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Abstract

We discuss the naive lattice fermion without the issue of doublers. A local lat-
tice massless fermion action with chiral symmetry and hermiticity cannot avoid
the doubling problem from the Nielsen-Ninomiya theorem. Here we adopt the for-
ward finite-difference deforming the vs-hermiticity but preserving the continuum
chiral-symmetry. The lattice momentum is not hermitian without the continuum
limit now. We demonstrate that there is no doubling issue from an exact solu-
tion. The propagator only has one pole in the first-order accuracy. Therefore, it
is hard to know the avoiding due to the non-hermiticity. For the second-order,
the lattice propagator has two poles as before. This case also does not suffer
from the doubling problem. Hence separating the forward derivative from the
backward one evades the doublers under the field theory limit. Simultaneously,
it is equivalent to breaking the hermiticity. In the end, we discuss the topological
charge and also demonstrate the numerical implementation of the Hybrid Monte
Carlo.



1 Introduction

It is hard to have an analytical solution in strongly coupled systems. For studying
physics, people adopted lattice regularization for putting the systems on a lattice. In
the high-energy community, many fundamental problems rely on a study of the Quan-
tum Chromodynamics (QCD) model. However, due to a lack of analytical tools, people

need to rely on a lattice method for exploring the QCD model.

The gauge sector of Lattice Quantum Chromodynamics (LQCD) keeps the gauge in-
variance for any finite lattice spacing (a) [I]. The lattice gauge symmetry leads to
a practical simulation method. However, LQCD is still time-consuming due to the
Nielsen-Ninomiya theorem [2 [3, 4]. This theorem prohibits a hermitian construction

of d-dimensional fermion lattice action Sg:

e 1. D(x) is exponentially local, which implies that the operator is bounded by

~ exp(—|z|/c), where ¢ x a ;

e 2. D(p) = iy.p, + O(ap?) for p < 7/a;

e 3. D(p) is invertible for p # 0 (no massless doublers);
e 4. v5D + D5 = 0 (continuum chiral symmetry),

where D(z) is a Dirac matrix satisfying

Se=a' Y H(D+m)p. (1)
all lattice points

The D(p) is a Dirac matrix on a momentum space, the 1) and ¢ are independent Dirac
fermion fields, and «, and 75 are the gamma matrices. The m, z, and p, are the
fermion mass, position, and momenta, respectively. We label the spacetime indices by
pw=1,2--- d. A Dirac fermion lattice theory should require the first three conditions.
People could avoid the no-go by modifying the chiral symmetry condition (like overlap
fermion). However, it is necessary to accept the square root operation with a lattice
chiral-symmetry. Another way is to introduce the non-physical degrees of freedom but
lose chiral symmetry (like Wilson-Dirac fermion). It should be problematic for studying
a light fermion mass. Hence the no-go provides a strong constraint to the construction
of lattice fermion. The square-root operation or losing chiral symmetry all introduce

practical problems about simulation time or error bar.



In Refs. [, 6], one used a one-sided lattice difference with the first-order accuracy to
show the naive lattice fermion with a chiral symmetry. In this explicit example, the
lattice momentum operator is not hermitian, except for the continuum limit [5]. The
lattice action loses the hermiticity without violating the no-go. Hence breaking the
hermicity seems to be the successful reason for solving the fermion doubling problem.
However, the first-order accuracy only provides one pole to the propagator. It is also
hard to argue that one pole is due to the non-hermiticity. The one-sided lattice differ-
ence breaks the hypercubic symmetry [5]. Therefore, the lattice interacting field theory
suffers the issue of non-renormalizability [7]. Hence it is necessary to impose the averag-

ing over all possible one-sided derivatives [5] to remove the non-renormalizable terms [7].

The central question that we would like to address in this letter is the following: How
to construct and implement naive lattice fermions without the doubling problem? For a
1d lattice fermion system, we can calculate all integration exactly for each finite size.
Hence we can explicitly study the doubling problem of the first-order accuracy and
the second-order accuracy for the forward finite-difference. Both cases lose hermiticity
on a lattice. The second-order provides two poles to the propagator. Hence it should
be the best way to justify the non-hermiticity. Ones also proposed that using the
bi-orthogonal basis realizes the index theorem [8, [0, 10] on a lattice [11]. The index
theorem helps extract the zero-modes of a Dirac matrix to obtain a topological charge.
One already showed that a consistent construction of the Dirac matrix does not nec-
essarily generate a correct topological charge on a lattice [12]. The exponentially-local,
doublers-free, and a correct continuum behavior in the Dirac matrix should just guaran-
tee a correct homogeneous-solution of topological charge density under the field theory
limit (infinite size and continuum limits) [13]. For studying non-perturbative physics
in the QCD model, non-trivial topological charges should not lose [14]. Hence analyz-

ing the definition of topological charge is necessary for a numerical implementation [15].

In this letter, we show that the second-order accuracy evades the fermion doubling
problem without breaking the chiral symmetry. From the study of the exact solution,
we understand that the doubling problem occurs due to a combination of forward
and backward finite-difference. After we only adopt one finite-difference scheme, it
is equivalent to decoupling the non-physical poles from the physical one (under the field
theory limit). This approach also directly brings a broken of the hermiticity. Therefore,
we conclude that breaking the hermiticity should be an elegant idea for escaping the

doubling problem. We also show that the lattice index theorem only brings the trivial



topological charge. In the end, we demonstrate a numerical implementation by the

Hybrid Monte Carlo for two lattice fermions with a degenerate mass in 1d.

2 1d Lattice Fermion

We first review the continuum theory. We then show exact solutions for forward finite-
difference in 1d lattice fermion. The result is consistent with the continuum physics

avoiding the fermion doubling problem.

2.1 Continuum Theory

We first introduce the 1d Dirac fermion continuum theory. The Euclidean action is
Src = [ dz (x)(7101 + m)Y(z), where

_ (1 0\ _ 0

The propagator satisfies (v1(d/dz) + m)S(z) = §(z). The solution is:

= . @ eipx; — 9<$) 0 e~ mlz
S(w) = /OO 27 imp+m < 0 9(—x)> " )

Q(x)E{L z20 ()

where

0, <0

The fermion doubling problem generates one non-physical pole in the 1d lattice fermion.
This pole gives a non-vanishing contribution even under the field theory limit. There-
fore, we cannot obtain a correct continuum limit. Later we will compare the result of

a forward one to the continuum result.

2.2 1st Order

Now we adopt the forward finite-difference with the first-order accuracy to write the

following naive lattice action:

Sk = a 15(”) 4!

SEDEUL I

= a Z 77[_)(711)041 (D(nh n2)041,0é2 + m5n1,n25a1,a2)¢(n2)0427 (5)

n1,n2;01,02



where D(n1,12)a1.00 = (71)a1.00 (Ony+1.n5 — Onyny)/@. We label the matrix components
of v1 by a1, a5 = 1,2. The N is the number of lattice points. The lattice fermion field
satisfies the anti-periodic boundary condition ¥ (0) = —(N).

We first show the lattice propagator for x = na > 0 as the following:

Sp(z)
1
N-1 . : 0
_ i Z exp Z(zj + 1)71'” exp (i%)—l#—ma
N 4 N 0 —
Jj=0 — exp (ii(%xl)ﬂ)—&—l—i-ma
ETeEmEs) 0
1 2 exp (22T ) —14+ma
= — dw exp Pl p( N ) H 1
N o) N O exp(2miw)+1
— exp (z 2%”)+1+ma
(1—ma)"—!
(1—ma)N+1 0
0 N (14+ma)1
(1+ma)N+1

. Sll(ﬂf) 0
= ( ; 522(95))' (6)

The closed loop C encloses the poles w = 1/2,3/2--- (N — 1/2). For z < 0, we
need to replace exp(2miw) with exp(—2miw) without a divergent boundary. The lattice

propagator becomes:

1
exp(—2miw)+1 0

. 2w7T exp (ZMTW) —1+ma
dw exp | i——n 1
(of) N 0 exp(—2miw)+1

— exp (ZQU’T”) +1+ma

. (1fma)’jv_1 0
1—ma)— 1
_ < 0) T e | (7)

(14+ma)~N+1

SL($) =

==

We include all poles by the contour Cy (as shown in Fig. [1)). Because the contour
integration of Sy, is invariant under w — w + N, the contour integration alone the Cy
vanishes. In other words, we use another pole to calculate the contour integration alone
(. For analyzing the number of poles, we first take the infinite size limit (N — 00).

Here we are interested in the continuum result. Therefore, we only consider ma < 1 in
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Figure 1: We show the complex contours C7 and C5. The length of horizon direction for each contour
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is N, where N is the number of lattice points. The boundary of vertical direction for the C5 tends to

oo and —oo.

this letter. The lattice propagator in the infinite size limit is:

(1—ma)"', >0
0, r<0’

Sn(l’) — {

0, x>0
(14+ma)"t, 2<0

Saa(x) — { (8)
Here we show that the non-physical contribution vanishes under the infinite lattice size
limit. We then take the continuum limit (ma,a/x — 0). The lattice propagator is the
same as the S(x). From the study, we now only have one pole. Because we replace
isin(pa) with exp(ipa), the number of poles reduces by half compared to the doubling
case. The sine function appeared before due to a combination of the forward and back-
ward finite-difference. Each dimension has only one pole now. Therefore, considering

the general d-dimension also evades the doubling problem.

It is easy to show that the Dirac matrix of the naive lattice fermion satisfies the chiral

symmetry condition

V5D + D75 = 0. (9)



In 1d case, we choose

. G é) | (10)

It is necessary to apply a non-symmetrized way to define a lattice derivative for a naive
fermion. Indeed, it leads to a breakdown of the vys-hermiticity. We demonstrate this

fact explicitly in 1d case:
v5Dys = —D; D' —r5Dy; = D+ D', (11)

Because the Dirac matrix is at the order of 1/a, we cannot take the continuum limit
to recover the vs-hermicity in general. Now we show that the ys-hermicity can recover
for the physical modes of the fermion field (the eigenvalues of D are finite under the
continuum limit). To give general proof, we first introduce the gauge field as in the

following;:

S D] G ) (12)

n=

The Dirac matrix becomes D(j, k) = 71 (U1 (n)d;41.6 — 6;) /a. The gauge link is [I]
Uy(n) = eahm, (13)
where A; is the gauge field. We show that
(D+ D"y = O(a) (14)
from the following expansion:
Ui(j £1) = 1+iadi(j) + O(a®);  ¥(j £1) = ¥(j) £ad/(j) + Oa®),  (15)

where ¢’ is the derivative of a fermion field.

For evading the no-go, people used a Ginsparg-Wilson relation defining a lattice chiral-
symmetry. Under the continuum limit, the Ginsparg-Wilson relation reducing to chiral
symmetry is only for physical modes. Now we use the Wilson-Dirac fermion to demon-

strate the problem of non-physical mode

Swp = Z@()( ® (D —D")+1®(D+ D'+ m)), (16)

n=0



where D is the forward finite-difference of 0, at the first order. The backward finite-
difference of 9, with the same accuracy is equivalent to —D. The D + Dt is the
familiar Wilson mass term. Therefore, we can find that the the first diagonal block
of the Dirac matrix corresponds to the forward finite difference. The second diagonal
block corresponds to the backward finite difference. We know that the Wilson term
introduces a mass to the non-physical mode, which has a non-vanishing contribution
of the Wilson term. This mode does not vanish under the continuum limit but will
decouple due to an infinite mass. Because the Wilson term is at the same order of a
with the chiral symmetry condition, a non-physical mode does not respect the chiral
symmetry. Here the difference of forward and backward finite-difference provides the
Wilson mass term. If one only adopts one finite-difference scheme, the non-physical
mass goes away. The Dirac matrix has a manifest hermiticity but violates the chiral
symmetry condition. Here we choose to modify ~s-hermiticity. Preserving the chi-
ral symmetry should be an advantage point compared to the Wilson-Dirac formulation.

Realizing the chiral symmetry without a square root should reduce the simulation time.

One cannot apply the Nielsen-Ninomiya theorem [2] [3, 4] to this approach due to the
non-hermiticity. However, it is hard to connect the non-hermiticity to the number of
poles. In the second-order, the propagator has two poles. The lattice theory still loses
hermiticity. We will show that only a physical pole survives under the field theory limit.
It is one non-trivial example for showing that the non-hermiticity avoids the fermion

doubling problem.

2.3 2nd Order

Using the second-order formula shows the lattice action

Sra = §w<n> (- et 2w ) - o) Fmut]. )



For x > 0, the lattice propagator is:

SL(I'
1 3= (2j+ r
= N < exp <zTn)
7=0
1 0
0

3 eXp (21W) —2exp (ZW) +3+ma

Sp@riw) T1 0
% —%exp (QiMT”)—&-Qexp (iQ“’T")—%—Q—ma B
0 exp(2miw)+1
%exp (QZMT”) —2exp (imTﬁ)-l—%—f—ma
_ Fl(n7m7N)_F2(n7m’N) O (18)
B 0 Fy(n,—m,N) — Fy(n,—m,N) )’
where
(2 =1+ 2ma)” 1
Fl (n7 m, N) = ;
(2—=+v142ma)N +1(2—+142ma)V/1+2ma
24142 " 1
Fy(n,m, N) = 2+ V1+2ma) . (19)
2+ V142ma)¥N +1(2+ V14 2ma)v/1+2ma
For x < 0, the lattice propagator is:
St(x)
1 J 2wm
= — w exp | i—n
N J., P\" W
ETIELIES) 0
% —%exp (2i2’”T”)+2exp (im"T”)—%—&-ma .
0 exp(—2miw)+1
%exp (212“’7”) —2exp (iQwT’T)Jr%era
. _Fl(n7ma_N)+F2(nama_N) 0
B 0 _FQ(nﬂ _m7_N)+Fl(n7 —m, _N) ‘
(20)



We first take the infinite lattice size limit for observing the contribution of poles. The

lattice propagator becomes:

(27\/1+2ma)”_1
v 14+2ma

, x>0
Su(r) — {(2+¢1+2W)n1 '

)
V1+2ma ;T < 0

0 x>0

Saa(x) — { T (@ TEm) ! 0
v1—2ma V1-2m T <

(21)

The non-physical poles contribute to the lattice propagators as before. We then take the
continuum limit, and the lattice propagator becomes the S(x) as in the first-order case.
The non-physical modes vanish only under the field theory limit. For a generalization
of the higher dimensions, the conclusion is the same as the first-order accuracy. Hence
we expect that breaking the hermiticity or v5-hermiticity should be proper for evading
the fermion doubling problem. Our study also shows that one can use a higher-order

accuracy to decrease the lattice artifact.

3 Topological Charge

The motivation of lattice formulation is due to an interest in non-perturbative physics.
Using the zero-mode of Dirac matrix does not guarantee to generate a correct topo-
logical charge [12]. Therefore, it is necessary to discuss the topological charge before
implementing the simulation. Here we show that using the bi-orthogonal basis [11]

cannot give any non-trivial topological charge.

The bi-orthogonal basis satisfies the following relations [11]:

Z(d)%]l('x))*¢%j2<x> = 0jyjoi

T,0

Z (¢%,j1 (x))*¢%,j1 (y> - 50485:]“/;

J1

Z Daﬂ ('T? y)¢%,j1 (y> = )‘j1 (b?%,ﬁ (x)>

y.8

Z ((béjl (y))*Dﬁa(yv :IZ') = )‘j1 ((b%,jl (:C))*’
y.8
(22)

where ¢ () is the left (right)-eigenstate of D. Ones can show that only zero-mode has



a non-vanishing contribution for 1 (vs)r, [11]:

3 (65,(0) (D) (2, y) 8, ()

z,y,0,8
= = > (65 ,(2) (DY) (x, 9) Dk ; (0);

z,y,0,8

AjL <’Y5>
A (925(2) ()P ()

o,

= =N ) (07 ,(2) ()Pl ().

z,a,3

(23)
We then show that:

D (075@) () h,(x) = Y (15) b0 = 0. (24)

x’j7a76 x a76

Therefore, we obtain the chirality sum rule n, + N, = n_ + N_, where n, (n_) is
the number of zero-mode of positive (negative) chirality, and N1 denotes the non-zero
mode case. Because we only have the zero-mode contribution, the lattice topological
charge vanishes:

Qr=n-—ny =0. (25)

Our proof only requires that a Dirac matrix satisfies the continuum chiral symmetry
condition. Therefore, the result also holds when considering all possible forward and

backward derivatives in an interacting theory [5, [7].

When one applies Fujikawa’s method [14] to investigate the measure, the lattice measure
is invariant under a chiral transformation. Indeed, obtaining the chiral anomaly is
necessary to deform the chiral symmetry. The Ginsparg-Wilson relation introduces a
topological charge on a chiral transformation. Therefore, Fujikawa’s method on a lattice
model will generate a chiral anomaly or topological charge term. The generation of non-
trivial topological charge is also due to the non-vanishing contribution of 1, (vs)r, from
non-physical modes. We confirm this proof from the following gauge configuration [15]
in Fig. 2| The gauge configuration is:

27TQ$2 )
LyLy’

10
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Figure 2: We show the inconsistency between @, and @ for (L1, La) = (32, 16); (64, 32).

where () is the topological charge, L, = N,a, and z, = 0,a,---, (N, — 1)a. Here we

choose the gauge links:

Usa(a) = exp (idi(a)a);

. 2mQx
UEQ(.T) = exp (ZAQ(Q?)Q + Z%dgﬁ%(]\&l)a) . (27)
1

For a 2d lattice fermion, we remain the anti-periodic boundary condition on the tempo-
ral direction (z1). The fermion field satisfies the periodic boundary condition in another

direction ().

The topological charge only depends on a gauge configuration. If one uses plaquettes to
define a topological charge, it can be non-trivial. Therefore, one cannot use the lattice
artifact of fermion to imply that this lattice model only has a trivia sector. Hence
our proof only suggests that this lattice model necessarily combines other methods of

defining a topological charge.

4 Hybrid Monte Carlo Simulation

One lattice model is necessary to show how practical a simulation is in the end. As
in our discussion, the Dirac matrix of the forward finite-difference cannot recover the
~s-hermiticity for non-physical modes. In other words, the Dirac matrix does not have
a continuum limit in general. The Monte Carlo simulation, in general, relies on the
determinant of a Dirac matrix for an importance sampling. Now we hope to fill the

gap between the theoretical formulation and practical implementation. For two fermion

11



fields in 1d with a degenerate mass, the lattice action is

Spp =a Z_; (z/?l(n)(D(n) + m)1(n) + a(n)( — D'(n) + m)%(n)) (28)

Here we adopt the forward finite-difference with the first-order accuracy for the ;.
Adopting the backward finite-difference with the same accuracy is for the 1. After we

integrate out the fermion fields, we obtain a non-negative determinant:

det(D + m) det(=D"+m) = det(D + m)det ('y5(—DT + m)'y5)
= |det(D 4+ m)|*. (29)

We can introduce the pseudo-fermion field (bosonic field ¢f) to rewrite the partition

function as in the following
/Dz/_)D@Z) exp(—SFp)
~ /D@,RD@J exp (— ¢}((D +m) (D' + m))*lqﬁf), (30)

where ¢y = ¢y r + i¢y ;. We then implement the Hybrid Monte Carlo algorithm to
calculate:

O3 = L0l + 0 a0,) = (D +m)(D+m)1). (31)
where j,k=1,2,--- ,N; o, = 1,2. We compare the exact solution to the numerical
result for N =16 and 32 in Fig. [8] We replace the first-order derivative with the
second-order derivative and show the comparison in Fig. [l The analysis shows that
the numbers of thermalization and auto-correlation time are not high. Therefore, we
expect that this lattice model can have a practical implementation. The issue of non-
physical modes should not give trouble to the Monte Carlo simulation. When including
the interaction between fermions and gauge fields, it is necessary to average over 2%
possible orientations [5, [7]. For even flavor cases, one can apply our numerical algorithm

to avoid the sign problem.

5 Outlook

We know that the transition of topological charge (defined by the index theorem [8] O
10]) is problematic in an overlap formulation. People still do not figure out the problem.

The continuum limit in the lattice topological charge is subtle [12] [13]. As in our study,

12
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Figure 3: We use the Hybrid Monte Carlo (HMC) to get the consistent result with the exact solution.
The number of measurement is 2'2 sweeps with thermalization 2° sweeps and measure intervals 2°
sweeps. The error bars are less than 1%. The Nggeps is the number of molecular dynamics steps.

the Dirac matrix of a forward lattice formulation always shows a zero topological charge.
The lattice chiral-symmetry cannot go back to the continuum symmetry for a non-
physical mode under the continuum limit. Now one can extend our study to the 2d
Schwinger model for solving this issue. The 2d theory has various ways to define a
topological charge (like plaquette or index theorem). One can compare the result of
continuum chiral symmetry to the lattice chiral symmetry case. Hence the issue due to
the lattice artifact in topological charge or chiral symmetry should be clear. In 2d, one
can also obtain all eigenvalues of a Dirac matrix without restricting to a low-lying mode.
Hence the Schwinger model should be proper for a clean test before implementing a

non-symmetrized finite-difference to LQCD.
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Figure 4: We use the Hybrid Monte Carlo (HMC) to obtain the consistency from the exact solution.
The number of measurement is 2'® sweeps with thermalization 27 sweeps and measure intervals 26
sweeps. The error bars are less than 1%. The Nggeps is the number of molecular dynamics steps.
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