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Abstract

We propose a second renormalization group (SRG) in the triad representation of tensor net-
works. The SRG method improves two parts of the triad tensor renormalization group, which are
the decomposition of intermediate tensors and the preparation of isometries, taking the influence
of environment tensors into account. Every fundamental tensor including environment tensor is
given as a rank-3 tensor, and the computational cost of the proposed algorithm scales with O(x?)
employing the randomized SVD where y is the bond dimension of tensors. We test this method
in the classical Ising model on the two dimensional square lattice, and find that numerical results

are obtained in good accuracy for a fixed computational time.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The tensor network method is a promising approach in investigating quantum and classi-
cal many-body systems[IH7]. The tensor renormalization group (TRG) [§] provides accurate
results in practice for two dimensional classical models from condensed matter physics to
lattice field theory [9HI3], even for theories with the sign problem [I4HI8]. In two dimen-
sions, there are also powerful methods with disentangler[21H24] by which the accuracy of
results are significantly improved even at criticality. In dimensions higher than two, several
algorithms such as the higher-order TRG (HOTRG) [19], anisotropic TRG (ATRG) [20] and
the triad TRG [25] were proposed and used in recent works [2628]. Further improvements
of the algorithms would be necessary in obtaining accurate results because the truncation

error becomes larger in higher dimensions as well as the computational cost does.

In the TRG, the tensor is decomposed locally by the singular value decomposition (SVD),
which does not always give the best approximation of the partition function itself because
the influence of the rest of networks (i.e. environment tensors) is ignored. Isometries are also
optimized locally by using the SVD in some algorithms. For higher dimensional theories,
the influence of environment tensors should be treated much more carefully because the size

of environment lattice increases with volume V = L¢ for fixed L.

The second renormalization group (SRG) method [29] incorporates the influence of en-
vironments into the decompositions of tensors so that the partition function is well approx-
imated, and the truncation error is drastically reduced. Similar improvements have been
done in the HOSRG [19]. Although the SRG-scheme is very powerful, its computational
cost is higher than that of the local algorithms. So it is important to realize the SRG in

efficient algorithms.

The triad TRG method [25] is formulated on a tensor network made only of rank-3
tensors, which is referred to a triad network in this paper. The HOTRG-like renormalization
is easily transcribed on the triad network, and the computational cost is reduced in higher
dimensions. If the environment tensors are also given by the similar triad representation,
the SRG-scheme could work within a reasonable cost in higher dimensions. However, it is
still an open question whether the concept of SRG and rank-3 environment tensors coexist

within good accuracy even in two dimensions.

This paper is devoted to address this issue. We present the SRG method on a two



dimensional triad network. All fundamental tensors including environment tensors are given
as rank-3 tensors. The SRG scheme is used to improve two parts of the triad TRG, which
are the decomposition of intermediate tensors and making isometries. The forward and
backward schemes adopted in the HOSRG are given with the rank-3 environment tensors.
The computational cost scales with O(x%) where ¥ is the bond dimension of the tensor, and
it is reduced to O(x°) by using the randomized SVD. We find that our method named a
triad SRG effectively works within good accuracy.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [[I, we begin with reviewing the
TRG/SRG on a honeycomb lattice, and see the HOTRG/HOSRG schemes defined on a
square lattice in detail. In Sec. [[TI} the triad SRG methods are presented. Reviewing the
triad TRG, an algorithm of the triad SRG whose cost is X% is firstly given. Then a y°-
algorithm is derived from the x°® one by using the randomized SVD. In Sec. we show
numerical results of the square lattice Ising model and discuss the performance by comparing
the triad SRG to the other methods. A summary and a discussion for the extension to a
higher dimensional system are given in Sec. [V]

Our main purpose in this paper is to pursue how the idea of small connectivity is com-
patible with a philosophy of SRG looking ahead to future applications to higher dimensional

systems.

II. SECOND RENORMALIZATION GROUP METHOD
A. TRG/SRG on a honeycomb lattice

We begin with considering a homogeneous tensor network on a honeycomb lattice:

Zz ="Tr H A»’CiyiziBw;-y;z;y (1>

icw,jeb

where b and w are the sets of black and white lattice points, and Tr is the summation over
all tensor indices z,y,2z = 1,2,--- ,x. The link z; is identified to x; where j is the nearest
neighbor site of ¢ in the = direction, and the same applies to ¢ and z’. Fig. (1| (a) shows the
tensor network on the honeycomb lattice. We assume that A and B are totally symmetric
tensors for simplicity of explanation. It is straightforward to extend the algorithm presented

in this section to the non-symmetric case.
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FIG. 1: Tensor network on a honeycomb lattice (a) and 2d square lattice (b).

The singular value decomposition (SVD) of an n x n matrix M, which is used for the

coarse graining, is defined in the standard manner as

M = UAVT, (2)
where A is an n x n diagonal matrix in which singular values are sorted in the descending
order, and U and V are n x n unitary matrices. Taking the k largest singular values (k < n)
gives the best k-rank approximation of M as

k
M[J ~ Z OImDJm (3)

m=1

where Cpp, = (UVA)m and Dy, = (VAVT),.

The partition function is evaluated by the TRG using the SVD such that the form of
Eq. is kept at nth renormalization step with A and B™. Consider a x? x x? matrix
M®™ defined by [[

Ml =D An B (4)
With the Egs. and , we have a y-rank approximation of M as

X
M~y Ciin Do (5)
m=1

! The comma in M;; j; is employed to regard a tensor M; i, as a matrix with the column 4,j and the row

k,l. Unless otherwise noted, Y, denotes > X ; in this paper.



Fig. I 2| shows the transformation of M from Eq. ( . to (5). As shown in Fig. I we arrive

at Eq. (1)) again with renormalized tensors,

Al =3 "oty

TYz ijx ~ jky Imz’
07,k
(n+1) (n) H(n) ()
Bmyz Dme]kkazz‘ (6>
0.3,k

In case of finite volume lattice of V = 2 x 3" with the center symmetric boundary condition,

the renormalization is completed in N steps. Finally we can evaluate Z from two tensors

AN and BM) as Z ~ D ey Agng(ch) where A and B are the initial tensors.

M;j 1

FIG. 2: Transformation of M by SVD.

FIG. 3: TRG on the honeycomb tensor network.

Although the SVD gives the best approximation of tensors locally, it does not always
give the best one for Z because the rest of tenor network (i.e. the environment for M)
is ignored. The second renormalization group (SRG) method incorporates the influence of

environments into the decomposition of M so that Z is well approximated.



In order to formulate the SRG, let us express Z as
Z=Te(MM®) =) My, (7)
i,k
where M is given as Eq. (4]) from A and B. As shown in Fig.[d] M is the rest tensor network
excluding M from Z. It is difficult to evaluate M* exactly for a large volume lattice because

M*® contains many tensor contractions.

I
e
M i

FIG. 4: The environment of M in Eq. (Me).

One may evaluate M¢ iteratively using the TRG method as shown in Fig. |5| where E(© =
M€ at the first renormalization step. The coarse-grained environments approximately satisfy
a recurrence relation,

Bty = D Bued CraCrid DipDj.. (8)
ab.c.dye,f
We rather define the i-th scale environment tensor £ with Eq. by solving it N — 1

times from E'

aé\,[c)d = 64054 (backward step) and finally obtain E(®) which is an approximate

estimate of M¢®. Before starting the backward step, we perform the usual TRG procedure
(the forward step) to generate C™ and D™ (n =1,2,..., N —1). See Fig. @ for a schematic
representation of the recurrence relation of Eq. . In the figure we have to take care that
the bold circle with internal four links are not four rank-3 tensors but a rank-4 environment
tensor E*+D_ We should also note that E(™*1) has coarse grained indices which emerge

when dropping Fig. [f] (e).



a d

a d hed
- Y

b c

b c
I
(n+1)
ab,cd

FIG. 5: Renormalization of environment tensors in SRG.

FIG. 6: Schematic representation of the recurrence relation Eq. .

Once M€ is obtained, M is decomposed by the fundamental procedure of SRG as follows.

7



We firstly decompose M® by the SVD as M®¢ = U,A,V, and define

M = \/AVIMUA/A.. (9)
Then we also decompose M by the SVD as
M =UAVT, (10)

Since Z = Tr M, the (truncated) SVD of M gives the best approximation of Z. From Eq. @
and Eq. , we have an approximation of M as

X
My~ CrmDim, (11)
m=1
where Oy, = (‘/;\/A_Q_IU\/X)Im and Dy, = (\/XVT\/A_e_lUg)mJ. Applying these proce-
dures in Eq. @f to M™ given by Eq. (4)), the truncation error of the whole tensor
network is minimized, rather than that of M ™.

In this way, the SRG for the honeycomb lattice [29] can capture the environment effects
and reduce the truncation error in the coarse-graining steps. The computational costs of
TRG and SRG scale with % since the SVD and the recurrence relation have a scaling of %
where the cost of SVD is reduced to x° by using the randomized SVD, and the cost of TRG
can be reduced in this sense. Numerical results presented in Fig. 4 of Ref. [29] show that

the error of TRG is drastically reduced by the SRG.

B. HOTRG/HOSRG on a 2d square lattice

We consider a homogeneous tensor network of rank-4 tensors Tjjx (¢,7,k,0 = 1,...,%)

on the two dimensional square lattice :

Z =Tr [ [ Ty (12)

nel’

where T" is the set of all lattice sites. As can be seen in Fig. [1] (b), 2/, coincides with the

index x,, of the tensor on the nearest neighbor site m in the positive x direction, and the

same applies to y/,. Therefore each summation is the contraction over the shared indices.
The renormalization of HOTRG is carried out for x and y directions alternately. We

first consider the renormalization along the y axis. Let M be rank-6 tensor made of two

8



tensors T™ as

M(") = Z T(n) T(n) (13)

zx'yy z1xhdy' = mexhyd
d

where x = 21 ® x5 and 2’ = 2} ® =, which is shown in Fig. [7] (a).

(a) (b)
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FIG. 7: (a) Graphical representation of M in the HOTRG. (b) Renormalization of the
HOTRG.

Let us consider a matrix representation of M as M; ., ., = ]\/[;Z,)yy, to create an isometry

U by which the tensor network is renormalized. We diagonalize K = M'M'T as

]

K — UmAmy®™ (14)

where A is a diagonal matrix in which eigenvalues \; are sorted in the descending order, and
U is the unitary matrix. We employ U as the isometry ﬂ and define a renormalized tensor
TOHD ag
X2
(n+1) _ (mT 3 ) rr(n)
Tyyaw = Z Ui MijyyUsyr (15)

yy'zx j
i,5=1

Note that x,y are truncated indices which run from 1 to x although 4, j run from 1 to x.

Fig. [7| (b) shows the renormalization of the 2d HOTRG.

2 We actually choose the isometry U from two unitary matrices: the left unitary matrix Uy defined by

Eq. and the right unitary matrix Up defined by diagonalizing K = M'M " for M

o zyy' —

Mazryy
as K = UgArUg'. Then U is chosen to be U = Uy, for ¢/, < ep and U = Uy for er < € where

€Q = Y iy A for @ = L, R. See Ref. [19] for the detail.



Thus Z is again expressed as Eq. with Eq. . After finishing the renormalization
along the y direction, we move on to the renormalization along the x direction. This can be
carried out by simply repeating Eqgs. — because the ordering of indices in the lhs of
Eq. have already changed to be able to do that. The HOTRG ends in N steps for a
finite volume lattice of V = 2V (= 2% x 2%) where N is an even integer. We finally obtain

the value of Z by evaluating Z ~ ) Tagxyy where T is an initial tensor.

Since the isometry U is determined from the local diagonalization for K in Eq. ,
the HOTRG also ignores the influence of environment tensors as in case of TRG. In Ref.
[19], the second renormalization group for the HOTRG is proposed as the HOSRG. In
the HOSRG, the HOTRG is used only for obtaining the initial set of 7™ and U™ for
n=0,1,...,N —1. Then T™ and U™ are updated by using the recurrence relation for
the environment tensors and a diagonalization of the bond density matrix. In this paper,
we employ X ™ as described in Ref. [30] and defined below to update U™ instead of using

the bond density matrix because the computational cost is reduced.

Let us express Z as

Z=Te(TT)= Y ToaryyTyy s (16)

z,a Yy’

where T° is the environments of 7', which is defined by removing 7" from Z as shown in
Fig. [8 As in case of SRG, we evaluate T° iteratively using the HOTRG method as shown
in Fig. [o) For E© = T° which is the environment for 7®, the n-scale environment E(
contains 2V — 2" tensors of the scale n. The environment tensors approximately satisfy a

recurrence relation,

(1) () Top(n) 17()
]j i T Z Eabcy a,id TdeCJUzelﬂ (17)
a,b,c,d,e

and we define the i-scale £ with the recurrence relation by solving it from E(g‘;\gd = 0abOcd-

Fig. |10| shows a schematic representation of the recurrence relation Eq. .
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FIG. 8&: Environment tensor of the HOTRG.
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FIG. 9: Renormalization of environments in the HOSRG.
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FIG. 10: Schematic representation of the recurrence relation Eq. .

Once the environment is obtained, the isometry U™ is updated from X defined by

n) __ n+1 n n n
zdl - Z Eab cj’ 711(1 '35" Tcgec)] U'L(e)b (18>
i',3,5',b,c.e
Fig. [11] shows X ™. We decompose X ™ by the SVD as
1d a Z Uid mgmvma (19>

Then U™ is updated by
= Z UigmV) - (20)

We should note here that Z = Tr(UM™TX®) = U (”)lyidX i(:,l ~ Y o, and U™ is updated

in a sense that Z is well approximated.

id,a

FIG. 11: The graphical representation of X ™ of the HOSRG.
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The HOSRG is given in 2d square lattice of V' = 2V (with the periodic boundary condi-
tion) as follows: we compute all of the 7 and U™ (n =0,1,..., N — 1) by the HOTRG.
Then, for these initial sets of 7™ and U™, we employ a forward-backward algorithm that
repeats (i) and (ii) m times (sweeps) where m is chosen so that converged or better results

are obtained Pl

(i) E™ (n=1,2,...,N) are computed by solving the recurrence relation Eq. .

(ii) Two procedures are repeated forn = 0,1,..., N —1: U™ is updated by Eqs. f
from EC+) 70 M)  Then TMtY is updated by Eq. from 7™ and the new
el

Finally we evaluate Z ~ Zm,y Téﬁ)y in the HOSRG as well as the HOTRG.

The computational costs of HOTRG/HOSRG scale with O(Nx7) and O(mNx"), respec-
tively, since the contraction in Eq. takes a cost of Nx” and the recurrence relation and
X™ in Eq. are evaluated in a cost of mNy". Fig. 4 of Ref. [19], Fig. 10 of Ref. [31]
and Figs. presented in section [[V] show that the HOSRG significantly improves the

accuracy of results.

III. TRIAD SECOND RENORMALIZATION GROUP
A. The triad TRG in two dimensions

We consider a lattice model with local interactions on d dimensional hyper cubic lattice.
The partition function of a translational invariant theory is given by a homogeneous tensor

network of a rank-2d tensor T'. Then T is naturally obtained as a polyadic decomposition:

ri1 19 Tiog ?

Ti1i2"'i2d _ Z W(I)W(Z) . W(Qd) (21)

since 2d hopping terms stemmed from a site provide 2d W,; factors.

A triad representation of 7" is hidden in Eq. . For instance, in 3 dimensions, we have

ﬂjklmn = Z AijaBakbechcmna (22)

a,b,c

3 m =5 ~ 10 is large enough in the actual computations of 2d Ising model on V = 2% presented in section

[
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where

Agja = WHPWD, (23)
Buw = 0 W5, (24)
Chic = 5chb(l4), (25)
Demn = WEIWED, (26)

Note that this kind of representation is not unique because we can interchange W@ « W0)
for A, B,C, D. In Ref. [25], the computational cost is reduced by applying the HOTRG-like
renormalization to the triad tensor network because all of the tensors are made of rank-3
tensors in the triad tensor network.

Let us consider two dimensional case of the triad representation like Eq. as
TJ::I:’yy/ = Z A:L‘yaBay’a:’7 (27)
where

Avya = WOWE By = WOWL. (28)

ay

The tensor network of Eq. is introduced by setting T" of Eq. to Eq. . Fig.

shows the triad representation and its tensor network, respectively. In two dimensions, the
triad network with the periodic boundary condition can be regarded as one on a honeycomb

lattice with unusual boundary condition. []

Y
y/
T / A /
T T X T
B
Y
Y

FIG. 12: (a) Triad representation of a tensor and (b) the triad network given by Eq. 1)

4 In Ref. [32], the tensor network on a square lattice is embedded into one on a honeycomb lattice with an

enlarged intermediate index that runs from 1 to x?2.
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The triad TRG in two dimensions is simply introduced by setting the rank-4 tensor T’
to Eq. in the HOTRG algorithm. The renormalized tensor given by Eq. can be

decomposed into renormalized triads by the SVD as

IS Z Al gt (29)

yy T yxa ax'y’

Thus the tensor renormalization is realized on the triad network. The cost of contracting
indices in Eq. is reduced to O(x%) using Eq. for M™ . Note that other parts
such as creating the isometry U™ shown in Eq. and the SVD of Eq. scales with
x® without Eq. (7). With the help of the randomized SVD (RSVD), the cost is further
reduced to x®. Thus the cost of triad TRG method in two dimensions scales with O(Nx")
(or O(Nx®) with the RSVD).

B. A preliminary algorithm of the triad SRG

We introduce a preliminary SRG algorithm on a triad network before the triad SRG is
defined in the next section. This algorithm is simply given by setting 7" in the HOSRG to
Eq. (27). The cost of the HOSRG is then reduced to O(x%) as seen below.

The leading cost of the HOSRG, which is x7, comes from three parts of its algorithm: the
HOTRG in the first round, the evaluation of the environment tensors solving the recurrence
relation in Eq. and update of isometry from X ™ in Eq. . Instead of the HOTRG,
we use the triad TRG to give the initial set of tensors A™, B™ and isometries U™, and

the cost of this part is reduced to x°.
The recurrence relation with Eq. is given by

]] i T Z Eag—;l azleA(n B(”)U (30)

deg—gje~i'e,b’
a7b7c7d7€7g

where Eéb o = OabOca- Fig. |13| (a) shows the recurrence relation of Eq. . Contracting

links in the order of (d,e) — (a,c) — (b, g) leads to Fig.|13| (b), and these contractions take
at most a cost of x®. Thus we find that the cost of solving the recurrence relation scales

with 5.

15



FIG. 13: Recurrence relation in triad SRG (x°) given in Eq. .

Fig. [14 shows X in which T is replaced by Eq. as

W= S EG AN, AW By (31)

id,a ab,cj’ g f = f5'i tdeg gje~ i'eb”
i, 7j7j/7b7c7e7f’g

Fig.[14](b) is obtained from Fig.|[14| (a) by contracting links in the order of (g,7') — (4,5’,0) —
(c,e, f). Thus we can evaluate X within the cost of x%. Once X is obtained, U™ is
updated by Eqgs. and in the cost of x*.

(a) (b)

x ()

FIG. 14: X™ of the triad SRG ().

The renormalized rank-4 tensor 71 is given by the updated U™ according to Eq. .
Once T+ and its environment E™*1 are given, renormalized triads A®*Y and B+

are obtained from the fundamental procedure of SRG presented in Egs. @f. Setting

16



T+ B+l to M, Me, respectively, we find a triad representation of the next step:
n+1 n+1) »(n+1)
zgkl ~ Z Agka CLlj (32>

where the definitions of A and B can be read from C' and D of Eq. . This procedure
scales with % as it consists of the matrix products and the SVDs for x? x x? matrices.

The preliminary algorithm in 2d square lattice of V' = 2 with PBC is summarized below.
The initial set of A™, B™ and U™ (n=0,1,..., N — 1) are generated by the triad TRC.
We then repeat (i) and (ii) m times (sweeps):

(i) E™ (n=1,2,...,N) are computed by solving the recurrence relation Eq. .

(ii) Two procedures are repeated forn =0,1,..., N —1: U™ is updated by using X ™ in
Eq. and its SVD shown as Eqs. and from E"+D A® BM U™ Then
A1) B+ are updated by Egs. and from E*tD AM™ B™ and the new
um.

where m is chosen so that converged or better results are obtained. We finally evaluate

S JQAW aﬂ ,or Z = Z”T(N) with TW) in the last step (ii). The cost of this

1))

algorithm scales with O(mNx®).

C. The triad SRG

The preliminary algorithm shown in the previous section was obtained by setting 7" to the
triad representation Eq. in the HOSRG. We define the triad SRG further decomposing
environment and intermediate tensors with the randomized SVD(RSVD) (See, for example,
Refs.[33], 34] for the details of RSVD). The algorithm proposed here scales with x°.

The x° dependence on the cost of the preliminary algorithm is originated from four parts:
(i) the triad TRG in the first round, (ii) the creation of the environment tensors with the
recurrence relation Eq. , (iii) the update of isometry with X given by Eq. (31)), (iv)
the reconstruction of the triads shown in Eq. (32). With the RSVD, the cost of (i) is reduced
to x° as described in Ref. [25]. Decomposing the environment tensor reduces the cost of
(ii) to x°. The cost of (iii) is also reduced to x® by decomposing an intermediate tensor M
defined later. For (iv), with the decomposed M, the renormalized triads are obtained at a

cost of x°. We see these points in detail below.
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In the triad TRG, the leading cost comes from creating the isometry U™ and the renor-
malized triads A1) and B+ (See Egs. , , with Egs. and ) Fig.
(a) shows K = MTM with the triads. A two-loop graph with external four legs shown
in Fig. [15] (b) is obtained in a cost of x® by contracting indices a, d’, x, x5, v,y from (a).
We can diagonalize the two-loop graph to create the isometry U™ within x® by using the
randomized tricks such as the RSVD twice. See the appendix Ref. [25] for more details.
Using U™, the renormalized triads are obtained as in Fig. We again encounter a two

loop graph shown in Fig. |16 (b) by contracting indices ', j, d where

f6]’b ZBf]’z’ 1eb7 (33)

(n)
lg fe Z AZJfB jes (34)
Dyl = Z Usad Al (35)
d

The single use of RSVD again reduces the cost of decomposing Fig. [L6[ (b) into Fig. [16] (c).
Thus the cost of triad TRG becomes x°.

(a) (b) ()

21 ig
21 19
O @ UAUS
exact RSVD
dy do

di do

FIG. 15: Decomposition of K: (a) K with the triads. (b) is obtained by contracting six
indices. (c) is the diagonalization of K with the RSVD.
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exact RSVD (a) T A(n+1)
Y
D (c)
a c

FIG. 16: Renormalization of triads: (a) four triads with two isometries. (b) is obtained by

contracting the indices d, 7,4'. (c) is the RSVD of (b).

The rank-4 environment tensor E™ is solved iteratively by using the recurrence relation
Eq. . With the RSVD, E™ is obtained as a product of two rank-3 tensors EYL) and
E(n).

2 .

X
B~y BB, for 0<n<N. (36)
§'=1

The cost of computing the environment tensors is then reduced to x° by employing Eq.
in its rhs. Fig. shows how to obtain a triad form of the environment in Eq. using
Eq. (30). Thank to Eq. (36), a two loop graph shown in Fig. [17)(b) is obtained by contracting
indices a, ¢, e of Fig. |17] (a). H For such a multi loop graph, the RSVD is employed to obtain
Fig.|17 (c) in a cost of x°. We can obtain E™ of rank-4 as its rank-3 representation Eq.

within a cost of x°.

5 For n = N, a single loop graph actually appears. Fig. (c) is also obtained at the same cost in that

case.
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FIG. 17: Recurrence relation in the triad SRG (x°) given in Eq. with Eq. .

To create the isometry in lower cost, we decompose M given by Eq. using the

SRG procedure. H The partition function may be expressed as
~ n e(n)y — (n) e(n)
Z ~ Te(MWMEM) = 3" M MG (37)
1,9,f,e
Since Z ~ Tr(T™T™) at nth renormalization step with £ = T we may define M® ™)

as

M~y B, )

fey's Zxx! yy' T wy,ig

(38)

Figs. [1§ and [19show M and a clear relationship between (70D, T +1) and (MM, Me ™),

f e
U
E
D
i g
Il
Me(n)

FIG. 18: M*™ given by Eq. .

6 One may locally decompose M, but in that case we found that accuracy of the free energy becomes worse.
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FIG. 19: Partition function in terms of M.

We employ the SRG procedure given in Eqgs. @, with the RSVD to decompose M.
M®™ and M°™ are set to M and M®, respectively. We decompose M¢ as M® ~ UALVI
in a similar way to the RSVD but with a thick QR decomposition and a thick SVD with a
cost of x°. The decomposition procedure is applied directly to the matrix product form of
Me ™) shown in Fig. [I8l Then U, and V, are obtained as x> x x? unitary matrices, while
Al is a px x px diagonal matrix in which singular values o; are sorted in the descending
order. [| We enlarge A, to a x* x x? diagonal matrix A, by supplementing € in its diagonal

elements as Fl

AL O
A = (39)
0 €l

where € = o7 x 1071%. Thus we have M® ~ U,A. V.| where U, V,, A, are x? x x? matrices.
The RSVD is again applied directly to a matrix product M defined by Eq. @, and we
obtain M ~ UAV in a cost of x*. Thus we have the global decomposition of M in Eq.

as

X
zg fe Z O fe s (40)
=1

where C’U"Zn = (VoA U\/_ )ijm and Dij = (\/XVT\/AeflUg)m,ij, which are computed
within x°.
X ™) is defined with the decomposed M as

xXgh= > EGH) B, AR Cin DUl

id,a ab,cj fi'i* *deg ™1 i'eb’
i,’j’7b’c7e7f7g76

(41)

7 p is a tunable parameter, which is taken to be O(1) so that the leading cost is kept. In our implementation,

p is set to be 2.
8 We need the x? x x? matrix A; !, not x X x one, to read M from M.
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Note that Eq. and Eq. are the same but A and B of Eq. , which correspond
to M, are replaced by Eq. (40)). Fig. 20| shows a graphical representation of X given by
Eq. . Fig. [20| (b) is obtained in a cost of x° from Fig. 20| (a) by contracting indices in the
order of (f,e,i') = (b,5',g) — (c,8). Once X™ is obtained, the isometry U™ is updated
by Eqgs. and .

(a) (b)

E(n+1)
x ()

FIG. 20: X of the triad SRG (x°).

With the updated isometry U™ and the decomposed M ™| the renormalized triads are
simply defined by

n+1 (n)
yxé Z D:cy ngzg 67 (42)
(n+1) (n)

B&c Ty’ Z Dfe éufe y'x! (43)

where C™ D™ are given by Eq. , and Y™, D™ are given by Egs. and in
which U™ is updated by Eq. , and .

The triad SRG is thus given in 2d square lattice of V' = 2V with PBC as follows. We first
generate the initial set of A™, B(™ and U™ (n = 0,1,...,N — 1) by the triad TRG with
the x° algorithm reviewed above in this subsection. We then repeat (i) and (ii) m times

(sweeps):
(i) EM™ (n=1,2,...,N) are computed by solving Eq. iteratively with Eq. .

(ii) Three procedures are repeated for n = 0,1,...,N — 1 M is decomposed as

Eq. using Egs. , , and from A, BM EO+D and U™,

Then U™ is updated by Eq. and its SVD shown as Egs. and from
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E@+) A ) 7 Then A+ B+ are updated by Eqgs. and from
EC+D AM B0 and the new U™,

where m is chosen so that converged or better results are obtained. We finally evaluate

2DV AZ(]]-\;)B(N). The cost of this algorithm scales with O(mNx®).

aji

IV. NUMERICAL TESTS

We test the triad SRG method in the classical Ising model on a two dimensional square
lattice ] The lattice volume is V = 2% x 2% and the periodic boundary condition is
assumed for two directions. The partition function, which is defined in the standard manner
as Z = Tre /T with temperature T, is expressed as a tensor network Eq. with a 2 x 2
matrix W given by

V/cosh(1/T) +/sinh(1/T) .
cosh(1/T) —4/sinh(1/T)

The triad representation is introduced as Eq. with identifications of Eq. where
WO =W fori=1,2,3,4.

The free energy is computed by the four different methods: HOTRG, HOSRG, triad
TRG, and triad SRG. Let AF be the relative error of free energy defined by

W = (44)

F_Erg

- (45)

AFE‘

where F' is the exact free energy and Fi,, is the numerical result. Figs. show AF for
X = 24, 32,48, respectively. In contrast to other methods with disentangler, like TNR etc,
SRG algorithms do not have any noticeable improvement at the critical point. See Fig.4 in
ref.[19]. The error of the SRG schemes drastically reduces except near the critical point.
For a fixed y, the triad SRG achieves better performance than the HOTRG and the triad
TRG, but a little bit worse than the HOSRG.

9 Let o; be spin variable that takes o; = £1 where i labels lattice sites of two dimensional square lattice.
The Hamiltonian is given by H = —J ) (i.j) 0i0j Where (i,7) are possible pairs of nearest neighbor sites.

We can set J = 1 without loss of generality.
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FIG. 21: Relative error of the free energy against 1" for y = 24
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FIG. 22: Relative error of the free energy against T' for y = 32.
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FIG. 23: Relative error of the free energy against T' for y = 48.
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Figs.[24] (a) and (b) show the internal energy and specific heat obtained by the triad SRG
method with the numerical derivatives from the free energy. We find that the results nicely

reproduce the exact values.

-1.0

Exact
4 v Triad SRG

Exact

H
1
1
V  Triad SRG i
~1.21 '
% | o
= | 8
() 1
= | 7 =
O —1.41 W 2
= ! h=
£ ’ 8
O 4] 1
216 : =
— 1
1
1
18] i Tc
| . |
2.1 22 23 24 25 2.1 22 23 24 25
Temperature Temperature
(a) (b)

FIG. 24: (a)The internal energy and (b)specific heat against T for x = 48.

Fig. [25| shows the y-dependence of the elapsed real time. Solid lines are fit results using
a power-law function cx?. We find that p ~ 7 for the HOTRG/HOSRG and p ~ 5 for the
triad TRG/triad SRG, and the theoretical y dependence of the cost is nicely reproduced.

10° HOTRG © 1
HOSRG (sweep=5) &
Triad TRG V
) Triad SRG (sweep=5)
2
0]
2
= L
"OIO
Q
&
=
84|
103 X X X . . . P —
20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90100

X

FIG. 25: Elapsed time against the bond dimension. Solid lines are fit results using a power-
law function cx?. The HOTRG and the HOSRG have p = 7 while the triad TRG and triad
SRG have p ~ 5.

In Fig. [26] we plot the relative error of free energy against x at T.. The y dependence

of the errors are estimated by power law fits as error ~ y~¢. We obtain ¢ ~ 4 for the
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HOTRG, q ~ 4.6 for the HOSRG, ¢ ~ 3 for the triad TRG and ¢ ~ 4.2 for the triad SRG.
Combining above results for Fig |25, we have error ~ (time)~%?. All the methods of Fig.
have ¢/p > 1/2 better than the Monte Carlo methods that have error ~ (time)~'/2 but
worse than the TNR.

_
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~
N

—_
S
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HOTRG ©O
HOSRG (sweep=5) &
Triad TRG V

Relative error of free energy
)

Triad SRG (sweep=5) ) ) ) . ,
20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

X

FIG. 26: x dependence of AF at T'=T..

Figs. show the decrease of the error with the elapsed real time for T" = 2.25, T, 2.3,
respectively. Since the triad method has low computational cost, the triad SRG has better
performance than the other methods for the fixed execution time. We thus find that the SRG

scheme and the triad representation of tensors coexist within sufficiently good accuracy.
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FIG. 27: Time dependence of AF at T' = 2.25 < T..
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FIG. 29: Time dependence of AF at T = 2.3 > T..

To obtain the data for Figs. 29 we use a machine which has 24GB for the memory
and Intel(R) X5670 (2.93 Ghz 6 core) for the two CPUs. The programs are written in
python 2.7.5rcl, we use numpy.tensordot in numpy 1.8.0 for the tensor contractions and

scipy.linalg.svd in scipy 0.14.0 for the SVD of the tensors.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We presented a second renormalization group method in a two dimensional triad network
called the triad SRG. The y%-algorithm was given by applying the SRG to two parts of the

triad TRG, which are the decompositions of intermediate tensors and the preparation of
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isometries. Since the environment tensors are given by rank-3 tensors, the y5-algorithm can
also be given by using the randomized SVD.

The numerical results show that the triad SRG has better performance than the
HOTRG/HOSRG and the triad TRG for the fixed computational time. Although the
results do not show better performance than the TNR, we find that the SRG-scheme and
the triad representation of the environment tensors coexist within good accuracy.

In Ref.[35], the influence of environments is incorporated into the calculations without
any backward scheme. With such a technique, it could be possible to further reduce the
cost of the triad SRG. Since the triad representation of 2d-rank tensor is not unique, we
have to find the better representation of tensors and environments to apply this method to
higher dimensions. Then techniques mentioned in this paper will help us to improve higher
dimensional algorithms.

Our paper is devoted for making the SRG method with the triad representations of tensor.
This is the first step to extend our method in higher dimensions. It is not straightforward to
evaluate a computational cost in d-dimensions rigorously because the triad representation is
not unique in higher dimensions. However, we roughly estimate it as O(Nx?*3), where N is
the number of forward/backward steps and x is the bond dimension. This is derived from
a naive extension from 2d triad SRG, whose cost is O(Nx®), to d-dimensions. The results
of this paper and the cost estimation could help us to make a better TRG method in the

future.
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