
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
61

12
64

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  9
 N

ov
 2

00
6

T he Ferm ion M onte C arlo revisited

Roland Assaraf1,M ichelCa�arel2,and Anatole Khelif3

1Laboratoire de Chim ie Th�eorique CNRS-UM R 7616,

Universit�e Pierre etM arie Curie,4 Place Jussieu,75252 Paris,France

2Laboratoire de Chim ie etPhysique Quantiques CNRS-UM R 5626,

IRSAM C, Universit�e PaulSabatier,

118 route de Narbonne 31062 Toulouse Cedex,France

3Laboratoire de Logique M ath�em atique,

Universit�e Denis Diderot,2 Place Jussieu,75251 Paris,France

(Dated:M arch 23,2024)

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611264v1


Abstract

In thiswork wepresentadetailed studyoftheFerm ion M onteCarloalgorithm (FM C),arecently

proposed stochasticm ethod forcalculating ferm ionicground-stateenergies.A proofthattheFM C

m ethod is an exact m ethod is given. In this work the stability ofthe m ethod is related to the

di�erence between the lowest (bosonic-type) eigenvalue ofthe FM C di�usion operator and the

exact ferm ienergy. It is shown that within a FM C fram ework the lowest eigenvalue ofthe new

di�usion operatorisno longerthe bosonic ground-state eigenvalue asin standard exactDi�usion

M onte Carlo (DM C) schem es but a m odi�ed value which is strictly greater. Accordingly,FM C

can beviewed asan exactDM C m ethod builtfrom a correlated di�usion processhaving a reduced

Bose-Ferm igap.Asa consequence,theFM C m ethod ism orestablethan any transientm ethod (or

nodalrelease-type approaches).Itisshown thatthe m ostrecentingredientoftheFM C approach

[M .H.K alos and F.Pederiva,Phys. Rev. Lett. 85,3547 (2000)],nam ely the introduction of

non-sym m etric guiding functions,doesnotnecessarily im prove the stability ofthe algorithm .W e

argue thatthe stability observed with such guiding functionsisin generala �nite-size population

e�ect disappearing for a very large population ofwalkers. The counterpart ofthis stability is

a controlpopulation error which is di�erent in nature from the standard Di�usion M onte Carlo

algorithm and which isatthe origin ofan uncontrolled approxim ation in FM C.W e illustrate the

various ideas presented in this work with calculations perform ed on a very sim ple m odelhaving

only ninestatesbuta full\sign problem ".Already forthistoy m odelitisclearly seen thatFM C

calculationsare inherently uncontrolled.

PACS num bers: 02.70Ss,05.30.Fk
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In theory quantum M onte Carlo (QM C) techniques[1]are capable ofgiving an exact

estim ate oftheenergy with an evaluation oftheerror:thestatisticalerror.Unfortunately,

such an idealsituation is not realized in practice. Exact results with a controlled �nite

statisticalerror are only achieved for bosonic system s. Forferm ionic system s,we do not

have at our disposalan algorithm which is both exact and stable (statisticaluctuations

going to zero in the large sim ulation tim e regim e). This well-known problem is usually

referred to asthe \sign problem ". The usualsolution to cope with thisdi�culty consists

in de�ning a stablealgorithm based on an uncontrolled approxim ation,theso-called Fixed-

Node approxim ation. [2,3,4,5,6,7]In practice,the �xed-node error on the energy is

sm allwhen one usesgood trialwavefunctionsand,thus,QM C m ethodscan be considered

today asreferencem ethodsto com putegroundstateenergiesasshown by a largevariety of

applications[5,8,9,10,11,12,13].However,theaccuracy oftheresultsisneverknown from

thecalculation,itisknown only a posteriori,forexam pleby com parison with experim ental

data. Exact m ethods,which are basically transient m ethods[14,15,16,17]including the

nodalreleasem ethod[14],havebeen applied with successonly tovery speci�cm odels(sm all

orhom ogeneoussystem s)forwhich thesign instability isnottoo severe (sm allBose-Ferm i

energy gap).

Recently,Kalosand coworkers[18]haveproposed a m ethod presented ascuring thesign

problem ,the so-called Ferm ion M onte Carlo m ethod (FM C).Thiswork m akesuse oftwo

previously introduced ingredients,a cancellation processbetween \positive" and \negative"

walkers introduced by Arnow et al. [19]and a m odi�ed process correlating explicitly the

dynam ics ofthe walkers ofdi�erent signs.[20]The new feature introduced in [18]is the

introduction ofnon-sym m etric guiding functions. The m ethod hasbeen tested on various

sim plesystem sincluding freeferm ionsand interacting system ssuch asthe 3Heuid.[18,21]

Theresultsarefound to becom patiblewith theassum ption thatthem ethod isstableand

not biased. However,this conclusion is not clear at allbecause ofthe presence oflarge

errorbars.The purpose ofthiswork isto presenta detailed analysisofthe algorithm and

a de�nitive answerto thisassum ption.

The contentofthispaperisasfollows. In section IIwe give a briefpresentation ofthe

\sign problem ".Thesign instability in an exactDM C approach com esfrom theblowing up
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in im aginary tim e ofthe undesirable bosonic com ponentassociated with the lowestm ath-

em aticaleigenstate ofthe Ham iltonian (a wavefunction which is positive and sym m etric

with respect to the exchange ofparticles). The uctuations ofthe transient energy esti-

m ator grows like et(E
F

0
� E B

0
),where E F

0
is the ferm ionic ground-state energy (here and in

whatfollows,the superscriptF standsfor\Ferm ionic")and E B
0
,the lowestm athem atical

eigenvalue ofthe Ham iltonian (the superscript \B" standing forBosonic). In Sec. IIIwe

brieyrecallthem ain elem entsofthestandard DM C m ethod,thebasicstochasticalgorithm

sim ulating theim aginary-tim eevolution oftheHam iltonian.In section IV,wedescribethe

FM C m ethod asa generalization ofthe DM C m ethod and we show thatFM C is an exact

m ethod,that is,no system atic bias is introduced. This section is m ade oftwo parts. In

a �rstpartwe introduce the notion ofpositive and negative walkersto representa signed

wavefunction in DM C.Thiswillhelp usto view theFM C m ethod asa generalization ofthe

DM C m ethod,the FM C introducing two im portantm odi�cationswith respectto DM C:a

correlated dynam ics forpositive and negative walkers and a cancellation process forsuch

pairswheneverthey m eet.

In section V we study the stability ofthe algorithm . W e prove thatthe FM C m ethod

is in generalnotstable,the uctuations ofthe transient estim ator ofthe energy growing

exponentially likeet(E
F

0
� ~E B

0
)where ~E B

0
isthelowestbosonic-likeeigenvalueofthegeneralized

di�usion process operator associated with FM C whose expression is given explicitly. It

is shown that FM C is m ore stable than the standard nodalrelease DM C m ethod because

~E B
0
> E B

0
.In section VIweillustrateourtheoreticalresultsusing a toy m odel,a\m inim al"

quantum system having a genuinesign problem (two coupled oscillatorson a �nitelattice).

The di�erent aspectsofthe FM C m ethod are highlighted in thisapplication. In the case

ofnon-sym m etricwavefunctionsintroduced recently in Ref.[18]itisshown that,in contrast

with DM C wherethepopulation controlerrordecayslinearly asafunction ofthepopulation

size,theFM C decay displaysam uch m oreslowerpowerlaw.Asaconsequence,oneneedsa

very largepopulation ofwalkersto rem ove thecontrolpopulation errorand to observe the

instability ofFM C.Letusem phasize thatobserving such a subtle �nite population e�ect

fora genuinem any-ferm ion system isactually im possible.Here,to illustratethisim portant

pointnum erically,wehavebeen ledtoconsideraverysim plesystem havingonlyafew states.

Forthissystem ,a large population ofwalkers-eventually m uch largerthan the dim ension

ofthequantum Hilbertspaceitself-can beconsidered.Theresultsobtained in thatregim e
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con�rm our theoretical�ndings,in particular the fact that the stability ofthe algorithm

presented elsewhere [18]isonly apparent. Asan im portantconclusion,we em phasize that

the FM C controlpopulation error is an uncontrolled approxim ation for realistic ferm ion

system s.

II. FER M IO N IN STA B ILIT Y IN Q U A N T U M M O N T E C A R LO

W econsidera Schr�odingeroperatorfora system ofN ferm ions,

H = �
1

2
r 2 + V (R ) (1)

wherewenoteR = (r1:::rN )the3N coordinatesoftheN particlesin thethreedim ensional

space.In thisexpression,the�rstterm isthekineticenergy (r 2 istheLaplacian operatorin

thespaceofthe3N coordinates).Thesecond term ,V ,isthepotential.DM C techniquesare

based upon theevolution ofthe Ham iltonian in im aginary tim e.W eexpressthisevolution

using thespectraldecom position:

e
� t(H � E T ) =

X

i

e
� t(E i� E T ) j�iih�ij (2)

where�iarethe(norm alized)eigenfunctionsofH ,E iarethecorrespondingeigenvaluesand

E T isa so-called referenceenergy.Thefundam entalproperty ofoperator(2)isto �lterout

the lowesteigenstate �0. To understand how itworks,we considerthe tim e evolution ofa

wavefunction f0(R )

jfti� e
� t(H � E T ) jf0i (3)

and calculatetheoverlap with an eigenstate�i

h�ijfti= e
� t(E i� E T )h�ijf0i: (4)

From this expression it is easily seen that the com ponent on the lowest eigenstate �0 is

growing exponentially fasterthan thehighercom ponents.In DM C m ethodsthefunction ft

isgenerated using random walks.Fortlargeenough thelowesteigenstate

ft� e
� t(E 0� E T )�0 (5)

is produced. This asym ptotic behaviour m akes DM C an accurate m ethod for com puting

the propertiesof�0,in particularthe energy E 0. Unfortunately,forferm ionic system sthe
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physicalgroundstate �F
0
,which isantisym m etric with respectto the exchange ofparticles,

isnot�0,butsom e\m athem atically" excited statebecause�0 ispositiveand sym m etricfor

a Schr�odingeroperator(bosonicground-state).Forthesakeofclarity,weshalldenotefrom

now on thisbosonicground-stateas�B
0
and itsenergy,E B

0
.The necessity ofextracting an

exponentially sm allcom ponentto evaluateE F
0
orany ferm ionicproperty isattheorigin of

theferm ion instability in quantum M onteCarlo.

W e now give a quantitative analysisofthisinstability. Since the asym ptotic behaviour

offt isnotusefulto com pute the ferm ionic energy,we considerthe transientbehaviourof

the evolution offt. Basically,exactm ethods[14]�lterout�
F
0 by projecting the transient

behaviourofft on the antisym m etric space. Introducing the antisym m etrization operator

A ,oneobtainsthephysicalgroundstatefortlargeenough

A jfti� e
� t(E F

0
� E T )�

F
0 (6)

since the com ponentsofft overthe higherantisym m etric eigenstatesare decreasing expo-

nentially with respect to the com ponent on �F
0
. In practice,the ferm ionic energy E F

0
is

calculated using an antisym m etric function  T and using the factthat,atlarge enough t,

onehas

E
F
0
=
h T jH jfti

h T jfti
: (7)

In the long-tim e regim e the stochastic estim ation ofthe R.H.S.ofEq.(7) is unstable. In

essence,the signal,the antisym m etric com ponent offt,m ettonsdes virgules.... decreases

exponentially fast with respect to ft, Eq.(5). The signal-over-noise ratio behaves like

e� t(E
F

0
� E B

0
) and,thus,an exponentialgrowth ofthe uctuations ofthe DM C estim ator,

Eq.(7),appears.

Now,letusgiveam orequantitativeanalysisby writingthisestim atorand evaluatingthe

variance.In a standard di�usion M onte Carlo calculation,thetim e-dependentdistribution

ft isgenerated by a random walk overa population ofwalkersfR ig. Form ally ft isgiven

in thecalculation asan average attim etoverDiracfunctionscentered on thewalkersand

weighted by som epositivefunction  G

ft(R )=
1

 G (R )

*
X

i

�(R � Ri)

+

(8)

In this expression,h:::i denotes the average over populations ofwalkers fR ig obtained at

the given tim e t. The function  G is usually called the im portance or guiding function.
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Replacing ft in (7)by itsexpression (8),theestim atoroftheenergy readsforlargeenough

t

E
F
0 =

DP

i
H  T
 G

(R i)
E

DP

i
 T
 G
(R i)

E (9)

In practice,both num erator and denom inator are com puted as an average over the N S

walkersproduced by thealgorithm attim et.Asa consequence,theenergy isobtained as

E
F
0
=
N

D
�

1

N S

P N S

i= 1
H  T
 G

(R i)

1

N S

P N S

i= 1
 T
 G
(R i)

: (10)

The ratio N

D
is an estim ator ofthe energy forN S large enough,when the num erator and

denom inatorhave sm alluctuationsaroung theiraverage.Now,letusevaluatetheuctu-

ationsofthisratio in thelim itofa largepopulation N S

�
2

�
N

D

�

=
h(N � E F

0 D )
2i

hD i2
: (11)

Here,wehaveused thehypothesisthattheuctuationsofthedenom inatorand thenum er-

atorarevery sm all.Using thefactthatN and D arestatisticalaveragesoverindependent

random variableswith thesam edistribution oneobtains

�
2

�
N

D

�

=
1

N S

h

�
(H � E F

0
) T

 G
(R i)

�2

i

h
 T
 G
(R i)i

2
: (12)

W ecan replacetheseaveragesby integralsoverthedistribution ft G ,Eq.(8)

�
2

�
N

D

�

=
1

N S

h
[(H � E F

0
) T ]

2

 G
j�B0 ih G j�B0 i

h T j�
F
0 i

2
e
2t(E F

0
� E B

0
) /

1

N S

e
2t(E F

0
� E B

0
) (13)

which con�rm s quantitatively that the statisticalerror grows exponentially in tim e. Let

usem phasize thatthisproblem isparticularly severe because the Bose-Ferm ienergy gap,

� B � F � E F
0 � E

B
0 ,usually growsfasterthan linearlyasafunction ofthenum berofparticles.

In practice,one has to �nd a trade-o� between the system atic error com ing from short

projection tim estand thelargeuctuationsarising atlargeprojection tim es.

III. T H E D IFFU SIO N M O N T E C A R LO M ET H O D

The FM C m ethod isa generalization ofthe well-known DM C m ethod. Presenting this

algorithm is a usefulpreparation for the next section about Ferm ion M onte Carlo. The
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DM C m ethod generatesthefunction ft following theim aginary tim edym am icsofH

ft � e
� t(H � E T )f0 (14)

wheref0 isapositivefunction.Theim aginary tim edynam icsisproduced by iteratingm any

tim estheshort-tim eGreen function e� �(H � E T )where� isasm alltim estep.Thedistribution

ft0 atthetim et
0� t+ � isthen obtained from ft asfollows

ft0 = e
� �(H � E T )ft (15)

where the density ft is sam pled by the population ofwalkers fR ig. Using the Dirac ket

notation,ft given by Eq.(8)isrewritten as

ft=
1

 G

*
X

i

jR ii

+

; (16)

where  G is som e positive function,the so-called guiding function. Let us show how the

density ft0 isgenerated from thedistribution (16).Replacing in (15)thefunction ft by the

R.H.S.of(16)onehas

ft0 = e
� �(H � E T )

1

 G

*
X

i

jR ii

+

(17)

=

*
X

i

e
� �(H � E T )

1

 G
jR ii

+

(18)

=
1

 G

*
X

i

e
�L jR ii

+

(19)

wherewehaveintroduced theoperator

L � � G (H � E T)
1

 G
: (20)

Fora Schr�odingerHam iltonian (1)theoperatorL takestheform

L = � G (H � E L)
1

 G
� (E L � E T) (21)

=
1

2
r 2 � r [b:] (22)

�(E L � E T) (23)

wherewehaveintroduced theso-called driftvector

b �
r  G

 G
(24)
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and thelocalenergy oftheguiding function  G ,

E L �
H  G

 G
: (25)

TheoperatorL isthesum oftheso-called FokkerPlanck operator(22)and a localoperator

(23). Using thisdecom position,the vectore�L jR iiappearing in the average (19)can be

rewritten forsm allenough tim estep � asfollows

e
�L jR ii = e

�[1
2
r
2
� r [b:]] (26)

�e� �(E L � E T ) jR ii: (27)

The action ofe�L on jR ii issam pled asfollows. The short-tim e dynam ics ofthe Fokker

Planck operator(26)isperform ed by theway ofa Langevin process,

R i
0� = R i

� + b
�

i� +
p
��

�

i (28)

where� runsoverthe3N coordinates(threespacecoordinateforeach ferm ion),and �
�

i are

independentgaussian random variablescentered and norm alized

h�
�

i�
�
ii= �

�� (29)

The averaged Langevin process(28)isequivalentto apply the short-tim e dynam icsofthe

FokkerPlanck operator(26):

�

jR 0

ii

�

= e
�[1

2
r
2
� r [b:]]jR ii (30)

Thefactor

wi� e
� �(E L (R i)� E T ) (31)

being a norm alization term ,called the branching term . The new walker R 0

i is duplicated

(branched) a num ber oftim es equalto wi in average. This process is a birth-death pro-

cess since som e walkers can be duplicated and som e can be rem oved. The population of

walkers uctuating,one hasto resort to controlpopulation techniques. [22,23,24]W ith

thesetwo processes,di�usion and branching a new population ofwalkersfR 0

ig isproduced,

representing in averagethedesired result:

*
X

i

jR 0

ii

+

=

*
X

i

e
�L jR ii

+

(32)

9



From (19)and (32)onecan see thatthe distribution ft0 issam pled by the new population

ofwalkersfR 0

ig according to (16)

ft0 =

*
1

 G
jR 0

i)

+

: (33)

In sum m ary,by iterating these two sim ple operations,nam ely the Langevin and branch-

ing processes,the DM C m ethod allows to sim ulate the im aginary tim e dynam ics ofthe

Ham iltonian,thusproducing a sam ple offt,Eq.(16).Variouspropertiesofthesystem can

be com puted from this sam ple,e.g. ground-state bosonic energies,[2,3,25]excited-state

energies,[16,17]and variousobservables.[26,27,28,29,30,31,32]

Forthevastm ajority oftheDM C sim ulationson ferm ionicsystem s,only an approxim a-

tion ofthe exact ferm ionic ground-state energy is com puted,nam ely the so-called Fixed-

Node energy. [3,5,8,33,34,35]In a �xed-node DM C calculation the guiding function is

chosen as G = j Tjwhere  T issom e ferm ionic antisym m etric trialwavefunction. W ith

thischoice,theguidingfunction vanishesatthenodes(zeroes)ofthetrialwavefunction and

the driftvectordiverges. Asa consequence,the walkerscannotcrossthe nodesof T and

are con�ned within the nodalregionsofthe con�guration space. Itcan be shown thatthe

resulting DM C stationary state is the best variationalsolution having the sam e nodes as

 T.In otherwords,the \Fixed-Node" energy obtained from theR.H.S of(9)or(10)isan

upperbound ofthe exactferm ienergy,E F N
0

> E F
0
.[33,34]Note that,in practice,E F N

0
is

in generala good approxim ation ofthetrueenergy.[8,35]

In the present work,we are considering \exact" DM C approaches for which the exact

ferm ionicenergy calculated from expression (9)issearched for.Asdiscussed in theprevious

section,such exactDM C calculationsarefundam entally unstable.A fam ousexam pleofan

exactDM C approach isthe nodalrelease m ethod ofCeperley and Alder.[14,34]Basically,

nodalreleasem ethodsarestandard DM C m ethodswherethe�xed-nodedistribution (sam -

pled with astandard Fixed-NodeDM C)ischosen asinitialdistribution f0.In exactm ethods

the guiding function  G is strictly positive everywhere,so that the walkers can cross the

nodesofthetrialwavefunction.Exactferm im ethodsaree�cientin practiceonly when the

convergenceoftheestim atorisfastenough,thatis,when itoccursbeforetheblowing up of

uctuations,Eq.(13).In practice,two conditionsareto be satis�ed.First,the�xed-node

wavefunction �F N0 m ustbe already close enough to the exactsolution �F0 . Forthisreason

thechoiceofthetrialfunction  T (quality ofthenodesof T)iscrucial.Second,theBose-

10



Ferm igap,� B � F = E F
0
� E B

0
,which drivesthe asym ptotic behaviourofthe uctuations,

Eq.(13),m ustbesm all.Thequantity E F
0
� E B

0
dependsonly on theHam iltonian athand;

there isno freedom in the nodalrelease m ethod to m odify the asym ptotic behaviour. W e

willde�nein thenextsection theFerm ion M onteCarlo m ethod (FM C)asa generalization

oftheDM C m ethod and show in sectionsV and VIthat,in contrastwith thenodalrelease

m ethod,theFM C m ethod can im provesubstantially theasym ptoticbehaviour,Eq.(13).

IV . T H E FM C M ET H O D

A . P relim inary: Introducing positive and negative w alkers in D M C

In Ferm ion M onteCarloadynam icson asigned function ftisperform ed.In whatfollows,

we show that DM C can be easily generalized to the case ofa signed distribution ft and,

thus,FM C can beviewed asa sim ple generalization ofDM C.Ifft carriesa sign,itcan be

written asthedi�erenceoftwo positivefunctions

ft= f
+

t � f
�

t (34)

both satisfying thefollowing equationsofevolution

f
+

t = e
� t(H � E T )f

+

0
(35)

f
�

t = e
� t(H � E T )f

�

0 (36)

To sam ple these expressions,two independent DM C calculationscan be carried out. The

positivepartf+t isthen sam pled by a population ofwalkersfR i

+ g (called \positive" walk-

ers).Thedistribution f+t isrelated to fR i

+ g asin Eq.(16)

f
+

t =
1

 
+

G

*
X

i

jR +

i i

+

(37)

and thenegativepartissim ilarly sam pled by a population of\negative" walkersfR i

� g

f
�

t =
1

 
�

G

*
X

i

jR �

i i

+

: (38)

Notethatweconsiderherethegeneralcasewheretheguiding functionsassociated with the

positive and negative walkers, +

G and  
�

G ,are di�erent. Finally,the dynam icsofpositive

11



and negativewalkersisdescribed by theDM C-likedi�usion operators

L
� � � �

G (H � E T)
1

 
�

G

(39)

=
1

2
r 2 � r [b� :] (40)

�(E �

L � E T) (41)

wherethedriftvectorsaregiven by

b
� �

r  �

G

 
�

G

(42)

and thelocalenergiesoftheguiding functions �

G by

E
�

L �
H  

�

G

 
�

G

: (43)

In actualcalculations,two Langevin dynam ics on the positive and negative walkers are

perform ed

R i
0�� = R i

�� + b
�
� +

p
��

�

i

�
(44)

and positiveand negativewalkersarebranched according to theirrespective weight

W
� (R �

i )� e
� �(E L

�
(R

�

i
)� E T ): (45)

B . T he detailed rules ofFM C

In a few words,the FM C m ethod is sim ilar to a DM C m ethod on a signed function,

except thatthe positive and negative walkers are correlated and can annihilate whenever

they m eet. The Langevin processesare correlated in such a way thatpositive walkersand

negative walkers m eet as m uch as possible. A cancellation procedure is then perform ed

when a positive walker and a negative walker m eet. W e willsee in the next section that

thiscancellation procedureisattheorigin ofan im proved stability ofthealgorithm .In this

section we give a com plete description ofthe algorithm and show thatthisalgorithm does

notintroduceany system atic bias.

In FM C the guiding functions +

G and  �

G are notarbitrary,they are related underany

perm utation P oftwo particlesasfollows

 
+

G (R )=  
�

G (PR ): (46)
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Variouschoicesarepossiblefortheguiding functions.Here,weconsidertheform proposed

by Kalosand Pederiva,[18]nam ely

 
�

G =
q

 2
S + c2 2

T � c T (47)

where S isa sym m etric(Bose-like)function, T an antisym m etrictrialwavefunction,and

csom epositivem ixingparam eterallowingtointroducesom eantisym m etriccom ponentinto

 
�

G .

Having in m ind this choice for the guiding functions we willshow how the two DM C

processesoverthetwopopulationsofwalkersfR +

i gand fR
�

i gcan bereplaced by adi�usion

process over a population ofpairs ofwalkers f(R +

i ;R
�

i )g. W e �rst show how the DM C

process can be m odi�ed to m aintain as m any positive and negative walkers during the

sim ulation. In the DM C dynam ics,the branching term s associated with the positive and

negativewalkersarein generaldi�erent.Asa consequence,thenum berofpositivewalkers

N
+

S ,can bedi�erentfrom thenum berofnegativewalkersN �

S .Attim ettheDM C density

ft reads

ft=

* N
+

SX

i= 1

1

 
+

G

jR +

i i�

N
�

SX

i= 1

1

 
�

G

jR �

i i

+

: (48)

Thisform ula isobtained by replacing in equation (34)theexpressions(37)and (38)forf+t

and f�t ,respectively.IfN
+

S and N �

S aredi�erent,wewillreplaceft (48)by a new function

gt sam pled with an equalnum berofpositiveand negativewalkers.Such an operation does

notintroduceany biasiftheantisym m etriccom ponentsofthefutureevolution offt and gt

areidentical.Indeed,only theantisym m etric com ponentofft contributesto theestim ator

oftheenergy,Eq.(7).Attim et0> tthetwo densitiesaregiven by

ft0 = e
� (t0� t)(H � E T )ft (49)

gt0 = e
� (t0� t)(H � E T )gt: (50)

Letuswritethattheantisym m etric com ponentsofft0 and gt0 m ustbeequal

A e� (t
0
� t)(H � E T )ft= A e� (t

0
� t)(H � E T )gt: (51)

Usingthefactthattheantisym m etrisation operatorA com m uteswith theevolution operator

and regrouping alltheterm sone�nally �nds

e
� (t0� t)(H � E T )A (ft� gt)= 0: (52)
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Thiscondition issatis�ed wheneverA (ft� gt)= 0. The im portantconclusion isthatone

can replace ft by any function gt such thatthedi�erence gt� ft isorthogonalto thespace

ofantisym m etric functions. Let usnow show how this property can be used to im pose a

com m on num berofwalkersin thepositiveand negativepopulations.

Let us consider the case where there are m ore positive walkers than negative walkers,

N
+

S > N
�

S .In thiscaseonecan substractfrom ft,Eq.(48),thefollowing vector

1

 
+

G

jR +

i i+ P
1

 
+

G

jR +

i i (53)

where R +

i isa positive walker and P isa two-particle perm utation. Such an operation is

allowed since the application ofthe antisym m etrizerto the vector(53)giveszero [a direct

consequence ofA (1+ P)= 0].Now,becauseofEq.(46)thevector(53)can also bewritten

as

1

 
+

G

jR +

i i+
1

 
�

G

P jR +

i i: (54)

Substracting thisvectorfrom ft rem ovesthecontribution
1

 
+

G

jR +

i ifrom (48)and addsthe

contribution � 1

 
�

G

P jR +

i ito(48).In otherwords,thepositivewalkerR
+

i hasbeen rem oved

and thenegativewalker

R
�

i = PR
+

i (55)

has been created. Sim ilarly,one can rem ove a negative walker R �

i and create a positive

walker

R
+

i = PR
�

i : (56)

This possibility oftransfering one walker from one population to the other one allows to

keep an identicalnum berofwalkersforthe two populationsateach step. Now,thanksto

thispossibility,itispossible to interpretthe two populationsconsisting ofthe N S positive

walkers R +

i and the N S negative walkersR �

i (i2 [1::N S])asan unique population ofN S

pairsofwalkersf(R +

i ;R
�

i )g.Following thisinterpretation,thedensity ft (48)can bethen

rewritten asan averageovera population ofpairsofwalkers

ft=

*
N SX

i= 1

(
1

 
+

G

jR +

i i�
1

 
�

G

jR �

i )i

+

(57)

and theenergy can becom puted asa ratioofaveragesperform ed on thepopulation ofpairs

E
F
0
=

�
P

i(
H  T

 
+

G

(R +

i )�
H  T

 
�

G

(R �

i ))

�

�
P

i(
 T

 
+

G

(R +

i )�
 T

 
�

G

(R �

i ))

� ; (58)
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whereEq.(7)hasbeen rewritten by replacing ft using Eq.(57).Now,everything isin order

to detailthe short-tim e dynam ics of FM C.The FM C dynam ics consists of three steps

(Langevin,branching,and cancellation steps):

(i)Langevin step TheLangevin processes(44)aresim ulated asin DM C,exceptthatthe

gaussian random variablesofthe positive and negative walkersare no longerindependent.

ThepositivewalkerR +

i and thenegativewalkerR �

i arem oved according to Eq.(44)

R i
0�� = R i

�� + b
��
� +

p
��

�

i

�
(59)

where�
�

i

�
aregaussian centered random variablesverifying

h�
�

i

�
�
�

j

�
i= �ij: (60)

Such am oveinsuresthatthedensityofpositiveand negativewalkersobeytheFokkerPlanck

equation:
�

jR 0

i

�
i

�

= e
�(

1

2
r
2
� r [b� :]) jR �

i i: (61)

However,the gaussian random variables are no m ore independent,they are correlated

within a pair

c
��

i � h�
�

i

+
�
�
i

�
i6= 0: (62)

Di�erents ways ofcorrelating positive and negative walkers can be considered. W e shall

em ploy here the approach used in Refs.[18,20]which consistsin obtaining the vector ~�i
�
,

representing the 3N coordinates~��i ,from ~�
+

i by reexion with respect to the hyperplane

perpendicularto thevectorR +

i � R
�

i .

~�i
�
= ~�i

+
� 2

(R +

i � R
�

i ):~�i
+

(R +

i � R
�

i )
2
(R +

i � R
�

i ): (63)

This relation between the gaussian random variables m akes the m ove determ inistic along

thedirection R +

i � R
�

i .Such aconstruction insuresthatthewalkerswithin a pairwillm eet

each otherin a�nitetim e(even in large-dim ensionalspaces).Thisaspectwillbeillustrated

num erically in thelastsection.Form ally,thetwo correlated Langevin processescan beseen

asoneLangevin processin thespaceofpairsofwalkers

(R +

i

0

;R
�

i

0

)= (R +

i ;R
�

i )+ (b+ (R +

i );b
� (R �

i
))� +

p
�(~�+i ;~�

�

i ) (64)

where~�+i and ~��i arerelated via (63).
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(ii)Branching step Aswe have already noticed,the branching ofthe negative and the

positivewalkeraredi�erentwithin a pair:

w
+

i � e
� �(E

+

L
(R

+

i
)� E T ) 6= w

�

i � e
� �(E

�

L
(R

�

i
)� E T ): (65)

Taking into account their respective weights,the two walkers ofa pair give the following

contribution to thedensity ft

w
+

i

1

 
+

G

jR +

i i� w
�

i

1

 
�

G

jR �

i i: (66)

Ifforexam plew +

i > w
�

i ,thisvectorcan bewritten as

w
�

i

"
1

 
+

G

jR +

i i�
1

 
�

G

jR �

i i

#

(67)

+(w +

i � w
�

i )
1

 
+

G

jR +

i i (68)

Thisdensity isthe sum oftwo contributions. The �rstcontribution,Eq.(67),com esfrom

a pair ofwalkers (R +

i ;R
�

i ) and carries the weight w �

i . The second,Eq.(68),com es from

a single positive walker R +

i and carries the weight w +

i � w
�

i . This single walker R +

i can

be replaced by a pairasfollows. First,thissingle walker can be replaced by two positive

walkersR +

i with halfoftheweight,1

2
(w +

i � w
�

i ).Oneofthesetwo positivewalkerscarrying

halfoftheweightcan betransfered tothepopulation ofnegativewalkersby exchanging two

particles.Finally,thissinglewalkerR +

i can bereplaced by a pair(R +

i ;PR
+

i )carrying the

weight 1

2
(w +

i � w
�

i ).Theresultingprocessjustdescribed isabranchingofthepair(R
+

i ;R
�

i )

with the weightw �

i and the creation ofthe pair(R +

i ;PR
+

i )with the weight 1

2
(w +

i � w
�

i ).

Ofcourse,ifone hasw +

i < w
�

i ,then,the pair(R
+

i ;R
�

i )isbranched with the weight w +

i

and thepair(PR �

i ;R
�

i )iscreated with theweight
1

2
(w �

i � w
+

i ).

Both cases,w �

i < w
+

i orw �

i > w
+

i ,can be sum m arized asfollows. The pairofwalkers

(R +

i ;R
�

i )isbranched with theweight

m in(w +

i ;w
�

i )= e
� �(m ax(E

+

L
;E

�

L
)� E T ) (69)

and thepairs(R +

i ;PR
+

i )and (PR
�

i ;R
�

i )arecreated with theirrespective weights

1

2
(w +

i � m in(w +

i ;w
�

i ))=
�

2
[E +

L � m ax(E +

L ;E
�

L )]+ O (�2) (70)

and

1

2
(w �

i � m in(w +

i ;w
�

i ))=
�

2
[E +

L � m ax(E +

L ;E
�

L )]+ O (�2) (71)
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(iii)Cancellation step The third step isa cancellation procedure perform ed whenevera

positive and negative walkerm eet. W hen R i

+ = R i

� ,the contribution ofthe pairto the

density can besim pli�ed asfollows

"

1�
 
+

G

 
�

G

(R +

i )

#
1

 
+

G

(R +

i )jR
+

i i: (72)

Ifthe term in bracketsispositive,thiscontribution com esfrom one single positive walker

R
+

i with m ultiplicity

�

1�
 
+

G

 
�

G

(R +

i )

�

. One can transform this single walker into a pair of

positiveand negativewalker(R +

i ;PR
+

i )with thenew m ultiplicity

1

2

"

1�
 
+

G

 
�

G

(R +

i )

#

: (73)

Iftheterm in bracketsisnegative,thepair(PR +

i ;R
+

i )isdrawn and them ultiplicity isgiven

by

1

2

"

1�
 
�

G

 
+

G

(R +

i )

#

: (74)

This is a cancellation procedure because a pair (R +

i ;R
+

i ) with a m ultiplicity 1 has been

transform ed into apairwith am ultiplicity sm allerthan one.Notethat,when  +

G =  
�

G ,the

m ultiplicities(73)or(74)reduceboth tozero.In otherwords,thereisatotalcancellation of

thepairwheneverthewalkersm eet.Asweshallseein thenextsection,thecancellation step

isatthe origin ofthe im proved stability. The basic reason isthatthisprocedure rem oves

pairs which do not contribute to the signalbut only to the statisticalnoise. A rigorous

analysisofthispointisprovided in thenextsection.

V . STA B ILIT Y O F T H E FM C M ET H O D

A . C riterium for stability

W e have justseen thatthe FM C m ethod isa generalization ofthe DM C approach and

we have shown thatFM C preserves the evolution ofthe antisym m etric com ponent ofthe

sam pled density.Now,having shown thatFM C isan exactm ethod,itisnecessary to study

thestability ofthem ethod.Forthatpurpose,weconsidertheestim atoroftheenergy,Eq.

(58),in thelarge-tim eregim e

E
F
0 =

N

D
=

1

N S

P

i
H  T

 
+

G

(R +

i )�
H  T

 
�

G

(R �

i )

1

N S

P

i
 T

 
+

G

(R +

i )�
 T

 
�

G

(R �

i )
(75)
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where N S isthepopulation size attim et.In thesam eway asdonefortheestim ator(10),

we can evaluate the variance ofE F
0
by supposing that N S is large enough so that both

num eratorand denom inatorhavesm alluctuationsaround theiraverage

�
2

�
N

D

�

=
h(N � E F

0 D )
2i

hD i2
: (76)

Letusbegin with thedenom inator.Using identity (57),theaverageoftherandom variable

D de�ned in(75)isnothing but

hD i=
1

N S

h T jfti: (77)

Replacing ft by itsasym ptotic behaviour,Eq.(6),we �nally �nd thatthe denom inatorof

(76)behavesforlargetas

hD i2 =
1

N 2
S

e
� 2t(E F

0
� E T )h T j�

F
0 i

2
: (78)

Now,letuscom putethenum eratorof(76).Thisnum eratorcan bewritten asthevariance

ofa sum ofrandom variablesde�ned overthepairsofwalkers

h(N � E
F
0 D )

2i=

* "P

i�(R
+
i;R

�

i )

N S

#2+

(79)

wherewehaveintroduced thefunction �(R + ;R � )

�(R +
;R

� )�
(H � E F

0 ) T

 
+

G

(R + )�
(H � E F

0 ) T

 
�

G

(R � ): (80)

Using thefactthatthepairsofwalkershavethesam edistribution and supposing thatthey

areindependentwe�nally �nd

h(N � E
F
0
D )2i=

1

N S

�
2

�

�(R +
;R

� )

�

: (81)

Ifthepairsofwalkersarenotindependentthisexpression isonly m odi�ed by a correlation

factorindependenton thetim eand thepopulation sizeN S provided thatN S and tarelarge

enough.Finally,up to a m ultiplicative factor,thevarianceoftheenergy estim atorhasthe

following asym ptoticbehaviour

�
2(
N

D
)/

1

N S(t)
C(t) (82)

wherethecoe�cientC(t)isgiven by

C(t)= N S(t)
2
e
� 2t(E F

0
� E T ) (83)
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and where N S(t),the num ber ofpairs,depends on tim e tdue to the birth-death process.

In expression (83) we note that the behaviour of(76) at large tim es t is related to the

valueofE F
0 and theasym ptoticbehaviourofthenum berofpairsofwalkersN S(t).W ecan

already understand physically the interest ofthe cancellation process: this process lim its

the growth ofN S(t)the num berofpairsofwalkers,thuslim iting the growth ofC(t)(83)

and the variance (82). Let us now precise this criterium m ore rigorously by evaluating

the asym ptotic behaviour ofN S(t). For that purpose we introduce the density ofpairs

� t(R
+

i ;R
�

i ),thisdensity obeysa di�usion equation wewritedown

@� t

@t
= �(D FM C � E T)� t (84)

wherewehaveintroduced thedi�usion operator�(D FM C � E T).W ewillgiveitsexpression

later;forthepresentpurposewejustneed theasym ptoticbehaviourof� t given by

� t= e
� t(~E B

0
� E T )� S (85)

where � S is the stationary density of the process, nam ely the lowest eigenstate of the

operatorD FM C,and ~E B
0
isthecorrespondingeigenvalue.Thenum berofpairsN S(t)behaves

asthenorm alization of� t,and consequently growslikee
� t(~E B

0
� E T ).Notethatin practiceone

adjuststhereferenceenergyE T to ~E B
0 duringthesim ulation tokeep aconstantpopulation of

averagesize �N S along thedynam ics.Such a procedureisreferred to asa controlpopulation

technique[24]and willbediscussed later.Finally,theasym ptoticbehaviourofthevariance

oftheFM C estim atoroftheenergy is

�
2(
N

D
)/

1

�N S

e
2t(E F

0
� ~E B

0
) (86)

Thisexpression isanalogousto (13)exceptthatthe lowestenergy ofthe Ham iltonian op-

eratorH hasbeen replaced by the lowestenergy ofthe operatorD FM C. In conclusion the

stability ofthealgorithm isrelated to thelowesteigenvalueoftheFM C di�usion operator,

~E B
0 .Itisclearfrom (86)thatthe higherthiseigenvalue is,the m ore stable the sim ulation

willbe.In the nextsection,we willdiscussthe allowed valuesof ~E B
0
.Thiswillprove that

FM C is not a stable m ethod in general,but is m ore stable than any standard transient

m ethod.
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B . Stability ofthe Ferm ion M onte C arlo algorithm

In this section we prove that the lowest eigenvalue ofthe FM C operator, ~E B
0
,has the

following upperand lowerbounds

~E B
0 � E

F
0 (87)

~E B
0
> E

B
0

(88)

>From the expression ofthe variance,Eq. (86),one can easily understand the m eaning of

these two inequalities.The�rstinequality indicatesthatFM C isnota stablem ethod,the

stability beingachieved only in thelim it ~E B
0 = E F

0 .Notethat,even forvery sim plesystem s,

thisstability isin generalnotobtained.Thisim portantpointwillbeillustrated in thenext

section.Thesecond inequality showsthatFM C ism orestablethan any standard transient

DM C m ethod (nodalrelease m ethod). Indeed,the exponentassociated with the explosion

ofuctuations,Eq. (86),is sm aller than in the standard case,Eq.(13). Before giving a

m athem aticalproofofthese two inequalities,letus�rstpresentsom e intuitive argum ents

in theirfavor.The�rstinequality,Eq.(87),takesitsorigin in thefactthatthesignal-the

antisym m etriccom ponentofft,Eq.(6)isextracted from thepopulation ofpairsofwalkers,

Eq.(57),and,consequently,cannotgrow fasterthan the population ofpairsitself,Eq.(85).

The second inequality can beunderstood asfollows.W ithoutthe cancellation process,the

FM C m ethod reducesto two correlated DM C algorithm s.Thenum berofwalkersgrowsas

in a standard DM C,nam ely � e� (E
B

0
� E T )t. The cancellation processobviously reducesthe

growth ofthepopulation ofwalkers,Eq.(85),and,thus,we should expectthat ~E B
0 > E B

0 .

Now,let us give som e m ore rigorous proofs. For that purpose we com pare the Ferm ion

M onte Carlo operators with and without cancellation process. W ithout the cancellation

processtheFM C di�usion operatorreads

D � E T �  
+

G (H
+ � E L

+ )
1

 G
+
+  G

�
(H � � E L

� )
1

 G
�

(89)

�
1

2

@2

@R +
�@R

�
�

[c��:] (90)

+m ax(E L
+
;E L

� )� E T (91)

+
1

2
[E L

+ � m ax(E L
+
;E L

� )]e(P R
+
� R

� ):r � : (92)

+
1

2
[E L

� � m ax(E L
+
;E L

� )]e(P R
�
� R

+ ):r + : (93)
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wheretheoperatorsH � areboth identicalto H ,exceptthatH + and H � acton thespace

ofpositiveand negativecon�gurations,respectively.

H
� � H (R � )= �

1

2

X

�

@2

@R �

�

2
+ V (R � ): (94)

The coe�cients c �� are realcoe�cients and willbe de�ned below. To justify that this

operatoristhe di�usion operatorcorresponding to FM C with no cancellation process,we

need to check thattheshort-tim edynam icsdescribed by

@� t

@t
= �(D � E T)� t (95)

is indeed realized via the two �rst steps ofthe FM C algorithm (Langevin and branching

steps). In the expression ofD ,the two operators appearing in Eq.(89) de�ne a Fokker

Planck operatorin analogy to Eq.(40). This operatoristhe di�usion operatorassociated

with the Langevin process,Eq.(64). The term in Eq.(90)is a coupling term between the

m ovesofpositive and negative walkerstaking into accountthe correlation ofthe gaussian

random variables�+� and ��� .Thequantitiesc��(R
+ ;R � )introduced in Eq.(90)arenothing

butthecovarianceofthesevariables

c��(R
+
;R

� )= h�+� �
�

� i: (96)

The three lastcontributionsdescribe the branching processesatwork in FM C.One recog-

nizesin Eq.(91)thebranching ofa pair,Eq.(69).Thetwo following contributions,Eqs.(92)

and (93),correspond to the creation ofpairs(R + ;PR + )and (PR � ;R � ),with the respec-

tive weightsgiven by (70)and (71).Notethatin Eqs.(92,93)theoperatore(P R
�
� R

+ ):r +

is

written in a sym bolic form representing a translation ofthevectorR + to PR � ,theaction

ofthisoperatoron thepair(R + ;R � )being indeed to createthepair(PR � ;R � ).

Now,let us prove that the lowest eigenvalue ofD is E B
0 (bosonic ground-state). For

thatpurpose,itisconvenientto introduce the operatorR which transform sa distribution

ofpairsofwalkers into a distribution ofwalkers and then to de�ne the following reduced

density

R � t(R )�

Z

dR
0

"
� t(R ;R

0)

 
+

G (R )
+
� t(R

0;PR )

 
�

G (R )

#

: (97)

The density R � t represents the sum ofthe distributionssam pled by each type ofwalkers

when the contribution ofthe other type ofwalkers is integrated out. Using the explicit
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expression ofD itisa sim plem atterofalgebra to verify that

R D � t = H R � t: (98)

Using Eqs.(98)and (95),onecan also write

@R � t

@t
= �(H � E T)R � t (99)

which m eansthatthereduced density evolvesunderthedynam icsofH .In otherwords,the

set ofpositive and negative walkers sam ple the sam e distribution asa standard Di�usion

M onte Carlo algorithm . Now,suppose that �S is the lowest eigenvalue ofD and � S the

corresponding eigenstate(thestationary density oftheprocessdescribed by Eq.(95))

D � S = �S� S: (100)

Applying R on both sidesofthisidentity and using therelation (98)onegets

H R � S = �SR � S: (101)

In otherwords,the reduced density R � S isa positive eigenstate ofH with eigenvalue �S.

The bosonic state being non-degenerate,we can conclude that �S = E B
0
. This ends our

proof.

Letusnow considerthegenuineFM C di�usion operatorincluding thecancellation pro-

cess,D F M C .To sim plify thenotationsletussupposethatwearein thesym m etriccasefor

which  
+

G =  
�

G =  G (the com m on guiding function is sym m etric under perm utation of

particles). Thisparticularcase ism uch sim ple because when walkers m eet,there isa full

cancellation and no residualbranching.From an operatorialpointofview thecancellation

step consistsin introducing a projection operator,Pc,ateach step ofthedynam ics

Pc � [1�

Z

dR jR + = R;R
� = RihR + = R;R

� = R j]: (102)

where jR + ;R � idenotesthe usualtensorialproduct.The fullFM C di�usion operatorcan

thusbewritten as

D FM C � PcD : (103)

It is im portant to realize that the D FM C operator de�ned via Pc and D (Eqs.(102) and

(93))representsindeed an equivalentoperatorialdescription ofthestochasticrulesofFM C
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described in section IV.B (Langevin,branchingand cancellation steps).Notealsothatusing

theexpression (103)ofD FM C,wehavea sim plealternativeway ofrecovering theproofjust

presented above that FM C is a bias-free approach. Since this is an im portant point of

this work,let us present this alternative proof. The action ofthe projection operator Pc

is to rem ove from the sam ple com ponents ofthe form jR + = R;R � = Ri forwhich the

antisym m etric com ponentofthereduced density iszero

A R jR + = R;R
� = Ri= A

1

 G (R )
(jRi+ jPRi)= 0: (104)

In otherwordsonehasthefollowing algebraicidentity

A R Pc = A R : (105)

In the generalcase where  +

G 6=  
�

G ,the cancellation procedure stillcorrespondsto de�ne

a new operator written as in Eq.(103) with Pc satisfying the sam e identity as in (105).

Applying AR to theL.H.S.and R.H.S.ofequation (84),onehas

@A R � t

@t
= �A R D FM C� t= �A (H � E T)R � t: (106)

Thisequation indicatesthattheevolutionsoftheantisym m etriccom ponentofthereduced

density under the dynam ics ofD FM C and H are identical. This con�rm s thatthe energy

estim ator,Eq.(57),orany observableestim atornotcoupling directly positive and negative

walkers,isnotbiased.In thecaseoftheenergy,theestim atorcan bewritten asa function

ofthereduced density asfollows

E
F
0 =

h T jH R � ti

h T jR � ti
: (107)

Let us now turn back to our discussion ofthe stability ofFM C.For that,we need to

com parethelowesteigenvalue ~E B
0
ofD FM C and,E B

0
,thelowesteigenvalueofH .Now,itis

clearfrom thede�nition ofD c,Eq.(103),thatthefollowing relation holds

~E B
0
> E

B
0
: (108)

Indeed, the action ofPc present in the de�nition ofD c,Eq.(103),consists in rem oving

positive coe�cients within the extradiagonalpartofD . Aswell-known,a consequence of

such am atrix(oroperator)m anipulation istoincreasetheenergy ofthelowesteigenvalueof
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them atrix.Expressed in a m orephysicalway,thecancellation processreducesthegrowth

ofthepopulation ofpairs:e� (
~E B

0
� E T )t< e� (E

B

0
� E T )t.

To sum m arize,we have shown thatFM C reducesthe instability offerm ion sim ulations.

Thesignal-over-noiseratio decreasesase(
~E B

0
� E F

0
)t,where ~E B

0
isthelowesteigenvalueofthe

FM C operator,D FM C.Because oftheinequality (108),thisratio decreasesslowerin FM C

that in any standard transient DM C or nodalrelease m ethods. W e have shown that the

cancellation process is at the origin ofthis im provem ent;however,as we shallsee in the

nextsection,thecancellation processise�cient(i.e.,wehave a sm alldi�erence ~E B
0
� E F

0
)

only ifthe correlation between walkers described by the coupling term sc�� isintroduced.

This feature is im portant,particularly in high-dim ensionalspaces where the probability

ofm eeting and cancelling becom es extrem ely sm allforindependent walkers. As a result,

the correlation of positive and negative walkers is a fundam entalfeature of FM C.The

quantitativee�ectofthecorrelation on thestabilization ofthealgorithm isnoteasytostudy

theoretically and tooptim izein thegeneralcase.In thenextsection wewillgiveanum erical

illustration,fora sim ple system ,ofthe interplay between cancellation and correlation (via

thec�� param eters),and also oftheroleofthechoiceoftheguiding functions, +

G and  �

G .

V I. N U M ER IC A L ST U D Y

A . T he m odel: 2D -harm onic oscillator on a �nite grid

In thissection we study the FM C m ethod on a very sim ple m odelon a lattice.Forthis

m odelitispossible to calculate E F
0
(ferm ionic ground-state energy),E B

0
(bosonic ground-

stateenergy),and ~E B
0 thelowesteigenvalueoftheFM C operatorbyastandard determ inistic

m ethod (exactdiagonalization).The resultsobtained forthissim ple m odelwillprovide us

with a well-grounded fram ework to interpret the Ferm ion M onte Carlo sim ulations. The

second m otivation is that,using such a sim ple m odel,it is possible to study the lim it of

largenum berofwalkers,largewith respecttothedim ension oftheHilbertspaceconsidered.

Thispossibility turnsoutto beessentialto betterunderstand theFM C algorithm .

Ourm odelis based on the discretization ofa system describing two-coupled harm onic

oscillators

H = �
1

2
(
@2

@x2
+

@2

@y2
)+ V (x;y) (109)
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with

V (x;y)=
1

2
x
2 +

1

2
�y

2 + xy (110)

In the following we shalltake � = 2. Now,we de�ne the discretization ofthism odelon a

N xN regulargrid (N odd).A grid pointR i i2 (1;:::;N 2)hasthefollowing coordinates

R i�

�

(�
N

2
+ k� 1)�x;(�

N

2
+ l� 1)�y

�

k 2 [1:::N ]; l2 [1:::N ] (111)

where

�x = �y = xm ax=N (112)

On thislatticetheHam iltonian hasacorresponding discreterepresentation given by a�nite

m atrix.Thediagonalpartofthem atrix reads

H ii=
1

�x
2
+

1

�y
2
+ V (R i) i2 (1;:::;N 2) (113)

and theo�-diagonalpartreads

H ij = �
1

2�x
2

when R i and R j arenearest-neighborson thelattice

H ij = 0 otherwise (114)

ThisHam iltonian issym m etric with respectto theinversion P ofcenterO = (0;0).

P(x;y)� (�x;�y) (115)

Asaconsequence,theeigenfunctionsareeithersym m etricorantisym m etricunderP.W eare

interested in theenergy E F
0
ofthelowestantisym m etriceigenstate,�F

0
.Even forthissim ple

system ,we are confronted with a sign instability and a genuine \sign problem ". Indeed,

the sign of�F
0
foreach grid pointcannotbe entirely determ ined by sym m etry. Sym m etry

im pliesonly that�F
0
vanishesattheinversion centerand thatthetwo-dim ensionalpattern

ofpositive and negative valuesfor�F0 issym m etric by inversion. The precise delim itation

between positiveand negativezonesofthewavefunction (analogousto \nodalsurfaces" for

continuoussystem s)isnotknown.

Letus now introduce the trialfunctions  T and  S.  T hasto be an (antisym m etric)

approxim ation of�F
0
and  S som e sym m etric and positive approxim ation ofthe lowest

eigenstate,�B0 .W ehave chosen them asdiscretizationsofthe exactsolutionsofthe initial
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continuous m odel. To �nd these solutions we perform a diagonalization ofthe quadratic

form ofthepotential

V (x;y)=
1

2
x
2 +

1

2
�y

2 + xy =
1

2
k1~x

2 +
1

2
k2~y

2
: (116)

Itistrivialto verify that

k1 =
cos2� � �sin2�

cos2�

k2 =
�cos2� � sin2�

cos2�

tan2� =
2

� � 1

with

~x = xcos� � ysin� (117)

and

~y = xsin� + ycos�: (118)

Ifk1 < k2 wechooseastrialwavefunction

 T = ~xexp(�

p
k1

2
~x2 �

p
k2

2
~y2); (119)

while,in theothercase,wetake

 T = ~yexp(�

p
k1

2
~x2 �

p
k2

2
~y2) (120)

Thelowest(sym m etric)eigenstateischosen to be

 S = exp(�

p
k1

2
~x2 �

p
k2

2
~y2): (121)

Note that,in the lim itofa very largesystem the trialfunctions, T and  S reduce to two

exacteigenstatesofH ;however,thisisnotthecasefor�nitesystem s.

B . FM C on the lattice

Before presenting our results,let us say a few words about the im plem entation ofthe

FM C on thelattice.Thesam eingredientsasin thecontinuum casehold,exceptthatin the

latticecasetheLangevin processisrealized through adiscretetransition probability m atrix.

Theprobability fora (positiveornegative)walkerito go to j,aftera tim estep � is

P
� (i! j)�

 
�

G (R j)

 
�

G (R i)
< R jj1� �(H � E

�

L )jR i> (122)
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where� issm allenough to havea positivedensity,nam ely

� <
1

M ax[H ii� E
�

L (i)]
: (123)

Thelocalenergiesarede�ned asin thecontinuum ,Eq.(43)

E
�

L (R )=
H  

�

G

 
�

G

(R ) (124)

with thesam eexpression fortheguiding functions �

G ,Eq.(47)

 
�

G (R )�

q

 2
S + c2 2

T � c T: (125)

Let(i1;i2)representsa given pairofpositiveand negativewalkers(R
+

i1
;R

�

i2
).In a standard

di�usion M onteCarlo (no correlation and no cancellation ofpositiveand negativewalkers),

thedensity ofpairsofpositiveand negativewalkers�
(k)

i1i2
evolvesasfollowsin onetim e-step

�
(k+ 1)

i1i2
=

X

j1j2

�
(k)

j1j2
P
+ (j1 ! i1)W

+

j1
P
� (j2 ! i2)W

�

j2
(126)

where W � is the Feynm an-Kac weight,Eq.(45). To build the FM C algorithm ,one �rst

correlate the two stochastic processesP + and P � ,Eq.(122).The way itisperform ed here

is the counterpart ofthe correlation term introduced by Liu et al. [20]in the continuum

case,Eq.(63). W ith such a choice,the positive and negative walkersofa pairtend to get

closerorto m ove away in a concerted way. Forthe lattice case itisdone asfollows. The

positive walkerj1 isconnected by P + to a �nite num berofstatesjc1 (here,m axim um �ve)

with probability P + (j1 ! jc
1
). The negative walker j2 is connected to a �nite num ber of

statesjc
2
with the probability P � (j2 ! jc

2
). The statesjc

1
are ordered taking ascriterium

the distance to the negative walker j2, jR jc
1
� R j2j. W e do the sam e for the states ic2

ordered by theirdistance with respect to the positive walker. An unique random num ber

uniform ly distributed between 0 and 1 isthen drawn and the repartition functions ofthe

two probability m easures,p(jc1)� P + (j1 ! jc1)and p(j
c
2)� P � (j2 ! jc2)arethen sam pled

using this com m on random num ber. The new pair (jc
1
;jc

2
) is drawn accordingly. Such a

procedurede�nesa correlated transition probability in thespaceofpairs

Pc(j1j2 ! i1i2)6= P(j1 ! i2)P(j1 ! i2) (127)

whoseroleisto enhancetheprobability ofhaving positiveand negativewalkersm eeting at

thesam esite.Notethat,by construction,thecorrelation introduced viaPc doesnotchange
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the individual(reduced)densities associated with each type ofwalker(positive/negative).

Now,letuswritedown explicitly theFM C rulesin ourlatticecase,thatis,theonetim e-step

(k ! k+ 1)evolution ofthedensity ofpairs�
(k)

j1j2
:

(i) Correlation and branching. The branching ofan individualpair (j1;j2),Eq.(91),

correspondsto thefollowing evolution ofthedensity

�
(k+ 1)

i1i2
= �

(k)

i1i2
+

X

j1j2

�
(k)

j1j2
Pc(j1j2 ! i1i2)M in[W

+

i1
;W

�

i2
] (128)

Thecreation ofpairs,Eqs.(92,93),can bewritten asfollows

�
(k+ 1)

i1P (i1)
= �

(k)

i1P (i1)
+

X

j1j2

�
(k)

j1j2
Pc(j1j2 ! i1i2)�[W

+

i1
;W

�

i2
]jW +

i1
� W

�

i2
j=2 (129)

�
(k+ 1)

P (i2)i2
= �

(k)

P (i2)i2
+

X

j1j2

�
(k)

j1j2
Pc(j1j2 ! i1i2)(1� �[W +

i1
;W

�

i2
])jW +

i1
� W

�

i2
j=2 (130)

where�(x;y)= 1 ifx > y,�(x;y)= 0,otherwise.

(ii)Cancellation.Thecancellation processisdonewhen a positivewalkerand a negative

walkerm eeti1 = i2 = i

�
(k+ 1)

ii =

"

1� m in(
 
+

G

 
�

G

(i);
 
�

G

 
+

G

(i))

#

�
(k)

ii : (131)

If +

G (i)>  
�

G (i)wehave

�
(k+ 1)

P (i)i
= �

(k)

P (i)i
+
[1�  

�

G (i)= 
+

G (i)]

2
�
(k)

ii : (132)

If +

G (i)<  
�

G (i)wehave

�
(k+ 1)

iP (i)
= �

(k)

iP (i)
+
[1�  

+

G (i)= 
�

G (i)]

2
�
(k)

ii : (133)

The operations(128,129,130,131,132,133)describe the one tim e-step dynam icsofthe sim -

ulation. At iteration k,the distribution ofpairs � (k)(i1;i2) is obtained and the transient

estim atoroftheenergy (58)can becom puted from

E (k)=

P

i1;i2
�
(k)

i1;i2
[
H  T (i1)

 
+

G
(i1)

�
H  T (i2)

 
�

G
(i2)

]

P

i1;i2
�
(k)

i1;i2
[
 T (i1)

 
+

G
(i1)

�
 T (i2)

 
�

G
(i2)

]
: (134)

Thisestim atorconvergesto E F
0
when k ! 1 .

Now,it is im portant to realize that the FM C rules just presented have,in principle,

no stochastic characteratall. Fora �nite system the FM C rulescan be viewed assim ple
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determ inistic m atrix m anipulations between �nite vectors ofthe Hilbert space (here,the

m ultiplicationsto beperform ed havebeen explicitly written).Atthebeginning ofthesim -

ulation (iteration k = 0)som earbitrary starting vector�
(0)

i1;i2
ischosen and,then,iterations

areperform ed up to convergence.Thisim portantrem ark willallow usto organizeourdis-

cussion ofFM C resultsinto two parts.In a �rstpart(Section VI.C),weperform explicitly

the m atrix m ultiplicationsinvolved and any stochastic aspectisrem oved from the results.

Stated di�erently,thisprocedure can beviewed asperform ing a standard FM C sim ulation

with an in�nitenum berofwalkers(thedistribution ateach pointofthecon�guration space

isexactly obtained,no statisticaluctuationsarepresent).In asecond part(Section VI.D),

weim plem enttheusualstochasticinterpretation oftheFM C rulesusing a �nitenum berof

walkers.Thissecond partwillallow to discusstheim portantconsequencesofthe�niteness

ofthenum berofwalkersand,in particular,theroleplayed by theuseofpopulation control

techniques.

C . FM C using an in�nite num ber ofw alkers: the determ inistic approach

1. No system atic error: FM C isan exactm ethod

In thissection weverify on oursim pleexam plethattheFM C rulesdo notintroduceany

system atic error (bias). The energy expression (134)has been com puted by iterating the

applicationsoftheelem entary operatorsde�ned by (128,129,130,131,132,133).In practice,

thiscorrespondsto iterate a m atrix G FM C(�).The distribution �
(k+ 1) atiteration k+ 1 is

obtained from � (k) asfollows

� (k+ 1) = G FM C(�)�
(k) (135)

The operator G FM C(�) has been applied a large num ber oftim es on som e initialdensity

�
(0)

j1j2
(a N 4 com ponentvector,N being the linearsize ofourlattice)and the energy (134)

hasbeen com puted ateach iteration k. W e have checked thatthe energy convergesto the

exactvalue,E F
0
,corresponding thelowestantisym m etricstate,with alldecim alplaces.W e

haveveri�ed thatthisistrueforseveralcasescorresponding to N ranging from 4 to17.For

thisspeci�cproblem theseresultscon�rm num erically thatFM C isan exactm ethod.

29



2. M eeting tim e between positive and negative walkers

Here,wewanttoillustratequantitatively thefactthatthecorrelation introduced via the

probability transition helpsgreatly tolowerthem eeting tim ebetween positiveand negative

walkers.Theinuenceofthechoiceoftheguidingfunctions(here,param etercin Eq.(125))

on them eeting tim eisalso exam ined.Them eeting tim eisde�ned and evaluated asfollows.

W estartwith acon�guration consistingofapositivewalkerlocated atacornerofthelattice

and a negativewalkerlocated attheoppositecorner.Thepositiveand negativewalkersare

m oving stochastically with thetransition probability de�ned in (122).W etestthetwocases

casescorrespondingtouncorrelated and correlated m oves.Theaveragetim ehTi(num berof

M onteCarlo stepstim es�)beforethewalkersm eetiscom puted.Ourresultsarepresented

in Table Iand are given fordi�erentlinearsizesofthe grid. In this�rstcase the guiding

functions are chosen with a large antisym m etric com ponent,c = 4. The results indicate

clearly thatm orethan oneorderofm agnitudeisgained by correlating them ovesofthetwo

stochastic processes. In Table IIthe sam e calculationsare done,exceptthata sym m etric

guiding function c= 0 ( +

G =  
�

G =  S)isem ployed.Theaveragem eeting tim eisfound to

be m uch lowerthan in the non-sym m etric case,c= 4,by nearly two ordersofm agnitude.

Thisistrue whetherornotthe stochastic processesare correlated. Thisbehaviourofthe

m eeting tim easa function ofcisnotsurprising.W hen cislargethetwo functions +

G and

 
�

G arelocalized in thenodalpocketsof T.In thelarge-clim it 
+

G iszero whenever T is

negative and  �

G iszero whenever T ispositive.In thislim ittheoverlap between the two

distributions +

G and  �

G iszero and wehaveasim ilarresultfortheprobability thatwalkers

m eet. >From these prelim inary results the introduction ofnon-sym m etric wavefunctions

seem sto deterioratethestability,thisproperty willbecon�rm ed in thenextsection.

3. Stability in tim e ofFM C

W eknow from section V thatthestability in tim eisdirectly related to them agnitudeof

thereduced Bose-Ferm ienergy gap

~� B � F � E
F
0 � ~E B

0 (136)

where ~E B
0 isthelowesteigenvalueoftheFM C di�usion operator.Thegreaterthisgap is,the

fasterthesignal-over-noiseratiooftheM onteCarlosim ulation deteriorates,thefullstability
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beingobtained onlywhen thisgap vanishes.Theultim ategoalofan e�cientFM C algorithm

isto reducetheBose-Ferm igap from itsbarevalue� B � F = E F
0
� E B

0
to a valuevery close

to zero (ideally,zero).Theenergies ~E B
0 and E F

0 can becalculated by exactdiagonalization

ofthe Ferm ion M onte Carlo operator,G FM C. In practice,we have chosen here to extract

thisinform ation from large-tim ebehaviourofthedenom inatoroftheenergy,Eq.(134).In

thisregim ethe denom inatorbehavesasin Eq.(78)where thereference energy isadjusted

to keep thenum berofpairsconstant,E T = ~E B
0
.

hD (t= k�)i/ e
� (E F

0
� ~E B

0
)t (137)

The gap E F
0
� ~E B

0
has been extracted from the large-k values ofD (t = k�),a quantity

calculated determ inistically by iterating the m atrix G FM C. The resultsfordi�erentvalues

ofcarereported in TableIII.Forboth thecorrelated and uncorrelated processesitisfound

that the gap increases with c. The m inim algap is obtained for c = 0,that is when the

guiding functionsare sym m etric  +

G =  
�

G =  S. This result iseasily explained from the

factthatthere are two factorswhich favourthe cancellation ofwalkers. First,aswe have

already seen,theaveragem eeting tim eism inim alwhen c= 0since,in thiscase,theoverlap

between thefunctions +

G and  �

G ism axim al.Furtherm ore,a fullcancellation between the

walkers isprecisely obtained when c = 0. In conclusion,the greateststability isobtained

fora sym m etric guiding function.

In Table IV the gaps obtained atc = 0 fordi�erent linear sizes N are reported. This

table shows that,in the lim it oflarge grids,that is for a system close to the continuous

m odel,the FM C algorithm reduces the gap by a factor � 20. Such a result corresponds

to a huge gain in the stability since projection tim esabouttwenty tim es largerthan in a

standard nodalreleasem ethod can beused.

D . FM C using a �nite num ber ofw alkers: the stochastic approach

In theprevioussection theFerm ion M onteCarlo m ethod hasbeen discussed and im ple-

m ented by m anipulating theexactFerm ion M onteCarlo di�usion operatorwithoutm aking

reference to any stochasticaspect(asalready m entioned itisform ally equivalentto usean

in�nitenum berofwalkers).Ofcourse,fornon-trivialsystem sitisnotpossibletopropagate

exactly thedynam icsoftheFM C operator.Accordingly,a�nitepopulation ofwalkersisin-
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troduced and speci�cstochasticrulesallowing tosim ulatein averagetheaction oftheFM C

operatorarede�ned.Now,theim portantpointisthatin practice-likein any DM C m ethod-

one doesnotsam ple exactly the dynam icsofthe FM C operatorbecause ofthepopulation

controlstep needed to keep the�nitenum berofwalkersroughly constant.[22,23,24]This

step introducesa sm allm odi�cation ofthesam pled di�usion operatorwhich isattheorigin

ofa system aticerrorknown asthepopulation controlerror.Fora bosonicsystem ,theerror

on theground-stateenergy behavesas 1

M
(M istheaveragesize ofthepopulation)and an

extrapolation in 1

M
can be done to obtain the exactenergy. Fora ferm ionic system ,aswe

shallsee below,thisbehaviourisqualitatively di�erentand,furtherm ore,depends on the

guiding function used. To have a precise estim ate ofthe m athem aticalbehaviour ofthe

population controlerrorisfundam entalsince,in practice,itisessentialto beableto reach

theexactferm iresultusing a reasonablenum berofwalkers.Asweshallseelater,thiswill

notbein generalpossiblewith FM C.

In this section the Ferm ion M onte Carlo sim ulations are perform ed using

Eqs.(128,129,130,131,132)which allow to propagatestochastically a population ofM walk-

ers. The population iskeptconstantduring the sim ulation by using the stochastic recon-

�guration M onte Carlo (SRM C) m ethod.[23,24]In short,the SRM C m ethod is a DM C

m ethod in which a recon�guration step replacesthe branching step. A con�guration step

consistsin drawingM new walkersam ongtheM previousonesaccordingtotheirrespective

Feynm an-Kacweight(forthedetails,seethereferencesgiven above).

In Figure1 thetim e-averaged energy de�ned as

E (K )�

P K
k= 1N (k)

P K
k= 1D (k)

(138)

isploted asa function ofK . In thisform ula N (k)and D (k)representthe num eratorand

denom inatoratiteration k oftheestim ator(75)evaluated asan averageoverthepopulation

ofpairs.In Figure2 weplotthetim e-averaged denom inatorgiven by

D K =
1

K

KX

k= 1

D (k): (139)

The tim e dependence ofthis quantity is interesting since it can be used as a m easure of

the stability ofthe algorithm .[18]As we have shown above,the algorithm is stable only

when thereduced Bose-Ferm ienergy gap,~� B � F = E F
0 �

~E B
0 isequalto zero.Equivalently,

the denom inator(139)m ustconverge to a constantdi�erentfrom zero.In oursim ulations
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the num berofwalkers waschosen to be M = 100,a value which ism uch largerthan the

totalnum berofstatesofthesystem (here,ninestates).Ofcourse,such a study ispossible

only for very sim ple system s. As seen on the Figures 1,2,and 3 the results obtained in

the case c = 0 (sym m etric guiding function) and c 6= 0 are qualitatively very di�erent.

Figure1 showsthat,within statisticalerrorbars,thereisno system aticerroron theenergy

when a sym m etric guiding function isused,c = 0. However,the price to pay isthatthe

statisticaluctuationsarevery large.Thispointcan beeasily understood by looking atthe

behaviourofthedenom inator,Fig.2.Indeed,thisdenom inatorvanishesatlargetim es,thus

indicating thatthe sim ulation is notstable. In sharp contrast,forc = 4 (non-sym m etric

guiding functions),thestatisticaluctuationsarem uch m oresm aller(by a factorofabout

40) but a system atic error appears for the energy. Furtherm ore,the denom inator ploted

in Fig.2 is seen to converge to a �nite value. The stability observed in the case c = 4

seem sto con�rm theresultsofKalosetal.[18]fornon-sym m etricguiding functions(c6= 0).

However,thesituation deservesa closerlook.Indeed,theexistenceofthis�niteasym ptotic

value seem s to be in contradiction with our theoreticalanalysis: the denom inator should

convergeexponentially fastto zero,and thealgorithm should notbestable(~� B � F > 0).In

fact,aswe shallshow now,theasym ptotic value obtained forc= 4 and thecorresponding

stability resultfrom a population controlerror.To illustrate thispoint,wehave com puted

the average denom inatoras a function ofthe population size M . Results are reported in

Fig.3. On this plot we com pare the population dependence ofthe denom inator (139) for

c = 4 and fora m uch sm allervalue ofc = 0:5. The valuesofM range from M = 100 to

M = 6400. A �rst rem ark is that the population controlerror can be quite large and is

m uch largerforc = 4 than forc = 0:5. In the Appendix itisshown thatthe theoretical

asym ptotic behaviour ofthe error as a function ofM is expected to be in 1=M . In the

c= 0:5 case,thedenom inatorisclearly seen to extrapolateto zero like 1

M
In thec= 4 case,

wecan justsay thatthedata arecom patiblewith such a behaviourbuteven forthelargest

M reported in Fig.3 (M = 6400)thisasym ptotic regim e isnotyet reached. M uch larger

populationswould be necessary. Thisresultillustratesthe greatdi�culty in reaching the

asym ptoticregim e,even forsuch asim plesystem havingonly ninestates.Stated di�erently,

the stability observed when using non-sym m etric guiding functions disappears fora large

num ber ofwalkers, thus con�rm ing that the stability obtained at �nite M is a control

population artefact. Note thata large population controlerroron the denom inatorisnot
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surprising. Indeed,when c 6= 0,the localenergies ofthe guiding functions,Eq.(43),have

strong uctuationsbecause  �

G isfarfrom any eigenstate ofH ( �

G contains a sym m etric

and an antisym m etric com ponents). In the case ofa sym m etric guiding function (c = 0),

the distribution ofwalkers isalso sym m etric atlarge tim es and,thus,the average ofthis

distribution on theantisym m etricwavefunction  T m ustnecessarily bezero.Consequently,

in thec= 0 casethereisno controlpopulation erroron thedenom inator,Fig.2.

An exam ple ofthe behaviour ofthe energy as a function ofthe population size M is

presented in �gure 4. Som e theoreticalestim atesofthe energy biasdependence on M are

derived in the Appendix. Let us sum m arize the results obtained. W hen c = 0 (use ofa

sym m etricguidingfunction),thesystem aticerrorbehavesasin astandard DM C calculation

fora bosonicsystem

�E /
1

M
: (140)

However,thestatisticaluctuationsareexponentially largesincethecalculation isnolonger

stable. Now,when c > 0 the system atic error has a radically di�erent behaviour. For a

population size M the controlpopulation error grows exponentially as a function ofthe

projection tim et

�E /
1

M
e
t~� B � F ; (141)

where ~� B � F is the reduced Bose-Ferm ienergy gap. This dependence ofthe controlpop-

ulation errorasa function ofthe projection tim e is ofcourse pathologicaland isa direct

consequenceoftheuseofnon-sym m etricguiding functions.Now,becauseoftheform (141)

itisclearthatapopulation sizeexponentially largerthan theprojection tim eisnecessary to

rem ovethesystem atic population controlerror.In practicalcalculations,fora given popu-

lation ofwalkersM ,onehasto choosea �niteprojection tim e,t.Thistim ehasto besm all

enough to have a sm all�nite population controlerrorbut,atthe sam e tim e,large enough

to extracttheexactferm ionicgroundstatefrom theinitialdistribution ofwalkers.Thebest

com prom iseiseasily calculated and leadstothefollowing expression ofthesystem aticerror

asa function ofthenum berofwalkers(form oredetails,seetheAppendix)

�E /
1

M 
(142)

where

 �
� F

~� B � F + � F

< 1 (143)
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and � F istheusualFerm igap (energy di�erencebetween thetwo lowestferm ionicstates).

In �gure 4 som e num ericalresults forthe c = 4 and c = 0:5 cases are presented. The

num berofwalkersconsidered areM = 100;200;400;800,and M = 1600.Nodataareshown

forthesym m etriccase,c= 0,becauseoftheverylargeerrorbars,seeFig.1.Thecalculations

have been done forthe sm allest system ,N = 3 (recallthatthe �nite con�guration space

consists ofonly nine states)and forvery large num bers ofM onte Carlo steps (m ore than

108).Asitshould be,thesystem aticerrorsarefound tobelargerforthec= 4casethan for

thec= 0:5 case(notethatthedata corresponding to M = 800 and M = 1600 m ustnotbe

considered because oftheirlarge statisticalnoise). The concavity ofboth curvescon�rm s

ourtheoreticalresult, < 1,Eqs.(142,143). However,itisclearthatto geta quantitative

estim ateofthisexponentishopelessbecauseoftherapid increaseoferrorbarsasafunction

ofM .Theonly qualitative conclusion which can bedrawn by looking atthecurvesisthat

c= 4 < c= 0:5,in agreem entwith ourform ula,Eq.(143).Finally,letusinsiston thefactthat,

despite these very intensive calculationsfora nine-state con�guration space,no controlled

extrapolation to theexactenergy ispossible.

To sum m arize,when  G hasan antisym m etric com ponent,the errorisexpected to de-

crease -forM large enough-very slowly asa function ofthe population size [algebraically

with a (very) sm allexponent],while in the sym m etric case the biashasa m uch m ore in-

teresting 1

M
-behaviour. However,in thislattercase the price to pay isthe presence ofan

exponentialgrowth ofthestatisticalerror.In both cases,and thisisthefundam entalpoint,

the num ber ofwalkers needed to get a given accuracy grows pathologically. In addition,

as illustrated by our data forthe very sim ple m odelproblem treated here,the asym totic

regim escorrespondingtothe1=M -behaviourappeartobevery di�culttoreach in practice

(very largevaluesofM areneeded).

V II. C O N C LU SIO N A N D P ER SP EC T IV ES

TheFM C m ethod di�ersfrom theDM C m ethodbycorrelatingthedi�usion ofthewalkers

and introducing a cancellation procedure between positive and negative walkers whenever

they m eet. In thiswork we have shown thatthe Ferm ion M onte Carlo approach is exact

butin generalnotstable. FM C can be viewed asbelonging to the classoftransientDM C

m ethods,them ostfam ousonebeingprobably thenodalreleaseapproach.[14,34]However,

35



in contrastwith thestandard transientm ethods,FM C allowsto reducein a system aticway

theferm iinstability.Theim portanceofthisinstability isdirectly related to them agnitude

ofsom e \e�ective" Bose-Ferm ienergy gap, ~� B � F = E F
0 � ~E B

0 , where E F
0 is the exact

Ferm ienergy and ~E B
0
som ee�ective Boseenergy.W ehave seen thatthisgap isintim ately

connected to the the cancellation rate,that is to say,to the speed atwhich positive and

negative walkers cancel. W e have shown thatE B
0 < ~E B

0 < E F
0 ,where E

B
0 isthe standard

bosonic ground-state energy. As an im portant consequence, the closest ~E B
0
is from the

exact ferm ionic energy,the sm oother the sign problem is. For the toy m odelconsidered,

the reduction obtained for the instability is very large (orders ofm agnitude). For large

dim ensionalsystem s,there are strong indicationsin favoralso ofan im portantreduction.

A �rst argum ent is purely theoretical. In FM C the walkers within a pair (R +

i ;R
�

i ) are

correlated in asuch away thatR +

i � R
�

i m akesarandom m oveonly in onedim ension.Asa

resultthereisahigh probability thatthewalkersm eetin a�nitetim eeven ifthey m ovein a

high-dim ensionalspace.Thesecond argum entisnum erical.Asshown by previousauthors,

the im pactofcorrelating walkerson the average m eeting tim e isim portanteven form uch

largersystem s.[18,21]

W ehaveshown thattherecentintroduction ofnonsym m etric guiding functionsin FM C

introducesa largesystem aticerrorwhich goesto zero very slowly asa function ofthepop-

ulation size [� 1=M , = � F =(~� B � F + � F )and � F = E F
1
� E F

0
is the usualferm ionic

gap].Foran in�nitenum berofwalkers,thissystem atic errorisrem oved and thealgorithm

recovers the Ferm iinstability. M orever,we have shown thatusing such guiding functions

doesnotin generalim prove the stability.Fora largeenough num berofwalkers,the sim u-

lation can be lessstable than the sim ulation using a sym m etric guiding function. Finally,

it is im portant to em phasize thatthe conclusion ofthis work is thatthe FM C algorithm

isnota solution to the sign problem . However,itisa prom ising way toward \im proved"

transientm ethods.Asa transientm ethod,FM C isexpected to converge m uch betterthan

a standard nodalreleasem ethod.W earepresently working in thisdirection.
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A P P EN D IX :P O P U LAT IO N C O N T R O L ER R O R IN FM C

FM C,like any M onte Carlo m ethod using a branching process,su�ersfrom a so-called

population controlbias. This system atic error appears because the branching rules (cre-

ation/annihilation ofwalkers)areim plem ented using a population consisting ofa largebut

�nite num ber ofwalkers. Nothing preventing the population size from im plosing or ex-

ploding,a population controlstep isrequired to keep theaveragenum berofwalkers�nite.

A standard strategy to cope with this di�culty consists in introducing a tim e-dependent

reference energy whose e�ect is to slightly m odify the elem entary weights ofeach walker

by a com m on m ultiplicative factor(closeto one)so thatthetotalweightofthepopulation

rem ainsnearly constantduringthesim ulation.Thisstep,which introducessom ecorrelation

between walkersand,therefore,slightly m odi�esthestationary density,m ustbeperform ed

very sm oothly tokeep thepopulation controlerrorassm allaspossible.In practice,forstan-

dard DM C calculationsdone with accurate trialwavefunctions and population sizes large

enough,the error is found to be very sm all,in generalm uch sm aller than the statistical

uctuations.Asa consequence,thepresenceofa population controlbiasisusually notcon-

sidered ascritical. Here,the situation isratherdi�erent. In FM C the use ofbosonic-type

guiding functionsintroducesvery largeuctuationsofthelocalenergy and thecancellation

rulesa very sm allsignal-over-noiseratio forferm ionicproperties.In thiscase,itisnotclear

whetherthebiascan bekeptsm allwith a reasonablenum berofwalkers.

In this section we present an estim ate ofthe population controlbias in FM C.As we

shallseeourestim ateshowsthatthesign problem isactually notsolved butattenuated in

FM C (an exponentiallylargenum berofwalkersisneeded tom aintain aconstantbiasasthe

num berofelectronsisincreased). The derivation presented in thissection isvery general:

itisvalid forany exactferm ion QM C m ethod based on the use ofa nodelessbosonic-type

reference processand som e projection to extractthe Ferm iground-state. Accordingly,we

havechosen notto usethespeci�cfram ework and notationsofFM C but,instead,notations
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ofageneralDM C algorithm (transientm ethod).Ofcourse,wedonotneedFM C tointroduce

nonsym m etricguidingfunctions.Theadaptation ofwhatfollowstoFM C isstraightforward.

In quantum M onteCarloweevaluatestochasticallythefollowingexpression forthelowest

eigenstateofenergy E F
0

E
t
F =

h T jH e
� t(H � E T )f0i

h T je
� t(H � E T )f0i

(144)

where f0 is som e positive initialdistribution and  T an approxim ation ofthe eigenstate

with energy E F
0
.Here,wedealwith aferm ionicproblem so T m ustbeantisym m etric.The

expression (144)givestheexactenergy E F
0
only when taking the lim itt! 1 .In practice

fora �nitet,thereisa system atic error

�E t
F � E

t
F � E

F
0 / e

� � F t� e
� (E F

1
� E F

0
)t (145)

where E F
1 isthe energy ofthe �rstexcited state in the antisym m etric sectorand,� F ,the

ferm ionic energy gap. Foran exactalgorithm with one walker(e.g. Pure Di�usion M onte

Carlo,[36,37])onecom putestheR.H.S of(144)by evaluating thefollowing expression

E
t
F =

�
H  T
 G

[R(t)]e
�

R
t

0
ds(E L [R (s)]� E T )

�

�
 T

 G
[R(t)]e

�

R
t

0
ds(E L [R (s)]� E T )

� (146)

where  G isthe guiding function,strictly positive,with eventually an antisym m etric com -

ponent.W ehavealso introduced in thisexpression,thelocalenergy oftheguiding function

E L =
H  G

 G
(147)

The integralin (146)isdone overthe drifted random walksgoing from 0 to t.To sim plify

thenotationswenote(146)asfollows

E
t
F =

hhtW ti

hptW ti
(148)

where

h
t �

H  T

 G
[R(t)] (149)

W
t � e

�

R
t

0
dsE L [R (s)] (150)

p
t �

 T

 G
[R(t)] (151)

38



ForM independantwalkersR i onehas

E
t
F =

D
1

M

P

ih
t
iW

t
i

E

D
1

M

P

ipiW
t
i

E (152)

In theanalysispresented herebased on a population ofM thewalkersbranched according

to their relative m ultiplicities,(the M walkers are therefore no longer independant),one

replacetheindividualweightW i by a globalweight[24]

�W t=
1

M

X

i

W
t
i (153)

Asa resulttheenergy m ay bewritten as

E
t
F =

D
�ht �W t

E

D

�pt �W t

E (154)

where

�ht �
1

M

X

i

h
t
i (155)

�pt �
1

M

X

i

p
t
i (156)

Expression (154) is exact when the weights �W t are included. A controlpopulation error

ariseswhen onedoesnottakeinto accounttheweightsin expression (154).Thispopulation

controlerroristhusgiven by

�E M
F =

D
�ht
E

h�pti
�

D
�ht �W t

E

D

�pt �W t

E (157)

=

D
�ht
E

h�pti
�
cov(�ht;�W t)+

D
�ht
E D

�W t
E

cov(�pt;�W t)+ h�pti
D
�W t

E (158)

or,afternorm alizing �W t in such a way thath�W ti= 1 (forexam ple,by suitably adjusting

thereferenceenergy E T),

�E M
F =

D
�ht
E

h�pti
�
cov(�ht;�W t)+ < �ht>

cov(�pt;�W t)+ < �pt>
(159)

This isourbasic form ula expressing the system atic errorattim e tresulting from the use

ofa �nitepopulation.Now,letusevaluatethisexpression in thelargetim etand largeM
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regim es.First,weconsiderthetwo denom inatorsappearing in theR.H.S.ofEq.(159).Let

usbegin with thedenom inatorofthesecond ratio:

D e � cov(�pt;�W t)+ < �pt> (160)

Becausethisdenom inatorisnothing butthedenom inatoroftheR.H.S.ofEq.(146)wecan

conclude thatD e doesnotdepend on thepopulation sizeM and thatitvanishesexponen-

tially fast

D e = K ee
� (E F

0
� E T )t; (161)

where E T is the reference energy,E T = E B
0 for a nodalrelease-type m ethod,and E T =

~E B
0
> E B

0
fortheFM C m ethod.Letusnow look attheotherdenom inatorofEq.(159)

D a � h�pti: (162)

Thisdenom inatoristheusualquantityevaluated duringthesim ulation.Itisanapproxim ate

quantity since itdoesnotinclude the corrective weights. The asym ptotic behaviourofD a

dependson  G .W edistinguish two cases:

(i) If G is sym m etric (c = 0),the stationary density (t large enough) is sym m etric.

Consequently, D a,which is the average ofan antisym m etric function,converges to zero

exponentially fastatlarge tim es. ForM large enough,in a regim e where the dynam icsis

closeto theexactdynam icsoftheHam iltonian,weknow thattheconvergence isgiven by

D a = K a(M )e�
~� B � F t; (163)

wherethecoe�cientK a dependson M in general.Thiscoe�cientwillbedeterm ined later.

>From equations(163)and (161),onecan evaluatetheerroron thedenom inator

D a � D e = (K a(M )� K e)e
� ~� B � F t: (164)

W ealso know from thede�nitionsofD a and D e[(162),(160)]thatthedi�erenceD a � D e is

a covarianceoftwo averages

D a � D e = cov(�pt;�W t) (165)

which,dueto thecentral-lim ittheorem ,behavesas

D a � D e =
1

M
C(t) (166)
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where C(t)issom e function oft. Identifying (164)and (166),one �nally obtainsa deter-

m ination ofK a.Finally,we obtain the following behaviourforthe system atic erroron the

denom inator

D a � D e = cov(�pt;�W t)/
1

M
e
� ~� B � F t (167)

(ii)If G isnotsym m etric (c6= 0)thestationary density hasan antisym m etric com ponent

and D a convergesto a constantdi�erentfrom zero atlargetim es.Ofcourse,thisconstant

depends on the num berofwalkers M . Thisdependence can be easily found by using the

centrallim ittheorem asbefore

D a � D e = cov(�pt;�W t)= K
1

M
: (168)

Finally,we have justproved that,when theguiding function isnotsym m etric,the asym p-

toticbehaviourofthedenom inatorisD a /
1

M
.Thisim portantresultisin agreem entwith

the num ericaldata shown in �gure (3). Using exactly the sam e argum ents,the asym p-

totic behaviour(large M ,large t)ofthe di�erence ofthe two num eratorsin the R.H.S.of

expression (159)isfound to bethesam easD a � D e

N a � N e = cov(�ht;�W t)/ D a � D e: (169)

Now,we are ready to write down the expression ofthe system atic population control

error,�E M
F .ForM largeenough,�E M

F iswellapproxim ated by its�rst-ordercontribution

in the 1

M
expansion. Here also,we need to distinguish between the nature ofthe guiding

function

(i)If G issym m etriconeeasily obtains

�E M
F /

1

M
(170)

(ii)If G hasan antisym m etric com ponent

�E M
F /

1

M
e
~� B � F t (171)

Letusnow evaluatethetotalsystem atic errorresulting from using a �nitetim etand a

�nitepopulation sizeM

�E F
0 = �E M

F + �E t
F (172)

where�E t
F ,thesystem aticerrorcom ing from a �nitesim ulation tim e,isgiven by Eq.(145)

and �E M
F is the error just discussed. The strategy consists in determ ining,for a given
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system atic error �E F
0
� �,what is the tim e tand the num ber ofwalkers M one should

consider.Thecondition forthetotalsystem aticerrorto beoforder� isthatboth term sin

(172)arealso oforder�

�E t
F � � (173)

�E M
F � �: (174)

Thisistrue because no errorcom pensation arepresent,�E t
F and �E M

F being generally of

the sam e sign (both positive). Ournum ericalresultson the toy m odelgive an illustration

ofthisproperty.>From both equations(174)and (145)onecan deducethesim ulation tim e

corresponding to such a system atic error

t� �
ln�

� F

: (175)

In otherwords,to obtain an erroroforder� itissu�cientto stop thesim ulation ata tim e

toforder(175).Now,letuscom eto thenum berofwalkersM needed.If G issym m etric,

we already know from expression (170)thatthe system atic errordoesnotdepend on the

projection tim eand thatthenum berofwalkersM and thesystem aticerror� arerelated as

follows

M /
1

�
: (176)

If G is not sym m etric,the equation (174) can be easily solved. Replacing in Eq.(174),

�E M
F by itsexpression (171)and using the relation (175)one �nally �ndsthe num ber of

walkersrequired to obtain a system aticerror�.

M / �
�

~�
B � F

�
F

� 1
: (177)

Let us m ake som e im portant com m ents. First,note that in this form ula the dependence

on the guiding function is not included in the exponent,only in the prefactor. Second,

this form ula shows thatthe FM C algorithm reduces the system atic errorby lowering the

exponent. Asalready m entioned,the gap isequalto E F
0 � E B

0 in a standard release node

m ethod and equalto E F
0
� ~E B

0
< E F

0
� E B

0
in FM C.Third,in the zero-lim it gap,the

1

M
behaviourofthe system atic errorisrecovered. Thisform ula showsthatthe num berof

walkersneeded fora given accuracy,�,growsexponentially with respectto the num berof

electrons. Indeed,although the gap isindeed reduced by FM C,there isno reason notto
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believe that it willstillbe proportionalto the num ber ofelectrons. In consequence,the

\sign problem " fully rem ainsin FM C.

Finally,let us write the system atic error as a function ofthe �nite population M by

inverting thepreceding equation (177)

� / M
�  (178)

where

 �
� F

~� B � F + � F

(179)

Thislatterequation showsvery clearly therespectiveroleplayed by theFerm igap,� F ,and

thereduced Bose-Ferm igap,~� B � F .

[1] M .H.K alos and F.Pederiva,in NATO-ASI Conference Quantum M onte Carlo M ethods in

Physics and Chem istry,Cornell,edited by M .P.Nightingale and C.J.Um rigar,NATO -ASI

(K luwer,Dordrecht,TheNetherlands,1999).

[2] D.M .Ceperley and M .H.K alos,M onte Carlo m ethods in statisticalphysics(Springer-Verlag,

Berlin,1979).

[3] K .E.Schm idt and M .H.K alos, M onte Carlo M ethods in StatisticalPhysics, edited by K .

Binder,vol.2 (Springer,Berlin,1984).

[4] B.L.Ham m ond and W .A.Lester, M onte Carlo M ethods in Ab Initio Quantum Chem isty

(W orld Scienti�c,Singapore,1994).

[5] P.J.Reynolds,D.M .Ceperley,B.J.Alder,and W .Lester,J.Chem .Phys.77,5593 (1982).

[6] J.B.Anderson,J.Chem .Phys.63,1499 (1975).

[7] J.B.Anderson,J.Chem .Phys.65,4121 (1976).

[8] C.Filippiand C.J.Um rigar,J.Chem .Phys.105,213 (1996).

[9] S.B.Healy,C.Filippi,P.K ratzer,E.Penev,and M .Sche�er,Phys.Rev.Lett.87,016105

(2001).

[10] C.Filippi,S.B.Healy,P.K ratzer,E.Pehlke,and M .Sche�er,Phys.Rev.Lett.89,166102

(2002).

[11] P.R.C.K ent,M .D.Towler,R.J.Needs,and G .Rajagopal,Phys.Rev.B 62,15394 (2000).

[12] A.R.Porter,M .D.Towler,and R.J.Needs,Phys.Rev.B 64,035320 (2001).

43



[13] L.M itas,J.C.G rossm an,I.Stich,and J.Tobik,Phys.Rev.Lett.84,1479 (2000).

[14] D.M .Ceperley and B.J.Alder,J.Chem .Phys.81,5833 (1984).

[15] B.Bernu,D.Ceperley,and W .Lester,J.Chem .Phys.93,552 (1990).

[16] B.Bernu,D.Ceperley,and W .Lester,J.Chem .Phys.95,7782 (1991).

[17] M .Ca�areland D.Ceperley,J.Chem .Phys.97,8415 (1992).

[18] M .H.K alosand F.Pederiva,Phys.Rev.Lett.85,3547 (2000).

[19] D.Arnow,M .H.K alos,M .A.Lee,and K .E.Schm idt,J.Chem .Phys.77,5562 (1982).

[20] Z.Liu,S.Zhang,and M .H.K alos,Phys.Rev.E 50,3220 (1994).

[21] L.Colletti,F.Pederiva,and M .H.K alos,Ferm ion M onte Carlo Calculation ofliquid-3He in

ExactM onte Carlo M ethod for Continuum Ferm ion System s(2005).

[22] C.J.Um rigar,M .P.Nightingale,and K .J.Runge,J.Chem .Phys.99,2865 (1993).

[23] M .Calandra Buonaura and S.Sorella,Phys.Rev.B 57,11446 (1998).

[24] R.Assaraf,M .Ca�arel,and A.K helif,Phys.Rev.E 61,4566 (2000).

[25] M .H.K alos,D.Levesque,and L.Verlet,Phys.Rev.A 9,2178 (1974).

[26] P.Langfelder,S.M .Rothstein,and J.Vrbik,J.Chem .Phys.107,8525 (1997).

[27] I.Bosand S.M .Rothstein,J.Chem .Phys.121,4486 (2004).

[28] R.Assarafand M .Ca�arel,J.Chem .Phys.113,4028 (2000).

[29] C.Filippiand C.J.Um rigar,Phys.Rev.B 61,R16291 (2000).

[30] M .Ca�arel,M .R�erat,and C.Pouchan,Phys.Rev.A.47,3704 (1993).

[31] R.Assarafand M .Ca�arel,J.Chem .Phys.119,10536 (2003).

[32] M .Casalegno,M .M ella,and A.M .Rappe,J.Chem .Phys.118,7193 (2003).

[33] D.M .Ceperley and B.J.Alder,Science 231,555 (1986).

[34] D.M .Ceperley and B.J.Alder,Phys.Rev.Lett.45,566 (1980).

[35] J.G rossm an,J.Chem .Phys.117,1434 (2002).

[36] M .Ca�areland P.Claverie,J.Chem .Phys.88,1088 (1988).

[37] M .Ca�areland P.Claverie,J.Chem .Phys.88,1100 (1988).

44



FIG U R ES

1.855

1.86

1.865

E
A

1.87

1.875

1.88

0 1.10
7  2.10

7  3.10
7
  4.10

7

C
u
m

la
ti
v
e
 E

n
e
rg

y

K

Energy (K)

c=4
c=0
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FIG .4:N = 3 Energy,Eq.(134),asa function of1=M forthec= 0 and c= 4 cases.Exactenergy:

E
F
0 = 1.86822...(horizontalsolid line)

TA B LES

TABLE I:Averagem eetingtim es
hTi

N
forthecorrelated anduncorrelated casesin thenon-sym m etric

case c = 4,Eq.(125). In this exam ple,xm ax = 3,Eq.(112),and � = 0:9�m ax,where �m ax is the

m axim altim e-step de�ned in Eq.(123).

Linearsize N
hTi

N
Uncorr.

hTi

N
Corr.

N = 3 2152(23) 134(1)

N = 5 2162(20) 92(1)

N = 7 2234(26) 75(1)

N = 9 2834(27) 76(1)

N = 11 3546(38) 82(1)

N = 13 4214(41) 88(1)

N = 15 94(1)

N = 17 102(1)

TABLE II:Average m eeting tim es
hTi

N
forthe correlated and uncorrelated casesin the sym m etric

case (c = 0,sym m etric guiding function),Eq.(125). In this exam ple,xm ax = 3,Eq.(112),and

� = 0:9�m ax,where�m ax isthem axim altim e-step de�ned in Eq.(123).

Linearsize N
hTi

N
Uncorr.

hTi

N
Corr.

N = 3 3.32(2) 1.634(9)

N = 5 5.64(6) 2.27(1)

N = 7 7.6(1) 2.65(1.6)

N = 9 10.3(1) 3.32(2.5)

N = 11 12.95(8) 4.18(4)

N = 13 15.7(1) 4.78(4)

48



N = 15 18.5(2) 5.52(6)

N = 17 21.6(2) 6.26(7)

TABLE III:N = 3. Reduced Bose-Ferm igap ~� B � F ,Eq.(136),with or without correlation for

di�erent values of c. The average m eeting tim es are also indicated in parentheses. The bare

Bose-Ferm igap,� B � F ,is� 0:7695 (here,xm ax = 3:and � = 0:09�m ax).

Value ofc Correlated process Uncorrelated process

c= 0 ~� B � F = 0:0366 [
hTi

N
= 1.634(9)] ~� B � F = 0:1629 ; [

hTi

N
= 3.32(2)]

c= 1 ~� B � F = 0:0917 [
hTi

N
= 6.37(7)] ~� B � F = 0:2540 ; [

hTi

N
= 16.5(2)]

c= 2 ~� B � F = 0:1336 [
hTi

N
= 24.6(2)] ~� B � F = 0:2277 ; [

hTi

N
= 130.5(5)]

c= 3 ~� B � F = 0:1026 [
hTi

N
= 62.9(3)] ~� B � F = 0:1981 ; [

hTi

N
= 627(3)]

c= 4 ~� B � F = 0:1092 [
hTi

N
= 134(1)] ~� B � F = 0:1787 ; [

hTi

N
= 2152(23)]

TABLE IV:Com parison between the reduced Bose-Ferm igap, ~� B � F ,and the bare Bose-Ferm i

gap,� B � F ,in the sym m etric case (c= 0,sym m etric guiding function)asa function ofN

Value ofN ~� B � F � B � F G ap ratio

N = 3 ~� B � F = 0:0366 � B � F = 0:7695
~� B � F

� B � F

= 0:0476

N = 5 ~� B � F = 0:0516 � B � F = 1:0195
~� B � F

� B � F

= 0:0506

N = 7 ~� B � F = 0:0577 � B � F = 1:1782
~� B � F

� B � F

= 0:0490
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