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We present a general formula of the gauge-fixed Berry coioreathich can be evaluated by path-
integral Monte Carlo method. We also propose that the géingdlocal Berry connection can be an-
other dfective tool to estimate precisely the quantum critical pdtor a demonstration, we calculate
the gauge-fixed Berry connection and the lagéaBerry phase of the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg
model on a staggered bond-alternating ladder, and estigatntum critical point is consistent with
other methods.

KEYWORDS: quantum spin system, quantum phase transition, Berry phase, quantum Monte
Carlo, sign problem

1. Introduction

The localZ, Berry phase, proposed by Hatsugai [1], is a topological opdeameter that can
characterize a short-range entanglement state such as aisglet pair. This is just a Berry phase
that the ground state obtains under the local perturbat@nexample, only on one bond term. If
a model has some symmetry in the space of degree of freed@sytihmetry quantizes the Berry
phase. A value of the local Berry phase depends on where thé perturbation works on. For the
S = 1/2 antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model, for example,Zhapin inversion symmetry (time
reversal symmetry) quantizes the Berry phase to®miod 2r. When the local perturbation is bond
twist, replacing a bond Hamiltonian dil) bondS;'S; + S, S/ by €’S}'S + 7S S}, the local
Berry phase will ber or 0 dependending on whether the twisted bond is a valenceé bonot in
the valence bond solid picture, respectively. Since thesntjmation is protected by the symmetry,
any other perturbation cannot change the Berry phase asaiige energy gap above the ground
state remains finite. Therefore, changes of the spatianpabfr-valued local quantized Berry phase
enable us to catch quantum critical points.

Since the local Berry phase has been calculated only by thet eékagonalization method, the
reachable system size is strongly limited especially ihéiglimensions and finite sizéects remain.
Thus, we developed a non-biased large-scale quantum Manrte @ethod for the local quantized
Berry phase [2]. We applied the method to an antiferromagétisenberg model on a staggered
bond-alternating ladder [2].

2. Monte Carlo for the Berry connection
In the following, we will derive the evaluation form of the B¢ connection by path-integral

Monte Carlo method in more general way than one that the esutherived before in the past rapid
communication [2]. The ground state of a Hamiltoniaf{o) is given by the projection method as
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(0, 0)) = limg_ e [F(6,0,8)) = lims_e N8, 0, B)ePHO/2 |0y where|o) is an arbitrary initial
state which is not orthogonal to the ground state; O is a projection parameter, afl e R is a
normalization factoK¥ (9, o, 8)|¥ (6, o, B)) = 1. Note thato-) (more strictly speakingy-(6))) fixes the
phase of the obtained ground state. By using the path-mltegpansion, the inner product between
the ground states of two Hamiltoniar&,(6) andH(¢), and the normalization factor can be written
in terms of world-line representation as
A©,¢,0.B) = (¥(6, 0 8) (8, 0. B))
= N0, IN(g, 0 B) (o | e PHO2ePHO2 | )
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with N;2 = > .W(c,6,0), wherec is the index of world-line configurations anW is the weight
function. From this point, we will omig- andg like the last line of eq.(1) for simplicity.
The derivative of the inner produétgives us the gauge fixed Berry connection,
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The complex conjugate of the Berry connection can be olddiméhe same way,
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Since the Berry connection is pure imaginary, thiéedence between it and its complex conjugate is
just twice as much as itself, so the Berry connection is giwen
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Unfortunately, this general form cannot be evaluated tirdxy Monte Carlo method.

Now, we will consider a special case; an antiferromagnetiséhberg model with local twist. In
this model, the Hamiltonian of which &(6) = J ¥ ijs <> SiSj+ IS;S7 + 3 (€S} S + 7S S)),
the weight function can be decomposed to a parameterizest fflactor and a weight function without
parametersW(c, 6, ¢) = exp(dny + i¢ns)Wo(c), wherens is the diference between the number of
S¢Sy and that ofS, S/ at7 < /2 andny is one atr > /2. Wy(c) is an abbreviation ofV(c, 0, 0),
which is the same as an ordinary Heisenberg model excepldéobdundary condition along to the
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imaginary-time direction (fixed in the present method andogkc in the ordinary one.) Finally, we
succeed to derive a Monte Carlo evaluable formula for theyBmynnection,
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wheren* = nY + nt and(O) is the expectation value @ over the Monte Carlo simulation with
0 =0.

This Monte Carlo expectation form, of courseffeus from a “complex weight problem.” This
problem arises as the denominator of this will have an expially small expectation value and
an constant-order variance when the projection parangetercomes larger. Fortunately, at some
parameterd/n = p/qwherep andq are mutually prime and is even) the meron cluster algorithm
can be applied to this sign problem, and we can calculate ¢neyBhase from those discrete data by
numerical integration [2].

3. Demonstration

To demonstrate the present method, we calculated the rmotifagnetic Heisenberg model on a
staggered bond-alternating ladder. The Hamiltonian is

M-

H = [I(1+(-1)6) Sy Spjrr + I(1= (-1)8) S - Spjea + I'Spj - S, 6)

=1

wherelL is the ladder length (and so the number of siteN is 2L) andS ; stands for theés = 1/2
spin operator on thg-th site of thei-th leg. The boundary condition along the ladder is periodic
that is,S+1 = S.1 (i = 1,2). Depending on the strength of rung coupling the spatitiepaof the
valence bond changes. When rung coupling is wdak; J;(5), valence bonds are on all strong leg
bonds ((1 + 6) bonds). Otherwise)’ > J/(6), they are on rung bonds. The threshd|ds) is the
quantum critical point [3]. In the present study, we fix= 1 ands = 0.5, for which the quantum
critical point has been estimated s~ 1.2 [4].

Figure 1 shows the Berry phase calculation for system dizes, 16, 32 and projection param-
eterB = 2L. When the rung coupling becomes larger, the local Berry loasthe strong leg bonds
¥'®9 and the rung bondg""9 varies fromxz to 0 and from O tor, respectively. Since the projection
parameter is not so large close to the critical point thafepted states do not reach the ground states,
these curves are not step functions. In this case, howereg ge energy gap remains finite except
at the critical point, the curves converge to step functasis andg become larger.

To estimate the critical point, we observed the size depmndef three points;]é'eg(L) and
JFUY(L) are the points wherg® = /2 andy™" = 7/2, respectively, and.¢"°s{L) is the one where
'®9 = y'U"9, The critical point in the thermodynamics limil;, is estimated by size extrapolation of
J(L) for lattice sizes up td = 32; J/®9 = 1.2281(18) I/ = 1.2282(18), andJ/c°ss = 1.2266(6)
(Fig. 2). These results are consistent within statisticadre with the independent finite-size scaling
(FSS) analysis for the staggered susceptibillfyJ = 1.2268(2).

Figure 3 shows the leg twist gauge-fixed Berry connectioih twifist angled = 0. It is clear that
the three curved, = 128 192 256, cross at one poinl;, = 1.227(1) Under the gauge transformation,
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Fig. 1. Thelocal Berry phase of the staggered laddeFig. 2. The estimation of the critical point of stag-
with system sizd. = 8 (squares), 16 (circles), and 32 gered ladders obtained by the lo@alBerry phase on
(triangles) on the leg bonds (solid red symbols) and théhe leg bond (circles), rung bond (triangles), and their
rung bonds (open blue symbols). The projection paranerossing point (squares). The horizontal li#/J =

etergis 2L [2]. 1.2268 is the FSS result of staggered susceptibility [2].
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Fig. 4. The finite size scaling plot for the imaginary
part of the gauge-fixed Berry connection of the stag-

Fig. 3. The leg twist gauge-fixed Berry connec-9ered ladder with system sizdés = 128192 256
tion of the staggered ladder with system sizes= The downward to the right curve and the upward

128 192 256 and projection parametgr = 2L. The One are the leg twist and the rung twist Berry
crossing point sy’ = 1.227(1) connection, respectively. The fitting parameters are

- (3, v) = (1.2268(1)0.738(8)) for the leg twist and
(1.2265(1) 0.747(10)) for the rung twist. [2].

J'IJ

lw(6)) — ex@|y(6)), the Berry connection varies #§6) — A(6) +idgx(6), wherey is some arbitrary
periodic real function such ag6) = y(6+2r). This means that the gauge transformation shiftslthe
A curve only vertically by a constant and does not change th&sarg point. Thus, the permitted finite
size scaling is onlyd’ rescaling, such a&(J’,N) = f((J’ — J)N), with some universal function
f. Figure 4 shows the result of the finite size scaling resulthef gauge-fixed Berry connection
atd = 0. The system sizes ate = 128 192 256 and the projection parameterds= 2L. The
scaling parameters a® = 1.2268(1) andv = 0.738(8) for the leg twist and; = 1.2265(1) and
v = 0.747(10) for the rung twist. These estimates agree with theltref the finite size analysis of
staggered susceptibility obtained by loop algorithm.
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4. Conclusion

We presented the Monte Carlo form of the gauge-fixed Berrpection and used it to calculate
the localZ, Berry phase. We also proposed that the gauge-fixed Berryection can be used as an
effective tool to catch the quantum phase transition. For tineotistration, we applied these to the
antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model on a staggered bdadiating ladder. The estimated critical
point is consistent with the finite size analysis of stagdesceptibility.

We used ALPS libraries [5,6] to develop the simulation catdALPS application (ALPSooper [7,
8]) to calculate the staggered susceptibility to check esult. We also used BSA [9, 10] for Bayesian
finite size analysis. We acknowledge support by KAKENHI (R8540438), JSPS, Grand Challenges
in Next-Generation Integrated Nanoscience, Next-Geioer&upercomputer Project, the HPCI Strate-
gic Programs for Innovative Research (SPIRE), the GlobaE@@bgram “the Physical Sciences
Frontier,” MEXT, Japan, and the Computational Materialge8ce Initiative (CMSI).
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