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ON REDUCED BASIS METHODS FOR EIGENVALUE
PROBLEMS, WITH AN APPLICATION
TO EIGENVECTOR CONTINUATION

LOUIS GARRIGUE AND BENJAMIN STAMM

ABSTRACT. We provide inequalities enabling to bound the error be-
tween the exact solution and an approximated solution of an eigen-
value problem, obtained by subspace projection, as in the reduced basis
method. We treat self-adjoint operators and degenerate cases. We ap-
ply the bounds to the eigenvector continuation method, which consists
in creating the reduced space by using basis vectors extracted from per-
turbation theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

A classical issue in eigenvalue problems is to reduce the number of degrees
of freedom of the studied systems by extracting only the relevant ones, the
full considered Hilbert space H being too large to be addressed in its exact
form. Reduced basis method approximations aim at approximating H by a
well-chosen low-dimensional subset PH, created via an orthogonal projector
P. Our interest here will be eigenvalue problems. Denoting the exact self-
adjoint operator by H, then the approximated operator is

(PHP) gy pye
the restriction of H to PH — PH, and we want to study its eigenmodes.
Among other works, reduced basis problems have been investigated in |19}
, the case of several eigenvalues was examined in [15].

In Theorem Propositions [3.2] and [3.3] we provide bounds enabling to
estimate the error between the eigenmodes of the exact operator H and the
ones of the approximated operator (PH ’P)‘ U PH We treat the degenerate
and almost-degenerate case by using the formalism of density matrices, and
we treat the non-degenerate cases with a vector formalism. We sought to
derive general bounds which could be applied to diverse settings.

We then apply our bounds to a reduced basis method which uses the
derivatives of the eigenvectors to build the reduced space. Such a method was
introduced in the context of computational engineering science in ,,
and was named eigenvector continuation in [12]. Recently, many works
showed the very interesting performance of this method applied to quan-
tum physics, see for instance ,,,, providing perspectives
to improve several areas of quantum physics. This method gives a systematic
way of forming effective systems. The situation is illustrated on Figure
on which we represent the spectra of H(\) and of (,PH(A),P)"P’H%P’}f where
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H(\) is the exact self-adjoint operator, depending on one parameter A\ € R.
Denoting one eigenvector of H(A) by ¢(N), if (%QZ)()\))‘A*O € PH for all
n € {0,...,¢}, it was practically remarked that the corresponding eigen-
mode of (PHO\)P)\PH—HDH is very close to the exact one, much closer than

the perturbation approximation. To explain this phenomenon, quantitative
bounds are provided in Corollaries [.1] and [4.3] and in Theorem [£.9]

o(H () a((PHNP)p, py)

\
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FiGUuRrE 1. Eigenvector continuation approximates very well
the targeted eigenmodes corresponding to the eigenvalue
branches in red, but can fail to reproduce the other ones.
One can put several eigenvectors from the Taylor series in
PH if one wants to model several eigenmodes, as on this fig-
ure where two eigenmodes in red are taken into account. In
quantum physics, most of the time one is interested in only
a few eigenmodes, those which are at the interface between
occupied and unoccupied spectrum.

2. DEFINITIONS

We choose a standard but general mathematical setting which can address
common operators involved in quantum mechanics, including Dirac opera-
tors, many-body Schrodinger operators and Bloch transforms of periodic
operators.

2.1. First definitions. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, endowed with

a scalar product (-,-) and a corresponding norm |-|. We will denote by
| BY|
1] := |
wer\foy ¥l

the canonical operator norm. Let us consider a self-adjoint operator H of
‘H, we want to approximate some of its eigenmodes by using a reduced basis
method.

Let us take a self-adjoint operator A of H, possibly unbounded, which will
implement the energy norm, and we consider that it has a dense domain and
a dense form domain. On vectors ¢ € H, the energy norm is

lele == 1A¢l
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it is the natural norm for eigenvectors. For instance when H = L?(R?), in the
case of a Schrédinger operator H = —A+w, it is natural to choose A = v/—A
and ||, is equivalent to the Sobolev norm H!(R?). We define || eo = Il
and |-, ; == |-[,, so for any ¢ € H and § € {0,1}, [¢, 5 = || A%].

We will always assume that cy4 < +o00 and cyg < +o0o where

CAq = HA_I } , CH = HA_IHA_IH .

2.2. Density matrices. For any ¢ € H, we denote by P, the orthogonal
projector onto Cy. For any orthogonal projection P, we will use the notation
PL.=1-P.

The analogous objects as eigenvectors, but for degenerate systems, are
density matrices of a set of eigenvectors. For any ¢ := (SDM)Zzl € HY, we
define the corresponding density matrix

Dy = Z |0a) (0ol = Zpgoaa
a=1 a=1

being an orthogonal projection on H, that is D?p = Dg = Dy. We denote by

U, ={U eC”™|UU =1}
the group of unitary matrices of dimension v and for any U € U, we define
its action U := (Up)a)i—y on H” where (Up)a := Y 51 Uappp. We have
Dyy = Dy uniformly in U € U, and ¢ € H".
For any operators B, D on H, the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar product is de-
noted by (B, D), := Tr B*D its norm |B|, := Tr B*B, and the correspond-
ing normed space is the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, denoted by

& = {B:H = H,|Bl, < +oo}. 1)
For § € {0,1} and any B € &2, we use the notation
|Blys = |4°B| . 2)

The norm |-, 4, called the energy norm, is the natural one on the set of
density matrices, as ||, is the natural norm on vectors.

2.3. Consider a reduced space. Let us take an orthogonal projection P
on H, we assume that P is neither the identity nor the null projection to
avoid the trivial cases, and we set P+ := 1 — P. The reduced space is PH,
it can be infinite-dimensional, and we will need to assume that cp < +oo
where

cp = |APATY|.

Our central object will be (P'HP)‘ PP PH — PH, which is the restric-
tion of H to PH, hence it is an operator of PH, while PHP is an operator
of H. If d := dimPH is finite, we can see this operator as a d X d matrix.
We take (777-[73)‘ pay_yppy 8 AN approximation of H, in the sense that its
eigenmodes will well approximate the ones of H. Remark that since P # 1,
o (PHP) = o (PHP)\PHHPH) U {0} because Im P+ C Ker PHP. More-
over, in our approach we avoid to use a variational point of view, so that we
can reach eigenvalues having continuous spectrum below for instance.
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2.4. Choose sets of eigenmodes. Take v € N, we choose a set of eigen-
values

{Euhi<u<y € 0(H)

in the spectrum of H, they are counted with multiplicity and their normalized
eigenvectors are denoted by ¢, and grouped into ¢ := (¢M)Z:1' We define
the associated density matrix

[:= Z [Pu) (D] = Do.
pn=1

The purpose of taking v > 2 is to be able to treat the almost-degenerate
and degenerate cases, i.e. when eigenvalues are close or even equal. If the
eigenvalues are not close, one can take the non-degenerate case v = 1 since
no singular quantity will appear. Note that the eigenvalues E,, are not
necessarily sorted in increasing order.

For any operator B, we denote by o4(B) the discrete spectrum of B. Then
we assume that (PH 77)‘ Py D28 at least v eigenvalues in its discrete
spectrum, we take v of them, we denote them by

{Enh<usr Coa((PHP)| 0y, ) (3)

we denote by v, the corresponding normalized eigenvectors, grouped into
P = (1#“);:1. We define the associated density matrix

A= 3" 1) (] = Dy

p=1

We will study the closeness between ¢, and 1, for any € {1,...,v}, So
to each level p of H corresponds to a level p of (PHP)\PH—WH' But they
are not sorted in increasing order, so for instance if we follow a variational
approach, the label ;i can denote the 3™ level of H and the 5% level of
(PHP)‘PH%PH, and ¢, — v, can be small. For example Figure [1|illustrates
this principle.

2.5. Definition of partial inverses. For any self-adjoint operator B, if
{eu}ii—1 C 0a(B), then there exists kp > 0 such that

(e(B\ew¥omt) N (U Jew — ke + R5] ) = @. (4)
In addition to we will also assume that

v
dim PH NP Ker (PHP - &,) =, (5)
pn=1
to ensure that all the eigenvectors associated to {&,}_; are taken into ac-

count. For any z € {&,}_; U ((C\a( (PHP)\PH—HDH )) we define

~1
1
(z— PHP) = (= PHP) i) o0 ALPH (6)
0 on AH @ PLH,
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extended by linearity on H. We also define
R, := (£, —PHP)[".

For any p € {1,...,v}, by and there exists kpgp > 0 such that
IRl < g

3. MAIN RESULT

In this section we present our main result, which is a comparision between
exact and approximated eigenmodes. It is a basic estimate that does not yet
consider the parametrized setting, which is left for Section [d] We take the
same notations as in Section 2l

3.1. Clusters of eigenmodes.

Theorem 3.1 (Error between exact eigenmodes and reduced basis eigen-
modes). Take a Hilbert space H, and a self-adjoint operator A which is
built to form a norm. Take a self-adjoint operator H which eigenmodes will
be approximated. Consider an orthogonal projector P, assume that H and
PHP have at least v eigenvalues (counted with multiplicity). We consider v
eigenmodes of respectively H and PHP, denoted by respectively (E,, ¢,) and
(Eusp), where pe {1,...,v}, |ou] = |vu]| =1 and we assume and (f).
We define ¢ := ()1, ¥ = (Yu)ji=1, I := Dy, A :=Dy. We assume that
cp,ca < +oo, where those quantities are defined in Section[d, and that all
the quantities involved in the following are finite. For 6 € {0,1}, we have

T— A= Z ((1 + HR;L)PLI‘PW + s.a) + Q, (7)
pn=1
where

19055 < & [PET] 4 (14 (cach)”) (1 -+ eall+ca) [AM? T = AL,

2
2,8
+2 (c% + v [PEHA| lfgfgyllAéRuo (ca (1+ 1AAD) |[PAT| 1T = Al
)

A proof is given in Section [f] The term “s.a” denotes the self adjoint
operator. The next result provides another bound for P (I' — A) P, using
another method. For any z € {E,}]_; U (C\o(H)) we define

~1
(z—H)[' = { g(z B H)\FLH—>FLH> ZE 11:;%’ (9)

extended by linearity on H.

Proposition 3.2 (Another bound for P (I' — A) P). Let us make the same
assumption as in Theorem [3.1], and moreover assume that

dist <{5M}Z:17 ad (H-‘FL’HHFLH)) >0,

dist ({EM};:I, sa( (PHP) (10)

ALPH—ALPH )) > 0.
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Then

2
0= Ay < i [P+ vch

Ispsy

6] o)

+ (cacp |AT))° <2 + v max

Isp<sy

(E, — PHP) " HPL”> erHz G
The proof of this result is provided in Section [6]

3.2. One eigenmode. In the case where we treat only one eigenmode, one
can obtain more precision about the errors, this is the object of the following
result. We drop the subscripts 1 labeling the different eigenvectors, because
we consider only one of them and write ¢ := ¢1, ¥ : =1, E := Fq, £ := &1,
and R := R;.

Proposition 3.3 (Further detail in the non-degenerate case). Make the
same assumptions as in Theorem take v = 1 and remove the sub-
seripts 1. Thus (E, @) is an eigenmode of H and (€,v) is an eigenmode

of UDHP)\PH%PH' In a gauge where (1, ) € R,

¢—¢=1+RH)P ¢ —1|o—¢|*Y+(E-E)R(¢— ), (12)
E &= (P o, (€ ~ H)(1+ RH)Po) + (E - ) |6 — vl
¢~ I Re (P40, (H ~ E)6— 1)) + (B~ ) (6~ v, R (6~ ¥))
(13)
The proof is presented in Section [7}
3.3. Remarks. Let us now proceed with some remarks.

Remark 3.4 (Leading term in I' — A). Since P-A = 0, we have
[Prl., =
2.6

ATPLA= A (D — A)(

é
< ep) |0 = Al

hence we see in that ) is quadratic in |I'— Al, 5, and thus negligi-
ble in when |I' = Aly s s small. The leading term for I' — A is thus

Zzzl ((1 + HRM)PLFPW + s.a), as emphazised in .

Remark 3.5 (Invariance under unitary transforms). All the quantities in-

volved in and and are invariant under the transformations
¢ — U and ¥ — Vb, where U,V € U,,.

Remark 3.6 (Main consequences of Theorem [3.1). From Theorem for
IT — Aly 5 small enough, and § € {0, 1},

T — Alys < 4v (ca JAA])° HpirH max . (14)

2,6 1<u<y

A1+ R H)PLA™ (

see Section [7.3 to have more details on how to obtain this inequality. More-
over, by Lemma[B.1], there exists a rotation U € U, such that

S [, - @, ] <cfarie], o
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for some constant ¢, and again by Lemma[B.1], and yet for another constant
¢, the error in the sums of eigenvalues is quadratic, that is

S (B &0| < e[ apr. (16)

Hence those errors are controled by the key quantity HAPLFH.

Remark 3.7 (Main consequences of Proposition [B.3). If |¢ — |, is small
enough, then Proposition[3.3 yields

|6 —wl, < 2(1+ ey |ARA]) | 4P+o

I ()

2
|E = €] < 4(cn +AIE|) (1 +en JARAI? | 4P|, (18)

see Section [7.3 to have more details on the derivation of those inequalities.
Thus those errors are controlled by the key quantity HAPHZ)H.

Remark 3.8 (About the smallness of the different terms in and (13)).
The term P+¢ = PL (¢ — ) is controled by |¢ — |, in norm. When
lo — |, is small, in the leading term is (1 + RH) PL¢, then the second
term is of order 2 and (€ — E)R (¢ — 1) is of order 3. In (13)), the lead-
ing term is (P~¢,(€ — H) (1+ RH) P*¢) (which is of order 2), the second
term is of order 4, the third term is of order 4 and the last one of order 6.

Remark 3.9 (Making P grow improves the error, in general). Consider the
vector case corresponding to Proposition[3.3. We numerically see that making
P larger by adding more vectors to PH decreases the error, in general. This
can be expected from the form of the leading term (1 + RH)P+¢, in which,
for any vector ¢ € H, Py decreases. However, as will be seen in Section

there are some exceptional cases where making P larger increases the error.

Remark 3.10 (Difference between and (I1)). The quantity PLHA can
be interpreted as an a posteriori one. When T' is close to A it is small
because, since [H,T'] =0 and P+A = 0, then PXHA = P+[H,A —T]. The
bound involves |T’ —AHg’(S while does not. If one rather needs a
posteriori quantification, (L1)) might be better.

4. APPLICATION TO EIGENVECTOR CONTINUATION

We now put the results of the previous section in the context of the eigen-
vector continuation. We refer to Figure [I] to illustrate our reasoning.

4.1. Definitions and assumptions. We start by introducing some defi-
nitions and making some assumptions, which will enable to apply Rellich’s
theorem and Theorems [3.1] and

4.1.1. Analytic family of operators. We present here assumptions which will
be sufficient to use the Rellich theorem on the existence of analytic eigen-
modes.

Let us take a self-ajoint operator H? such that o(H?) # R, so there exists
r € R and € > 0 such that

c(HONr —e,r +¢[=@. (19)
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Let us take a self-adjoint energy norm operator A, for instance one can take

1
A= ‘H 0 r} 2, We will choose a simple case for the family of operators,
that is we consider M € N U {0}, a series of self-adjoint operators H™ for
n € {0,..., M} such that

D(H®) c D(H™) (20)
where D(-) denotes the domain of an operator, and such that
sup HH” (HO - T)_IH < 400, max HA‘IH”A_IH < 4oo.  (21)
neN neNU{0}
For instance, one can take H" as bounded operators for any n € {1,..., M}.

We also define H™ := 0 for any n > M + 1. Finally, we define

“+oo
H(\) =) _ A"H"
n=0

4.1.2. Choose a set of eigenvalues of H()\). Let us assume that H® has at
least v eigenvalues

{EO}y C oa(H") (22)

in the discrete spectrum, counted with multiplicity but not necessarily sorted
in increasing order. By , there exists kgo > 0 such that

(c(HO\{EL Y 21) N (Uizy 1ED — ko, E) + ko ) = 2, (23)

and assume that

dim @ Ker (H" — EB) = . (24)
pn=1

Rellich’s theorem states that the eigenmodes of H(\) are also analytic in A,
see [25, Theorem XII.3 p4], |25, Problem XII.17, p71], |28, Theorem 1.4.4 p25|
and |3 Theorem 1 p21]| for instance. The extension to infinite-dimensional
space also holds under some technical assumptions, see [17], |25, Lemma
pl16], |25, Theorem XII.8 p15| and |25, Theorem XII.13 p22|.

We denote by (E,(\), ¢u())) the eigenmodes, analytic in A, respecting
E,(X) = E) and (¢u(N), ¢a(N)) = 6uq for any p,« € {1,...,v}. The phasis
of the vectors is not fixed by those conditions, meaning that taking smooth
maps 0, : R — R, the eigenvectors ew“(’\)gb#()\) also respect the previous
conditions.

For any A €] — Ao, Ao[, we define I'()\) := Dy ) and the partial inverse

-1
K,(0) ‘:{ <(E“(O) —H (0))\@(0)%%@(0))%) on (PO, (95
0 on I'(0)H,

extended by linearity on H. By we have |K,(0)] < HI_{%), and we assume
that

max |AK,(0)A| < 4o0. (26)

IN7EZ
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4.1.3. Starting point for (PH()\)P)\PHHPH' The starting point of the anal-
ysis of the reduced operator will be A = 0, on which the eigenmodes under
study of the exact and reduced operators are equal. So the first step consists
in exploiting this fact.

Let us consider an orthogonal projection P, where PH can be infinite-
dimensional. The hypothesis of eigenvector continuation, which we will
see later, imply that the exact eigenvector ¢,(0) belongs to PH, hence
PH(0)Ppu(0) = E,(0)¢p,(0), so ¢,,(0) is also an eigenvector of (PH (0)P)pu—pu
with eigenvalue E,(0). We need to assume that

{E.(0)}i=1 C oa((PH(0)P) (27)

[PH—PH )

and

dim PH N Qy} Ker(PH(0)P — E,(0)) = v. (28)
pn=1

Those last assumptions mean that the reduction from H to PH does not
produce spectral pollution close to the E,(0)’s for H(0).

4.1.4. Analytic branches for (PH(\)P)
lich’s theorem for (PH(\)P)

assume that o ((PH()\)P)
such that

o To be able to apply Rel-

P pr Ve make several assumptions. Let us

"PH—)’P'H) # R, so there exists rp € R and ep > 0

o ((PH()\)P)‘PH_WH) Nlrp —ep,rp +ep|= 2, (29)

assume that

-1
, n 0p _
sup | PH"P ((PHP =) o) || <+ (30)
and that for any n € N,
D(PHP) Cc D(PH"P). (31)

Rellich’s theorem ensures the existence of v eigenmodes (EH(A),@Z)M(A))ZZI
of (PH()\)P)\PH—WH’ analytic in A €] — Ao, Ao[ where Ag > 0, such that

Eu(0) = Eu(0), ¥u(0) = ¢,(0) and (¢u(A), ¥a(A)) = Oua for any p, o €
{1,...,v}. We take \¢ small enough so that for some kg > 0 (which does
not depend on A) and any A €] — Ag, Ao|,

(((PHONP),, o )MEMN)
N (U=1 1€.N) — K, E4(N) + k) = @, (32)
meaning that the rest of the spectrum remains far from {&,(\)}),_;, uni-

formly in A. Together with , this implies that for any A €] — Ao, Ao,

dim PHN éKer(PH()\)P —-E,(\\) =v.

p=1
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For any A €] — Ao, Ao[ we can hence define

Ru()
_ { ((€u) = PHOP),  pmnyipne) | O A PR,
0 on AA)H @ PH(\H,

(33)

extended by linearity on H. From we have |R,(\)| < & Hl( N

4.2. Statement of the results. For any A €] — X\g, \g[, we recall that
[(X) := Dy For any n € NU{0} and any p € {1,...,v},

d" dr
o = <n¢ (A)) , " .= (nf()\)) . (34)
g AT o dA Ix=0
See Proposition to see how to obtain the I'"’s. Let us also define
53:,%75 = Z (1+ RH(O)H(O)) 'PJ‘FZ+1P¢N(O) +s.a
p=l 2,6

The main theorem of this section is about the closeness of the density
matrix I'(\) associated to the exact operator H(A) with the one of the ap-
proximate operator (PH(\)P) when PH contains the first £ + 1
derivatives of I'(A).

[PHPH

Corollary 4.1 (Eigenvector Continuation in the perturbative regime, for
clusters of eigenmodes). As in Section consider a Hamiltonian fam-
zly H()\) :: ZM )\”H” (md conszder v cmalytze families of eigenmodes

)Y wzth (A), pa(N)) = 5W Make the presented assump-
twns ‘ 1. @ 7. @9, @D, @), li . B1) and (@32).
Conszder an orthogonal projector P, satzsfymg (127), Then, there are v

eigenmodes (£,,(\), Yu (A )) _, of (PH(A) PHHP’H’ analytzc in A such that

£u(0) = Eu(0), ¥u(0) = ¢u( ) and (Yu(A), Ya(X)) = Oua for any p,a €
{1,...,v}. We define ¢(X) := ($(N)) =1, P(A) := ($(X)) =1, T(A) 1= D)
and A(N) := Dyy). Given £ € NU{0}, if

Vn € {0,..., ¢}, ImI™ C PH, (35)
then there exists A\g > 0 such that for any A €] — Xg, M| and 6 € {0,1},
Y4 de ¢
IO = A5 = N €% 5| < e(1A19) 72, (36)
where b and c are independent of A and £.

We give a proof in Section Proposition recalls the results of [21]
showing how to obtain I'. The next result provides a practical way of
building the reduced space used in , via an explicit and simple basis.

Lemma 4.2 (Building the reduced space for density matrices). Consider the
context of Corollary 4.1 Take (‘Pu)Z:l € HY to be a basis of the unperturbed
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space @}, Ker (H(0) — E,(0)). Then

1
@Imf‘” = Span (I, [0<n <1< pu<y).
n=0
A proof is provided in Section [I0}
We now discuss the vector case and as in Proposition [3:3] we drop the

subscripts 1, so R(A) := Ri(\), () = &1(A), (A = ¥1(N), E(N) =
Ei(N), EN) :==E&1(N), ¢™ := ¢}. We define

&y = |1+ RO H(O) Lot

e,0
G = (P, (H(0) = B()) (L+ ROH(0)) P,

ec,l

We now state the corresponding result but in the non-degenerate case and
for vectors.

Corollary 4.3 (Eigenvector continuation in the perturbative regime, one
eigenmode). We make the same assumptions as in Corollary we take
v =1 and remove the subscripts 1, and we take ¢ € NU{0}. We choose the
phasis of ¢(X) and (X) such that (¢°, ¢(N)) € Ry and (p(N),¥(N)) € R. If

vn € {0,...,0}, (%d)()\))‘/\zo € PH, (37)
then there exists Ay > 0 such that for any X\ €] — \o, Ao[ and § € {0,1},

1600 = ¥ (Nl s = N 5| < e (A0, (38)
IE() = )] = NPED 8P| < e (A1) (39)

where b and ¢ are independent of A and £.

We provide a proof in Section [I0]

4.3. Remarks. Now, several remarks seem in order.

Remark 4.4 (Error with explicit constant). Inequality could be written
as

1600 = p W)l = AT €5+ 0 ((A10)47),
where O(-) would be a function bounded in \ and €.

Remark 4.5 (Equality of perturbation terms). A consequence of and
is that for allm € {0,...,0},k € {0,...,20 + 1},

(%w()‘))\/\:o - (%éo‘))\,\:o’ (%50\))‘/\:0 - (ﬁE(AD\,\:O’

meaning that the first perturbation terms of eigenvector continuation are the
same as the ones of the exact problem.

Remark 4.6 (Intermediate normalization). Intermediate normalization is
reviewed in Appendiz[A] Instead of building the reduced space PH from the
@™ ’s, one can form it by using the eigenvectors in intermediate normalization,
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denoted by ®". Using this last normalization is more convenient because it
involves less computations. From (125)) we have

Span ((I)k, ogkge) — Span (¢k, ogkgz). (40)

Hence one can form the reduced space of eigenvector continuation by using
either intermediate or unit normalization perturbation vectors, this is equiv-
alent.

Remark 4.7 (Comparision to perturbation theory). We provide a compar-
ision of eigenvector continuation with perturbation theory in Section [5

Remark 4.8 (Generalization to higher-dimensional parameter space). Corol-
lary[{-1] is stated for a one-dimensional parameter space, parametrized by X,
but one can straightforwardly extend it to general parameter spaces.

4.4. Vectors in the degenerate case. The bounds of Corollary do not
enable to obtain bounds on individual eigenvectors and individual eigenval-
ues in the degenerate case. Nevertheless, following a different strategy of
proof can lead to such bounds and this is the purpose of this section.

4.4.1. Assumptions on derivatives. Let us define
$ :=T(0)H'T(0),

we denote by its restriction as an operator of I'(0)H. Let us make

o
the hypothesis on the E,())’s, but we could make them on the £,(\)’s, this
is equivalent since I'(0)H'T'(0) = A(0)H'A(0). We assume that

Vo,B € {1,...,v}, E\(0) = E3(0), (41)
i.e. the system is exactly degenerate. For any o € {1,...,v}, we define

EL(0) = (& Ea(V),,_, -

and it is well-known that from first-order perturbation theory (see |17] for
instance) the E/ (0)’s are the eigenvalues of §. We take p € {1,...,v} and
we make the assumption that

the eigenvalue E,(0) is non-degenerate for ﬁ\F(O)H’ (42)

implying the the other branches have a different derivative at zero. Thus
there exists kg > 0 such that

(o (9)\{£,(0)}) N1EL(0) — kg, EL,(0) + rg[= 2,

and we can define

-1
/ 1
G,u(0) := <(Eu(0> “ )| (O)F(O)H> on By o (O)H, (43)
0 on I'(0)*H @© Ce,(0),
extended by linearity on all of H. More explicitely, we have
-1
GL(0) = Z (E,(0) = EL(0)) " Py, (0)-

1<a<v
aFtp
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We then define, for § € {0, 1},
glns = (0 + GuoE") (14 RuO)H) PLoLH (0)

ec,u,l,d "

e,0 '

4.4.2. Statement of the result. We are now ready to state our last result on
eigenvector continuation.

Theorem 4.9 (Degenerate case with vectors). We make the same assump-
tions as in Corollary except , so we consider a cluster of v eigenmodes
(Bu(N), (M) _,. Moreover, let us assume ([41)), take some p € {1,...,v}
and assume (42)). We choose the phasis of ¢u(X) and 1, () such that
%?2,(/5#()\» € Ry and (¢),9u(N)) € Ry. Take £ € NU{0} and § € {0,1}.

vn € {0,...,¢}, (%%(A))‘A:O € PH, (44)
Va e {1,...,v}, ?a(0) € PH,
then there exists A9 > 0 such that for any X €] — Ao, Ao/,

deg,vec
8u(N) = Bl 5 = I €85
where b and ¢ are independent of A and £.

As in , Corollary only provides a convergence of the density ma-
trices and of the sum of eigenvalues in a cluster, not a convergence of the
individual eigenvectors and eigenvalues. Hence Theorem [£.9 provides more
information. An error in individual eigenvalues can be deduced from an error
in individual eigenvectors by Lemma [7.2] The proof of Theorem [£.9] pro-
vided in Section [£.9] is very different from the ones of the previous results,
and uses a purely perturbative approach.

<e(Ab), (45)

5. COMPARISION BETWEEN EIGENVECTOR CONTINUATION
AND PERTURBATION THEORY

In this section, we present a numerical experiment investigating eigenvec-
tor continuation in the perturbative regime. We consider non-degenerate
levels, and the vector case, as treated in Corollary [I.1]

5.1. Operators H". We will work with periodic one-dimensional Schrodinger
operators. Take H = L%er(R) to be the space of L? functions with pe-
riod L > 0, take V; : R — R for j € {1,2,3} three smooth functions,
HY = —A+Vy, H' = V,, H> = V3 and H" = 0 for any n > 3. We represent

the V;’s on Figure |Z| together with their ground states denoted by u;.

5.2. Eigenvector continuation versus perturbation theory. We define
the approximation of ¢, () given by perturbation theory and the correspond-
ing eigenvalue approximation

_ S0
HZfL:O Anéf)ﬁH 7

It is well-known that those quantities coming from perturbation theory re-
spect the following bounds.

u(A) en(A) = (pu(A), HA)pu(N)) -
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-2 0 2

FIGURE 2. Potentials V; for j € {1,2,3} and the ground
states u; of —A + Vj.

Lemma 5.1. Let us make the definitions and assumptions of Sections
. nd, nd,E 2(0+1
and |4.1.2. By defining §.5 5 = H¢ﬁ+1|‘e,5 and £330 = ’Eu( T\ for
d €{0,1} we have
£+1 snd,v
1650 = a5 — AT s

nd,
[Bu(X) — eu(N)] — AP et

<c([Alb) 2,

<c(IA[0)*F2,

where b and c are independent of A and £.

A proof is provided in Section[I2] The errors given by eigenvector contin-
uation and perturbation theory have the same order in |A| but have different
constants. The relevent quantity enabling to compare eigenvector continu-

ation and perturbation theory in the asymptotic regime is &y := 1 and for
=1,
nd,vec /41
o i 19600 WO _ Gy e

350 10u) =0 €55 4 R H©) P

but one could also use ”(1 + R, (0)H(0)) PLéf)ﬁHHe_l “‘ﬁfﬁ_l‘ .» which is very
close. This quantifies the acceleration that eigenvector continuation provides
with respect to perturbation theory. The larger & is, the most efficient P is.
We numerically found situations such that & < 1 so eigenvector continuation
is not necessarily better than perturbation theory, but in general we observe
& > 1.

In our simulations, we will display the errors made by eigenvector con-
tinuation (plain lines) and the ones made by perturbation theory (dashed
lines), at the level of eigenvectors and eigenvalues.

It is as if the perturbative regime was attained sooner than with pertur-
bation theory

5.3. Varying /. In this section, we aim at making ¢ vary. We choose P’ to
be the orthogonal projection onto

Span ((%gb()\))‘/\zo 0<n< z)
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where ¢(A) is the eigenvector corresponding to the lowest eigenvalue E(\)
of H()), and we denote by 1*(\) the eigenvector of lowest eigenvalue £(\) of

£ n4n
PYH(N)P’. We define the perturbative approximations () p=0 "0

D
o ”Zﬁ:o )‘"¢n||
and /() := (¢'(\), HO)& (V).

On Figure[3] we plot the errors against A and near A = 0. The asymptotic
slopes correspond to and . We see that the perturbation regime
(the value of A for which the asymptotic slopes of A — 0 are followed) for
perturbation theory is precisely attained around A\ ~ 1.5 for all values of /.
On the contrary, in the case of eigenvector continuation, it is not clear where
the asymptotic regime starts.

On Table [1] and Figure [4, we display the acceleration constant & with re-
spect to £. We also define lemple = HPLqﬁﬁH H_l H(bf;“ | to show in Figure
that this simpler quantity is close to &. We see on Figure [f] that the asymp-

totic behaviors when ¢ — +oco are 522;;6; ~ Cpertsf)ert and 523’2’“ ~ Coest,
with sec < Spert- Hence we can conjecture that
¢ ¢
600 = ' ]| = rpere (Al gpert) s 60 = 9| 2 7ec (N )

with gec < gpert, as if eigenvector continuation had the same error behavior
as perturbation theory but where the perturbative regime is attained sooner
than for perturbative theory.

10"

10°

105

0] i 10710
107104 - i ‘
' —[EQ\) = EWVI/|EO)] =[N =& (MI/ (0]
S B — €I/ 1BO) 1190 — ¢ NI/ I#(0)]
10790 1000 100° 10" 107%° 1000 100° 10!
A A

L=
—0 —1 —2 —3 —5 —8 14 20 30 —40 —50 —60 —80 100

FIGURE 3. Varying ¢, in the case of only one eigenmode. The
asymptotic slopes near 0 are £+ 1 on the right and 2¢+ 2 on

the left, corresponding to and .
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l 0 1 213|415 1]6 7|8 9 |10| 11 | 12 | 13

& 1117113121 (6.7]24]9.3|10 110|127 |37 |260 | 149 | 899
§Zlmple 11171162278 ]3.7] 12 |14 |122 | 178 | 57 | 339 | 203 | 1242

TABLE 1. First values of the asymptotic acceleration coef-
ficients against ¢, quantifying the advantage of eigenvector
continuation with respect to perturbation theory in the per-
turbative regime.

10°1

10—10,

10—20,

10—30,

1015<

1010<

10°

10°

=&

_ g;implv

10 20 30 40 50 10 20 30 40 50

FIGURE 4. Left: values of 5;12;:20 and f:f’evec against £. Right:

acceleration factor &, against £. We approximately observe a
behavior Injg & ~ 0.35¢.

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.1]
We recall that for any self-adjoint operators B, C of H,
IBCl, < IBIIC], - (46)
Moreover, for any u,v € H, we have
[lw) (ollly = ) (ol = Ju] o] - (47)

6.1. Decomposition of the error. We decompose the error I' — A into
several terms, which will be possible to handle individually. First, we have

¢ € PH, so

PA = [Pda) ($al =D |a) (dal = A,
p=1 p=1
hence
PA=AP = A, PLA = APt =0. (48)
Then we can decompose the error I' — A in the following way

F-A= PT-MNP +PT-ANP-+P-T-ANP+PI AP
1=P+P+

& PP+ PTPL + PLTP +P (T — A)P. (49)

We will follow those steps :
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e in Section we show how to treat the first terms P-I'PL, PTPL,
and PLI'P,

e in Section[6.3|we present a first way of treating the term P (I' — A) P,
which will be developed in Sections and

e in Section [6.9| we present a second way of treating P (I' — A) P, lead-
ing to a different kind of inequalities.

6.2. Treating P-I'P+, PI'PL- and PLTP. We start by treating the first
terms of . We have

Perrt],, s 14, g [Pl P

2,0 I'= F
- HPLFHM |a=sarper] < e
Then,
|abpirp| +|atpret| <o (|aPirpad| +|atpretal )
= 2c, HA(SPLFPA5H2 = 2c, HA(SPLF2A5A—57>A5H2
<24, HA‘;PLFHZ ”FA5H HA*“PA‘SH — 2 (cacp |AT])° HPLPHM
6.3. A first treatment of P (I' — A)P. We present a first treatment of

P (I — A) P, based on the decomposition P = P(A+A+) = PAL +A. More
precisely,

PI—A)P=PA (I —A)A+A (I —A)PA+
+ AT —A)A+PAH (T - A) AP

& PALTA + ATPAL + A (D — A) A+ PATALP.  (50)
)

In the following sections, we provide inequalities for each of those terms.
6.4. Treating A (I' — A) A. On the first hand,
(AT —A)A)? = (ATA — A)? = ATATA — 2ATA + A
hence
JA(D = A)AJ5=Tr (A (T — A)A)?> = TrTATA — 2Tr TA 4 v.
On the other hand,
(T —A)' = (T +A— AT —TA)?
=I'+A—ATA—TAT' —TA — AT + TATA + ATAT,,
SO
H(r - A)2Hz — 2 (TrTATA — 2TrTA + ).

Then, we see that

AT = A) Al = ~ 8] < =T - AR, (51)

sl S
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Finally,

AT —A)Aly5 =

‘A‘SA (T — A) A”2 - HAW (T — A) AH2

<

[A°A 1A (0 = A) Al = JAAJ JA (D = A) Al

_1 5 2 1,9 é 2
< 272 JAA| T — Al5 <272 (¢ |AA I'—-A
JAAI" | I (ca lAA])"] 12,6

< (L+ea(l+ca) JAADZ T — AJ2. (52)

6.5. Treating PATTALP. We have

|aPata=t| = Japa (1 - ana™)|
<ep (14| AMATY]) < ep (14 ca|AA]) . (53)
Now, we develop
HPALFALPH“ < ”A%DALFQALPA(SH2 <& HA%DALFHE
s HA‘W’?AL (r - A)Hz _ HA‘sPAlA*‘SA‘S (T - A)Hz
< farpataz 0 - AR, < [arata |0 - AR,

< (ep (1+ca|AA)P T — Al 5

0
< (each)” (1+ea(l+ea) [AAD® |0 — Al (54)

E

6.6. Definition and properties of partial inverses. To prepare the next
section, we need Liouvillian operators, which are standard tools to partially
invert Hamiltonians acting on density matrices, see for instance [2,/17,23,30|
and |7, Section 5.1]. We show several basic equations that will be used.

We define
R, = (§, —PHP)]",
the super-operators £ and £ acting on G5 by

B+ LB :=[PHP, B], Bw LYB:=-) R,BP,,
pn=1

and the subspaces
O, :={B e &y, B=PA*BPt}, 0,:={Bec&,,B=P'BPA.
By definition of R, we have

P(E,—H)R,=A"P=R,(E,—H)P. (55)
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We compute, for any B € G,

LTLB = ZR [PHP, BIPy, Z (€.R.BPy, — R,PHPBPy,)
p=l JNPW p=1
=Y R, (6, —H)PBP, PATBY P, =PA'BA.
Z Yu Z Pu

p=1

We can show that £ L is the orthogonal projection onto ©@;. We provide
the details here as well for the sake of completeness. For any B € Gy, we
have

LLYB = |PHP,—> R,BP,, | =Y (£.R,BP;, — PHPR,BP,,)
p=1 u=1

_ZP (£, — H) R,BP;, = A*PBA,
pn=1

hence LLT = L L. Moreover, for any F, B € &,
(F.LYLB), =Tt F*A*PBA = Tr AF*A*PB = Tr (PA*FA)'B
= (L*LF,B),
thus (£L)* = LTL. Finally,
(£TL)?B = (£*L) (MPBA) = A*P(AYPBA)A = AYPBA = £L*LB,

hence (£L*L)? = L£TL, and we can conclude that £L£ is the orthogonal
projection onto O;.

From , we have that A and A+ commute with P and H, hence for
Q,G € {A,PA+} and for any operator B € Gg,

L(QBG) = Q(LB)G. (56)

6.7. Treating PALTA and AT'PAL. We now use the Liouvillian operator
to treat PALTA. The Euler-Lagrange equation for T' is [H,T] = 0 and can
be verified by developping I' into projectors. There holds

LT = [PHP,T]| = P[H,T|P — (PH[PL, I+ [Pi,r]HP)

= —PH[P-T| - [P+ THP. (57)
[H,T]=0

Next,

PALTA = ﬁﬁr ZR (PH[Pl I+ [PLI]HP> P,
pn=1

ZR (HP'T —TPH)Py,. (58)

PJ-PwH =0 '

R,P+=0
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This part is to be associated with A+
PITP =P'TA+ P TA'P =P T Y Py, +PH (T — A AP,
pn=1

where we see that the last term is quadratic in I' — A and hence will be
negligible. Thus

PA'TA+P TP => (1+R,H)HP'TP,,
pn=1

— Y R,IPTHP,, + P (I = A)? AP, (59)
pn=1

Taking the adjoint operator of yields

ATPAt =Y " Py, (PYH — HP'T)R,.
pn=1

As for the bounds, we have

H (1+ R,H)PTP,,

. | Py TP+ HR,L)HM
- HA5 (1+ RMH)PLFPWAA‘SA*‘S)L + HA‘SAPWFPl(l + 1&1*1%)14‘%41*5”2
< 2¢, HA5 1+ R#111)73%1%/&,45H2

-sd s maptac et ],

< 2(ca |AA]) HA5(1 + R“H)PLA_(SH HPLFHZ - (60)
Similarly,
|R.TPAHP,,| |+ |y, HPITR,| <2 |[APR,rPiHP, A

= 20‘%
R, A=0

<afm i [r7] s

(AR, (D= A)T(P4) HAP, AX° |

<2(c4 | 4A])° HA‘SRMH IT — A HPLHAH HPLPHQ - (61)
Finally,

HPLFALP(

R e )
= 20, [APPAT (T — ) APATIAL AT AP Y

< 2(eacp (L [AA])° [PT]I0— Al
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6.8. First form. Remark that in this form, gathering all the terms, we have
[ —A=PTPL+PIPL L PLTP 4+ A (L — A)A+ PATTALP

+>° (Py, (PHH ~ HP*T)R, — Ry (TP H ~ HPT)P,, ).
pn=1

Now using to associate P+I'P with PATA, we obtain where
O =PI = AP AT —A) A+ (PH (T = A AP +5a)

v
+PAS (= A AP =7 (R (T = AP PEHP,, +52) . (62)
pn=1
From we know that A (I' — A) A is quadratic in I' — A. Hence, we
immediately see with this form that when I' — A is small, the leading
term is Y7, (1+ HR#)’PLFPL/,M +s.a), and Q is quadratic in ' — A, and
thus much smaller.
We obtain from the developed inequalities.

6.9. Second form. In this section we present another way of treating I'— A.

For any z € C\U((PHP)\PH—WH)’ we define the partial inverse
~1
(2 — PHP)pp, i= ((Z B PHP)\PH—WH) on PH, (63)
0 on P+H,
extended by linearity on . By the definition ,
B B 1 . p if pePH,
hence
(2= PHP) (z = PHP)py, = P. (64)
Then

P(z—H)'P— (2 —PHP)5y, =Pz — H) " (P— (2 — H)(z — PHP) 5},
=P(z—H)' (P— (2 —PHP+PHP — H)(z — PHP)3},)

& P(z— H)"'(H — PHP)(z — PHP) 5},

=P(z— H)"'"P H(» — PHP)5},

where we used that (z — PHP)p;, = P(2 — PHP)5;, in the last step. We
now use that

T(z—H)'=> Py (z—H)'=> Py (z=H) "= Py (2 E,)"
pn=1 pn=1 pn=1
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todeduce I'(z—H)~'T't =T+ (2—H)"'I' =0and I'(2—H)™! =T'(—H)~'T,
so we can write
(== H)™!

=T(z—H) T+ e-H) T +T(z - H) 't + 14— BTt

—H)' ) Po (- E
pn=1

Similarly,
(= PHP)py, = Mz — PHP)p3 + A (2 = PH 7’)73%1“

= (z—PHP)' + ZP%

The operators (z — H) " and (2 — PHP)]" are holomorphic in the interior
of C so they will “participate passively” to the Cauchy integral. Moreover,

1

5 c(z - Eu)_l(z — &)tz = OB, #Eq ((é’a - Eu)_l + (B, — 5a)_1) =0.

(65)

We are ready to compute

PIT—-A)P= = f{ (P(z = H)™'P — (2 = PHP)py,) dz

271

=5 7{ P(z— H)"'PH(z — PHP) 5}, dz

_ Z (PPy,PHH (B, — PHP) [ + P (£, H)[' P*HP,,).
=1
As for ineq:alities, we have
HA(SPPWPLH (E, — PHP) " H2
= [a*PA= A'r R, PP 1 (B, - PHP)
< |arpazi] |arr] 2, [rP| |20 5 - PrP)
< (eacp [AT])? H(Eﬂ —PHP)] HPiH HPLFHM ,

and

HA‘SP (€~ H)['PTHP,,| =

HA‘SPA—5A5 (€, — H)['PTHAP,, |

o [ [

<o e ]|

and also using the inequalities of Section we can deduce of Propo-
sition
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7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [3.3]
We now treat the vector case and aim at showing and .

7.1. Equality on eigenvectors. Let us keep v € N general first, we will
assume v = 1 later.

Lemma 7.1. Given the setting of Proposition for any p € {1,...,v},
assuming that (¢, ¥,) € R, there holds

(AL + PW) (p —¥u) = 1+ R, H) Pl(ﬁu
1
) |on — ¢#”2 Vu+ (Eu — Ep) Ry (o — bu) . (66)

The remaining component of ¢, — v, which is not taken into account in
this lemma is Aqu;# (p — Vp).

Proof. We have (H — E,) ¢, =0 and P (H — &,) v, = 0, thus
P(H— SM) (¢u — ) = (Eu - 5’#) Py (67)

We first use [PHP, A] = 0, hence PHPAL = ALPHP and applying A+ on
the left we obtain ALPHPAL = ALPHP, so

PA* (£, — H) AP (¢ — 1) = PAT (Ey — H) P (¢ — )
= AP (€ — H) (¢p — tu) = AP (Ey — H) P (¢ — p)
= (§,— E,)APg, + A-PHP ¢,

(67)
We apply R, and use , RHAJ"P = R, and R, = 0 to obtain
PAL (‘75/1 - ¢u) = RMHPL(% + (gu - Eu) Ru (¢u - 1/}M) : (68)

Moreover, in a gauge where (¢, ¢,) € R,

1
<wu> ¢u> =1- 5 H¢H - %”2

hence
1
Py, (6 = ) = (W 0p) = D = =5 [0 = wul® . (69)

Finally, A* + Py, = P+ + PA+ + P, and we obtain by summing
and ([69) with P+ (¢, — ¢) = PHoy,. O

We obtain by applying this lemma to v = 1, in which case AJ-—i—Pwu =
1. For v > 2, this methods with vectors does not enable to obtain a bound
on the remaining component APwl#, that is why the previous density matrix
approach is useful.

7.2. Equality on eigenvalues. Let us first present a well-known and basic
estimate showing that the errors between eigenvalues can be expressed as
the square of the error between eigenvectors. We give a proof for the sake of
completeness.
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Lemma 7.2 (Eigenvalue error is quadratic in eigenvector error). Take two
self-adjoint operators A and H, assume that HA_IH < 400 and cg =
|‘A*1HA*1H < 4o00. Take ¢ in the form domain of H and ¢ in the do-
main of H, such that Hp = E¢, || = |¢| = 1, and define € := (3, HY).
Then

E—5:<¢—¢a(E—H)(¢—1/J)>a (7())
. 2
B el < A7 (H = B)AT| min Ao = )| (71)

Usually the bound is used as

—112 -1 -1 .
B =gl < (A7 1B+ a7 HAT] ) min

Ao — )

Proof. By using (F — H)¢ =0 and |¢| = 1, we have

(=0, (E-H)(d—¢)) =—(¢—0,(E—-H)p)
=—(E-H)(¢—4),¥) =(E-H)Y,¢) = E— (), Hy) = E—E.

Then
B — & = [(Al¢— ), A" (E - H)AT A (¢ — )|
< ATE - AT A - ).
To conclude, we change 1) — €1, U

We now have v = 1 and remove the subscript 1 everywhere. Let us now

show . First,

R(H—-&)(1+RH)PY=R(H - &P +R(H - ) RHP+
= RHP'+R(H-&)PRHP*

RPL=0
= RHP- —PPyRHP- = 0. (72)
R(E-H)P=PP: PPIR=R
Moreover, using we have
E—H)(p— = E—H)((1+RH)Pro+(E-E)R
(E~H)6-v) = (E~H((1+RH)P o+ (E~E)Ro)

+ 316 —yI*PHHY
=(E—-H)(1+RH)P*¢+ (- E)P (£ - H)R¢
+(E—E)P(E—H)Rp+ 5o — ¢|* P HY
= (- H)(1+RH)P ¢+ (£ —E)PPy¢+ (E—E)P HR¢
+3lo—vlPPrHY.  (73)
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Similarly as in (70, using (F — H)¢ = 0 and |¢| = 1, we have
E—&=(¢—,(E~H)(¢—)
= (6=, (E—H) (= v) +(E—-E) ¢ — vl
_ L _ _ _ 1 —ahl2 _ _
((1+ RE) P20, (€~ H) (6~ ) = b6 — vl (4, (€ — H) (6 — ¥))
+ (€~ E) (R, (€~ H) (=) + (E—E) |6 —v|*. (74)
We now compute each of those terms. First, by we have
((1+ RH)P*6,(6 = H)(0—v))
= ((1+ RH) P46, (€~ H) (1 + RH) P*¢ )
+(€ - B)((1+ RH)P*6,PPfo) + (E - £) (1 + RH) P*6, P*HR¢)
+ 316 — v (1 + RH) Po, PLHY) .
Then using RP+ = 0 and , we get
((1+ RE)PYo, (€~ H)(6 - v)) = (PYo,(€ — H) (1 + RH) P4o)
Y (E-E) <RHPL¢, PPJ¢> Y (E—8) <73¢¢, PLHR¢>
+ 3o — ol (Pro, PLHY)
= (Pro.E—m) 1+ RE)P o) + Lo — v’ (PX6, HY).

L _
Pd] PR=R

giving the first term of . Using , the second term of comes from
(0, (€ = H)(9 = ¥)) = (Pe, (€ — H) (1 + RH) P¢)
= (Pv, (€~ H)PLo)+(Pu, (€ - H)RHPY¢) = —(Hy,PLo).

P(E—H)R
=P;P
The third term of comes from
R, (E—H) (¢ — = R, (€ — E) PP
(6, (€~ H) (6= ) e (RO (E = BYPPLG)

RP+=0

= (E-E){(¢,Rp) = (E-E){(p—9,R(¢—1)).

RPPwl:R Ry=0

Summing all the terms of yields
B &= (Po,(€ — H) 1+ RH)PL6) + (B ) (6 — v, R (6 —v))

+(E = &) |6 = vl + 16 — I Re (P6, Hip) .

Moreover, ((€ — H)(1+RH))" = (1+ HR)( — H) = (£ — H)(1 + RH) is
self-adjoint so (P*¢, (€ — H) (1+ RH)P+¢) € R, (¢ — ¢, R(¢ — 1)) € R.
To conclude, we use that <PL¢, Hw> = — <77J‘¢, (H—-E)(¢p— 1/’)>
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7.3. Inequalities and (|18)). From we have
1
6 —wl. < |41+ RE)PL| + 5 16 — w1 18], + |€ — E|JAR (6 - )]

1
< |1+ ARAAT HATY) APSg| + Sealo — vl o — v, ¥
+AR| | ~ Bl 16 — ¥

1
< (1+ |ARA] en) | PHo| +ea (2 lé— vl 191+ |ARI |€ —E|) lé—vl.

and we obtain when

N | =

1
ca (310 vl1ul. + 1Rl |6 - B1) <
Proving uses .
(14)

We can obtain with the same method, which also needs to use .

8. BOUNDS ON THE RAYLEIGH-SCHRODINGER SERIES
IN PERTURBATION THEORY

In the proofs of the theorems of Section [ we will need some general
results about perturbation theory, which we show here. The main results are
Lemma[8:3]and Lemma 8.5 on the boundedness of the Rayleigh-Schrodinger
series E} and ¢);.

We take the context of an analytic and self-adjoint operator family H(\),
presented in Section [I.I] In particular, we consider a series of operators

+oo
H(\) =) A"H",

n=0

and a cluster of eigenmodes (E,,(\), ¢u(A))Z=1 of H(A), where all those maps
are analytic in A €] — Ao, Ag[. We define respectively an energy norm and a

parameter norm, for any operator B of H, by respectively
”BHZ,ee = ”ABAHQa HB”p = “A_IBA_IH .

We have |B[,; < |A7Y] IBs.cer so the energy norm |l2,cc controls the
energy norm [-|;, defined in (2). We use intermediate normalization, which
is reviewed in Section [Al We set

G N A
®,(A) = (D0 B (V) O n! (d)\"qls#()\)),\o’

1 /4 1 /4
S (G ) [ oy '
Y <d)\" “(/\)>,\0’ ool <d/\" N(A)>Ao

8.1. A preliminary bound on “Cauchy squares”. First we will need the
following result, which is a bound on a series that we can call the “Cauchy
square” series.
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Lemma 8.1 (Upper bound on the Cauchy square series). Take o, 8 > 0 and
let us define x1 := « and for anyn € N, n > 2,

n—1
Ty = 5an_sx5.
s=1
Then for any n € N,
(2 (3)

n

where ¢ is Riemann’s zeta function so 2¢ (%) ~ 5.2248...

n—1
p (75)

Tn < Q

wiw|

Remark 8.2. We made a numerical study giving evidence that
In

! L
ar”2(4aB)r"In"2 note

Proof. First, we show that proving the result with § = 1 enables to show it
for any 8 > 0. Take a general 8 > 0. By using vy, := Bx,, we have y; = af
and y, = Z?:_ll Yn—sls. We use the result for f =1 on y,, which yields the
claimed result for z,,.

Hence without loss of generality we can take 8 = 1. Let us prove
by induction. We define & := 2( (%), for any x €]0,n[ we define g(x) :=

3

(z(n —x))" 2, we extend it on C\{0,n}, and we define S, := S "=} g(s) for
any n = 2.

For n = 1 the right hand side of is a so the initial step is valid. Take
n € N, n > 2, such that for any s € {1,...,n—1}, x5 < a(fa)sfls_%. Then

n—1
<l (€)Y — L a2 (ea) s, (76)
s=1 (3(n - S))§
Defining G(z) := ’;(ffx) we have G'(z) = —%Qg(:z) SO
b9 _ 4(n-2)
/1 Q—E(G(l)*G(n*D)—m-

Moreover, g(Z) = g(z) and by the Abel-Plana formula,

n—1
Su = / g(s)ds + Lg(1) + Lg(n — 1)

- . .
g(1 +iy) —g(n —1+1iy)
_2Im/0 S dy

5n2 — 12n + 8 g1+
:ng+_41m/ g1 i) g
(n—1)zn? o e —1
hence
3
) 3, C(1+iy)2 3\ _
i s =5 = [ Ty =20 (F) =6

where we used the Abel-Plana formula again. Moreover, (n%/2S,),>2 is an
increasing sequence, thus S, < ¢/ n3/2. Then (76)) enables to conclude. [
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8.2. Bound on the Rayleigh-Schrédinger series : the non-degenerate
case. We are now ready to obtain a bound on Ej; and ®;. In particular,
this provides a bound on the convergence radius of the perturbation series.
We take the non-degenerate case, that is v =1, s0o u = 1.

For any m € NU {0} and any n € N, we define

n—1
h = H™ - B, Qpi=hy + Y h K (0)Qs.  (77)
s=1
Then, by a classical result which can be found in [14,/17] for instance, we

have

o = K, (0)Qpd),  Vn>1, (78)

where the partial inverse K, was defined in. Moreover, we can compute
0 0
By = (@ (Qu + Ey) ). (79)

Lemma 8.3 (Bound on E™, ¢" and ®", non-degenerate case). Let us con-
sider the Hamiltonian family H(\) = S %0 X"H™ under the assumptions
of Sections |4.1.1] and [4.1.2, with v = 1. The non-degenerate eigenmode is
denote by (E,(X), du(N)), we fiz the phasis of ¢, (X) such that (¢, ¢u(N)) €

R, the intermediate normalization eigenvector is ®,(X) = %
{906 (V)

and

the Taylor series are written
EZ = % (%Eu()‘))h:o@z = % (dd%qs#()‘))‘)\zo ’ CI)Z = % (%Q#(A))‘)\ZQ :
Then for any n € NU {0},

|E] + loull, + @], < ab™, (80)
where a,b € Ry are independent of n.

Proof. For clarity, we drop the subscripts 1, so F := E1, ¢ := ¢1, ¢ := Py,
K = Ky, Q:=Qy, h:=h,. We define

CHoo = sup |[ATTH"ATY, ck = |AKA]|, ca = A7
neNU{0}
(81)
For any n € N let us define
n—1
" =H"+) hTKQ. (82)
s=1

From we have Q™ = ¢" — E", from we have E™ = <<I>O, q”<I>0>, and
we recall that h™* = H"™ — E™ hence

[B"| = (400, A~ q" A7 40°)| < Ia"], | @],
1Q"1, < la"l, + & 1E" < "1, (1+ ¢ |2°)7)

Ih7],, < croo + 1", |20 (83)
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Thus from we have

la"1, CHooJrCKZHh" I, 1e°1,

n—1

< enpot e (14 [0°1) T (e + =], 4 19°)) 1,
s=1

n—1
<emoo+ B (1+]a"],) 1ol

s=1

where
o= cae (14 ¢4 02) max (cmes & 02

Defining y», := [¢"[, + 1, we have

n—1 n—1
n <1+ CH,co t B Zyn—s(ys - 1) < (1 + CH,0 T+ B) Zyn—sys- (84)
s=1 s=1

We now show the bound for |¢"|,. For any n € NU{0} we define Y and
X™ as in ((124)), and

Up = Max (\Y”| ) ’X"_1’ ,yn) .

We have |[Y™| < Z?:_ll Upy—sUg and

n—3 n—2
_ ZXsyn—l—s - _ ZXs—lyn—s SO Xn 1‘ Zun Sl
s=0 s=1
We deduce that
n—1
Up < (1 + cH,00 + B) Z Up—sUs.
s=1

Using Lemma we deduce that there are a,b > 0 such that u, < ab”
for any n € NU {0}. We can propagate this result for |¢"[,, |E"|, [Q"],

using , for |®"|, by using , giving

9], < exe "1, [0, (1+ ¢4 [@%)?) (85)
and for |¢"|, by using (125). O

Remark 8.4 (On the radius of convergence of the perturbative approxima-
tion). Defining the perturbation approximation in the intermediate normal-

ization p(N) ==Y, _ OA"gb (80) yields

— (]Ap)™*! a
Al b)" < ,
lip(A “Z (1A19) 1—|)\|b 1—\b

and the radius of convergence of the right—hand side is b~L. Moreover,

I64(0) = 9N, < 7=y (M. (56)
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8.3. Bound on the Rayleigh-Schréodinger series : the degenerate
case, when degeneracy is lifted at first order. To show Theorem
we will need a similar lemma as Lemma but for the degenerate case. We
consider a degenerate case, so for all a, 3 € {1,...,v}, EY = Eg. As before,
I'Y is the orthogonal projector onto @)= Ker (H 0 Eg) It is well-known
that the v eigenvalues of T°HT?, as an operator of T'°H, are the

El (dAE ()‘))\,\:0:< 2’H1¢2>'

Here we assume that degeneracy is lifted at first order for some p € {1,...,v},
meaning that for any o € {1,...,v}\{u}, EL # E}A

8.3.1. Pseudo-inverses. In the degenerate case, we need to introduce two
kinds of partial inverse operators. The “zeroth order” partial inverse K, (0)
was defined in , and we set

K == K,(0).

We take some p € {1,...,v} and assume that degeneracy is lifted at first
order We also set

where G,(0) was defined in (43).

8.3.2. Series. We present degenerate perturbation theory as in the work of
Hirschfelder |14], in the case where all degeneracies are lifted at first order.
We define hy, == H"™ — E};, the operators

—H”ZthO 0 > Gy = qOu+ZQ0u uQn H(87)
s=2
and Q7 , = ¢, — B for i € {0,1}. Then for any m € NU {0} and any
n € N, we have

B = (ohoalloly, O = (KIQL, + KiQuit) . (89)

Lemma 8.5 (Bound on £}, ¢ and <I>Z, degenerate case). Let us consider
the Hamiltonian family H(\) = Z::(’) AYH™ under the assumptions of Sec-
tions |4.1.1] and |4.1.2. We take p € {1,...,v} and an eigenmode denoted
by (Eu(N), ¢u(N)). We consider the degenerate case, where the degeneracy
is lifted at first order, as described in Section i.e. Eg = EY for all
ac{l,...,v} and E}L # EL for all a € {1,...,v}\{u}. We fiz the phasis
of ¢u(X\) such that < 2, gbu()\)> € Ry, the intermediate normalization eigen-

vector is @, () := % and the Taylor series are written
W
ETL = (d)\"E ( ))\,\:07¢Z = % (%QZ)#()\))‘A:O ’ (I)Z = % (%(I)M()\))‘)\:() :
Then for any n € NU {0},
Bl + il + 25, < ab™, (89)

where a,b > 0 are independent of n and u, and depend polynomially on
|AKRA].-
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Proof. We recall that cy o was defined in . From we have

LA IS i N o

|12 < eroe + A VB < crmoe + A i, |95]7 (90)

and for ¢ € {0,1},

@8l < lafull, + ko], 1250 - (91)

Next,

461, CHoo+HK°\|eeZHhs

n—1

2
< oo+ [ Kl D (erroe +hllaiul, 1241.)

s=1
_ 2
X < q&us » 0 6)7
We define
O 1= max (erroon | K5 KA N2 1+ 25)7)

and we have

n—1
las,l, < €+ X 1+ i)
s=1

s p)_

Moreover,

ol < B, + 1, 3 il otz

n—1
<llatull, + (14 19507) 152 D (bl + et 19517)
2

S=

‘ n— s+1H

n—1

<ail, + €3 (sl + laill,) o] -

s=2
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We define z,, := Hq&qu + |‘q{"qu + 1 and estimate

n—s
O,u

s p)

i

n—1
ta <20 +209% (14 ] ( .
s=1

n—1
3 +1
3 (Il + e, ) ot
1 + 02 (Z TsTp—s + Z TsTn— s+1>
1—|—O (l’ll’n 1 +Z l’s+$s+1)$n s)
n—2
40(1 + 02) (iEs + $s+1) Tp—s-
s=1
Then with y, := x, + Tp41, Wwe have
n—1
Yn < T+ 40(1 + 02) Z (553 + vIerl) Tntl-s
s=1
n—1 n—1
<Yn-1+4CA+CH)D ysyn—s < (LHAC(L+C?) D Ysthn-s,
s=1 s=1

where we used that 1/y; < 1 in the last inequality. Using Lemma we
deduce that there are a,b > 0 such that for any n € NU {0}, y, < ab",

and then

|z

< ab™ for i € {0,1}. We propagate this property for }EZ ,

o1, < (uKﬁuee ot l, + 1830, i, ) 1o,
As we see in C, we can bound a and b using polynomials in

%, e

The bound on H(;SZH@ can be deduced with the same method as in Lemma
L]

n
qip,

‘ using and (| and for H<I> H by using

l"Hee’

CH,007 Kl(,)LHee )

9. COEFFICIENTS IN DENSITY MATRIX PERTURBATION THEORY

In this section we present how to compute the coefficients of the pertur-
bative series in density matrix perturbation theory. We use the Liouvil-
lian operator and its partial inverse, a classical too in perturbation theory,
see [17,30], used in [2,[23], with a detailed exposition in |7, Section 5.1]. See
also for instance [31].
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9.1. Definitions. We choose the same context and notations as in Sec-
tion [4.1], in particular, we consider a series of operators

+o0o
H(\) =) _ A"H"
n=0

We consider a cluster of eigenmodes (Eu()\),<b“()\))zzl of H()\), where all

those maps are analytic in A €] — Ao, Ao[. Let us take Ag small enough so
that there is kg > 0, independent of A, such that for any A €] — Ag, Ao,

(e (E)\{Eu(M}iz1) 0 Uizt 1Eu(N) = £, By(N) + 6| ) = 2.
Take (¢u(A));=1 € H” such that
(Pu(A); pa(A) = 0uay  @u(A) € Ker (H(A) = Eu(A)), (92)
the density matrix corresponding to those eigenmodes is
v +oo
PO) = 3 loul0) (o) = SN, where T = — (Spey))
n! \ dA In=0
pn=1 n=0
and is independent of the choice of the frame ¢, ()), as long as it respects (92).

9.2. Statement. Let us take (¢,,);,_; € H" such that ¢, € Ker (H(0) — E,(0))
and (¢, Pa) = Oua for any p,a € {1,...,v}, so ' = > =1 leu) (ol Let
us define Ay :=T9 By:=0, Cy:=0 and forany n € N, n > 1,

1 1

Ay = — (Ankak + B;kak) s C, = (Cn,ka + Bn,kB]:)

1 1

n

3
|

B
Il
=
Il

i
L

by = (T9)* (H"‘k (A, + By) — (Bf + Cy) H”—k) o
0

b
Il

&:ZM@W%(%
pn=1

where Z?n:a = 0 if b < a, and K,(0) is defined in (25). We see that A,
and C), are self-adjoint. The following result is classical and comes from |21].
See also |31] for other methods of computing I'"™.

Proposition 9.1 (Coefficients in density matrix perturbation theory, [21]).
Let us consider a Hilbert space H, a self-adjoint energy operator A, an an-
alytic family of self-adjoint operators H(\) = Z:{i% AN'H™, we make the
assumptions of Sections[{.1.1 and[{.1.3. Take v € N, consider a set of eigen-
modes (E,,(\), qbu(A))Z:l, analytic in A\, and the corresponding density matriz
P(A) = Y251 [6u (V) (Su(N)| = X325 AT Then for any n € NU {0},

I'"=A, + B, + B, + C,, (94)
where the involved operators are define in .

For the sake of completeness, we give a more mathematical proof in Sec-
tion

Remark that I is invariant under the gauge change (¢,.);,_; =1 ¢ = U,
for any unitary U € U,,. Hence A, B, and C,, are also invariant under this
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transformation. So one does not need to compute the exact ¢,(0), which are
notoriously hard to obtain.
Moreover, I'H being the active space, we have

An — FOFnFO, Bn — (FO)LFnFO’ B;; _ I\OFTL(FO)L, Cn — (FO)LFH(FO)L’
and we can rewrite

n—1 n—1
Ay =-TO> " TAOFO G = (Tg)" Y Tk (D)t
k=1 k=1

i
L

L

b, = (I°) [H" K TMT°, By =) Ku(0)b.P,,.
pn=1

B
I

0

Then to prove (36) we will need to following bound on the I'" series.

Proposition 9.2 (Bound for the coefficients of density matrix perturbation
theory). There exist a,b > 0, independent of n € NU {0}, such that for any
n € NU {0},

| AT Al < ab". (95)
9.3. Proof of Proposition (9.1

9.3.1. First relations. The Euler-Lagrange equation [H(A),I'(\)] = 0 gives
that for any n € NU {0},

i [H”"“,Fk} =0. (96)

k=0

Moreover, I'(A\)* = I'(A\) and T'(A\)2 = T'(\) so for any n € NU{0}, (I'")* =™
and

n
rokpk =, (97)
k=0

9.3.2. Decomposition of the projection. We define P := I'V, P+ := 1 —T"
and

A, = PP, B, := PI"P, C, := Ptrmpt

so A¥ = A, and C;; = C,, and

I'"=A,+B,+B8,+C, (98)
so we want to compute the series A,,, By, Cp.
9.3.3. Formulas for A, and C,. We define the Liouvillian

L= [HO, ] ,
and G, denotes the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators, defined in . For
any B, F' € Gy, we compute
(LB,F)y = Tr (LB)" F = Tt[H, B]*F = Tr B*H°F — Tr H'B*F
= Tr B*HF — Tr B*FH® = Tr B*[H°, F] = Tr B*LF = (B, LF)>,
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hence L is self-adjoint, or in other words, £L* = L. We define

|
—

n n—1
X, = — [H"*’f, r’f] S A i (99)
0 k=1

e
Il

Then transforms to
LT =X,
and transforms to
I'"P+PI" —T" = -Y,. (100)

From we can compute [P + PT" — '™ = A, — C,, so (100 implies

A, = —PY, P Cn = Py, Pt (101)
so we can develop

1
(An—r + Ba— + By + Coi) (Ak + By, + By, + C)
1

3
|

Yo,

EEl
Eond
i

i
L

= Ak (Ak + BZ)—i—Bn,k (.Ak + BZ)—i_B;:fk (Ck + Bk)+Cn,k (Bk + Ck> .
1

£
Il

Applying P on the left and on the right, and applying P on the left and
on the right, together with (101f) we obtain

n—1 1
Ay == (A i + B Br) . Co=3 (CoiCh+BuiB}).
k=1 1

3
|

e
Il

(102)

9.3.4. LB,,. Wehave H'P = PHY = PHP and H°P+ = P+ H? = pLgopL
hence for Q,G € {P, P1} and for any operator F' € Go,

L(QFG) = Q(LF)G. (103)
By taking F = X,,, Q = P+, G = P, we have
n—1
LB, = P X, P & Z (Bi+Cp) H"*P — PYH"F (A, + By).  (104)
©9) *=0

9.3.5. Partial inverse of the Liouvillian. We define
O:={Le&y|L=PLP}.

Let us take (¢,);,_; such that ¢, € Ker (H(0) — E,(0)) and (¢u, ¢a) = dua

for any pu,a € {1,...,v} and the operator of S,

62—>62

LT v
F — —ZuleM(O)FP%.

(105)
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For any F' € Gy, we compute

LYLF ==Y K,(0)[H, F|P,, =) Ku(0)FH'P,,~K,(0)H'FP,,

u:l /J,:l
v

= Z E,(0)K,(0)FP,, + P*FP,, — E,(0)K,(0)FP,, = P*FP,

(106)

where we used that K,,(0) (H® — E,(0)) = —P+. Soif F € O, then LYLF =
F. By a similar computation, we have LL* = LT L. Moreover, (LTL£)? =
LYL and (LTL)* = LTL, where the dual operator is taken with respect to
the scalar product (-,-),. Hence £1L is the orthogonal projection onto O,
and £ is a partial inverse.

9.3.6. Formula for B,. Since B, € O, and since £LTL is the orthogonal

projection onto O, we have

B, = & kz (B, +Cy) H"FP) — £ (PEH™ " (Ag + By))

i Zi (H" M (A + By) — (B +Ck)H”*k> P,,. (107)
=1 k=

9.3.7. Conclusion. The recursive relations and respected by Ay,
B, and C,, are the same as the ones respected by A,, B, and C,,. Thus from
Ag = Ag, By = By, Cy = Cy, we conclude that A, = A,, B, = B, and
Cn = C,, for any n € NU {0}.

9.4. Proof of Proposition We recall that
”B”Q,ee = ”ABA”2a CK = 11%152(” HAKA” ,

CH,00 '= Max HA tH" A~ 1” i
neNU{0}
For any n € NU {0}, we define
vn 1= max (| Anly.. |Cnlec)
Let us take n € N and. We have
v n—1
AB, A=) Y AK,(0)A
pn=1k=0
X (A’lH"”“A’lA (Aj, + By) A — A7 (B} + C) AA”H”*A”)
X AP, A.

Moreover, for any k € NU {0} and any L € {Ay, By, Cy},
| = [ALAAT?| < G NALA] < & | Ly e < Gior,

and

2
|47, All, = [[AT°P,, TOA[, < ATO) [ 2, [, [T0A] = [lAT°)"
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hence

n—1
IBulyee < dvercerooch [ATO2 S vy
k=0

For any k € NU {0} we define uy := vy + 1, we have vy < ug < ugty_k so
for any n > 1,

n—1
||Bn||27ee +1< (1 + 4VCKCH,ooCi HAFOHQ) Z WUy —fo-

k=0
Similarly, we have
n— n—
[Anly e <263 vrvn—t, ICnlaee <263 vkvn—i,
so for any n > 2,
n—1 n—1
[Anlaee +1 < (14+264) D urtin—k, [Culyee + 1< (1+265) Y wpin—
k=1 k=1

and we can conclude that

n—1
Uy < (1 + 20124 max (1, 2VCKCH7WC?4 HAI‘OH2>) Zukun_k.
k=1

We obtain by applying Lemma to Uy,

10. PROOF OF COROLLARIES [4.1] AND [4.3]

We only give a proof of Corollary in detail, because the proof of Corol-
lary [4.7] uses the exact same method.
To apply Rellich’s theorem, we remark that we automatically have
max ||AT'PH"PA7!| < 400
neNU{0}
because HA_IPH”PA_IH < c% HA_IH"A_1
to be bounded.

|, which was already assumed

10.1. Proof of Corollary The proof of Corollary [£.3] uses Proposi-
tion [3.3] and Lemma [8.3]

Defining
CHoo = Max HA T A~ 1H < 400,
neNU{0}
for any A < 1 we have [A""H(AN)A™!| < cppoo (1 - IA]) ! so for any A < 1/2,

|[ATTHNA™Y < 2ch 00 (108)
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We have

H_; 1603 — SV L) + (EX) — EO) RO (6(3) — $(V))

< %Cﬁ [6A) = W2 [6WVIZ + her |EQX) = EN (N = v (M),

< 1600 — oI (SO + en (AIEN] + 2em00) [600) — (V).
(o

e

(109)

Since ¢(0) = ¥(0), and by continuity of the maps A — ¢(\) and A — (N,
we have [p(A) — ¢ (N)], = 0 as A — 0, and then we can take Ag small enough
such that for any \ €] — Ao, Ao,

[6(A) — (V).
< 2y (% [6NIZ + cr (¢4 1BV + 2¢8,00) H¢>(A)—¢(A)”8)_1, (110)
il

We use (¢(N), ( )) 6 R, to apply Proposition [3.3|at each A. Thus from (12)
and (109) (see a ) we obtain that for any A €] — Ao, Ao|,

600 = 6, < 2(1+ea|ARA] [PHo0)| -

We recall from Appendix [A] that

I N - 2
o= P (@), O e
L -1 J_ -1 S
PLo() = eV PN = [2(V)] H%A ",

We use the phasis gauge <¢0,¢()\)> € R, to obtain the bounds on the
derivatives , and thus there is ¢,b > 0 independent of £ and A such
that

[6(\) — (V)] < e (N b) .

From this, we deduce that ¢ = 9" for any n € {0,...,¢}. From this last
inequality and we also obtain that for some ¢,b > 0 independent of ¢
and A,

[N = wWP < e (AB)* Y, e = B < c(IA[)* Y. (111)
Using once more, we have
$(A) — ¥(A) = XF! (14 R(0)H(0)) ¢!

= (1+ ROVH() P (6(0) = X F1gt)

+ ARV H(X) — R(0)H(0)) o — % [$(X) = (N2 (N)
+(EN) = EN) R(N)o(A). (112)
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We now seek to bound each of those terms. First,

+o0
HPJ_ <¢(>\)_)\e+1¢e+1) He _ nzg;ﬂ/\n(pn e c(’)\|b)€+2

for some ¢,b > 0 independent of £ and A. Then, by analyticity of A —
R(MN)H(N), at A =0, we have

|ARO)EX) ~ RO)H(©0)) A7 < e,

where ¢ does not depend on A. We can reproduce the same reasoning for the

norm |-|. Finally, also using (111)), (112)) yields, for § € {0, 1},
l d, v
1600 = W W)y = N+ i

< o) =) = AT (1 + RO)H(0) Pt

e,0
< (A b) 2.

The proof of the eigenvalue bound is similar.

10.2. Proof of Corollary We remark directly from ({7]) that the leading
order of T'(A) — A(N) is

14

> ((1 + Ry(\H(X) PAT(A\) Py, () + s,a>

pn=1
=AY (14 Ry(0)H(0) PAT Ry, )+ 5:2) + O(AF),
pn=1
We used that D(A)PL = 32729 AT™PL, because PLI* = 0 for all k €

{0, ..., £} by the assumption (37) stating that ImT'* € PH. The bounds ([36)
and are obtained by using similar arguments, and follow the same steps.
We need the bound on the derivatives I'" for showing .

10.3. Proof of Lemma We have ¢, (\) = 320 "¢y, and

D) = Y2 16u0) (6Nl = > X7 g ) (o)
pn=1

0<k,p<+oo
1<pusy

. . . . . _ _k k
hence identifying the coefficients of A" gives I'" = Y71 (377, ‘gf)ﬁ ) <¢#‘.
From this we see that

l

EBImF”:Span(QSZ\Ogngﬁ,léugy).
n=0

Moreover, take p € {1,...,v}, then

Mo, = Z ba <¢gw 80u> + Z ¢Z_k <¢Za <Pu> .
a=1

1<a<v
0<k<n—1
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Since (‘Pu)zzl is a basis of Span ((¢2)Z=1)7 this relation enables to show
recursively the following proposition for any n € NU {0},

P(n) :

Span(Fkgpa|O<k:<n,1<a<1/>:Span(¢§|0<k<n,1<a<1/>.

11. PROOF OF THEOREM [4.9]

We consider Appendix [A] for intermediate normalization. Let us recall
that

N (N
2=y Y G0

1 /d” 1 /d?
= — | ——ou(A == | 55 Pu(A
Pu = <d)\"¢“( )>A:o7 ol (d)\” u >>/\:0’

1 dr 1 dar
A ey e :
Booonl <d/\n u()‘)>/\07 & n! (d)\”gu()\)),\o

The proof of this result is different from the proof of Corollaries [£.1] and
In particular it does not use the results of Section

11.1. Core lemma. Before starting the proof, we show the following lemma,
giving the error at order n + 1 when the previous orders are equal.

Lemma 11.1. Take n € NU {0}. If for all k € {0,...,n}, @,’j = \Ifﬁ and
Eﬁ = 55, then EL”rl = EZ}H and

optt — it = (14 GL(0)H') (14 R, (0)H") PHojt!. (113)

Proof. We have ¢2 € PH for any o € {1,...,v} so
r'p = pro =p, (114)
hence P (FO)J‘ = (I‘O)L P, we have
1 0y-L 0pL
L=P>+P (") +T"Py + Py
and we will split
H=PHOP (") HOTPEH O PyH.

We will compute @Z’H — \IIZH on each of those subspaces.
We define &} := @}, — ¥, for any ¢ € NU{0}. For any q € N,

@, L P, and Wi L@,  hence Py&l=0. (115)

We define wfj = HF — Eﬁ, hﬁ = HF — E/'j' and

+00 oo
wa(A) := HA) = E,(A) =Y Nwf,  hu(\) = HQ\) — E,(A) = > Ank.
k=0 k=0
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Since ¥, (A) is en eigenvector of (PH()\)P)‘pHHPH with eigenvalue &, (),

Pw,(A)¥,(A) =0, so identifying the different factors of A? of the last equa-
tion, for any ¢ € NU {0} we have that

q
> Puthwk = o. (116)
k=0

Since (E,(X), ®,(N)) is an eigenmode of H(A), hy(A)®,(A) = 0, and this
yields that for any ¢ € NU {0},

q

> hiEek = 0. (117)
k=0

Applying P to (117)) and substracting (116)) yields

T
M=

q
P (ni e —ug ) = Do P (e (g1t - B )
k=0

iy

0

I
M=

P (niReh + (& - BR)wir). (118)

il

0

We know that El]f - E}j =0 and {,’j =0 for all k € {0,...,n}. So using (118)
with ¢ =n + 1 gives

_ pp0entl +1 +1) 0
0="Ph& ™ + (& — BT @)
Taking the scalar product with <I>2 gives SSH = Eﬁ“ and applying P(;;)
I
gives PROEIH! = 0, so
PRyPET = PRy P = —PHIPL o)
and applying R, (0) yields
P (T0)" €0+ = R, (0)HOP-&7+, (119)
Next, applying (118]) with ¢ = n + 2 gives
_ pplentl 0 ¢n+2 +2 +2) 0
0="Ph, & +Pho&i™ + (€17 - E;F?) @,
Applying I‘OP(;E and using ([114)) gives

=TP,h\ &t =TOP5 b (P+ 0\t 10pL +1
0 =TOPfhigt = TP L (PL+P (1) +TOPY + Py ) &1
_ 0plplp0pl gntl | FOpL 71 O\ o et
b | M PG+ TRy (14 B (O HT) PRy
We now apply G,(0), being such that G#(o)I‘Opd)Lg hzltFOquLg _ —I‘OP(;%, which
gives

POP & = Gu(O)hy, (1 + R, (0)H) P o+, (120)
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. . . . q _ .
Finally, using it, together with (119]) and P¢2 &1 =0 yields

p= (PP (PO) +TOPS; + Py ) €11

= (14 Gu(0)hy) (1+ RM(O)HO) plont!
= (1+ Gu(0)H") (1 + R,(0)H®) PHapt!,
where we used that I'(0)R,,(0 ) = 0, and hence G, (0)R,(0) = 0, in the last
line. O

We then transform the last result into a result on the intermediate nor-
malization series.

Lemma 11.2. Take n € NU{0}. If for all k € {0,...,n}, (I)Z = \Il/’j, then

forallk € {0,...,n}, qﬁﬁ = 1/15, and gbﬁ“ - Z‘H <I>”+1 \I'ZH.

Proof. As in Lemma for © € {®, ¥}, we define Y3 := 1,Yd := 0, and
for any ¢ € N,

—1
1+ - i
Ya=35" (<eg ’“,@ﬁ> ~vg Yé;) :
k=1
and we have
q—2
P =P~ qu ’ w %:‘I’ﬁ—zYaﬁ’_%ﬁ‘

Since for any k € {0,...,n}, ®% = U then one can prove by induction that

YE = Y{ for any k € {0 n+ 1} then qbﬁ = @Z)Z for any k € {0,...,n}
and (z)n—i-l o n+1 (I)n—‘rl \I,n—i-l
1 T

11.2. Proof of . We are now ready to prove ({45]).

11.2.1. From n =0 to n = £. We make a recursive proof on n € {0,...,¢}
of the proposition

F(n) :

Vk €{0,...,n},pe{0,...,2n}, <I>k \Ifk qSﬁ :¢ﬁ and Ef = &P,
(121)

We have @), = U9 = ¢ = qbu(()) and Ej) = £ = E,(0), proving F(0).

Let us now take n € {0,. — 1}, assume F(n) and we want to show
F(n+1), that is we want to show that @71 = \IJ”‘H, ¢t = ¢nth and that
El =&} for p € {2n+1,2n + 2}. Since PLQ”“ = 0, applying Lemmam
yields CI>"+1 = \IJ"“ and applying Lemma [11.2] yields qﬁ"“ %TEH- Then
we have

+o0
Su(N) —wu(N) = > N (g — o).

k=n+2
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We use Lemma i.e. that quﬁ”e + Hz/;l’jHe < ab® for any k € NU {0}, some
a,b > 0. We have

+oo
18,0 =W < Y0 I ([lok] +[vk] )
=n+2
< g (W2 < e,

for some constant ¢ > 0 independent of A and n. Applying it with gives
| Eu(X) = EuV)] < e (IA[B)*"

where ¢ is independent of A\ and n. Letting A\ — 0 gives El, = & for
p € {2n+1,2n 4 2} as expected, and this concludes the induction, showing
F(n) for all n € {0,...,¢}.

11.2.2. n =¥ and the conclusion. By Lemma [11.2] we have

4+1 ]l gl g+l
Pu u =2y o,

Applying P+ yields PH¢it! = PLgn+! and thus with (I13),

oL — it = (14 GL(0)H"Y) (1 + R, (0)H) Pl

Returning to the series,

+0o0
¢M(A)_¢M(A):)‘Z+1(¢ﬁ+l_ ﬁ+1)+ Z A" (¢Z_w2)

n=~+2

We obtain by using the same reasoning as in Section and we need
Lemma

12. PrROOF OF LEMMA 5.1
We have

Y/ ?
Bu(N) = 0u(N) = du(N) = DA+ ) A — (M)
n=0 n=0

+00 ; -1\
SRR R PIRNCH I DR
n=~0+1 n=0 n=0

Then we write 1 = HZ:E% )\”gbm‘_l and use that for any u,v > 0,

|u_1 - v_l‘ <Ju—vlu o™
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S0
[6u(A) = euN], 5 < Z A",
n=~0+1 e,8
400 ¢ Ly e
| DR e DR 1 I DR
n=0 n=0 n=0 e,
400 ¢ Ly
S DR B RV M WP I WP

n=_(+1 e,6 n=0 n=0 €0

Finally, |Zn 241 AHQSZH@& < ;2'24_1 A" ”d)ZHe,a and we apply Lemma

The bound en eigenvalues can be deduced from the previous one.

Acknowledgement. We warmly thank Long Meng for a useful discussion.

APPENDIX A. INTERMEDIATE NORMALIZATION

In this section, we show several results about intermediate normalization,
which is aimed to be applied to Rayleigh-Schrodinger series eigenvectors in
another part of this document, for both degenerate and non-degenerate cases.

A.1. Unit normalization. We consider a Hilbert space H with scalar prod-
uct (-, -) and norm |-|, and a map ¢ : R — H depending on one real parameter
A. We consider that

lo(M] =

for any A € R, which is called unit normalization. We assume that ¢ is
analytic at 0 so we can expand it

o= L (d"qs(A)) S =3 g
Sl - '

n=0

A.2. Definition of intermediate normalization. Let us define

W L1 fd
2N = T sty R <dA”©(A))AZO‘

We then define Z()\) P 1( WE Let us denote by Py the projector onto

(¢
Co¢Y, so Pyo(N) = <¢0 d(A )> ¢#%. Then we have
(A) = Z(N) (Pyod(AN) + (1= Pyo)p(N) = ¢° + (1 = Pyo) Z(N)$(N),
Thus ®° = ¢° = ®(0) = ¢(0), and for any n € N, " € (1—Py)H = {®"}.
We conclude that
" LY vYn>1. (122)

The normalization of ®()\) is called the intermediate normalization. It
is not a unit vector for all A # 0 in general, but has the convenient prop-
erty . For instance in the case of families of eigenvectors, it is com-
putable as recalled in Section [§ For this reason, this is usually the one that
is computer first in eigenvalue problems depending on one parameter.
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A.3. From standard normalization to unit normalization. Once ®"
is computed, or once one has proved properties on it, one can need to work
with ¢™ again. One way of going from intermediate normalization to unit
normalization is to fix the phasis gauge of ¢(\) such that

(0%, 0(N)) € Ry.
Then 13t = (I8N (¢°, (1)) ™" é(A) s0 13y and ¢(A) have the same

()
phasis, and since they both have unit normalization they are equal,
()
B(N) = o) (123)
[

The next result shows how to obtain the series ¢™ from the ®™’s.

Lemma A.1 (Obtaining the unit normalization series from the intermedi-
ate normalization one). We define Y° := X0 := 1, Y! := X! := 0 and,
recursively, for any n > 2,

n—1 n—2
Y= %Z (<c1>"—’f,q>k> yn- ’“Y’“) Xmi= =Y xFyrh (124)
k=1 k=0
Then ¢ = @0, ¢! = & and for any n > 2,
n—2
¢n ="+ X"Rok, (125)
k=0

We remark that ¢2 = @2 — 1 ¢! ¢°.
Proof. We define y(\) := |®(\)| and consider its Taylor series

1 /4
"= — | —y(\
Y n! <d/\”y( )>,\0’

the relation y(\)2 = [®(\)|? gives, for any n € NU {0},

n n
Zyn hyk — Z <q)n—k7¢,k>
k=0 k=0
hence, using y° = H¢0H_2 = 1 and (|122)), we get a recursive way of obtaining
the y™’s, which is y' = 0 and for any n > 2, via
n—1

1
Yy = 5 Z <<(I)n7k’ (I)k> _ ynfkyk> 7

so y" = Y™ for any n € NU {0}. We then define z(\) := 1/y(\), and
its Taylor series 2" := 4, (%x()\))‘/\zo. The relation z(A)y(A) = 1 gives

S g aFynk =4, for any n € NU {0}, yielding 2° = 1, 2! = 0 and for any
n =2,

E:xknk’

soz™ = X" for any n € NU{0}. Flnally, from ([123]) we have ¢(\) = ®(A)z(N)
hence we deduce ([125|). O
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APPENDIX B. ERROR BOUNDS BETWEEN EIGENVECTORS,
DENSITY MATRICES AND EIGENVALUES

Eigenvectors are controled by eigen-density matrices, so it is equivalent to
obtain bounds using eigenvectors or bounds using density matrices. This is
the object of this appendix, and it enables to provide precisions on how to

derive the bounds and .

For any set of eigenvalues ¢ := (¢pq)h_; € H”, we define the norm

v

2 2

lel* = lel®.
pn=1

The following Lemma is well-known, see |5, Lemma 3.3| and [6, Lemma 2.1].

Lemma B.1 (Comparing errors between eigenvectors, density matrices and
eigenvalues, [5,[6]). Take two self-adjoint operators A and H acting on a
Hilbert space H, assume that there exists a € R such that 0 is in the resolvent
set of H +a. Take an orthogonal projection P, consider ¢ = (¢q)_, € H”
and = (Yo)o_y € (PH)” such that (Eq, ¢a),_, are eigenmodes of H and
(Earta)u_y are eigenmodes of PHP. Define the density matrices T’ := Dg,
A := Dy, define UPY as one of the optimizer(s) of the problem

min ¢ - U
and define ¥® := UP¥p. Then we have

[ 4@ - )] <At a2 iz + ol a7t
1
2 2
< (1 oot Ir - AR max 1Ea+al) 1A@ - D). (20)
and
v 2
S (g < (|4 A+ A7 g, 12l ) a0 -0

(127)

We provide a proof in our context for the sake of completeness. It closely
follows |5, Lemma 3.3] and |6, Lemma 2.1].

Proof. First,
_1
273 |0 - Al < ¢ — 92| < IT - Al (128)

is obtained from [6, Lemma 2.1] and [4, Lemma 4.3|. In [6] and [4] it is proved
for orthogonal matrices, i.e. in the real case, but the proof extends naturally

to the complex case. Defining the v x v matrix M by M, , = <¢$, ¢u> for

any o, € {1,...,v}, by [4, Lemma 4.3|, M is hermitian (again, we apply
the results to the complex case), so

(Br0 =02 = 5 (B0 — 0,0 — )

= 2 (Banbu—92) + 5 (v2.0u — 02 = 5 (4260 — (9,08 =



RBM AND EIGENVECTOR CONTINUATION 47

and for any o, p € {1,...,v} we have

(Br0s =02 = 5 (60— 08, 64— 08 (120)

Then
1+ o} A = 3 (v + al ) = Yl +
a=1 a=1

112 4
1+ att ], = X120+l

and

(I +al2 A |H +a2T) = TA|H +a|D=Tr Y A|H +al [¢a) (60l
a=1

=Y |Eata|(dasAda) = > |Ea+al|Adal?
a=1 A=A a=1

_ XV: |Eq +al <1 - HAL% 2) .
a=1

We can hence compute

1 2 12 12
i+l (= W = i+ b+ i+l A

1 1
—2Re (\H+a|5 A |H +al? r)2

14
2
=" |€a+a| — |Ea+a| +2|Ea +al HAi%

a=1

Then,
i+t (o= we) [ = S o+ ot (00 - )
a=1
= o[+ ol ga| + 1+ alt g~ 2Re (17 + ol gu, )
a=1

=3[0+ al+ B+ al - 2|Ea+a]Re<¢a,zp(‘f>
a=1

2

¢a_¢g¢)

14
:Z|8a+a]—|Ea+a]+]Ea+a\’
a=1

2
‘ in the last equality, which comes

where we used <¢a,w$> = 1—% ‘ Do — @ij
from ((129). We define Apax := max |Eq + a| and following [5, Appendix
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A], we have
izt (6 - w)[ = i+ it -,
Sl (foa -2 o))
a=1

< St sl ([t - 3 (5. -v2)[)

po — V¢

a=1
v 2 2
=2 Btal A (0o —v8)[ = 3 1Bt al|{on vt o)
a=1 1<, u<y
< e 3 b v 0 — v < Dhe [0 -7
4 1<a,u<y ! 4 2
1
g ZAmaX ”P - AH;L
(1128)
1 12 9 1 2
< Phmae |(H + )72 T = AR |1 + a2 (0 - )
Then
) ) 5
1 1
12+ (- 9#)] < (14 Fomms 1 402 11 - 2R2)

X HyH Va2 (D — A)HQ. (130)
Next,

o9 < ot

i+ (o= )]

1
2 2
IT - A\%)

X H|H+a|% (F—A)‘

1

< HA|H+ar% (H +a)2

1
<1 + ZAmax

)

2

and we deduce (126)) by using ([130)).
Let us now show ((127)). For any U € U,,, we have

v

Z <U1/JQ,HU1/JQ> = Z UauUaﬁ <¢u7 H¢ﬁ>

a=1 léa#ﬂél/

= Z UauUaﬁgﬁ (Y hp) = Z UauUaﬁgﬁ‘Sufﬁ
1<onp,B<v 1<onp,B<v

- Z UapUapy = ZSM Z UpaUap = Zg“ O°0) = ng"
pn=1 =1 pn=1

1<, u<v p=1
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Hence similarly as in ,

v v

> (b0 = 02 (Ba— H) (60— 02) ) = > (02, (Ba — H)v2)

a=1 a=1

3 B (UP 0, HUPY ) = Y (Ea - £0).
a=1 a=1

Thus

(1
2]

3]
(4]

(5]

(6]
7]
18]

9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

i: (Ba— )| < Z [(A(9a —02), A7 (Ba ~ H) AT A(90 — 02) )|

a=1
< (ju, 14 B - a7]) 3|

< (CH + A max \an [a(e w2

i

<agsv
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