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Fermionic Gaussian Projected Entangled Pair States (PEPS) are fermionic tensor network state constructions
which describe the physics of ground states of non-interacting fermionic Hamiltonians. As non-interacting
states, one may study and analyze them very efficiently, in both analytical and numerical means. Recently it
was shown that they may be used as the starting point - after applying so-called PEPS gauging mechanisms -
for variational study of non-trivial, interacting states of lattice gauge theories. This is done using sign-problem
free variational Monte-Carlo. In this work we show how to generalize such states from two to three spatial
dimensions, focusing on spin representations and requirements of lattice rotations. We present constructions
which are crucial for the application of the above mentioned variational Monte-Carlo techniques for studying
non-perturbative lattice gauge theory physics, with fermionic matter, in 2 + 1-d and 3 + 1-d models. Thus, the
constructions presented here are crucial for the study of non-trivial lattice gauge theories with fermionic tensor
network states.

I. INTRODUCTION

Tensor network states (TNS), and in particular Matrix
Product States (MPS) and Projected Entangled Pair States
(PEPS) [1–5] have been very successful as ansatz states for
the study of complex, strongly-correlated quantum many body
systems thanks to their built-in entanglement entropy area
law [6].

Among the many members of the TNS family, an impor-
tant one is that of fermionic TNS, and in particular fermionic
PEPS [7, 8]. With their special statistics, fermions require
special treatment and cautious analysis while being used as
building blocks for tensor network states, just like in any other
physical instance; and since fermions are so fundamental both
in condensed matter and in particle physics, and appear in a
variety of strongly correlated models, studying them using en-
tanglement based approaches such as tensor network states is
a very promising research avenue.

Gaussian fermionic PEPS [8] are a particular type of
fermionic PEPS, in which the PEPS formalism is used for con-
structing fermionic Gaussian states [9, 10] - ground states of
free, non-interacting fermionic Hamiltonians. Such states are
fully characterized using their covariance matrices [9], which
are in the core of the Gaussian formalism that enables very ef-
ficient computations. While one may argue that free fermionic
states are trivial, this is not the case. Gaussian fermionic PEPS
have been used, for example, for analyzing models with chi-
ral topological order [11–13] and for showing that tensor net-
works can resolve Fermi surfaces [14].

In the context of particle physics, a lot of research has been
made in the last decade, generalizing and applying the TNS
framework for the study of lattice gauge theories (see, e.g.,
the review papers [15–17], as well as [18] on a complemen-
tary, non-Hamiltonian approach, and references therein). In
such theories [19–21] the matter is mostly fermionic. In mini-
mally coupled lattice gauge theory Hamiltonians, all the terms
involving fermionic operators are quadratic in the fermions,
which allows one to use, as a PEPS ansatz, Gauged Gaus-
sian fermionic PEPS [22]. There, thanks to the local (gauge)
symmetry, even though the full state is interacting and non-

Gaussian, one can use an expansion in Gaussian states for ef-
ficiently computing, using the Gaussian formalism, relevant
observables using a sign-problem free Monte-Carlo integra-
tion. This technique, while being based on a tensor network
construction, which brings along advantages such as the en-
tanglement area-law and easy encoding of symmetries, does
not rely on conventional tensor network contraction methods,
and thus is free of the problems they involve in high spatial
dimensions. It is based on the gauge symmetry and the prop-
erties of the gauging procedure and minimal coupling, and
was benchmarked for pure gauge models [23, 24].

Previous analytical studies and benchmarks of this method
have only focused on 2+1−d models [25, 26]. However, using
the gauging procedure introduced in [27], it is possible to ob-
tain the relevant ansatz states once a matter-only PEPS which
is globally invariant under the gauge group is built, in any
spatial dimension [22]. To extend the computation method
to higher dimensions, it is important to generalize the exist-
ing constructions of relativistic fermionic Gaussian PEPS in
2 + 1 dimensions to 3 + 1 dimensions too. In this work we
consider this problem, and show how to construct Gaussian
fermionic PEPS in d = 2, 3 space dimensions with the right
lattice rotation invariance properties which are crucial for ob-
taining reasonable, relativistic continuum limits. While this
was previously done in d = 2 [25], here we put the derivation
in a more physical context and extend it to d = 3.

This is a constructive, analytical work, aimed at introduc-
ing the missing element to be used in applying the methods
of [22] for lattice gauge theories in three spatial dimensions.
As such, it involves no numerical results. Since it studies the
free states to be later gauged using [27], everything can be
done completely analytically.

We will begin by discussing rotation properties of Gaus-
sian fermionic states in d = 2, 3 (section II) demonstrate that
the fermions follow, in a sense, relativistic rotation properties,
even in scenarios which are sometimes referred to as ”spin-
less”. In section III, we will show how to construct Gaussian
PEPS with these properties in various ways that account for
spin (corresponding to various prescriptions for dealing with
the fermion doubling issue [28]) and conclude in section II by
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providing exact ground state constructions of some relativis-
tic free fermionic models using Gaussian fermionic PEPS. As
this paper is aimed at people from both the tensor network and
the lattice gauge theory communities, and since these states,
even after gauging, will not be studied using tensor network
contracting schemes, we have not made use of tensor network
digramamatic language here.

II. FREE FERMIONIC STATES

Before considering PEPS in particular, let us focus on the
lattice rotation properties of a wider set of states - fermionic
Gaussian states.

We consider a square / cubic lattice in d spatial dimen-
sions, whose sites are labeled by vectors of integers, x =
(x1, ..., xd) ∈ Zd. On each site x introduce a set of fermionic
modes, created by the operators ψ†a (x) and annihilated by
ψa (x). a may be some collection of indices corresponding
to quantum numbers such as spin, flavor, color etc., depend-
ing on the physical context. These fermionic Fock operators
satisfy the usual anti-commutation relations

{ψa (x) , ψb (y)} =
{
ψ†a (x) , ψ†b (y)

}
= 0 (1)

and {
ψa (x) , ψ†b (y)

}
= δx,y. (2)

Free fermionic states are ground states of free fermionic
Hamiltonians, which are quadratic in the fermionic oper-
ators. There always exists a canonical transformation al-
lowing to convert any such Hamiltonian to a supercon-
ducting form, for which the ground state will be a BCS
(Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer) state. This means that we
are allowed, without losing any generality, to express any
fermionic Gaussian state in the form

|ψ⟩ = exp

∑
x,y

Tab (x, y)ψ†a (x)ψ†b (y)

 |Ω⟩ , (3)

where |Ω⟩ is the Fock vacuum, annihilated by all the ψa (x)
operators,

ψa (x) |Ω⟩ = 0, ∀x ∈ Zd, a. (4)

All the physical information is stored in the tensor
Tab (x, y). Due to the fermionic anti-commutation relation (1),
it must be anti-symmetric,

Tba (y, x) = −Tab (x, y) . (5)

Further properties are dictated by the physical features of the
state, including its symmetries, and in particular the rotations.
Let us consider the rotation of such fermionic operators for
spatial dimensions d = 2, 3.

A. d = 2 Rotations

In d = 2, we introduce the π/2 rotation operation of the
coordinates by

Λx = (−x2, x1) . (6)

As expected, Λ4x = x.
The rotation of the fermionic creation operators is carried

out by a unitary operator UR. In order to study the effect of
rotation while describing it in the simplest possible way, let
us separate between the indices within a which are affected
by rotations (spin) and those which do not (color, flavor, etc.).
Since we only care about rotations at the moment, we shall
omit the non-spin indices, and leave a exclusively for the spin.
Then, we can simply implement the rotation by

URψ
†
a (x)U†R = ηab (x)ψ†b (Λx) (7)

where η (x) is some unitary matrix. Invariance of the state |ψ⟩
under four rotations, even in the non rotational-invariant case,
implies that for every x,

η (x) η (Λx) η
(
Λ2x

)
η
(
Λ3x

)
= ±1. (8)

If we further wish to assume that the state is invariant under
rotations, we also obtain that

ηac (x) Tcd (x, y) ηT
db (y) = Tab (Λx,Λy) , (9)

for every x, y.
Suppose we wish to consider the simplest case, in which

we have a single spin component, making η simply a phase.
Furthermore, we wish to see if it is possible to consider full
translational invariance, both for T and for η. In such a case,
Eq. (8) significantly simplifies to

η4 = ±1 (10)

In this case, consider the double rotation (Λ2x = −x), and fo-
cus on T (x, x + v), for some fixed vector v. If we have rotation
invariance, Eq. (9) implies that

T (−x,−x − v) = η4T (x, x + v) . (11)

Eq. (5) tells us that due to the fermionic anti-commutation (1),

T (−x,−x − v) = −T (−x − v,−x) , (12)

and translation invariance implies that

T (−x − v,−x) = T (x, x + v) . (13)

From all this we conclude that if we want both single-site
translation invariance and rotation invariance of the state |ψ⟩
from Eq. (3) in d = 2, we must have

η4 = −1 (14)

which is a manifestation of the spin-statistics theorem in this
d = 2 ”spinless” case with translation and rotation invariance:
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a complete rotation of a fermion still gives rise to a sign, even
though we do not need any actual spin components. This im-
plies that this general set of states could describe some rela-
tivistic physics in the continuum limit, in a sense, because it
has the right symmetry properties.

To give it a more concrete physical meaning, let us recall
Susskind’s staggered fermions [29]. In that model, the com-

ponents of a continuum spinor are distributed across lattice
sites, giving rise to a lattice model of ”spinless” fermions,
whose continuum limit has a reduced amount of fermionic
doubling [28]. Let us see, then, that the staggered fermions
Hamiltonian in d = 2 has the same symmetry properties.

The original Hamiltonian [29] takes the form

H = M
∑

x
(−1)x1+x2 ψ† (x)ψ (x) +

 i
2a

∑
x
ψ† (x)ψ (x + ê1) −

1
2a

(−1)x1+x2
∑

x
ψ† (x)ψ (x + ê2) + h.c.

 (15)

where êi are lattice vectors and a is the lattice spacing. Here,
fermions on even sites represent particles, while the absence
thereof on odd sites represents antiparticles. In a careful con-
tinuum limit, these will unite to a two component spinor, as re-
quired in a 2+ 1 dimensional Dirac theory (without chirality).
Given this insight, it is not a surprise that in a π/2 rotation,
the creation operators on the even sublattice are transformed
with a phase η = eiπ/4, and those on the odd sublattice with η
(note that the Hamlitonian is invariant under such rotations);

the only relevant rotation would be implemented, in the con-
tinuum, by eiπσ3/4, a diagonal matrix with these two phases, to
be associated with the two sublattices when staggered on the
lattice.

If we perform a particle-hole transformation on the odd sub-
lattice, that is

ψ† (x)↔ ψ (x) , ∀x : x1 + x2 odd. (16)

Then, up to an irrelevant constant,

H = M
∑

x
ψ† (x)ψ (x) +

 i
2a

∑
x
ψ† (x)ψ† (x + ê1) −

1
2a

∑
x
ψ† (x)ψ† (x + ê2) + h.c.

 (17)

Note that this model is no longer staggered (has a single site
translation invariance), and it is rotationally invariant with a
fixed η = eiπ/4 whose fourth power is −1. It is a free model
whose ground state can be shown to take the form of |ψ⟩ of
Eq. (3).

B. d = 3 Rotations

In d = 3 we consider three different π/2 rotations

Λ1x = (x1,−x3, x2) ,
Λ2x = (x3, x2,−x1) ,
Λ3x = (−x2, x1, x3) .

(18)

It is easy to see that the relation among these operations, being
a subgroup of the S O(3) group of continuous rotations in d =
3, satisfied the expected anti-commutation properties, relating
all three rotations, through

Λ2 = Λ
−1
1 Λ3Λ1 (19)

and similar relations.
For each rotation axis i = 1, 2, 3, we introduce a unitary

rotation operatorU(i)
R , and unitary matrices acting on the spin

indices, η(i) (x), such that

U
(i)
R ψ
†
a (x)U(i)†

R = η(i)
ab (x)ψ†b (Λx) (20)

[generalizing Eq. (7)]. Another immediate generalization
from the d = 2 case implies that for every x and i = 1, 2, 3,

η(i) (x) η(i) (Λix) η(i)
(
Λ2

i x
)
η(i)

(
Λ3

i x
)
= ±1. (21)

(invariance of a complete rotation). Again, if we further wish
to assume that the state is invariant under rotations, we obtain
that

η(i)
ac (x) Tcd (x, y) η(i)T

db (y) = Tab (Λix,Λiy) , (22)

for every x, y and i.

1. The ”spinless”, staggered case

As for d = 2, we begin with the ”spinless” case in which
we have single components on all the sites, and η(i) are simply
phases. If we assume single site translation invariance, we
will also get that (

η(i)
)4
= −1 (23)
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in the rotationally invariant case, for every i. The relations
among the rotations, such as Eq. (19), will tell us that all the
phases are the same, η(i) = η; the coordinate transformation
(which is nothing but the spatial part of the rotation) will take
care of the non-commuting nature of the rotations.

So far, everything seems nice, simple and working, but this
is not the case. To see why, let us consider a simple subset of
the T elements, those with y = x + êi. Translation invariance
implies that

T (x, x + êi) ≡ ti (24)

independently of x. Rotation around the z axis implies that

t2 = η2t1, but also that t3 = η2t3. This contradicts η4 = −1,
and implies that if we insist on having one spin component per
site, single site translation invariance could not work (even if
we set all ti = 0, we will run into similar problems when con-
sidering the T elements between farther lattice points). This is
a consequence of having a third spatial dimension; in d = 2 we
could live within the nice convenience of ”spinless” fermions
- they were not even staggered in the BCS picture, thanks to
the fact that all rotations commute. But in d = 3 the story is
completely different.

Following what we did in the d = 2 case, we consider
Susskind’s staggered fermions Hamiltonian for d = 3 [29] and
perform a particle-hole transformation on the odd sublattice,
to obtain (up to an irrelevant constant)

H = M
∑

x
ψ† (x)ψ (x) +

 i
2a

∑
x
ψ† (x)ψ† (x + ê1) −

1
2a

∑
x

(−1)x3 ψ† (x)ψ† (x + ê2) +
i

2a

∑
x

(−1)x1+x2 ψ† (x)ψ† (x + ê3) + h.c.

 .
(25)

This Hamiltonian is symmetric under the staggerred (and non-commuting) rotation transformations defined with the phases

η(1) (x) =
1 − i (−1)x1

√
2

η(2) (x) = −
(1 − i (−1)x1 ) (1 + i (−1)x2 ) (1 + i (−1)x3 )

2
√

2

η(3) (x) =
1 + i (−1)x3

√
2

(26)

which satisfy all the properties from above. Therefore it can
be used as the rotation transformation to be used with the
Gaussian state we construct.

2. Introducing spin components on-site

If we insist on a single site translation invariance, we have
to use matrices for η(i), since phases do not provide what we
want, as proven above. The rules of composing these π/4
rotations will force us to make a choice which relies on the

S U(2) algebra. Given our knowledge from the Dirac theory,
the smallest number of spin-components we could choose on
site is two, and then, for example, we can fix

η(i) = exp (iπσi/4) . (27)

For a physical intuition, we turn again to constructing a
Hamiltonian which will be invariant under such transforma-
tions. This time, we consider a naive discretization of the
Dirac Hamiltonian (naive fermions), whose Hamiltonian takes
the form

H = −
i

2a

∑
x,i
Ψ†a (x) (αi)ab (Ψb (x + êi) − Ψb (x − êi)) + m

∑
x
Ψ†a (x) βabΨb (x) (28)

where the spinor Ψa (x) contains four components, and {αi}
3
i=1

and β are (Hamiltonian) Dirac matrices. We choose them to
be

αi =

(
0 σi
σi 0

)
, β =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
. (29)

This time, we define the particle hole transformation on the
odd sites as

Ψ†a (x)→
(

0 ϵ
ϵ 0

)
ab
Ψb (x) , ∀x : x1 + x2 odd. (30)

where ϵ = iσ2. The transformed Hamiltonian decouples into
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two pieces,

H = Hψ + Hχ (31)

describing the dynamics of the two upper components of the

transformed spinor Ψ (ψ) and the two lower ones (χ), and tak-
ing the forms

Hψ =

− i
2a

∑
x,i
ψ†a (x) (Ji)ab ψ

†

b (x + êi) + h.c.

 + m
∑

x
ψ†a (x)ψa (x) ,

Hχ =

− i
2a

∑
x,i
χ†a (x) (Ji)ab χ

†

b (x + êi) + h.c.

 − m
∑

x
χ†a (x) χa (x) ,

(32)

where

Ji = σiϵ = JT
i . (33)

Using the transformation rule with the choice of Eq. (27), we get that rotation invariance of the Hamiltonians implies that

η(1)T J(1)η(1) = J(1), η(1)T J(2)η(1) = J(3), η(1)T J(3)η(1) = −J(2),

η(2)T J(1)η(2) = −J(3), η(2)T J(2)η(2) = J(2), η(2)T J(3)η(2) = J(1),

η(3)T J(1)η(3) = J(2), η(3)T J(2)η(3) = −J(1), η(3)T J(3)η(3) = J(3).

(34)

Just like any other matrix in the fundamental representation of
S U(2),

η(i)T = ϵη(i)†ϵT (35)

and using this along with basic properties of the angular mo-
mentum operators, we see that everything works.

We can also choose for η(i) higher dimensional represen-
tations of S U(2); if we choose them to be four-dimensional
matrices we can get the symmetry rules of other doubling pre-
scriptions (e.g. Wilson’s fermions [30]).

The important point of this section, however, is that the ro-
tation rules of fermions in d = 2, 3, when Gaussian fermionic
states are constructed, must take spin into account somehow,
and even using convenient notions of ”spinless” fermions will
give rise to the staggering prescription. Thus, in any case,
these states include a subset which may have a relativistic con-
tinuum limit and cannot be treated as ”non-relativistic” per-se.

III. THE PEPS CONSTRUCTION

After having introduced the symmetries, we are ready to
construct the PEPS, following the usual construction pro-
cedure of Gaussian fermionic PEPS [8]. We begin with a
”bottom-up” approach, in which we introduce a Gaussian
fermionic PEPS construction which takes into account lattice
rotation symmetries of the kinds discussed above.

On each site, besides the physical fermions created by
ψ†a (x) (again, we assume that the index only labels spin, if
it exists, and flavor / spin may be added as explained in pre-
vious works, such as [22]), we introduce auxiliary or virtual

FIG. 1. The spatial rotation: The labeling conventions of the legs of
a single site (m), with respect to the unit vectors êi. When a rotation
around êi is carried out, the coordinate x is mapped to Λix, and the
virtual fermionic modes c,d associated with the legs are permuted
using the matrices R(i) defined in the text (and can be constructed
intuitively from this figure).

fermionic modes which will take care of the PEPS contrac-
tion. As will be explained below, these will be of two types, c
and d, both associated with all legs going into or out of each
site: on each such leg we introduce Ns (Nc +Nd) auxiliary
fermionic modes, whereNs is the number of spin components
and Nc,Nd are the numbers of ”copies” of c and d fermions
on each leg, respectively. The latter are integers which con-
trol the number of variational parameters we can introduce to
our state (this will be multiplied by the number of flavors of
colors, in case they are introduced). The number of fermionic
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configurations on each ingoing or outgoing leg, in terms of
the virtual fermions, is thus 2S (Nc+Nd); in conventional TNs
terminology, this is the bond dimension [3].

In order to introduce the virtual modes quantitatively, let us
introduce the index m = 1, ..., 2d to enumerate the directions
going in and out of a site, in the following order: ê1, ê2, −ê1,
−ê2, ê3, −ê3. We also introduce the index µ = 1, ...,N to enu-

merate the ”copies”. With this at hand, we introduce c(µ)†
ma (x)

as the a spin component of the µ labeled copy of the virtual
fermionic mode c associated with the m directed leg of site x.
Similarly, we introduce the d modes, denoted by d(µ)†

ma (x) (see
Fig. 1 for a pictorial representation).

On each site, we define the operator

A (x) = exp

∑
(µ)

tµm,ab (x)ψ†a (x) c(µ)†
mb (x) +

∑
µ,ν

τ
(µ,ν)
mn,ab (x) c(µ)†

ma (x) d(ν)†
nb (x)

 (36)

which defines a Gaussian state involving all the local (physical and virtual) modes when acting on the Fock vacuum |Ω⟩, which
is the product of the physical and virtual Fock vacua,

|Ω⟩ = |Ω⟩p ⊗ |Ω⟩v . (37)

Since
[
A (x) , A (y)

]
= 0 for any two sites x, y ∈ Zd, the product

∏
x

A (x) is well defined and requires no ordering.

We further define, on each link (x, i) connecting the sites x and x + êi, the operator

wi (x) = exp

iWC(i)
ab (x) X(i)

mn

∑
µ

c(µ)†
ma (x) c(µ)†

nb (x + êi)

 exp

iWD(i)
ab (x) X(i)

mn

∑
µ

d(µ)†
ma (x) d(µ)†

nb (x + êi)

 (38)

where WC,D(i)
ab (x) are three Ns × Ns matrices and X(i)

mn are the
2d × 2d matrices,

X(1)
mn = δm,1δn,3,

X(2)
mn = δm,2δn,4,

X(3)
mn = δm,5δn,6.

(39)

Each wi (x) operator, when acting on the virtual Fock vac-
uum, creates a maximally entangled state involving the virtual
modes of both sides of the link. These are the states used for
the contraction of the PEPS, which is a result of projecting
the physical-virtual product state

∏
x

A (x) |Ω⟩ onto the virtual

product state
∏
x,i

wi (x) |Ω⟩v,

|ψ⟩ = ⟨Ω|v

∏
x,i

w†i (x)
∏

x
A (x) |Ω⟩ . (40)

This is a fermionic Gaussian state with the form of Eq. (3).
The construction of the PEPS is illustrated in Fig. 2.

Since we wish to consider a set of models which include
Dirac-like theories, we are interested in Hamiltonians with a
global U(1) symmetry, having to do with a conservation of the
total number of fermions. In the ground state of such models,
we are in half filling - the total number of fermions in the
system is half of the number of fermionic modes. In order to
obtain the BCS forms we work with, we need to perform some
particle-hole transformation on one of the sublattices, e.g. the
odd one, as in the examples considered above. This changes
the global U(1) symmetry, regardless of the spatial dimension

FIG. 2. Graphical illustration of the PEPS construction in two space
dimensions (a) and three space dimensions (b). The operators A(x)
(in blue) act on the sites and the virtual legs are connected via wi(x)
(green). Virtual legs are drawn in black and physical legs of the
PEPS are drawn in yellow. The dotted lines illustrate the possibly
larger lattice and the periodic boundary conditions.

and the way we treat spin, to a symmetry under

Q =
∑

x
(−1)x1+...+xd ψ†a (x)ψa (x) (41)

The half-filling condition becomes, after the particle-hole
transformation,

Q |ψ⟩ = 0. (42)

This was already encoded into the PEPS of Eq. (3), thanks
to the introduction of separate c, d modes, and the way
we coupled them in the A and wi (x) operators, defined in
Eqs. (36,38). Let us see why, and explain the need for the
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separate modes. For this, we define the global U(1) transfor-
mation

ψ†a (x)→ exp
(
i (−1)x1+...+xd θ

)
ψ†a (x) ,

c(µ)†
ma (x)→ exp

(
−i (−1)x1+...+xd θ

)
c(µ)†

ma (x) ,

d(µ)†
ma (x)→ exp

(
i (−1)x1+...+xd θ

)
d(µ)†

ma (x) ,

(43)

for some θ ∈ [0, 2π). Note that the A (x) and wi (x) operators,
defined in Eqs. (36,38), are invariant under this transformation
(thanks to the fact that only operators transforming with oppo-
site phases are coupled in the exponentials). This immediately
gives rise to the desired physical, global U(1) symmetry

eiθQ |ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩ . (44)

We would like to parameterize the PEPS, that is, find gen-
eral forms of t, τ,W (i), which will make sure that the state is
rotationally invariant - that is,

UR |ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩ (45)

for any rotation, in both d = 2, 3, using all the options to define
the spinors and the rotation transformations discussed above.

A. Rotations in two space dimensions.

We start with the simpler case, of rotations in two space
dimensions. Such PEPS were already considered and con-
structed in Refs. [25, 26], and here we derive their form in a
more rigorous way.

We introduce the unitary UV which implements rotations
on the virtual fermions, that is

UVc(µ)†
ma (x)U†V = ξab (x) Rmnc(µ)†

nb (Λx) ,

UVd(µ)†
ma (x)U†V = ζab (x) Rmnd(µ)†

nb (Λx) .
(46)

Unlike the physical rotation, the virtual one is more compli-
cated and includes not only some spin factors ξ, ζ analogous
to η, but rather also a spatial ingredient, in the form of the per-
mutation matrix which governs the exchange of the legs under
rotations. Since we ordered the modes as right, up, left, down,
we have

R =


0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0

 . (47)

Using conventional PEPS arguments (see [25] for an expla-
nation of the fermionic Gaussian PEPS case), we can guaran-
tee the rotation invariance of the PEPS |ψ⟩ of Eq. (40), that
is, the fulfillment of Eq. (45), by demanding the invariance of
each local operator A (x) under rotations,

URUV A (x)U†VU
†

R = A (x) , ∀i, x (48)

as well as that of the product of all wi (x) operators,

UV

∏
x,i

wi (x)U†V =
∏
x,i

wi (x) , ∀i (49)

[the Fock vacua are invariant and thus we get Eq. (45)]. Thus,
all we need to do is to find t, τ and W (i) which will satisfy that.

Let us begin with the invariance of the A (x) operators. We
consider, as above, the d = 2 case with translational invari-
ance, Ns = 1 and η4 = −1. Thus t, τ and W (i) are position
independent. Under the rotation,

t(µ)
m ψ† (x) c(µ)†

m (x)→ ηξt(µ)
m ψ† (Λx) Rmnc(µ)†

n (Λx) (50)

Demanding rotation invariance will give rise to the eigenvalue
equation

RT
mnt(µ)

n = ηξt
(µ)
m (51)

(where the coordinates were omitted for simplicity). There are
four eigenvectors of R which we can choose for t(µ)

m . Canoni-
cal transformations redefining the virtual modes can map one
to another, and thus we can choose the simplest option, where
all the components of the eigenvector are equal, and the eigen-
value is 1. This implies that

ξ = η (52)

and that t(µ)
m = t(µ), independently on m.

We move on to parameterize τ. Rotation will give rise to

τ
(µ,ν)
mn c(µ)†

m d(ν)†
n → ηζτ

(µ,ν)
mn Rmm′c

(µ)†
m′ Rnn′d

(ν)†
n′ (53)

and demanding invariance implies that we need to solve the
matrix equation (for every µ, ν)

RTτ(µ,ν)R = ζητ(µ,ν) (54)

which will constrain τ. It is very natural to choose ζ = η, and
then, for example, if we choose η = eiπ/4 (whose fourth power
is −1), we obtain

RTτ(µ,ν)R = τ(µ,ν) (55)

The most general matrices it are, very trivially, the circulant
matrices

τ(µ,ν) =


z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
2 z(µ,ν)

3 z(µ,ν)
4

z(µ,ν)
4 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
2 z(µ,ν)

3
z(µ,ν)

3 z(µ,ν)
4 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
2

z(µ,ν)
2 z(µ,ν)

3 z(µ,ν)
4 z(µ,ν)

1

 , (56)

for some z(µ,ν)
1 , z(µ,ν)

2 , z(µ,ν)
3 , z(µ,ν)

4 ∈ C.
Finally, we have to fix WC,D(i) which are just numbers in

this case. One can see that we need to demand that WC(2) =

η2WC(1) and thus WC(1) = 1 and WC(2) = η2 would make a
good choice; similarly, we need WD(2) = η2WD(1) and thus
WC(1) = 1 and WD(2) = η2 would make a good choice.

B. Rotations in three space dimensions.

The case of three space dimensions is slightly more com-
plicated, but can be handled similarly to the d = 2 one. Here,
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we want to demand invariance under the three fundamental
rotations,

U
(i)
R |ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩ (57)

and introduce, similarly, virtual rotations of the form

U
(i)
V c(µ)†

ma (x)U(i)†
V = ξ(i)

ab (x) R(i)
mnc(µ)†

nb (Λix) ,

U
(i)
V d(µ)†

ma (x)U(i)†
V = ζ(i)

ab (x) R(i)
mnd(µ)†

nb (Λix) .
(58)

The ”bosonic” part of the rotation now includes the following
three permutation matrices (satisfying the right commutation
relations)

R(1) =



1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0


,

R(2) =



0 0 0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0


,

R(3) =



0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1



(59)

(Fig. 1 may help in understanding how to construct these ma-
trices). The mode order is chosen as before: ê2, −ê1, −ê2, ê3,
−ê3. The ξ(i)

ab (x) , ζ(i)
ab (x) factors will also have to contribute

their share to the non-commutativity of rotations, playing the
role of the spin. This will depend on the number of spin com-
ponents we choose.

In any case, following the same steps of d = 2, we can guar-
antee the rotation invariance of the PEPS |ψ⟩ of Eq. (40), that
is, the fulfillment of Eq. (45), by demanding the invariance of
each local operator A (x) under all three rotations,

U
(i)
R U

(i)
V A (x)U(i)†

V U
(i)†
R = A (x) , ∀i, x (60)

as well as that of the product of all wi (x) operators,

U
( j)
V

∏
x,i

wi (x)U( j)†
V =

∏
x,i

wi (x) , ∀i, j (61)

1. The ”spinless”, staggered case

We begin with the formulation of staggered fermions,
where on each site we have a single physical component
and its rotation is made with the staggered phase factors of

Eq. (26). Let us start, just like in the d = 2 case, by consid-
ering the rotation of the first term in the exponential of A (x),
coupling the physical and virtual fermions:

t(µ)
m (x)ψ† (x) c(µ)†

m (x)→

η(i) (x) ξ(i) (x) t(µ)
m (Λix)ψ† (Λix) R(i)

mnc(µ)†
n (Λix)

(62)

Rotation invariance will give rise to three (i = 1, 2, 3) equa-
tions of the form

R(i)T
mn t(µ)

n (Λix) = η(i) (x)ξ(i) (x)t(µ)
m (x) . (63)

These equations can be solved even for the choice t(µ)
m (x) =

t(µ)
m . Then we will get three eigenvalue equations: the vector

t(µ)
m (x) = t(µ)

m should be an eigenvector of all three permutation
matrices, with eigenvalues η(i) (x)ξ(i) (x). The only common
eigenvector leads to the solution t(µ)

m = t(µ) as in d = 2, and
since the eigenvalue is 1 we get that

ξ(i) (x) = η(i) (x). (64)

Next, we wish to parameterize τ - the coupling among the
virtual modes. Following the case of t, we would also like to
try and make it position independent. The rotation transfor-
mation of the relevant part of the A exponential reads

τ
(µ,ν)
mn c(µ)†

m d(ν)†
n → η(i)ζ(i)τ

(µ,ν)
mn R(i)

mm′c
(µ)†
m′ R(i)

nn′d
(ν)†
n′ . (65)

As in the two dimensional case, we set

ζ(i) (x) = η(i) (x) . (66)

giving rise to the invariance conditions (for each i)

R(i)Tτ(µ,ν)R(i) = τ(µ,ν), (67)

which is solved by the matrices

τ(µ,ν) =



z(µ,ν)
3 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
2 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
1 z(µ,ν)

1
z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
3 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
2 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
1

z(µ,ν)
2 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
3 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
1 z(µ,ν)

1
z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
2 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
3 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
1

z(µ,ν)
1 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
1 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
3 z(µ,ν)

2
z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
1 z(µ,ν)

1 z(µ,ν)
1 z(µ,ν)

2 z(µ,ν)
3


, (68)

for some z(µ,ν)
1 , z(µ,ν)

2 , z(µ,ν)
3 ∈ C.

Finally, we have to fix the values of WC,D(i). This is done
from demanding the invariance of wi (x) from Eq. (38) under
rotations; however, note that the operators in the exponential
of WD transform like the hopping terms of the creation oper-
ators in the particle-hole transformed staggered Hamiltonian
of Eq. (II B 1); thus, we can just use (up to proportionality
factors) the hopping amplitudes from there here, and fix

WD(1) (x) = 1, WD(2) (x) = i (−1)x3 , WD(3) (x) = (−1)x1+x2 .
(69)

Since the c† operators transform with η, we can use the hop-
ping amplitudes from the annihilation operators terms of Eq.
(II B 1) for WC and fix

WC(1) (x) = 1, WC(2) (x) = −i (−1)x3 , WC(3) (x) = (−1)x1+x2 .
(70)
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2. The Ns = 2 case

Next, we consider the case of two spin components per
fermionic mode. η(i) are matrices, given by Eq. (27), and
ξ(i),ζ(i) will be matrices too. We do not assume staggering,
so we try and fix all the parameters in a translational invariant
way.

The rotation of the physical-virtual fermions coupling term
now reads

t(µ)
m,abψ

†
a (x) c(µ)†

mb (x)→ η(i)
aa′ξ

(i)
bb′ t

(µ)
m,abψ

†

a′ (Λix) R(i)
mnc(µ)†

b′n (Λix)
(71)

Rotation invariance will give rise to three (i = 1, 2, 3) equa-
tions of the form

R(i)
mnt(µ)

n,ab = η
(i)T
aa′ t(µ)

m,a′b′ξ
(i)
b′b. (72)

It makes sense to split the space rotations, m, and the spin ones
a. Thus we can make the guess

t(µ)
m,ab = t̂ (µ)

m t̃ (µ)
ab , (73)

giving rise to

R(i)
mn t̂ (µ)

n = t̂ (µ)
m

η (i)T
aa′ t̃ (µ)

a′b′ξ
(i)
b′b = t̃ (µ)

ab ,
(74)

which are solved by t̂ (µ)
m = tµ ∀m and t̃ (µ)

ab ∝ δab, if we set

ξ(i) = η(i). (75)

Thus,

t(µ)
m,ab = t(µ)δab, ∀m. (76)

Next, we wish to parameterize τ - the coupling among the
virtual modes. The rotation transformation of the relevant part
of the A exponential reads

τ
(µ,ν)
mn,abc(µ)†

ma d(ν)†
nb → η(i)

aa′ζ
(i)
bb′τ

(µ,ν)
mn,abR(i)

mm′c
(µ)†
m′a′R

(i)
nn′d

(ν)†
n′b′ . (77)

Following the previous logic, we set

ζ(i) = η(i) (78)

as well as make the guess

τ
(µν)
mn,ab = τ̂

(µν)
mn τ̃

(µ,ν)
ab . (79)

This gives rise to the invariance conditions (for each i)

R(i)T τ̂ (µ,ν)R(i) = τ̂ (µ,ν),

η(i)† τ̃ (µ,ν)η(i) = τ̃ (µ,ν)
(80)

which are solved by τ̂ (µ,ν) identical to the τ(µ,ν) of the ”spin-
less” case, given in Eq. (68) - which makes sense, since this
part is blind to the spin; as well as τ̃ µ,ν

ab = δab.

Finally, we have to consider the WC ,WD matrices. Us-
ing the same logic of the spinless case, this time with the Hϕ

Hamiltonian of Eq. (32), we can make the choice

WC(i) = Ji,

WD(i) = Ji.
(81)

One may extend this construction for other types of spinors
(e.g. four components which are not naive, Wilson fermions
for example, that cannot be broken into their upper and lower
components). Similar logic and derivations will follow.

The important thing, however, is that we have demonstrated
that one can use the formalism of fermionic PEPS to encode
states with lattice rotation symmetries which give rise, in a
continuum limit (should it exist) to the rotation part of the
Lorentz group. Such states may be gauged and used as vari-
ational ansätze for lattice gauge theories, using the methods
of [22].

IV. EXACT CONSTRUCTION OF DIRAC GROUND
STATES

Finally, to demonstrate the power of the states presented
here, we would like to show that they may be useful for con-
structing exactly the ground states of the lattice formulations
of Dirac fermions, discussed above, in the Hamiltonians of
Eqs. (17,II B 1,32). While this top-down construction will in-
volve an infinite number of virtual modes (Nc,Nd → ∞),
or an infinite bond dimension in conventional tensor network
terms, it does not imply that finite Nc,Nd numbers could
not approximate them well. In general, tensor network states
with a sufficiently large bond dimension can approximate any
state [3], and finite bond dimension approximations will de-
pend on the physics of the approximated state (and its en-
tanglement properties). Arguments for the accuracy of ap-
proximation and its universality properties for relativistic field
PEPS are given in [31], but such a discussion is irrelevant here,
since the examples given here are of a free state for which this
solution is not required, and any analysis of the accuracy of
the approximation when Nc,Nd is enlarged becomes invalid
once gauged and used for studying interacting theories. These
should be analyzed differently, in a further work.

We begin with a general Hamiltonian which covers all of
the above cases,

H =

− i
2a

∑
x,i
ψ†a (x) (Ki (x))ab ψ

†

b (x + êi) + h.c.


+ m

∑
x
ψ†a (x)ψa (x) ,

(82)

where ψ may have a single component or more. In the lat-
ter case, Ki will either be a matrix (such as Ji), and in the
simpler, first case, just a set of numbers, giving rise to the
desired Hamiltonian. In the staggered d = 2 Hamiltonian of
Eq. (17), we have a single spin component per site, K1 (x) = 1
and K2 (x) = i. In the staggered d = 3 Hamiltonian of
Eq. (II B 1), we still have a single spin component, and we
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set K1 (x) = 1,K2 (x) = i (−1)x3 ,K3 (x) = (−1)x1+x2 . In the
naive fermions case we discussed later on, after performing
a particle-hole transformation to the Ns = 4 Hamiltonian
Eq. (28), we arrived at the two decoupled Ns = 2 Hamil-
tonians of Eq. (32). The first one, Hψ, is obtained when
Ki (x) = Ji. Upon performing a simple particle-hole trans-
formation on all the site of modes of the second Hamiltonian,
Hχ, that is, χ ↔ χ†, the same kind of Hamiltonian is ob-
tained, with Ki (x) = Ji. It can be extended to other relevant
cases too, obviously (different numbers of spin components,
e.g. Ns = 4, and other valid choices of Ki (x)).

In all the cases, we assume that the mass is larger than zero,
which does not restrict our generality much, since PEPS are
mostly useful for gapped states (and only for them if we re-
duce to the d = 1 case). Since the Hamiltonian is gapped, its
ground state may be obtained using imaginary time evolution,
that is,

|ψ⟩ = e−βH |Ω⟩p (83)

for β→ ∞. Let N → ∞ be a very large number, such that

ϵ =
β

N
(84)

satisfies

ϵ ≪ a,m−1. (85)

We split the imaginary time evolution to N steps, across the
N + 1 time steps t = 0, ...,N. This defines a spacetime lattice,
looking like our usual spatial lattice in the spatial dimensions,
copied along the time steps. We introduce complex Grassman
variables θ (x, t) defined on each spacetime lattice site.

Recall the completeness relation of fermionic Grassman
variables,

1 =
∫

dθdθ |θ⟩ ⟨θ| e−θθ, (86)

where |θ⟩ is a fermionic coherent state,

|θ⟩ =
(
1 + θχ†

)
|Ω⟩a (87)

satisfying

χ |θ⟩ = θ |θ⟩ (88)

for some Grassman θ and fermionic mode annihilated by
χ [32].

We denote by |Θt⟩ the multi-mode coherent state of a given
{θ (x, t)} configuration, for a fixed imaginary time slice t, and
byDΘ an integration over all the {θ (x, t)} variables, on all the

spacetime lattice points. With this at hand, we can express the
ground state from Eq. (83) in the form

|ψ⟩ =

∫
DΘDΘ |Θ0⟩

N−1∏
t=0

⟨Θt | e−ϵH |Θt+1⟩

 〈ΘN |Ωp

∣∣∣ΘN |Ωp

〉
× exp

− N∑
t=0

∑
x
θa (x, t) θa (x, t)

 .
(89)

From here we can proceed in the way commonly used for
the derivation of fermionic path integrals using coherent
states [32]. Using the coherent state definition Eq. (87) we
obtain that

〈
ΘN |Ωp

∣∣∣ΘN |Ωp

〉
= 1. Let us further evaluate the

matrix elements in the middle. Since we assume that ϵ is in-
finitesimal, we can approximate

e−ϵH ≈ exp

−iϵ
2a

∑
x,i
ψ†a (x + êi)

(
KT

i (x)
)

ab
ψ†b (x)


× exp

−mϵ
∑

x
ψ†a (x)ψa (x)


× exp

−iϵ
2a

∑
x,i
ψa (x + êi)

(
K†i (x)

)
ab
ψb (x)

 ,
(90)

and obtain, using standard properties of fermionic coherent
states,

⟨Θt | e−ϵH |Θt+1⟩ = exp

−iϵ
2a

∑
x,i
θa (x + êi, t)

(
KT

i (x)
)

ab
θb (x, t)


× exp

r∑
x
θa (x, t) θa (x, t + 1)


× exp

−iϵ
2a

∑
x,i
θa (x + êi, t + 1)

(
K†i (x)

)
ab
θb (x, t + 1)

 ,
(91)

where r = 1 − mϵ.
Let us consider the θθ and θθ terms. Each of them is defined

on a spatial link, at a given time. We introduce, on the begin-
ning and end of each such link, Grassman variables φC

ma (x, t)
for t = 0, ...,N − 1. Following our convention, m = 1, 2, 5 de-
note the beginnings of links and m = 3, 4, 6 their ends, in the
1, 2, 3 directions respectively. We also introduce their com-
plex conjugates φC

ma (x, t). Similarly, for t = 1, ...,N, we intro-
duce the variables φD

ma (x, t) and φD
ma (x, t). These will later be

related to the virtual fermionic modes, c and d.
Using conventional Gaussian integration techniques [9], we

can represent our PEPS (as detailed in App. A) as
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|ψ⟩ =

∫
DφDφ exp

N−1∑
t=0

−i
∑
x,i

X(i)
nm

N−1∑
t=0

φC
ma (x + êi, t)

(
KT

i (x)
)

ab
φC

nb (x, t) −
∑

x
φC

ma (x, t)φC
ma (x, t)


×

exp

N−1∑
t=1

−i
∑
x,i

X(i)
nm

N∑
t=0

φD
ma (x + êi, t)

(
K†i (x)

)
ab
φD

nb (x, t) −
∑

x
φD

ma (x, t)φD
ma (x, t)


×∫

DΘDΘ exp

∑
x

− N∑
t=0

θa (x, t) θa (x, t) +
√

ϵ

2a

N−1∑
t=0

θa (x, t)
∑

m

φC
ma (x, t) +

N∑
t=1

θa (x, t)
∑

m

φD
ma (x, t)



 |Θ0⟩ .

(92)
We can now perform the integration over all the θ variables in t > 0 (as shown in App. A), and obtain

∫
DΘ0DΘ0 |Θ0⟩ exp

−∑
x
θa (x, 0) θa (x, 0) +

√
ϵ

2a
θa (x, 0)

∑
m

N−1∑
t=0

rtφC
ma (x, t) +

ϵ

2a

∑
m,n

N−1∑
t=1

N−1∑
s=t

rs−tφD
ma (x, s)φC

na (x, t)

 =
exp

√ ϵ

2a

∑
x
ψ†a (x)

∑
m

N−1∑
t=0

rtφC
ma (x, t) +

ϵ

2a

∑
m,n

N−1∑
t=1

N−1∑
s=t

rs−tφD
ma (x, s)φC

na (x, t)

 |Ω⟩p
(93)

using the completeness relation of each θ0 using coherent
states, and standard properties of fermionic coherent states.

Next, we introduce virtual fermionic modes, for the PEPS
construction, c(µ)†

ma (x),d(µ)†
ma (x) with Nc = N, Nd = N − 1. For

each φC
ma (x, t), we define a coherent state

∣∣∣φC
ma (x, t)

〉
of the

mode c(t)†
ma (x); for each φD

ma (x, t), we define a coherent state∣∣∣φC
ma (x, t)

〉
of the mode c(t)†

ma (x). That is, we associate µ with
the imaginary time. We use the completeness relation of all
these states, inserted in the middle of Eq. (92), and this can
give us immediately an explicit form of the state |ψ⟩ as a PEPS,
in the form of Eq. (40). The parameters of the state are

t(µ) =

√
ϵ

2a
rµ (94)

for any dimension and spin representation. In the ”spinless”
d = 2 case we obtain that

z(µ,ν)
1 = z(µ,ν)

2 = z(µ,ν)
3 = z(µ,ν)

4 =

{
0 µ > ν

− ϵ
2a rν−µ µ ≤ ν

(95)

and similarly, in both the d = 3 cases we considered,

z(µ,ν)
1 = z(µ,ν)

2 = z(µ,ν)
3

{
0 µ > ν

− ϵ
2a rν−µ µ ≤ ν

(96)

Finally, considering the wi (x) operators, we can read out by
comparing Eq. (92) and Eq. (38), that in all the cases,

WC(i) (x) = K
(i)

(x) ,

WD(i) (x) = K(i) (x)
(97)

- which is in full accordance with the results we got for the
particular cases in the previous section.

While the constructions presented in this section are not
unique and should not be seen as the most efficient way to
construct the ground states of such Hamiltonians as fermionic

Gaussian PEPS, we have shown the existence of such con-
structions and hence the relevance of such PEPS, when
gauged, for the study of lattice gauge theories with fermionic
matter.

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we saw explicitly why fermionic Gaussian
states in a BCS form (which is always valid) must satisfy rel-
ativistic lattice rotation properties, in both d = 2 and d = 3
space dimensions. We showed that such states can be con-
structed as Gaussian PEPS, in a bottom-up approach, and
then, in a top-down approach, showed that this class of states
includes, as expected, the exact ground states of several dis-
cretizations of the Dirac Hamiltonian.

The results presented here can and will serve as pre-
scriptions, combined with the appropriate gauging mecha-
nism [27], for a variational Monte-Carlo study of ground
states of lattice gauge theories using the sign-problem free
method presented in [22].
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Appendix A: Grassman Calculus for the exact ground state
construction

Here we would like to elaborate on the Grassman Gaussian
calculations carried out in section IV and complete missing
technical details.

First, note that in order to obtain Eq. (92) from the ear-
lier steps, we use conventional Gaussian integration tech-
niques [9] to re-express the same time, different position ex-
ponentials as follows, using the newly introduced fields:



12

N−1∏
t=0

exp

−iϵ
2a

∑
x,i
θa (x + êi, t)

(
KT

i (x)
)

ab
θb (x, t)

 ∝∫
DφCDφC exp

−iϵ
2a

∑
x,i

X(i)
nm

N−1∑
t=0

φC
ma (x + êi, t)

(
KT

i (x)
)

ab
φC

nb (x, t)

 exp

−∑
x

N−1∑
t=0

φC
ma (x, t)φC

ma (x, t) −
∑

m

θa (x, t)φC
ma (x, t)


 .

(A1)
and

N∏
t=1

exp

−iϵ
2a

∑
x,i
θa (x + êi, t)

(
K†i (x)

)
ab
θb (x, t)

 ∝∫
DφDDφD exp

−iϵ
2a

∑
x,i

X(i)
nm

N∑
t=1

φD
ma (x + êi, t)

(
K†i (x)

)
ab
φD

nb (x, t)

 exp

−∑
x

N∑
t=1

φD
ma (x, t)φD

ma (x, t) −
∑

m

θa (x, t)φD
ma (x, t)


(A2)

where we have neglected proportionality constants, since the state we construct is not normalized anyway. In the next step, we
rescale the new fields,

φC,D →

√
ϵ

2a
φC,D, φC,D →

√
2a
ϵ
φC,D, (A3)

which is allowed since at this point they are independent of one another. This brings us to

N−1∏
t=0

exp

−iϵ
2a

∑
x,i
θa (x + êi, t)

(
KT

i (x)
)

ab
θb (x, t)

 ∝∫
DφCDφC exp

−i
∑
x,i

X(i)
nm

N−1∑
t=0

φC
ma (x + êi, t)

(
KT

i (x)
)

ab
φC

nb (x, t)

 exp

−∑
x

N−1∑
t=0

φC
ma (x, t)φC

ma (x, t) −
√

ϵ

2a

∑
m

θa (x, t)φC
ma (x, t)




(A4)
and

N∏
t=1

exp

−iϵ
2a

∑
x,i
θa (x + êi, t)

(
K†i (x)

)
ab
θb (x, t)

 ∝∫
DφDDφD exp

−i
∑
x,i

X(i)
nm

N∑
t=1

φD
ma (x + êi, t)

(
K†i (x)

)
ab
φD

nb (x, t)

 exp

−∑
x

N∑
t=1

φD
ma (x, t)φD

ma (x, t) −
√

ϵ

2a

∑
m

θa (x, t)φD
ma (x, t)

 .
(A5)

These lead us directly to Eq. (92).
Next, we perform the integration over θ variables in t > 0 (last row of Eq. (92). As one can easily note, in this row we only

have coupling of different times, but not different positions, and thus we can neglect the position coordinate in the following.
Furthermore, we can define

Ca (t) =
√

ϵ

2a

∑
m

φC
ma (t) , Da (t) =

√
ϵ

2a

∑
m

φD
ma (t) . (A6)

We can also drop, for simplicity, all the spin indices for this computation, because all the terms involving θ are spin-decoupled
even for Ns > 1. With these simplifications, we can start the integration backward in time: we start by integrating the t = N
variables, which do not appear in all the exponential terms. We have, for each x,∫

dθ (N) dθ (N) exp
(
−θ (N) θ (N) + rθ (N − 1) θ (N) + θ (N) D (N)

)
=

∫
dθ (N)

∫
dθ (N) exp

(
−θ (N)

(
−θ (N) + rθ (N − 1) − D (N)

))
∝

∫
dθ (N) δ

(
θ (N) , rθ (N − 1) − D (N)

)
= 1

(A7)
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For t = N − 1, we obtain∫
dθ (N − 1) dθ (N − 1) exp

(
−θ (N − 1) θ (N − 1) + rθ (N − 2) θ (N − 1) + θ (N − 1) C (N − 1) + θ (N − 1) D (N − 1)

)
=

∫
dθ (N − 1)

∫
dθ (N − 1) exp

(
−θ (N − 1) (θ (N − 1) −C (N − 1))

)
exp

(
θ (N − 1)

(
D (N − 1) − rθ (N − 2)

))
∝ exp

(
C (N − 1)

(
D (N − 1) − rθ (N − 2)

))
.

(A8)

We move on telescopically, until we get, finally, for each x an expression which depends only on θ (0) and its conjugate, as well
as C,D : ∫

dθ (0) dθ (0) |θ0⟩ exp

−θ (0) θ (0) + θ (0)
N−1∑
t=0

rtC (t) +
N−1∑
t=1

N−1∑
s=t

rs−tD (s) C (t)

 , (A9)

and, reintroducing the coordinate, spin and everything we omitted, and identifying |θ0 (x)⟩ as the coherent state of the mode
created by ψ† (x), we finally obtain Eq. (93).
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