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We develop holographic quantum simulation techniques to prepare correlated electronic ground
states in quantum matrix product state (qMPS) form, using far fewer qubits than the number of
orbitals represented. Our approach starts with a holographic technique to prepare a compressed
approximation to electronic mean-field ground-states, known as fermionic Gaussian matrix product
states (GMPS), with a polynomial reduction in qubit- and (in select cases gate-) resources com-
pared to existing techniques. Correlations are then introduced by augmenting the GMPS circuits
in a variational technique which we denote GMPS+X. We demonstrate this approach on Quantin-
uum’s System Model H1 trapped-ion quantum processor for 1d models of correlated metal and Mott
insulating states. Focusing on the 1d Fermi-Hubbard chain as a benchmark, we show that GMPS+X
methods faithfully capture the physics of correlated electron states, including Mott insulators and
correlated Luttinger liquid metals, using considerably fewer parameters than problem-agnostic vari-
ational circuits.

As quantum computers have begun to achieve the scale
and reliability required to surpass classical computations
on certain theoretically-contrived tasks such as random
quantum circuit sampling [1–3], it is natural to ask how
best to apply their computational abilities to problems of
technological and scientific interest. The quantum sim-
ulation of molecules and materials is a promising target
application, where there are theoretical grounds to expect
exponential quantum computational advantage [4] in cer-
tain types of quantum dynamics, with prospective appli-
cations to non-equilibrium electron transport, quantum
reactive scattering, and the dynamics of strongly-coupled
field theories. An important prerequisite to computing
dynamics in physical applications is to first prepare a
good approximation to the ground- or thermal-state of
a correlated electron system. In variational approaches,
a key goal is to use physically-inspired circuit ansatzes
to reduce the number of variational parameters and sim-
plify the optimization landscape. Matrix-product states
(MPS) [5] provide a compact parameterization of many
physically-important quantum states since the memory
and complexity of MPS calculations are controlled by
the extent of spatial correlations and entanglement, en-
coded by the matrix size (“bond-dimension”) χ. A grow-
ing body of work [6–13] has begun to extend the effi-
cient data compression afforded by classical MPS tech-
niques to the quantum domain, using quantum memo-
ries with ∼ log2 χ qubits to represent the bond-space of
an MPS, and quantum circuits interleaved with partial-
measurement to implement its tensors. By exploiting
mid-circuit measurements and qubit reuse (MCMR) [7],
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a quantum MPS (qMPS) simulation of a d-dimensional
systems can be performed with effectively (d− 1) dimen-
sions’ worth of qubits, earning the moniker “holographic
simulation” [7, 14]. Early demonstrations of holographic
qMPS [6, 7, 9] and their higher-dimensional quantum ten-
sor network (qTNS) generalizations [11, 12] have focused
on simple spin models. However, more realistic molecular
and material models contain fermionic electrons, which
commonly exhibit quite entangled (e.g. metallic) ground-
states even for weak interaction strengths, and whose
Hamiltonians have more complex qubit representations.

Because many correlated electron states are adiabat-
ically connected to Gaussian (e.g. mean-field) states,
we first describe how to prepare holographically Gaus-
sian MPS (GMPS) as a qMPS. We start from a clas-
sical construction of Fishman and White [15] that nat-
urally compresses Gaussian fermionic states in GMPS
form. A key aspect of this compression is that, unlike
other mean-field preparation techniques, it exploits the
near-area-law nature of the ground-state to parametri-
cally reduce qubit and gate resources. We present numer-
ical evidence that this holographic GMPS method gives
a polynomial reduction in the number of qubits (and in
certain cases, gates) compared to standard quantum al-
gorithms. Next, using the 1d Fermi-Hubbard chain as
a benchmark, we show that augmenting the mean-field
GMPS state with shallow circuits (which we refer to as
GMPS+X) enables more accurate variational prepara-
tion of correlated electron ground-states with far-fewer
parameters than problem-agnostic ansatzes, a key com-
ponent for scaling up qMPS methods to solve larger and
more classically-challenging models. We implement the
GMPS and GMPS+X methods on Quantinuum’s system
model H1 trapped-ion quantum processor, demonstrat-
ing that the resource reductions enable the faithful simu-
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FIG. 1. Compressing Gaussian Fermion States as qMPS – (a) Holographic qMPS implementation (top) of the
GMPS circuit (bottom) for approximately preparing compressed Gaussian fermion states. (b-c) Experimental implemen-
tation of holographic GMPS algorithm for a spinless two-leg ladder at half-filling. (b) (Real-part of) Green’s function,
<e G [r = (0, 0), r′ = (x, y)] with experimental data (orange dots with 1σ error bars from 1000 measurement shots per point),
noisy circuit simulations with one-qubit and two-qubit gate depolarizing parameters p1q = 10−3 and p2q = 5 × 10−3 respec-
tively (dashed orange line), and exact values (solid blue line)). (c) Connected part of density-density correlators Cnn(r, r′) with
r = (x1, 0) and r′ = (x2, y), with y = 0 data shown as solid-lines (theory) and triangles (experiment), and y = 1 data shown
as dashed-lines (theory) and circles (experiment) respectively. Each point represents 5600 measurement shots. Statistical error
bars in (c) are included, but smaller than plot symbols.

lation of systems with up to 16 orbitals using minimal er-
ror mitigation. Finally, we explore extending the GMPS
compression to 2d, where we show that the required qubit
resources continue to be asymptotically optimal, and dis-
cuss the potential advantages of this method for simulat-
ing correlated topological phases.

I. Quantum Matrix Product States (qMPS)

Here, we briefly recap the holographic simulation with
qMPS. Interested readers may find a more detailed expo-
sition in Ref. [7]. Holographic simulation with qMPS is
based on the matrix-product state (MPS) representation:

|Ψ〉 =
∑

n1...nL

`TAn1An2 . . . |n1n2 . . . nL〉 (1)

where nx ∈ {1, 2, . . . d = 2Np} label the orbital occupa-
tion numbers of the Np different physical spin- or orbital-
“flavors” at position x, Anx is a χ×χ matrix for each nx
label, and ` is a χ-dimensional vector that determines the
left boundary-conditions. 2d and 3d systems can also be
treated in this framework by treating the system as a 1d
stack of (d − 1)-dimensional cross-sections. In this case,
χ must scale exponentially in the cross-sectional area for
area-law states.

Properties of any MPS in right-canonical form
(RCF) [16] can be measured on a quantum computer
by implementing its transfer-matrix as a quantum chan-
nel [17] acting on Np = log2 d “physical” qubits and
Nb = log2 χ bond qubits [7]. The bond-vector ` is pre-
pared by acting on the bond-qubits plus optional an-
cilla with a unitary U`. Each tensor A is then em-

bedded into a larger block unitary operator UA acting
on a reference initial state, |0〉, of the physical qubits:
Anij = 〈n|p ⊗ 〈i|bUA|0〉p ⊗ |j〉b where subscripts p and
b respectively denote physical and bond qubits. Then,
the physical qubits can be measured in any desired ba-
sis (without measuring the bond qubits). The process is
then repeated for each site in sequence from left to right
until the measurement is completed. As for any quantum
algorithm, repeated statistical sampling of these mea-
surements must be used to estimate the expectation val-
ues of observables. In this way, one can measure any

product operator of the form
∏L
x=1Ox, which forms a

complete basis for general observables. To summarize,
the qMPS procedure for sampling an observable of the

form 〈ψ|∏L
x=1Ox|ψ〉 is:

1. Prepare the bond qubits in a state corresponding
to the left boundary vector `.

2. Reset the physical qubit for site [x = 0] in a fixed
reference state |0〉.

3. Perform a quantum circuit representing UA at site
[x], entangling the physical and bond qubits.

4. Measure the physical qubit in the eigenbasis of Ox
and weight the measurement outcome by the corre-
sponding eigenvalue of that observable. The bond-
qubit register now corresponds to bond connecting
sites x and x+ 1.

5. Repeat steps 1-4 for x = 1 . . . L, and discard the
bond-qubits 1.

1 In the last step, there is no reason to continue the chain beyond
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Since the physical qubits for site x are reset and reused
as physical qubits for site x + 1, this qMPS procedure
saves the total number of qubits to be used and enables
a small quantum processor to achieve quantum simu-
lation tasks with a bigger size than its available num-
ber of qubits. Moreover, the entanglement spectrum of
the bond-qubits in between sites x and x + 1 coincides
with the bipartite entanglement spectrum of the physical
MPS at that entanglement cut, further enabling mea-
surement of non-local entanglement observables, as re-
cently demonstrated experimentally for near-critical spin
chains [7].

II. Models and Observables

We focus on quasi-1d Fermi-Hubbard (FH) models,
which we write in the form:

HFH = −t
∑

σ,〈r,r′〉
c†r,σcr′,σ +

U

2

∑
r

nr (nr − 1)− µN

(2)

where c†r,σ creates an electron at site r = (x, y) with z-
component of spin σ ∈ {↑, ↓}, 1 ≤ x, y ≤ Lx,y, nr =∑
σ c
†
rσcrσ, N =

∑
r nr, t is the hopping strength, U

is the onsite Hubbard interaction, and µ is the chemical
potential. We measure three types of observables, single-
particle equal-time Green’s functions (a.k.a. one-electron
density matrices), G, and connected density-density and
spin-spin correlators, Cnn and CSS :

Gr,σ;r′,σ′ = 〈c†r,σcr′,σ′〉
Cnn(r, r′) = 〈nrnr′〉 − 〈nr〉〈nr′〉
CSS(r, r′) = 〈SzrSzr′〉 − 〈Szr〉〈Szr′〉 (3)

where Szr = 1
2

∑
σ,σ′ c

†
r,σσ

z
σσ′cr,σ′ .

To simulate fermionic systems, one needs to encode
the physical fermionic orbital creation and annihilation
operators into bosonic qubit degrees of freedom. A va-
riety of encodings are available. Throughout this work,
we adopt the Jordan-Wigner (JW) encoding, which is
natural for quasi-1d settings, with the convention that
orbitals are ordered first by spin {↑, ↓}, then by ascend-
ing y-position, and finally by ascending x-position. We
remark that the holographic representation in principle
enables (Appendix F) one to reduce the maximal length
of JW strings that one needs to measure in variational
calculations from ∼ Ld → Ld−1, reducing the impact of
measurement errors in computing long-distance correla-
tion functions.

site x = L where L is the rightmost site where the observable
has support: since we are preparing a state in RCF, the tensor
contractions without operator insertions for x > L simply mul-
tiply the x ≤ L network from the right by the identity vector,
which corresponds to tracing out or discarding the bond qubits.

III. Compressing Gaussian States as qMPS

We begin by briefly reviewing the classical MPS algo-
rithm to construct an MPS representation of Gaussian
fermion states, and explain how to recast the resulting
Gaussian MPS (GMPS) as a qMPS.

A. Compressed Gaussian MPS (GMPS)

The ground-state of a non-interacting fermion Hamil-

tonian with No orbitals: H =
∑No

i,j=1 c
†
ihijcj is fully char-

acterized by its No×No single-particle Green’s function:

Gij = 〈c†i cj〉 (generalizations to non-number conserving

Hamiltonians are discussed in Appendix E), which has
highly-degenerate eigenvalues of either 0 or 1 and whose
eigenvectors correspond to unoccupied or occupied or-
bitals respectively. The Green’s function is preserved
by any unitary transformation acting separately on the
(un)occupied subspaces. The compression scheme of [15]
exploits this freedom by progressively disentangling well-
localized degrees of freedom in blocks of B adjacent sites,
where B is chosen to be sufficiently large to achieve tar-
get infidelity, ε. Starting with the upper-left B×B block
of G, one finds the eigenvector of this sub-block whose
eigenvalue is closest to either 0 or 1 and performs a series
of 2×2 (single-particle) unitary rotations that move this
eigenvector to the first site of the block. The procedure
is iterated for the remaining (No − 1) × (No − 1) sites
until the Green’s function is approximately diagonalized.

The composition of all the basis rotations in the
above procedure produces an No × No unitary, u† =

(
∏(B−1)(No−B2 )
α=1 uα)†, consisting of a ladder of 2×2 single-

particle unitaries labeled by ordered index α, which ap-
proximately diagonalizes the Green’s function. Alter-
natively, read in reverse, the inverse transformation u
approximately converts a product state of (un)occupied
sites into the entangled ground-state of h. These single-
particle (size n × n) operations can be converted into a
circuit acting on the many-particle Hilbert space (of size
2n) by replacing each 2 × 2 unitary, uα, by an equiv-

alent two-qubit gate: Uα = exp
[∑

ij c
†
i (log u)ijcj

]
=

exp
[∑

ij σ
+
i (log u)ijσ

−
j

]
, where in the second line we

have used the fact that the rotation always occurs be-
tween neighboring sites and therefore does not involve a
Jordan Wigner string.

Crucially, the resulting ladder-circuit U =
∏
α Uα can

be interpreted as a qMPS with bond dimension χ = 2B

by chopping it into diagonal causal slices (see Fig. 1),
and interpreting the qubit lines entering the bottom of
the slice as physical qubits and those entering the side
as bond-qubits. We will refer to the resulting MPS as
a Gaussian MPS (GMPS) to distinguish it from generic
non-Gaussian (q)MPS of the same bond dimension.

Whereas an arbitrary Gaussian state can be prepared
by a ladder circuit acting on No qubits with O(N2

o )
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two-qubit gates (see for example [18, 19]), the com-
pressed GMPS ground-state requires O(NoB) two-qubit
gates acting on O(B) qubits (if implemented holographi-
cally). The efficiency of this compression therefore de-
pends on the block size B required to accurately ap-
proximate the state in question. Empirical numeri-
cal evidence and entanglement-based arguments indicate
that GMPS for ground-states of local Hamiltonians in
1d systems of length L and for target error threshold

ε = 1− 1
L

∑
i,j |G

(GMPS)
ij −Gij | requires block size (equiv-

alently number of qubits) B ∼ log ε−1 for a gapped state
or B ∼ logL log ε−1 for a gapless metallic state. In Sec-
tion V below, we extend these results to 2d-dimensional
systems, and find that generically B scales with the bi-
partite entanglement entropy S(L):

B ∼ S(L) ∼
{
L log ε−1 gapped

L logL log ε−1 Fermi-surface
, (4)

2. We conjecture that similar scalings with L → L2

hold in 3d (e.g. this follows straightforwardly from the
1d results for translation-invariant systems). This result
holds even for topologically non-trivial Chern band insu-
lators that have an obstruction to forming a fully local-
ized Wannier-basis. Combined with holographic simula-
tion methods using mid-circuit measurement and reuse,
this method dramatically reduces the number of qubits
required (Ld−1B vs. Ld) to implement the GMPS on a
quantum computer.

B. Trapped-ion GMPS implementation

To demonstrate the feasibility of this approach for
near-term hardware, we prepare an entangled metallic
ground-state of a spinless non-interacting two-leg lad-
der (2ll) described by Eq. 2 without spin, and with
Lx = 8, Ly = 2, U = 0 and N = 8 electrons (half-
filling). This system has the same number of degrees of
freedom of a spinful Lx = 8 FH chain that we will be ulti-
mately interested in, but avoids the trivial decoupling of
spin-species that arises in mean-field ground-states of the
FH chain. The qMPS representation of the compressed
GMPS is implemented on Quantinuum’s System Model
H1 trapped-ion quantum computer utilizing 6 trapped-
ion qubits corresponding to block size B = 2×3, sufficient
to reduce the theoretical compression error below 1%.
Using only a simple error mitigation scheme based on
post-selecting data with the correct total electron num-
ber (see Appendix D for details), we achieve close to a

2 We note that these asymptotic expressions are asymptotic in
L and assume non-zero density of particles. For finite-size
molecules there may be individual orbitals that add extra over-
head.

quantitative agreement (within statistical error bars) be-
tween the experimental correlation functions and their
theoretical values (see Fig. 1).

IV. Correlated electron models

Since non-interacting fermion systems permit efficient
classical simulation, the GMPS technique is not directly
useful on its own. However, holographic qMPS ap-
proximations to mean-field states can be helpful start-
ing points for approximating correlated ground states
either by i) adiabatic evolution to a correlated system
in the same phase as the mean-field state (using ef-
ficient holographic time-evolution methods [7]), or ii)
reducing the complexity of variational state prepara-
tion by providing a good initial guess. Here, we fo-
cus on the variational approach ii) and show that rela-
tively simple variational-circuit extensions of the GMPS
circuit, which we refer to as GMPS+X methods, pro-
vide good approximations to interacting fermion ground-
states of a spinful Fermi-Hubbard (FH) chain (Eq. 2 with
Ly = 1). Since this model can be exactly solved by
Bethe-Ansatz methods, it provides a convenient, high-
precision benchmark of these techniques. We implement
two different GMPS+X ansatzes, which we will refer
to as GMPS+J and GMPS+U respectively, and com-
pare their performance against a problem-agnostic ansatz
where the qMPS tensors are generated by a brickwork
circuit of general (number-conserving) two-qubit gates.
In each of the GMPS+X approaches, we first construct
a GMPS circuit corresponding to the Hartree-Fock (HF)
ground-state. At half-filling (ν = 1/2, one electron per
site), the HF ground-state has antiferromagnetic (AFM)
order with order-parameter: N =

∑
j(−1)j〈Szj 〉 6= 0.

The long-range AFM order is, of course, an artifact of
the HF-approximation, and the true ground-state has
only power-law decaying AFM correlations due to strong
quantum fluctuations. We also consider one-third-filling
(ν = 1/3, two electrons per three sites), where we use a HF
ground-state solution that is a non-magnetic Fermi-gas,
and the true ground-state is a correlated Luttinger-liquid
with spin-charge separation.

A. Variational ansatzes

Here we introduce and briefly describe the different
variational approaches considered (see Fig. 2), and com-
pare their performance through numerical simulations.
Additional details on the construction and implemen-
tation of circuits for each ansatz can be found in Ap-
pendix C.

GMPS+J ansatz – The GMPS+J ansatz is specific to
half-filling (ν = 1/2), where the charge degrees of free-
dom are gapped, and the low-energy fluctuations of the
FH chain are approximately described by a Heisenberg
spin-1⁄2 chain. Roughly-speaking, we can think of the



5

:

<latexit sha1_base64="iuzkuQmWpeDV8LtHTawJ88Od/z8=">AAAB9XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBg5RdKdVj0YvHCvYD2rVk02wbmk2WJGspS/+HFw+KePW/ePPfmLZ70NYHA4/3ZpiZF8ScaeO6305ubX1jcyu/XdjZ3ds/KB4eNbVMFKENIrlU7QBrypmgDcMMp+1YURwFnLaC0e3Mbz1RpZkUD2YSUz/CA8FCRrCx0qPopd5FN4mxUnI87RVLbtmdA60SLyMlyFDvFb+6fUmSiApDONa647mx8VOsDCOcTgvdRNMYkxEe0I6lAkdU++n86ik6s0ofhVLZEgbN1d8TKY60nkSB7YywGeplbyb+53USE177KRNxYqggi0VhwpGRaBYB6jNFieETSzBRzN6KyBArTIwNqmBD8JZfXiXNy7JXLVfuK6XaTRZHHk7gFM7BgyuowR3UoQEEFDzDK7w5Y+fFeXc+Fq05J5s5hj9wPn8AoRmSnQ==</latexit>n1,"
<latexit sha1_base64="Pmna+1pCrsxOwk7vq2BVj6/BR/k=">AAAB+XicbVDLSgMxFL3js9bXqEs3wSK4kDIjRV0W3bisYB/QDkMmTdvQTDIkmZYy9E/cuFDErX/izr8xbWehrQcCh3Pu4d6cKOFMG8/7dtbWNza3tgs7xd29/YND9+i4oWWqCK0TyaVqRVhTzgStG2Y4bSWK4jjitBkN72d+c0SVZlI8mUlCgxj3Besxgo2VQtcVYeZfdrpyLLBScjwN3ZJX9uZAq8TPSQly1EL3y6ZJGlNhCMdat30vMUGGlWGE02mxk2qaYDLEfdq2VOCY6iCbXz5F51bpop5U9gmD5urvRIZjrSdxZCdjbAZ62ZuJ/3nt1PRug4yJJDVUkMWiXsqRkWhWA+oyRYnhE0swUczeisgAK0yMLatoS/CXv7xKGldl/7pceayUqnd5HQU4hTO4AB9uoAoPUIM6EBjBM7zCm5M5L86787EYXXPyzAn8gfP5A63Vk7U=</latexit>n1,#

<latexit sha1_base64="MLRivC0ziu0ffoI/rEkMXlqfqLE=">AAAB9XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBg5TdUtRj0YvHCvYD2rVk02wbmk2WJGspS/+HFw+KePW/ePPfmLZ70NYHA4/3ZpiZF8ScaeO6305ubX1jcyu/XdjZ3ds/KB4eNbVMFKENIrlU7QBrypmgDcMMp+1YURwFnLaC0e3Mbz1RpZkUD2YSUz/CA8FCRrCx0qPopZWLbhJjpeR42iuW3LI7B1olXkZKkKHeK351+5IkERWGcKx1x3Nj46dYGUY4nRa6iaYxJiM8oB1LBY6o9tP51VN0ZpU+CqWyJQyaq78nUhxpPYkC2xlhM9TL3kz8z+skJrz2UybixFBBFovChCMj0SwC1GeKEsMnlmCimL0VkSFWmBgbVMGG4C2/vEqalbJ3Wa7eV0u1myyOPJzAKZyDB1dQgzuoQwMIKHiGV3hzxs6L8+58LFpzTjZzDH/gfP4AoqeSng==</latexit>n2,"
<latexit sha1_base64="XTYIeDdYVfyVIzmjdQ1l8IRUbTg=">AAAB+XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUZduBovgQkpSirosunFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwM2kpoX/ixoUibv0Td/6N0zYLbT0wcDjnHu6dEyScKe0431ZhY3Nre6e4W9rbPzg8so9PWipOJaFNEvNYdgKsKGeCNjXTnHYSSXEUcNoORvdzvz2mUrFYPOlpQr0IDwQLGcHaSL5tCz+rXvX68URgKePJzLfLTsVZAK0TNydlyNHw7S+TJmlEhSYcK9V1nUR7GZaaEU5npV6qaILJCA9o11CBI6q8bHH5DF0YpY/CWJonNFqovxMZjpSaRoGZjLAeqlVvLv7ndVMd3noZE0mqqSDLRWHKkY7RvAbUZ5ISzaeGYCKZuRWRIZaYaFNWyZTgrn55nbSqFfe6Unuslet3eR1FOINzuAQXbqAOD9CAJhAYwzO8wpuVWS/Wu/WxHC1YeeYU/sD6/AGvZZO2</latexit>n2,#

<latexit sha1_base64="o5gMI+kVdu8/4jL05jtQB7B5S7E=">AAACBHicbVC7TsNAEDyHVwivAGUaiwiJKrIRAsoIGsogkYcUB2t93jinnM/W3RkUhRQ0/AoNBQjR8hF0/A2XRwEJI600mtnV7k6Qcqa043xbuaXlldW1/HphY3Nre6e4u9dQSSYp1mnCE9kKQCFnAuuaaY6tVCLEAcdm0L8c+807lIol4kYPUuzEEAnWZRS0kfxiifpeloKUyf2tF0IUoXxwPAki4ugXy07FmcBeJO6MlMkMNb/45YUJzWIUmnJQqu06qe4MQWpGOY4KXqYwBdqHCNuGCohRdYaTJ0b2oVFCu5tIU0LbE/X3xBBipQZxYDpj0D01743F/7x2prvnnSETaaZR0OmibsZtndjjROyQSaSaDwwBKpm51aY9kEC1ya1gQnDnX14kjeOKe1o5uT4pVy9mceRJiRyQI+KSM1IlV6RG6oSSR/JMXsmb9WS9WO/Wx7Q1Z81m9skfWJ8/ZMGYlQ==</latexit>

c†
"|0i

<latexit sha1_base64="qmBvx6GUJ2++vnoNe4thwxASkYo=">AAACBnicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY8iLAbBU9iVoB6DXjxGMA/IxtA76d0MmZ1dZmYNIebkxV/x4kERr36DN//GyeOgiQUNRVX3THf5CWdKO863lVlaXlldy67nNja3tnfyu3s1FaeSYpXGPJYNHxRyJrCqmebYSCRC5HOs+72rsV+/R6lYLG71IMFWBKFgAaOgjdTOH9K214n7AqSM+3deB8IQ5YPjSRAhx3a+4BSdCexF4s5IgcxQaee/zGs0jVBoykGppuskujUEqRnlOMp5qcIEaA9CbBoqIELVGk7OGNnHRunYQSxNCW1P1N8TQ4iUGkS+6YxAd9W8Nxb/85qpDi5aQyaSVKOg04+ClNs6tseZ2B0mkWo+MASoZGZXm3ZBAtUmuZwJwZ0/eZHUTovuWbF0UyqUL2dxZMkBOSInxCXnpEyuSYVUCSWP5Jm8kjfryXqx3q2PaWvGms3skz+wPn8ABYWZfA==</latexit>

c†
#|0i

<latexit sha1_base64="jFyyjNrYHkgFkiRbmN/bX65uemI=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAFHypX7V+VT16WSyCp5KIqMeiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsvggl9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHbR1YGGbesO9NmEph0HW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxqmSTTjPsskYnuhNRwKRT3UaDknVRzGoeSt8Px3cxvP3FtRKIecZLyIKZDJSLBKFrJ7w0SNP1qza27c5BV4hWkBgWa/eqXzbEs5gqZpMZ0PTfFIKcaBZN8WullhqeUjemQdy1VNOYmyOfLTsmZVQYkSrR9Cslc/Z3IaWzMJA7tZExxZJa9mfif180wuglyodIMuWKLj6JMEkzI7HIyEJozlBNLKNPC7krYiGrK0PZTsSV4yyevktZF3buqXz5c1hq3RR1lOIFTOAcPrqEB99AEHxgIeIZXeHOU8+K8Ox+L0ZJTZI7hD5zPH/RWjss=</latexit>. . .
<latexit sha1_base64="jFyyjNrYHkgFkiRbmN/bX65uemI=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAFHypX7V+VT16WSyCp5KIqMeiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsvggl9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHbR1YGGbesO9NmEph0HW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxqmSTTjPsskYnuhNRwKRT3UaDknVRzGoeSt8Px3cxvP3FtRKIecZLyIKZDJSLBKFrJ7w0SNP1qza27c5BV4hWkBgWa/eqXzbEs5gqZpMZ0PTfFIKcaBZN8WullhqeUjemQdy1VNOYmyOfLTsmZVQYkSrR9Cslc/Z3IaWzMJA7tZExxZJa9mfif180wuglyodIMuWKLj6JMEkzI7HIyEJozlBNLKNPC7krYiGrK0PZTsSV4yyevktZF3buqXz5c1hq3RR1lOIFTOAcPrqEB99AEHxgIeIZXeHOU8+K8Ox+L0ZJTZI7hD5zPH/RWjss=</latexit>. . .

<latexit sha1_base64="8LVrqJucQl9xNwsjgr7UF8xAfX0=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexKUC9C0IvHBMwDkiXMTnqTMbOzy8ysEEK+wIsHRbz6Sd78GyfJHjSxoKGo6qa7K0gE18Z1v53c2vrG5lZ+u7Czu7d/UDw8auo4VQwbLBaxagdUo+ASG4Ybge1EIY0Cga1gdDfzW0+oNI/lgxkn6Ed0IHnIGTVWqt/0iiW37M5BVomXkRJkqPWKX91+zNIIpWGCat3x3MT4E6oMZwKnhW6qMaFsRAfYsVTSCLU/mR86JWdW6ZMwVrakIXP198SERlqPo8B2RtQM9bI3E//zOqkJr/0Jl0lqULLFojAVxMRk9jXpc4XMiLEllClubyVsSBVlxmZTsCF4yy+vkuZF2bssV+qVUvU2iyMPJ3AK5+DBFVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox+L1pyTzRzDHzifP4+7jMo=</latexit>=
<latexit sha1_base64="qohBiMDnLxF0KmuaSYORhSl+pMs=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSRS1GPRi8cK9gObEDbbSbt0swm7E6GE/g0vHhTx6p/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAXX6DjfVmltfWNzq7xd2dnd2z+oHh51dJIpBm2WiET1QqpBcAlt5CiglyqgcSigG45vZ373CZTmiXzASQp+TIeSR5xRNJL3GOQejgBp4E6Das2pO3PYq8QtSI0UaAXVL2+QsCwGiUxQrfuuk6KfU4WcCZhWvExDStmYDqFvqKQxaD+f3zy1z4wysKNEmZJoz9XfEzmNtZ7EoemMKY70sjcT//P6GUbXfs5lmiFItlgUZcLGxJ4FYA+4AoZiYghliptbbTaiijI0MVVMCO7yy6ukc1F3L+uN+0ateVPEUSYn5JScE5dckSa5Iy3SJoyk5Jm8kjcrs16sd+tj0Vqyiplj8gfW5w8DkpGu</latexit>

Z✓1

<latexit sha1_base64="OJXPwXSAZa5bZPurbZ7i0cMO4ZQ=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexqUI9BLx4jmAckyzI76U2GzD6c6Q2EJd/hxYMiXv0Yb/6Nk2QPmljQUFR1093lJ1JotO1vq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD49aOk4VhyaPZaw6PtMgRQRNFCihkyhgoS+h7Y/uZn57DEqLOHrESQJuyAaRCARnaCS30/GyHg4BmXc59coVu2rPQVeJk5MKydHwyl+9fszTECLkkmnddewE3YwpFFzCtNRLNSSMj9gAuoZGLATtZvOjp/TMKH0axMpUhHSu/p7IWKj1JPRNZ8hwqJe9mfif100xuHEzESUpQsQXi4JUUozpLAHaFwo4yokhjCthbqV8yBTjaHIqmRCc5ZdXSeui6lxVaw+1Sv02j6NITsgpOScOuSZ1ck8apEk4eSLP5JW8WWPrxXq3PhatBSufOSZ/YH3+ALH4khA=</latexit> X
X
✓
3

<latexit sha1_base64="9GckhuP/Xj9TtKeUYDp2ktPGgBU=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSSlqMeiF48VbCs2IWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/RtePCji1T/jzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZemAqu0XG+rdLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTzq6iRTlHVoIhL1EBLNBJesgxwFe0gVI3EoWC8c38z83hNTmifyHicp82MylDzilKCRvMcg93DEkASNaVCtOXVnDnuVuAWpQYF2UP3yBgnNYiaRCqJ133VS9HOikFPBphUv0ywldEyGrG+oJDHTfj6/eWqfGWVgR4kyJdGeq78nchJrPYlD0xkTHOllbyb+5/UzjK78nMs0QybpYlGUCRsTexaAPeCKURQTQwhV3Nxq0xFRhKKJqWJCcJdfXiXdRt29qDfvmrXWdRFHGU7gFM7BhUtowS20oQMUUniGV3izMuvFerc+Fq0lq5g5hj+wPn8ABReRrw==</latexit>

Z✓2

<latexit sha1_base64="UrTBiEidM8s3sfQpJMXZJlXeSec=">AAAB7HicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSLUS9mVoh6LXjxWcNtCu5Rsmm1Ds8mSZIWytH/BiwdFvPqDvPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMCxPOtHHdb2dtfWNza7uwU9zd2z84LB0dN7VMFaE+kVyqdog15UxQ3zDDaTtRFMchp61wdDfzW09UaSbFoxknNIjxQLCIEWys5E8r+GLaK5XdqjsHWiVeTsqQo9ErfXX7kqQxFYZwrHXHcxMTZFgZRjidFLuppgkmIzygHUsFjqkOsvmxE3RulT6KpLIlDJqrvycyHGs9jkPbGWMz1MveTPzP66QmugkyJpLUUEEWi6KUIyPR7HPUZ4oSw8eWYKKYvRWRIVaYGJtP0YbgLb+8SpqXVe+qWnuoleu3eRwFOIUzqIAH11CHe2iADwQYPMMrvDnCeXHenY9F65qTz5zAHzifP1YjjmM=</latexit>

(a)

<latexit sha1_base64="OdrAl4Vn4ExIuF8P5KBlSWxuD8A=">AAAB7HicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSLUS9mVoh6LXjxWcNtCu5Rsmm1Ds8mSZIWytH/BiwdFvPqDvPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMCxPOtHHdb2dtfWNza7uwU9zd2z84LB0dN7VMFaE+kVyqdog15UxQ3zDDaTtRFMchp61wdDfzW09UaSbFoxknNIjxQLCIEWys5E8r4cW0Vyq7VXcOtEq8nJQhR6NX+ur2JUljKgzhWOuO5yYmyLAyjHA6KXZTTRNMRnhAO5YKHFMdZPNjJ+jcKn0USWVLGDRXf09kONZ6HIe2M8ZmqJe9mfif10lNdBNkTCSpoYIsFkUpR0ai2eeozxQlho8twUQxeysiQ6wwMTafog3BW355lTQvq95VtfZQK9dv8zgKcApnUAEPrqEO99AAHwgweIZXeHOE8+K8Ox+L1jUnnzmBP3A+fwBXqY5k</latexit>

(b)

<latexit sha1_base64="0e1kkFhD8JGXOhP7QUDKzWnO+mo=">AAAB9HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXYBE8lUSKeix68VjBftA2hM120y7dbOLupFBCf4cXD4p49cd489+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXJIJrdJxva219Y3Nru7BT3N3bPzgsHR03dZwqyho0FrFqB0QzwSVrIEfB2oliJAoEawWju5nfGjOleSwfcZIwLyIDyUNOCRrJ63T8rIdDhsSvTv1S2ak4c9irxM1JGXLU/dJXrx/TNGISqSBad10nQS8jCjkVbFrspZolhI7IgHUNlSRi2svmR0/tc6P07TBWpiTac/X3REYirSdRYDojgkO97M3E/7xuiuGNl3GZpMgkXSwKU2FjbM8SsPtcMYpiYgihiptbbTokilA0ORVNCO7yy6ukeVlxryrVh2q5dpvHUYBTOIMLcOEaanAPdWgAhSd4hld4s8bWi/VufSxa16x85gT+wPr8Abm7khU=</latexit> Z
Z
✓
4

<latexit sha1_base64="jHFTLbEjml17QYDIQpE7V9jNLDY=">AAAB9HicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSRa1GPRi8cK9os2hM122i7dbOLupFBCf4cXD4p49cd489+4bXPQ1gcDj/dmmJkXxIJrdJxvK7e2vrG5ld8u7Ozu7R8UD48aOkoUgzqLRKRaAdUguIQ6chTQihXQMBDQDEZ3M785BqV5JB9xEoMX0oHkfc4oGslrt/20i0NA6l9O/WLJKTtz2KvEzUiJZKj5xa9uL2JJCBKZoFp3XCdGL6UKORMwLXQTDTFlIzqAjqGShqC9dH701D4zSs/uR8qURHuu/p5Iaaj1JAxMZ0hxqJe9mfif10mwf+OlXMYJgmSLRf1E2BjZswTsHlfAUEwMoUxxc6vNhlRRhianggnBXX55lTQuyu5VufJQKVVvszjy5IScknPikmtSJfekRuqEkSfyTF7JmzW2Xqx362PRmrOymWPyB9bnD7UXkhI=</latexit> Y
Y
✓
3

<latexit sha1_base64="iuzkuQmWpeDV8LtHTawJ88Od/z8=">AAAB9XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBg5RdKdVj0YvHCvYD2rVk02wbmk2WJGspS/+HFw+KePW/ePPfmLZ70NYHA4/3ZpiZF8ScaeO6305ubX1jcyu/XdjZ3ds/KB4eNbVMFKENIrlU7QBrypmgDcMMp+1YURwFnLaC0e3Mbz1RpZkUD2YSUz/CA8FCRrCx0qPopd5FN4mxUnI87RVLbtmdA60SLyMlyFDvFb+6fUmSiApDONa647mx8VOsDCOcTgvdRNMYkxEe0I6lAkdU++n86ik6s0ofhVLZEgbN1d8TKY60nkSB7YywGeplbyb+53USE177KRNxYqggi0VhwpGRaBYB6jNFieETSzBRzN6KyBArTIwNqmBD8JZfXiXNy7JXLVfuK6XaTRZHHk7gFM7BgyuowR3UoQEEFDzDK7w5Y+fFeXc+Fq05J5s5hj9wPn8AoRmSnQ==</latexit>n1,"
<latexit sha1_base64="Pmna+1pCrsxOwk7vq2BVj6/BR/k=">AAAB+XicbVDLSgMxFL3js9bXqEs3wSK4kDIjRV0W3bisYB/QDkMmTdvQTDIkmZYy9E/cuFDErX/izr8xbWehrQcCh3Pu4d6cKOFMG8/7dtbWNza3tgs7xd29/YND9+i4oWWqCK0TyaVqRVhTzgStG2Y4bSWK4jjitBkN72d+c0SVZlI8mUlCgxj3Besxgo2VQtcVYeZfdrpyLLBScjwN3ZJX9uZAq8TPSQly1EL3y6ZJGlNhCMdat30vMUGGlWGE02mxk2qaYDLEfdq2VOCY6iCbXz5F51bpop5U9gmD5urvRIZjrSdxZCdjbAZ62ZuJ/3nt1PRug4yJJDVUkMWiXsqRkWhWA+oyRYnhE0swUczeisgAK0yMLatoS/CXv7xKGldl/7pceayUqnd5HQU4hTO4AB9uoAoPUIM6EBjBM7zCm5M5L86787EYXXPyzAn8gfP5A63Vk7U=</latexit>n1,#

<latexit sha1_base64="MLRivC0ziu0ffoI/rEkMXlqfqLE=">AAAB9XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBg5TdUtRj0YvHCvYD2rVk02wbmk2WJGspS/+HFw+KePW/ePPfmLZ70NYHA4/3ZpiZF8ScaeO6305ubX1jcyu/XdjZ3ds/KB4eNbVMFKENIrlU7QBrypmgDcMMp+1YURwFnLaC0e3Mbz1RpZkUD2YSUz/CA8FCRrCx0qPopZWLbhJjpeR42iuW3LI7B1olXkZKkKHeK351+5IkERWGcKx1x3Nj46dYGUY4nRa6iaYxJiM8oB1LBY6o9tP51VN0ZpU+CqWyJQyaq78nUhxpPYkC2xlhM9TL3kz8z+skJrz2UybixFBBFovChCMj0SwC1GeKEsMnlmCimL0VkSFWmBgbVMGG4C2/vEqalbJ3Wa7eV0u1myyOPJzAKZyDB1dQgzuoQwMIKHiGV3hzxs6L8+58LFpzTjZzDH/gfP4AoqeSng==</latexit>n2,"
<latexit sha1_base64="XTYIeDdYVfyVIzmjdQ1l8IRUbTg=">AAAB+XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfUZduBovgQkpSirosunFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwM2kpoX/ixoUibv0Td/6N0zYLbT0wcDjnHu6dEyScKe0431ZhY3Nre6e4W9rbPzg8so9PWipOJaFNEvNYdgKsKGeCNjXTnHYSSXEUcNoORvdzvz2mUrFYPOlpQr0IDwQLGcHaSL5tCz+rXvX68URgKePJzLfLTsVZAK0TNydlyNHw7S+TJmlEhSYcK9V1nUR7GZaaEU5npV6qaILJCA9o11CBI6q8bHH5DF0YpY/CWJonNFqovxMZjpSaRoGZjLAeqlVvLv7ndVMd3noZE0mqqSDLRWHKkY7RvAbUZ5ISzaeGYCKZuRWRIZaYaFNWyZTgrn55nbSqFfe6Unuslet3eR1FOINzuAQXbqAOD9CAJhAYwzO8wpuVWS/Wu/WxHC1YeeYU/sD6/AGvZZO2</latexit>n2,#

<latexit sha1_base64="o5gMI+kVdu8/4jL05jtQB7B5S7E=">AAACBHicbVC7TsNAEDyHVwivAGUaiwiJKrIRAsoIGsogkYcUB2t93jinnM/W3RkUhRQ0/AoNBQjR8hF0/A2XRwEJI600mtnV7k6Qcqa043xbuaXlldW1/HphY3Nre6e4u9dQSSYp1mnCE9kKQCFnAuuaaY6tVCLEAcdm0L8c+807lIol4kYPUuzEEAnWZRS0kfxiifpeloKUyf2tF0IUoXxwPAki4ugXy07FmcBeJO6MlMkMNb/45YUJzWIUmnJQqu06qe4MQWpGOY4KXqYwBdqHCNuGCohRdYaTJ0b2oVFCu5tIU0LbE/X3xBBipQZxYDpj0D01743F/7x2prvnnSETaaZR0OmibsZtndjjROyQSaSaDwwBKpm51aY9kEC1ya1gQnDnX14kjeOKe1o5uT4pVy9mceRJiRyQI+KSM1IlV6RG6oSSR/JMXsmb9WS9WO/Wx7Q1Z81m9skfWJ8/ZMGYlQ==</latexit>

c†
"|0i

<latexit sha1_base64="qmBvx6GUJ2++vnoNe4thwxASkYo=">AAACBnicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY8iLAbBU9iVoB6DXjxGMA/IxtA76d0MmZ1dZmYNIebkxV/x4kERr36DN//GyeOgiQUNRVX3THf5CWdKO863lVlaXlldy67nNja3tnfyu3s1FaeSYpXGPJYNHxRyJrCqmebYSCRC5HOs+72rsV+/R6lYLG71IMFWBKFgAaOgjdTOH9K214n7AqSM+3deB8IQ5YPjSRAhx3a+4BSdCexF4s5IgcxQaee/zGs0jVBoykGppuskujUEqRnlOMp5qcIEaA9CbBoqIELVGk7OGNnHRunYQSxNCW1P1N8TQ4iUGkS+6YxAd9W8Nxb/85qpDi5aQyaSVKOg04+ClNs6tseZ2B0mkWo+MASoZGZXm3ZBAtUmuZwJwZ0/eZHUTovuWbF0UyqUL2dxZMkBOSInxCXnpEyuSYVUCSWP5Jm8kjfryXqx3q2PaWvGms3skz+wPn8ABYWZfA==</latexit>

c†
#|0i

<latexit sha1_base64="jFyyjNrYHkgFkiRbmN/bX65uemI=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAFHypX7V+VT16WSyCp5KIqMeiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsvggl9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHbR1YGGbesO9NmEph0HW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxqmSTTjPsskYnuhNRwKRT3UaDknVRzGoeSt8Px3cxvP3FtRKIecZLyIKZDJSLBKFrJ7w0SNP1qza27c5BV4hWkBgWa/eqXzbEs5gqZpMZ0PTfFIKcaBZN8WullhqeUjemQdy1VNOYmyOfLTsmZVQYkSrR9Cslc/Z3IaWzMJA7tZExxZJa9mfif180wuglyodIMuWKLj6JMEkzI7HIyEJozlBNLKNPC7krYiGrK0PZTsSV4yyevktZF3buqXz5c1hq3RR1lOIFTOAcPrqEB99AEHxgIeIZXeHOU8+K8Ox+L0ZJTZI7hD5zPH/RWjss=</latexit>. . .
<latexit sha1_base64="jFyyjNrYHkgFkiRbmN/bX65uemI=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAFHypX7V+VT16WSyCp5KIqMeiF48VTFtoQ9lsN+3SzSbsvggl9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHbR1YGGbesO9NmEph0HW/ndLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTxqmSTTjPsskYnuhNRwKRT3UaDknVRzGoeSt8Px3cxvP3FtRKIecZLyIKZDJSLBKFrJ7w0SNP1qza27c5BV4hWkBgWa/eqXzbEs5gqZpMZ0PTfFIKcaBZN8WullhqeUjemQdy1VNOYmyOfLTsmZVQYkSrR9Cslc/Z3IaWzMJA7tZExxZJa9mfif180wuglyodIMuWKLj6JMEkzI7HIyEJozlBNLKNPC7krYiGrK0PZTsSV4yyevktZF3buqXz5c1hq3RR1lOIFTOAcPrqEB99AEHxgIeIZXeHOU8+K8Ox+L0ZJTZI7hD5zPH/RWjss=</latexit>. . .

<latexit sha1_base64="8LVrqJucQl9xNwsjgr7UF8xAfX0=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexKUC9C0IvHBMwDkiXMTnqTMbOzy8ysEEK+wIsHRbz6Sd78GyfJHjSxoKGo6qa7K0gE18Z1v53c2vrG5lZ+u7Czu7d/UDw8auo4VQwbLBaxagdUo+ASG4Ybge1EIY0Cga1gdDfzW0+oNI/lgxkn6Ed0IHnIGTVWqt/0iiW37M5BVomXkRJkqPWKX91+zNIIpWGCat3x3MT4E6oMZwKnhW6qMaFsRAfYsVTSCLU/mR86JWdW6ZMwVrakIXP198SERlqPo8B2RtQM9bI3E//zOqkJr/0Jl0lqULLFojAVxMRk9jXpc4XMiLEllClubyVsSBVlxmZTsCF4yy+vkuZF2bssV+qVUvU2iyMPJ3AK5+DBFVThHmrQAAYIz/AKb86j8+K8Ox+L1pyTzRzDHzifP4+7jMo=</latexit>=
<latexit sha1_base64="qohBiMDnLxF0KmuaSYORhSl+pMs=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSRS1GPRi8cK9gObEDbbSbt0swm7E6GE/g0vHhTx6p/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAXX6DjfVmltfWNzq7xd2dnd2z+oHh51dJIpBm2WiET1QqpBcAlt5CiglyqgcSigG45vZ373CZTmiXzASQp+TIeSR5xRNJL3GOQejgBp4E6Das2pO3PYq8QtSI0UaAXVL2+QsCwGiUxQrfuuk6KfU4WcCZhWvExDStmYDqFvqKQxaD+f3zy1z4wysKNEmZJoz9XfEzmNtZ7EoemMKY70sjcT//P6GUbXfs5lmiFItlgUZcLGxJ4FYA+4AoZiYghliptbbTaiijI0MVVMCO7yy6ukc1F3L+uN+0ateVPEUSYn5JScE5dckSa5Iy3SJoyk5Jm8kjcrs16sd+tj0Vqyiplj8gfW5w8DkpGu</latexit>

Z✓1

<latexit sha1_base64="OJXPwXSAZa5bZPurbZ7i0cMO4ZQ=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexqUI9BLx4jmAckyzI76U2GzD6c6Q2EJd/hxYMiXv0Yb/6Nk2QPmljQUFR1093lJ1JotO1vq7C2vrG5Vdwu7ezu7R+UD49aOk4VhyaPZaw6PtMgRQRNFCihkyhgoS+h7Y/uZn57DEqLOHrESQJuyAaRCARnaCS30/GyHg4BmXc59coVu2rPQVeJk5MKydHwyl+9fszTECLkkmnddewE3YwpFFzCtNRLNSSMj9gAuoZGLATtZvOjp/TMKH0axMpUhHSu/p7IWKj1JPRNZ8hwqJe9mfif100xuHEzESUpQsQXi4JUUozpLAHaFwo4yokhjCthbqV8yBTjaHIqmRCc5ZdXSeui6lxVaw+1Sv02j6NITsgpOScOuSZ1ck8apEk4eSLP5JW8WWPrxXq3PhatBSufOSZ/YH3+ALH4khA=</latexit> X
X
✓
3

<latexit sha1_base64="9GckhuP/Xj9TtKeUYDp2ktPGgBU=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSSlqMeiF48VbCs2IWy2m3bpZhN2J0IJ/RtePCji1T/jzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZemAqu0XG+rdLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39QPTzq6iRTlHVoIhL1EBLNBJesgxwFe0gVI3EoWC8c38z83hNTmifyHicp82MylDzilKCRvMcg93DEkASNaVCtOXVnDnuVuAWpQYF2UP3yBgnNYiaRCqJ133VS9HOikFPBphUv0ywldEyGrG+oJDHTfj6/eWqfGWVgR4kyJdGeq78nchJrPYlD0xkTHOllbyb+5/UzjK78nMs0QybpYlGUCRsTexaAPeCKURQTQwhV3Nxq0xFRhKKJqWJCcJdfXiXdRt29qDfvmrXWdRFHGU7gFM7BhUtowS20oQMUUniGV3izMuvFerc+Fq0lq5g5hj+wPn8ABReRrw==</latexit>
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FIG. 2. Variational circuit architectures for correlated electron problems – The GMPS+X approaches augment
the GMPS circuit preparing the Hartree-Fock ground-state with non-Gaussian gates that build in correlations either by (a)
GMPS+J: introducing an extra qMPS layer with an extra bond-qubit (gray dashed box) or by (b) GMPS+U: generalizing

the GMPS gates (blue boxes) to include non-Gaussian operations, ZZθ = e−
i
2
θZ⊗Z and Zφ = e−

i
2
φZ . Here we draw the

GMPS+X circuits only for block size B = 3 (the implemented circuits have twice this block size, B = 6 to include spin). (c)
A problem-agnostic brick qMPS ansatz consisting of a brickwork of general number-conserving two-qubit gates. Here, for any
Hermitian operator O, Oθ denotes a gate corresponding to unitary u[Oθ] = e−iθO/2.

FIG. 3. Comparison of variational approaches to the Fermi-Hubbard chain – Relative error in energy of (a) half-filling
(b) (1⁄3)-filling Fermi Hubbard chain for various variational approaches compared to the exact ground-state of the corresponding
Fermi-Hubbard chain. Variational approaches include two types of GMPS+X circuits: GMPS+J and GMPS+U that augment
the GMPS with B = 6 for the Hartree-Fock ground-state with additional variational circuitry, and a problem-agnostic qMPS
ansatz with two bond qubits and four layers of brick circuit (brick qMPS) (see Appendix B for details of circuit ansatzes).
The GMPS+U simulations were performed for an L = 18 site chain, whereas the brick qMPS and DMRG calculations were
performed for an infinite chain. For comparison to classical methods, we include the mean-field (MF) solution, and DMRG
results with bond-dimension 25 that provide a lower-bound on the achievable energy with nb = 5 bond-qubits (nb = B − 1
in general) used in the GMPS+U approach. The number of variational parameters per (spinful) site are respectively: 1
(GMPS+J), 30 (GMPS+U), 80 (brick qMPS), and 1024 (DMRG with χ = 25).

GMPS circuit as transforming from the sites of a spin-
1⁄2 chain to the Wannier orbitals for the Mott insulating
FH-chain. With this picture in mind, we can build in
spin-correlations by adding variational layers before the
GMPS circuit, such that that the GMPS circuit produces
an entangled state of the Wannier-orbital spins, rather
than a simple Neél product state (Fig. 2a). Specifically,
we choose a single variational circuit layer that is equiv-
alent (up to a basis change) to that used in [7] to ap-

proximate the Heisenberg spin-chain ground-state as a
qMPS using a single bond-qubit (see Appendix C for
details). We will see that this ansatz performs best at
half-filling and large-U , where the FH chain can be well-
approximated by a spin-chain. The chief advantage of
this ansatz is that it is very compact, requiring only a
single variational parameter per site.

GMPS+U ansatz – The GMPS+U ansatz (Fig. 2b)
simply augments each of the Gaussian fermion gates
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in the GMPS circuit with a non-Gaussian gate

e−
i
2 (θiZ⊗Z+αiZ⊗1+βi1⊗Z) with variational parameters

{θi, αi, βi} chosen independently for each GMPS-gate,
i. These non-Gaussian operations make the GMPS+U
gates into a general number-conserving gate (with some
parameters fixed by the GMPS representation of the HF
state). We will see that this ansatz is more flexible than
the GMPS+J method, and can achieve reasonable results
over a broad range of fillings and interaction strengths,
albeit at the cost of introducing additional variational pa-
rameters nvar = 3NS(B − 1), where NS = 2 denotes the
number of spin components. We will show that this also
implies that the representational power of the GMPS+U
ansatz increases with B, and will give evidence that this
enables the ansatz to be scaled to achieved arbitrary de-
sired variational accuracy (Fig. 4).

Brick qMPS ansatz – Finally, we compare the
GMPS + U approaches to a problem-agnostic qMPS
whose tensors are generated by a brickwork circuit (see
Fig. 2c) of arbitrary (charge-conserving) two-qubit gates.
In this approach, the circuit parameters are not con-
strained except by symmetry. Specifically, we enforce
charge conservation by demanding the circuits commute
with the total Sz of the physical and bond-qubits, result-
ing in 5 variational parameters per gate3.

B. Comparison of variational approaches

Fig. 2 shows numerical results for the relative error
ε = (E −Eexact)/|Eexact| between the variational energy
E, and the exact ground-state energy Eexact, for different
variational qMPS ansatzes at fillings ν = 1/2, 1/3 and vari-
ous interaction strengths 1 ≤ U ≤ 6. These are addition-
ally compared to the HF approximation and a classical
DMRG calculation with bond dimension χ = 25, equiv-
alent to the bond dimension for the nb = 5 bond qubits
needed for the GMPS+X approaches. Since DMRG ef-
fectively converges to near-optimal results in these type
of simple 1d problems, the DMRG calculation can be
viewed as an effective lower-bound on the performance
of variational circuit ansatzes with nb ≤ 5 bond qubits.
We note that, while the DMRG energy error is signif-
icantly lower than the variational qMPS results in this
example, i) this relies crucially on the tractability of 1d
DMRG calculations which does not extend to more com-
plicated problems in 2d, and ii) we will show that the
GMPS+U method can be readily scaled to achieve com-
parable accuracy with far-fewer variational parameters
(see Fig. 4).

To obtain a scalable variational ansatz, it is critical
to reduce the number of variational parameters per site,

3 A general SU(4) unitary has 15 variational parameters, this can
be reduced to 5 by enforcing symmetry and exploiting the gauge-
structure of the matrix product states
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FIG. 4. Scaling of the GMPS+U method when chang-
ing block size B – Variational energy of GMPS+U ansatz
for the Fermi-Hubbard chain at half-filling with U = 2 con-
verges rapidly (approximately exponentially over the range of
parameters explored) with block-size B, which suggests that
this method can be used to achieve arbitrary desired accuracy.

nvar, required to achieve a desired accuracy. Optimiz-
ing complex variational circuits with large nvar is gener-
ically a classically difficult (non-linear, non-convex, and
high-dimensional) problem and creates significant sam-
pling overhead for measuring energies and gradients on
quantum devices. The complexity of the ansatzes ranges
from nvar = 1 for GMPS+J, nvar = 24 for GMPS+U,
and nvar = 80 for the brick qMPS, to nvar = χ2 = 1024
for DMRG. We note that, while we present simulation
results for a finite number (L = 18) of spinful sites, the
algorithm complexity presented scales (empirically) ef-
ficiently in L, and for the parameters explored this L
is sufficiently large to accurately capture the thermody-
namic limit (see Fig. 5).

In general, we observe that the GMPS+X techniques
offer a significant reduction in the number of variational
parameters nvar required to achieve a given accuracy. At
ν = 1/2, the simplest ansatz, GMPS+J already achieves
significant improvement over the mean-field results de-
spite its extreme simplicity. Moreover, the GMPS+U
ansatz outperforms the brick qMPS variational circuits
across the entire ν, U parameter space explored, despite
having significantly lower nvar.

The GMPS+U ansatz can be scaled to achieve higher
accuracy by changing the block size B (which also ad-
justs the number of variational parameters for building
in correlations). Empirically, in the range of B explored,
we find that this allows one to adjust the complexity of
the ansatz to achieve a desired target error rate. To ex-
plore the scalability, we focus on the weak Mott insulat-
ing regime (U = 2, ν = 1/2) where the GMPS+U error in
Fig. 2 is large, yet interactions are still important. Here,
we observe a rapid decay of error with block size, that fol-
lows an approximately exponential trend ε ∼ e−cB with
c ≈ 0.7 over the range of B explored. We note that the
mean-field GMPS compression error is already very low
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FIG. 5. Scaling of the GMPS+U Method when
changing system size L – the relative error in energy versus
the total length L of spinful sites for FH model at U = 2, 4, 6
and ν = 1

2
and fixed block size B = 6

at B = 4, and attribute the improvement with B to the
more flexible variational ansatz better capturing multi-
particle correlations. At the largest block sizes, B = 10,
the GMPS+U technique achieves performance equal to
the classical χ = 32 DMRG despite having over an order
of magnitude fewer variational parameters (nvar =54 ver-
sus 1024). These results show that GMPS+U approach
can achieve high-precision and scalable performance for
simulating strongly-correlated electron models with far-
fewer variational parameters than problem-agnostic cir-
cuit ansatzes.

C. Trapped-ion GMPS+X Demonstration

We implement the simplest extended GMPS version,
the GMPS+J variational ansatz, in the Quantinuum sys-
tem model H1 trapped-ion quantum processor, focusing
on the specific case of ν = 1/2 and intermediate in-
teraction strength (U = 4), and for a Fermi-Hubbard
chain of length L = 6. To avoid the lengthy process of
hybrid classical-quantum optimization, we perform the
optimization through classical simulation, and simply
implement the classically-optimized circuit in hardware.
We employ a simple error-mitigation technique of post-
selecting data on having the correct total number of par-
ticles (see Appendix D for details).

Fig. 6 a,b respectively show the energy-densities (for
each bond) and correlation functions for a chain of length
L = 6. Comparing to ideal (noiseless) circuit simulations,
and exact (Bethe-ansatz) results, we find a good quan-
titive agreement to the experimental results within the
statistical error-bars from a finite shot rate of between
400 and 1000 shots per data point (see Table I for details
on the number of measurement shots, including error-
mitigation post-selection). In addition to the quantita-
tive agreement, the correlation data shows a clear sepa-
ration of spin- and charge- with rapidly decaying charge-

FIG. 6. GMPS+J Hardware Implementation – for
the Fermi-Hubbard chain at half-filling with U=4. (a) Energy
density versus position in the GMPS+J ansatz (which is not
explicitly translation invariant), with hopping energies shown
at half-integer (bond-centered) positions. (b) Connected spin-
(S) and charge-density- (n) correlators show spin-charge sep-
aration with rapid decay of charge and slower (antiferromag-
netically modulated) decay of spin correlations.

correlations and longer-range spin-correlations.

V. Resource scaling of GMPS compression in 2d

While the GMPS method was originally developed for
1d systems, one can straightforwardly extend it to higher
dimensions, by adopting an approach similar to that of
2d-DMRG where a 2d system of length Lx and width
Ly is considered as a stack of Lx “slices”, or similarly
by treating a 3d system as a stack of 2d cross-sections.
Focusing on 2d (we expect similar results to hold in 3d),
we empirically investigate the resource scaling required
to implement GMPS representations of three important
classes of states (see Fig. 7):

1. a topologically-trivial 1d band-insulator
(Ly=1) is constructed from the Su-Schreifer-
Heeger (SSH) model with Hamiltonian:

HSSH = −t∑N−1
j=1

(
1 + (−1)jδ

)
c†jcj+1 + h.c.
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FIG. 7. GMPS compression resource scaling: (a)-(d) show the mean error Gerr of Green’s functions versus the GMPS
compression block size for various systems and system sizes. Gerr is defined by Gerr =

∑
i,j |Gci,j −Goi,j |/V , where Go and Gc

are the original and compressed Green’s function and V is the system size. In each plot we stop at the block size when the
eigenvalues cannot be improved by increasing block size as it already reaches the limit of machine precision 10−15. (a)-(c) show
the error versus the block sizes for different Lx while Ly is fixed (to 1,6,6); (d) shows the compression error versus the block
sizes for different Ly with Lx = 50. The inset of (a), (b), (d) show the the Gerr versus 1/Lx or 1/Ly. The inset of (c) shows
the Gerr versus the block size re-scaled by log(Lx).

with δ = 1/2,

2. a topologically-nontrivial Chern-insulator is con-
structed from the ground-state of a square-lattice
π-flux tight-binding model of [20], with parameters
t1=1, t2=1 and the periodic boundary condition
in Ly direction (to avoid gapless chiral edge states
along the cylinder), and

3. a two-dimensional metal with a Fermi-surface
from an isotropic tight-binding is constructed from
the ground-state of a square lattice tight-binding

Hamiltonian H =
∑
〈i,j〉(−tc

†
i cj + h.c.) where 〈〉

denotes the neighboring sites, with the periodic
boundary condition in Ly direction

We measure the quality of the GMPS approximation via
the mean error in the entries of Gij and focus on the

regime where the eigenvalues obtained in the GMPS ap-
proximation can be improved until machine precision by
using larger block sizes. In each case, we provide numeri-
cal evidence that the block size required for GMPS com-
pression scheme follows that expected by the entangle-
ment structure of these states, namely to achieve error ε
requires B ∼ Ly log (1/ε) for both topological and trivial
insulating states, and B ∼ Ly logLx log (1/ε) for metals,
which is consistent with B ∼ S(Lx, Ly) where S(Lx, Ly)
is the half-system bipartite entanglement entropy.

The Chern insulator result may initially seem surpris-
ing since the non-zero Chern number provides a funda-
mental obstruction to forming a localized Wannier basis,
and at first glance, the GMPS algorithm may appear
to be constructing such a basis. However, we note two
points. First, the quasi-1d GMPS circuit structure only
has locality along x, whereas the Chern obstruction only
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forbids simultaneous localization in both x and y direc-
tions. Specifically, the projection of the spatial coordi-
nate into the orbitals of a Chern band (X̂, Ŷ ) fails to
commute [X,Y ] ∼ C where C is the Chern number. Sec-
ond, we have seen the GMPS circuit with B ∼ logLx
is accurate even for metals with Fermi surfaces where
the Wannier orbitals have algebraic decay in space. This
indicates that the GMPS circuit cannot simply be un-
derstood as a mapping to a strictly local Wannier ba-
sis. Technically, the unitary basis transformation imple-
mented by the GMPS circuit is an upper triangular ma-
trix and can produce long-range tails in the later entries.

One significant consequence of this result is that it im-
plies a polynomial advantage of qMPS techniques for sim-
ulating correlated Chern insulators compared to standard
quantum simulation protocols (e.g. using adiabatic state
preparation). Assuming that the numerically-established
trends shown in Fig. 7 hold, then by leveraging i) stan-
dard rigorous results about adiabatic evolution [21] and
trotterizing continuous time-evolution into circuit evolu-
tion [22, 23], and ii) previously analyzed [7] and experi-
mentally feasible [10] methods for holographically imple-
menting time evolution, we can establish an upper-bound
on the qubit and gate resources required to prepare cor-
related Chern insulator (CI). Specifically, the number of
gates required to prepare a non-interacting CI ground-
state via the GMPS method is g ∼ BLx ∼ LyLx ∼ L2.
Further, any correlated CI with integer Chern number
is adiabatically connected to the non-interacting limit,
and hence can be reached with constant-depth local
time evolution, that can be implemented with constant
qubit overhead via holographic time-evolution [7]. This
GMPS+adiabatic-preparation approach has no free vari-
ational parameters and hence this performance bound
does not rely on any assumption about the efficiency of
optimizing variational circuits. By contrast, adiabatic
state preparation of the Chern insulator from an un-
entangled product state would inevitably require crossing
through a phase transition since the product state and
Chern insulator are topologically distinct phases (here we
assume that the adiabatic evolution is performed with a
local Hamiltonian). If this phase transition is continuous
(second-order) with dynamical critical exponent z, then
the minimal gap is ∆ ∼ 1/Lz, which requires gate count
∼ L2/∆2 ∼ L2+2z. For physical transitions, z ≥ 1, which
places a bound g ∼ L4 for standard adiabatic prepara-
tion. Crossing a first-order transition would require much
longer (exponential-in-L) adiabatic time.

Lastly, we remark that while we have focused on 2d sys-
tems here, going to higher dimensions does not add any
qualitatively new ingredients, and we expect the trend
to continue in 3d, i.e. that the number of qubits in the
GMPS continues to scale like the bipartite entanglement
through a cross-sectional slice in all dimensions. For ex-
ample, we can trivially confirm this expectation for the
special case of translationally invariant systems with pe-
riodic boundary conditions in x, y and arbitrary bound-
ary conditions in z, which can be reduced to a decoupled

set of ∼ LxLy 1d systems along z for each kx, ky, each of
which can be compressed into a GMPS with a constant
(gapped systems) or ∼ logLz scaling of qubits (metals).

VI. Discussion

In this work, we introduced and experimentally demon-
strated holographic approaches to prepare ground-states
of correlated electron systems. The efficient preparation
of gapped and gapless mean-field ground states as qMPS
(obtained by our qMPS adaptation of the GMPS com-
pression scheme of Fishman and White), in conjunction
with holographic time-evolution algorithms [7], formally
establishes that qMPS with efficient circuit resources (i.e.
scaling polynomially with system size) can accurately
capture any state that is continuously connected to a
mean-field fermion state (possibly via a continuous phase
transition). This includes most phases of matter rele-
vant to practical material simulations, such as metals,
correlated trivial- and topological- insulators, magnets,
superconductors, density-wave states, et cetera.

Compared to standard adiabatic state preparation pro-
tocols, the combination of the holographic approach,
qMPS encoding and Gaussian compression bring impor-
tant advantages that are already apparent in the mean-
field state preparation. For example, for gapped Hamil-
tonians, the holographic qMPS encoding offers a poly-
nomial reduction in qubit resources (from q ∼ Ld to
q ∼ Ld−1), and for 2d topological systems with non-
trivial Chern number further allows a polynomial reduc-
tion in gate count (from g ∼ L4 to g ∼ L2) 4. Similarly,
compared to the Givens rotation approach used in recent
hardware demonstrations of Hartree-Fock ground-state
preparation [19] which required q ∼ L qubits and g ∼ L2

gates, qMPS constructed via GMPS compression require
only q ∼ logL log ε−1 and g ∼ L logL log ε−1, achieving
a polynomial reduction in both resources 5. Previously,
the most efficient Gaussian state preparation protocol
was the fermionic Fast Fourier transform (FFFT), which
similarly uses g ∼ L logL [24] gates; however, unlike the
GMPS technique, the FFFT is restricted to translation-
invariant (plane-wave-like) states and requires long-range
gates that spoil the holographic savings in qubit num-
ber (and may be costly to implement in many architec-
tures). The source of the efficiency of Gaussian com-
pression is the exploitation of the near-area-law entan-

4 These gate count scalings are for local quasi-adiabatic prepara-
tion [21] sufficient to accurately reproduce correlations of local
operators, true adiabatic preparation to produce full many-body
state fidelity close to 1 requires a multiplicative factor of L2.

5 We note that the gate count gains are asymptotic, for the task
of simulating a spinful Lx = 8 FH chain, both methods re-
quire nearly the same number of entangling gates (130 Mølmer-
Sørensen gates for GMPS versus 128

√
iSWAP gates for given

rotations). For any Lx > 8, the GMPS approach requires fewer
gates.



10

glement behavior of physical gapped and gapless ground-
states. Retaining this structure in the qMPS then al-
lows for compact preparation of near-area-law interacting
ground-states. We demonstrated this here by preparing
ground-states of interacting 1D fermion Hamiltonians, in-
cluding those with extended power-law ground-state cor-
relations in Gij , using GMPS+X circuits adapted from
the mean-field circuits.

Natural targets for follow-on work include tackling
higher-dimensional systems via 2d or 3d qMPS or qTNS
techniques, exploring alternative fermion-to-qubit encod-
ings that are well-suited to qTNS methods, and explor-
ing qTNS-based embedding techniques [25] to simulate
realistic material models with complex (e.g. long-range)
interactions.

Given the importance of noise and errors in near-term
implementations, it will further be important to sys-
tematically assess the impact of gate errors on GMPS-
based circuit ansatzes. For example, related work
on holographic multi-scale entanglement renormalization
ansatzes (MERA) suggests that holographic algorithms
possess an intrinsic degree of noise-resilience [26]. For
qMPS circuits describing gapped 1d systems, one expects
a spectral gap in the MPS transfer matrix, such that
perturbing the circuits weakly with gate errors, would
lead to a small, finite correction to the qMPS steady-
state properties even in the limit of infinitely long sys-
tems (L → ∞). Exploring the systematic dependence
of this noise susceptibility for different physical types of
states is a potentially interesting target for future work,
and the analytic tractability of free-fermion systems may
provide a tractable set of examples to explore the sys-
tematic dependence of noise sensitivity of qMPS based
on the entanglement structure of the ground-state being
approximated.
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A. Quantinuum QCCD Architecture

Hardware implementations are performed on Quantin-
uum’s System Model H1 trapped-ion quantum proces-

sor [27], which uses a quantum charge-coupled device
(QCCD) architecture, based on a Quantinuum-fabricated
planar chip trap operating with three parallel gate zones
and 10 qubit ions. One-qubit (1q) gates implement π/2
rotations about an arbitrary axis in the σxy-plane. The
native entangling two-qubit gate is a Mølmer-Sørensen
gate wrapped with single-qubit dressing pulses to achieve
a phase-insensitive operation uMS = exp[−iπ4Z⊗Z] [27].
The one-qubit gates and two-qubit gates have typical av-
erage infidelities (determined by randomized benchmark-
ing techniques) of: ε1q ≈ 10−4 and ε2q ≈ 2− 5× 10−3.

Due to the large sampling overhead and relatively low
clock speed of the QCCD device, we chose to only per-
form part of the holographic variational quantum eigen-
solver (holoVQE) algorithms on the quantum device.
Namely, in all cases, we performed the variational op-
timization of circuit parameters through classical simu-
lations and implemented only the optimized circuit in
hardware. While this procedure does not address the
effect of hardware noise on the variational optimization
(nor allow for possible variational cancellation of coher-
ent errors), it nevertheless allows one to test how realistic
hardware errors affect the achievable variational errors
with different circuit types.

B. Details of GMPS Circuit implementations

In the GMPS compression algorithm, a basis trans-
formation specified from the eigenvector of the Green’s
function block transfers the least entangled states to the
first site of the block. The corresponding basis transfor-
mation is decomposed into a series of nearest neighbor
two-site gates which rotate the Green’s function block
into the occupation basis. The circuit and gate parame-
ters are obtained from the eigenvectors.

Rotating the first site to the eigenvector
(v1, v2, ..., vB−1, vB) requires (B − 1) two-site
gates in total. The first gate acts on site
(B − 1, B) and is labeled as VB−1. VB−1 satisfies
vTVB−1 = (v1, ...v

′
B−1, 0). In general the gate Vi satisfies

(v1, ...v
′
i+1, 0, ...0)TVi = (v1, ..., v

′
i, 0, ...0) and it takes the

form:

Vi = V (θi) =

(
cos θi − sin θi exp (iφi)

sin θi exp (−iφi) cos θi

)
(B1)

When the Green’s function is real, φ = 0 and θB−1 =
tan−1(vB/vB−1), thus the gate Vi takes the same form
as in Ref. [15] When the Green’s function is complex
in certain cases (like in Chern insulators), the eigenvec-
tors are also complex thus the extra phase factor φ be-
comes necessary. The entries of the Green’s function are
updated once the gate acts on it. The next gate acts
on (B − 2, B − 1) and so on. This procedure gives us
VB−1, VB−2,...,V1. The total unitary transformation is
VB1

= VB−1VB−2...V1. Acting this on the Green’s func-

tion G yields the transformed Green’s function V †B1
GVB1
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with n1 ≈ 0 or 1. The procedure is repeated for sites
2,... B + 1 to obtain VB2

. For the last few sites, the
block size becomes the number of the remaining sites.
In the end we obtain the total unitary transformation
V = VB1

VB2
...VBN−1

.

C. Variational Circuit Architectures

This subsection details the architecture for the varia-
tional circuits shown in Fig. 2. This includes two types
of GMPS+X circuits that augment the GMPS Hartree-
Fock circuit with additional variational circuits:
i) the GMPS+J ansatz (where ‘H’ stands for ‘Heisen-
berg’) depicted in Fig. 2a) geared towards large-U and
half-filling, and
ii) the GMPS+U ansatz (Fig. 2b) which is agnostic to
filling and U (although it tends to perform best at large
or small U), and
iii) a problem-agnostic brick circuit (Fig. 2c), which can
achieve high accuracy, but at the cost of introducing a
comparatively large number of variational parameters.

1. GMPS+J

The GMPS+J ansatz exploits the physical picture
that the half-filled Fermi-Hubbard model behaves like
a Heisenberg spin-chain at large-U ’s, by introducing a
variational “pre-entangling” circuit before the GMPS cir-
cuitry (Fig. 2a) using a single extra bond-qubit and layer
of variational gates to build in quantum fluctuations
of the AFM spin-texture in the Hartree-Fock ground-
state. The aim is to emulate a qMPS state of the elec-
tron spins without altering the charge state. In our ap-
proach, we encode each spinful fermion site into two
qubits whose computational basis encodes the particle
occupation number of the up and down spin orbitals:
|n↑, n↓〉. The input state to the GMPS circuit is sim-
ply a product state of Fermi-Hubbard sites with a single
particle on each site, and with spin alternating between
up and down. To entangle the spin-degrees of freedom
on different sites without affecting their charge, we em-
ploy a basis transformation using a CNOT gate, which
corresponds to the following map:

|n↑, n↓〉 −→ |flavor, 2PF − 1〉 :

|0, 0〉 −→ |0, 0〉
|0, 1〉 −→ |0, 1〉
|1, 0〉 −→ |1, 1〉
|1, 1〉 −→ |1, 0〉. (C1)

In the transformed basis the second qubit encodes the
even/odd fermion parity PF = (−1)n↑+n↓ . The flavor
qubit’s interpretation depends on the value of PF . When
PF is odd, there is a single electron per site and the first
qubit’s Pauli operators correspond to the electron spin

operator, e.g. Z1 = c†sσ
z
ss′cs′ (and similarly for Y,Z).

While our initial states always have odd fermion parity,
for completeness, we mention that for even fermion parity
the “flavor” qubit encodes the occupation number of a

spin-singlet Cooper pair created by c†↑c
†
↓.

In the flavor/parity basis, the electron-spin on each site
now maps to the state of a single qubit, and we can apply
a variational XX + Y Y gate

uXX+YY(θ) = exp

[
−iθ

2
(X ⊗X + Y ⊗ Y )

]
(C2)

between this flavor qubit and an extra bond qubit, em-
ulating the variational circuitry for a qMPS approxima-
tion to the Heisenberg spin-chain ground-state explored
in [7]. We then transform back to the original particle
occupancy basis to implement the GMPS circuit for the
Hartree-Fock ground-state. The GMPS+J circuit intro-
duces only a single extra variational parameter per site.

2. Brick circuit qMPS

Besides the GMPS+X approaches, we also employ a
problem-agnostic variational circuit approach, which we
will label by the term brick qMPS. Specifically, we fix
a brickwork circuit architecture with general particle-
number conserving two-qubit gates (see Fig. 2) to gen-
erate the tensors of a qMPS with χ = 24 and classically
minimize 〈HFH〉 with respect to the variational parame-
ters using quimb [28]. The number of bond-qubits and
gates in this ansatz can be arbitrarily scaled to achieve
larger expressiveness. However, this introduces a large
number of variational parameters (5 parameters per two-
qubit gate), which may be difficult to train on larger
problem instances (e.g. 2d models).

Our brickwork circuit ansatz employs general particle
number-conserving two-qubit gates to enable noise mit-
igation based on post-selecting the data on having the
correct total particle number, with unitary:

U2q(γ, φ, ζ, χ, θ) =
ei(γ+φ) 0 0 0

0 ei(−γ+φ+ζ) sin θ e−i(χ+γ+φ) cos θ 0
0 ei(χ−γ+φ) cos θ e−i(γ+φ+ζ) sin θ 0
0 0 0 ei(γ−φ)


(C3)

where (γ, φ, ζ, χ, θ) are variational parameters (indepen-
dently chosen for each two-qubit gate in Fig. 2c).

D. Error mitigation

As a simple noise mitigation method, we post-select
our data on having the correct total particle number.
Since a noiseless implementation of the circuits conserves
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terms: c†↑0c↑1 c†↓0c↓1 c
†
↑1c↑2 c

†
↓1c↓2 c

†
↑2c↑3 c

†
↓2c↓3 ni↑ni↓

U ν total shots success rate

6 1/2 400 400 400 400 1000 58.5%

4 1/2 1000 1000 1000 66.4%

1 1/2 400 400 400 400 1000 42.1%

6 1/3 800 800 800 800 600 800 1000 42.1%

4 1/3 800 800 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 39.1%

1 1/3 800 1000 800 1200 1000 1000 1000 29.8%

TABLE I. Total shots for different measurements (i = 1, 2, 3 for 1/3-filling states and i = 1, 2 for 1/2-filling states), success rate
defines the proportional of total shots kept after the noise mitigation post selection

total particle number, any deviation from the ideal num-
ber can only be caused by gate errors (though not vice
versa). This symmetry-based postselection gives a mod-
est but noticeable improvement in measuring Green’s
functions and density correlations. An example is shown
in Fig. 8, comparing the measurement results with and
without the noise mitigation.

When all the measurements are in the Pauli-Z bases,
it is convenient to keep track of the particle number just
using the measurement results. The most straightfor-
ward way of measuring Green’s functions 〈c†r1cr2〉, would
be to implement separate measurements of its real and
imaginary parts as Pauli strings: ”...XZ...Z...ZX...” and
”...YZ...Z...ZY...”. However, as these strings do not
individually commute with total particle number, the
method would be incompatible with our error mitiga-
tion scheme. Instead, we add additional gates to map
XiXj+YiYj and Zi+Zj eigenstates to the computational
basis so that the real part of G and the total number can
be simultaneously measured. This mapping is achieved
by the unitary (written in the Zi, Zj eigenbasis):

UM =


1 0 0 0
0 1√

2
1√
2

0

0 1√
2
− 1√

2
0

0 0 0 1

 . (D1)

Since the state is built sequentially from left to right,
performing this rotation requires postponing the mid-
circuit measurement and reset of the qubit at r1 until
site r2 is reached, which requires a single extra hardware
qubit compared to the basic qMPS circuit without error
mitigation.

E. GMPS for superconductors and thermal states

While Ref. [15] focused on the classical GMPS method
for ground-states of real, number conserving free-fermion
Hamiltonians, it is straightforward to generalize this
framework to general Gaussian fermion pure- and mixed-
states. The case of complex Hamiltonian entries is al-
ready accounted for by the phases, φ in equation Eq. B1

FIG. 8. Error mitigation– (a) To mitigate hardware er-
rors, we post-select on results with the correct total particle
number. To simultaneously measure total particle number
and Green’s function elements 〈c†i cj〉, we add a basis trans-
formation gate UM for the corresponding qubits of the Green’s
functions before measuring them and each qubit is measured
in the Pauli Z basis as in Ref. [19]. In the holographic imple-
mentation, the first qubit being measured cannot be reset and
reused until both sites are i, j are measured. (b) A compari-
son between measurement results for qMPS VQE method of
U=6, half-filled Fermi-Hubbard model with (EM) and with-
out (NoEM) the error mitigation. Details of post-selection
success rate and shot counts are shown in Table I

above. Below we briefly sketch the generalizations for su-
perconducting and mixed (e.g. thermal) Gaussian states.
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1. Particle Non-Conserving States
(Superconductors)

For superconducting mean-field states that do not con-
serve particle number, a standard convenient trick is to
redundantly represent N fermion orbitals using a 2N -
component Nambu operator:

ψi,s =
(
c1, . . . cN , c

†
1, . . . c

†
N

)T
(E1)

where s = +1 corresponds to the particle (ci) block and

s = −1 to the hole (c†i ) block. Denoting the Pauli ma-
trices in this particle-hole space as ~τss′ , this description
has a particle-hole redundancy ψ† = τ1ψ. The classical
part of the GMPS algorithm can then be run as normal in
this Nambu basis, except that each time one identifies an
approximate block eigenvector v with block occupation
number n close to 0 or 1, its particle hole conjugate τ1~v
will also be a block eigenvector with the block occupation
number 1−n, which is equally well localized to the block.
These vectors should be simultaneously decoupled from
the rest of the system by implementing rotations VB and
τ1VBτ

1 on G. In the many-body language the many-
body operator corresponding to single-particle rotation

Vij is eψ
†
is(log V )is,js′ψjs , which will automatically perform

both VB and τ1VBτ
1 rotations due to the particle-hole

redundancy.

2. Thermal states via purifications

It is also possible to prepare a purified version of
Gaussian mixed states via GMPS methods at the cost
of doubling the number of qubits required compared to
a pure Gaussian state. Without loss of generality, we
consider this method for thermal states of the form:
ρ = 1

Z e
−c†ihijcj (where we have chosen normalization of

h such that temperature is 1, and Z normalizes trρ = 1),
since any Gaussian mixed state can be represented in this
way. We expect the compression to be effective when h
is a local Hamiltonian, since these thermal states will
have an area-law scaling of mutual information [29] and
efficient matrix-product density operator form [30].

The basic idea is to prepare a thermofield-double
(TFD) type state on a doubled system with the fermion
creation operators of the system and double respec-
tively labeled as ci, ai (here ‘a’ stands for ancilla).
To start, consider just a single mode thermal state

ρT = 1
Z e
−εc†c. This can be prepared as a TFD state:

|ΨTFD〉 = 1√
Z
e−εc

†a/2|0〉s ⊗ |1〉a, which has the prop-

erties i) ρT = tra|ΨTFD〉〈ΨTFD|, and ii) |ΨTFD〉 is a
Gaussian fermion state that can be approximately pre-
pared as a GMPS acting on the doubled {c, a} sys-
tem. For multiple modes, this simply generalizes to

|ΨTFD〉 = 1√
Z
e−c

†
ihijaj |0〉s ⊗ |1〉a where |0〉 is the all-

empty state, and |1〉 is the all-full state respectively (as

FIG. 9. The schematic representation of applying equation
(B1) to fermionic operator γ1,N

can be seen by working in the eigenbasis of hij which
reduces to the single-mode problem above).

This Gaussian TFD (GTFD) preparation could be par-
ticularly effective as a starting point for variational ther-
mal state preparation schemes based on minimizing the
free energy F = 〈H〉 − TS where S = −trρs log ρs.
Namely, whereas computation of 〈H〉 for a variational
state is straightforward on a quantum computer, mea-
surements of S for an unknown state incur exponential
sampling overhead [31, 32]. However, if one starts with
a GTFD state, and adds subsequent variational circuit
layers acting on the c system alone, the entropy of the
c-system remains that of the initial thermal state, which
can be efficiently calculated classically. The resulting
state has a fine-tuned entanglement spectrum that is
the direct product of many independent two-state sys-
tems (one per fermion orbital). Generic thermal states
instead exhibit random-matrix type entanglement spec-
trum with level-repulsion between nearby entanglement
energies. However, recent work [33] provides evidence
and arguments that the fine details of the entanglement
level spacing statistics are not visible in physical quan-
tities of interest such as correlations of local observables
and that product-state entanglement spectrum ansatzes
are effective at reproducing such observables in correlated
thermal states.

F. Circumventing Jordan-Wigner String
Measurements

Measuring fermion correlations between distant sites
requires measuring long Jordan-Wigner (JW) strings.
Errors in measurement will generically cause such observ-
ables to decay exponentially in distance. While this effect
is minor for moderate system sizes explored in this paper,
it may become a dominant source of error in larger-scale
models. Here, we show that in holographic qMPS sim-
ulations, it is possible to avoid the measurement of long
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FIG. 10. brick qMPS method measurement data of Green’s functions and density correlations of the Fermi-Hubbard
model of different U’s and fillings. Absolute value of hopping energies t〈 1

2
(c†i↑ci+1↑ + c†i↓ci+1↓)〉 are shown at bond-centered

coordinates with half-integer positions x = i − 0.5, where i labels the spinful sites. On-site repulsion density correlations
〈ni↑ni↓〉 are shown at site-centered coordinates (integer i).

JW strings, by “pulling” the strings back into the virtual
bond-space of the MPS (see Appendix A of [34]) where
they largely cancel except for additional boundary terms
that can be measured by sampling results from a small
number of different qMPS contractions.

The measurement of a Jordan-Wigner string can be
simplified in the following way: first, we pull back the
Jordan-Wigner strings onto the bond space. Specifically,
for tensors that have definite fermion parity, it is always
possible to pull back the action of fermion parity oper-
ators: PF,i = (−1)nF,i where nF,i is the total number
of physical fermions on site i, which appears in the JW
string, into operators acting on the input and output
bonds of the tensor:

(PF )sA
ij
s = P †ikA

ij
s Plj (F1)

where P is the representation of fermion parity on the
bond space. Crucially, each bond in the middle of the
JW string has a P from the tensor to its left and a P †

from the tensor to its right, which cancel, leaving only P ’s
at the terminal bonds, as shown schematically in Fig. 9.

The transfer matrix with P acting on the lower-leg
but not the upper-leg is not a valid quantum channel,
but we can decompose it as a linear combination of a
small number of quantum channels that can be separately
measured, and then linearly combined to compute the
desired result. To this end, we introduce the following
two basic operations on the bond space. First, denote

measurement of bond-fermion parity MP :

MP = ΠP=1 ⊗ΠP=1 −ΠP=−1 ⊗ΠP=−1

=
(1 + P )

2
⊗ (1 + P )

2
− (1− P )

2
⊗ (1− P )

2

=
1

2
[P ⊗ 1 + 1⊗ P ] (F2)

Implementing MP requires measuring P on the bond
register without collapsing the full bond-wave function,
which in practice can be done using an ancilla and stan-
dard phase-kickback scheme (one of the physical qubits
which has already been measured and is currently not
active can play this role so that the total qubit resource
requirements are unaffected).

Second, we define the operator sin(π4 adP ) where
adP ◦ = [P, ◦]:

sin
(π

4
adP

)
=

1

2i

(
ei
π
4 adP − e−iπ4 adP

)
=

1

2
(P ⊗ 1− 1⊗ P ) , (F3)

and each of the terms: ei
π
4 adP = e±iπP/4 ⊗ e∓iπP/4 can

be implemented simply by applying the unitary operator
e±iπP/4 to the bond-qubit register.

From these two ingredients, the desired operation of
applying P to the lower bond-legs but not the upper ones
can then be written as:

P ⊗ 1 = MP +
1

2i

(
eiπP/4 ⊗ e−iπP/4 − e−iπP/4 ⊗ eiπP/4

)
(F4)
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which we have just shown can be expressed as a weighted
sum of the results obtained by sampling four different
valid quantum channels that can each be implemented
holographically.

This method becomes useful in cases where mid-circuit
measurement errors are the dominant source of error (as
opposed to, say, gate errors building up in the implemen-
tation of the qMPS tensors), and becomes helpful when
the JW string is sufficiently long that its measurement
error exceeds that introduced by the extra circuitry re-
quired to perform the MP and sin(π4 adP ) operations.

G. Additional data for brick qMPS

In this section, we present additional simulation and
experimental data for the problem-agnostic brick circuit
qMPS for the Fermi-Hubbard chain at half-filling and
1⁄3-filling. Noiseless simulations of the problem-agnostic
brick-circuit qMPS approach show that it can effectively
capture the ground-state and correlations over a range
of U and filling factors. To minimize the impact of
errors, and reduce the implementation time for exper-
imental demonstrations of this brick circuit qMPS, we

first classically optimize the circuit parameters to mini-
mize the variational energy for an infinite MPS (iMPS).
From this, we classically compute the steady-state of
the bond-transfer matrix and synthesize a circuit act-
ing on the bond-qubits and one ancilla which approxi-
mately prepares this steady-state. This circuit is then
used to prepare an initial mixed state of the bond qubits
which closely approximates their bulk steady state, al-
lowing us to directly access the infinite system-size limit
without iteratively “burning in” the bond-channel as pre-
viously done in [7]. We note that a similar technique was
employed by [6]. We emphasize that this technique is
only viable for small problem sizes where classical simu-
lations are tractable. This, however, may still be useful
for preparing, say, a moderate bond-dimension approxi-
mation of a correlated ground-state which is subsequently
subjected to rapidly-entangling time evolution that could
not be simulated classically.

The experimental data agrees well at larger values of
U but deviates significantly at U = 1. Since the charge
correlation length increases with smaller U ’s, we interpret
these deviations as arising from increased propagation of
noise and errors in large-correlation length qMPS.
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