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Abstract

In thiswork we present a detailed study ofthe Fermm ion M onte C arlo algorithm (M C), a recently
proposed stochasticm ethod for calculating ferm ionic ground-state energies. A proofthat theFM C
m ethod is an exact m ethod is given. In this work the stability of the m ethod is related to the
di erence between the lowest (bosonictype) eigenvalue of the FM C di usion operator and the
exact ferm i energy. It is shown that wihin a FM C fram ework the lowest elgenvalue of the new
di usion operator is no longer the bosonic ground-state eigenvalue as In standard exact D 1 usion
Monte Carlo DM C) schem es but a m odi ed value which is strictly greater. A ccordingly, FM C
can be viewed as an exact DM C m ethod built from a correlated di usion process having a reduced
BoseFem igap. A sa consequence, the FM C m ethod ism ore stabl than any transient m ethod (or
nodal releasetype approaches). It is shown that the m ost recent Ingredient of the FM C approach
M H.Kals and F. Pederiva, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 3547 (2000)], nam ely the introduction of
non-sym m etric guiding functions, does not necessarily in prove the stability of the algorithm . W e
argue that the stability observed w ith such guiding functions is In generala nite-size population
e ect disappearing Por a very large population of wakers. The ocounterpart of this stability is
a ocontrol population error which is di erent in nature from the standard D i usion M onte C arlo
algorithm and which is at the origin of an uncontrolled approxin ation In FM C . W e illustrate the
various ideas presented in this work wih calculations perform ed on a very sin ple m odel having
only nine states but a f1ll \sign problem ". A Iready for this toy m odel it is clearly seen that FM C

calculations are inherently uncontrolled.

PACS numbers: 02.70Ss, 0530Fk



I. NTRODUCTION

In theory quantum M onte Carlo QM C) techniques[l] are capable of giving an exact
estin ate of the energy w ith an evaluation of the error: the statistical error. U nfortunately,
such an ideal situation is not realized In practice. Exact results with a controlled nite
statistical error are only achieved for bosonic system s. For fem ionic system s, we do not
have at our digposal an algorithm which is both exact and stable (statistical uctuations
going to zero in the large sinulation tine regine). This wellknown problm is usually
referred to as the \sign problem ". The usual solution to cope w ith this di culty consists
iIn de ning a stabl algorithm based on an uncontrolled approxin ation, the so—called F ixed-
N ode approxin ation. [, 13,14, 15,16, 7] In practice, the xed-node error on the energy is
an allwhen one uses good trial wavefinctions and, thus, QM C m ethods can be considered
today as reference m ethods to com pute groundstate energies as shown by a large variety of
applications[s,|§,9,110,111,112,/13]. H owever, the accuracy ofthe results isnever known from
the calculation, it isknown only a posteriori, for exam ple by com parison w ith experin ental
data. Exact m ethods, which are basically transient m ethods[l4, 15,116, [17] including the
nodalrelease m ethod[14], have been applied w ith sucoess only to very soeci cm odels (gn all
or hom ogeneous system s) or which the sign instability is not too severe (sn allBossFem i
energy gap) .

R ecently, K alos and cow orkers [L8] have proposed a m ethod presented as curing the sign
prcblem , the socalled Fermm ion M onte Carlo m ethod (M C). This work m akes use of two
previously introduced ingredients, a cancellation process between \positive" and \negative"
walkers Introduced by Amow et al. [L9] and a m odi ed process correlating explicitly the
dynam ics of the walkers of di erent signs.[20] The new feature introduced in [L€] is the
Introduction of non-sym m etric guiding functions. The m ethod has been tested on various
sin ple system s ncluding free form jons and interacting system s such asthe He uid.[1§,[21]
T he resuls are found to be com patible w ith the assum ption that the m ethod is stable and
not biased. However, this conclusion is not clear at all because of the presence of large
error bars. T he purpose of this work is to present a detailed analysis of the algorithm and
a de nitive answer to this assum ption.

T he content of this paper is as follow s. In section IT we give a brief presentation of the

\sign problem ". The sign instability in an exact DM C approach com es from the blow ing up



In in aghary tin e of the undesirable bosonic com ponent associated w ith the lowest m ath—
em atical eigenstate of the Ham iltonian (@ wavefunction which is positive and symm etric
w ith respect to the exchange of particles). The uctuations of the transient energy esti-
m ator grows lke €®s ¥v), where Ef is the form jonic ground-state energy (here and in
what ollow s, the superscript F stands for \Femm ionic") and E § , the lowest m athem atical
elgenvalue of the Ham ittonian (the superscript \B" standing for Bosonic). In Sec. Il we
brie y recallthem ain elem ents ofthe standard DM C m ethod, the basic stochastic algorithm
sin ulating the in aghary-tin e evolution ofthe Ham iltonian. In section IV, we describe the
FM C method as a generalization ofthe DM C m ethod and we show that FM C is an exact
m ethod, that is, no systam atic bias is introduced. This section is m ade of two parts. In
a rst part we introduce the notion of positive and negative walkers to represent a signed
wavefiinction in DM C .Thiswillhelp usto view the FM C m ethod as a generalization ofthe
DM C method, the FM C Introducihg two in portant m odi cations w ith respect toDM C: a
correlated dynam ics for positive and negative walkers and a cancellation process for such
pairs w henever they m ect.

In section V we study the stability of the algorithm . W e prove that the FM C m ethod
is In generalnot stabk, the uctuations of the transient estin ator of the energy grow ing
exponentially Ike e®s o) where B isthe low est bosonic-like eigenvalie ofthe generalized
di usion process operator associated with FM C whose expression is given explicitly. It
is shown that FM C is m ore stabk than the standard nodal relase DM C m ethod because
Ef > E; . In section V Iwe illustrate our theoretical results using a toy m odel, a \m inin al"
quantum system having a genuine sign problem (two coupled oscillators on a nite lattice).
The di erent aspects of the FM C m ethod are highlighted In this application. In the case
of non-sym m etric wavefinctions Introduced recently in Ref.[l€] it is shown that, in contrast
w ith DM C where the population controlerror decays linearly as a fiinction ofthe population
size, the FM C decay displays a m uch m ore slower power law . A s a consequence, one needs a
very large population of walkers to ram ove the control population error and to observe the
Instability of FM C . Let us em phasize that cbserving such a subtlke nite population e ect
for a genuine m any-ferm ion system is actually im possible. Here, to illustrate this In portant
point num erically, we have been led to consider a very sim ple system havingonly a few states.
For this system , a large population of walkers -eventually much larger than the din ension
ofthe quantum H ibert space itself-can be considered. T he results cbtained in that regin e



con m our theoretical ndings, in particular the fact that the stability of the algorithm
presented elsswhere [1€] is only apparent. A s an In portant conclusion, we em phasize that
the FM C oontrol population error is an uncontrolled approxin ation for realistic fem ion

system s.

IT. FERM ION INSTABILITY IN QUANTUM MONTE CARLO

W e consider a Schrodinger operator for a system ofN fermm ions,
1 2
H = Er +VR) @)

wherewenoteR = (1 :::5y ) the 3N coordinatesoftheN particles In the three din ensional
space. Tn this expression, the rsttem isthekinetic energy (r ? isthe Laplacian operator in
the space ofthe 3N coordinates). T he second tem , V , isthe potential. DM C techniques are
based upon the evolution of the H am iltonian in in aghary tin e. W e express this evolution
using the spectral decom position :

et B " o cEs Fr) g dh g @)
where ; arethe (nom alized) eigenfinctions ofH , E ; are the correspoonding eigenvalues and
E; isa socalled reference energy. T he fuindam ental property of operator [2) isto Iter out
the lowest eigenstate . To understand how it works, we consider the tin e evolution of a
wavefunction £y R )
tH Er)

ifi e Jfoi @3)

and calculate the overlap w ith an eigenstate
h; jfii= e *®+ Er)n | jf,1: @)

From this expression it is easily seen that the com ponent on the lowest eigenstate 4 is
grow Ing exponentially faster than the higher com ponents. In DM C m ethods the function f;

is generated using random walks. For t Jarge enough the lowest eigenstate
ft e tEo ET) 0 (5)

is produced. This asym ptotic behaviour m akes DM C an accurate m ethod for com puting
the properties of , in particular the energy E . Unfortunately, for ferm ionic system s the



physical groundstate § , which is antisym m etric w ith respect to the exchange of particks,
isnot o, but som e \m athem atically" excited state because 4 ispositive and sym m etric for
a Schrodinger operator (posonic ground-state) . For the sake of clarity, we shall denote from
now on thisbosonic ground-state as § and its energy, E§ . The necessity of extracting an
exponentially sn all com ponent to evaluate E or any fermm lonic property is at the origin of
the ferm ion instability In quantum M onte C arb.

W e now give a quantitative analysis of this nstability. Since the asym ptotic behaviour
of f; is not usefil to com pute the fem ionic energy, we consider the transient behaviour of
the evolution of f,. Basically, exact m ethods [14] Yer out { by profcting the transient
behaviour of f. on the antisym m etric space. Introducing the antisym m etrization operator

A , one obtains the physical groundstate for t Jarge enough
A i e tBs Er) F ©)

since the com ponents of f;. over the higher antisym m etric eigenstates are decreasing expo—
nentially with respect to the component on . In practice, the femm jonic energy Ef is
calculated using an antisymm etric function : and using the fact that, at Jarge enough t,

one has

h; jH Jfd
hopjfi

In the Iong-tin e regim e the stochastic estim ation of the R H S. of Eq.[]) is unstable. In

E; = )

essence, the signal, the antisym m etric com ponent of f;, m ettons des virgules.... decreases
exponentially fast wih respect to £, Eq.[d). The signalovernoise ratio behaves lke
e *E5 E¢) and, thus, an exponential growth of the uctuations of the DM C estin ator,
Eq.[d), appears.

Now, ket usgive am ore quantitative analysisby w riting this estin ator and evaluating the
variance. In a standard di usion M onte C arlo calculation, the tin edependent distribution
f. is generated by a random walk over a population of wakers fR ;g. Fom ally f; is given
in the calculation as an average at tin e t over D irac functions centered on the walkers and

weighted by som e positive function ¢
* +

i

ftR) =

In this expression, h::d denotes the average over populations of wakers fR ;g obtained at

the given tine t. The function ¢ is usually called the in portance or guiding function.



Replacing £, in [1) by its expression [g), the estim ator of the energy reads for Jarge enough

t
DP - E
i— Ry)
G inl

P E
i~ Ry)

F _ _p
E, = &

©)

In practice, both num erator and denom Inator are com puted as an average over the Ng

walkers produced by the algorithm at tin e t. A s a consequence, the energy is cbtained as
P

s Ry

s
1 T :
N =17 (Rl)

10)

The ratio % is an estim ator of the energy for Ng large enough, when the num erator and
denom inator have an all uctuations aroung their average. Now , ket us evaluate the uctu-
ations of this ratio In the lim it of a Jarge population N g

, N h(N  E{D)*i

b T e o

Here, we have used the hypothesis that the uctuations of the denom inator and the num er—
ator are very am all. U sing the fact that N and D are statistical averages over Independent
random variables w ith the sam e distridbution one obtains

@ EF) 1 :
h———Ry) 1
2 N_ = i N . (12)
D Ns h R ¥
W e can replace these averages by integrals over the distrbution f;. 5, Eq.[8)
@ Ef) P . B. . B
h——
» N1 ; J oih e 3 0l oe@r g2 1 o@r o)
—— S / € 13)
D Ng hj§i? Ng

which con m s quantitatively that the statistical error grow s exponentially in tine. Let
us am phasize that this problem is particularly severe because the B ossFem i energy gap,

g r Ej Eg,usually grows fasterthan linearly asa function ofthe num ber ofparticks.
In practice, one has to nd a tradeo between the system atic error com ing from short

progction tin es t and the large uctuations arising at large pro fction tin es.

ITT. THE DIFFUSION MONTE CARLO METHOD

The FM C m ethod is a generalization of the wellkknown DM C m ethod. P resenting this

algorithm is a usefiil preparation for the next section about Fem ion M onte Carlo. The



DM C m ethod generates the function f; follow ing the In aginary tin e dym am ics of H
f. e "® Frif (14)

where f; isa positive finction. T he in aghary tin e dynam ics is produced by iterating m any
tin esthe short-tin eG reen finctione ® £r)where isa analltin e step. The distrbution

foatthetinet® t+  isthen obtahed from £ as Hllows
fo=e ® Etlf 15)

where the density f; is sam pled by the population of wakers fR ;g. Using the D irac ket
notation, f. given by Eq.[8) is rew ritten as
* +
1 X
fi= — JRi ae)
G i
where  is som e positive flinction, the so-called gquiding function. Let us show how the
density fio is generated from the distribution [16). Replacing in [15) the function f. by the

R H S.of [18) one has

* +
H E l X
fo=¢e ® Er) IR 1 a7
* ¢ i +
X 1
= e ® Er) T 5yR.i (18)
i G
* +
1 X L
= — e JjR;i @9)
G i
w here we have Introduced the operator
1
L c®H Er)—: 0)

G

For a Schrodinger H am iltonian (1) the operator L takes the form

1
L = c ®@ Ep)— €&y Er) 21)
G
Ry @2)
; :
Er. E7) 23)

where we have Introduced the so—called drift vector

b (24)



and the local energy of the quiding function ¢,

H
EL G:

@3)

G

The operator L isthe sum ofthe so—called Fokker P lanck operator [22) and a local operator
[23). U sing this decom position, the vector e * R ;i appearing in the average [19) can be
rew ritten for sn allenough tine step  as follow s

e’ jrRii= e Er? = pi] (26)

e ®r E1) 4R i @7)

The action ofe ™ on jR ;i is sampled as llows. The short+in e dynam ics of the Fokker

P lanck operator [28) is perform ed by the way of a Langevin process,

P —

R’ =R; +b + (28)

where runsoverthe 3N coordinates (three space coordinate for each ferm ion), and ; are

1

Independent gaussian random variables centered and nom alized
h, ,i= @9)

The averaged Langevin process [28) is equivalent to apply the short-tim e dynam ics of the
Fokker P Janck operator (26):

RY% =e E77 7PI4Rr 4 30)

T he factor

W, e Er Ri) Er) (31)

being a nom alization temm , called the branching term . The new walker Rg is duplicated
(branched) a number of tin es equal to w; in average. This process is a birth-death pro-
cess since som e walkers can be duplicated and som e can be ram oved. The population of
walkers uctuating, one has to resort to control population techniques. 22,123,241 W ih
these two processes, di usion and branching a new population ofwakers fR g is produced,
representing In average the desired resul :

* + * +

X 0 X
JRL = e® jR ;i (32)



From [19) and [32) one can see that the distribution fio is sam pled by the new population
ofwakers fR i according to [16)

* +

1
fo= — JRY 33)
G

In summ ary, by ierating these two sin ple operations, nam ely the Langevin and branch—
Ing processes, the DM C m ethod allow s to sinulate the In aghary tin e dynam ics of the
H am iltonian, thus producing a sam pk of f., Eq.[16) . Various properties of the system can
be com puted from this sam pl, eg. ground-state bosonic energies, 4, |3, 125] excited-state
energies, [L6,/17] and various observables. R6,127,128,129,130,131,132]

Forthe vast m aprity ofthe DM C sin ulations on ferm jonic system s, only an approxin a—
tion of the exact femm ionic ground-state energy is com puted, nam ely the socalled F ixed—
N ode energy. [3,15,18,133,[34,135] In a xed-node DM C calculation the guiding function is
chosen as ¢ = Jjrjwhere . is some fem jonic antisym m etric trial wavefunction. W ih
this choice, the guiding function vanishes at the nodes (zeroes) ofthe trialwavefiinction and
the drift vector diverges. A s a consequence, the walkers cannot cross the nodes of : and
are con ned w ithin the nodal regions of the con guration space. It can be shown that the
resulting DM C stationary state is the best variational solution having the sam e nodes as

r . In other words, the \F ixed-N ode" energy obtained from theR H S of [9) or [10) isan
upper bound of the exact ferm ienergy, E;Y > Ej .[33,/134] Note that, .n practice, E{ " is
In general a good approxin ation of the true energy. [E,135]

In the present work, we are considering \exact" DM C approaches for which the exact
ferm ionic energy calculated from expression [9) is searched for. A s discussed in the previous
section, such exact DM C calculations are fundam entally unstable. A fam ous exam ple of an
exact DM C approach is the nodal release m ethod of C eperley and A der.[14,(34] B asically,
nodal release m ethods are standard DM C m ethods where the xednode distrbution ( -
pld w ith a standard F ixed-NodeDM C) ischosen as initialdistribution f,. In exactm ethods
the guiding function  is strictly positive everywhere, so that the walkers can cross the
nodes of the trialwavefunction . Exact ferm im ethods are e cient In practice only when the
convergence of the estin ator is fast enough, that is, when it occurs before the blow ing up of

uctuations, Eq. (13). In practice, two conditions are to be satis ed. First, the xed-node
wavefunction {" must be already close enough to the exact solution [ . For this reason

the choice of the tral function . (quality ofthe nodes of 1) is crucial. Second, the Bose—

10



Femigap, s r = E; Ej,whih drives the asym ptotic behaviour of the uctuations,
Eqg. [I3),mustbe anall. The quantity Ef E; dependsonly on the Ham iltonian at hand;
there is no freedom in the nodal release m ethod to m odify the asym ptotic behaviour. W e
w illde ne in the next section the Fem ion M onte Carlo m ethod (M C) as a generalization
oftheDM C m ethod and show In sectionsV and V I that, In contrast w ith the nodal release

m ethod, the FM C m ethod can in prove substantially the asym ptotic behaviour, Eq.[13).

Iv. THEFMC METHOD

A . Prelim inary: Introducing positive and negative walkers in DM C

In Fermm ion M onte C arlo a dynam ics on a signed fiinction f; isperform ed. In what follow s,
we show that DM C can be easily generalized to the case of a signed distrbution f; and,
thus, FM C can be viewed as a sin pl generalization of DM C . If f; carries a sign, it can be

w ritten as the di erence of two positive functions
1 A (34)
both satisfying the follow ing equations of evolution

£ = e *® Frigr (35)

f, = e "% Frlf (36)

To sam ple these expressions, two Independent DM C calculations can be carried out. The
positive part £, is then sam pled by a population ofwakers fR ;' g (called \positive" walk-

ers). T he distroution f; is related to fR ;' g as in Eq.[18)
* +
£ =— JRTA 37)
G i
and the negative part is sin ilarly sam pled by a population of \negative" walkers fR; g
* +

£, = — R, i (38)

N ote that we consider here the general case w here the gquiding fiinctions associated w ith the

positive and negative walkers, g and ., are di erent. Finally, the dynam ics of positive

11



and negative walers is described by the DM C —lke di usion operators

1
L cH Ep)— 39)
G
- 1 b i (40)
= 2]:‘ r .
CEL Er) 41)

w here the drift vectors are given by

b 42)
G
and the local energies of the guiding functions by
H
E, c 43)

G
In actual caloulations, two Langevin dynam ics on the positive and negative walkers are
perform ed

RS =R, +b +° . (44)

1

and positive and negative w alkers are branched according to their respective weight

W CRl) e EL (Ri)ET): (45)

B. The detailed rules of FM C

In a few words, the FM C method is sim ilar to a DM C m ethod on a signed function,
except that the positive and negative walkers are correlated and can annihilate whenever
they m est. The Langevin processes are correlated In such a way that positive walkers and
negative walkers meest as much as possbl. A cancellation procedure is then performm ed
when a positive walker and a negative walker mest. W e will see In the next section that
this cancellation procedure is at the ordgin of an in proved stability ofthe algorithm . In this
section we give a com plete description of the algorithm and show that this algorithm does
not introduce any system atic bias.

.

In FM C the guiding functions ., and  are not arbitrary, they are related under any
pem utation P oftwo particles as follow s

cR)= ;PR): (46)

12



Various choices are possble for the guiding fiinctions. Here, we consider the form proposed
by K alos and Pederiva,[L8] nam ely

= 2+ 2% ¢ @7)

where g isa symmetric Boselke) function,  an antisymm etric trialwavefiinction, and
C som e positive m ixing param eter allow Ing to Introduce som e antisym m etric com ponent into
G -

Having in m ind this choice for the guiding functions we w ill show how the two DM C
processes over the two populations ofwakers fR | g and fR ; g can be replaced by a di usion
process over a population of pairs of wakers fR ;R )g. We rst show how the DMC
process can be modi ed to maintain as m any positive and negative walkers during the
simulation. In the DM C dynam ics, the branching tem s associated w ith the positive and
negative walkers are in generaldi erent. A s a consequence, the num ber of positive walkers
N;r , can be di erent from the number of negative wakersN 4 . At tine tthe DM C density

f. reads

X g X 1 "
fo= — JRI1 — jR,1 : 48)
=1 G =1 G

This orm ula is cbtained by replacing in equation [34) the expressions [37) and [38) for £,

and f, , respectively. Ing and N are di erent, we willreplace £, [48) by a new function
g. sam pled w ith an equal num ber of positive and negative walkers. Such an operation does
not introduce any bias if the antisym m etric com ponents of the fiiture evolution of f. and g
are dentical. Indeed, only the antisym m etric com ponent of f; contrlbutes to the estin ator
ofthe energy, Eq. [7). At tine t°> t the two densities are given by

fo= e © 90 Bl 49)

© HE Er)

go = e Okt (50)
Let us w rite that the antisym m etric com ponents of fio and g m ust be equal
Ae © v ET)ft: Ae © @ ET)gt: (51)

U sing the fact that the antisym m etrisation operatorA com m utesw ith the evolution operator

and regrouping all the tem s one nally nds
e ©VE EOp(F )= 0: (52)

13



This condition is satis ed whenever A (£ @) = 0. The in portant conclusion is that one
can replace f; by any function g. such that the di erence g f; is orthogonal to the space
of antisym m etric functions. Let us now show how this property can be used to Inpose a
com m on num ber of walkers in the positive and negative populations.

Let us consider the case where there are m ore positive walkers than negative walers,
N4 > Ng . In this case one can substract from £, Eq.[48), the ollow ing vector

1 .. T ..
— JR;1+t P— JR;1 ©3)
G G

where R | is a positive waker and P is a two-particle pem utation. Such an operation is
allowed since the application of the antisym m etrizer to the vector [53) gives zero [ direct
consequence of A (1+ P ) = 0]. Now, because of Eq.[48) the vector [53) can also be w ritten
as

T ., 1 .

— JR;i+ —P JR; i: (54)

G G

Substracting this vector from f, rem oves the contrbution % jR 1 1ifrom [48) and adds the

contrbution -+P jRito [48). In otherwords, the positive wakerR | hasbeen rem oved
and the negative walker

R. =PR"? (55)

1 1

has been created. Sim ilarly, one can rem ove a negative waker R, and create a positive
walker

R =PR.: (56)

1 1

T his possbility of transfering one walker from one population to the other one allow s to
keep an identical num ber of walers for the two populations at each step. Now, thanks to
this possibility, it is possible to Interpret the two populations consisting of the N g positive
walkers RJir and the Ng negative wakersR; (12 [L:Ng]) as an unigue population ofNg
pairs of wakers f R | ;R ; )g. Follow ing this interpretation, the density f. [48) can be then

rew ritten as an average over a population of pairs of walkers

* +
e 01 . 1 . ,
f.= (— JR;1 — JR,)1 57)
=1 G G

and the energy can be com puted as a ratio of averages perform ed on the population ofpairs

P
EERY) ORI R,
Eog = —3— : ; (58)
JEERT) SR
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where Eq.[7) has been rew ritten by replacing f; using Eq.[57) . Now, everything is in order
to detail the shorttine dynam ics of FM C. The FM C dynam ics consists of three steps
(Langevin, branching, and cancellation steps):

(i) Langevin step T he Langevin processes [44) are sin ulated as in DM C, exoept that the
gaussian random varables of the positive and negative walkers are no longer independent.

The positive waker R | and the negative wakerR ; arem oved according to Eq.[44)
R’ =R, +b + . (59)

where are gaussian centered random variables verifying

h . .i= ij . (60)

Such am ove Insures that the density ofpositive and negative w alkers obey the FokkerP lanck

equation :

2

ROi =e @&7' 7P D4R i (61)

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

wihin a pair
+

C h;, , i6 0: (62)

D i erents ways of correlating positive and negative walkers can be considered. W e shall
em ploy here the approach used in Refs.[L§, [20] which consists iIn obtaining the vector ~; ,
representing the 3N coordinates ~;, , from ~/ by re exion with respect to the hyperplane

1

perpendicular to the vector R, R ; .

(RI Ri):~i+
~ =T 2 R* R.) (R;r R,): (63)

This relation between the gaussian random varables m akes the m ove determ nistic along
thedirection R R ; . Such a construction insures that the walkers w ithin a pairw illm eet
each other n a nietime (even in large-din ensional spaces). T his agpect w illbe ilustrated
num erically In the last section. Fom ally, the two correlated Langevin processes can be seen

as one Langevin process In the space of pairs of walkers

R%GR. 9= RIGR )+ b R)b ®RL)) +0 (i) (64)

where ~] and ~;, are related via [63).

1
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(i) Branching step A s we have already noticed, the branching of the negative and the

positive walker are di erent w thin a pair:

+ (E{(R{)Eﬂéwi

wh e e ®u®y) Er), (65)

Taking Into acoount their resgpective weights, the two walkers of a pair give the follow Ing
contrbution to the density fi

P 1. ,
w; —— JR;i w; — JjR;1i: (66)
G G

A\l #
1 .. 1 . )
w;, — JR;1 — JR;1 (67)
G G
+ 1.
+ W, w,)— JR;1 (68)

T his density is the sum of two contributions. The rst contribution, Eq.(67), com es from
a pair of wakers CRJir ;R ;) and carries the weight w; . The seoond, Eq.[68), com es from
a sihgle positive waker R} and carries the weight w; w, . This single waker R| can
be replaced by a pair as follow s. F irst, this sihgle walker can be replaced by two positive
wakersR | with halfofthe weight, % Ww. w;).Oneofthese two positive walkers carrying
halfofthe weight can be transfered to the population of negative walkers by exchanging two
particles. F inally, this sihgle walker R | can be replaced by a pair R | ;PR ) carrying the
weight 2 W] w, ). The resulting process jist described isa branching ofthe pair R § ;R ;)
w ith the weight w; and the creation of the pair R ;PR ) with theweight £ W] w; ).
O f course, ifone hasw, < w, , then, the pair R | ;R ;) is branched with the weight w
and thepair PR, ;R ;) iscreated with theweight 2 w;  w{).

Both cases, w; < w; orw,; > w,,can be summ arized as ollows. T he pair of wakers

R ;R ;) isbranched w ith the weight
mjn(inr jw,)=e Mmax®; B, ) Er) 69)

and thepairs R} ;PR]) and PR ;R ;) are created w ith their respective weights

1

§<wi min(w;;win=5uz; max®; ;E. )]+ O (?) (70)
and

1

Sty min@lw )= SEf max@[7E )]+ 0 () (71)
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(i) Cancellation step The third step is a cancellation procedure perform ed whenever a
positive and negative wakermeet. W hen R;* = R; , the contriution of the pair to the
density can be sin pli ed as follow s

G + 1 +y 2 + s
1 —R;) —R; ) IR, 1t (72)
G G
If the tetmm in brackets is positive, this contrbbution com es from one single positive walker
R! with muliplicty 1 - ®) . One can transform this single waker into a pair of
G

positive and negative waker R | ;PR ;) with the new multiplicity
l" N #
-1 SRy : (73)
2 G

by " #
-1 4RI : (74)

This is a cancellation procedure because a pair R} ;R ) with a multiplicity 1 has been
transform ed into a pairw ith a m ultijplicity sm aller than one. N ote that, when g = 4 ,the
m ultiplicities [73) or [74) reduce both to zero. In otherwords, there is a total cancellation of
the pairw henever the walkersm ect. A swe shall see In the next section, the cancellation step
is at the origih of the in proved stability. T he basic reason is that this procedure rem oves
pairs which do not contribute to the signal but only to the statistical noise. A rigorous

analysis of this point is provided in the next section.

V. STABILITY OF THE FMC METHOD
A . Criterium for stability

W e have jast seen that the FM C m ethod is a generalization ofthe DM C approach and
we have shown that FM C preserves the evolution of the antisym m etric com ponent of the
sam pled density. Now , having shown that FM C is an exact m ethod, it is necessary to study
the stability of the m ethod. For that purposs, we consider the estin ator of the energy, Eqg.

[58), in the lJarge-tin e regin e

P
H + H

i—+TCRj_) —TCRl)
G G

N 1

Fo_ _ Ns

TP T TIT aRD =Ry
Ng iTF ©i R

(75)
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where N g is the population size at tin e t. In the sam e way as done for the estim ator [10),
we can evaluate the variance of Ej by supposing that Ng is large enough so that both

num erator and denom nator have an all uctuations around their average

. N _hN EgD)%i

D D i2

(76)

Let usbegin w ith the denom inator. U sing dentity [57), the average of the random variabl
D de ned in (79) is nothing but

1
Wi= —h ; jfiis 77)
Nsg

Replacing f; by its asym ptotic behaviour, Eq.[d), we nally nd that the denom mnator of
[7d) behaves for large t as

1
o 2EG Esdp g g B2 (78)
S

N ow , ket us com pute the num erator of [7d) . T his num erator can be w ritten as the variance

ofa sum of random variables de ned over the pairs of walkers

. )#2+
hN ELD)%i= s . A 79)
S

where we have introduced the function R *;R )
(I_I Eg) T (R+)

R ;R ) R R ): (80)
G G

U sing the fact that the pairs of walkers have the sam e distridbution and supposing that they
are independent we nally nd

1,

h EFD)?i= —
™ oD) N,

R";R ) 81)

If the pairs of walkers are not independent this expression is only m odi ed by a correlation
factor independent on the tinm e and the population size N g provided that N g and t are large
enough. Finally, up to a m ultjplicative factor, the variance of the energy estim ator has the

follow Ing asym ptotic behaviour

AR L ) 82)
D Ns (t)
where the coe cient C () is given by
C®)=Ns@b?e > =0 (83)
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and where N g (t), the num ber of pairs, depends on tin e t due to the birth-death process.
In expression [83) we note that the behaviour of [/d) at large times t is related to the
value of E{ and the asym ptotic behaviour of the num ber of pairs of wakersNg (t) . W e can
already understand physically the Interest of the cancellation process: this process lin its
the growth ofNg (t) the num ber of pairs of walkers, thus lim iting the growth of C (t) [83)
and the variance [82). Let us now precise this criteriim m ore rigorously by evaluating
the asym ptotic behaviour of N (t). For that purmposs we introduce the density of pairs

«R1;R ), thisdensity obeys a di usion equation we w rite down

= Oruc Er) ¢ 84)

w here we have Introduced the di usion operator O ruc Er7).W ewillgive its expression

later; for the present purpose we jist need the asym ptotic behaviour of  given by
e=e P g 85)

where ¢ is the stationary density of the process, nam ely the lowest eigenstate of the
operatorD py ¢ ,and E is the corresponding eigenvalue. T he num ber ofpairsN s (t) behaves
asthenom alization of ., and consequently grow s Iike e tES E1) Notethat i practice one
adjusts the reference energy E ¢ to Ef during the sin ulation to keep a constant population of
average size N g along the dynam ics. Such a procedure is referred to as a controlpopulation
techniquelR4] and w illbe discussed later. F inally, the asym ptotic behaviour of the variance
ofthe FM C estin ator of the energy is

N l F B
%E»/ﬁ—&%oﬁw 86)
S

This expression is analogous to [13) except that the lowest energy of the H am iltonian op—
erator H has been replaced by the lowest energy of the operator D py ¢ - In conclusion the
stability ofthe algorithm is related to the lowest eigenvalue of the FM C di usion operator,
E’g . It is clear from [8d) that the higher this eigenvalue is, the m ore stable the sin ulation
willbe. In the next section, we w ill discuss the allowed values of E . This will prove that
FM C is not a stablk method In general, but is m ore stabl 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 Iowest eigenvalue of the FM C operator, Ej , has the

follow Ing upper and low er bounds

E; Eg ©87)

E? > EZ (88)

>From the expression of the variance, Eq. [86), one can easily understand the m eaning of
these two Inequalities. The rst nequality indicates that FM C is not a stable m ethod, the
stability being achieved only in the lin £ Ef = E§ . Note that, even forvery simple system s,
this stability is in generalnot ocbtained. T his in portant point w illbe illistrated in the next
section. T he second inequality show s that FM C ism ore stable than any standard transient
DM C method (hodal release m ethod). Indeed, the exponent associated w ith the explosion
of uctuations, Eq. (84), is smaller than in the standard case, Eq.[13). Before giving a
m athem atical proof of these two lnequalities, ket us rst present som e Intuitive argum ents
in their avor. The rst nequality, Eq. (87), takes its origin in the fact that the signal-the
antisym m etric com ponent of ., Eq.[d) is extracted from the population of pairs ofwalkers,
Eq.[57), and, consequently, cannot grow faster than the population of pairs itself, Eq.[85).
T he second inequality can be understood as follow s. W ithout the cancellation process, the
FM C m ethod reduces to two correlated DM C algorithm s. T he num ber of walkers grow s as
in a standard DM C, namely e ©¢ E1)t The cancellation process cbviously reduces the
grow th of the population of wakers, Eq. [85), and, thus, we should expect thatEy > E .
Now, kt us give som e m ore rigorous proofs. For that purpose we com pare the Femn ion
M onte Carlo operators w ith and w ithout cancellation process. W ithout the cancellation

process the FM C di usion operator reads

+ + + 1 1
D Er c © E,')—+ ¢ ®© Ey ) (89)
G G
! ¢ k (90)
2@R* @R =
+maX(EL+;EL ) ET (91)
1 .
tSE max@rTiEL )RfT T (92)
1 + +
+oEr max@Ey )T fUT (93)

20



where the operatorsH are both identicalto H , exoept that H ™ and H  act on the space
of positive and negative con gurations, respectively.
1x @2

HOHR )= - —S+VR): (94)

The coe cients ¢ are real coe cients and will be de ned below . To Justify that this
operator is the di usion operator corresponding to FM C w ith no cancellation process, we
need to check that the short-tin e dynam ics described by

@ .
et

O Er) ¢ (95)

is indeed realized via the two 1st steps of the FM C algorithm (Langevin and branching
steps). In the expression of D , the two operators appearing in Eq.[89) de ne a Fokker
P lJanck operator in analogy to Eq.[40). This operator is the di usion operator associated
w ith the Langevin process, Eq.[64). The term in Eqg.[90) is a coupling term between the
m oves of positive and negative walkers taking Into account the correlation of the gaussian
random variables © and .Thequantitiesc R ;R ) introduced in Eq.[90) are nothing

but the covarance of these variables
c R";R )=h"' 1i: (96)

T he three Jast contributions describe the branching processes at work in FM C . O ne recog-—
nizes n £q.[91l) the branching ofa pair, Eq.[69). The two ©llow ing contributions, E gs.[92)
and [93), correspond to the creation ofpairs R *;PR*) and PR ;R ), with the respec—
tive weights given by [70) and [7I). N ote that in Egs.[92[93) the operatore®® R)= " jg
written in a symbolic form representing a translation ofthe vector R to PR, the action
of this operator on the pair R * ;R ) being ndeed to create thepair PR ;R ).

Now, ket us prove that the Iowest eigenvalue of D is E§ (bosonic ground-state). For
that purpose, it is convenient to introduce the operator R which transformm s a distrdoution
of pairs of walkers nto a distribution of walkers and then to de ne the follow ing reduced
density "

(R’RO) CRO'PR)#
R tCR) dRO t I4 + t I4 .

¢ R) ¢ R)
The density R represents the sum of the distribbutions sam pled by each type of walkers

@7

when the contribution of the other type of walkers is Integrated out. U sing the explicit
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expression ofD it is a sin ple m atter of algebra to verify that

RD .= HR .: (98)

U sing Egs.[98) and [99), one can also w rite

@R ¢
@t

= H Er)R (99)

which m eans that the reduced density evolves under the dynam ics ofH . In otherwords, the
set of positive and negative walkers sam ple the sam e distrlbution as a standard D i usion
M onte Carlo algorithm . Now, suppose that g is the lowest eigenvaluie of D and ¢ the
corresponding eigenstate (the stationary density of the process described by Eg.[99))

D g= 5 s: (100)
Applying R on both sides of this identity and using the relation [98) one gets
HR s = sR S . (101)

In other words, the reduced density R ¢ is a positive eigenstate of H w ith eigenvalue ¢.
The bosonic state being non-degenerate, we can conclude that s = E{ . This ends our
proof.

Let usnow consider the genuine FM C di usion operator incliding the cancellation pro—
cess, Dry ¢ - TO sim plify the notations let us suppose that we are In the sym m etric case for
w hich g = 4 = ¢ (the common guiding function is symm etric under pem utation of
particles). This particular case ismuch sin ple because when walkers m eet, there is a full
cancellation and no residual branching. From an operatorial point of view the cancellation
step consists In Introducing a pro gction operator, P, at each step of the dynam ics

Z
P. [ dR jJR" = R;R =RiR"=R;R =R 7: (102)

where jR* ;R 1 denotes the usual tensorial product. The fullFM C di usion operator can
thus be w ritten as

Druc P.D: (103)

It is in portant to realize that the Dyyc operator de ned via P. and D (Egs.[102) and
[93)) represents indeed an equivalent operatorial description ofthe stochastic rules of FM C
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described in section IV B (Langevin, branching and cancellation steps) . N ote also that using
the expression [103) ofD gy ¢ , we have a sin ple altemative way of recovering the proof jast
presented above that FM C is a biasfree approach. Since this is an in portant point of
this work, ket us present this altemative proof. The action of the proction operator P,
is to rem ove from the sam ple com ponents of the orm jR* = R;R = Ri for which the

antisym m etric com ponent of the reduced density is zero

AR jR* =R;R =Ri=A )(jRi+ jPRi)= 0: (104)

G

In other words one has the follow ing algebraic dentiy
ARP.= AR: (105)

In the general case where g € , the cancellation procedure still corresponds to de ne
a new operator written as in Eq.[I03) with P. satisfying the sam e dentity as in [105).
Applying AR totheL H S.and R H S.of equation [84), one has

@AR t

at = ARDgyc ¢t= AH Ef)R ¢t (106)

T his equation Indicates that the evolutions of the antisym m etric com ponent of the reduced
density under the dynam ics of D py ¢ and H are identical. This con m s that the energy
estin ator, Eq.[57), or any observabl estin ator not coupling directly positive and negative
walkers, is not biased. In the case of the energy, the estin ator can be w ritten as a function
of the reducad density as follow s

_hq JHR i

Eg S =
T JR 1

107)

Let us now tum back to our discussion of the stability of FM C . For that, we need to
com pare the Iowest eigenvalue E§ ofD py ¢ and, E§ , the lowest eigenvalue of H . Now, it is
clear from the de nition ofD ., Eq.[103), that the follow ing relation holds

EY > Ej: (108)

Tndeed, the action of P, present in the de nition of D ., Eq.[103), consists in rem oving
positive coe cients w thin the extradiagonal part of D . A s welkknown, a consequence of

such am atrix (or operator) m anjpulation isto increase the energy ofthe low est eigenvalue of
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the m atrix. Expressed In a m ore physical way, the cancellation process reduces the grow th
ofthe population of pairs: e ®5 Erlt< g ®F Erlt

To summ arize, we have shown that FM C reduces the instability of ferm ion sim ulations.
T he signaltovernoise ratio decreases ase®0 Eo)t, where E? isthe lowest eigenvalue of the
FM C operator, D gy ¢ . Because of the nequality [108), this ratio decreases slower in FM C
that in any standard transient DM C or nodal release m ethods. W e have shown that the
cancellation process is at the origin of this in provem ent; however, as we shall see In the
next section, the cancellation process is e cient (ie., we have a snalldi erence Ef  Ej)
only if the correlation between walers described by the coupling term s ¢ is introduced.
This feature is in portant, particularly in high-din ensional spaces where the probability
ofm esting and cancelling becom es extram ely sn all for lndependent walkers. A s a resul,
the correlation of positive and negative walkers is a fundam ental feature of FM C. The
quantitative e ect ofthe correlation on the stabilization ofthe algorithm isnot easy to study
theoretically and to optin ize in the generalcase. In the next section we w illgive a num erical
Mustration, for a sin ple system , of the interplay between cancellation and correlation (via
the ¢ param eters), and also of the rol of the choice of the guiding functions, g and .

VI. NUMERICAL STUDY
A . The m odel: 2D -harm onic oscillator on a nite grid

In this section we study the FM C m ethod on a very sinple m odelon a lattice. For this
m odel it is possble to caloulate E;  (frm ionic ground-state energy), EJ  (bosonic ground-
state energy), and E the lowest eigenvalue ofthe FM C operatorby a standard determ inistic
m ethod (exact diagonalization). T he resuls obtained for this sin ple m odel w ill provide us
wih a wellgrounded fram ework to interpret the Femm ion M onte Carlo simulations. The
second m otivation is that, using such a simple m odel, it is possble to study the lim it of
large num ber ofwalkers, large w ith respect to the din ension ofthe H ibert space considered.
T his possibbility tums out to be essential to better understand the FM C algorithm .

Ourm odel is based on the discretization of a system descrbing two-coupled ham onic
oscillators

1 e e

H= Z(—+—)+V (; 1
> (e ) T YY) (109)
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w ith

1 1
V x;y) = 5x2 + 5 V¢ + xy 110)
In the follow ing we shalltake = 2. Now, we de ne the discretization of thism odelon a

R; (Nz‘l'k l)x;(NE+l 1) k2 L:::NJ]; 12 [L:::N] (111)

where

ey RpwN 112)

O n this Jattice the H am iltonian has a corresponding discrete representation given by a nite
m atrix. T he diagonal part of the m atrix reads
1 1 ) 5
Hy=—+—+VR;) i2 (1;::5N9) (113)
x Y

and the o -diagonalpart reads

1
Hy = > when R; and R j are nearest-neighbors on the lattice
2

X

This Ham iltonian is symm etric w ith respect to the inversion P of center O = (0;0).
P &;y) ( %x; y) (115)

A sa consequence, the eigenfiinctions are either sym m etric orantisym m etricunderP . W eare
interested in the energy E ofthe lowest antisym m etric elgenstate, | . Even forthis sin pk
system , we are confronted w ith a sign instability and a genuine \sign problem ". Indeed,
the sign of | foreadh grid point cannot be entirely determ ined by symm etry. Symm etry
inplies only that { vanishes at the version center and that the two-din ensional pattem
of positive and negative values for | is symm etric by inversion. T he precise delin itation
betw een positive and negative zones of the wavefinction (analogous to \nodal surfaces" for
continuous system s) is not known.

Let us now introduce the trial functions : and 5. : hasto be an (antisymm etric)

F

approximation of ; and s some symm etric and positive approxin ation of the lowest

elgenstate, j . W e have chosen them as discretizations of the exact solutions of the initial
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continuous model. To nd these solutions we perform a diagonalization of the quadratic

form of the potential

V (x;V) 12+l 2 4 lk 2+lk2
V)= —x - xy = —ki= - :
% > 2Y % 21 22.‘2’

Tt is trivial to verify that

o<
kl =
oos2
g
ky, =
os2
2
tan2 = ——
1
wih
® = X C0S y sin
and

y= xsih + ycos

Ifk; < k, we choose as trial waveflinction

P_—
_ ki o
T = ReXp ( —/—x
2
while, In the other case, we take
P_—
ki ,
T = yexp ( —(/—=%
2
The Iowest (symm etric) eigenstate is chosen to be
P _—
= exp ( Ly?
° 2

N ote that, In the lim it of a very large system the trial functions,

exact elgenstates of H ; however, this is not the case for nite system s.

B. FM C on the lattice

(11e)

17

(118)

119)

(120)

(121)

s reduce to two

Before presenting our results, ket us say a few words about the in plem entation of the

FM C on the lattice. T he sam e Ingredients as In the continuum case hold, exospt that in the

lattice case the Langevin process is realized through a discrete transition probability m atrix.

T he probability for a (positive or negative) walker ito go to j, after a tim e step

Pl 3 ¢i<Rjjl
G i
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where is an allenough to have a positive density, nam ely

1
< . (123)
MaxHy Ep 1]
T he Iocal energies are de ned as in the continuum , Eq.(43)
H G
E, R)= R) (124)
G
w ith the sam e expression for the guiding functions . , Eq.[47)
q_
« R) 2+ E Z ¢ (125)

+ -
i’

Let (4;1) represents a given pair of positive and negative wakers R ; ;R ;). In a standard

di usion M onte Carlo (no correlation and no cancellation of positive and negative walkers),

the density ofpairs of positive and negative walkers f 1)2 evolves as follow s In one tin e-step
O R s
i 19 P (! u)w 5 P R! )W 5 (126)

3132

where W  is the Feynm an-K ac weight, Eq.[49). To build the FM C algorithm , one rst
correlate the two stochastic processesP* and P, Eq.[122). The way it is perform ed here
is the counterpart of the correlation termn introduced by Lii et al. R(O] in the continuum

case, Eq.[63). W ih such a choice, the positive and negative walers of a pair tend to get
closer or to move away In a concerted way. For the lattice case it is done as follows. The
positive waker j is connected by P to a nite number of states j7 (here, maxinum ve)

with probability P (3, ! 7). The negative waker } is connected to a nite number of
states J5 with the probability P (3 ! ). The states j; are ordered taking as criterium

the distance to the negative waker }, R4 RjJ We do the same for the states §
ordered by their distance w ith respect to the positive waker. An unigue random num ber
uniform Iy distributed between 0 and 1 is then drawn and the repartition fiinctions of the
two probability measures, p(3y) P " (G ! ) andp() P (! IF) arethen sampld
using this common random number. The new pair (j;J;) is drawn accordingly. Such a

procedure de nes a correlated transition probability in the space of pairs
P! 4%)6P (1! P G ! ) 127)

whose roke is to enhance the probability ofhaving positive and negative walkers m esting at
the sam e site. N ote that, by construction, the correlation Introduced via P does not change
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the ndividual (reduced) densities associated w ith each type of walker (positive/negative).

Now, ket usw rite down explicitly the FM C rules in our lattice case, that is, the one tin e-step
®)
Jide ®

(i) Correlation and branching. The branching of an individual pair (};%), Eqg.[9]),

k! k+ 1) evolution of the density of pairs

corresoonds to the follow Ing evolution of the density

X
+ FLPc(ih ! LRIM DWW ] (128)

1k

k+1) _ k)
iy T i

T he creation of pairs, Egs.[92[93), can be w ritten as follow s

X

D)) ®) . .. .. N .
4P ()~ we T 5P ! k) Wy iW 13, W, 32 (129)
1k
K+ &) +X © b a1 140 + bW 4o 130
P ()i P ()i i1 g c(jlj2 . 1112)( Wj_ll 12]):W i j_23= ( )

Jide
where ;y)= 1ifx> vy, &;y)= 0,ctherw ise.
(i) Cancellation. T he cancellation process is done when a positive walker and a negative

wakermeet i = i, = i
V=1 mnEaSa) F: i

If @> . @ wehave

K1) ® L . @=¢d] ©

P@wi - p@it > s 132)
If @< . @ wehave
+ . .
&k+1) _ &) L e} @)= G @] k),
pa - wp@T > i - (133)

T he operations [128[129[130[131[I132[133) describe the one tin estep dynam ics of the sin —
ulation. At iteration k, the distrbution of pairs &’ (4;;3,) is obtained and the transient

estin ator of the energy [58) can be com puted from

P G HosG) B 1)
e Ll b F o)) (2)
E = G G : 134
&) TR b )y (d34)
il kil b To) ¢ 2)

This estin ator converges to E; whenk ! 1 .
Now, it is In portant to realize that the FM C rules jist presented have, in principle,

no stochastic character at all. Fora nite system the FM C rules can be viewed as sinple
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detemm inistic m atrix m anjpulations between nite vectors of the H ibert space (here, the

m ultiplications to be perfom ed have been explicitly w ritten) . At the beginning of the sim —

©0)
i

ulation (iteration k = 0) som e arbitrary starting vector is chosen and, then, iterations
are perform ed up to convergence. This in portant rem ark w ill allow us to organize our dis-
cussion of FM C results Into two parts. In a rst part (Section VIC), we perform explicitly
the m atrix m ultiplications involved and any stochastic agpect is rem oved from the resuls.
Stated di erently, this procedure can be viewed as perform Ing a standard FM C sin ulation
with an In nite number ofwakers (the distrdbution at each point ofthe con guration space
is exactly cbtained, no statistical uctuations are present). In a second part (Section VID),
we In plam ent the usual stochastic iInterpretation ofthe FM C rules using a nite num ber of
walkers. This second part willallow to discuss the in portant consequences of the niteness
of the num ber of walkers and, in particular, the rok played by the use of population control

techniques.

C. FM C using an in nite num ber of walkers: the determ inistic approach

1. No system atic error: FM C is an exact m ethod

In this section we verify on our sin ple exam pl that the FM C rules do not Introduce any
system atic error (bias). The energy expression [134) has been com puted by iterating the
applications of the elem entary operators de ned by (128[129[130/131/[132[133). In practice,

this corresponds to iterate amatrix Gruc ( ). The distrbution  ®*1Y at iteration k + 1 is
obtaihed from  *) as ollows
Y= Geyc () ® (135)

The operator Ggyc ( ) has been applied a Jarge number of tin es on som e initial density

©)
1k

has been ocom puted at each iteration k. W e have checked that the energy converges to the

@N * com ponent vector, N being the linear size of our lattice) and the energy [134)
exact value, E ; , corresponding the low est antisym m etric state, w ith alldecin alplaces. W e

have veri ed that this is true for several cases corresoonding to N ranging from 4 to 17. For

this speci ¢ problem these results con m num erically that FM C is an exact m ethod.
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2. M esting tim e between positive and negative walkers

Here, we want to illustrate quantitatively the fact that the correlation Introduced via the
probability transition helps greatly to lower the m esting tim e betw een positive and negative
wakers. The in uence of the choice of the guiding functions (here, param eter c in Eq.(125))
on them eeting tim e is also exam ned. Them esting tin e isde ned and evaluated as follow s.
W e startw ith a con guration consisting ofa positive walker located at a comer ofthe lattice
and a negative waler located at the opposite comer. T he positive and negative walkers are
m oving stochastically w ith the transition probability de ned in (122). W e test the two cases
cases corresponding to uncorrelated and correlated m oves. The average tin e iT i (num ber of
M onte Carlo stepstines ) before the walkersm ect is com puted. O ur resuls are presented
in Tabkl[l and are given for di erent linear sizes of the grid. In this rst case the guiding
functions are chosen with a large antisym m etric com ponent, ¢ = 4. The results indicate
clearly that m ore than one order ofm agnitude is gained by correlating the m oves of the two
stochastic processes. In Tablk [II the sam e calculations are done, exospt that a sym m etric
guiding function c= 0 ( g = 5 = ) isemplyed. The average m ecting tim e is found to
bemud lower than in the non-symm etric case, c = 4, by nearly two orders of m agniude.
T his is true whether or not the stochastic processes are correlated. T his behaviour of the
m esting tim e as a function of ¢ is not surprising. W hen c is large the two functions [ and

o are localized In the nodalpockets of ;. In the largec limi [ is zero whenever . is
negative and ; is zero whenever : ispositive. In this lin it the overlap between the two
distrbutions [ and  iszero and we have a sin ilar result for the probability that wakers
meet. >From these prelin hary resuls the introduction of non-symm etric wavefiinctions
seem s to deterjorate the stability, this property willbe con m ed in the next section.

3. Stability in timne of FM C

W e know from section V that the stability in tin e is directly related to the m agnitude of

the reduced B oseFem ienergy gap
“s r Ej E} (136)

whereE} isthe lowest eigenvalue ofthe FM C di usion operator. T he greater this gap is, the

faster the signalovernoise ratio ofthe M onte C arlo sim ulation deteriorates, the fiill stability
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being obtained only when thisgap vanishes. The ultin ate goalofan e cient FM C algorithm
isto reduce the BoseFem igap from itsbarevalie 5 r = E; EJ to avalue very close
to zero (deally, zero). The energies Ef and E|; can be calculated by exact diagonalization
of the Fem ion M onte C arlo operator, Ggy ¢ - In practice, we have chosen here to extract
this nform ation from Jargetin e behaviour of the denom inator of the energy, Eq. [134). In
this regin e the denom nator behaves as in Eq. [78) where the reference energy is ad jasted
to keep the num ber of pairs constant, E; = Ef .

D (c=k )i/ e ®o ot (137)

The gap E{; E} has been extracted from the largek values ofD (t = k ), a quantity
calculated determ inistically by iterating the m atrix Gry ¢ - The results for di erent values
of c are reported in Table[Il. Forboth the correlated and uncorrelated processes it is found
that the gap increases with c. The m lnin al gap is obtained for ¢ = 0, that is when the
guiding functions are symm etric g = 4 = 5. This resul is easily explained from the
fact that there are two factors which favour the cancellation of walkers. F irst, as we have
already seen, the averagem eeting tim e ism inin alwhen c¢= 0 shhoe, in this case, the overlap
between the functions | and . ism axin al. Furthem ore, a full cancellation between the
walers is preciely obtalned when ¢c= 0. In conclusion, the greatest stability is cbtained
for a symm etric guiding function.

In Tabk[IV] the gaps cbtained at ¢ = 0 for di erent linear sizes N are reported. This
tablk show s that, in the lin it of lJarge 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 sihce profction tin es about twenty tin es Jarger than in a
standard nodal release m ethod can be used.

D. FM C using a nite num ber of walkers: the stochastic approach

In the previous section the Fem ion M onte C arlo m ethod has been discussed and i ple-
m ented by m anjpulating the exact Fermm ion M onte C arlo di usion operator w ithout m aking
reference to any stochastic agpect (as already m entioned it is form ally equivalent to use an
In nite number ofwalkers). O foourse, ornon-trivial system s it is not possible to propagate

exactly the dynam ics ofthe FM C operator. A coordingly, a nite population ofwalkers is in—
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troduced and speci ¢ stochastic rules allow ing to sin ulate In average the action ofthe FM C
operatorare de ned. N ow , the In portant point is that In practice -lke in any DM C m ethod-
one does not sam pl exactly the dynam ics of the FM C operator because of the population
control step needed to keep the nite number of walkers roughly constant. 22,123,241 This
step iIntroduces a an allm odi cation ofthe sam pled di usion operator which is at the origin
of a system atic error known as the population controlerror. For a bosonic system , the error
on the ground-state energy behaves as Mi M is the average size of the population) and an
extrapolation in Mi can be done to cbtain the exact energy. For a form ionic system , aswe
shall see below, this behaviour is qualitatively di erent and, furthemm ore, depends on the
guiding function used. To have a precise estin ate of the m athem atical behaviour of the
population control error is fuindam ental since, in practics, it is essential to be able to reach
the exact ferm i result using a reasonable num ber of walkers. A swe shall see Jater, thiswill
not be In generalpossble wih FM C .

In this section the Femion Monte Carlo smmulations are performed usihg
Egs.[128129/130/131[132) which allow to propagate stochastically a population ofM walk—

ers. The population is kept constant during the sim ulation by using the stochastic recon—

guration M onte Carlo (SRM C) method.23, 124] In short, the SRM C method isa DM C
m ethod In which a recon guration step replaces the branching step. A con guration step
consists in draw IngM new walkersam ong theM previous onesaccording to their respective
Feynm an-K ac weight (for the details, see the references given above).

In F igure[ll the tin eaveraged energy de ned as

TEON K

e (138)
k=10 &)

EK)

isploted as a function ofK . In this formula N (k) and D (k) represent the num erator and
denom nator at iteration k ofthe estin ator [75) evaluated as an average over the population
ofpairs. In F igure[2 we plt the tim e-averaged denom inator given by

1 X

Dy = D k): (139)
¢ K o1

T he tin e dependence of this quantity is Interesting since it can be used as a m easure of
the stability of the algorithm .[L8] A s we have shown above, the algorithm is stable only
when the reduced BoseFem ienergy gap, "5 r = E5 Ej isequalto zero. Equivalently,

the denom inator [139) must converge to a constant di erent from zero. In our sin ulations
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the num ber of walkers was chosen to be M = 100, a value which ismud larger than the
totalnum ber of states of the system (here, nine states). O £ course, such a study ispossble
only for very simpl systems. As seen on the Figures[1l]2, and [3 the results obtained in
the case ¢ = 0 (symm etric guiding function) and ¢ & 0 are qualitatively very di erent.
F igure[ll show s that, w ithin statistical error bars, there is no system atic error on the energy
when a symm etric guiding function is used, ¢ = 0. However, the price to pay is that the
statistical uctuations are very large. T his point can be easily understood by looking at the
behaviour of the denom inator, F igl2. Indeed, this denom hnator vanishes at Jarge tim es, thus
Indicating that the simulation is not stable. In sharp contrast, for c = 4 (non-symm etric
guiding functions), the statistical uctuations are much m ore sn aller py a factor of about
40) but a system atic error appears for the energy. Furthem ore, the denom inator ploted
in Figld is seen to converge to a nite value. The stability observed In the case c = 4
seem sto con m the results ofK alos et al.[18] or non-sym m etric guiding functions (c€ 0).
H ow ever, the situation deserves a closer look. Indeed, the existence ofthis nite asym ptotic
value seem s to be in contradiction with our theoretical analysis: the denom nator should
converge exponentially fast to zero, and the algorithm should notbe stabk (7 ¢ > 0). In
fact, aswe shall show now , the asym ptotic value obtained for c= 4 and the corresponding
stability result from a population control error. To illustrate this point, we have com puted
the average denom nator as a function of the population size M . Resuls are reported in
Figd. On this plot we com pare the population dependence of the denom inator [139) for
c= 4 and fora much analler value ofc= 05. The values of M range from M = 100 to
M = 6400. A rst ram ark is that the population control error can be quite lJarge and is
much brger rc= 4 than orc= 05. In the Appendix it is shown that the theoretical
asym ptotic behaviour of the error as a function of M is expected to be n 1=M . In the
c= 05 case, the denom nator is clearly seen to extrapolate to zero lke Mi In thec= 4 cass,
we can jist say that the data are com patible w ith such a behaviourbut even for the lJargest
M reported n Figld M = 6400) this asym ptotic regin e is not yet reached. M uch larger
populations would be necessary. This result illustrates the great di culty n reaching the

asym ptotic regin g, even for such a sin ple system having only nine states. Stated di erently,
the stability cbserved when using non-sym m etric guiding fiinctions disappears for a large
num ber of walkers, thus con m ing that the stability obtained at nie M is a control

population artefact. Note that a Jarge population control error on the denom inator is not
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surprising. Indeed, when c$ 0, the local energies of the guiding functions, Eq.[43), have
strong uctuations because  is far from any eigenstate of H ( ; contains a symm etric
and an antisym m etric com ponents). In the case of a symm etric guiding function (= 0),
the distrbution of wakers is also symm etric at large tim es and, thus, the average of this
distribution on the antisym m etric wavefunction  must necessarily be zero. C onsequently,
in the c= 0 case there is no control population error on the denom inator, F ig[2.

An exam pl of the behaviour of the energy as a function of the popultion size M is
presented In  gure[4d. Som e theoretical estin ates of the energy bias dependence on M are
derived In the Appendix. Let us summ arize the results obtained. W hen c= 0 (use ofa
sym m etric guiding function), the system atic errorbehaves as in a standard DM C calculation

for a bosonic system
1

E / vk (140)

H owever, the statistical uctuations are exponentially Jarge since the calculation isno longer
stabl. Now, when ¢ > 0 the system atic error has a radically di erent behaviour. For a
population size M the control population error grow s exponentially as a function of the
profction tine t
1 .-
E / M—et BT (141)

where “y  is the reduced Bosstem ienergy gap. This dependence of the control pop—
ulation error as a function of the profction tin e is of course pathological and is a direct
consequence of the use of non-sym m etric guiding functions. N ow , because ofthe form [141])
it is clear that a population size exponentially larger than the profction tin e is necessary to
rem ove the system atic population control error. In practical calculations, for a given popu-—
lation ofwalkersM , one hasto chooss a nite profgction tine, t. This tin e hasto be an all
enough to have a small nite population control error but, at the sam e tim e, Jarge enough
to extract the exact fam jonic groundstate from the initial distribution ofwalkers. T he best
com prom ise is easily calculated and leads to the follow ing expression ofthe system atic error
as a function ofthe number of walkers (form ore details, see the A ppendix)

E / (142)

1
M
where

<1 (143)

B FT F
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and y istheusualFem igap (energy di erence between the two lowest ferm ionic states).

In gure(4 som e num erical results for the c= 4 and c= 035 cases are presented. The
num ber ofwalkers considered areM = 100;200;400;800,andM = 1600.N o data are shown
forthe symm etric case, c= 0, because ofthe very Jarge errorbars, seeF iglll. T he calculations
have been done for the am allest system , N = 3 (recall that the nite con guration space
consists of only nine states) and for very large num bers of M onte Carlo steps m ore than
108). A s it should be, the system atic errors are ound to be Jarger orthe c= 4 case than for
the c= 05 case (note that the data corresponding toM = 800 and M = 1600 m ust not be
considered because of their lJarge statistical noise). The concavity of both curves con mm s
our theoretical resul, < 1, Egs.[142[143). However, it is clear that to get a quantitative
estin ate ofthis exponent is hopeless because of the rapid Increase oferrorbars as a function
ofM . The only qualitative conclusion which can be drawn by looking at the curves is that

=4 < 05,1 agream ent w ith our formula, Eq.[143). F inally, ket us insist on the fact that,
despite these very Intensive calculations for a nine-state con guration space, no controlled
extrapolation to the exact energy is possible.

To summ arize, when ; has an antisym m etric com ponent, the error is expected to de-
crease forM Jlarge enough—very slow Iy as a function of the population size hlgebraically
wih a (very) an all exponent], whilke in the symm etric case the bias has a much m ore In—
teresting Mi—behaviour. However, In this latter case the price to pay is the pressnce of an
exponential grow th of the statistical error. Tn both cases, and this is the findam ental point,
the number of walkers needed to get a given accuracy grow s pathologically. In addition,
as illustrated by our data for the very sinple m odel problem treated here, the asym totic
regin es corresponding to the 1=M -behaviour appear to be very di cult to reach in practice
(very large values of M are needed).

VII. CONCLUSION AND PERSPECTIVES

TheFM C m ethod di ersfrom theDM C m ethod by correlating the di usion ofthe walkers
and Introducing a cancellation procedure between positive and negative walkers whenever
they meet. In this work we have shown that the Fem ion M onte C arl approach is exact
but in generalnot stabl. FM C can be viewed as belonging to the class of transient DM C

m ethods, them ost fam ous one being probably the nodal release approach. [14,134] H owever,
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In contrast w ith the standard transient m ethods, FM C allow s to reduce In a system atic way
the ferm iinstability. The In portance of this instability is directly related to the m agnitude
of some \e ective" BosseFem ienergy gap, "5 r = E; Ef, where E; is the exact
Ferm ienergy and E|f som e e ective Bose energy. W e have seen that this gap is intim ately
connected to the the cancellation rate, that is to say, to the speed at which positive and
negative wakers cancel. W e have shown that E§ < Ef < E;,where E; is the standard
bosonic ground-state energy. A s an inportant consequence, the closest Ef is from the
exact ferm ionic energy, the an oother the sign problem is. For the toy m odel considered,
the reduction obtained for the mnstability is very large (orders of m agnitude). For large
din ensional system s, there are strong indications In favor also of an in portant reduction.
A rst argument is purely theoretical. Tn FM C the wakers wihin a pair R | ;R ;) are
correlated in a such away thatR; R, makesa random moveonly in onedin ension. Asa
result there isa high probability that thewalkersm eet in a nite tin e even iftheymove n a
high-din ensional space. T he second argum ent is num erical. A s shown by previous authors,
the In pact of correlating walkers on the average m esting tim e is in portant even formuch
larger system s.[1§,121]

W e have shown that the recent Introduction of nonsym m etric guiding functions In ¥M C
Introduces a Jarge system atic error which goes to zero very slow Iy as a function of the pop—
ulation size [ 1M , = y=("s rp+ r)and = E] E;j isthe usual form jonic
gap]. Foran in nite number of walers, this system atic error is rem oved and the algorithm
recovers the Femm i instability. M orever, we have shown that usihg such guiding functions
does not In general in prove the stability. For a Jarge enough num ber of walkers, the sin u-—
Jation can be less stabl than the simulation using a symm etric guiding function. Fnally,
it is In portant to em phasize that the conclusion of this work is that the FM C algorithm
is not a solution to the sign problem . However, it is a prom ising way toward \in proved"
transient m ethods. A s a transient m ethod, FM C is expected to converge m uch better than
a standard nodal release m ethod. W e are presently working In this direction.
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APPENDIX :POPULATION CONTROL ERROR IN FM C

FM C, lke any M onte Carlo m ethod using a branching process, su ers from a so-called
population control bias. This system atic error appears because the branching rules (cre—
ation/anniilation ofwalkers) are in plem ented using a population consisting ofa large but

nite number of walkers. Nothing preventing the population size from inplosing or ex—
ploding, a population control step is required to keep the average number ofwakers nite.
A standard strategy to cope w ith this di culty consists n Introducing a tin e-dependent
reference energy whose e ect is to slightly m odify the elem entary weights of each walker
by a comm on m ultiplicative factor (close to one) so that the totalweight of the population
rem ains nearly constant during the sin ulation. T his step, which Introduces som e correlation
between walkers and, therefore, slightly m odi es the stationary density, m ust be perfom ed
very an oothly to keep the population controlerror as an allaspossible. In practics, for stan—
dard DM C calculations done w ith accurate trial wavefiinctions and population sizes large
enough, the error is found to be very am all, in general much sm aller than the statistical

uctuations. A s a consequence, the presence of a population controlbias is usually not con—
sidered as critical. Here, the situation is rather di erent. Tn FM C the use of bosonictype
guiding functions ntroduces very large uctuations ofthe localenergy and the cancellation
rules a very an all signatovernoise ratio for fem ionic properties. In this cass, it isnot clear
w hether the bias can be kept an all w ith a reasonable num ber of walers.

In this section we present an estim ate of the population controlbias in FMC.As we
shall see our estin ate show s that the sign problem is actually not solved but attenuated in
FM C (an exponentially lJarge num ber of walkers isneeded tom aintain a constant bias asthe
num ber of electrons is Increased). T he derivation presented in this section is very general:
it is valid for any exact fem ion QM C m ethod based on the use of a nodeless bosonictype
reference process and som e pro gction to extract the Fem i ground-state. A coordingly, we

have chosen not to use the soeci ¢ fram ew ork and notations of FM C but, instead, notations
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ofageneralDM C algorithm (transientm ethod). O foourse, wedonotneed M C to Introduce
nonsym m etric guiding functions. T he adaptation ofwhat follow sto FM C is straightforward.
In quantum M onte C arlo we evaluate stochastically the follow ing expression forthe lowest

elgenstate of energy E |

. tH E) 3
By = hhTTj?:t(H ET)ffO.ll (144)
where f; is som e positive initial distrdbbution and | an approxim ation of the eigenstate
w ith energy E | . Here, we dealw ith a ferm jonicproblem so p must be antisymm etric. The
expression [144) gives the exact energy E only when taking the Imitt! 1 . In practice

fora nite t, there is a systam atic error
ES EY El /e ft e ®1 EO)E (145)

where E] is the energy of the rst excited state in the antisymm etric sector and, ¢, the

ferm jonic energy gap. For an exact algorithm w ith one waker (eg. Pure D i usion M onte

Carlo, [36,137]) one com putes the R H S of [144) by evaluating the follow ing expression
LR @Mk Rotds(ELua(sn Er)

Ef = R (146)
_TB (t)]e OdS(ELLR(S)] Er)

where ( isthe guiding function, strictly positive, w ith eventually an antisym m etric com —
ponent. W e have also Introduced in this expression, the localenergy of the guiding fiinction

Ep = (147)

The Integral in [148) is done over the drifted random walks going from 0 to t. To sim plify

the notations we note [148) as Pllow s

. Wi
B S ow (148)
where
Rt IR (149)
Wt e o3ELR®E) 150)
p" —R®] (151)

G
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ForM independant walkersR; one has

D o E
. W |
Ef=st - g (152)
1 £
w iPiW

=

In the analysis presented here based on a population ofM the walkers branched according
to their relative multiplicities, (the M walkers are therefore no longer independant), one

replace the ndividualweight W ; by a globalweight R4]

1 X
W Et= va WS (153)
A s a resul the energy m ay be w ritten as
D E
h'w *
Ef = b—=& (154)
pwW *
where
1 X
h* — h} (155)
Mo
1 X
- — ' 156
p M by (156)

Expression [I54) is exact when the weights W * are included. A control population error
arises when one does not take into acocount the weights in expression [154). T his population

control error is thus given by

D E D E
h* h'w *
Ep = - b—= (157)
Ip'i pw t
D E D ED E
h* covhW )+ ht wt
= b—E (158)

1 covEeHW )+ ot Wt

or, after nom alizhg W * in such a way that HW "i= 1 (for exam ple, by suitably ad-jisting

the reference energy E 1),

D E
h* cov bW B+ < ht>

E g = —— im0 (159)
oti  covhW B+ < pt>

T his is our basic form ula expressing the system atic error at tin e t resulting from the use

ofa nite population. Now, ket us evaluate this expression in the large tin e t and large M
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regim es. F irst, we consider the two denom inators appearing in theR H S. ofEq.[I59). Let

us begin with the denom inator of the second ratio:
D. oovE5 W 9+ < p-> (160)

B ecause this denom inator is nothing but the denom inator ofthe R H S.ofEq.[146) we can
conclude that D . does not depend on the population size M and that it vanishes exponen—
tially fast

D.= K. ® 1% (161)

where E; is the reference energy, Er = Eg for a nodal releasetype method, and Er =

E; > EJ PrtheFM C method. Let usnow look at the other denom hator of E g.[159)
D, Ihpti: 162)

T hisdenom inator is the usual quantity evaluated during the sin ulation. It isan approxin ate
quantity since it does not inclide the corrective weights. T he asym ptotic behaviour of D ,
dependson ¢ . W e distinguish two cases:

(i) If g issymmetric (c = 0), the stationary density (t Jarge enough) is symm etric.
Consequently, D ,, which is the average of an antisym m etric function, converges to zero
exponentially fast at large tines. ForM Jarge enough, In a regin e where the dynam ics is

close to the exact dynam ics of the H am iltonian, we know that the convergence is given by

D.=K.M)e * 5 (163)

where the coe cient K , dependson M 1n general. This coe cient w illbe determm ned later.

>From equations [163) and [1€]]), one can evaluate the error on the denom nator
Do De= K.M) Koe *® *% (164)

W e also know from the de nitions ofD , and D . [[162), [160)] that thedi erenceD , D, is
a covarance of two averages

D, D= cov( W ) (165)

w hich, due to the central-lim it theoram , behaves as

1
D, D.= —C( 166
M (©) (160)
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where C (t) is som e function of t. Identifying [164) and [16d), one nally obtains a deter—
m Ination ofK ;. Fihally, we obtain the ollow Ing behaviour for the system atic error on the
denom nator

1 .
D, D.= oov@;W t)/M—e B rt 167)

(i) If ¢ isnot symmetric (cé 0) the stationary density has an antisym m etric com ponent
and D , converges to a constant di erent from zero at large tim es. O £ course, this constant
depends on the number of wakers M . This dependence can be easily found by using the

central lim it theoram as before
t t 1
D, D= covi ;W )=KM—: (168)

F inally, we have just proved that, when the guiding function is not sym m etric, the asym p—
totic behaviour of the denom inator isD , / Mi . This in portant result is n agreem ent w ith
the num erical data shown in gure (3). Using exactly the sam e argum ents, the asym p—
totic behaviour (large M , large t) of the di erence of the two num erators n the R H S. of

expression [159) is ound tobethe ssmeasD, D,
N, N.=covh5W %/ D, De: 169)

Now, we are ready to write down the expression of the system atic population control
error, E I' .ForM largeenough, E ; iswellapproxinated by its rst-order contribution
In the Mi expansion. Here also, we need to distinguish between the nature of the guiding
fiinction

(1) If ¢ is symm etric one easily obtains

M 1
Ep / v 170)
(i) If s hasan antisym m etric com ponent
M 1 ~ t
E F / M—e B F (171)

Let us now evaluate the total systam atic error resulting from using a nietinetand a
nite population size M

Eg= E + E; 172)

where E [, the system atic ervor com Ing from a nite sinulation tim e, is given by E q.(145)

and E [ is the error just discussed. The strategy consists In determ ining, for a given
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system atic error E | , what is the time t and the number of wakers M one should
consider. The condition for the total systam atic error to be oforder  is that both term s in
[172) are also of order

E ¢ 173)

E ! : (174)

T his is true because no error com pensation are present, E © and E ' being generally of

the sam e sign (ooth positive). O ur num erical results on the toy m odel give an illustration

of this property. >From both equations (174) and (145) one can deduce the sinulation tin e

corresoonding to such a system atic error

In
—: @75)

F

In other words, to cbtain an error of order it is su cient to stop the sinulation at a tin e
toforder [179). Now, ket us com e to the number ofwakersM needed. If  is symm etric,
we already know from expression [170) that the system atic error does not depend on the
progction tim e and that the number ofwakersM and the systam atic error are related as
follow s

M / }: 176)

If  is not symm etric, the equation [174) can be easily solved. Replacing in Eq.[174),
E }' by its expression [171) and using the relation [179) one nally nds the number of

walkers required to cbtain a system atic ervor
M / F : @77)

Let us m ake som e In portant comm ents. First, note that in this formula the dependence
on the guiding finction is not included in the exponent, only in the prefactor. Second,
this form ula show s that the FM C algorithm reduces the system atic ervor by lowering the
exponent. A s already m entioned, the gap isequalto E; E{ in a standard release node
method and equalto E; Ej < Ej E; In FMC. Thidd, in the zero-lim it gap, the
Mi behaviour of the system atic error is recovered. This form ula show s that the number of
walkers needed for a given accuracy, , grow s exponentially wih respect to the number of
electrons. Indeed, although the gap is lndeed reduced by FM C, there is no reason not to
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believe that it will still be proportional to the num ber of electrons. In consequence, the
\sign problm " fully rem ains n FM C .

Finally, ket us write the system atic error as a function of the nite population M by
nverting the preceding equation [177)

/ M 178)

where

F

179)

~

B FT F

T his Jatter equation show s very clearly the respective role played by the Femm igap, r,and
the reduced BoseFem igap, "5 r -
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FIGURES
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FIG.1: N = 3 Energy estin ator as a function of the profction tin e (qumber of iterations K ).
Com paraison between c= 0 (large uctuations) and c= 4 (an all uctuations). T he exact energy

iSEf = 1:86822:. NumberofwakersM = 100. Number ofM onte Carb steps: 4:10’ .
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FIG.2: N = 3 Denom inator as a function of the profction tine (Mmumber of ierations K ).
C om paraison between c= 4 (uUpper curve) and c= 0 (lower curve). NumberofwakersM = 100.

Number of M onte C arlo steps: 4:107 .
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FIG .3: N = 3, tin eaveraged denom inator, Eq.[139), as a function of 1=M .
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FIG .4:N = 3 Energy, Eq.[I34), asa function of 1=M forthec= 0 and c= 4 cases. Exact energy:

E§ = 1.86822...(horizontal solid line)

TABLES

TABLE I:Averagem ecting tin es hg—l forthe correlated and uncorrelated cases n the non-sym m etric
case c= 4, Eq.[I28). Ih thisexample, X ax = 3, Eq.[II2), and = 09  ax, where .« is the

m axin altin estep de ned in Eq.({I23).

. . W 4 HT 3
Linear size N N—l U noorr. N—l Corr.

N =3 2152 (23) 134(1)
N =5 2162 (20) 92 (1)
N =7 2234 (26) 75@1)
N =09 2834 (27) 76 (1)
N =11 3546 (38) 82 (1)
N = 13 4214 (41) 88 (1)
N = 15 94 ()
N = 17 102(1)

TABLE II:Average m ecting times hg—l for the correlated and uncorrelated cases In the sym m etric
case (c= 0, symm etric guiding finction), Eq.[I25). In this exampl, xXnax = 3, Eq.[112), and

= 09 pax,Where , .« isthem axin altim estep de ned in Eq.(123)).

Linear size N h;—l Uncorr. hg—l Corr.
N =3 332(2) 1.6349)
N =5 5.64 (6) 227(@1)
N =7 7.6(@1) 2.65(1.6)
N =9 103@) |332@2.5)
N =11 12.95@) 4.184)
N = 13 15.7@) 4.78 (4)
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N = 15 185@2) 552 (6)

N = 17 21.6@2) 626 (7)

TABLE III:N = 3. Reduced BossFem igap ~g r, Eq.[136), with or without correlation for
di erent values of c. The average m eeting tin es are also indicated In parentheses. The bare

BossFemigap, s rp,is 0:7695 here, Xy ax = 3:and = 009 4 ax)-

Valie ofc C orrelated process U nocorrelated process
c=0 |“s r=00366 [i=163409)] ~5 r = 01629; [il= 3320)]
c=1 "5 p = 00917 [ii= 637(N]| "5 r = 02540 ; Fii= 165Q)]
c= 2 “s r o= 01336  [Hl= 246Q)]| "5 » = 02277 ; [ii= 1305(0)]
c=3 | "5 r=01026 ['=62903)]| 5 & = 01981 ; [ii= 627(3) ]
c=4 “pop o= 01092 [t= 1341)] | " g = 04787 ; L= 2152(23)]

TABLE IV : Com parison between the reduced BoseFermm igap, “g r, and the bare BosseFem i

gap, g r,In the symmetric case (c= 0, sym m etric guiding fiinction) as a function ofN

Value of N "B F B F G ap ratio
N =3 |~ p=00366] 5 = 0:7695—=F = 0:0476
N =5 |~5 p=00516 5 = 1019525 = 00506
N =7 |~5 p=00577 5 p=1:1782|—2EF = 0:0490
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