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We consider representing two classes of 1D quantum wave functions of spin systems, including the
AKLT and CFT correlator wave functions, in terms of multi-layer restricted Boltzmann machines.
In our prescription, the AKLT wave function can be exactly represented by a 2-layer restricted
Boltzmann machine with five hidden spins per visible spin. The construction can be generalized to
prove that any MPS wave function on N unit cells with finite bond dimension can be approximated
by a 2-layer restricted Boltzmann machine with O(N) hidden spins within an error which scales
linearly with N. The Haldane-Shastry wave function or a chiral boson CF'T correlator wave function,
as any Jastrow type of wave functions, can be exactly written as a 1-layer Boltzmann machine with
O(N?) hidden spins and N visible spins. Applying the cumulant expansion, we further find that the
chiral boson CFT correlator wave function (with small vertex operator conformal dimension «, i.e.,
a < 0.1) can be approximated, within 99.9% accuracy up to 22 visible spins, by a 1-layer RBM with
O(N) hidden spins. The cumulant expansion also leads us to a physically inspiring result in which
the hidden spins of the restricted Boltzmann machine can be interpreted as the conformal tower of

the chiral boson CFT on the cylinder.

Introduction Restricted Boltzmann machine (RBM)
states have been recently attracting the attention of the
condensed matter community as a new numerical tool for
quantum systems[1-21]. The inspiration of RBM states
comes from the fields of deep learning and artificial in-
telligence: neural networks. One of the earliest neural
networks is the RBM. In this paper, we focus on a simple
generalization of the RBM, the k-layer RBM. A k-layer
RBM refers to the following type of functions:
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where (i) ¢ € {1,...,k} labels the hidden layer; (ii) s,
(1 < po < n) are the visible spins; (i) b}, (1 < p; <
m;) are the hidden spins in the i-th layer; (iv) W, .
are complex valued weights; (v) ap, and b}, are complex
valued biases for the visible and i-th layer hidden spins
respectively. An important feature of the k-layer RBM
is that the hidden spins in the ¢-th layer only couple to
the hidden spins in the (¢ + 1)-th or (i — 1)-th layers, and
they do not couple to the hidden spins within the same
layer, although integrating out the i-th layer will give
spin-spin coupling in the (i — 1)-th and (i 4+ 1)-th layer.
See Fig. 1 for an graphical representation of a 3-layer
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Figure 1: A neural network diagram representation of a 3-
layer fully connected RBM. The black dots are the visible
spins while the blue ones are hidden. Each of the black lines
connecting two dots represents the W weight in Eq. (1). The
biases are not explicit in this diagram. The first hidden layer
is connected to the visible layer and the second hidden layer,
and the second hidden layer is connected to the first and the
third one. The last hidden layer only connect with the second
hidden layer. The fully connected RBM refers to an RBM
where each of the spins in a layer is connected to all the spin
in the nearest neighbor layers.

RBM. In particular, the 1-layer RBM is:

fi—rBM(81,82,...,SN) =
(2)
Yo exp (> Wigsihy+ ) siai+ Y hjb
hi,..ha i4 i ;

The values of the visible and hidden spins can vary de-
pending on the systems.

Previous studies [13, 22, 23] mostly focus on the nu-
merical applications of 1-layer RBM to quantum many-



body systems. Only few analytical studies demonstrate
the power of k-layer RBM’s. In Ref. [13, 22], efficient
numerical algorithms were proposed to construct 1-layer
RBM states from tensor network states or from stabi-
lizer codes. In Ref. [23], finitely connected[38] 1-layer
RBM states with minimal number of hidden spins have
been analytically constructed for a family of 1D stabi-
lizer codes. The purpose of this paper is to represent
more generic wave functions beyond stabilizer codes in
terms of k-layer RBM’s. In particular, we focus on two
examples: the AKLT model and the free-boson CF'T cor-
relator states. As proved in Ref. [23], a necessary condi-
tion of the existence of a finitely connected 1-layer RBM
to exactly represent a 1D wave function is that the ma-
trices of its matrix product state (MPS)[24-32], which
can be immediately obtained from the RBM, are of rank
1. However, this condition does not hold true for AKLT
model, since one of its MPS matrix is of rank 2.[25] We
will show in this paper that the spin-1 AKLT model can
be exactly represented by a 2-layer RBM. Furthermore,
we prove in section D of the supplementary material that
any MPS can be approximated, up to an arbitrary small
error that scales linearly with the system size N, by a
2-layer RBM.

2-Layer RBM for the AKLT State For clarity, we de-
note {|3),| — 3)} as the basis of a spin-3 state, and
{|1),]0),] — 1)} as the basis of a spin-1 state. Consider a
spin-1 chain with periodic boundary condition contain-

ing N unit cells. The parent Hamiltonian of the AKLT
model is H = Zil [Si “Sip1+ 3 (S SH_l)Z} where S¢
(a = 1,2,3) are three spin-1 operators for the i-th spin.
The AKLT ground state can be represented as an MPS

|AKLT) = >

{s;}={-1,0,1}N

T(ﬂT) =) ©

=1

where

2 1 2
T = \fJﬂTo = \[US,Tl = \[a (4)
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ot = (0! £i0?)/2, and o123 are the 2-by-2 Pauli ma-
trices. The basis |s;) is a direct product state |s;) =
®@N ,|s:). The AKLT ground state and its MPS repre-
sentation can be constructed by starting with a singlet
chain of spin-1’s (to be specified below) and project the
spin—%’s into spin-1’s [25, 32]. As we will find, a 2-layer
RBM representation of the ground state can be obtained
using the same construction.

1. A Singlet Chain as an RBM: Consider a trans-
lational invariant chain with N unit cells where each
unit cell contains two spin—%’s, labeled by a;,b; = :I:%,
i=1,...,N. A singlet chain state is a tensor product of
pairs of singlets |¢); ;41 across adjacent unit cells, i.e.,

|1/’> = ®£V:1 |¢>i,i+1 with
[¥)ii+1

i 1 1 1 1
_E <|bz = §,ai+1 = —5> - |b7,' = —§,ai+1 = 2>) (5)
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1 Z Z imhi i1 (bitais)+imb;
[ — eﬂ— i,0+1 (Ve i+1 04 b,7aA
24/2 b3, @iy1)

bi,aiq1==+% hii+1=0

where we introduce a hidden spin h; ;41 = 0,1 for each
pair of adjacent unit cells to fit the coefficient in the form
of an RBM. Suppressing the overall normalization factor,
the singlet chain |¢) can be compactly written by taking
the product of Eq. (5) as:
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{ai,bihiiv1}

ei S (mhi g1 (bi+aigr)+mby)

{ai, bi}) (6)

The summation is taken over all possible configurations
of a;, bi and hi,i+1~

2. Projection as a 1-layer RBM: The second step is
to project the two spin—%’s on each site to a spin-1 via
the projector P

N N
Pe@r=@( T X ki)

=1 si=—1,0,1 ai,b,;::t%
(7)

where the Clebsch-Gordan (CG) coefficients P; , are

1
1 _ p—1 _ 0 _ p0 —
Pa=raa =t Ba=mn=n g
P;, =0, otherwise.

Relegating the details to section A of the supplemen-
tary material, we find that the CG coefficients can be
expressed as a 1-layer RBM,

1
1 (2 x
=g 0 D dlEHenmIrEre) )
h=—1 h’::t%
Substituting Eq. (9) into Eq. (7), expanding the direct
product and suppressing the overall normalization factor,
we find the projector P as

Px Y
{ss,a4,bi,hi,hl} (10)
[{s:})({ai, b}
where |{s;}) is defined below Eq. (4) and |{a;,b;}) =
®@N | |a;,b;). We refer to the projector Eq. (10) as the
RBM projector.
3. AKLT State: We finally combine the results in

Egs. (6) and (10) to express the spin-1 AKLT state in
terms of a 2-layer RBM state:

Ply)) o >
{s4,a:,bi,hi ip1,hi,h}

eﬂ'i > (hi,i+1 (bi+ai+1)+bi+%hi(ai+bi_si)+%h;(ai_bi)) ‘{31}>

(11)

eﬂ'i Zl(%h7(a7+b,—s7)+%h;(a,—b7))
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Figure 2: The illustration for the 2-layer RBM state of the
spin-1 AKLT wave function. The black dots are the visible
spin-1’s. The colored dots are the hidden spins. The weights
are the solid black lines. The dashed black line is the 1D
lattice.

where the last expression is a 2-layer RBM state. h;, h
and h; ;1 are the hidden spins in the first layer, while
a;, b; are the hidden spins in the second layer. See Fig. 2
for a graphical representation of the 2-layer RBM. Ap-
plying the procedure in Ref. [23] (see also section B of
the supplementary material), the RBM Eq. (11) can be
cast into the form of an MPS,

Ty

N X D exD [Wi(hi—l,ia#

ai,bi,hi,h; (12)
2 1
hiiv1bi +b; + ghi(ai +bi —si) + ih;(ai - b1)>:|

After a similarity transformation on the virtual indices,

1 /1 i
s w
we obtain the standard MPS matrices of the AKLT state
Eq. (4).

MPS by 2-Layer RBM The above procedure of ex-
pressing the AKLT state as a 2-layer RBM can be gen-
eralized for any MPS with finite bond dimension. In
section D of the supplementary material, we prove that
given an arbitrary small error e and arbitrary MPS
MPS({si}) = [I,,; Tr(T*") with finite bond dimension
on a system with N unit cells, there exists a 2-layer RBM
such that

T - U-T%- U, U=

max [RBM({s.}) = MPS({s ) = O(N)e (14

where O(N) is a coefficient that scales linearly with N.
We prove Eq. (14) based on the representing power the-
orem of 1-layer RBM for (real) probability distributions
of binary numbers[33]. We leave the proof to the supple-
mentary material.

Correlator States by RBM In this section, we con-
struct the exact 1-layer RBM representions for a series of
chiral boson CFT correlator wave functions. For simplic-
ity, we adopt a slightly different convention for labeling
the spin basis: |s) = |£). The vertex operator of the
chiral boson CFT [34][39] is
eisi\/&¢(zi) :

Al =, i=1,2,...,N. (15)

We explain the notations in Eq. (15). (i) N is the sys-
tem size and we assume that N is even; (ii) ¢(z) is the
holomorphic part of the free boson field, where z = x+iy
is the complex coordinate; (iii) s; = £1 labels the spin
basis; (iv) « is a positive real number encoding the con-
formal dimension & of A , i.e., h = a; (v) the Marshall
sign factor xs; is defined as x,, = 1 for even j, and
Xs; = 8 for odd j; (vi) : O : denotes the normal ordering
of the operator O on the decomposition of ¢ into normal
modes. The correlator of the vertex operators Eq. (15)
is the wave function:

Yerr(s1, S2, ..., sn) o (AL A2 LAY Yepr
N
16
x4 <Z si> H szl_[(zZ — zj) %% 16)
i=1 iodd  i>j

1 if Zi\il s; = 0; otherwise

where § (Zi\il 51) =
J (vazl Si

0. If z;’s are restricted to be the coordinates of a spin

chain of N sites with periodic boundary condition, i.e.,
27i

zn =enN" ne{0,1,..,N — 1}, then Eq. (16) reduces

to

= 0, i.e, constraining the total s, to be

N
wCFT(Sl,SQ,...,SN) X 5 <Zsi) H Si
aé;:éi i odd (17)
X H [sin (Fm];n)]

m>n

In particular, when o = %, YorT reduces to the Haldane-
Shastry wave function [34][40]. For convenience, when
m # n, we denote dy (m,n) := |sin (725%) |. Eq. (17)
becomes

¢CFT(81,SQ, .. .,SN) X

N
) (Z&) H S; H dn (m,m)*smsn
i=1

i odd m>n

(18)

The chiral boson CFT wave function Eq. (18) is a spe-
cial type of Jastrow wave function. Notice that a wave
function f({s;}) is Jastrow if f({s;}) = [[,; wi;(si, ;)
for some function wu;;(s;,s;). Ref. [0] has shown that a
generic Jastrow wave function can be exactly represented
by a 1-layer RBM with O(N?) hidden spins. In the fol-
lowing we first show that the chiral boson CFT correla-
tor wave function can be exactly represented by a 1-layer
RBM with Y2=1 1 1 hidden spins,
YVerT(81,82, .-, SN) X '3 Lioaa(si—1)
N—1
Z Z AFh T, 513 s (5m Vi B 80 V™ B )
h=0 {hm n}

(19)

where the hidden spins include: (a) hy,,, = %1 cou-
pling to the pair of visible spins s, and s, and (b)
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Figure 3: The RBM state figure for CFT correlator states
with 4 spins with periodic boundary condition. The black
dots are the visible spins and the blue dots are the hidden
spins for each pair of visible spins, i.e., lm,n. See Eq. (19).

h = 0,1,...,N — 1 coupling to all visible spins, as
a Zeeman magnetic field. In Eq. (19), we have used
s; = e™(5i=D/2 for 5; € {1,—1}. The hidden spin h is
introduced to impose the constraint ), s; = 0 by a Zy
Fourier transformation. The total number of the hidden
spins are W + 1. In Eq. (19) we use the notations:

Vet =Vy (aln (dy(m,n)))

Vy™ = Vo (aln (dy (m, n))) (20)
where the functions Vi (x) and Va(z) are:
Vio(x) = % (arccosh (e”) & arcsech (e7)) . (21)

Fig. 3 is a graphical representation of the 1-layer RBM
in Eq. (19). The details to derive Eq. (19) can be found
in section C of the supplementary material.

We further numerically show that the CFT correlator
wave function can be approximated by a 1-layer RBM
with IV hidden spins (for 20 < N < 22) within the ac-
curacy 99.9% for 0 < a < 0.1, in contrast to the O(N?)
hidden spins for the exact representation Eq. (19). We
first prove that 1-layer RBM without bias, i.e., Eq. (2)
where a; = 0 and b; = 0, can be approximated (with
the precision given below) by an exponential function of
a quadratic polynomial of physical spins, provided the
weights are small, i.e., |IW;;| < 1. Concretely,

Z exp ZWiksihk 22Mexp %ZUijsisj

hi,...;hnm %] i#]
(22)
where U is symmetric and
M
Uij =Y WuWi or U=WWT. (23)

k=1

To prove Eq. (22), we use the cumulant expansion. In
Eq. (22), summing over the hidden spins amounts to cal-
culating the expectation value with a uniform normalized
probability distribution:

p (hl, hQ, .

VY hi,ho, ... by = 1. (24)

4

Denote X =}, Wi;s;hj. Cumulant expansion[3’]

yields
X _ oMm( X\ _ oM o Fir
Z et =2ME(e™) = 2% exp <Z r') (25)
hihayeeshar r=1

where E denotes the expectation value over the probabil-
ity distribution Eq. (24). The r-th cumulant x, is listed

in Ref. [35]. K, is of order O(|W;;|"). The first two cu-
mulants x; and ko are:
R1 = ]E(X) =0
Rg = E (XQ) = Z WiijkSiSj (26)
i,k

Hence kg is the leading contribution to Eq. (25). Keeping
only the leading terms in Eq. (25), we obtain the desired
approximation

1
Z eX ~ 2Mexp 5 Z Wik Wiks;s; (27)
hi,ha,...;hm .,k

The right hand side of Eq. (27) is precisely of the form
exp (% Zi# Uijsisj) where U;; = >, WiuWji, and
hence Eq. (23) holds. Furthermore, since the only ap-
proximation comes from truncation of the Cumulant se-
ries in Eq. (25), we can determine that Eq. (23) is ac-
curate up to O(|W;;|®). Equivalently, the two sides of
Eq. (22) equal up to a multiplicative factor eO(Wis %)
which is exponentially close to 1. We emphasize that
the accuracy of the approximation also depends on the
number of hidden spins M which we specify below.

Eq. (22) provides a convenient approximation of the
CFT correlator wave function using the RBM. For the
simplicity of numerical simulations, we choose the num-
ber of hidden spins M to be the number of visible spins
N (in contrast to O(N?) for the exact representation
Eq. (19)), we numerically test the validity of this approx-
imation by computing the overlap of ¥cpr in Eq. (18)
with the RBM wave function:

erT—RBM(S1, 52, -+, SN)

N
:%5 <§ Si) ei% > ioaal(si—1) Z

hi,ha,....,hN

(28)

e2mig Wijsihy

In Eq. (28), W is obtained by eigenvalue decomposing
U (from Eq. (17)) whose nonzero matrix elements are
Uij = aln(dn(4,5)),Vi # j. Concretely, we decom-
pose U as U = VAVT where V is real and X is the
diagonal matrix, and we construct W = Vv/A [11]. We
numerically compute the fidelity (i.e. single-site over-
lap) |(vcrr|Ycrr—rem) Y. The numerical results are
summarized in Fig. 4. For 0 < o < 1, the fidelity is
greater than 90% with sizes up to N = 22. In partic-
ular, in the regime where the perturbation is valid, i.e.,
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Figure 4: Numerical results for the fidelity
|<1/JCFT|'(/)CFT7RBM>|1/N versus «. The two states tcrT
and Ycorr—rBM are defined in Egs. (17) and (28) respectively.
Different curves corresponds to different system sizes N.
The horizontal axis is «, and the vertical axis is the fidelity
[(err|porr_rem)|YY. The fidelity is significantly larger
than 99% for « < 0.1.

0 < a < 0.1, the fidelity is greater than 99.9%. This indi-
cates that the approximation by cumulant expansion is
acceptable at the leading order. The next order term
in the cumulant expansion is k4 since k3 = 0 and it
leads to a quadratic term in the wave function, that is
Zi’j’k)l Uijki5:5;5k51, which does not have the quadratic
dependence of Eq. (22).

We comment that the RBM wave function Eq. (28) also
approximates the ground state wave function of the in-
tegrable XXZ chain. The Hamiltonian of the XXZ chain
is

N
Hxxz = Zsfsfﬂ + 878} +ASF S

i=1

(29)

where S¢, a = z,y,z are Pauli matrices. In Ref. [34],
it was numerically shown that the overlap between the
ground state of Eq. (29) |¢¥xxz) and the chiral boson
CFT correlator Eq. (16) |tcpr) is greater than 99% with
N = 20 provided A = —cos(27a) for 0 < a < 0.1, i.e.,
{Yxxz[Yerr)| > 99%. Thus the single site overlap (i.e.
the fidelity) is

N = 20.

|(Wxxzlerr)N > 99.9%, (30)

Since we have already shown that the fidelity between
the CFT correlator Eq. (16) and the CFT-RBM Eq. (28)
for N = 20 is also greater than 99.9% for 0 < a < 0.1,
we conclude that the CFT-RBM wave function nicely

approximates the ground state of the XXZ ground state
wave function with the fidelity [12]

|(YxxzYcrr—rem) YN > 99.8%, N =20.

(31)

We finally comment that Eq. (22) allows us to label the
orthogonal basis of the chiral boson CFT using hidden
spins. Recalling Eq. (16) and (17), the matrix elements
Ui;; in Eq. (22) can be identified as:

e

- (32)

U, = alnsin (

U in Eq. (32) is proportional to the chiral boson cor-
relation function on a cylinder of length 27:

Ui o Oé<¢ (2;?1) o (2]7:/-”>>cy1

Denote |p, ¢) as the complete and orthonormal basis of
chiral boson CFT, consisting of all the primary states
(labeled by p) and their descendents (labeled by ¢ > 0).
Inserting the identity 1 =3 [p, ¢)(p, ¢| on the cylinder,
we have

U x @ 3000 (55 ) In-abontoalo (57 )b (31)

Comparing Eq. (34) and (23), we can find that:

(33)

2mm

Wm(p,q) X \/a<¢ <N> \p, q>cy17 (35)

where the second index (p, q) of W, i.e., the hidden spin
in the 1-layer RBM, labels the orthonormal basis of chiral
boson CFT on a cylinder |p,q). Since there are infinite
number of orthogonal CFT bases, the number of hidden
spins M is infinite in this case.

Conclusion In this paper, we study two famous states
for 1D spin chains: the AKLT state and the CFT correla-
tor state. The AKLT state can be exactly represented as
a 2-layer RBM state, where the number of hidden spins
per visible spin is 5. We further proved that any MPS
can be approximated by a 2-layer RBM within a given
accuracy €. The free-boson CFT correlator wave function
Eq. (17) can be exactly represented by a 1-layer RBM,
and the number of hidden spins per unit cell is approx-
imately M = O(NTQ) as N becomes large. The number
of hidden spins grows as the system size indicates that
the ground state is strongly entangled, with the entangle-
ment bounded from above by log 2V . Moreover, using
cumulant expansion for the 1-layer RBM, the CF'T corre-
lator wave function can be approximated well by a 1-layer
RBM with N number of hidden spins with the accuracy
shown in Fig. 4. Tt is worth emphasizing that the hidden
spins can be interpreted as the orthonormal basis of the
free boson CFT, as shown in Eq. (35).
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are within a finite range.

The standard vertex operator of chiral boson CFT is
exp(iy/a¢(z)) which does not contain the prefactor s;.
The vertex operator in Eq. (15) is more like Knizhnik-
Zamolodchikov spin vertices. However, for simplicity, we
still denote Eq. (15) as the vertex operator of chiral boson
CFT.

To see its connection to the HS wave function, it is more
convenient to change the spin basis s; to the occupa-
tion number basis n;, via s; = 1 — 2a,. a; = 0,1. Since
>, 8 = 0, we have Y .a; = N/2. Hence there are ex-
actly N/2 i’s where a; = 1. Denote such indices as n;.
Then Eq. (17) can be rewritten as ¢crr(n1,...,nN/2) X

eim i ni Hgi/fnj (sin(mw(ni — n;)/N))2. This is precisely
the HS wave function. See [34] for details.

Because U;,; is real and symmetric, there exists a real
matrix V satisfying VV? = VTV = I such that U =
VAVT, where A is a diagonal matrix. Denote W = VVA.
U can be rewritten as U = WW7. Thus one can find W
by performing the eigenvalue decomposition U = VAVT.
Since |(xxz|crr)|/Y > 1 — € where € = 0.1%, we
find to the leading order of e that the XXZ state can
be approximated as |[¥xxz) = |crr) + Ne|a) for some
|r). Similarly since |<1/JCFT|1/JCFT—RBM>|1/N > 1—c¢ to
the leading order of €, the |[Ycrr—rBM) can be approxi-
mated as [crr-rBM) = |[YcrT)+Ne|B) for some |5). We
estimate the fidelity |<Q/)sz|’(/)CFT_RBM>|1/N up to lead-
ing order of € to be (1 + Ne((a|CFT) + (CFT|8))"/Y >
1—2e =99.8%.



A. Expressing the CG Coefficients as an RBM

In this appendix, we express the Clebsch-Gordan (CG) coefficients in Eq. (8) in the main text in terms of a 1-layer
RBM. We find that the coefficients can be organized into the following formula,

Z eFhlatt=)p (A1)

3,
where
1
Fiy=fyg=bL Ry=Fy=7% (A-2)
The rest of the task is to write the factor F, ; as an RBM. Fortunately, F; ; fits nicely into the formula
Fab:cos<ﬂ-(a—b) Z elEh (a=b)
: 4 (A.3)

Combining both Egs. (A.1) and (A.3) leads to:

-ty 3 denarire) "

h——l h!=

B. Expressing a finitely connected and translationally invariant RBM state as an MPS

In this appendix, we map a finitely connected and translationally invariant 2-layer RBM into an MPS. See Ref. [23]
for the discussion of 1-layer RBM <> MPS map. As an example, we explain the 2-layer RBM <> MPS map where
there are 1 visible spin, 2 hidden spins in the first hidden layer and 2 hidden spins in the second hidden layer per unit
cell. We will comment on the generalization to 2-layer RBM’s with more visible and hidden spins per unit cell.

Consider a translational invariant and nearest neighbor connected 2-layer RBM defined on a 1D lattice with N unit
cells. We first introduce the degrees of freedom in each unit cell as well as the weights and biases.

1. There is 1 visible spin s, in the r-th unit cell, r =1, ..., N.

2. There are 2 hidden spins hl and g! in the r-th unit cell of the first hidden layer. hl only connects to the visible
spin in the same unit cell s,., while g1 connects to the visible spins belonging to neighbor unit cells s, and s, .

3. There are 2 hidden spins h2 and g2 in the r-th unit cell of the second hidden layer. h? only connects to the
hidden spins from the first hidden layer in the same unit cell, i.e., h} and g!. g2 connects to the hidden spins
from the first hidden layer belonging to neighbor unit cells, i.e., hl, gt, hl 41 and gl 11

4. The weights connecting the visible spins and hidden spins from the first hidden layer are specified as follows:
(a) The weight connecting s, and hl is W} .
(b) The weight connecting s, and g} is W,.
(c) The weight connecting s,.41 and g} is Wslg.

5. The weights connecting the hidden spins from the first hidden layer and those from the second hidden layer are
as follows:

(a) The weight connecting h} and h? is W2,,.
(b) The weight connecting g} and h? is W;h.

)

)

(c) The weight connecting hl and g2 is W,fg.

(d) The weight connecting g} and g7 is W2,.
)

(e) The weight connecting h! ; and g2 is ng‘



Figure 5: Translationally invariant 2-layer RBM with nearest neighbor connection. The black dot represents the visible spin
{s+}. In the first hidden layer, the green triangle represents the hidden spin {hl}, and the green box represents the hidden
spin {g’}. In the second hidden layer, the red pentagon represents the hidden spin {hf}, and the red diamond represents the
hidden spin {gf }. The blue lines represent the weights connecting the spins within the unit cell, and the orange lines represent

the weights connecting the spins from adjacent unit cells (which are labeled by W%). The yellow shaded region represents a
unit cell involving all three layers. The dark yellow shaded region represents a unit cell involving the visible layer and the first
hidden layer.

(f) The weight connecting g}, and g2 is ng.
6. The biases are as follows:

(a) The bias of s, is A,.
(b) The bias of hi is B:, i =1,2.
(c) The bias of & is C%, i =1,2.

For simplicity, we assume all the visible spins and hidden spins are {0,1} valued. The 2-layer RBM takes the above
general form

r=1

N
fQ,RBM(Sl7 ey SN) = Z Z exp <Z (Wslhsrhi + Wslgsrgi + Wslgerrlgi
{rr}Agrr {n2}.{92}

+ W2, hh2 + W2, ghh2 + W2 hLg? + W2ghg? + W2 L 162 + Wigh g2 (B1)

by B+ Ol B c,%gz))

See Figure 5 for a graphical representation of the RBM.
We further organize the 2-layer RBM Eq. (B.1) as an MPS. We first construct a state by treating the RBM Eq. (B.1)
as a wave function,

IRBM) = > fo-mBm(s1, - s5) [{sr}) (B.2)
{sr}

By properly grouping the various terms in Eq. (B.1), we find

[RBM) = ZTr(HT5T>|{sT}> (B.3)
{sr} r=1
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where the tensor T is a 4 x 4 matrix

Tgsf 02 glg = g exp | Wi, s,hy + H/slgs’f‘gi—i_ ”slgsrgiq
r—19r—129drJr h}"h?‘

b Avs 4 BINL 4 Clgh b B2 4 CEgE)

This shows that one can directly obtain the MPS from a 2-layer translationally invariant RBM. It is remarkable that
by grouping the indices g!_;, g2 ; as the left index and the indices g}, g2 as the right index, the rank of the 4-by-4
matrices T%" is upper bounded by 2. To see this, we denote

1 1.1

y ( 9r—197h
Ter = Usr B.5
9y _197_1:9%9% 9r_19%h1 g% 92 (B.5)

hy.
where
Sp _ 1 1 1 1, 1171 1 171 1.1
Ug},,lgih% = exp (Wshs,,hr + Weysrgy + Weysrgp_1 + Arsp + Boh, + CTgT>

g 7 7
VI = "exp (thhihi + Wohgrh? + Wi htgs + Weglgr + Wighrgr o+ Wegrgr 1 + BEh? + CfQ?)

92_19? g g
h?

(B.6)

Notice that U°r

9r_197 H
of the 1-layer RBM must have rank 1. From Eq. (B.5) the matrix T' can be expressed as sum of two rank 1 4 x 4
matrices,

1 1p1
o and Vg{’lgg;hr are both 1-layer RBMs respectively. In Ref. [23], we showed that the MPS matrix

r—1

1 1 1 1
971970 Sr 9r—19,1
Ter =U? Ve +U?%; \% B.7
97197 1:9%97 97-1970 " g7_, 9% 9r_19:1 97197 (B.7)
s gy 1910 s g, 1911 . .
because U’y | Vo' and U’r | V777" are both rank 1 4 x 4 matrices. (Tensor product of two rank 1 matrices
9r19:0 " 97,97 9r19r1 97 197

1 171
is still a rank 1 matrix. ) Hence the rank of T is at most 2. Actually the rank of T' can be 1, when Ugs{ gihl gg;_lgg{hr
r—19r""r r—1Jr

. . . . . . . ; I _19rhr
is independent of h!. In particular, when all the weights connecting to the hidden spin A vanish, U;{" gkl Vgg{‘lqg; "
Jr—1Jr"r r—1Jr

is independent of hl. We realize that even in this case (where all weights connecting to hl vanish), the Boltzmann
machine is still a 2-layer RBM (which does not reduce to a 1-layer RBM). In conclusion, we showed the upper bound
for the MPS of the 2-layer RBM Eq. (B.4) is 2.

Generalization to the RBM with more visible and hidden spins per unit cell is straightforward. The recipe is to
introduce species indices to label visible and hidden spins, i.e., {5, hL? gl h2¢ ¢g>f} where a,b,c,e, f are indices
labeling the species. More specifically,

1. 5% is the visible spin. a =1, ..., ns.

2. h1% b=1,...,np1, is the hidden spin from the first hidden layer connecting only with the visible spins from the
same unit cell, i.e., s&.

3. g-¢, ¢ =1,...,n41, is the hidden spin from the first hidden layer connecting only with the visible spins from the
neighbor unit cells, i.e., s; and s, ;;

4. h2¢ e =1,...,np2, is the hidden spin from the second hidden layer connecting only with the hidden spins from
the first hidden layer from the same unit cell, i.e., h'* and gl

5. g?’f, f=1,...,ng is the hidden spin from the second hidden layer connecting only with the hidden spins from
the first hidden layer from adjacent unit cells, i.e., b1, gl hifl and gifl.



11

Finally, the weights and biases {WJ, , W} Wl W2, W2 ng,W2 W,%g,W2 A,,BL,C} B% (C2} are generalized

89> "7 sg’ gho 99’ 99’
: : . 1,ab l,ac 1171, 2,be 2,ce 2,bf 2.cf 1i72:0f 1172, 1,b 1, 2, 2,
with the species labels: {W;*", Wlsae, Wiae, W'¢ W e Wiol Wel (Wbl wael Ae, BLY, CLe, B¢, C2PY. Us-
ing the above notations, the 2-layer RBM is

N
Porsu({sih) = Y . e (Z (WJ;;“”s?hi’b + WL stghe 4+ Wheese e
{he " Ao} {h¥ 3 {g2 ) r=1
+ Wihbeh}ﬁ’bh%’e + W;ﬁceg;’ch%e + Wsébfhi’bg?’f + Wg2g,0fg7{,cgz7f + Wiébfhif1gg"f + W;Q,Cfgiflgf)f
+ A%s® + BMORLY 4 Olegle - BRep2e 4 0% g2T ))
(B.8)

The RBM state of the 2-layer RBM Eq. (B.8) can be rewritten as an MPS,

N
RBM) = 3" fo o (D s = 3 Tr( 11 T) oo }) (B.9)
{sr} N

{s¢}
where
s 1,ab 1,b 1,ac¢’ _a 1,c/ | 15/l,ac a, 1.
risrt , = > exp [ WiTsthyt + Wt stghe + Westg,
{gifl}{gffl}’{gi"’}{gf’f/} . lb}{ , , sh r!or sg rdr sg rdr—1
hy"}, hTTC

2,be; 1, , 2,¢ 12, 2,bf" 11, ! L f 1, 2. | Trr2b b2,
WS hy R+ W g by + Wit D hbb gl I 4 Woe' T gl g2l L Wb gt
+ W2 ghe g2, 4 Ast 4 BYORLY 4 O gbe 4 BRepZe 4 02 'g?’f/>
(B.10)

which is an 2791772 x 2m91t92 dimensional matrix. We further calculate the rank of the MPS Eq. (B.10). We use
the same method as in Eq. (B.7). We denote

{s2} {s2} {9l Hob e H{nLby
T ’ ’ — r. N / Bll
{or o Ha2 3 or® Her 'y {;} {915 Hor“ Hre®Y {927 HoP '} ( )
where
Vgt oty = (Wsla“”s?hi”’ W stgre + Wigttsion s + Afst+ Brthyt + C&’C’gi’cl>
r—1 r T

{o05 Hor < Hnkby 2,b 2.c'e 1,¢' 2,bf’ ' f gl 28 b
V{g” 1}{921f,} = Z exp | Wi °hLPh2e + Wghc Cgben?e 4 Wi, f hLbg?l" 4 W;; Fgbe g2l 4 Wi, fh,l,’bg%gllg)
r—1 r
{hi°}

- ’ .‘/ 2, , , R ’ , ’
+ Woat T gp gy + BEehe + O g2 )

a 1,c L/ rplb
Both U;S{E ol (AL} and I{{{iTgl}}{{irf,j{ ) are rank 1 matrices. Therefore, we find that 7" is a sum of 2"t rank
9.5 Har® Hhw 9. Har
1 matrices. In summary we find that the 27911792 x 2791792 matrix 7l has maximal rank

{ghe Ha2 ! Y lar He? Ty
min{ 2", 2nertng2},

C. Exact RBM Representation for CFT Correlation Wave Function

For the calculation convenience, we introduce the following identity:
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Lemma C.1.

1
exp (s182V) = B Z exp (Visith 4+ Vasah), VY s1,80 = £1, (C.1)
h=+1

where V' is a constant, and Vi, Vo will be shown to only depend on V.

Proof. Summing over the h on RHS of Eq. (C.1) leads to:
exp (s182V) = cosh (Vis1 + Vasa), Vs1,80 = £1. (C.2)

More explicitly, this set of equations without duplicates is listed below:

eV = cosh(V] 4+ V3),

C.3
eV = cosh(V} — V%) (C3)
We can solve these two equations to find a solution for Vi and V5:
1
Vi= 3 (sech ( ) + sech ™! (ev)) ,
1 (C.4)
Vy = 3 (sech ( _V) —sech™! (ev)) .
We find that V7 and V5 are Eq. (21) in the main text.
O

We are ready to transform the CFT correlator wave function in Eq. (18) to an RBM state. Our main tool is the
identity Eq. (C.1). To begin with, let us apply Eq. (C.1) to the following term:

()
= exp <ln <d <m )) asmsn) (C.5)
o o o252 e o o252 )

S
where Eq. (C.1) is applied with V = aIn (d (m’")). To simplify notations, we can denote:

o (a5 3o 1(55) ) ((55))) s
o (o152 o (1(55) ) o ((55)))

where the functions Vi (x) and V,(z) are defined in Eq. (21). Then Eq. (C.5) becomes:

and

_ S, Sn 1
d (mN n) =5 Z exp (8 V""" " + 50 Ve " ) (C.8)
hm,,n=:|:1

Applying this identity to each terms in Eq. (18), the wave function is transformed to:

¢CFT(S17 82,04, SN)

xd (Z Sl> exp (7;1 Z S; — 1) H % Z exp (vala,m,nhm’n + Sn‘/za’m’nhm,n)

irodd m<n < b onertl (C.9)

o< (Zs> exp( >os ) > exp(Z(smvl“”’“"hm,n+snv§vm’"hm,n)>

i:odd {hmn}==%1 m<n
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where in the last equality, we rewrite the product of summation as a big summation, and the overall constant % and

the phase exp (f%) are dropped. The last two terms in the last equality of Eq. (C.9) are already in the form of an
RBM state. The rest of the task is to transform the ¢ function to an RBM state. We can achieve it by a Fourier

transformation:
1 i
’ <Z Si) N h=0 1ZN71eXp (NhZSl) - et (€10

Therefore, combining Eq. (C.10) and (C.9), ¥cpr(s1, s2, ..., sny) becomes:

¢CFT(81,82,~~,SN)
o<i Z exp Ethi exp m Z S; Z exp Z (S V™ N+ 80 Vo )
N N : 2 ‘ 1 , 2 5
h=0,1,...,.N—1 i irodd (R }==+1 m<n (C.11)
1 = T T
h=0 {hm n}=%1 i i:odd m<n

This wave function is in the form of the RBM state.

D. MPS by 2-Layer RBM

In this appendix, we show that any MPS with finite bond dimension can be approximated by a 2-layer RBM within
an error which scales linearly with V. Due to the length of the section, we briefly summarize the procedures:

1. Review the theorem in Ref. [33] where the authors proved that any (real) probability distribution can be
approximated by a 1-layer RBM, i.e. Theorem D.4.

2. Establish Theorem D.10 that any complex function can be approximated by a 2-layer RBM.

3. Apply Theorem D.10 to the local complex tensor A and thus obtain the approximated local 2-layer RBM, which
is shown in Corollary D.10.1.

4. Combine each of the approximated local 2-layer RBM, which turns out to be a 2-layer RBM, i.e. Theorem D.12.

Conventions

Suppose we have an MPS with periodic boundary condition whose local tensor is A:

Sy Sy SN
E A11,12A12,13 ...AIN’II\ShSQ,...,SN) (D.1)
S1,82,...8n It 1o, 1N

The tensor A has one physical index of dimension d and two virtual indices of dimension D. The diagram representation
for the tensor A is:

where each line represents an index of the tensor. For convenience, we assume:

d=2", D=2" (D.3)
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so that the indices of the tensor Af ; can be represented by the binary number indices:

52(8182...$n)2, VSZO,I,Q,...,d—l.

D.4
I =(iyig...im)2, YI=0,1,2....,D—1. (D-4)

where each binary number is valued in s;, € {0,1} and i) € {0,1}. It is convenient to denote a 1-layer RBM abstractly
without explicitly labeling the weights and biases

RBMnym(Sl,SQ,...,Sn) = Z exp ZWijsihj +Za1‘$i +Zb]h] R VSl,SQ,...,Sn c {0,1}”, (D5)
{h;}e{0,1}m ij i J

For the purpose of proving the existence of such an RBM, finding the specific values of weights and biases is not
important, and the schematic notation of RBM RBM,, ,,,(s1, S2, ..., S,) simplifies the discussion below. Similarly,
we shall use the notation RBM,, ;, 4 (51, $2,...,55,) to denote a 2-layer RBM whose number of visible spins is n, the
number of the first layer hidden spins is p and the number of the second layer hidden spins is ¢.

The 1-layer RBM has the following properties:

Property D.2. 1. Suppose f;(s;) are linear functions of s; (i =1,2,...,n) (fi(s;) =pisi +q;, (i =1,2,...,n)),
then RBM,, o, (f1(s1), f2(82)s - .., fn(sn)) is also a 1-layer RBM.

2. The multiplication of two 1-layer RBM’s of the same set of visible spins, with the number of hidden spins mq
and me, is also a 1-layer RBM, however with of my + mo number of hidden spins

RBM{'), (s1,82,...,8,)RBMP) (51,82, .., 80) = RBMy yn, 4ma (51,82, . ., $n). (D.6)
RBMS’Zn1 (s1,82,...,5n) and RBMf’zm(sl, S2,...,5n) can have different weights and biases.

3. The multiplication of two 1-layer RBM’s RBMY (sgl), sgl), el sslll)) and RBM(?) (sgz)7 . 5%22)) is a 1-layer

ni,mi n2,ma
RBM of ny + ngy wvisible spins and mq + mq hidden spins, i.e.,

(sgl), sél)7 ce sglll))RBM@) (sgz), sy = RBMnﬁnz’mﬁmQ(sgl), ICY s§2), I (D.7)

nz2,m2 ? T ng rny 7 Ny

RBMY

ni,mi
1 2 : : :
RBM;’Zn1 (51,82,...,5n) and RBMZ) (s1,s9,...,5,) generally have different weights and biases.

n,msa

Proof. 1. Suppose the 1-layer RBM is:
RBM,,im (81,52, .-, 8n) = Z exp Z Wijsihj + Z a;8; + Z bjh; (D.8)
he{0,1}m ij i j
and the linear functions are
file)=pix+q, Vi=12...,n (D.9)
Then,

RBMmm(fl(Sl), f2(52)7 ceey fn(sn))

= Z exp Z Wij(pisi + ¢i)hj + Z a;(pisi +q;) + Z bih;
h ij i j (D.10)

:Zexp ZWijsihj +Zdlsl+21~7]hj +Zalql
h i ) J i

where we have redefined:

Wiy = Wijpi, @ = aiqi, by =Db;+ Z Wija, (D.11)
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which is also a 1-layer RBM.
2. Suppose general expressions

RBMSZH1 (81,82,...,8,) = Z exp Z Wi(jl)sihgﬂl) + Z az(-l)si + Z bg»l)h(l)
R {0,1}m1 ij i j (D12)
RBM(),, (s1.52,...,8,) = . exp ZW@)& h? 4 Za(2)s + Zb(Q)h(2)
h(®e{0,1}m2
Hence, their product is
RBM), (s1,82,...,8,)RBMP) (s1,59,...,5,)
= Y e Z WD sV + Za(l)s " Zb(l)h(l) Y e Z W sih® + Z o@s, + Zbu L@
rMe{0,1}m1 h(2e{0,1}m2
S VD D 1 D SLE ITISES SENES SITLITLES I FENICES SRS el
R {0,131 A €{0,1}m2 ij i j ij i j
(D.13)
which is a 1-layer RBM with mj 4+ mo hidden spins.
3. The proof is essentially the same as the proof of the second property. Suppose
RBl\/_[n1 ms (sgl), 8%1)7 ces 5531)) Z exp Z Wigl)sgl)h§l) + Z agl)sgl) + Z b;l)h§1)
h() {0,131 ij i j (D.14)
2) (2 (2) (2);(2) 2) (2 2), (2
RBM&Z)mQ(sg),sé),..., ;22)) Z exp ZW ) ()h( Zag )SE)—l-Zb; )h§-)
h(2e{0,1}m2 7 j
Hence, direct multiplication gives
RBM{Y,, (51,557 sERBME) (517, 857 s2)
_ Z exp Zw(l) (1)h1)+za1) 1)+Zb1)h(1
h(We{0,1}m1 ij
> o | SO S -
(2 e{0,1}m2 ij
_ Z Z exp Z Wi(jl)sz(‘l)h(l) + Za(l) @ 4 Z b(l)h(l + Z h(2) Z (2 (2) + Zb@)h
r(Mef{0,1}™1 h(De{0,1}™2 ij
(D.15)
which is a 1-layer RBM with m; + mo hidden spins and nq + no visible spins. O

Review of Useful Theorems and Identities

Before discussing the representing power of the RBM, we first introduce the definition of the Kullback-Leibler (KL)
divergence which measures how close two probability distributions are. The reader can find the general definition of
the KL divergence in Ref. [36], which can be defined for probability distributions over both continuous and discrete
variables.
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Definition D.3. Suppose fr({s:}), I = 1,2 are two probability distributions over a set of n Zs valued variables
s; € {0,1}, i = 1,...,m, satisfying

> fi{si}) 0< fi{si}) <1 (D.16)
{si}
The Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between f1({s;}) and fo({s;}) is defined as

Si({si})
L(filf2) = )  fi({si}) 10g (D.17)
e i)

Two important properties of the KL divergence are that (1) it is always non-negative due to Jensen’s inequality
[36]; (2) it satisfies Pinsker’s inequality [37]. Concretely, the square root of K L gives the upper bound of the statistical
difference of f1 and fa,

max | ({51} fa({s:)] < SKL(fi|f2) (D.18)

We proceed to present a theorem on the representing power of the 1-layer RBM, which was originally presented and
proved in Theorem 2.4 of Ref. [33]. We rephrase their theorem as follows ( A typo of their manuscript is corrected
and an equation is simplified further. )

Theorem D.4. Suppose that f is a probability distribution over the variables s; € {0,1}, i =1,2,...,n. Let k be the

number of variables whose probability distribution is nonzero, i.e., k is the volume of the set

{{sif ({s:}) > 0} (D.19)

and & s the minimal nonzero probability

= min Si}). D.20
{si},f({si})>0f (Lsi}) ( )

Then for any € > 0, there exists a 1-layer RBM, RBM;\Lfk ({s:}), labeled by Ay > 0 with k hidden spins such that the
KL divergence between f and RBM? g Us controlled:

A 2" k)¢ ,
KL(f[RBM;Y ) =1In <1 + T+ep ) <, for finite n. (D.21)
We refer the reader to Ref. [33] for the definition of A;. The specific construction of A; will not be important for

our purposes. Using Pinsker’s inequality, Theorem D.4 implies that:

1 1
max |f ({s:}) =RBMYY, ({si}) | < \/QKL(fIRBM?:k) S/ 5€ (D.22)
Hence,
Jim RBM), ({s;}) = f({si}), Vsi=0,1, Vi=12,...,n (D.23)
1—00 ’

Another useful identity was introduced in Ref. [3].

Theorem D.5. (Carleo, Nomura and Imada (2018), Eq. (22)) exp (0102 ...0NV), where o; € {£1}, can be expressed
in terms of a 1-layer RBM with N wvisible spins and 2 hidden spins.

exp (o109...0n5V)

N
=C cos? (b + % Z ai>

:% > exp( <b+ Za) (h1 + ha) ) (D.24)
h1,ha=%1

:% Z exp< (bJr Za’,) (12%14’12%2))
h1,h2=0,1

—RBMy 2(01,...,0n), Vo, €{xl},i=1,2,...,N.
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where

b= arctan (e”") — gmod(N, 4)
) (D.25)

cos (arctan (e="")) sin (arctan (e=V))

In the next subsection, we will only use the schematic equivalence exp (o102...0n8V) = RBMy 2(01, ...,0n), i€,
the last equality of Eq. (D.24). For definiteness, we will assume that all the hidden spins in this appendix are {0,1}
valued. Note that this schematic relation might use more hidden spins than necessary. For instance, when N = 2, as
demonstrated in Lemma C.1, it suffices to introduce only one hidden spin, h.

It will be convenient to convert Theorem D.5 from {£1} convention to {0, 1} convention to label spins. In particular,
the cases of N = 2,3, 4 are extensively used in our following calculations.

Lemma D.6. exp(Vs1s2), s; = 0,1, can be expressed as a 1-layer RBM with 2 visible spins and 2 hidden spin, i.e,
exp(Vslsg) :RBM271(81,82),V 51,82 :0,1 (D26)

Proof. Denoting o; = 2s; —1 € {£1}, then exp(Vs1s2) = exp(Vo102/4) exp(V (01 +02)/4) exp(V/4). Using Eq. (C.1),
we have exp(Vo102/4) = RBM3 1(01,02). Further multiplying exp(V (o1 + 02)/4) amounts to adding bias terms in
the RBM. Hence it immediately follows that exp(V's1s2) can also be expressed as an RBM with 2 visible spins and 1
hidden spin. In conclusion, Eq. (D.26) holds. O

Lemma D.7. exp (s15283V) with s; € {0,1} can be written as a 1-layer RBM with 3 visible spins and 5 hidden spins,
i.e.,

exp (s15283V) = RBM3 5 (s1, S2, 3) (D.27)

Proof. For simplicity, we will use Theorem D.5 and Corollary (D.6) to prove this lemma. Since the visible spins are
{0,1} valued, to use Theorem D.5, we introduce the {1} valued variables o; = 2s; — 1 € {£1}, i=1,2,3. Then
exp (s18283V) can be expressed in terms of o; as

Vv %4 Vv
exp (s18283V) = exp (8010203> exp (8 (o109 + 0103 + 0203)> exp (8 (o1 +02+03+ 1)) (D.28)

According to Theorem D.5 and Lemma D.6, we can introduce an RBM for each of the terms in the above equation:
\%4
exp { §010203 | = RBM3 2(01, 02, 03),

14 1%
exp | — (o102 + 0103 + 0203) + r (o1 +02+03+1)

8 (D.29)
1 V
= — Z exp(Vlalhl+V202h1+V102h2+V203h2+V103h3+V201h3+§(01+02+03+1))
hi,ha,hz==%1
= RBMj3 3(01,02,03)
we find
exp (518283V) = RBMg’Q(Ul, g9, Ug)RBMg’E;(O'h g9, 03) (D?)O)
According to Property D.2, this becomes an RBM with 5 hidden spins.
exp (818283V) = RBM375 (0'1, agg, 0'3) = RBM3,5 (51, S92, 83) (D31)
Thus exp (s15283V) can be expressed in the form of a 1-layer RBM with 3 visible spins and 5 hidden spins. O

Lemma D.8. exp (s1528384V) with s; € {0,1} can be written as a 1-layer RBM with 4 visible spins and 16 hidden
spins, i.e.,

exp (81828384V) = RBM4’16 (81, So, 83, 84) (D32)
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Proof. Since the proof is similar to proof of Theorem D.7, we will be brief here. We introduce {#1} valued variables
o, =2s; —1€{xl}, i=1,2,3,4. Then exp (s1525354V) can be expressed in terms of o; as

1% % 1% 1%
exp (s15283V) = exp (1601020304) exp 16 Z 0i0j0% | exp 16 Z 005 | exp <1+16 Z ai>

1=i<j<k=4 1=i<j=4 1=i=4
(D.33)

According to Theorem D.5 and Lemma D.6, we can introduce an RBM for each of the terms in the above equation:

v
exp (801020304> = RBMy2(01,02,03,04),

Vv
exp | ¢ Z oiojor | = RBMyg(01,02,03,04)

1=i<j<k=4 (D-34)
e v Z ;| e 1+ v Z ; | = RBMy6( )
Xp 16 -~ 0;05 Xp 16 : g; - 4,6\01,02,03,04
1=i<j=4 1=i=4
we find
exp (51525354V) = RBMuy 2(01, 02,03, 04)RBMy g(01, 02, 03,04)RBMy 6(01, 02, 03, 04) (D.35)

= RBMy 16(01,02,03,04) = RBMy 16(51, S2, 83, 54)

Thus exp (s1525354V) can be expressed in the form of a 1-layer RBM with 4 visible spins and 16 hidden spins. O

MPS approximated by 2-Layer RBM

Theorem D.4 only discuss the approximation of a probability distribution by an 1-layer RBM. We will first discuss,
in theorem D.9, the approximation of a real tensor (which need not be a probability distribution) by a 2-layer RBM.
We will discuss the approximation of a complex tensor in theorem D.10.

Theorem D.9. Suppose a real tensor Ag,s,..s, has binary indices s; € {0,1}, (i = 1,2,...,n). Denote k* is
the number of elements of As,s,. s, Satisfying As, s,..s, > 0, k™ is the number of elements of As,s,.. s, Satisfying
Ag sy.s, <0, and k = max{k*,k~}. Then for any € > 0, there exists a 2-layer RBM RBM,, 6nk+n+k k+1({8:}) such
that:

r?j? |Aslsg...sn - RBMn,Gnk—i—n+k,k+1({5i})| <e (D36)

where there are n visible spins, 6nk +n+ k hidden spins in the first layer, and k+ 1 hidden spins in the second layer.

Proof. Suppose the real tensor is decomposed as follow:

A5152---3n = A;SQ...SH - As_152...sn’ (D37)
where
A+ _ Aslsz...sn if §1,82...,5n SatiSfy Aslsz...sn >0,
S152:Sn 0 otherwise,
(D.38)
s _ —Ag 5.5, if s1,50..., 5, satisfy Ag s, .5, <0,
515250 0 otherwise.
sing Eq. (D.22), for any € > 0, there exist two 1-layer S suc at these two equations hold true:
Using Eq. (D.22), for any ¢ > 0, th ist two 1-layer RBM’s such that these t tions hold t
1
mgaic AL, . — N‘*‘RBM;H (51,825, 8n) | < €
(D.39)

1
max | A L —=N"RBM, ,_ (51,52,..-,5) | < z€.

Si} 8182...8 2
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where

NE=Y A%, o NT=D A . (D.40)

8182...8; 8182...8n

{s:} {si}

Hence, we have:

I{Hai<|z45152 s —N‘*‘RBM:,CJr (51,82,...,8,) FNTRBM, _ (51,82,...,5n) |

—r{nsai( |AL e = Agays — N‘"RBM:;,C+ (s1,82,.-.,80) + N"RBM, , _ (s1,82,...,84) |
< max (|A Forsasn ~NTRBMY . (51,52, 52) |+ [Aqa, o = N"RBM;, (51,82, 50) |) (D.41)

<r{nai<|A +orsansn —NTRBMY | (s1,82,...,8n )|—|—r{nax|A

<e

N_RBM;}k, (51,82, 8n) |

S$182...8n

We further show that N‘*‘RBM;r w+ — N"RBM ", _ can be expressed as a 2-layer RBM.

nk—

N‘*‘RBMIJ€+ (81,82, .,8n) — N_RBM;k_ (81,82, -+, 8n)
=NTRBM,, (s1,82,...,8,) — N "RBM_, (s1,52,...,5,)

= Z exp (Wgsihj + a;"si + bj'hj + In (N+)) + exp (V[/JszhJ +a; s; + bj_hj + In (Nf) + iﬂ')
{h1,h2,...hi}

— Z Z holWisihytaf sitbf hy+In(NT)=Wjsih;—a7 si=b7 hy—In(N7)+im+ W5 sihj+ai si+bj hy+In(N7)+ir (D 42)
{h1,h2,...h} ho=0
= Y JIRBMss(ho,si,h HRBM21 ho,si) | [RBMa, (ho, k) [ RBMa (si, hj)

{ho,h1,h2,...hi.} 1J J ij

= 5 RBMy 4 k41,6nk+n+k (51,52, - -, Sny ho, b,y ooy )
{ho,h1,h2,...hy}

In the last second equality, we have used

exp((W — W;)hosihj) = RBM3 5 (ho, si, hy)
exp((aj — a; )hos;) = RBMa 1 (ho, s;) (D.43)
exp((bj+ - b;)hohj — (In(N") —In(N7))hg + ir) = RBMa 1 (ho, h;)
exp(Wigsihj +a; s+ bj_hj —1In (N ) +im) = RBMa 1 (85, hj)
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Figure 6: Top: A graphical representation of the 1-layer RBM RBM4k+41,6nk+n+k(S1,82, -, Sn, ho, b1, ..., ht). Black disks
and red circles represent the n+ k+ 1 visible spins of the 1-layer RBM s1, ..., sn, ho, h1, ...hk, while the green circles represent the
6nk + n + k hidden spins. g1, ..., g6nk+n+k. Bottom: A graphical representation of the 2-layer RBM RBM,, 6nk+n+k,k+1({Si})-
This is obtained by summing over ho, h1, ..., hx. Since h’s are summed over, they are regarded as the hidden spins in the second
hidden layer. The graph in the bottom is obtained from the graph in the top by simply folding the red circles to the other side
of the green circles.

To see that the last equality in Eq. (D.42) is a 2-layer RBM, we notice that in the 1-layer RBM
RBM 4 k+1,6nk+n+k(81, 52, .y Sn, ho, Ra, ..., hg), {si} and {h;} are all connected with 6nk + n + k hidden spins,
while {s;} and {h;} are not mutually connected. Using this structure, one can label {s1,...,s,} as the visible spin of
the 2-layer RBM, the 6nk + n + k hidden spins in the above 1-layer RBM as the hidden spins in the first layer of the
2-layer RBM, and k + 1 spins {ho, h1, ..., hx } as the hidden spins in the second layer of the 2-layer RBM. In summary,
we denote the 2-layer RBM as

RBM,, 6nk+ntk,k+1({5i}) = Z RBM g k41,6nk+ntk(51, 52, -5 8n, ho, hay ooy hy) (D.44)
{ho,h1,hz2,...hi}

See figure 6 for the graphical representation of the 2-layer RBM RBM,, ¢nk-+n+k k+1({5:}). This completes the proof
of theorem D.9. O

As we will see in theorem D.10, we will keep n to be a finite number, which does not go to infinity as the system
size (i.e. the number of unit cells N) goes to infinity. This is because n is the number of spins for each MPS matrix.
n should not be confused with N.

Theorem D.10. Suppose a complex tensor Ag,s,..s, has binary indices s; € {0,1}, (i = 1,2,...,n). Denote
kB* s the number of elements of the real part of As,s,.. s, which are strictly positive and negative respectively, i.e.,
R(As,55...5,) >0 or R(As,s,...5,) < 0. Similarly, k'% is the number of elements of the imaginary part of Asyss..5m
which are strictly positive and negative respectively, i.e., S (Ag,s,...5,) > 0 or $(Asys,..5,) < 0. Then for any e > 0,
there exists a 2-layer RBM such that

I{TL&? | Asyss...5n — RBMy, 36kn2 4602+ 36k2n+54kn+8n+6k2+8k+1,6nk+n+2k+2({5: 1) < € (D.45)
i

where k = max (kT kF= kI* k1), The 2-layer RBM contains n visible spins, 36kn? + 6n? + 36k>n + 54kn + 8n +
6k2 + 8k + 1 hidden spins in the first hidden layer and 6nk +n + 2k + 2 hidden spins in the second hidden layer.

Proof. Because Ay, s, .. s, is complex, to use Theorem D.9, we consider the real part and the imaginary part of A, 5, s,
respectively. Denote R (As,s,..s, ) and S (As,s,...s, ) as the real and imaginary part respectively, i.e.,

A5152~~5n =R (A3152~~5n) +iJ (A3152~~5n) (D~46)
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Using Theorem D.9, for any given € > 0, there exist 2-layer RBM'r]L%,GnkR-l—n-l—kR,kR-l—l and RBMi)Gnk1+n+k17k1+1 such
that

€
max R (As;s,..5,) — RBM?,GnkRJrnJrkR,kRJrl({Si})| < 5

el ; ] (D.47)
I?gai( IS (Asys5sn) — RBMn,6nk1+n+k1,k1+1({Si})| < B
where k' = max (k®*, k") and k' = max (k'",k’~). Then
I?ai( |AS182 Sn RBMf,GnkR-kn-i-kR,kR-i-l({Si}) - iRBM’{L,Gnkl-i—n-l—kl,kI-‘rl({Si})|
= r?sa}{( IR (Asyss.6,) TS (Asysms,) — RBMiﬁnkmrnJrkR,kRH({Si}) - iRBM{L,(}nkI—Q—n-HfI,kI—!—l({Si})|
‘ (D.48)
< f{f}saii IR (Asyss..5,) — RBMrIL%,GnkRJrnJrkR,kRJrl({Si})| + f?sai( IS (Asyss.8,) — RBMi,enkUrnJrkl,kfﬂ({Si})|
PR
2727 °

Thus any complex tensor Ag s, s, can be approximated by RBMﬁGnkR+n+kK,kR+1({si}) +
RBM, gk 4nskt 141 ({8:}) Up to an arbitrary given precision e.

To complete the proof, we need to show that RBM?,GnkR-l-n-i-kR,kRJ,-l({Si}) + zRBMn 6kl +ntkl k141 ({8i}) is a 2-
layer RBM. Denote k = max{k® &'}, then RBMY ¢, cnypypr prgs ({8:}) and RBMY g o er oy ({si}) can both

be written as RBMS/GZIHRHC pt1({8i}). Hence

RBMg,ﬁnk+n+k,k+1({5i}) + iRBMfL,Gnk-&-n-&-k,k-&-l({Si})
Z RBM§+k+1,6nk+n+k(317 82,3 8ny hos R,y hk) + iRBM’fL-‘rk-}-l,ﬁnk-‘,—n-‘,—k}(Sl? S2,...,8n,ho By, hk)
{h;j}:{at}
= Z exp(WflgRsigl + Wﬁthjgl + afs; + a?th + bftg)) + exp(WflgIsigl + Wﬁg higi + ai’s; + ahIh + bl g1 +
{h;}{a1}
= Z exp(Wi s, + Wﬁthjgl +ajfs; 4+ alh; + btg)
{h;j}:{at}

2)

x<1MWMW%M+W?mm+a&+M%+bm+2wwRMwﬁR

higi — aifs; — ath —b gz))

S0 exp(Wi sign + Wi higr+ aiRs; + alPhy + bl g)
{h;} {91} 90=0

X exp (gO(Wfl’gIsigl + W;’lg higi + ai's; + ahlh + bl g + ? — Wi — Wﬁthjgl —aifts; — ath — b gl))
= Z HRBMM (si,91) HRBMM (hj,q1) HRBMz,s (90, 81> 1) HRBM3,5 (90, b, 1)
{h;}:{g:},90 il jl il 5l

xIIRBMglgmszIIRBMglgm IIRBMglwmm>
J

= ) RBMgursantort2s6kn?+6n2+36k?n+54knrsn+ok2+sk+1 ({8i 1, {hi 1 {ai}s 90)
{hji}Agi}.90
(D.49)

In the above, we used {s;} to label {s1,...,s,}, {h;} to label {ho,h1,...,ht}, {g:} to label {g1, ..., gonktntr}- In the
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last second equality, we have used

eXP(W;lgRSz'gz +ai%s;) = RBMa, (s, q1) =
exp(W/,"hjg + ah; + b'g)) = RBMa 1 (hj, 1)
eXp((WﬁgI - WislgR)gosigl) = RBM3 5 (90, Si, 91)
exp((Wji2h = W) go, higr) = RBMs 5 (g0, by, 1) (D.50)
exp((aj’ — af™)gos;) = RBM3 1 (go, Si)
exp((a}! — a"f)goh;) = RBMa 1 (go, hj)
™
exp((b] — b gogi + =go) = RBM2.1 (90, 91)

2

From the last second line of Eq. (D.49) and using the property D.2, we can simplify the product of 1-layer RBM’s to a
single RBM, which is a last line. Explicitly, the visible spins in the 1-layer RBM is the union {s;} U{h;} U{g:} U{go}
whose number is 6nk + 2n 4+ 2k + 2. The number of hidden spins in the last line comes from the following sum:

[n(6nk+n—+k)]+[(k+1)(6nk+n+k)]+[bn(6nk+n+k)]+[5(k+1)(6nk+n+k)|+[n]+[k+1]+[6nk+n+k] (D.51)

The term in each of the 7 square brackets Eq. (D.51) counts the number of hidden spins contributed from each of the
7 products in the last second equality of Eq. (D.49).

Finally, we reorganize the sum of 1-layer RBM’s into a 2-layer RBM, where there are n visible spins {s;}, 36kn? +
6n2 + 36k2n + 54kn + 8n + 6k2 + 8k + 1 hidden spins in the first hidden layer, and 6nk + n + 2k + 2 hidden spins in
the second layer. We denote this 2-layer RBM as

RBMn,36kn2+6n2+36k2n+54kn+8n+6k2+8k+176nk+n+2k+2 ({S’L})

= Z RBM6nk+2n+2k+2,36kn2+6n2+36k2n+54kn+8n+6k2 +8k+1 ({54}, {hj}, {91}, 90) (D.52)

{hj}{a1},90

In summary, for any given € > 0 and any complex valued tensor A, s,. s, , we find a 2-layer RBM to approximate
it within the precision e,

maii | Asysp.50 — RBMn,36kn2+6n2+36k2n+54kn+8n+6k2+8k+1,6nk+n+2k+2({Si})| <e (D.53)

{si

The 2-layer RBM is graphically represented as follows.

(D.54)

where ~ represents the approximation up to precision ¢, as in Eq. (D.53). The black dots represent the visible spins
{51, .., Sn.}. There are 6nk+n+ 2k+2 red circles in the second hidden layer which represent the set of 6nk+n+2k+2
spins {h;} U{gi} U{go} in Eq. (D.52). There are 36kn? + 6n* + 36k>n + 54kn + 8n + 6k? + 8k + 1 green circles in
the first hidden layer which represent the 36kn? + 6n? + 36k2n + 54kn + 8n + 6k2 + 8k + 1 hidden spins in the first
hidden layer. This completes the proof. O

Theorem D.10 gives an approximation of a complex tensor with n indices, A, . s, , by a 2-layer RBM. We further
demand the complex tensor to be a single MPS tensor A7 and apply theorem D.10 to A7 5. An MPS tensor A7 p
has three sets of indices: the set of physical indices S = {s1, ..., 8}, the set of left virtual indices L = {ly,....Ln}
and the set of right virtual indices R = {r1, ..., 7}, where we assume the number of left and right virtual indices are
equal. To represent Ai r as an RBM, we regard both S, L and R as the visible spins, and introduce additional hidden
spins. Applying Theorem D.10, we find the following corollary:
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Corollary D.10.1. Let A7 = A7

l1la.. lm,rlrg
virtual spins {Ip},{rp},p = 1,...,m. kBE is the number of elements of the real part of A% which are strictly positive
and negative respectively, and k' is the number of elements of the imaginary part of AER which are strictly positive
and negative respectively. Denote k = max(kRJr,kR_,kH,kI_). Then given any positive number e, AER can be
approximated by a 2-layer RBM within the uncertainty €

. be a MPS tensor with n physical spins {si},i = 1,...,n and m

{Sz}g}fi({rp} |Al511l522.::if,777‘17‘2...’I‘m - RBM”+2m1H17H2 ({SZ}’ {lp}7 {Tp})| < € (D.55)
where Hy = 36k(n + 2m)? + 6(n + 2m)? + 36k%(n + 2m) + 54k(n + 2m) + 8(n + 2m) + 6k? + 8k + 1 is the number of
hidden spins in the first hidden layer, and Hy = 6(n +2m)k + (n + 2m) + 2k + 2 is the number of hidden spins in the
second hidden layer.

Proof. To prove the corollary D.10.1, we directly apply Theorem D. 10 We replace the indices {s;} in Eq. (D.53) with
the indices {s;} U {l,} U {r,}. Then As,..s, is replaced by Ap'p2® and correspondingly, n is replaced by
n + 2m because the number of indices of A tensor is now n + 2m.

It is helpful to represent the 2-layer RBM graphically. We first simplify the graphical representation in Eq. (D.54)
as

U, Tl r2...Tm )

S
®

| o0

Aslsg...sn AS

12

where we schematically use a black dot to represent the collective visible spins S, and use a single green dot and red
dot to represent the collective hidden spins in the first and second hidden layers respectively. Using this simplified
notation, we can represent the tensor with physical spins S and virtual spins L, R as

L S R S
®

RN
¢ Y

1.1 Pm —
where the blue dots represent the virtual spins L and R. In the last equality of Eq. (D.57), we fold the spins L and
R from the visible layer to the second hidden layer because L and R are to be summed over when the Ai r tensors
are contracted. O

(D.57)

A MPS wave function can be obtained by contracting the virtual indices of the MPS tensors A7 7.r- Contracting the
virtual indices of the MPS tensor amounts to contracting the hidden spins in the second hidden layer of the RBM.
Applying Corollary D.10.1, we find that any MPS wave function can be represented by a 2-layer RBM neural network.
To streamline the analysis, we first present a lemma

Lemma D.11. Suppose Tf':LI+1 and REZLIH are two tensors, which satisfy

max Ty,  — Ry,  |<e (D.58)

Lz7Lm+1vsm zhztl @+l
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for e > 0. Denote the normalized wave functions

Te([[,, T5) Tr([[,-, RS

B S T S [ LA )
Then the norm between the two wave functions, to the linear order of €, is given by
(W ({S2}) = Pr({S:})| ~ O(N)e (D.60)
where O(N) is a number of order N.
Proof. Using Eq. (D.58), one can write R as
Rirp  =Tp  +eUpr, +0(&) (D.61)

where U f:’ L., is an arbitrary function whose maximal norm element is of order 1. Substituting Eq. (D.61) into
(W7 ({Sz}) = Yr({S:})], one gets

Tr(HNzl TSI) TT(HN:1 RS“’)
\I/T SJL — v SL = T ~ _ x N
Wr(i5e}) = aiS. 1) Yoy (IS, T59)2 Ygg IT([T0, BS-)[2
T([LL, 7%) Tl (7% + eUS + 0(e?)))

25} ([T, 75-)2 2o(8.) ITe([T2, (TS« + eUS= 4 0(e2)))?

([, 75 Te([12, T5) + e N, Te(TS TS2...US+...TSW) (D.62)

sy T[T, T5) 2 N s,z (1 g ¢S T TS USe TN T[T, T5%) 2 4ee
15z} Z{Sz} |Tr(Hz:1 T )| 1+ E{sw) |Tr(]_[;\’:1 TSz)|2

Te(T12, 75=) (N, Te(TS 752 US> .. T5%) | Te([T, T5) % + c.c)
(X sy IT(IToL, T59)2)2

R

SN TH(TS TS USe..T5V)
—€

Sy (L, T
{S.} z=1

= O(N)e
In the third line, we only keep the terms linear in €. In the last equation, we used the fact that

Te(T5T%..US.. . T5v) Te([122, T5)(Te(TS T52...US+ .. T5%) | Te([T_, T5%)|2 + c.c)
Y sy [T, 752 (X sy ITe(TT, T5)12)?

due to normalization. In the last equality of Eq. (D.62), there are N such order 1 coefficients of €, hence the total
coefficient of e is O(N). This completes the proof. O

0(1), ~0(1) (D.63)

Theorem D.12. Suppose ¥({S,}) is an arbitrary normalized MPS wave function

Tr([[o2, A5)

s = s,y ITe(ITos; AS)J?

(D.64)

where A§Z7Laz+1 is the MPS tensor and N is the number of unit cells. In each unit cell, there are n physical

spins Sy € {0,1}" and m virtual spins L, € {0,1}™. For any positive number e, there exists a 2-layer RBM,
RBM,, N, i, N, Hy N+mN ({ Sz }) such that their error is linear in N,

e (1) ~ W ([S,1)] = O(V)e (D.65)
where
Trm({S,}) = RBM,, N 11, N, #y N+mN ({52 }) (D.66)

© Yrs.y IRBMun v i N4mn ({2 ))2
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is the normalized RBM. Here Hy is the number of hidden spins in the first hidden layer per unit cell, and Hsy is the
number of hidden spins (not including {L,}) in the second hidden layer per unit cell. The precise values of Hy, Ho

are given in Corollary D.10.1. A = maxg, r,,L, |A§::1Lm+1 |. A graphical representation of the RBM representation
is given as follows

T({S,}) ~ ] |
PN IEPANN
Lo Lot (D.67)

where ~ is short for the approzimation in Eq. (D.65).

Proof. This theorem follows from the Corollary D.10.1 by contracting the virtual spins {L,}. From Corollary D.10.1,
we have

max  |A?* ;  —RBMpiom iy b (Sz, Loy Loy1)| <€, VYo =1,..,N (D.68)
Se,La,Lot1 @rbwtl b

s1? fi’LHl) in lemma D.11 to be the

pair of tensors (AEZ)LHI , A%;LHI,RBMn+2m7H1)H2(Sx, L., L,1)). Substituting into the Eq. (D.60) in lemma D.11,
Eq. (D.66) immediately follows. This completes the proof.

Then we apply lemma D.11, where we demand the pair of tensors (TE; I

O
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