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Abstract Neural networks have been applied to tackle many-body electron correlations for small molecules and physical
models in recent years. Here we propose a new architecture that extends molecular neural networks with the inclusion of
periodic boundary conditions to enable ab initio calculation of real solids. The accuracy of our approach is demonstrated
in four different types of systems, namely the one-dimensional periodic hydrogen chain, the two-dimensional graphene, the
three-dimensional lithium hydride crystal, and the homogeneous electron gas, where the obtained results, e.g. total energies,
dissociation curves, and cohesive energies, outperform many traditional ab initio methods and reach the level of the most ac-
curate approaches. Moreover, electron densities of typical systems are also calculated to provide physical intuition of various
solids. Our method of extending a molecular neural network to periodic systems can be easily integrated into other neural
network structures, highlighting a promising future of ab initio solution of more complex solid systems using neural net-
work ansatz, and more generally endorsing the application of machine learning in materials simulation and condensed matter
physics.

1 Introduction

Solving the many-body electronic structure of real solids from
ab initio is one of the grand challenges in condensed matter
physics and materials science [1]. More accurate ab initio solu-
tions can push the limit of our understanding in many fundamen-
tal and mysterious emergent phenomena, such as superconductiv-
ity, light-matter interaction, heterogeneous catalysis, to name just
a few [2]. The current workhorse method is density functional
theory (DFT), whose accuracy depends quite sensitively on the
choice of the so-called exchange-correlation functional and unfor-
tunately there lacks a systematic routine towards the exact [3, 4].
Other commonly used ab initio quantum chemistry methods, such
as the coupled-cluster and configuration interaction theories [5],
can provide more accurate solutions for molecules but face se-
vere difficulty when applied to solid systems. Recently, several
breakthroughs have been made in applying these quantum chem-
istry methods on solids [6, 7], driving the study of solid systems
towards a new frontier.

Meanwhile, in the last few years, new attempts to tackle the
correlated wavefunction problem in molecules or model Hamilto-
nians using neural network based approaches have been reported
by different groups [8–14]. The key idea is to use the neural net-
work as the wavefunction ansatz in quantumMonte Carlo (QMC)
simulations. The stochastic nature of QMC enables a consider-
ably economical [6, 15–17] time scaling and efficient paralleliza-
tion. The universal approximation theorem behind neural net-
work based ansatz significantly improves the accuracy of the tra-
ditional QMCmethod and the strategy has been proved successful
in studying small molecules [10–12]. However, how to apply such
neural network ansatz for real solids, i.e. how to apply periodic
boundary conditions (PBC) in the neural network, and whether
it can describe the long-range electron correlations in extended
systems remain as open questions.

Here we propose a powerful periodic neural network ansatz,
∗Email: lixiang.62770689@bytedance.com

based on which we develop a highly efficient QMCmethod for ab
initio calculation of real solid and general periodic systems with
unprecedented accuracy. We apply our method to periodic hydro-
gen chains, graphene, lithium hydride (LiH) crystal, and homoge-
neous electron gas. These systems cover a wide range of interests,
including materials dimension from one to three, electronic struc-
ture from metallic to insulating, and bonding type from covalent
to ionic. The calculated dissociation curve, cohesive energy and
correlation energy, can be compared satisfactorily with available
experimental values and other state-of-the-art computational ap-
proaches. Electron densities of typical systems are further cal-
culated to test our neural network and explore the underlying
physics. All the results demonstrates that our method can achieve
accurate electronic structure calculations of real solid/periodic
systems.

2 Results

2.1 Neural network for solid system
Periodicity and anti-symmetry are two fundamental properties of
the wavefunction of a solid system. The anti-symmetry can be en-
sured by the Slater determinant, which has been commonly used
as the basic block in molecular neural networks. We also express
the wavefunction by two Slater determinants of one spin-up chan-
nel and one spin-down channel,

Ψ(r) = Det↑[eik⋅r↑u
↑
mol(d)]Det↓[e

ik⋅r↓u↓mol(d)] . (1)
In this regard, our ansatz resembles the structure of FermiNet
[10, 11], whereas other neural network wavefunction ansatz may
include extra terms in addition to the Slater determinants [12].
Each determinant is then constructed from a set of periodic or-
bitals, which inherits the physics captured by the Bloch function
form by a product of phase factor eik⋅r and collective molecular
orbital umol.Fig. 1 displays more details on the structure of our neural net-
work. Building an efficient and accurate periodic ansatz is the key
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Fig. 1 | Sketch of neural network architecture. The electron coordinates ri are passed to two channels. In the first one, they build the periodic
distance features d(r) using the periodic metric matrixM and the lattice vectors a, and then d(r) features are fed into two molecular neural networks,
that represent separately the real and the imaginary part of wavefunction. In the second channel, ri constructs the plane-wave phase factors on a
selected set of crystal momentum vectors. The total wavefunctions of solids are constructed by the two channels following the expression of Eq. (1).

step in developing ab initio methods for solid. Here we have fol-
lowed the recently proposed scheme of Whitehead et al. to con-
struct a set of periodic distance features d(r) [18] using lattice
vectors in real and reciprocal space (ai,bi),

d(r) =
√
AMAT
2�

, A = (a1, a2, a3) ,

Mij = f 2(!i)�ij + g(!i)g(!j)(1 − �ij) , !i = r ⋅ bi .
(2)

The periodicmetricmatrixM is constructed by periodic functions
f, g, which retains ordinary distances at the origin and regulates
them to periodic ones at far distances, ensuring asymptotic cusp
form, continuity, and periodicity requirement at the same time.

The constructed periodic distance features d(r) can then be fed
into molecular neural networks to form collective orbitals umol.Specifically, in this work we represent the molecular networks
with FermiNet [10], which incorporates the electron-electron in-
teractions. The inclusion of all-electron features promotes the tra-
ditional single-particle orbitals to the collective ones, and hence
the description of wavefunction and correlation effects can be im-
proved while fewer Slater determinants are required. In addition,
the wavefunction of solid systems is necessarily complex-valued,
and we introduce two sets of molecular orbitals to represent the
real and imaginary parts of the solid wavefunction, respectively.
The plane-wave phase factors eik⋅r in Fig. 1 are used to construct
the Bloch function like orbitals, and the corresponding k points
are selected to minimize the Hartree-Fock (HF) energy.
Based on the variational principle, our neural network is trained

using the variational Monte Carlo (VMC) approach. To effi-
ciently optimize the network, a modified Kronecker factored cur-

vature estimator (KFAC) optimizer [19] is adopted, which signif-
icantly outperforms traditional energy minimization algorithms.
Calculations are also ensured by efficient and massive paralleliza-
tion on multiple nodes of high-performance GPUs. More details
on the theories, methods, and computations are included in the
Methods section and the supplementary information.

2.2 Ground-state energy

2.2.1 Hydrogen chain

Hydrogen chain is one of the simplest models in condensedmatter
research. Despite its simplicity, hydrogen chain is a challenging
and interesting system, serving as a benchmark system for elec-
tronic structure methods and featuring intriguing correlated phe-
nomena [20]. The calculated energy of the periodic H10 chain as afunction of the bond length is shown in Fig. 2a. The results from
lattice-regularized diffusion Monte Carlo (LR-DMC) and tradi-
tional VMC are also plotted for comparison [20]. We can see that
our results nearly coincide with the LR-DMC results and signifi-
cantly outperform traditional VMC (see Supplementary Table 3).
In Fig. 2b, the energy of hydrogen chains of different atom num-
bers are calculated for extrapolation to the thermodynamic limit
(TDL). The shaded bar in Fig. 2b illustrates the extrapolated en-
ergy of the periodic hydrogen chain at TDL from auxiliary field
quantumMonte Carlo (AFQMC), which is considered as the cur-
rent state-of-the-art along with LR-DMC. Our TDL result is com-
parable with both AFQMC and LR-DMC (see Supplementary Ta-
ble 4).
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Fig. 2 | Calculated results of neural network. Our results are all labeled as Net. a, H10 dissociation curve is plotted. b, energy of different
hydrogen chain sizes N, the bond length of hydrogen chain is fixed at 1.8 Bohr. LR-DMC and VMC both use TZ-LDA basis and AFQMC is pushed
to complete basis limit [20]. c, structure of graphene. d, the cohesive energy per atom of Γ point and finite-size error corrected result is plotted.
Experiment cohesive energy is from Ref. [21]. Graphene is calculated at its equilibrium length 1.421 Å. e, structure of rock-salt lithium hydride
crystal. f , equation of state of LiH crystal is plotted, fitted Birch-Murnaghan parameters and experimental data are also given. HF corrections are
calculated using ccpvdz basis, and EHF

∞ is approximated by EHF
N=8. The arrows denote the corresponding HF corrections. g, plot of homogeneous

electron gas system. h, correlation error of 54 electrons HEG systems at different rs. DCD and BF-VMC results are displayed for comparison, and
BF-DMC data is used as reference [22, 23].

2.2.2 Graphene

Graphene is arguably the most famous two-dimensional system
(Fig. 2c) receiving broad attention in the past two decades for its
mechanical, electronic, and chemical applications [24]. Here we
carry out simulations to estimate its cohesive energy, which mea-
sures the strength of C-C chemical bonding and long-range dis-
persion interactions. The calculations are performed on a 2 × 2
supercell of graphene using twist average boundary condition
(TABC) [25] in conjunction with structure factor S(k) correction
[26] (see Supplementary Fig. 3) to reduce the finite-size error.
The calculated results are plotted in Fig. 2d along with the ex-
perimental value [21], and it shows that our neural network can
deal with graphene very well, producing a cohesive energy of
graphene within 0.1 eV/atom to the experimental reference (see
Supplementary Table 6). We also plotted the results with PBC,
namely the Γ point only result, which deviates from the experi-
ment data by 1.25 eV/atom.

2.2.3 Lithium hydride crystal

For three-dimensional system, we consider the LiH crystal with
a rock-salt structure (Fig. 2e), another benchmark system for ac-
curate ab initio methods [6, 27, 28]. Despite consisting of only
simple elements, LiH represents typical ionic and covalent bond-
ings upon changing the lattice constants. Using our neural net-
work, we first simulate the equation of state of LiH on a 2 × 2× 2
supercell, as shown in Fig. 2f. In addition, we employ a stan-
dard finite-size correction based on Hartree-Fock calculations of
a large supercell (see Supplementary Fig. 5). In Fig. 2f we also

show the Birch-Murnaghan fitting to the equation of state, based
on which we can obtain thermodynamic quantities such as the
cohesive energy, the bulk modulus, and the equilibrium lattice
constant of LiH. As shown in the inset, our results on the thermo-
dynamic quantities agree very well with experimental data [27]
(see Supplementary Table 8, 9). For further validation, we have
also computed directly the 3 × 3 × 3 supercell of LiH at its equi-
librium length 4.061Å, which contains 108 electrons. To the best
of our knowledge, this is the largest electronic system computed
using a high-quality neural network ansatz. The 3×3×3 supercell
calculation predicts the total energy per unit cell of LiH is−8.160
Hartree and the cohesive energy per unit cell is −4.770 eV after
the finite-size correction (see Supplementary Table 10), which is
also very close to the experimental value −4.759 eV [27].

2.2.4 Homogeneous electron gas
In addition to the real solids, our computational framework can
also apply straightforwardly to model systems such as homoge-
neous electron gas (HEG). HEG has been studied for a long time
to understand the fundamental behavior of metals and electronic
phase transitions [29]. Several seminal ab initio works have re-
ported the energy of HEG at different densities [22, 23, 29–31],
and recently more investigations have been conducted using neu-
ral network ansatz [30, 31]. Here we broaden our tests to simulate
a simple cubic cell containing 54 electrons in closed-shell con-
figuration (Fig. 2g). Fig. 2h shows the correlation energy error
from our neural network calculations on HEG at 6 different den-
sities from rs = 0.5 Bohr to 20.0 Bohr. The state-of-the-art re-
sults, namely VMC with backflow correlation (BF) [22] and dis-
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Fig. 3 | Electron density of H10 chains. Horizontal axis is scaled by
the corresponding bond length. Complex polarization modulus |Z| as a
function of bond length is plotted in the inset.

tinguishable cluster with double excitations (DCD) [23] are also
plotted for comparison, and the most accurate BF-DMC result is
used as the reference energy of correlation error. Overall, our neu-
ral network performs very well, with an error of less than 1% in a
wide range of density (see Supplementary Table 11). Generally,
the correlation error increases as the density of HEG decreases
when the correlation effects become larger, which also appears in
DCD calculations.

2.3 Electron density
Besides the total energy of solid systems, the electron density is
also a key quantity to be calculated. For example, electron density
is crucial for characterizing different solids, such as the difference
between insulators and conductors, and the distinct nature of ionic
and covalent crystals. In DFT the one-to-one correspondence be-
tween many-body wavefunction and electron density proved by
Hohenberg and Kohn in 1964 suggests that electron density is a
fundamental quantity of materials. However, an interesting sur-
vey found that while new functionals in DFT improve the energy
calculation the obtained density somehow can deviate from the
exact [32]. Here, with our accurate neural network wavefunction,
we can also obtain accurate electron density of solids and provide
a valuable benchmark and guidance for method development.

A conductor features free-moving electrons, which would have
macroscopic movements under external electric fields. In con-
trast, electrons are localized and constrained in insulators and
cause considerable electron resistance. In Fig. 3, as an example,
we show the calculated electron density of the hydrogen chain at
two different bond lengths. As we can see, for the compressed
hydrogen chain (L = 2 Bohr), the electron density is rather uni-
form and has small fluctuations. As the chain is stretched, the
electrons are more localized and the density profile has larger
variations. The observation is consistent with the well-known
insulator-conductor transition on the hydrogen chain by varying
the bond length. To measure the transition more quantitatively,
we further calculate the complex polarization Z as the order pa-
rameter for insulator-conductor transition [33]. A conducting
state is characterized by a vanishing complex polarization mod-
ulus |Z| ∼ 0, while an insulating state has finite |Z| ∼ 1. We
can see that the conductor-insulator transition bond length of hy-
drogen chain is around 3 Bohr according to the calculated results,
which is also consistent with previous studies [33].

Ionic and covalent bonds are the most fundamental chemical

Si

NaCl

LiH

a b

c d

Fig. 4 | Electron density of solids. a, structures of solids, where the lat-
tice planes for plotting electron densities are indicated. b, electron den-
sity of diamond-structured Si in its (011̄) plane, ccECP[Ne] is employed,
and the bond length of Si equals 5.42Å. c, electron density of NaCl crys-
tal in its xy-plane, ccECP[Ne] is employed, and the bond length of NaCl
equals 5.7Å. d, electron density of LiH crystal in its xy-plane, and the
bond length of LiH equals 4.0Å.

bonds in solids. While the physical pictures of these two types
of bonding are very different, they both lie in the behavior of
electrons as the "quantum glue" and electron density distribution
is a simple way to visualize different bonding types. Here we
choose to calculate the electron density of the diamond-structured
Si, rock-salt NaCl and LiH crystals at their equilibrium position.
They are representative of covalent and ionic crystals and have
also been investigated by other high-level wavefunction methods,
e.g. AFQMC [34]. Note that in the calculations of NaCl and
Si, correlation-consistent effective core potential (ccECP) is em-
ployed to reduce the cost, which removes the inertia core electrons
and keeps the behavior of active valence electrons [13, 35].

The electron density of diamond-structured Si in its (011̄) plane
is plotted in Fig. 4b. We can see that valence electrons are shared
by nearest Si atoms, forming apparent Si-Si covalent bonds. In
contrast, valence electrons are located around atoms in NaCl crys-
tal as Fig. 4c shows. All the valence electrons are attracted around
Cl atoms, forming effective Na+ and Cl− ions in the crystal.
Moreover, the electron density of LiH crystal is also calculated
and plotted in Fig. 4d. LiH crystal is a moderate system between
a typical ionic and covalent crystal. According to the result, the
electrons are nearly equally distributed near Li and H atoms for
our network. Detailed Bader charge analysis [36] manifests the
atoms in the crystal become Li0.67+ and H0.67− ions respectively
(resolution ∼ 0.015Å), which slightly deviates from the stable
closed-shell configuration (see Supplementary Note 6 for more
details).
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3 Conclusion

The construction of a wave function for solid systems is a cru-
cial but unsolved problem in the neural network community. The
core mechanism of our neural network is the use of the peri-
odic distance feature, which promotes molecule neural networks
elegantly to the corresponding periodic ones and avoids time-
consuming lattice summation. Considering the high-accuracy re-
sults obtained in this work, our neural network can be further ap-
plied to study more delicate physics and materials problems, such
as the phase transitions of solids, surfaces, interfaces, and disor-
dered systems, to name just a few. Our ansatz also offers a flex-
ible extension to other neural networks and an easy integration
into traditional computational techniques. The naturally evolved
many-body wavefunction from the neural network may provide
more physical and chemical insights to emergent phenomena of
complex materials.

4 Methods

Supercell approximation. Simulating a solid system requires
solving the Schrödinger equation of many electrons within a large
bulk. Supercell approximation is usually adopted to simplify the
problem, considering a finite number of electrons and nuclei with
periodic boundary conditions, whose Hamiltonian reads

ĤS =
∑
i
−1
2
Δi +

1
2

′∑
LS ,i,j

1
|ri − rj + LS |

−
∑
LS ,i,I

ZI
|ri − RI + LS | +

1
2

′∑
LS ,I,J

ZIZJ
|RI − RJ + LS | ,

(3)

where ri denotes the spatial position of i-th electron in the super-cell. RI , ZI are the spatial position and charge of I-th nucleus
and {LS} is the set of supercell lattice vectors, which is usually asubset of primitive cell lattice vectors {Lp}. In order to simulate
the real environments of electrons in solids, the interactions be-
tween the particles and their images are also included in ĤS , andthe prime symbol in summation means i = j terms are omitted
for LS = 0.

Supercell Hamiltonian ĤS is invariant under translation of any
electron by a vector in {LS} as well as a simultaneous translation
of all electrons by a vector in {Lp}. As a consequence, two pe-
riodic conditions are required for the ground-state wavefunction
Ψ,

Ψ(r1 + Lp, ..., rN + Lp) = exp(ikp ⋅ Lp)Ψ(r1, ..., rN ) ,
Ψ(r1 + LS , ..., rN ) = exp(ikS ⋅ LS )Ψ(r1, ..., rN ) ,

(4)

where kS ,kp denote the momentum vectors reduced in the first
Brillouin zone of the supercell and the primitive cell, respectively.
Eq. (4) and the anti-symmetry condition together form the funda-
mental requirements for Ψ. As the size of supercell increases,
simulation results gradually converge to the thermodynamic limit
of real solid system.

Wavefunction ansatz. In conventional QMC simulation of
solids, Hartree-Fock type wavefunction anzatz composed of

Bloch functions is often used, which reads

ΨHFkS ,kp (r) = Det

|||||||||||

eik1⋅r1uk1 (r1) ⋯ eikN ⋅r1ukN (r1)
⋅ ⋅
⋅ ⋅
⋅ ⋅

eik1⋅rN uk1 (rN ) ⋯ eikN ⋅rN ukN (rN )

|||||||||||

. (5)

In order to satisfy Eq. (4), ki in the determinant should lie on
the grid of supercell reciprocal lattice vectors {GS} offset by kSwithin the first Brillouin zone of primitive cell. Moreover, ukfunctions in Eq. (5) should satisfy the translation invariant condi-
tion by the primitive cell lattice vectors,

uk(r + Lp) = uk(r) . (6)
Following the strategy of FermiNet [10], Bloch functions in
Eq. (5) can be promoted with collective distances,

eik⋅riuk(ri)→ eik⋅riuk(ri; r≠i) , (7)
where r≠i denotes all the electron coordinates except ri. These
collective orbitals are constructed to achieve the equivalence of
electron permutations P ,

Pi,juki (rj ; r≠j) = ukj (ri; r≠i) , (8)
which combined with the Slater determinant ensure the anti-
symmetry nature of electron. Moreover, we use the periodic dis-
tance features d(r) in Eq. (2) to substitute ordinary |r| in the
molecular neural network. The periodic functions f, g used in
Eq. (2) read

f (!) = |!| (1 − |!∕�|3
4

) ,

g(!) = ! (1 − 3
2
|!∕�| + 1

2
|!∕�|2) ,

(9)

and their arguments ! are reduced into [−�, �]. Eq. (6) can then
be satisfied without causing discontinuity [18]. For an overall
sketch of the neural network, see Algorithm 1. Note that the dis-
tance between electrons and nuclei is omitted for HEG system
since it does not contain any nucleus. Specific hyperparameters
of each system are listed in Supplementary Note 1.

Neural network optimization. Parameters � within the neu-
ral network can be optimized to minimize the energy expectation
value ⟨El⟩, and the gradient ∇�⟨El⟩ reads

∇�⟨El⟩ = Re[⟨El∇� lnΨ∗⟩ − ⟨El⟩⟨∇� lnΨ∗⟩] ,
El = Ψ−1ĤSΨ ,

(10)

where El denotes the local energy of neural network ansatz
Ψ. Besides energy minimization, stochastic reconfiguration op-
timization [37] has also been widely adopted and proved to be
much more efficient, whose gradient reads

Grad = F−1∇�⟨El⟩ ,
Fij = Re

[
⟨) lnΨ∗
)�i

) lnΨ
)�j

⟩ − ⟨) lnΨ∗
)�i

⟩⟨) lnΨ
)�j

⟩
]
.

(11)
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Algorithm 1 Pseudocode of network
Require: electron positions {r↑1 ,⋯ , r↑

n↑
, r↓1 ,⋯ , r↓

n↓
}

Require: nuclear positions {RI} in the primitive cell
Require: lattice vector {ap,S1 , ap,S2 , ap,S3 } of primitive cell and su-

percell
Require: reciprocal lattice vector {bp,S1 ,bp,S2 ,bp,S3 } of primitive

cell and supercell
Require: occupied {ki} points offered by Hartree-Fock method
1: for each electron e, atom I do
2: !e,I = (re − RI ) ⋅ {b

p
1,b

p
2,b

p
3}

3: !e,e′ = (re − re′ ) ⋅ {bS1 ,b
S
2 ,b

S
3 }4: end for

5: for each electron e do
6: he = {Σ3i=1g(!

i
e,I ) a

p
i , d(!e,I )}

7: he,e′ = {Σ3i=1g(!
i
e,e′ ) a

S
i , d(!e,e′ )}

8: end for
9: for each layer l do
10: gl,↑ = 1

n↑
∑
e h

l,↑
e

11: gl,↓ = 1
n↓
∑
e h

l,↓
e

12: for each electron e, spin � do
13: gl,�,↑e = 1

n↑
∑
e′ h

l,�,↑
e,e′

14: gl,�,↓e = 1
n↓
∑
e′ h

l,�,↓
e,e′

15: f l,�e = cat(hl,�e , gl,↑, gl,↓, g
l,�,↑
e , gl,�,↓e )

16: hl+1,�e = tanh(Vl ⋅ f l,�e + bl) + hl,�e
17: hl+1,�,�e,e′ = tanh(Wl ⋅ hl,�,�e,e′ + cl) + hl,�,�e,e′
18: end for
19: end for
20: for each orbital i do
21: for each electron e, spin � do
22: u�i,e = Orb

Re
i,� ⋅ h

L
e + i × OrbImi,� ⋅ h

L
e

23: p�i,e = exp(iki ⋅ r
�
e )

24: enve�i,e =
∑
I �

I,�
i exp(−�I,�i d(!e,I ))

25: ��i,e = p
�
i,eu

�
i,eenve

�
i,e

26: end for
27: end for
28: Ψ = Det[�↑]Det[�↓]

In this work, we adopt a modified KFAC optimizer, which ap-
proximates F as

F = Re
[
⟨ ) lnΨ∗
)vec(Wl)

) lnΨT
)vec(Wl)

⟩ − ⟨ ) lnΨ∗
)vec(Wl)

⟩⟨ ) lnΨT
)vec(Wl)

⟩
]

= Re
[
⟨(al ⊗ e∗l )(al ⊗ el)T ⟩ − ⟨(al ⊗ e∗l )⟩⟨(al ⊗ el)⟩T

]

≈ Re
[
⟨alaTl ⟩⊗ ⟨e∗l eTl ⟩

]
,

(12)
whereWl denotes the weight parameters of layer l, and vec means
vectorized form. al, el denote the activation and sensitivity of
layer l respectively. Note that activation al is always real-valued,which explains the absence of conjugation of al in the second
line. The first term in the bracket of Eq. (12) is approximated as
the Kronecker product of the expectation values, and the second
term is omitted for simplification.

Twist average boundary condition. TABC is a conventional
technique to reduce the finite-size error due to the constrained
size of supercell [25]. It averages the contributions from different
periodic images of the supercell and improve the convergence on
the total energy. The formula reads

ETABC =
ΩS
(2�)3 ∫1.B.Z. d

3kS
Ψ∗kS ĤSΨkS

Ψ∗kSΨkS
, (13)

where 1.B.Z. denotes the first Brillouin zone of supercell and
the integral is practically approximated by a discrete sum of a
Monkhorst-Pack mesh (see Supplementary Note 3.3 for more de-
tails).

Structure factor correction Finite-size error can be further re-
duced via the structure factor S(k) correction [26], which is usu-
ally calculated to correct the exchange-correlation potential Vxcand the formula reads

ΔVxc
Ne

= 2�
ΩS

lim
k→0

S(k)
k2

,

S(k) = 1
Ne
[⟨�(k)�∗(k)⟩ − ⟨�(k)⟩⟨�∗(k)⟩] ,

(14)

where limk→0 is practically estimated via interpolation (see Sup-
plementary Note 3.4 for more details).

Empirical correction formula. Empirical formulas are also
commonly employed to reduce the finite-size error [16], one of
which reads

E∞ = ENetN + (EHF∞ − EHFN ) . (15)
The simulation size of high-accuracy methods is usually limited
due to high computational costs. Hence methods with much more
practical time scaling, such as HF, is usually used to give a poste-
rior estimation of the finite-size error. All the results of LiH are
corrected using this empirical formula with HF results in ccpvdz
basis (see Supplementary Note 4.3 for more details).

Electron density analysis Electron density �(r) is defined as

�(r) = N ∫ d3r2⋯ d3rN |Ψ(r, r2,⋯ , rN )|2, (16)

and it’s practically evaluated by accumulating Monte Carlo sam-
ples of electrons on a uniform grid over the simulation cell. As
for the complex polarization Z, it is defined as [33]

Z = ⟨exp(i∑
i

2�
L

r∥i )⟩, (17)

where r∥ denotes the projection of electron coordinate along the
chain direction. Moreover, Bader charge is employed to estimate
the charge partition on each atom [36]. The convergence test of
Bader charge is shown in the Supplementary Fig.8.

Workflow and computational details. This work is developed
upon open-source FermiNet and PyQMC on Github, deep learn-
ing framework JAX [38] is used which supports flexible and pow-
erful complex number calculation. Ground-state energy calcu-
lations are performed with all-electrons. Diamond-structured Si
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and NaCl crystal are simulated with ccECP[Ne] [35]. The neu-
ral network is pretrained by Hartree-Fock ansatz, obtained with
PySCF software [39]. All the expectation values for distribution
|Ψ|2 are evaluated via theMonte Carlo approach, and then the en-
ergy and wavefunction is optimized using the modified KFAC op-
timizer (see Supplementary Fig.1, 2, 4, 6, 7). The Ewald summa-
tion technique is implemented for the lattice summation in energy
calculation. After training is converged, energy is calculated in a
separate inference phase. Concrete code of this work is developed
on Github at https://github.com/bytedance/DeepSolid.
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Supplementary Note 1. Hyperparameters for simulations

The recommended hyperparameters are listed in Supplementary Table 1. Some employed hyperparameters of the presented results
differ from the recommended ones, which are specially given in Supplementary Table 2.

Hyperparameter Value Hyperparameter Value
Pretrain basis ccpvdz Pretrain iterations 1e3
Dimension of one electron layer V 256 Dimension of two electron layer W 32
Number of layers 4 Number of determinants 8
Optimizer KFAC Learning rate 3e-2
Damping 1e-3 Constrained norm of gradient 1e-3
Momentum of optimizer 0.0 Batch size 4096
Number of training steps 2e5 Clipping window of gradient 5
MCMC burn in 1e3 MCMC steps between each iterations 20
MCMC move width 2e-2 Target MCMC acceptance 55%
Precision Float64 Number of inference steps 5e4

Supplementary Table 1 | Recommended hyperparameters

System Layer dimension Layer Determinants Batch size Training steps
Hydrogen chain (256, 32) 3 8 4096 1e5

Graphene (256, 32) 4 8 4096 3e5
2 × 2 × 2 Lithium hydride (256, 32) 4 8 4096 3e5
3 × 3 × 3 Lithium hydride (256, 32) 4 1 8192 4e5
Homogeneous electron gas (256, 32) 3 1 4096 3e5

Supplementary Table 2 | Some system dependent hyperparameters

Supplementary Note 2. Hydrogen chain

Supplementary Note 2.1 Training curve
The training curve of H10 in PBC is plotted in Supplementary Fig. 1. The correlation error is defined as

Correlation error =
(
1 −

ENet − EHF
EDMC − EHF

)
× 100% , (1)

where EHF is calculated using the ccpvdz basis set and EDMC is taken from Ref. [1].
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Supplementary Figure 1 | Hydrogen chain training curve. For clarity, at each iteration number, we plot the median correlation error of the last
10% of the corresponding iteration.

Bond length (Å) Net LR-DMC(LDA) VMC(LDA)
1.4 -0.551677(1) -0.55178(1) -0.55049(1)
1.6 -0.568740(1) -0.56881(1) -0.56752(1)
1.8 -0.572922(1) -0.57304(1) -0.57172(1)
2.0 -0.570401(1) -0.57055(1) -0.56911(1)
2.4 -0.556861(1) -0.55703(1) -0.55522(1)
2.8 -0.540783(1) -0.54102(1) -0.53831(1)

Supplementary Table 3 | Energy of H10 chain.

Supplementary Note 2.2 H10 dissociation curve
Energy of H10 chain per atom is given in Supplementary Table 3, LR-DMC and VMC results from Ref. [1] are also listed for com-
parison.

Supplementary Note 2.3 Finite-size error extrapolation
Energies of different hydrogen chains are given in Supplementary Table 4.
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Size Net LR-DMC(LDA) VMC(LDA)
10 -0.572922(1) -0.57304(1) -0.57172(1)
18 -0.567776(1) -0.56796(1) -0.56644(1)
30 -0.566114(1) -0.56627(1) -0.56478(1)
50 -0.565419(1) -0.56560(1) -0.56409(1)

Supplementary Table 4 | Energies of different hydrogen chains, energies are given in Hartree and the bond length of hydrogen chain is fixed at 1.8
Bohr.

Supplementary Note 3. Graphene

Atom Position (Å) Lattice vector Position (Å)
C1 (1.421, 0.0, 0.0) a1 (2.1315, -1.2306, 0.0)
C2 (2.842, 0.0, 0.0) a2 (2.1315, 1.2306, 0.0)

a3 (0, 0, 52.9177)
Supplementary Table 5 | Geometry of Graphene

Supplementary Note 3.1 Geometry
The primitive cell lattice vectors as well as carbon atom coordinates are given in Supplementary Table 5. The size of supercell is
2 × 2.

Supplementary Note 3.2 Twist average boundary condition (TABC)
A 3×3Monkhorst-Pack mesh in the first Brillouin zone of the supercell reciprocal space with Γ point centered is used to approximate
the twist average integral, which reads

ETABC =
ΩS
(2�)3 ∫1.B.Z. d

3kS
Ψ∗kS ĤSΨkS

Ψ∗kSΨkS
≈ 1
9
Ek1 +

2
3
Ek2 +

2
9
Ek3 ,

k1 = 0, k2 =
1
3
bS1 +

1
3
bS2 , k3 =

2
3
bS1 +

1
3
bS2 ,

(2)

and the weight factors origin from the different number of symmetry equivalent k points.

Supplementary Note 3.3 Training curves
Training curves at different kS are plotted in Supplementary Fig. 2.
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Supplementary Figure 2 | 2 × 2 Graphene training curve. For clarity, at each iteration number, we show the median energy per primitive cell
over the last 10% of iteration.

The final results are listed in Supplementary Table 6. The energy of an isolated carbon atom is taken fromRef. [2],E = −37.84471
Hartree.
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k1 k2 k3
Energy (Hartree) -76.15588(6) -76.24949(5) -76.26314(5)

Supplementary Table 6 | Energy of graphene at different twists

Supplementary Note 3.4 Structure factor correction
TABC technique is usually combined with structure factor corrections [3], and the combination is now seen as the standard scheme of
applying QMC to solids. Structure factor S(k) is calculated to correct the exchange-correlation part, namely Vxc, of the total potentialenergy, which reads

ΔVxc
Ne

= 2�
ΩS

lim
k→0

S(k)
k2

,

S(k) = 1
Ne
[⟨�(k)�∗(k)⟩ − ⟨�(k)⟩⟨�∗(k)⟩] , �(k) =∑

i
exp(ik ⋅ ri) ,

(3)

where ri refers to the coordinate of each electron, andNe denotes the number of electrons in the simulation cell. The calculated S(k)
and corresponding ΔVxc of Γ point is plotted in Supplementary Fig. 3, and corrections of all twists are quite close to each other.
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Supplementary Figure 3 | Structure factor correction of Graphene. The lines are fitted with the formula: S(k) = 1 − exp(−a ⋅ k2).

The final correction from structure factor is 0.00122 Hartree / atom.

Supplementary Note 4. Lithium hydride

Supplementary Note 4.1 Geometry
Lithium hydride crystal has a rock-salt structure, whose lattice vectors and atom positions are given in Supplementary Table 7.

Atom Position lattice vector Position
Li (0.0, 0.0, 0.0) a1 (0.0, L/2, L/2)
H (L/2, L/2, L/2) a2 (L/2, 0.0, L/2)

a3 (L/2, L/2, 0.0)
Supplementary Table 7 | Geometry of LiH crystal

Supplementary Note 4.2 Training curves
Training curves of the 2 × 2 × 2 LiH crystal is plotted in Supplementary Fig. 4.
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Supplementary Figure 4 | 2 × 2 × 2 LiH training curve. For clarity, at each iteration number, we show the median energy of primitive cell over
the last 10% of iteration.

Supplementary Note 4.3 Dissociation curve
The energy of 2 × 2 × 2 LiH is listed in Supplementary Table 8. The energy of an isolated lithium atom is taken from Ref. [2],
E = −7.47798 Hartree. Corresponding Hatree-Fock corrections are calculated with the ccpvdz basis set and the convergence
behavior of HF calculation is plotted in Supplementary Fig. 5.

L (Å) Net HF correction L (Å) Net HF correction
3.4 -8.12185(1) -0.0099 4.2 -8.15112(1) -0.0004
3.6 -8.13738(1) -0.0067 4.4 -8.14967(1) 0.0009
3.8 -8.146147(1) -0.0042 4.6 -8.14502(1) 0.0020
4.0 -8.15096(1) -0.0021 4.8 -8.14094(1) 0.0030

Supplementary Table 8 | Energy of 2 × 2 × 2 LiH crystal. Energies are all given in Hartree.
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Supplementary Figure 5 | Hartree-Fock corrections. The convergence behavior of HF calculations with respect to the number of k points.
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Supplementary Note 4.4 Birch-Murnaghan fit
The third order Birch-Murnaghan equation of state is employed to fit the dissociation curve, which reads

E(V ) = E0 +
9V0B0
16

{[(V0
V

)2∕3
− 1

]3
B′0 +

[(V0
V

)2∕3
− 1

]2[
6 − 4

(V0
V

)2∕3]}
, (4)

where E0, V0, B0, B′0 are fitted quantities, their results and corresponding experiment data [4] are listed in Supplementary Table 9.

a0 (Å) B0 (GPa) Ecoh (eV)
Net 4.022 36.89 -4.757
Exp 4.061(1) 33-38 -4.778,-4.759

Supplementary Table 9 | Parameters of Birch-Murnaghan equation of state

Supplementary Note 4.5 3 × 3 × 3 LiH

The training curve of the 3 × 3 × 3 LiH crystal at its equilibrium lattice constant L = 4.061Å is plotted in Supplementary Fig. 6,
corresponding Hartree-Fock corrections are also given. The final inference results from neural network are listed in Supplementary
Table 10.
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Supplementary Figure 6 | 3× 3× 3 LiH. Left panel plots the training curve of the 3× 3× 3 LiH. For clarity, at each iteration number, we show the
median energy per unit cell over the last 10% of iteration. Right panel plots the corresponding Hartree-Fock corrections with the ccpvdz basis set.

L (Å) Net HF correction
4.061 -8.16020(2) 0.0069

Supplementary Table 10 | Energy of the 3 × 3 × 3 LiH crystal. Energies are all given in Hartree.

Supplementary Note 5. Homogeneous electron gas

Supplementary Note 5.1 Training curve
The training curve of HEG system containing 54 electrons is plotted in Supplementary Fig. 7. EHF and EDMC are taken from Ref.
[5]. Final results of neural network, BF-DMC, BF-VMC and DCD [5, 6] are listed in Supplementary Table 11.
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Supplementary Figure 7 | Homogeneous electron gas. For clarity, at each iteration number, we show the median correlation error over the last
10% of iteration.

rs Net BF-DMC BF-VMC DCD
0.5 3.221226(2) 3.22112(4) 3.22132(7) 3.22052
1 0.530019(1) 0.52989(4) 0.53009(3) 0.53001
2 -0.013840(1) -0.013966(9) -0.01382(2) -0.01286
5 -0.0788354(2) -0.079036(3) -0.078961(5) -0.07655
10 -0.0542785(1) -0.054443(2) -0.054389(2) -0.05157
20 -0.0316886(1) -0.032047(2) -0.0319984(8) -0.02925

Supplementary Table 11 | Energy per electron of HEG at different mean radius of electrons rs. HEG system contains 54 electrons and energies
are all given in Hartree, rs is given in Bohr.

Supplementary Note 6. Bader charge analysis

Detailed Bader charge analysis [7] is applied to conventional LiH crystal, and the result is plotted in Fig. 8.
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Supplementary Figure 8 | Bader charge of LiH crystal. Calculated Bader charge of atoms in LiH crystal, point denotes the number uniformly
dividing the crystal.
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According to the result, Li and H atoms in LiH become Li0.67+ and H0.67− ions respectively.
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