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Continuous tensor network gives a variational ansatz for the ground state of the quantum field
theories (QFTs). The notable examples are the continuous matrix product state (cMPS) and the
continuous multiscale entanglement renormalization ansatz (cMERA). While cMPS is just adapted
to the non-relativistic QFTs, only the Gaussian cMERA is well-understood which we can not use
to approximate the ground state of the interacting relativistic QFTs. But instead, cMERA also
corresponds to a real-space renormalization group flow in the context of the wave functions. In
this letter, we investigate the backward Gaussian cMERA renormalization group flow of the class of
cMPS by putting the standard cMPS at the IR scale. At the UV scale, for the bosonic systems in the
thermodynamic limit, we achieve the variational class of states that has been proposed recently as
the relativistic cMPS (RCMPS) is adapted to the relativistic QFTs without requiring to introduce
of any additional IR or UV cut-off. We also extend the RCMPS to fermionic systems and theories
on a finite circle.

Tensor Network states are the entanglement-based
ansatz that has arisen in recent years based on the renor-
malization group (RG) ideas and later on developed us-
ing tools and concepts from quantum information theory.
The main examples include matrix product states (MPS)
[1], projected entangled-pair states (PEPS) [2], and multi-
scale entanglement renormalization ansatz (MERA) [3].
By construction, they obey the entropy/area law [4–7]
and are able to encode both global and local symme-
tries [8–12]. Therefore, they provide an efficient class of
symmetric variational ansatz to approximate the ground
state of the local Hamiltonian. In general, the under-
standing of the low-energy behavior of many-body quan-
tum systems is one of the major challenges of mod-
ern physics, both in high energy and condensed matter
physics. There are plenty of methods based on RG in-
troduced to tackle this problem. To study the weakly
coupled system, one can use the momentum space RG
[13–17]. But instead, in the case of the strongly inter-
acting systems where the perturbation theory fails, this
question is usually addressed by real-space RG methods.

In the case of the many-body system on the lattice,
Kadanoff’s spin-blocking idea [18] was replaced by Wil-
son’s real space RG [17] which is improved later by
White’s density matrix renormalization group (DMRG)
[19, 20]. This technique is extraordinarily powerful in the
studying of quantum systems on the 1-D lattice. It has
been generalized as tensor renormalization group (TRG)
by Levin and Nave [21] to study the Euclidean path inte-
gral of 1-D quantum systems or the 2-D classical lattice
models. Although, both the DMRG and TRG are very
successful, they provide a coarse-grained system that still
contains irrelevant microscopic information which implies
the breakdown of both methods at criticality [21], and
the resulting RG flow has the wrong structure of non-
critical fixed points [22]. In the context of wave func-
tions, this problem was resolved with the introduction
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of entanglement renormalization (ER) by Vidal [3]. A
key aspect of ER is the ability to remove the short-range
entanglement at each coarse-graining step by introduc-
ing a disentangler operator. This leads to restoration of
scale-invariant at criticality and results in a proper RG
flow with the correct structure of fixed points both at
criticality and off criticality. More recently, this tech-
nique has been adapted to tackle the same problem in
TRG in the context of the Euclidean path integral of the
quantum many-body systems and the partition function
of a classical statistical system by removing short-range
correlations this time from the partition function, known
as tensor network renormalization (TNR) [23]. ER and
TNR represent a powerful alternative to Wilsonian real-
space RG methods in the context of the wave function
and partition function respectively.

Beginning with the DMRG, it has been shown that
this technique can be understood as a variational method
within the class of MPS [24]. In addition, it justifies
the point that the DMRG is powerful just in one spatial
dimension because of the area law. More generally, any
variational class corresponds to a RG scheme. As another
important example, the ER is naturally associated with
the class of MERA [3].

Tensor Network formalism can be also applied to study
the low-energy limit of quantum field theories (QFTs),
after an appropriate discretization of the theory on the
lattice [25–30]. However, the symmetries of spacetime in
this way will be destroyed. Thus, it would be desirable to
work directly in the continuum which can provide a pow-
erful non-perturbative approach for studying the strongly
interacting QFTs. In the last decade, the generalization
from lattice to continuum has been done for some classes
of tensor network states [31–35]. In particular, the con-
tinuous version of MPS and MERA, known as cMPS [31]
and cMERA [32]. To date, only the Gaussian cMERA is
well-understood, which limits the interest of cMERA to
use as a variational ansatz to study the strongly coupled
QFTs. Instead, cMERA has already attracted consider-
able attention in the context of holography [36–49]. On
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the other hand, the cMPS provides a variational class
of non-Gaussian wave functional which is just adapted
to the non-relativistic interacting QFTs in 1 + 1 dimen-
sions. In the case of relativistic QFTs, the cMPS con-
struction suffers from regularization ambiguity. One can
still use cMPS to study the low energy limit of the theory
in practice by introducing a UV cut-off [50, 51]. But still
by construction, using the cMPS approach, one can not
capture the short-distance behavior of the system. More-
over, defining a UV cut-off by itself is in contrast with
the purpose of working directly in the continuum.

In this paper, motivated by [52], we study the one-
parameter family of cMPS generated by ER which maps a
free non-relativistic theory at IR scale to a free relativistic
theory at UV. We will find that at the UV scale, the
resulting wave functional is exactly the variational ansatz
known as relativistic cMPS (RCMPS) introduced in [52]
which is adapted to relativistic QFTs in 1+1 dimensions.

A. Entanglement Renormalization in Continuum

cMERA [32] was originally introduced as an ansatz
wave functional for the ground states of QFT Hamilto-
nians. The same as the ER that corresponds to MERA
tensor network, the continuous version of it implements a
real-space RG in the continuum. MERA on a lattice can
also be visualized as a quantum circuit [53]. In this repre-
sentation, the physical state can be obtained by evolving
a simple product state with no entanglement that facto-
ries with respect to the lattice sites -usually considered
as "all sites 0"- by a unitary operator to create entan-
glement at different scales. The generalization to the
continuum is conceptually straightforward. To describe
cMERA first assume a QFT and impose a UV cut-off Λ.
It is required to start with a finite Λ in order to define the
process but, in the end, it can be sent to infinity. One
parameter family of scale-dependent states is produced
through continuous unitary evolution in scale u as

|Ψ(u)〉 = U(u, uIR) |Ω〉 = Pe−i
∫

u

uIR
(K(s)+L) ds |Ω〉 (1)

where the symbol P is path ordering and |Ω〉 is the IR
state that is the continuum limit of a product state on
the lattice that contains no entanglement between spatial
regions, and the UV state is what describes the system
we are studying, usually, the ground state of the system.
Moreover, it has been shown that any spacetime symme-
try of the ground state is also a symmetry of the cMERA
representation of it [54]. Only the difference between UV
and IR limits is fixed as uUV − uIR = O(log ξΛ) when ξ
is the correlation length of the theory. It is convenient to
set uUV = 0 and uIR = −O(log ξΛ) . For critical systems
uIR → −∞.

On the other hand, L is the generator of the scale trans-
formation in spacial directions and K(u) is the so-called
entangler (or disentangler, depending on the direction
of the RG flow) which contains the variational parame-
ters of the cMERA. The IR states is scale-invariant, thus

L |Ω〉 = 0. Consider a set of field operators of the the-
ory ψ(x), ψ†(x) satisfying [ψ(x), ψ†(y)]± = δ(x− y) with
+(−) for fermions (bosons). If the IR state is the vac-
uum of this set of annihilation and creation operators
i.e. ψ(x) |Ω〉 = 0 for all x, the generator of scale trans-
formation can be read as

L = − i

2

∫

ψ†(x)x
dψ(x)

dx
− x

dψ†(x)

dx
ψ(x) dx. (2)

Although some steps have been taken towards finding
the form of the entangler operator for interacting the-
ories, both at the perturbative level [55–57] and non-
perturbatively [58], it has only been explicitly studied
for free theories [32, 59]. The entangler operator for
quadratic interactions is the generator of Bogoliubov
transformation given by

K(u) =
i

2

∫

dk
(

g(k, u)ψ†
kψ

†
−k − g∗(k, u)ψ−kψk

)

(3)

where ψk = 1√
2π

∫

dx e−ikxψ(x) and g(k/Λ, u) is even

and odd in its first argument for bosons and fermions,
respectively. Finally, we mention that the cMERA uni-
tary process provides a RG flow for the operators as

dO(u)

du
= −i[K(u) + L ,O(u)] (4)

when the physical or bare operators of the theory are
defined at the UV scale.

B. Continuous MPS

The cMPS was originally proposed in [31] by Verstraete
and Cirac as a variational ansatz for the ground state of
non-relativistic QFT Hamiltonians in 1 + 1 dimensions.
It can be obtained as the continuum limit of a certain
family of MPS which is selected in such a way to have a
valid continuum limit.

The most generic form of a MPS for a lattice with N
sites is given by

|ψ〉 =
∑

i1,...,iN

Tr[Ai1
1 A

i2
2 ...A

iN
N ] |i1, i2, ..., iN〉 (5)

where Ain
n are D × D complex matrices containing the

variational parameters of this ansatz. Therefore, the
MPS representation of the many-body wave function is
specified by just O(D2) variational parameters instead
of exponential growth with N which makes it a power-
ful variational ansatz for interacting theories. To find a
generalization of MPS in the continuum, we can approx-
imate the QFT on a line of length L by a lattice with
lattice spacing ǫ and N = L/ǫ sites [60]. On this lattice,
one can define a family of MPS as A0

i = I + ǫQ(iǫ) and

An
i = 1

n!

(√
ǫR(iǫ)

)n
for n ≥ 1. By taking the ǫ → 0 limit



3

u

uIR

uUV

cMPS[Q,R]

relativistic cMPS[Q̃, R̃]

e−i
∫
du(K(u)+L)

Figure 1: Entanglement renormalization group flow of
the class of cMPS

of it, one can find the class of cMPS as

|ψ[Q,R]〉 = Traux
{

P exp

∫ L/2

−L/2

dx

(

Q(x)⊗ I +R(x) ⊗ ψ†(x)
)}

|Ω〉
(6)

where Traux denotes a partial trace over the auxiliary
system where the matrices Q and R act. For the trans-
lational invariant cMPS the matrices Q, R are position
independent. The field ψ(x) is the continuum limit of the
rescale modes satisfying [ψ(x), ψ†(y)]± = δ(x − y), and
|Ω〉, the empty vacuum defined as ψ(x) |Ω〉 = 0 for all x,
the same as the IR state of the cMERA. The expectation
value of local operators and in particular the Hamiltonian
on the cMPS representation of the ground state can be
easily expressed in terms of the matricesQ and R. In par-
ticular, all normal ordered correlation functions of local
field operators can be deduced from a generating func-
tional as 〈: F [ψ†(x), ψ(y)] :〉 = F

[

δ
δj̄(x)

, δ
δj(y)

]

Zj̄,j

∣

∣

j̄,j=0
,

when its explicit form can be given in terms of the cMPS
matrices

Zj̄,j = Tr
{

P exp
[

∫

dx T+j(x)R⊗I+j̄(x) I⊗R̄
]

}

(7)

where T = Q ⊗ I + I ⊗ Q̄ + R ⊗ R̄ is the cMPS trans-
fer matrix [61]. To find the cMPS approximation of the
ground state, it is just needed to minimize the expecta-
tion value of the Hamiltonian over the cMPS matrices.
After that, correlation functions can be straightforwardly
computed [62]. By increasing D, one can find a better
approximation of the ground state. In the last decade,
several optimization algorithms have been developed to
study a number of theories, both bosonic and fermionic
[50, 63–74]. As mentioned, the cMPS provides an effi-
cient variational ansatz for non-relativistic QFTs. It is
not adapted to relativistic theories because of a lack of
sensitivity to short-distance behavior. One can look at
[52, 75] for a complete explanation of the difficulties of
applying the cMPS to the relativistic QFTs.

C. cMERA RG flow of the class of cMPS

One can look at the cMPS representation of the ground
state of a non-relativistic QFT as a non-Gaussian state
generated by transforming the ground state of the free
part of the Hamiltonian. This way of interpreting the
cMPS is proposing to have a modification of the cMPS
as a representation of the ground state of a relativistic
QFT by transforming the ground state of the free rel-
ativistic QFT. There is a cMERA RG flow that relates
the ground states of the non-relativistic and relativistic
free theories to each other. In the following, we study
the one-parameter family of the cMPS evolves with the
corresponding cMERA evolution. The cMERA formal-
ism was originally formulated for infinite systems [32].
However, its generalization to systems with open bound-
ary conditions [76] and on a finite circle [77] has been
introduced more recently. First, we work in the ther-
modynamic limit, i.e., L → ∞, and after that, we will
discuss the extension for the theories defined on a finite
circle.

To proceed, we should find the generator of the RG
flow in this case. Consider the free scalar field in the
1 + 1 dimension. The Hamiltonian is given by

Hf.b. =
1

2

∫

dx
[

π2(x) + (∂xφ(x))
2 +m2φ(x)2

]

(8)

where the field operator and its conjugate momentum
satisfy [φ(x), π(y)] = iδ(x− y). One can expand them in

terms of creation and annihilation operators ak and a†k
satisfying [ak, a

†
k′ ] = 2πδ(k−k′). The ground state of the

theory is known to be the Fock space vacuum denoted by
|0〉a. In order to specify the cMERA representation of
the ground state, we need to first define an unentangled
reference state |Ω〉 in this theory. In general, one can
define a Gaussian factorized state with width ∆−1 as
ψ(x) |Ω〉 = 0 for all x, while

ψ(x) =

√

∆

2
φ(x) + i

√

1

2∆
π(x). (9)

By substituting (9) into (2) and (3), we have the form
of the cMERA Hamiltonian in terms of φ and π. The
function g(k, u) in (3) is assumed to be real-valued in the
form g(k, u) = χ(u)Θ(1− |k|/Λ), where Θ(x) is the step
function. By considering |ψ(u = 0)〉 = |0〉a in (1), we
find an ansatz to represent the exact ground state of the
theory as a circuit cMERA. As the last step, one should
apply the variational principle and minimize the energy
E = 〈ψ(u = 0)|Hf.b. |ψ(u = 0)〉 to exactly find ∆ and
χ(u).

In order to do the calculation, it is useful to go to the
interaction picture where L can be understood as the
free part of the cMERA Hamiltonian while K(u) is the
interacting part. One can rewrite the unitary evolution
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in scale in the interaction picture as

U(u1, u2) = e−iu1L Û(u1, u2) e
iu2L

= e−iu1L Pe−i
∫

u1

u2
K̂(u) du

eiu2L (10)

where K̂(u) = eiuLK(u)e−iuL can be read of as K̂(u) =
i
2

∫

dk g(ke−u, u)
(

a†ka
†
−k − a−kak

)

. Finally, by requiring

δE/δχ(u) = 0 for every u, we find that ∆ =
√
Λ2 +m2

and χ(u) = Λ2e2u/2(Λ2e2u +m2).
Before going ahead to find the RG flow of the class

of cMPS, in order to find the renormalized operators via
the evolution in scale, it is good to know that

e−iuLψ(k)eiuL = e−u/2ψ(ke−u) (11)

and under the action of Û(u, uIR)

(

ak
a†−k

)

−→
(

cosh θ(u) − sinh θ(u)
− sinh θ(u) cosh θ(u)

)(

ak
a†−k

)

(12)

where θ(u) =
∫ u

uIR

ds g(ke−s, s) and θ(u = 0) = ln
√

∆
ωk

,

while ωk =
√
k2 +m2.

Now, we are ready to define a one-parameter family of
states by relating them to the IR state through the entan-
gling evolution in scale as |Ψ(u)〉 = U(u, uIR) |ψ[Q,R]〉.
One can explicitly expand the path order in (6) and ob-
tain

|ψ[Q,R]〉 =
∞
∑

n=0

1

n!

∫ ∞

−∞
dx1dx2...dxn

Φn(x1, x2, ..., xn)ψ
†(x1)ψ

†(x2)...ψ
†(xn) |Ω〉

(13)

while Φn(x1, ..., xn) = Tr[P{e
∫

∞

−∞
Q(y)dyR(x1)...R(xn)}].

To find the explicit form of |Ψ(u)〉, it is enough to de-
termine the transformation of the ψ†(x1)...ψ

†(xn) |Ω〉
under the action of the unitary evolution which is
ψ†(x1, u)...ψ

†(xn, u) |ψ(u)〉, where we define ψ†(x, u) =
U(u, uIR)ψ

†(x)U−1(u, uIR) and |ψ(u)〉 = U(u, uIR) |Ω〉.
In particular by using (11) and (12), one can obtain
that at the UV scale ψ(x, 0) = euIR/2a(xeuIR) where

a(x) = 1/
√
2π

∫

dkeikxak is defined to be the Fourier
transform of the annihilation operator ak. By construc-
tion, we also have |ψ(0)〉 = |0〉a. In the end, we obtain
the UV state as

∣

∣

∣
Ψ[Q̃, R̃]

〉

= Traux

{

P exp

∫ ∞

−∞
dx

(

Q̃(x) ⊗ I + R̃(x)⊗ a†(x)
)

}

|0〉a
(14)

while

Q̃(x) = e−uIRQ(xe−uIR) R̃(x) = e−uIR/2R(xe−uIR).
(15)

It is nothing but the class of RCMPS introduced in [52]
as an ansatz to approximate the ground state of a rela-
tivistic QFT without requiring any additional UV cut-off,

and thus, the result is valid even at high momenta. As
the operator a(x) has the same algebra as ψ(x), RCMPS
inherits the properties of the class of cMPS by replacing
ψ(x) with a(x). Specifically, the correlation function of
the a(x), a†(x) can be obtained via the same generation
functional (7). The only important point is that since
a(x) is not local in terms of φ and π, the computation
of the expectation value of the Hamiltonian is more dif-
ficult than in the non-relativistic cases. Moreover, the
naive optimization, which works well for the standard
cMPS, fails for RCMPS and one should use some more
precise methods like the tangent space approach [78]. In
[52], RCMPS was used to study the self-interacting φ4

theory and provided some remarkable results.
Finally, one can also check that by defining H(u =

0) = Hf.b., we will find at IR scale the Hamilto-
nian of the non-relativistic free boson as H(uIR) =
1
2m̃

∫

dx ∂xψ
†(x)∂xψ(x) + µ

∫

dx ψ†(x)ψ(x), while m̃ =

me2uIR and µ = m is the so-called chemical potential.
RCMPS for Fermionic Theories.— The free relativis-

tic fermions in the 1+1 dimensions given by Dirac Hamil-
tonian

HDirac =

∫

dx [ψ̄(x)σ2∂xψ(x) +mψ̄ψ] (16)

where ψ = (ψ1, ψ2)
T is the two-component complex

fermions and ψ̄ = ψ†σ3. Here, one can choose the unen-

tangled state as ψ1(x) |Ω〉 = 0 = ψ†
2(x) |Ω〉. The standard

class of cMPS is defined as

|ψ[Q,R1, R2]〉 = Traux
{

P exp

∫

dx
(

Q(x)⊗ I

+R1(x)⊗ ψ†
1(x) +R2(x)⊗ ψ2(x)

)}

|Ω〉 .
(17)

To find the related class of states appropriate for relativis-
tic theories, we need to find the exact form of the RG flow
such that |0〉 = U(u = 0, uIR) |Ω〉, where |0〉 is the exact
ground state of the Dirac Hamiltnian. The entangler is

given as K(u) = i
∫

dkg(k, u)
(

ψ†
1ψ2(k)+ψ1(k)ψ2(k)

)

. In
this case, the Bogoliubov angle is antisymmetric and we
can suppose its form as g(k, u) = kχ(u)θ(1−|k|/Λ). The
same as a free boson, one can find χ(u) by minimizing
the expectation value of the Hamiltonian [32]. Moreover,
one can derive that e−iuLψ1,2(k)e

iuL = e−u/2ψ1,2(ke
−u)

while ψi(k) is the Fourier transform of ψi(x) , and un-
der the action of the unitary evolution in the interaction
picture

(

ψ1(k)
ψ2(k)

)

−→
(

cos θf (u) − sin θf (u)
sin θf (u) cos θf (u)

)(

ψ1(k)
ψ2(k)

)

(18)

where θf (u) =
∫ u

uIR
dsg(ke−s, s) and θf (u = 0) =

1
2 arcsin(−k/ωk). By considering (17) as the IR state, we
can find the fermionic RCMPS at UV scale, i.e., u = 0 as
∣

∣

∣
Ψ[Q̃, R̃1, R̃2]

〉

= Traux
{

P exp

∫

dx
(

Q̃(x)⊗ I

+R̃1(x)⊗ b†1(x) + R̃2(x) ⊗ b2(x)
)}

|0〉 .
(19)
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while Q̃ and R̃ defined by (15), and b1,2(x) are the Fourier
transform of the b1,2(k) which can be found in terms
of ψ1,2(k) as b1(k) = αkψ1(k) + βkψ2(k) and b2(k) =

−βkψ1(k) + αkψ2(k) while αk = −k/
√

k2 + (ωk −m)2

βk = (m − ωk)/
√

k2 + (ωk −m)2. One can check that

[H, b†1(k)] = ωkb
†
1(k) and [H, b2(k)] = ωkb2(k) or in other

words, the set of operators b1,2(k) are the modes diago-
nalizing the Dirac Hamiltonian.

RCMPS on a Circle.— Finding the RCMPS on a
circle requires having the cMERA RG flow for rela-
tivistic free fields on the circle. In [77], it has been
shown that if a Gaussian cMERA describes the ground
state of a theory on a line, the ground state of the
same theory on a circle has a cMERA representation
as well. Furthermore, the cMERA entangler can be ob-
tained using the method of images. The unentangled
reference state defined as ψ(x) |Ωc〉 = 0 for x ∈ [0, lc)
when ψ(x) is again given by (9). The entangler has

the form of Kc(u) = i
2

∑

n∈N
g̃c(n, u)[ψ†

nψ
†
−n − ψnψ−n]

where ψn = 1/
√
lc
∫ lc
0
dxe−iknxψ(x) for n ∈ Z and kn =

2πn/lc. The entangling profile on the circle is defined as
g̃c(x, u) = 1/

√
lc
∑

n e
iknxg̃c(n, u) can be obtained from

the one on the line g(x, u) through the method of im-
ages as g̃c(x, u) =

∑

n∈Z
g(x + nlc, u). It implies that

g̃c(n, u) = g(k, u)
∣

∣

k=kn

. Following the procedure de-

scribed above, one can generalize RCMPS to an ansatz
as a variational class to approximate the ground state of
the relativistic theory on a finite circle as

|Ψ[Q,R]〉c = Traux
{

Pe
∫

lc

0
dx

(

Q̃(x)⊗I+R̃(x)⊗ac†(x)
)

}

|0c〉a
(20)

where ac(x) |0c〉a = 0 for all x ∈ [0, lc) and ac(x) is de-
fined as the Fourier transform of the modes which diag-
onalize the free theory on the circle [77].

Discussion.– In this paper, we could obtain the class
of RCMPS via a RG flow generated by an appropriate
cMERA circuit. They can be used to approximate the
ground states of the relativistic QFTs in 1+1 dimensions

containing both bosonic theories like the sine-Gordon
model and fermionic ones such as the Gross-Neveu and
Thirring models. Moreover, since the Gaussian cMERA
is known in higher dimensions for all bosonic, fermionic,
and gauge fields [32, 59], the procedure above can provide
a way to find appropriate wave functionals for relativis-
tic theories in higher dimensions, especially, the relativis-
tic version of the continuous PEPS in 2 + 1 dimensions.
Furthermore, an alternative approach to RCMPS for rel-
ativistic theories is the interacting cMERA (icMERA)
[58]. It can be found by modifying the entangler and go-
ing beyond the Bogoliubov transformation by adding the
terms generate n-tuplet transformation in fields. Thus,
the icMERA evolution is the combination of two Gaus-
sian and non-Gaussian unitaries, exactly the same as
RCMPS. Although for icMERA, the important point is
the fact that to date, we do not know for a given theory,
up to what n-tuplet interacting terms are exactly needed
to capture the full non-perturbative structure of the the-
ory. But in the case of RCMPS, the form of the ansatz
is fixed for all the families of the relevant theories. On
the other hand, there is freedom in choosing the entan-
gling profile of the entangler operator of the cMERA. In
particular, there is a specific choice that leads to another
class of states called magic cMERA [79] which is already
shown that has the same UV structure as the standard
cMPS. Moreover, its entangler by itself has the continu-
ous matrix product operator representation. Therefore,
studying the connection between them might even help
us for a better understanding of the interacting disentan-
gler. In the end, we would like to point out that since
cMERA is connected to AdS/CFT, it would be desirable
to study the possible gravity dual of the states of the
form of RCMPS.
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