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Abstract

We propose a new method for Hybrid Monte Carlo (HMC) simulasi with odd humbers of dynamical fermions on
the lattice. It employs a flierent approach from polynomial or rational HMC. In this nwathys hermiticity of the
lattice Dirac operators is crucial and it can be applied tés@vi, domain-wall, and overlap fermions. We compare
HMC simulations with two degenerate flavors and- () degenerate flavors using optimal domain-wall fermiore T
ratio of the dficiency, (number of accepted trajectorjgs)mulation time), is about 3:2. The relation between pseud
ofermion action of chirally symmetric lattice fermions iaur-dimensional(overlap) and five-dimensional(domain-
wall) representation are also analyzed.

Keywords: Hybrid Monte Carlo, Odd Flavor Simulatiofis Hermiticity, Schur Decomposition, Wilson Fermions,
Domain-wall Fermions, Overlap Fermions

1. Introduction

In hybrid Monte Carlo simulationsl[1], the positive-defamiess of the action is essential to consider it as the
statistical weight. When a lattice Dirac operai®iis given, a positive-definite action of two degenerate flaver
easily constructed by using the hermitian conjugat® afamelyD'D. The major diference of two flavor simulations
and (2+ 1) flavor simulations is that one cannot easily write downpgieudofermion action for the one flavor sector.
Rational or polynomial HMC methods [2, 3], which approxiesthe square root @'D, are mostly used for odd
flavor simulations.

In this paper, we provide a pseudofermion action for the aweflsector of the lattice fermions wigly hermiticity
without invoking the square root approximation ffD. The main idea is very simple. For any lattice Dirac opesator
D with ys hermiticity, P.DP, and P_(1/D)P- are hermitian, and one can construct a one-flavor pseudfierm
action using these. The resultant action has the same degernasD without any approximations. The non-trivial
parts are to first check the positive-definiteness of the grfeumion action and the discussion of how to obtain the
pseudofermion action when there are mass preconditioikerthke one in Hasenbusch method.

The construction of the paper is as follows. In $éc[? - 5, fh@ieation to Wilson fermions, Wilson fermions
with mass preconditioner, domain-wall type fermions anertap fermions are demonstrated, respectively. In[Sec. 6,
the relation between the pseudofermion action in four areddimensional representations are presented. Numerical
results are given in Sdd. 7, while a summary and conclusepvided in Se€]8.

2. Wilson Fermions

In this section, we derive a pseudofermion action which wi#lld the same determinant as the Wilson-Dirac
operator,

1)

Dw(m) = (W+m)1+ Z ty, = ((W + Ml 2y by )’
u

Yatoh W+ mlye
where 1 1
W= 2 Z [Uu(x)5x+ﬁ,y + UZ(X - ﬂ)dx—ﬁ,y] +4, t, = > [Uﬂ(x)5x+ﬁ,y - UZ(X - ﬂ)‘sx—ﬁ,y] >
u
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M
1,42 is two-by-two unit matrix andr; (i = 1,2,3) are Pauli matrices. Throughout this work, we use chiraida
for gamma matrices. To get positive-definite pseudofermaition, we use a determinant relation which is valid for
general matrix,

detDy,(m) - det(P.Dw(m)P”") = det(P, Dw(m)P') 2)
WhereP'Hf are the projectors which reduce two chiral components in® chiral sectorP’, = (1 0),P_ = (0 1).

The operatorsR’ Dy/(m)~*P’") and ®. Dw(m)P.") are hermitian dugs symmetry. When the inverse oM+ m) is
well-defined, the determinant ¢fl(1) is written as

. 1
detDw(m) = det(P, Dw(m)P, -det(i__]zdet + m)? detWy (m), 3
w(m) = det(P’, Dw(m)P;) 5 Do P W+ m) b (m) )
such thaw (m) is the Schur complement @fy(m), i.e.,
1 .
_ _ _ i
Wh(m) = S = W Mo ;tpw+mtyaﬂay. (4)

Thus, the pseudofermion action for one-flavor Wilson femsioan be written as
Spr = OL(W + m) 7201 + O (Wi (M) 20, = OF (W + m) 201 — OFP” Hy(m) P/ @, (5)

whereHw(m) = ysDw(m), @, is a pseudofermion field without a Dirac index, abglis a pseudofermion field with
two spinor components.

The positive-definiteness of the operaid; (m) are discussed as follows. We note that for any backgroundeya
field, the eigenvalues ol and ¢ - t) satisfy the inequalitiéls 0 < A(W) < 8, and|A(o - )| < 4. It then follows that
Wy (m) is positive-definite fom > 4. Now, consider decreasimgfrom 4 to a smaller value. If the operatdfy (m) is
not positive for somen, e.g.nv, then there must exist valuesmfat which det{My(m)) is zero or singular in the region
nm < m< 4. Among these values, if we denote the largest omaasthen form > m, the positive-definiteness of
Wy (m) is assured.

The valuemy corresponds to the opposite sign of the smallest eigenefMé To see this, we use a relatfhn

/lmin(vv) < Re(/l(DW(O))) < /lmax(vv)' (6)

From this relation, one can see that the valugrofvhich makes deWy(m)) singular (i.e. deiV + m) = 0) is
larger than the value ah which satisfies déDw(m)) = det(Wy(m)) = 0. There are no values ofi which satisfy
det(Wy(m)) = 0 or det{W(m)) = +o0 above that. The condition for the positive-definitenesg/af{m) can then be
written as
My =mp st detW+m) =0, mp>my>m;,>---,
#"Wx(m) ¢ > 0 for anyp and form > my. 7)

The smallest mass one can use in the one flavor method hestristesl by this bound. But it can be relaxed by using
Hasenbusch’s preconditioner as discussed in the nexbeecti

Generating Pseudo Fermion Fields

To generate the pseudofermion fidld from a Gaussian random noise figg, we need to take the square root of
W (m), i.e., @2 = VWR(M)Z, . This can be approximated by using the rational functiowigfm),

Napp

©2 = fapp(Wi(m) < [ po + > - — |22 = VWa(m) =2, 8

=1 ((Q| +W + m)lzxz - Z”’V tyﬁntvo-/.zo-v

1Throughout this worka(X) means any one of the eigenvalues of an opetétor
2The proof of this relation is given in the appendix.



wherepo, p andq are expressed in terms of Jacobian elliptic functions. At fitance, the operations inl (8) look
formidable. However, sinc&/y(m) is the Schur complement d(m), the inversion of the operator within the
summation, in Eq[{8) can be obtained by the inversions obgegator Dw(m) + qP-), i.e.,

(o) P—[po+NZa:ppp|(Dw(m)+Q|P) ]( ). ©)

Note that one cannot apply the multi-shift solver in Ed. éceP_ does not commute witBy(m). However, for a
givenNapp number of inversions, the total number of iterations in thiger can be reduced by using the same idea as
the chronological inversion methad [4]. When one solvestaEknear equationsw(m) + qPy)y = 2 (1 <1 <
Napp) With a given=; serially from smallef by using the iterative method, one can set a better initiahgyfo) for the
iterative method to solveDiw(m) + P, )y = > (2 < 1) by using a linear combination of the solutiops(j < 1) which
have already been calculated iré(.)) = Xj« Gjnj. The codicientsc; are determined according to the prescription
written in Ref. [4].

In this one flavor method, generating pseudofermions usiagapproximation given by Ed.](8) makes the sim-
ulation not exact. However, without using higher degreethefapproximation, one can make the algorithm exact
by adding an accefreject step after generating the pseudofermion field. Irettaet algorithm, the pseudofermion

field should be produced according to a probability distidouproportional toe™ ®Wm? . This is obtained by mul-
tiplying the operatoryWy (m) to a Gaussian noise field. In practice, however, the operator one uses in the sim-
ulation is approximated byap(Wi(m)) rather thanyW,(m). This leads to a probability distribution that is pro-

. —t 1 P
portional toe * faptWum)? "

e_¢{<m_fapdwmm))2)¢. This factor should be smaller than 1 and can be enforced bysihg fap(X) > VX for the

whole eigenvalue region &4 (m). The discussion using eigenvectors is given in the appendi

To adjust the dference, one can add an acgegect step forp with the probability

3. Wilson fermions with the Hasenbusch method

The idea of the Hasenbusch methad [5] is to factorize theahétent de{Dw(m)) into a product of determinants,

detDw(my) = det(Dw(m)/Dw(mp)) - det(Dw () (10)

and the pseudofermion force coming from d&§(m)/Dw(my)) is updated less frequently than the one coming from
det Dw(my)) in the molecular dynamics steps. The parameteis chosen such that the simulation cost is reduced.
Furthermore, as already mentioned, in the one flavor metiod/fison fermions presented here, the factorization of
the determinant allows us to use a smaller fermion mass isithalation. For the second factor dg{((m)), the
same argument as the previous section §&c. (2) can be apHiézd, we assume thay < m, and that, is large
enough such that the positive-definitenesgkin,) is always assured.

Now, we consider how to treat the first factor dag{(m.)/Dw(me)). Naively, one might consider the pseud-
ofermion action like,

W+ mp 2
¢I( (11)

but the second term is not hermitian in general, becw.s(enl)WH(mz) # WH (mx)Wy (my) for my # mp. To remedy

this situation, we rewrite the determinant d&t{(my))/(Dw(m)) by using an operator which hadigirent masses for
the chirality plus and chirality minus sector, i.e.,

Suml| = ) )
det| = det|{(Dw(0) + P.my + P_ det| D . 12
(Dw(mz) (Dw(0) + P,y mz)D ( D w(mg) Bw(0)+ P+ Py (12)
One may note that the first and the second factor on the rigid bide are the same as the determinant of,

L+ (= )P =P, 1+ (mp — my)P - 4 (13)

P
Dw(my) ~ “Dw(0) + mP, + mpP_ " "’
3



respectively. Then, the pseudofermion action is written as

1
T3 + (Mp — my) DL Pl D, (14)

——~ _p
Dw(mg) ~ 4" * Dw(0) + P, + mpP_

Spr = (D;(Dg + (DZ(DA + (mz — m1)<1>T P

where®3; andd, are pseudofermion fields with two spinor components.

The condition for the positive-definiteness is given asofe. Whenm; = my, the operators in EG(13) are
the identity operators and their positive-definitenessiigat. When one decreasas; with m, fixed, the positive-
definiteness will be lost only if either of the determinamt&iy. [12) becomes zero or singular. Thus, up to the largest
my which satisfies deBw(0) + m P, + mpP_) = 0, the positive-definiteness of the operators in[E¢ (13) ssarad.
Note that this mass value is smaller than the limit given ir{8)q This can be seen by using the eigenvalue relation
which is similar to Eq(b),

Amin(W + mp) < Re@(Dw(0) + m Py + mpP_)) < Amax(W + my). (15)

The largest; which yields detDw(0)+m P, +m,P_) = 0 is larger than the largestwhich yields deDy(m) = 0.
This can be understood from

m + m —
75(DW(0)+m1P++mZP_)=HW( 1 m2)+ L — My

2 2
and the properties of spectral flows ldfy(m) [6]. Moreover, for some gauge configurations, @gt(m)) may not
be zero for any value ah. But there must exigty which satisfies deB§y(0) + m P, + myP_) = 0 for any gauge
configurations.

(16)

4. Domain-wall fermions
The domain-wall type fermion operator[7] can be expressed a
Dawi(M) = wDw(-mo)(1 + cL(m)) + (1 - L(m)) 7)

with L(m) = P, L, (m) + P_L_(m) such that,

o , 1 <s<Ns, o ,  1<s<Ns,
L, (M)ss = g,5-1 < s L (M)ss = g,5+1 < Ns (18)
-Mogn,, S=1, -Mds1, S=Ng,

wheremis the (bare) fermion mass, amg € (0, 2) is a parameter called the "domain-wall height”. The ladislthe
coordinate in the fifth dimension. Throughout this work, weswme that the number of sites in the fifth dimendign
is even. The constactand the diagonal matrio = diagws} specify the type of domain-wall fermion. The operator
Dywt(mM) is the conventional domain-wall fermion for= 0 andws = 1. It becomes an optimal domain-wall fermion
whenc = 1 andws’s are tuned such that maximal chiral symmetry is obtained.

To obtain the pseudofermion action for one flavor, we modify dperatoDgws(m) by multiplying 1/(1 + cL)

from the right.

Dlt(M) E Dawe(M)/(1+ €L) = wDw(-m) + M(m,©) (19)

with

1-L(m  1-L,(m) 1-L_(m) B
T+ol(m  L+cl,(m * ' T+cl (m) P_=M,(mc)P, + M_(mc)P_. (20)

In the following, we suppress the argumeraf M..(m, c) for simplicity. Using the Schur decomposition, the determ
nant of the operataDy, (m) can be written as

M(m,c) =

detD’ gt (M) = det fw(W — mp) + M, (m)]? det W (m) = det [w(W — mg) + M_(m)]? det W (m), (21)

where
1

bW o) + ML ()

Wi(m) = Rs ([w(w ~ o) + M_(m)] Lz - ol (22)
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Wh(m) = Rs ([w(W = mo) + M (M) 12 — t— o mol) Ve tvo—,,a'v"). (23)

HereRs is the reflection operator in the fifth dimensidRs)s ¢ = dsn.+s-1, Which is introduced such thayy (m) and

W (m) are hermitian. For optimal domain-wall fermions, ond stiin choosevs’s which maintain maximal chiral
symmetry and satisfiesn,,1-s = ws. After incorporating the contributions of the Pauli-Vilafields, the fermion
determinant for domain-wall fermions becomes,

detDgui(m) _ det fw(W — mp) + M, (m)]* det Wi (m)

- — (24)
detDuwi(1)  det[w(W — mp) + M, (1)]? det Wh(1)
In principle, one can use a pseudofermion action like,
1 J—
SEePAARL 7 [w(W — mp) + M, (1 W — mp) + M, (1)] &1+®} Do+ OLWH (1)
PF 1 [w( mO) ( )] [w(W— n’b) + M+(m)]2 [w( mO) ( )] 1 2WH(m) 2 3 H((; )3
5

But it is known that in the two-flavor simulation of domainHarmions, it is dfective when a pseudofermion action
uses a single set of pseudofermion field to estimate bothighefermion and Pauli-Villars terms|[8]. Then, we use
the same we used in Hasenbusch method for Wilson fermions.

Using the Schur decomposition @f.¢(1) — (M. (1) - M, (m)) P.], we obtain the relation

detfw(W - mg) + M. (m)]2 - det [Wi(m) + A_(m)] = detfw(W - mp) + M_(1)]? - det| Wi (1) - A,(m)].

(26)
where
[A (M5 = [Rs (M (1)~ M (M55, [A-(M]ss = [Rs (M(1) - M_(M)]5s - 27)
The properties of these matrices are given in the appendixng[26), we can write the inverse 6f{24) as
1
det|1+ A_(m -det|l1+ A (M———|, 28
( )"WH(m)] + )(WH(l)—AJ,(m)} (28)
and it can be used to construct the pseudofermion actiomgUBi8), we can simplify[(28) to
detA - detB (29)

where,

ﬂdé‘f(ug’(m, 1,0) (v"‘Rs)s[ } (R5V)g], 8d§f(1+g’(m, 1.0) (V"')s[—;} Vs]- (30)
S,S

Wh(m) | Wh(1) - A (m)

The constangy and vectow are given in Eq[(BI6) and(B.4). In the following, the arguntseofg’ are suppressed for
simplicity (g’ = g’(m, 1, ¢)). Note that the five-dimensional matrix in EQ.128) is reedito a four-dimensional matrix
in this expression. Thus we can write the pseudofermiowadtir one-flavor domain-wall fermions as

SPF = (D}-_ﬂq)l+q)£B(D2

(Rev)s Py

oD, — g O P (VIR [7}
1®1 =g 0PV Re)s ¥sRs D awt(M) | ¢
1

veP D 31
¥sRs D aw(1) — AL (M)P, st T2 (31)

Ss

+

DyDy + ¢ <I>£P’+(VT)S[

where®; and®, are the pseudofermion fields (on the four-dimensionatlka}tivith two spinor components.
Now we assert that the operators[inl(29) are positive-defioitO< m < 1. Atm = 1, they are equal to the identity
operator, and thus are positive-definite.rAss decreased, the operators[inl(29) will cease to be positfimite only

5



if either of the determinants ifiL{29) becomes zero or singllaing [W, %M,(l)%] =[W, %MJm)%] =0, and

the fact that the eigenvalues %M_(l)% and%MJ,(m)% have non-zero imaginary pditor 0 < m < 1, we
immediately see thatf(W — mp) + M_(1)) and (W — mp) + M, (m)) cannot have a zero eigenvalue fokn < 1.
Thus the operators il (29) are well-defined foz @n < 1. Furthermore, sinc€(28) is equal to the determinant of the
four-dimensional Dirac operator with the approximationtfe sign function ofHemer = ysDw(2+ (1 - c)Dw)™?, the
determinant cannot be zero and it follows that the operatgZ9) are positive-definite for&@ m< 1.

Generating Pseudo Fermion Field

We now discuss how to approximate the inverse square rodteobperatorsA and 8 when one generates the
pseudofermion field®, and®, from the Gaussian noise. Focusing on Eql (35), we start fhaninverse relation of
five-dimensional operators,

— — -1 — —
[(Wh(m) + aA,) / (Wh(m) + BAL)| = (Wa(m) +BA) / (Wh(m) + aA,) (32)
1 -1
(1+(ﬂ—a)A+_—) =1+ (a-PA—————. (33)
Wh(m) +BA, Wh(m) + A,
Multiplying by S* from the left andS from the right, one obtains
1 -1
(1 + (8- a)g'diag(Q--- ,0, 1)8"'_78]
Wu(m) + BA.
— 1+ (a-p)gdiag@---,0,1)S' — g% o (34)
Wh(m) + aA,
Here,Mss = 0 fors< . Then, the relation, Ed_(B4), also holds for the sub-blagk] = (N, Ns),
-1
(1+ B-a) g’v*'_;v) =1+ (a-p) g’v*'_;v. (35)
Wh(m) +BA, Wh(m) + A,
One can obtain a similar equation fo¥'y (m) andA_.
For the square root of a general positive-definite operattine rational approximation can be used.
n
Pi
VA po+;qi+A (36)

In the case ofA, one has to calculate

Lo\ ) )
T = ={1-gViRs|- = =5,
wa(m)]RSV) = (1 9 VRS[WH(mHA_]RSV) ' (37)

Each term of the summation in EQ.(36) is

1= (1 +9 V'Rs

Pi pi 1 . 1
= 1+ \Y _ Rsv 38
g+1-g w&,m&v 1+q 1+ qig R5'WH(m) + %'in_ ° (38)
Pi P s 1
= + V'R . Rsv 39
1+q (1+qi)zg 5(WH(m)+%'in_ ° (39)
Pi A 1
= + 0 VRg————— Rsv 40
1+q g SWh(m) + GA- (40)

3 Recall thatM(m) for a conventional domain-wall fermion is afi¢irence operator with anti-periodic boundary condition.
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Then, to obtair; one needs to calculate

1 $ . 1
2~ P E AdVR—M— RvE
A 1 Poxg + Z PigVv RS’WH(m) " in— R5V._.]_ (41)
with,
n
a Pi A _ P P |
Do—po+Zl+qi, p'_(1+Qi)2’ q'_1+Qi' 42)

The same method can be used for the opet@tor

5. Overlap Fermions
In this section, we construct the pseudofermion action far tavor overlap fermionsi[9],
Dov(M) = 1+ m+ (1 - m) yssignHw(-mo)). (43)
This operator satisfies Ginsparg-Wilson Relation(GWR]),[10
Dov(M) Dov(m) = (1 - n7) (Doy(0)' + Doy(0)) + 4P = 2(1— 1) (P, Doy(0)P; + P_Doy(0)P-) + 4n?.  (44)

The overlap fermion also possessehermiticity, and so the application is similar to Wilsonrféons. We begin by
breaking this operator into its chiral components.

_ (P.Doy(MP," P, Doy(m)P"\ def (D, (m) D,_(m)
Dov(m) = (P’Dov(m)Pf P'Dov(mw'_"‘) - (D+(m> D(m)) (45)
The determinant is written as,
det(Doy(m) = det(D...(m) det(D(m) - D+(m)%mo+(m)) (46)

By using GWR, one can show that the operators on the right katelare positive-definite for & m < 1,
provided thaD,,(m) itself is well defined. The pseudofermion action is writéen

P, (47)

1+ 4P s

:
"B
Practically, one has to use a reflecti@fraction[11] or topology fixing term[12] to treat or avosihgularities in
Dov(m) related to the topological change.

The authors ofi[13] proposed a simulation method for onesflauith overlap fermions. We now highlight the
differences between their work and our work. In Ref. [13], théanstuse GWR, and factorize d&4,(m) Dgy(m)
into two parts.

detDoy (M) Doy(m) = detP’, Doy (M) Doy(M)P.," - detP’” Doy (M) Doy(m)P”. (48)

The diference of the first factor and second factor of the right-reidd comes from the topological zero-mode of
Doy(m). Then, the one-flavor determinant is written as

deDey(m) = det’, Doy (M) Doy(MP," - mN—N) = det’ Doy (M) Doy (m)P” " - mN-—N), (49)

Here, N,,_ are the numbers of topological zero-modes with a definiteatity. By using GWR, one obtains the
relation between these operators and Schur complement,

P’ Dov(M) Doy(m)P”." = D__(m) {D__(m) - D_+(m)D;(m)D+_(m) . (50)

7



In other words, in Eq[{46), the determinant is factorized as

P’ Dou(M) Doy (m)P”
D__(m)

2(1+m)D__(m) — 4m
D__(m)

det(Dov(m)) = det(D..(m)) - det[ ) = det(D,.(m)) - det (51)
Later, we show that the second factor corresponds tgzthierm in Eq.[31). Due to the cancellation between the
numerator and the denominator, the force for#h&erm in HMC is smaller than that of thg term.

When one performs a HMC simulation with a topological fixieg, it is apparent that using the pseudofermion
action with the factorization in EJ._{#9) is moréfextive than the factorization in E.{51). For the five-disienal
representation EJ.{81), using only tieterm and choosing the fermion mass parameteto satisfy (1- m') =
(1 - m?)/m, one can perform the HMC simulation respecting the facédiin in Eq.[49).

6. The relation of the pseudofermion action with four and fivedimensional representations

The ratio of determinants, EQ.(24), is equivalent to thedmrinant of the ffective four-dimensional operator,

Da(m) = 51+ M) + 5 (1~ mhys  (Hicrnal-16). (52)

where the functiorf (X) is polar or a rational function which approximates the digwrction. The form of the function
f is determined byv. The operatoHyemeis defined as,

Dw(—mp)
2~ (L- bWy’ 3)

By using the Schur decomposition, the one flavor pseudoterattion is written as

errnel(_mO) =75

R !
OP ———P ®; + @]

Dy 54
1~ Dag(m) 2P Da(mP; %)

Examining two cases; = 0 andc = 1, we show that the five-dimensional expression [EQ. (31)odyses Eq[(54).
This equivalence is not only of theoretical value, but aidgractical simulations. When one generateandg,, from
Eqg.(31), one has to know the eigenvalue spectrul @nd B, a priori, in order to apply the rational approximation
for the square root function. However, in the four-dimensia@ase, the spectrum is already known.

casel:c=0
In this case, the propagator of the five-dimensional fernaibtne boundarg = 1 orNg yields the propagator of
the four-dimension fermion[14],

def (1= M)Dag _ 1+ ¥5f(Hkeme(—Mo))

Deh+m = = 55
o 1—-Dug 1- 75f(errnel(_mO)) ( )
1 1
= RsB'. 56
Den +m Dawr(m) ° (56)
Here,B is defined as
BS = P761’S + P+6N5,S (57)

This relation holds only foc = 0. Note that this operator satisfies chiral symm@&gyys + y5 Dcn = 0 in the limit
Ns — oo, in which f(x) becomes the sign function. From Hg.l(55) and Eg. (56),

P_( 1 )P_ =P_+(1- m)P_[ P_. (58)

D4d(m) Z)dwf(m)}szl,s'st

After incorporating the pseudofermion field, the left-haidk becomes the first term of Eq.154). The right-hand side
equals to theA term of Eq.[31L) by substituting’ = (1 - m) andv’ = (0, ---,0, 1).

8



m Ne | NOP/103 [ NP /10° | NEP™D/10° | Acceptance] AcceptancgN ™
0019 1+1| 75(1) | 260(1) | 2345(1) | 0.88(3) 26(L)x 100
> [ 06(1) | 239(2) | 240(2) | 090(3) 38(2)x 10°
0038 | 1+1| 54(1) | 125(1) | 179(1) | 090(3) | 50(2)x10°
> [ 06(Q) | 112(0) | 113(1) | 091(3) | 80(3)x10°

Table 1: Comparison of HMCficiency for the 2-flavor and (& 1)-flavor QCD with optimal domain-wall quarks. The step dimethe gauge field
Atgaugeis 0.007(Q010) form = 0.019(Q038). while the step siz&rpr for (1+1)-flavor pseudofermions is D4(0.20) form = 0.019(Q038), which

is 4 times larger than that for the 2-flavor case. HNI%;?), N

(MD)
Iter

initial pseudofermion fields, molecular dynamics, andrtkaeim respectively).

Next, consider th& term. By using Eq[(35), one obtains,

1+@-mMy ————v= [
(WH(]-)_ A+(m)
[1— A-mP, 5=

where we used the relatidyg(m) = (Dep + M)/(Deh + 1).

cae2:c=1

P'j}l = [P;pr'j]

1-(1- m)v"';

Wy

-1

In this case, there are relations 1954 and five-dimensional operators[15],

By using the relations,

7. Numerical tests

[BZ)dwf(m)_l Dawi(1) BT] = Dgg(m) ™,

[Bdef(l)_l Dwi (M) BT] = Dag(m).

B(1+ cL(m))™*

V¢

=—""_(P,vl + P_.V'Rs),

T 1+c*m

A(m) (1 + cL(m)B" = g(m, 1, ¢) y/Ac (P.v + P_Rsv),
one can show that EQ.(60), EQ.161) and projeé&tgr reproduce the operators in Eq.131).

-1
|
(1)

, and Nl(tz?ta') are the average CG iterations for one trajectory (for geimgra

(59)

(60)

(61)

(62)

(63)

We compare theficiency of the HMC simulation for two-flavor and {11)-flavor QCD with domain-wall type

fermion withc = 1 andws = 1, on a 12 x 24 x 16(Ny) lattice. For the gluon action, we use lwasaki gauge action a
B = 2.30. In the molecular dynamics, we use the Omelyan integfi&édr and the Sexton-Weingarten method [17].
The pseudofermion action for the two-flavor simulation is time with even-odd preconditioning which is described

in Ref. [18]. The time step for the gauge fieldyrGaugd, is the same for both two-flavor and {11)-flavor cases,

while the time stepArpg) for the pseudofermion fields in the {11)-flavor case is four times larger than that for the

two-flavor case. The acceptance rate is roughly the sameofbrdases. We use conjugate gradient (CG) with mixed
precision for the inversion of the quark matrix (with evesid@reconditioning). The length of each trajectory is set
to two. After discarding 300 trajectories for thermalinati we accumulate 100 trajectories for the comparison of

efficiency. Our results are given in Talble.1. We see that thepsaoee rate is almost the same for{1)-flavor and

two-flavor simulations. If the auto-correlation time is tseeme, then theficiency of HMC can be estimated by the

total acceptance divided by the CG iteration number, anéfti@ency ratio for two-flavor and (2 1)-flavor is about

3:2.



8. Concluding remarks

In this work, we presented one-flavor method for HMC. Thedatgliference of the method presented here from
RHMC and PHMC is that the pseudofermion action yields the-ftar determinant without any approximations.
For the overlap fermion, the lierence from the method in Ref[13] is that this can be used €¥&WR is not exact.

For the lattice fermions witlis symmetry, it is always possible to construct real (hermjtigseudofermion action, but
one has to careful about the positive-definiteness, sindepiends on the type of lattice fermions used. For chirally
symmetric fermions like domain-wativerlap fermions, positive-definiteness is assured in titieeemass parameter
region which can be used in two-flavor simulations. On theoiiand, for Wilson fermions, there exist a bound for the
smallest mass where the positive-definiteness is assura bound is larger than the mass value which is intended
to use, one has to add Hasenbusch mass preconditioner thazanrpush the mass smaller. Comparison between
two-flavor and (1+ 1)-flavor using domain-wall type fermion HMC simulation s¥®that one can increase the step
size of (1+ 1)-flavor simulation while keeping same acceptance ratie reason might be that for {11)-simulation

it is effectively the same as using four-dimensional operator amébttte from the bulk mode is completely cancelled
between the light fermion and Pauli-Villars field, while fbe two-flavor pseudofermion action used in the comparison
in this work, the cancellation was done only partly. The leateck of this method is generating pseudofermion field
from Gaussian noise and it should be tuned and improved. NgtldMC itself, one can use these pseudofermion
action for reweighting method, for example, to adjust thargge quark mass or to see thkeets due to the élierence

of up down sea quark mass by using existing configurationds approach for one-flavor simulation should be
investigated further numerically and theoretically.
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Appendix A. The Eigenvalue Relation

We prove a relation between "eigenvalues of the real pard’"8ime real part of the eigenvalues” for a general
matrix M.
Amin(Re[M]) < Re[1(M)] < Amax(Re[M]), (A.1)

wherei(M) can be any one of the eigenvalued\bfRe[M] is the real part oM, Re[M] aef (M + M%)/2, Amin(Re[M])

andAmin(Re[M]) are the smallest and the largest eigenvalue oM3gefespectively.

Proof
The eigenvectorg; of Re[M] form an orthonormal basis,

Re[M]¢i = higi, (i, 9j) = 6ij. (A.2)

Here, (, ) means the inner product.
The eigenvectorg; of M can be expressed in terms of thés as,

Myi = i, i = Z Vg (A.3)
|

Here, we sety;, ¢i) = 1. This yields}), |c|(i)|2 = 1. The inner product of; andMy; gives the eigenvalug,
Ai = (i, My). (A.4)

Then, we divideM into the real part Ré{l] and the imaginary part Ini] &t (M - MT)/2, and substitute these into
the Eq.[A%),
Ai = (i, ReM] i) + (i, Im[M] ). (A.5)

10



After taking the real part of this equation, only the firshteremains,
Re(i) = (i, Re[M] ).

By substituting Eq[{ARB) into the right hand side of this atjon, one obtains

wi.ReM] i) = > (@) (g, ReMI 1) = > || hu.
|

k|

This is equal to or larger than smallest eigenvalue oNRe[

21— dmin(ReMD) = 3 e (h — Amn(Re{MD) 2 0.
0 |

Thus, by using Eq[{Al6) to Eq.(A.8), it is proven that R@fl)] cannot be smaller thaiy,in(Re[M]),

Amin(ReM]) < Re[(M)].

The other inequality in Eq_(Al1), R&{M)] < Amax(Re[M]), can be proven in a similar way.

Appendix B. Eigenvalues and Eigenvectors of MatrixA.(m)

(A.6)

(A7)

(A.8)

(A.9)

Here, we derive the eigenvectors and the eigenvaluas @h) defined in Eq{27). We work explicitly oNs = 4.
After obtaining the answers fdds = 4, to convert the answers for genekilis straightforward.

Using the matrixM, (m, c), i.e.,
1+ 1
—(1_ -1 _ c 4
Mi(mc) = (1- L)@ +cl)™ = 7— oo

the matrixA, (my, mp) def Rs[ M, (mp) — M_(my)] is written as,

) 1 Smp —mp cmy . 1 cAmy
1+ | < 1 Smp —cm e B

A (m Rs——— -R :
+( l,m2) 51+C4mz c2 —C 1 c3mz 5:|_+C4I'Y]1 c? -C
_c3 2 _e 1 -c3 c?

9(my, M, €)Q(c)

Here,g(m, mp, ¢) andQ(c) are defined as,

oM M2, ) = G L+ )’

The matrixA, (m) in Eq (27) is given byA,(m) = A, (m, 1).
Eigenvalues and eigenvectors@fre,

Qui=0 (=123), Qv=Av with 1, =c®+c*+c?+1,

1 0 0 —c3
" c| |, 1 U 0 v 1 c?
l = 9 2 = b 3 = b e ——— .
0 c 1 Vb +ct+c2+1| €
0 0 c 1

Define unitary matrixs as
S= (u'1 u'zu’sv).
11

(L+c)(mp — my) & & -3 &

—C2m1

C3 my

—C

(B.1)

Cchny
-2 my
C3 my

(B.2)

(B.3)

(B.4)

(B.5)



Here,u;, U, andu; are the vectors made by orthonormalizatiomgfu, andus. Then,A, (mg, M) is written as,
A, (mg, mp) = g(my, mp, ©) S diag(Q0,0, ) S™ = g'(my, mp, ) S diag(Q0,0,1) ST, (B.6)

with g’ (my, mp, ©) = Ac g(my, My, ©).

The similar relation foA_(mg, mp) = Rs[M_(m,) — M_(my)] is given by multiplyingRs from left and right to this
equation.
Appendix C. Exactness - Point of View with Eigenvalues

Consider the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the opahéator

Whyi = hiy (C.1)

The Gaussian noise fielel and pseudo fermion fielgl, are expressed as linear combination of the eigenvegtors
E= Z bii, ¢ = Z Civi (C.2)
i i

The path integral of is written as the product of integral w.r.t the ¢beentc;.
f do e wi? = f [ ]dcrdcie = e, (C.3)
i

Whenb; has a distributiore™®?, one can make the distribution proportionalet’t?fh_liCi by multiplying by vh;, ¢ =
Vhibi. N

On the other hand, constructing= fap(hi)bi. the distribution become * 2 ®

The diference can be adjusted by ac¢egéct step with the probability

o (R o (C.4)

To take this factor as a probability, this must be less tha oa., fapp(hi) > vhi. This condition is understood that

o1 —c—Lg . _ .
e @’ has a slightly broader distribution than' ‘/WC, and the accepreject step makes the distribution narrow
by suppressing largey.
Appendix D. Linear Algebra
Here, we remind the readers some relations of linear algebra

e Schur Decomposition

B ek A oS - T Yok I

e The Inversion of an Schur Complement

(3)=(é g)(\;\(’) = y=(D-CA"B)x (D.2)

e The Determinant of an Operator with ProjecRr
detP,MP, = det(P,M + P_) = det(MP, + P_) (D.3)
det(MP, + P_) = detM (P, + M~1P_)) = det(M) detP, + M~*P_) = det(M) det’M~*P"") (D.4)
12
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