy pro k. It
suggests a way to In prove the criteria for the generation
ofbasis states and a proper ordering ofthe corresponding
Yattice sites’. The study of various orderings by brute-
force algorithm s con m ed the best orderings as found
from entropy-based methods but no de nite conclusions
could be reached yet29.

For lattice m odels, boundary conditions also have a
strong in uence on the perform ance ofthe DM RG algo—

rithm . W hen periodic instead of open boundary condi-
tions are used for the one-din ensional H ubbard m odel,
the, block entropy increases signi cantly with system
siz!9. T order to reduce numerical e orts to solve
problem s sub gct to periodic boundary conditions, the
m atrix-product state description has been introduced,
for which, how ever, the interaction m atrices becom e less
sparse, and, thus, g frue gain in perfpuy ance could not
be docum ented yet?l. Recent studiedt%2? indicate that
entanglem ent localization and interaction localization ac—
tually com pete and should be treated on an equal foot—
Ing. T he centralgoal rem ains the developm ent ofa stan—
dard procedure to nd a basis state transfom ation for
a given m odel which m inim izes the block entanglem ent
and thereby optin izes the perform ance ofthe DM RG al-
gorithm In temm s of required com putational resources for
a given dem and on accuracy.

In this work we Introduce a unitary basis transform a—
tion for the one-din ensional H ubbard m odel w ith peri-
odicboundary conditionswhich results in a two-chain ge—
om etry w ith open boundary conditions and couplingsbe-
tw een nearest neighbors and next-nearest neighborsonly.
C ontrary to expectation, the perform ance ofthe DM RG
algorithm does not inprove. Our analysis show s that
the transform ation opens new quantum channels which
Interfere w ith the kineticenergy channel and lead to a
substantial entanglem ent between the DM RG blocks.

W e organize our paper as follow s. In section ITwe de—
scribbe brie y the Hubbard H am iltonian and the uniary
transfom ation to the tw o-chain geom etry w ith localized
Interactionsand open boundary conditions. In section g:gt
we discuss our num erical procedure w ith an em phasis on
the controlofaccuracy and the data analysis. W e present
ournum ericalDM RG results in section'lV,. W e nd that
the DM RG procedure ism ore e cient for the Hubbard
m odel w ith periodic boundary conditions than for the
transform ed version w ith open boundary conditions. W e
analyze this result In tem s of the In uence of Indepen—
dent quantum channels In section y: In particular, we
show that a supersite representation for the two-chain
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geom etry does not rem edy the basic entanglem ent prob—
lem of com peting quantum channels. W e draw our con-—
clusions in section y_i.

II. BA SIS STATE TRANSFORMATION
A . Hubbard m odel

W e consider the one-din ensionalHl ubbard m odelw ith
uniform nearest-neighbor hopping on a nite chain of
L lattice sites sub ct to periodic boundary conditions,

H = tf;+UHy
e 1
o + +
Hr = G Geny Gy & i
3= 0;
e 1
Hy = NNy ; 9

=0

where ¢ (¢, ) is the creation (annihilation) operator
for electrons with spin = =";# at site j, A5, = é;; s
and 11y = fiy + 44 is the occupation number at site j.
D ue to periodic boundary conditionswe set &, _; &; -

T he single-particle interaction m atrix is given by H 1 .
W e use the Intersite hopping param eter t as unit of en—
ergy and set to t= 1 in the llow Ing. T he two-particle
interaction is given by Hy and U is the strength of the
on-site Coulom b interaction. The schem atic plot of the
m odel fora chain with L= 10 lattice sitesw ith periodic
boundary conditions is shown in Fjg.-';.
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FIG . 1: Schem atic plot of the Hubbard m odel w ith periodic
boundary conditions for a chain wih Ly = 10 lattice sites.
Solid lines denote the nearestneighbor hopping while the on—
site Coulom b interaction is shown by the gray shading. Num —
bers indicate the lattice site indices.

Tt is evident from Fig.d and eg. () that the single-
particle and the two-particle Interaction m atrices are di-
agonally dom inated apart from the fact that HAT hastwo
o -diagonal term s due to the couplings between sites
jJ= 0and j= Lg 1 when periodic boundary condi-
tions are employed. These two tem s leads to an en—
larged bandw idth of H: and to a larger entanglem ent in
the system as com pared to the case of open boundary
conditions. Therefore, we should nd a transform ation
w hich reduces the bandw idth ofI—fT . A reordering of lat—
tice sites cannot lkad to m ore localized interactions as
willbe shown in section :}\{: Thus, we need to apply an
appropriate unitary transform ation to new basis states.

B. Two—chain geom etry

Let us de ne the llow ing unitary transfom ation for
an even num ber of lattice sites,

é0; éO; ;3L3=2; cLS=2; 7
r_
1 Lg
ay; —€; +6, 5 ) Pri=L;2;:m5— 1
2 2
r =
l S
E>j; > €;; &, 5 ) Pri=1;2;:5— 1
2)
T he back-transform ation reads for j= 1;2;:::;L~2 1
r_
1 A
S5 2 ay * by g
r =
1 ~
C. o5 > ay by ot €)

T he transform ation is the result of a Lanczos basis rep—
resentation of the kinetic energy which starts from the
state j oi= ¢, jaci. In this way, all the operators 4,
are generated. T he operators B] naturally follow asthe
antisym m etric linear com binations of the operators ¢&;;
and CLS 5

;
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FIG . 2: Schem atic plot of the transform ed Hubbard m odel
using the unitary transformm ation @I). Single solid lines de—
note singleparticle couplings, doubk solid lines correspond
to tw o-particle interactions. Shaded circles denote the on-site
Coulomb interaction of strength U while em pty circles cor-
respond to strength U=2. Numbers indicate the lattice site
indices.

In tem s of the new operators the kinetic energy be—
com es

X p_h i
r + + .
Hr = 2 &, 4, ta _, & _,,, thc
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T he geom etry of the transform ed m odel is shown sche—
m atically in Fjg.:g. As seen from the gure, the trans—
form ed m odel displays a two-chain geom etry w ith open
boundary conditions. M oreover, the kinetic energy only
couples nearest-neighbor sites of type a or b. Thus, I-fT



is diagonally dom inated as for the case of the Hubbard
m odelw ith open boundary conditions.
W hen we apply the unitary transform ation to the two—
particle nteraction m atrix we nd
a
Ls=2;#
1 i
+E Hya+t Hyp+ Hyjs )

o~ — a a a
Hy = ngeNgy+ np ,.n

w ith the localdirect, pair-hopping, and spin— ip tem s

Ls)?Z 1
o a b a b
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=1
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Hyp = &0y a0, + Blaa.bla,
=1
LiZ 1
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=1

T he schem atic plot of the tw o-particle Interaction is also
shown in FJg-'_’j It is evident that we have transform ed
the Hubbard m odel w ith periodic boundary conditions
Into a twoband problem with purely local interactions
and nearest-neighbor electron transfers.

C . One-dim ensional representation

The standard DM RG algorithm applies to oneband,
ie., sihglechain geom etries. By ordering the sites of
the tw o-chain geom etry next to each other, the H am ilto—
nian of the transform ed m odel takes the form as shown
in Fig. d. The singlepartick interaction m atrix con-
tains couplings between nextnearest neighbors. The
tw o-particle interaction m atrices contain on-site contri-
butions via the direct term K u;dr and nearestneighbor
Interactions from HAU ;a, the pair-hopping tem PfU o rand
the soin— P tem HAU;S. N evertheless, all couplings re—
maln local and the m odel is sub Ect to open boundary
conditions. T herefore, we m ay expect that we can calcu-
late ground-state properties m ore e ciently in this for-
mulation than we can for the Hubbard model (L) with
periodic boundary conditions.

III. NUMERICAL PROCEDURE

A . Controlling accuracy
-

A s in previouswork?24, we use the dynam icblock state
selection O BSS) procedure to control the num erical ac—
curacy ofthe DM RG m ethod fordi erentm odels. W hen
we apply the DM RG to the Hubbard m odel @:) w ith pe-
riodic boundary condition and the transform ed m odel In
the one-dim ensionalgeom etry ofF J'g.-'_Z)’, we x the quan—
tum nform ation loss ( ) which is closely related to the
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FIG . 3: O nedin ensional representation of the singleparticle
electron transfers HAT (@) and the two-particle interactions
Hy,a ®), Hup ©, Hu;s (@) of the transform ed Hubbard
m odel. Loops in gure (o) denote on-site interactions.

relative error of the energy of the target state. In this
way, theblock entropy asone ofthem ost relevantDM RG
performm ance param eters can be m oniored for di erent
m odel H am iltonians.

W e choose  to make sure that the m axinum num —
ber ofblock states M p ax © 3000) that our program can
handle is not reached during the calculations, ie. we
do not Introduce an additionalquantum nform ation loss
besides the truncation procedure based on . W e choose
a smallm inimum number ofblock statesM , i, In order
to m ake sure that its speci ¢ choice has negligble con—
sequences and yet ensures a reliable data analysis. e
use the entropy sum -rule as a criterion ofoonvergenoe‘lq .
In general, ve or six sweeps are carried out In order to
m ake sure that the desired accuracy determ ned by has
been reached.

B . Perform ance m onitoring

A natural quantiy to measure the DM RG perfor-
mance would be the CPU tine. The CPU time, how—
ever, strongly depends on the CPU in use and a num ber
of other technical issues. A softwarerelated quantity to
m onitor is the block entropy since it determ ines the num —
ber ofblocks states required to reach the desired accuracy
for the given m odel and, thus, the speed of the DM RG
calculations.

In thiswork we follow notations introduced in Refs. E_4,
:_1'§,,’_Isj] W e decom pose the total system into four subsys—
tem s. There are two sites, denoted by s; and s, wih
a and g, degrees of freedom between the lft and right
blocks,B;and B ., ofdin ensionsM ; and M ., respectively.
TheblocksB; = B; ,Bgk = ByhavedinensionM ; and
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FIG . 4: Schem atic plot of the system and environm ent block
ofDM RG .B; and B, denote the left and right blocks of length
land r, and of dimn ension M ; and M ., respectively, where
stands for the Intem ediate sites (s; and s;) with g and o
degrees of freedom . The blocks B, = B; and Br = B,
have din ensionsM ;, and M r , respectively.

M g , respectively. This con guration is shown in Fig. 'ﬁ_]:

The block entropies are denoted by S;, Si, Sy, and
Sr . They, as well as the site entropies S5, and Sg,, are
calculated form the respective reduced subsystem density
matrices asS = Tr In . The number of degrees of
freedom per site, g = g g, isg= 4 for the Hubbard
m odel and the transfom ed Hubbard m odel.

Apart from the entropieswem oniorthe Schm idt num —
ber ( ) which counts the number of nonzero eigenval-
ues of the reduced subsystem density m atrix for each
superblock partitioning,

ijXMLiMR)
L)

| . R) .
i) 3 1

J i 17 (7)
=1

where j ri is the wave function of the total system,

3 i(L 'i and 3 i(R 'i are bi—orthogonalbasés states for the
keft and right blocks w ith the condition ;!? = 1. The
Schm idt num ber provides Infom ation about the entan-
glem ent of the subsystem s when a pure target state is
considered. In our num erical analysis we determ ine
for a given quantum nform ation loss and we dem and
'; > 10 1 when we determ he Im posing this cut-
o value nduces som em fnor uctuations in the Schm idt
number as a function of the strength of the quantum
channels.

C. Totalquantum inform ation

In order to com pare m ore rigorously the various rep—
resentations of a quantum system , we m easure the total
quantum inform ation, I+, encoded in the wave function.
To this end, we form all system blocks which contain
M= 1toM ;= Lg lattice sitesand sum up the quaptum
Inform ation gain ofeach renom alization group stepﬁq L IE
no truncation is applied, Lot a]soPequa]s the sum of the
latticesite entropies, ie., Lot = szj . W hen we use
the DBSS approach the error in I, is proportional to
Ls

Iv. RESULTS FROM DMRG

LetE (Ls;N ;N 4;U ) denote the exact ground-state en—
ergy of the one-dim ensional Hubbard m odel for a nite
chain wih Ly Jattice sites and N electrons w ith spin
as a function ofthe interaction, strength U . It can be ob—
tained from the Bethe AnsatzZ3. In this work we study
the param agnetic half- lled case, N» = N4 = Ls=2 asa
function of U for system sizes Lg 64. A1l num erical
data presented are from the resuls of the last DM RG

sweep.

A . Lattice site reordering

A reordering of lattice sites does not e ect the total
quantum correlation in the system . T herefore, when the
m odel is solved exactly, I+ is a conserved quantity. T he
entanglem ent between the DM RG blocks, however, de—
pends on the number of quantum channels in between
them and, thus, the ordering of lattice siteshasamajpr
In pact on the perform ance ofthe DM RG m ethod.
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FIG .5: Two extram e orderings for the H ubbard chain.

Forthe Hubbard m odeltw o extrem e con gurationsare
shown in FJg:_E'z In Fjg.iﬂ (@) the \comm unication" be—
tween lattice sites j= Oand j= Lg 1= 9 isme-
diated by the neighboring lattice sites In between them
(strength t) and by a direct channel (strength t°). The
worst reordering is shown i Fig. 5 () where the total
length of all com m unication paths between lattice sites
j= 0and j= Lg 1= 9 ismaxinized. In order to
quantify these statem ents we consider the (total) \com —
m unication length",

Iyg 1

C PG+ 1D

P (3)J; ®)
4=0
where P pem utes the Lg numbers j = 0;1;:::5;Ls 1

Into their new ordering. For exam ple, In Fjg.-_5 ©b) we
st P, (0) = 0, Pp,(1) = Ls 1,Pp@) = 2,P,(Q3) =



Ls 2,and so on. The standard ordering in Fjg.:_5 @)
amountsto CPP¢ = 2@, 1) which can notbe decreased
by any other ordering. For the reordering in Fjg.-'_S ©),
the com m unication length isC™* = L2=2.

Foram ore detailed analysis it is helpfiil to investigate
the num ber of ndividual quantum channels between the
kft and right blocks

Coe () = [sum over all cross-links between B; and
Bg,where (14 1) isthe length ofBy, .]
(9)
W e have CE°S () = 2 in the con guration of F ig. 8@
whereasCmax )=Ls PRI+ 2 Lgjinthecon gurann
ofFig. 6 (b) From the number of quantum channelswe

de ne the (total) com m unication length
X

c= Cunx @ 5 10)
1

which reduces to the expression @) for our exam ple.

M ore generally, not only the number by also the
strength and the type ofthe ndiridualquantum channels
betw een the keft and right blocks play an in portant role.
In an obvious extension of {10) wem ay assign adjistable
weight actors channe1 GU=t; :::) to each channel. Typ-—
ically, the com m unication length C and the number of
ndividualquantum channelsateach link C iy () are suf-

cient for a rst assesan ent of the entanglem ent of the
system . T he com putationalcost foroneDM RG iteration
step is determ ined by C 1k (1) sihoe this num ber does not
depend on the ordering ofthe lattice sitesw ithin the two
blocks. The overallcost ofa fullDM RG SWeep, how ever,
also depends on C due to the relationship ClO) In fiture
applications, C m ay serve as a cost function to optim ize
the ordering (and the basis set).

In Fjg.:_é we show the site entropy, the block entropy,
and the Schm idt number from exact DM RG calculations
forLg = 10 lattice sitesat U = 1 for the two con gura—
tions ofFjg.-ii. In order to m ake visble the di erences
In Schm idt num bers for sm all system sizeswe include re—
sults or = 0 (exact calculation) and = 10 * wih
M, = 4. A fter convergence all lattice sites posses the
sam e entropy, S, 1377, and Tior 13577 isthe same
for both orderings. H owever, the block entropy ismuch
larger for the con guration 1:3: ), ie., one needs m ore
com putational resources to solve the problem . Corre-
soondingly, the Schm idt number ( ) fora given quan-
tum inform ation loss is Jarger for the worst ordering
than for the naturalordering. In fact, the block entropy
and the Schm idt number closely ollow the num ber of
crosslinksbetween the kft and right blocks, Canx (1), up
to logarithm ic corrections in the system sizel 18,

T here is no site ordering di erent from the con gura—
tion "9J (@) which reduces the num ber of cross-links be—
Iow two, C%I = 2, and the com m unication length below
cm"? = 2.5 1).Thus, we conclude that the totalquan—
tum correlation In the system cannot be reduced by a re—
ordering of the sites. Only a basisstate transform ation
m Ight o er a way to achieve the desired entanglem ent
reduction.
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FIG . 6: Site entropy and block entropy for the half- lled H ub-—
bard m odel for the two the ordering criteria shown in Fig. E
forU = 1 and = 0 (exact calculation). The Schm idt num —
beris also shown or = 10 ? and M p i = 4. The lines are
guides to the eyes.

B . B asis-state transform ation

Since interactions are localized for the transform ed
Hubbard m odelwe m ight expect that the entanglem ent
In the system is reduced, and, thus, the problem can be
solvedm oree ciently ushgDM RG .In Fjg.T'_:wep]otthe
site entropy, the block entropy, and the Schm idt num ber
for the non-interacting Hubbard m odel and the trans-
ormed model or = 10 %, M 4, = 64, and L = 64
sites as a function ofthe number of DM RG sweeps. Note
that the Iim £ U = 0 poses a non-trivialproblm for the
position-space DM RG .

Forboth m odelswe determ ine the ground-state energy
w ithin the desired relative accuracy ofbetter than 10 3.
T he com parison ofdata pointsin F jgs.:j show s, how ever,
that the basisstate transform ation (:2:) did not lead to a
signi cant In provem ent: the site and block entropies as
well as the Schm idt num ber are only m arghhally sm aller
than forthe H ubbard m odelw ith periodic boundary con—
ditions.

This result can again be understood from the num ber
ofcross links and the com m unication length n F Jgg @).
T he num ber of cross links is the sam e for both repre—
sentations, Cislf = ci@rst = 2, and the com m unication
length is aln ost the sam e, too, C *@7Sf = 2L, 5 versus

CPPe= 2L, 2, seesect:on_.l\-/-PG
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FIG.7: Same as Fjg.:d for the Hubbard m odelw ith periodic
boundary conditions and for the transfHm ed H ubbard m odel
wih open boundary conditions for = 10 S Mnpnm = 64
PBC) and M p in = 256 (Transf.)), Ls= 64,and U = 0.

In order to dem onstrate the in portance of the num ber
of links and of the com m unication length, we treat the
two chains for a-electrons and belectrons separately as
they decouple forU = 0, see Fjg.:i. For this geom etry,
the DM RG result is shown in Fig.d. The block entropy
pro le clearly show sthe absence ofquantum correlations
between the two independent chains. For this geom etry
we have C7o™al () = 1 for the a<hain and b<chain
separately. The communication length for both chains
together is c™e™hah = 1, 2. Therefre, i is am aller
by a factor oftw o than for periodic boundary conditions,
CPPe= 2L, 2. It isevident from Fig.i§ that the m axi-
mum ofthe block entropy has equally dropped by aln ost
a factoroftwo, from 33 forperiodicboundary conditions
to 1:7 forthe two-chain geom etry, and the Schm idt num —
ber has reduced by m ore than one order ofm agnitude.

T he situation drastically changes when the Hubbard
interaction is sw itched on. A sshown rU = 10 in Fig.4,
the site entropy and the block entropy are actually larger
for the transform ed H ubbard m odelw ith open boundary
conditions so that m ore block states are required to reach
the sam e accuracy as in the original form ulation of the
Hubbard m odelw ith periodic boundary conditions. N ote
that the oscillation in the block entropy is related to the
din er con guration ofthe Coulomb interaction, ie., the
num ber of bonds between DM RG blocks C 53 (1) oscil-
latesbetw een tw o and eight. T herefore, the block entropy
of the two representations is the sam e for every second
RG iteration step for which there are only the two ttype
channels between the DM RG blocks.
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FIG.8: Same as Fjg.:j for the transform ed Hubbard m odel
with open boundary conditions or U = 0, = 10 *, and
M nin = 64 In Independent-chain geom etry.
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FIG.9:Sameastg.:j:fDrU = 10and =10 °.

As seen from Fig. :_f(_i, the total quantum inform ation
of the transform ed Hubbard m odel ('_21) in the geom e-
try of Fig.2 (a) is smaller than that of the Hubbard
m odel w ith periodic boundary conditions only for very
an all values of the interaction strength, U < O (=Lsg).
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FIG . 10: Total quantum inform ation for the original and
transform ed Hubbard m odels as a function of U for various
system sizes. For L, = 8 results are exact while for larger
system sizes data were obtained by setting = 10 5.

Apparently, the interactions of our transform ed Ham ik
tonian, abei fairly local, generate a strong entangle—
m ent between lattice sites and subsystem s because they
and the kinetic energy act as independent and actually
com peting quantum channels. W e shall nvestigate this
point further in section :y:. Here, we m erely determ ne
the com m unication length by adding up equally the dis—
tances for single-particle and tw o-particle electron trans—
fers. T he tem sI—fU;d, HAU,10 and HAU;S contribute equally
to give the estim ate C ™"t 7L, =2. The larger entan-
glem ent in the transform ed H ubbard m odel as expressed
by Cc®nst > cPPe= 2L, 1) mpliesthattheDM RG al-
Jocatesm ore com putationalresources forthe transform ed
Ham ittonian than for the Hubbard m odel w ith periodic
boundary conditions.

From a technical point ofview, the overallCPU tine
Increases by a factor of four to wve also because m ore
m atrix m ultiplications are necessary. In contrast to the
Hubbard m odelw ith periodic boundary conditions, nine
m atrix m ultiplications nstead oftw o m ust be carried out
during the superblock diagonalization and three tim es
m ore operators need to be renom alized. M oreover, due
to the new channels and the increase of entanglem ent in
the system , the num ber of D avidson m atrix m ultiplica—
tion increasesby a factor of two to three.

V. EFFECTSOF INDEPENDENT QUANTUM
CHANNELS

In this section we study the entanglem ent generation
In m ore detail. To this end, we sw itch on perturbatively
various coupling term s shown In FJg:_I’.

A . Sm ooth interpolation between open and
periodic boundary conditions

F irst, we consider how entanglem ent between DM RG
blocks is generated for the con guration shown in Fjg.E
where we an oothly interpolate between open boundary
conditions (t° = 0) and periodic boundary conditions
t®= 1) asa function of * ort= 1and U = 0. Our
resultsareshown n F Jg:_11; . The totalquantum nform a-
tion, the block entropy and the Schm idt num ber change
an oothly as a fiinction oft?. T hus, the second quantum
channel opened by the periodic boundary conditions be-
haves perturbatively. T his is not alw ays the case as seen
In the next exam pl. N ote, however, that the perturba—
tion Jeadsto a snalle ect only as longast®< O (t=Ls).
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FIG . 11l: Site entropy, block entropy, and Schm idt num ber
for the Illa]f— Iled H ubbard m odel for the con guration shown
n FJ'g.u_é @) as a function of t ort = 1 and U = 0 for
L,= 16;32 sites,and = 10 *, M 4 = 64.
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w ith open boundary condition as a function of the transfer

integral t° betw een next-nearest neighbors. W e set t= 1 and
= 0frLs=16;32and = 10 *, M1 = 64.

B . E lectron transfer betw een nearest and
nextnearest neighbors

Next, we analyze the entropy generation by an addi-
tional next-nearest neighbor electron transfer am plitude
for the Hubbard m odel. T he nearest-neighborhopping is
again set to t= 1 whereas the transfer integralbetween
next-nearest neighborst® is am oothly increased. A s in the
previous exam ple we choose U = 0 to avoid the e ect of
other channels. In Fig. :_1-2_i we plot the site entropy, the
block entropy and the Schm idt num beras a fiinction oft®.
T hese quantities change sm oothly as a finction of t° up
to a critical value w here they increase rapidly. T he value
for the rapid Increase coincides w ith the m etakdinsulator
transition point in the t+t>U m odel, see, eg., Ref. @-4:]
For nite interaction strengths, the behavior of the en—
tropies above the quantum phase transition ism ore com —
plex, corresponding to the various phases of the tt°U
m ode®4.

C . D ensity-density interactions

W e now tum to the e ect of the interaction tem s
in the transfom ed Hubbard model @@). W e start w ith
the analysis of the density-tem s Hy 4 In {-_G), as shown
In Fi. :3 ). W e neglect all other interaction tem s
and keep the smg]e—partjc]e hoppJng only, as shown in
Fig. -3 @), ie,weanalyzeHg= Hi + UHyq.

A's seen from Fjg.:_i;i, the site entropy, the block en—
tropy and the Schm idt number do not change signi —
cantly as a function ofU . Instead, they m ildly decrease
as the interaction gradually elin lnates double occupan—
cies (and holes) from the H ibert space. For amn all n—
teraction strengths, the block entropy and the Schm idt
num ber are fairly small. This is In accord w ith our ob—
servations for the Hubbard m odel w ith open boundary
conditions. O bviously, purely local density-type Interac—
tions do not open new quantum channels and, therefore,
they do not substantial increase the entanglem ent be-
tween blocks. D ensity-density interactions between dif-
ferent lattice sites behave qualitatively the sam e because
they do not involve the exchange ofparticles betw een the
blocks. Therefore, the DM RG still perform s well for the
Hubbard m odelw ith long-range density-density interac—
tions when open boundary conditions are applied.

T he situation changeswhen we treat the pairhopping
tem Hy,, @), shown in Fig.d (c), together w ith the ki-
netic energy HAT We Jgnore all other Jnteractjon tem s,
ie, wet:ceath Hy +UHU-pJI’1FJg.l4 Again, the
site entropy, the block entropy and the Schm idt num —
ber decrease am oothly as a function of the interaction
strength. In com parison w ih the purely local interac—
tion }fU ;a the Schm idt num ber has am ost doubled.

The increase in block entropy and Schm idt num ber
is very sim ilar when we study the e ect of the spin—
term Hy,s in 4), as shown in Fig.d ). The resuk of
the analysis of i, = K1 + UHy,. is shown in Fig.i15.
A pparently, the soin exchange betw een neighboring sites
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1500

1000,

Schmidt number

5001

FIG. 13: Same as Fig. ii: but as a function of U for the
local—densn:y term only, Hd = HAT + UHAU,.d, as shown in
Fig.3 ().



creates entanglem ent sim ilar to the exchange ofpairs. In
com parison ofthee ect of g U;a on the one-hand side and
HAU,.p, HAU;S on the other we conclude that not only the
num ber of links and their strength but also the type of
coupling plays an in portant role for the entanglem ent.

D . Super-site representation

O riginally, as shown in Fig.d, the transform ed Hub-
bard m odel ('_2) is de ned on a two-chain geom etry w ith
purely local interaction and electron transfers between
neighboring sites. O nem ay wonder w hether the analysis
of subsection y_c_: is adequate'because it isbased on the
single-chain geom etry of F jg.-_ﬂ .

In order to clarify this issue, we reduce the num ber of
quantum channels between the DM RG blocks by form —
Ing supersites’ from lattice sites oftype a and b. In this
representation a lattice with Lg=2 1 sitesand g= 16
degrees of freedom per site is form ed, plus two end sites
with g= 4 degrees of freedom , and open boundary con—
ditions apply.

T he tw o sites at the boundaries have the sam e site en—
tropy for both m odels. In the super-site representation
w e halve the length ofthe system so that sites in the inte-
rior of the chain carry an entropy which is tw ice as large
as for sites in the Hubbard m odel w ith periodic bound-
ary conditions. A com parison of the block entropies is
only m eaningful for blocks which contain the sam e num —
ber of sites, ie., 1= 3;5;7 in Fig.[l6. A's expected, for
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FIG. 14: Same as Fig. il} but as a function of U for the
pajr—r}oppjng term only, HAp = H:+ UHAU,.p, as shown in
Fjg.:_i ©.
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FIG. 15: Same as Fi. il} but as a function of U for the
pajr—r‘loppjng tem only, H, = Hi+ UHAU,.S, as shown in
Fig.3 @).
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FIG . 16: Sie entropy and block entropy for the half- lled
HubIIJard m odel for periodic boundary conditions showp in
Fjg.-l:Jn (@) and for the super-site representation in Fjg.:g for
U=1and = 0 (exact calculation).

these block engthsthey agree forboth m odels. T he total
quantum inform ation isessentially the sam e forboth con—
gurations. This observation is again readily explained
by the fact that there are two quantum channels between
theDM RG blocks in both representations. T his isshown
explicitly n Fig.17l ©rU = 0 and N = 34, = 10 *
usingm axinum M = 350 block states.
T he advantage that the transform ed Hubbard m odel
In the supersite representation isonly of length L=2+ 1
is m ore than com pensated by the fact that during the
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num ericalcalculation there are g= 16 degrees of freedom
for the tw o interm ediate sites s; and s, In the superblock
representation. This higher dem and for com putational
resources can be reduced if instead of two intermm ediate
sites In the superblock representation only a single site is
used. Them odi cation ofthe DM RG in this direction is
possb?i2?.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have constructed a uniary transform ation betw een
basis states for the one-dim ensionalH ubbard m odel sub—

10

“ect to periodic boundary conditions so that open bound-
ary conditions apply for the transform ed Ham iltonian.
D espite the fact that the oneparticle and two-particle
Interaction m atrices link nearest and next-nearest neigh—
bors only, the perform ance of the density-m atrix renor-
m alization group m ethod for the transform ed H am itto-
nian does not In prove signi cantly because som e of the
new Interactions act as independent quantum channels
w hich generate the sam e kevel of entanglem ent as peri-
odic boundary conditions in the original form ulation of
the Hubbard m odel

T he total quantum correlation in the system for the
transform ed m odel decreases only for sm all interaction
strengths and for very short chain lengths. Therefore,
this approach cannot be used to in prove the perfor-
mance of the DM RG for reasonable system sizes. W e
have shown that the localization of interactions alone
doesnot In prove the perform ance ofthe DM RG . Instead,
it is a ected m ore signi cantly by the number and the
strength of the various quantum channels between the
DM RG blocks.

In conclusion, our resuls contribute to a better un-—
derstanding of the entanglem ent production w ithin the
DM RG . W e propose to Inplm ent the com m unication
length for the construction of an optin albasis and the
proper ordering of lattice sites. T he expected reduction
of the block entanglem ent should im prove the perfor-
mance of the DM RG for Ham iltonians w ith long-range
electron transfers and interactions.
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