arxiv:1611.00921v1 [hep-lat] 3 Nov 2016

PROCEEDINGS

OF SCIENCE

Phase structure analysis of CP(N — 1) model using
Tensor renormalization group

Hikaru Kawauchi*
Ingtitute for Theoretical Physics, Kanazawa University, Kanazawa 920-1192, Japan
E-mail: kawauchi@hep.s.kanazawa-u.ac. jg

Shinji Takeda'

Ingtitute for Theoretical Physics, Kanazawa University, Kanazawa 920-1192, Japan
E-mail: fakeda@hep.s.kanazawa-u.ac. jg

The phase structure of the lattice GP{ 1) model in two dimensions is analyzed by the tensor
renormalization group (TRG) method. We focus on the ¢dse2 and compare the numerical
result of the TRG method with that of the strong-couplinglgsia in the presence of thgterm
and investigate the nature of the phase transitich-atr.

34th annual International Symposium on Lattice Field Theory
24-30 July 2016
University of Southampton, UK

*Speaker.

TThis work was supported by Kanazawa University SAKIGAKEjBeband by MEXT as "Exploratory Challenge

on Post-K computer” (Frontiers of Basic Science: Challegghe Limits).

(© Copyright owned by the author(s) under the terms of the @e&ommons
Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives 4.0 Interratal License (CC BY-NC-ND 4.0). http://pos.sissa.it/


http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.00921v1
mailto:kawauchi@hep.s.kanazawa-u.ac.jp
mailto:takeda@hep.s.kanazawa-u.ac.jp

Phase structure analysis of CP(N — 1) model using Tensor renormalization group Hikaru Kawauchi

1. Introduction

The two dimensional CR(— 1) model is a toy model of QCD since they have a lot in common;
for example, they are asymptotic free theory and includegttierm. In QCD, the difficulty in
understanding why the value 6fis so small is one of the remaining puzzles, which is called th
strong CP problem. While solving this problem in QCD is sfigaint, analyzing the CIR(— 1)
model in the presence of titeterm is meaningful too.

In the lattice CP{ — 1) model, an interesting scenario tithbecomes zero was proposed by
Schierholz in Ref.[J1]. He analyzed the phase diagram of tR@\G- 1) model in theB3-6 plane as
shown in Fig[]L. In the phase diagram, a phase transition fonfining phase to deconfinement
phase was found and he suggested thét=f 0 is the only point in the confining phase at which
the continuum limit can be taken, this would resolve therggr€P problem. However, other
researches, in which the similar phase diagram was inatetigby similar way as Schierholz,
indicated that the deconfinement phase boundary may appeaodhe statistical errors in their
Monte Carlo-based methof] [B, 3]. On the other hand, the gtoouipling analysis of the phase
diagram supported Schierholz’s scenafip [4]. Figdre 2 shtive phase structure of the CP(1)
model which we analyze according to their strong couplingho@. In the largeB region, the
deconfinement phase appears while the strong coupling sssadynot appropriate for the weak
coupling region.
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Figure 1: The phase diagram of the Q¥{ 1) model proposed by Schierholtz. If the deconfinement phase
exists and = 0 is the only choice of the confining phase in the continuunit)ithen the strong CP problem
in the CPN — 1) model would be resolved.

More recently, Azcoitiet al. [§] focused on the fact that the CP(1) model is equivalenhéo t
O(3) model. In the O(3) model, there is a conjecture formedHajdane which insists that the
O(3) model with@ = mis gapless, that is, presents a second-order phase want{f]. They
investigated whether the same is true or not in the CP(1) mmiieg the Monte Carlo simulation
and found that there is a first-order phase transition lingfe 0.5 at@ = m, and there is a second-
order phase transition line for®< . The order of the phase transition changes arq8ire0.5,
but they could not identify the location of the point with ahiaccuracy.

In general, the Monte Carlo method has a difficulty in analgzystems including thé term
due to the sign problem. Therefore it is important to reaze@e previous results described above
by using sign-problem-free methods. The tensor renoratidiz group (TRG) [[8] method is one



Phase structure analysis of CP(N — 1) model using Tensor renormalization group Hikaru Kawauchi

1.5 t confining phase

_deconfinement]
phase

0/x

0.5 - confining phase

Figure 2: The phase diagram of the CP(1) model by using the strong icauahalysis Eh]. The deconfine-
ment phase appears and supports Schierholz’s scenario.

of such methods. Thus, we apply this method to theNCP () model including theéd term and
investigate the phase structure.

In our previous study, a tensor network representationeR( — 1) model including théd
term was derived and we applyed the TRG method to the CP(1¢imdthout thed term [9]. In
this report, we analyze the phase structure with&lierm and show the numerical results.

2. Tensor network representation of the CP(N — 1) model including the 6 term

In order to apply the TRG method to the GP£ 1) model, we need a tensor network repre-
sentation of the partition function. The details of the teris given in Ref.[[9] . Here we only
mention the structure of the tensor. The dominant term df eements are as follows.
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Figure 3: Tensor of the CR{ — 1) model. Each bond has four kinds of indices.

Taewv = T(15my) {a}50) (M), {b}tp) (wsmy). 63 Up) (vimy) {dl}vp)

. 042115

2sin——=

U \/IN71+|s+rns(2NB) X 94_727_2[3 (2.1)
p




Phase structure analysis of CP(N — 1) model using Tensor renormalization group Hikaru Kawauchi

Focusing on the first bond, there are four kinds of indidgsms, {a}, andsp, which are ex-
pressed as the red indices in Hig. 3. The indlgemidms are non-negative integer&} consists of
{aq,a,--- ,am} Wherea, = 1,--- N, ands; is an integer. The same is true of the other bonds.
As the ranges of some of these indices are infinite, one hasirtodte the bond dimensions for
numerical calculations. The first factor of Ef). {2.L)x), is the modified Bessel function of the
first kind. One can safely truncateandmg since the modified Bessel functions of the first kind
decrease rapidly as the indicésandms, increase. We set the maximumlgfi- ms to k. Table[1
shows howls andmg run and dimension ofa} for each set ofls; m).

Table 1: Values ofls, ms and dimension ofa}.
s ms dim. of {a}
0 1
N
N
N2
N2
N2

O, N OB O
N OB O

When the maximum ofs + m is truncated ak, the total dimensions d§ @ ms®{a}, which we
call Dg, is

1— (2+ KNk 4 (14 k)NK+2
(1-N)? '

Dp = (2.2)
Especially whelN = 2,Dg = 1+ k- 2%t1 Similarly, one can truncate the dimensiorspfat large
|sp| due to the form of the second factor of Ef. [2.1). We trundagedimension o§, to Dg. We
use the truncated tensor for the initial tensor of the TRGhoet

3. Numerical results

The TRG method makes it possible to calculate the partitimetion Z approximately once
the tensor network representation is obtained. The sysiieBraors can be controlled by adjusting
the bond dimensions of the tensor. This truncation is jestifoy the hierarchy of the singular
values of the tensors. We set the bond dimensidDgo Dg. And in this report, we focus on the
caseN = 2.

First, we compare the result of the TRG method with that ofdtieng coupling analysis.
Figure[}t shows the numerical results of the free energy tyeRsof the CP(1) model a8 = 0.2.
The strong coupling analysis is expected to work well in $riadlegion and these two results are
almost consistent at thf3. As the value of3 grows, however, these two results gradually become
different from one another. As can be seen from the reshiésetseems to be a phase transition at
0 = mwhere the CP symmetry is spontaneously brokeh [10].
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Figure 4: The free energy density of the CP(1) model a8 = 0.2. The solid line indicates the result of
the strong coupling analysis and the cross marks indicateofithe TRG method. In the TRG method, the
linear lattice size i& = 229 and the bond dimension of the tensobDig x Dg = 5 x 3.

By differentiating twice the free energy denskywith respect tof, one can calculate the
topological susceptibility,

1 92
L2062
We take the derivative with respect @ numerically in the TRG method. Figuf¢ 5 shows the
volume dependence of the topological susceptibility otatdifrom the TRG method.

The order of the phase transition can be verified by the voldependence of the peak values
of the susceptibilityxmax Which is described by

X = logZ(8). (3.1)

Xmax O LV. (3.2)

The exponenty/v equals 2 for first-order phase transitions whiland v are the conventional
critical exponents for second-order phase transitions wit < 2. The result a8 = 0.2 is shown
in Fig.[6. In this range obg andDyg, the fitting analysis indicates that the phase transitidirss
order and there is almost no dependence of truncations.

We also calculate the exponents at differBstas shown in Fid] 7. This figure shows that the
truncation dependences are small in the regod 0.3, while it tends to be larger in the region
0.4 < B. Therefore we have to investigate the latter region witthérgaccuracy. For that pur-
pose, one can increase the bond dimensions. However it ieasbnable because it is expected
that a second-order phase transition line exists f@pm 0.5 [B]. Generally, the TRG method
does not work well especially in critical region. For the lgae of critical region, a new tensor
network method has already been developed, which is cdiledensor network renormalization
(TNR) [I]. It is worthwhile to apply this method to the cdiil region.
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Figure5: The volume dependence of the topological susceptibilify at0.2. The bond dimension of the
tensor isDg x Dg = 5 x 3. The linear lattice size is = 4, 8, 16 and 32.
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Figure6: The volume dependence gfax at 8 = 0.2. There is almost no truncation dependence. The slope
of the fit line forDg = 17 andDg = 3 is 2003+ 0.031 and indicates a first-order phase transition.

4. Summary

We analyze the phase structure of the CP(1) model includiad@ tterm by using the TRG
method and reconfirm that the order of the phase transiti¢h=atr is first order until@ = 0.3.
The truncation dependence of the topological suscepilsitises for 04 < 8. For our future work,
we shall try the TNR method in the largkregion.
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Figure 7: Truncation dependence of the expongfi. For 8 < 0.3, the truncation dependences are small
and it indicates first-order phase transitions. Fdr<Q 3, the truncation dependences are large.
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