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We propose a new scheme to implement the self-consistent optimization of the trial wave-function
in constrained path auxiliary field Quantum Monte Carlo (CP-AFQMC) in the framewok of natural
orbitals. In this scheme, a new trial wave-function in the form of Slater determinant is constructed
from the CP-AFQMC results by diagonalizing the mixed estimator of the one-body reduced density
matrix. We compare two ways (from real and mixed estimators in CP-AFQMC) to calculate the
one-body reduced density matrix in the self-consistent process and study the ground state of doped
two dimensional Hubbard model to test the accuracy of the two schemes. By comparing the local
density, occupancy, and ground state energy we find the scheme in which one-body reduced density
matrix is calculated from mixed estimator is computational more efficient and provides more accurate
result with less fluctuation. The local densities from mixed estimator scheme agree well with the
numerically exact values. This scheme provides a useful tool for the study of strongly correlated
electron systems.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Exotic quantum states can emerge from strongly cor-
related quantum many-body systems which largely en-
rich our understanding of quantum phases and the tran-
sitions between them [1]. But the studies of these systems
mainly rely on a variety of numerical methods nowadays
because analytic solution is rare [2]. Different numeri-
cal methods [3] were developed in the past few decades
for different types of systems. Quantum Monte Carlo
(QMC) [4–7] is a very efficient method when the nega-
tive sign problem [8, 9] is absent. However, most realistic
quantum problems suffer from the negative sign problem
which prevents the reach of low temperature and large
system sizes. Constrained path Auxiliary Field Quan-
tum Monte Carlo (CP-AFQMC) [10] was developed to
attack the negative sign problem in the study of Fermion
systems with QMC. The essence of CP-AFQMC is the in-
troduction of a trial wave-function, with which the sam-
pling process in QMC is modified to avoid the negative
sign problem. The price to pay is the introduction of sys-
tematic error (constraint error) in the final results. The
quality of trial wave-function determines the accuracy of
CP-AFQMC results. Trial wave-functions were usually
chosen empirically [11–14] and previous benchmarks on
different systems show the constraint errors are modest
in many cases.

In 2016, a self-consistent approach for the optimiza-
tion of the trial wave-function was developed [15]. In
this approach, the QMC calculation is coupled with a
mean-field Hamiltonian to get rid of the dependence
of QMC results on the choice of the initial trial wave-

∗qinmingpu@sjtu.edu.cn

function and to reduce the constraint error [15]. Employ-
ing this self-consistent CP-AFQMC approach together
with other state-of-art methods, the ground state of un-
derdoped Hubbard model was determined to be a stripe
phase [16]. This self-consistent approach was also gener-
alized to the finite temperature calculations [17]. After
that, another self-consistent scheme in the framework of
pseudo-BCS wave-function was also developed [18]. The
self-consistent strategy was also implemented in the real
material calculations [19]. Recently, the phase diagram
of the two dimensional doped Hubbard model regarding
stripe and spin density wave was determined with the
self-consistent CP-AFQMC approach [20].

In [15], besides the scheme to couple the CP-AFQMC
calculation to a mean-filed Hamiltonian, it was also pro-
posed to construct new trial wave-function with natu-
ral orbitals from CP-AFQMC in the self-consistent pro-
cess. However, it was found that the fluctuation in this
scheme using natural orbitals is very large, especially for
the charge density (results not published in [15], can be
found in the results section below). In this work, we
propose a new scheme to implement the self-consistent
optimization of the trial wave-function in the framework
of natural orbitals in CP-AFQMC by taking advantage
of mixed estimators. In this framework, we start by
choosing an initial trial wave-function and perform one
step of CP-AFQMC calculation using the initial wave-
function. We then build a new trial wave-function in
the form of Slater determinant from the natural orbitals
(eigenvectors of the one-body reduced density matrix)
of CP-AFQMC results. This new trial wave-function is
then utilized in the next step CP-AFQMC calculation
and the process is repeated until physical quantities are
converged. We compare two schemes to calculate the one-
body reduced density matrix (1-RDM), i.e., with mixed
and real estimators. In usual CP-AFQMC calculation,

ar
X

iv
:2

30
3.

10
30

1v
2 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  1

3 
A

ug
 2

02
3



2

mixed estimator is used to calculate physical quantities
commuting with Hamiltonian (energy, for example). For
other quantities, the mixed estimators are biased and we
need to implement the so called back-propagation [10, 21]
to calculate the real estimators for them. The calcula-
tion of mixed estimator is computational more efficient
and with less fluctuation than the real estimator. How-
ever, from the benchmark calculations of the doped two
dimensional Hubbard model with the two schemes, we
find the one with mixed estimator is more accurate and
more efficient. By analyzing the occupancy of natural
orbitals in the two schemes, we find that all the informa-
tion from mixed estimator of 1-RDM is contained in the
new trial wave-function (see the appendix for a rigorous
proof), while truncation is needed when 1-RDM is cal-
culated with real estimator. This explains why the self-
consistent scheme with mixed estimator is more accurate.
Comparing to the previous self-consistent schemes [18],
the new scheme is computational much cheaper because
only mixed estimator is needed. Another advantage of
the new scheme is that there is no tunable parameter in
the calculation which makes the results more reliable.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II,
we give a brief review of the CP-AFQMC method. We
then show the comparison of the results with two schemes
in Sec. IV. We compare the local spin and hole densities,
the occupancy of the natural orbitals and the ground
energy. We summarize this work in Sec. V.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

A. Hubbard Model

We take the two dimensional doped Hubbard model
[22–24] as an example to show the accuracy of the new
scheme. The Hamiltonian of Hubbard is

H = K + V = −t
∑

⟨i,j⟩,s

(
c†i,scj,s + h.c.

)
+ U

∑
i

ni↑ni↓,

(1)
where K and V represent the kinetic and interacting
terms. We focus on the 1/8 hole doped Hubbard model
on a 4 × 16 lattice under cylindrical geometry with
U/t = 8, for which DMRG [25, 26] can provides very
accurate results for benchmark. Same as in [15] we add
anti-ferromagnetic pinning fields with strength hm = 0.5
at both edges of the system to calculate the local spin or-
der instead of the more demanding correlation functions.

B. Constrained Path Auxiliary-field Monte Carlo
method

In this subsection, we give a brief introduction of the
CP-AFQMC method. More details can be found in [27].
Similar as the power method to calculate the eigenvalue

of a matrix with greatest absolute value and the corre-
sponding eigenvector, the successively application of the
imaginary time evolution operator to an initial state |ψ0⟩
yields the ground state |ψg⟩:

|ψg⟩ ∝ lim
β→∞

e−βH |ψ0⟩ (2)

Using trotter-Suzuki decomposition, we can decouple the
kinetic and interaction terms in e−βH as

e−βH = (e−τH)n = (e−
1
2 τKe−τV e−

1
2 τK)n +O(τ2) (3)

with β = τn. The initial state |ψ0⟩ is usually chosen as a
single Slater determinant. The one-body projection term
e−

1
2 τK transforms a Slater determinant to another one,

so it is easy to handle. The two-body projection can’t
be dealt directly. But by taking advantage of the so-
called Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS) transformation, it can
be written as an integral or sum of one-body terms over
the auxiliary fields. In CP-AFQMC, the wave function
is represented as a linear combination of Slater determi-
nants (walkers). Eq. (2) is then represented as random
walks in the Slater determinant space by sampling the
auxiliary fields.
To attack the negative sign problem in the random

walk process, a trial wave-function |ψT ⟩ is introduced
in CP-AFQMC. The walkers with negative overlap with
|ψT ⟩ is not allowed to further evolve. Physical quanti-
ties commuting with Hamiltonian (e.g., the ground state
energy) is calculated as the mixed estimator

⟨O⟩mixed =

∑
k wk⟨ψT |O|ψk⟩∑
k wk⟨ψT |ψk⟩

, (4)

where |ψk⟩ is the kth walker, wk is the corresponding
weight in the wave-function, and |ψT ⟩ is the trial wave-
function. For quantities which do not commute with
the Hamiltonian, the mixed estimator is biased and back
propagation is applied to calculate the real estimator in-
stead [10, 21].

III. SELF-CONSISTENT OPTIMIZATION OF
THE TRIAL WAVE-FUNCTION

As discussed in the above section, the trial wave-
function plays a key role in CP-AFQMC and determines
the accuracy of the final result. Trial wave-function were
usually chosen empirically [11–14] and previous bench-
marks on different systems show the constraint errors
are modest in many cases. The idea to optimize the trial
wave-function self-consistently was first proposed in 2016
[15], followed by generalizations to finite temperature cal-
culation [17]. In [18], another self-consistent scheme was
developed for the pseudo-BCS type trial wave-function
[18].
Apart from optimizing the trial wave-function self-

consistently by coupling the CP-AFQMC calculation
with a mean-filed Hamiltonian, it was also proposed to
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FIG. 1: The results of hole and staggered spin density in the self-consistent CP-AFQMC calculation. The numbers in the
legend represent the iteration steps in the self-consistent process. In the upper panel(a) and (b), the real estimator of natural
orbital is utilized in the self-consistent calculation. In the lower panel (c) and (d), the mixed estimator of natural orbital is
used instead. The densities in (c) and (d) are also from mixed estimator except the last one marked as “self-12-real”, which
are from real estimators in CP-AFQMC using the converged trial wave-function.

construct new trial wave-function with natural orbitals
from CP-AFQMC in the self-consistent process. How-
ever, the fluctuation in the natural orbital scheme is very
large for the charge density. In this work, we propose
a new scheme to implement the self-consistent optimiza-
tion of the trial wave-function in the framework of nat-
ural orbitals in CP-AFQMC by taking advantage of the
mixed estimators. In this framework, we first carry out
one step of CP-AFQMC calculation with an initial trial
wave-function (can be chosen arbitrarily). In the CP-
AFQMC calculation, we can obtain the 1-RDW with the
definition below:

ρij = Gij =
⟨ψg|c†i cj |ψg⟩
⟨ψg|ψg⟩

(5)

Then by diagonalizing the 1-RDM from QMC calcula-
tion,

ρ = UV U† (6)

we can obtain the natural orbitals as the columns of U
matrix in Eq. (6). A new trial wave-function in the form
of single Slater determinant (with fixed particle number)
can be constructed from the natural orbitals with large
occupancy, i.e., from the first Ne (number of electrons)

columns of U if the diagonal matrix V in Eq. (6) is in
descending order. When spin up and down electrons are
decoupled, we need to carry out the above process for
both spins. We then continue the CP-AFQMC calcula-
tion with this new trial wave-function and this procedure
is repeated after convergence.

We compare two schemes to calculate the 1-RDM in
CP-AFQMC, i.e., the mixed (see Eq. (4)) and real esti-
mator from back-propagation [21]. The mixed estimator
is biased because the 1-RDM don’t commute with the
Hamiltonian, but it is cheap computationally. The real
estimator gives more accurate result for 1-RDM, but it
is more demanding computationally [21].

IV. RESULTS

We take the 1/8 doped Hubbard model with U = 8
on a 4 × 16 cylinder as an example to test the accu-
racy of the self-consistent scheme. Same as in [28], anti-
ferromagnetic pinning fields are applied at both edges of
the system to enable us to probe the spin correlation by
calculating the local spin density.
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FIG. 2: Occupancy for real (upper) and mixed (lower) es-
timators of the 1-RDM. Only the converged self-consistent
results are shown. Notice that the occupancy is either 1 or 0
for mixed estimator.

A. Hole and spin density

In Fig. 1, we plot the hole and staggered spin density
in the self-consistent CP-AFQMC calculation. Only re-
sults for one row is shown and the results for other rows
are the same because of the transnational symmetry in
the column direction. The converged (with bond dimen-
sion) DMRG results (red) are used as reference. The
modulation of spin and hole density agree with the char-
acteristic of the stripe phase [16, 29]. In the upper panel
(a) and (b) of Fig. 1, real estimator of natural orbital in
CP-AFQMC is utilized in the self-consistent calculation.
In the lower panel (c) and (d), the mixed estimator of
natural orbital in CP-AFQMC is used instead. The hole
and staggered spin densities in (c) and (d) are also from
mixed estimator except the last one marked as “self-12-
real”, which are real estimators from CP-AFQMC using
the converged trial wave-function.

In Fig. 1 (a), we can find very large fluctuations in the
hole density even after convergence in the real estimator
scheme. But with mixed estimator, we can find the fluc-
tuation is much smaller and after convergence the real
estimator of hole densities using the last step trial wave-
function agree well with the DMRG results in Fig. 1 (c).
By comparing the staggered spin density in (b) and (d)
of Fig. 1, we find the scheme with mixed estimator gives

more accurate result than that with real estimator.
In the self-consistent approach [15] in which a mean-

field Hamiltonian is coupled with the QMC calculation,
while very accurate result for spin density was obtained,
there exists residual error for the hole density. But in the
new scheme with mixed estimator, both spin and hole
density agree well with the exact results. In the natural
orbital scheme, we construct the new trial wave-function
from natural orbitals. There is no free parameter in the
calculation which makes the results more reliable. More-
over, in the new scheme, the whole 1-RDM was utilized,
while in [15], only the diagonal elements of 1-RDM is
feed back to the construction of new trial wave-function.
In the previous scheme [18] where trial wave-function is
constructed also from 1-RDM, real estimator from back
propagation [10, 21] is used which is computational more
demanding.

B. Occupancy

In Fig. 2, we compare the occupancy of converged
natural orbitals for the two self-consistent schemes. As
shown in Fig. 2, there exist jumps for the occupancy at
the position of electron number in the system (counting
by the occupancy from large to small) for both schemes.
However, for mixed estimator, the occupancies are all
1(0) before (after) the jump (see the appendix for a rigor-
ous proof), while they vary continuously before and after
the jump in the real estimator scheme. This result means
truncation is needed in the real estimator scheme when
constructing a new Slater determinant form 1-RDM (the
1-RDM from the constructed new trial-wave-function is
different from the original 1-RDM from CP-AFQMC cal-
culation), while all information of 1-RDM is contained
in the new trial wave-function in the mixed estimator
scheme (the 1-RDM from the constructed new trial-wave-
function is exactly the same as the 1-RDM from CP-
AFQMC calculation). This explains why the hole and
spin density from mixed estimator scheme in Fig. 1 are
more accurate and with less fluctuation.
In the self-consistent scheme in [18], a pseudo-BCS trial

wave-function is also constructed from the QMC result
of 1-RDM. It was shown the pseudo-BCS wave-function
can also capture the whole occupancy well. But the ad-
vantage of the scheme in this work is that we need only
to calculate the mixed estimator of the 1-RDM which is
much cheaper computationally.

C. Energy

In Fig. 3, we show the relative error of the QMC en-
ergy in each self-consistent step for the two schemes. All
the energies in Fig. 3 are from mixed estimator to re-
duce the fluctuation. We can find that the relative er-
ror of ground state energy is about −0.4% [30] for both
the two schemes, which is comparable to the previous
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FIG. 3: The energies at each iteration step in the self-
consistent process for two different schemes. The red (blue)
means the 1RDM used in the self-consistent process is cal-
culated with mixed (true) estimator. All the energies are
calculated with mixed estimators to reduce the fluctuation.

self-consistent result [15]. But the energy in the mixed
estimator is with less fluctuation, agreeing with the re-
sults of densities in Fig. 1. This result demonstrates the
superiority of the mixed estimator scheme again.

V. SUMMARY AND PERSPECTIVE

In summary, we propose a new scheme to implement
the self-consistent optimization of trial wave-functions in
CP-AFQMC in the framework of natural orbitals [15]
by taking advantage of the mixed estimators of 1-RDM.
Taking the doped Hubbard model as an example, We
compare two schemes in which mixed and real estimator
of 1-RDM are calculated in QMC. We find the scheme
with mixed estimator is more accurate, more stable, and
more efficient. This new scheme provides more accurate
hole densities than [15] in which a mean field Hamilto-
nian is coupled with QMC calculation. It is also more
efficient computationally than the pseudo-BCS scheme in

[18] because only mixed estimator is needed. This new
scheme provides a useful tool for the study of Fermion
systems. It is also applicable to the case where up and
down orbitals are mixed with spin orbital coupling in the
Hamiltonian [31, 32].

In the framework of the self-consistent optimization of
trial wave-functions by coupling the CP-AFQMC to a
mean-field Hamiltonian [15], we can also feed back the
cheap mixed estimators to the mean-field Hamiltonian
to improve the computational efficiency. But we need
to emphasize that in the natural orbital framework with
mixed estimators, all information from 1-RDM is con-
tained in the new wave-function, but in the mean-field
scheme, only the diagonal elements of 1-RDM (the den-
sities) are feed to the mean-field Hamiltonian to construct
new trial wave-functions.

The scheme in this work can be viewed as a practi-
cal realization of the one-body reduced density matrix
functional theorem [33] with high accuracy, which states
that the ground state is a functional of the one-body re-
duced density matrix. To further increase the accuracy
of CP-AFQMC in the future, we will consider trial wave-
function beyond single Slater determinant [19], which re-
quires information from two-body reduced density ma-
trix. How to construct a wave-function consisting of mul-
tiple Slater determinants from the cheap mixed estimator
will be the key.
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Appendix A: The occupancy of the mixed estimated
one-body reduced density matrix

The mixed estimator of the one body reduced density
matrix is

ρij = Gij =
⟨ψT |c†i cj |ψ⟩
⟨ψT |ψ⟩

=

∑
k ωk

⟨ψT |c†i cj |ϕk⟩
⟨ψT |ϕk⟩∑
k ωk

(A1)

where |ψT ⟩ is the trial wave-function and |ψ⟩ is the
ground state wave-function from QMC calculation. It

is represented as |ψ⟩ =
∑
k ωk

|ϕk⟩
⟨ψT |ϕk⟩ with |ϕk⟩ the

walker in QMC and ωk the corresponding weight. In CP-
AFQMC calculation, |ψT ⟩ and |ϕk⟩ are usually chosen as
single Slater determinant, so we have

⟨ψT |c†i cj |ϕk⟩
⟨ψT |ϕk⟩

= [ϕk(ψ
†
Tϕk)

−1ψ†
T ]ji (A2)

From Eq. (A1) we have (suppose the weight is normal-
ized, i.e.,

∑
k ωk = 1)

ρij =
∑
k

ωk[ϕk(ψ
†
Tϕk)

−1ψ†
T ]ji (A3)

Let’s then calculate ρ2 as

ρ2 =
∑
k

ωk[ϕk(ψ
†
Tϕk)

−1ψ†
T ]

∑
k′

ωk′ [ϕk′(ψ
†
Tϕk′)

−1ψ†
T ]

=
∑
kk′

ωkωk′ϕk(ψ
†
Tϕk)

−1ψ†
Tϕk′(ψ

†
Tϕk′)

−1ψ†
T

=
∑
kk′

ωkωk′ϕk(ψ
†
Tϕk)

−1ψ†
T

=
∑
k

ωk(
∑
k′

ωk′)ϕk(ψ
†
Tϕk)

−1ψ†
T

=
∑
k

ωkϕk(ψ
†
Tϕk)

−1ψ†
T

= ρ (A4)
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Eq. (A4) means the eigenvalue of the mixed estimator of
one-body reduced density matrix is either 1 or 0. Based
on this we can construct a single Slater determinant ϕ
(normalized) from the natural orbitals of ρ satisfying:

ϕϕ† = ρ (A5)

This means all information of ρ is contained in ϕ and we
can use ϕ as the new trial wave-function in the next step
CP-AFQMC calculation. The conclusion is also true if up
and down orbitals are mixed with spin orbital coupling
in the Hamiltonian [31, 32].
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