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In this work, we develop a stochastic matrix product state (stoMPS) approach that combines the MPS tech-
nique and Monte Carlo samplings and can be applied to simulate quantum lattice models down to low temper-
ature. In particular, we exploit a procedure to unbiasedly sample the local tensors in the matrix product states,
which has one physical index of dimension d and two geometric indices of dimension D, and find the results can
be continuously improved by enlarging D. We benchmark the methods on small system sizes and then compare
the results to those obtained with minimally entangled typical thermal states, finding that stoMPS has overall
better performance with finite D. We further exploit the MPS sampling to simulate long spin chains, as well as
the triangular and square lattices with cylinder circumference W up to 4. Our results showcase the accuracy and
effectiveness of stochastic tensor networks in finite-temperature simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Finite-temperature calculations of quantum many-body
system play an indispensable role in the studies of quantum
matter and materials. It bridges the gap between quantum
lattice models and experiments in a wide range of investi-
gations, ranging from studies of highly frustrated quantum
magnets, unconventional superconductivity, to the ultracold
atom quantum simulations. In frustrated quantum magnets,
the finite-temperature approach can help determine the mi-
croscopic spin models from fitting the measured thermody-
namic properties [1–5], including the specific heat, magnetic
susceptibility, and also spin dynamics at finite temperature,
providing insight into the quantum spin states in the com-
pounds [1–3, 6–8]. It can also be exploited to study the ex-
otic low-temperature electron states in the fermion Hubbard
model [9–12], enabling an unbiased and accurate comparison
with optical lattice quantum simulations [13–15].

Tensor networks offer a feasible method for partially over-
coming the exponential wall in quantum many-body simula-
tions. Beyond the ground-state properties, various thermal
tensor-network algorithms were proposed for accurate finite-
T calculations [16–30]. Currently, the finite-T tensor-network
methods can be classified into two major categories, purifica-
tion and typical thermal states. The former exploits tensor-
network representations, e.g., matrix product operator (MPO)
and projected entangled pair operator (PEPO), of the thermal
density matrix, and can be used to simulate both 1D and 2D
systems [16–20, 23, 24, 26–30]. The latter, with a representa-
tive method called minimally entangled typical thermal states
(METTS) [9, 22, 31–34], constructs a Markov chain sam-
plings of matrix product state (MPS) [35, 36] with very short
self-correlation length.

Both approaches have their own pros and cons. The MPO-
based approaches benefits from the high precision and con-
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FIG. 1. In the stoMPS algorithm, we (a) sample the isometric MPS
|ψn⟩ in a given sample space, and (b) calculate the expectation values
of quantity A on the time-evolved MPS e−

β
2 H |ψn⟩.

trollability in 1D and quasi-1D systems with certain widths
W. The local tensor in MPO have two physical indices, dif-
ferent from that of the MPS with a single physical index. At
sufficiently low temperature, the geometric bond dimension of
MPO is also believed to be significantly larger than that in the
ground-state MPS. Therefore, it is a nice idea switching from
MPO to MPS to improve the efficiency in the low-temperature
limit [22, 31]. However, in practical calculations of both 1D
and 2D lattice systems, it has been demonstrated that MPS-
based Monte Carlo sampling, such as that used in METTS, is
still less efficient and less accurate than the MPO-based ap-
proach [25, 28–30]. Therefore, there is still a great need to
develop more efficient stochastic MPS methods to further en-
hance the performance of this hybrid approach that combines
tensor networks and Monte Carlo sampling.

In this work, we introduce a highly efficient stochastic ma-
trix product state (stoMPS) approach inspired by the finite-
temperature Lanczos method (FTLM) [37–39], which is used
for evaluating systems of small sizes. FTLM combines the
Lanczos diagonalization technique with random sampling and
converting the problem of diagonalizing the Hamiltonian in
the full Hilbert space to the Krylov subspace generated from
some random initial states. We device the stoMPS algorithm
as a generalization of FTLM and make detailed comparisons
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between results obtained with several different sample spaces.
We find that sampling in a continuous sample space shows
better performance, even outperforming the METTS method
with Markov-chain sampling. Furthermore, we demonstrate
the high scalability of this approach by applying it on 2D
cylinders with width up to W = 4. The connections of
our stoMPS approach to the thermal pure quantum (TPQ)
states [40–43] are also discussed.

The rest part of the article is arranged as follows. In Sec. II
we introduce the stoMPS algorithm and compare it to FTLM
as well as METTS methods. The applications of stoMPS
approach to 1D spin chains, square, and triangular lattice
Heisenberg models are presented in Sec. III, and Sec. IV is
devoted to the summary.

II. STOCHASTIC MATRIX PRODUCT STATE
ALGORITHM

A. Sampling Algorithm with Matrix Product States

The stoMPS workflow is depicted in Fig. 1, which is a
tensor-network generalization of FTLM to large system size.
In the FTLM method (see Appendix A), a random vector is
uniformly selected from the unit sphere of the many-body
Hilbert space H as the starting point, and a Krylov space is
constructed based on this initial state. The total Hamiltonian
is then projected into this subspace using the Lanczos tech-
nique, and the average value is computed. By repeating this
process, one can obtain the finite-temperature properties of
many-body systems, despite limitations in system size, with
high accuracy [37–39].

To extend this approach to larger systems, we resort to
stochastic MPS states instead of random initial vectors. A cru-
cial question that needs to be addressed for this generalization
is how to perform MPS samplings in a manner that represents
the unit sphere unbiasedly. It is notable that with any given
sample space {|ψ⟩} ⊂ H , we have

A(β) :=
tr[e−βH A]
tr[e−βH]

=
E
[
⟨ψ| e−βH A|ψ⟩

]
E
[
⟨ψ| e−βH |ψ⟩

] , (1)

for an observable A if and only if a proper probability is cho-
sen, such that the expectation satisfies

E
[
|ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|

]
∝ I, (2)

where β is the inverse temperature, and I is the identity in the
Hilbert space.

One way to make |ψ⟩ satisfy condition Eq. (2) is to re-
strict the sample space to the subset of all direct product states
(D = 1 MPS), which simplifies the condition to a local ver-
sion, i.e., E [|si⟩ ⟨si|] ∝ IHi for each site i, where Hi is the
local Hilbert space and IHi is the identity operator. Specifi-
cally, we can let |si⟩ distribute uniformly on {↑, ↓} (dubbed as
Z2 sampling hereafter) or on the unit sphere [dubbed as U(1)
sampling], which is equivalent to the D = 1 case of the ran-
dom isometry sampling introduced below for general D ≥ 1

cases), i.e., |si⟩ = cos θ|↑⟩ + sin θ|↓⟩, where θ ∼ U[0, 2π] for
spin-1/2 systems with local Hilbert space dimension d = 2.

Note the physical meaning of the isometric local tensors
of a canonical MPS can be understood as the sequentially se-
lected renormalization basis. Inspired by this, we can nat-
urally generalize the sampling from Z2 and U(1) to the A
tensor in MPS with finite D. We sample random isometries
and require the final center tensor distribute uniformly on the
unit sphere of local renormalized Hilbert space. We find it
is sufficient to satisfy Eq. (2) if the isometries distributed on
Stiefel manifold St(D,Dd) according to the Haar measure [44]
and are independent amongst different sites. The expectation
E
[
|ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|

]
can be decomposed from site to site, then one can

find the total tensor network represents an identity via recur-
sively using a lemma on random isometry (see Appendix B)
from the left to the right, see Fig. 2(c).

To be practical, the random isometries are generated via
QR decomposition of a D × d × D random tensor where each
element is generated independently according to standard nor-
mal distribution N(0, 1) [45, 46], c.f. Fig. 2(b). Besides the
sampling scheme shown in Fig. 2, there exists an alternative
approach to obtain the initial MPS from random unitary MPO
[see Appendix C and also Ref. [40]].

(b)(a)

(c)

FIG. 2. (a) The construction of stochastic isometric MPS, which sat-
isfies the canonical condition following the order specified by the
arrows. (b) To sample the isometric MPS, we conduct QR decompo-
sition of the random matrix T m

α,β whose elements are independently
generated according to the standard normal distribution N(0, 1). (c)
The expectation of |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ| in MPS representation, which can be re-
duced sequentially into product of identity, and thus satisfy Eq. (2).

B. Benchmark on the Heisenberg Spin Chain

Below we showcase the accuracy and efficiency of the
stoMPS approach with different sampling schemes on a L =
16 Heisenberg chain with XXZ Hamiltonian

H =
∑

i

Jxy(S x
i S x

i+1 + S y
i S y

i+1) + JzS z
i S

z
i+1.

The calculated energy and heat capacity with corresponding
stand errors are shown in Fig. 3. At low temperatures, the Z2
sampling performs poorly, as the overlap between the initial
state and the ground state vanishes when ⟨S z

tot⟩ , 0 initial state
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FIG. 3. The energy and specific heat results of the L = 16 Heisen-
berg chain. (a) shows the the energy results, where various sampling
schemes generate results in excellent agreement with ED. The inset
shows the statistical errors, which are very small and continuously
improved as the initial bond dimension D increases, approaching the
results of FTLM with equivalently full rank D. (b) shows the spe-
cific heat results, where the inset shows that the standard errors also
decrease with D.

is selected randomly. However, as D increases we find the
mean value approaches the ED results, with stand errors of en-
ergy expectation σ[E] and heat capacity σ[C] also decrease,
as shown in the insets of Fig. 3. We also find the standard
errors in stoMPS with large D converge to that obtained by
FTLM. The latter samples vectors in the Hilbert space instead
of in the MPS space, and is thus equivalently a full-ranked
MPS that can represent the Hilbert space globally.

To further analyze the sampling efficiency, we now move
from sample space to energy space and estimate the un-
weighted and weighted probability density from Monto Carlo
samplings

P(ϵ) ≃
1
Ns

∑
n

K(ϵ − ϵn;σ) (3)

and

PW (ϵ) ≃
∑

n ⟨ψn|e−βH |ψn⟩K(ϵ − ϵn;σ)∑
n ⟨ψn|e−βH |ψn⟩

, (4)
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FIG. 4. The probability distribution P(ϵ) and weighted PW (ϵ) at high
β = 0.60 (left, a-d) and low temperature β = 19.11 (right, e-h) ob-
tained with different sample spaces: Z2, D = 1 [U(1)], D = 100 and
full sample space. In the calculations, we evolved the states |Ψ⟩ in-
cluding finite-D MPS and vector.

where Ns is the sample size, ϵn is the energy expectation value
of the time-evolved sample e−βH/2|ψn⟩ and K(ϵ;σ) is a gaus-
sian kernel. The weighted distribution density can be related
with the energy expectation through (see Appendix D)

E =
∫

ϵPW (ϵ)dϵ.

In practice, we take σ = 2.5 × 10−3 and show the results with
different sampling strategies in Fig. 4.

In Fig. 4(a-d), we present the results at relatively high tem-
perature, where the probability distribution PW (ϵ) becomes
sharper and approaches the exact results as the bond dimen-
sion D of the sampled MPS increases, indicating that the sam-
pling efficiency is enhanced. Specifically, we find that by in-
creasing the sampling space, the distribution PW (ϵ) becomes
more concentrated, as shown in Figs. 4(a-d). At low tem-
perature, i.e., Fig. 4(e-h), the discrete Z2 sampling scheme is
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FIG. 5. The results of energy and specific heat of the L = 50 XY
chain. (a) The energy results are well converged by retaining χ = 100
bond states and with Ns = 10, 000 samples. Increasing bond dimen-
sion D of the initial MPS can continuously improve the accuracy,
as shown in the upper right inset of (a). The METTS results with
χ = 100 and Ns = 10, 000 are shown as a comparison. Left bot-
tom inset illustrates the TEBD technique employed in the calcula-
tions. (b) The stoMPS results of specific heat show high accuracy
when compared to the analytical solution, which are better than the
METTS results shown in the inset. Reliable error bars for METTS
results of specific heat is not available due to tricky issues in numer-
ical differentiation.

far less efficient compared to the continuous U(1) sampling
scheme (D = 1). This can be ascribed to the large number
of low-weight samples in the Z2-sampling strategy. When the
total spin ⟨S z

tot⟩ of the initial state is nonzero, the overlap be-
tween the initial state and the ground state vanishes. As shown
in Fig. 4(e), only about 33% of the samples have weights
Wn > 10−4. As shown in Figs. 4(f-h), when we increase the
initial bond dimension D and thus more random parameters,
the sample distribution becomes more concentrated, with the
sample weight also increased.

III. APPLICATIONS ON LARGE-SCALE QUANTUM
LATTICE MODELS

With the unbiased sampling schemes constructed, in the
construction of Krylov subspace we need to carry out imag-
inary time evolution on the sampled initial MPS |ψn⟩, i.e.,
|βn⟩ = e−βH/2|ψn⟩. We randomly generate certain MPS with
a bond dimension of D and conduct imaginary-time evolution
to obtain |βn⟩, with which the thermodynamic observables can
be computed (c.f., Fig. 1). In the course of imaginary-time
evolution, bond dimension of the MPS will increase and a
truncation of geometric bond is thus required. Here we em-
ploy the time-evolving block decimation (TEBD) technique
[47, 48] for MPS and retain maximally χ bond states in the
calculations. Below, we present results of stoMPS applied to
long 1D spin chains, as well as 2D square- and triangular-
lattice Heisenberg models on cylinders of finite widths.

A. 1D XY spin chain

Now we consider a more realistic but still exactly soluable
problem, a L = 50 XY chain, and showcase the powerfulness
of stoMPS by calculating this model. To be specific, for the
1D Heisenberg chain H =

∑
i hi,i+1, we exploit the TEBD tech-

nique to conduct the imaginary-time evolution on the MPS,
which follows

e−βH = (e−τH)N = (e−τHeven e−τHodd )N + O(τ), (5)

where Nτ = β, Heven =
∑

i h2i,2i+1 and Hodd =
∑

i h2i−1,2i.
The stoMPS calculations are conducted with different bond
dimensions D, all shared the same time evolution step length
τ = 0.05, and with a maximal bond dimension χ = 100. The
results are averaged over Ns = 10, 000 samples to obtain well
converged results.

In Fig. 5(a), we show the results of energy density and its
relative errors with various initial D. The squares mark the an-
alytical results of XY chain, and we find the stoMPS results,
as well as METTS data, are in excellent agreement with the
exact results. To see their relative errors, we show in the inset
of Fig. 5(a) ∆E/|E|, and find the accuracy gets continuously
improved as D increases. At high to intermediate tempera-
tures, e.g.,β ≲ 5, stoMPS with even small D clearly outper-
form METTS; at sufficiently low temperature, e.g., β = 10,
the D = 20 (χ = 100) stoMPS data have very similar accuracy
as compared to the METTS results. With the same truncated
bond dimension χ = 100 and sample number Ns = 10, 000,
in practice the METTS consumes 5 times CPU hours as com-
pared to our stoMPS method, making latter superior perfor-
mance in versatility, accuracy, and efficiency.

In Fig. 5(b), we present the specific heat results obtained
using various methods. The black line represents the ana-
lytical solution, while the specific heat results computed by
stoMPS were obtained through numerical differentiation. As
shown in the figure, the results obtained by different methods
are consistent with the analytical solution within the margin of
error. The inset of Fig. 5(b) confirms that stoMPS has a clear
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advantage in computing the specific heat. stoMPS generates
smoother data at different temperature points as it computes
specific heat based on the same set of time-evolved MPSs,
while METTS has to resample the procedure for each temper-
ature point.

B. Square and triangular-lattice spin models

Beyond 1D system, we employ stoMPS method to simu-
late 2D Heisenberg antiferromagnetic lattice model wrapped
on cylinder geometries. A conventional way to conduct such
mapping is to follow the way routinely used in 2D density ma-
trix renormalization group method. Here we showcase that the
stoMPS can also be used to simulate the cylinders by “com-
pressing” them into a 1D chain, as illustrated in the insets
of Figs. 6(a,b). The corresponding MPS has a physical in-
dex with enlarged Hilbert space of dimension dW , and the
Hamiltonian only contains interactions between these nearest-
neighboring composite sites. Thus, we can exploit TEBD
techniques to simulate such systems similarly as in 1D chains,
and compute the thermodynamics with high precision.

In Fig. 6(a), we present the results of the specific heat com-
puted on a square lattice of size 4 × 8 (cylinder width W = 4
and length L = 8), where the results are in good agreement
with the recent tangent-space tensor renormalization group
(tanTRG) approach, which is a state-of-the-art MPO-based
method [30] for many-body systems. The specific heat curve
displays a bell-like shape, with a maximum located at approx-
imately T/J ≈ 0.6, where J = 1 is the spin exchange.

In addition to the unfrustrated spin model, stoMPS can also
be used to investigate frustrated quantum antiferromagnets. In
Fig. 6(b), we present the specific heat results computed on a
3 × 6 cylinder. Previous numerical studies of triangular lat-
tice Heisenberg antiferromagnets have revealed the presence
of two specific heat peaks at Th/J ∼ 0.5 and Tl/J ∼ 0.2, re-
spectively [1, 28], as also observed in experiments [49, 50].
It has been proposed that in the intermediate regime between
the low-temperature scale Tl and the higher one Th, roton-
like excitations are activated with a strong chiral component
and a significant contribution to the thermal entropy [51, 52].
These gapped roton excitations [53, 54], which bear a striking
resemblance to the renowned roton thermodynamics in liq-
uid helium, suppress the incipient 120◦ order that emerges for
temperatures below Tl.

Here in Fig. 6(b), even on a width-3 cylinder such a double-
peak specific heat curve can be clearly identified, and the re-
sults are well converged by retaining only D = 10, 20 bond
states in the initialization and χ = 150 states during the
imaginary-time evolution by TEBD. Our simulations on the
square and triangular lattices show that the stoMPS method
constitutes a practical approach for finite-temperature calcu-
lations of quantum lattice models, providing a valuable tool
for studying frustrated quantum magnetism.
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0.3
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0.2 0.4 0.6 1 1.8
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FIG. 6. (a) Specific heat results of Heisenberg model on 4× 8 square
lattice defined on cylinder geometry, and the stoMPS results with
different D are compared to that of tanTRG. (b) Results obtained on
the 3 × 6 triangular lattice, which exhibits double-peak structure in
sharp contrast to that of the square-lattice Heisenberg model in (a).

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We construct an efficient algorithm for finite-temperature
calculations by combining tensor networks and Monte Carlo
sampling. From sampled MPS tensor A with bond dimension
D, we perform imaginary time evolution and then obtain very
accurate results over sample average. We apply this method
to spin chain and 2D spin systems including the Heisenberg
model on the 4 × 8 square and 3 × 6 triangular lattices, and
find the results are very accurate, where the sampling effi-
ciency and accuracy can be improved by increasing the value
of initial bond dimension D. Notably, we obtained two peaks
of specific heat for the triangular lattice antiferromagnet. The
algorithm has a number of advantages over the MPO-based
algorithm, including good parallelism and high efficiency for
low-temperature simulations, and has an overall superior per-
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formance than the existing MPS-based Monte Carlo method
METTS.

Although stoMPS exhibits promising performance, there
are still several points that require further improvements. For
instance, stoMPS is not an importance sampling technique
and may require enhancements to improve its sampling effi-
ciency. Additionally, for sufficiently wide 2D lattice systems,
the projected entangled-pair state (PEPS) method may outper-
form the MPS method. Our work provides a foundation for
generalizing stochastic tensor networks from MPS to PEPS
and may lead to even more accurate and efficient simulation
methods for 2D quantum lattice models at finite temperature.
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Appendix A: Finite-temperature Lanczos method

We briefly review the finite-temperature lanczos method
(FTLM). Given a temperature β = 1/T , the measurement of
an operator A reads

⟨A⟩ =
1
Z

Tr[Ae−βH] =
1
Z

∑
n

⟨n|Ae−βH |n⟩, (A1)

where {|n⟩} represent an orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space
and Z = Tr[e−βH] is the partition function. Since the dimen-
sion of the Hilbert space increases exponentially as the system
size increases, fully tracing becomes numerically impossible.
On the other hand, with a given sample space, we have

⟨A⟩ = ⟨A⟩ :=
E
[
⟨ψ|Ae−βH |ψ⟩

]
E
[
⟨ψ|e−βH |ψ⟩

] , (A2)

if and only if

E
[
|ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|

]
∝ IN , (A3)

with IN the identity operator in the N-dimension Hilbert space.
Thus the measurement of A can be obtained form a Monte
Carlo sampling process

⟨A⟩ ≃
∑Ns

n ⟨ψn|e−βH A|ψn⟩∑Ns
n ⟨ψn|e−βH |ψn⟩

, (A4)

where Ns is the sample size. In FTLM, the samples distribute
uniformly on the unit sphere of the Hilbert space.

It remains to conduct the imaginary-time evolution of a

given state using the Lanczos method, i.e.,

e−βH =

∞∑
k

−βk

k!
Hk

≃

∞∑
k

K∑
r

−βk

k!
ϵk

r |ψ
r
n⟩⟨ψ

r
n|

=

K∑
r

e−βϵr |ψr
n⟩⟨ψ

r
n|,

(A5)

where K represents the dimension of the Krylov subspace
generated by {|ψn⟩,H|ψn⟩, ...,HK−1|ψn⟩} and |ψr

n⟩ is the r-th
eigenvector of H with energy ϵr in the Krylov subspace.

The FTLM is a powerful tool that enables many-body cal-
culations of the calculations of the finite-temperature and dy-
namic properties on finite-size systems. However, the vector
representation of many-body state has a limitation as the com-
putational cost grows exponentially with the system size. To
extend the calculations to larger system sizes, a more efficient
representation format such as the matrix product state (MPS)
is required and developed in the present work.

Appendix B: Lemma on random isometry

If A ∈ St(m ≤ n, n) is a random isometry according to the
Haar measure, then

E
[
A†A
]
∝ In×n. (B1)

Proof: Let O ∈ O(n) be any orthogonal matrix, then

O†E
[
A†A
]

O = E
[
O†A†AO

]
= E
[
A†A
]

(B2)

since the Haar measure is invariant under the action of O(n).
The only matrix which permutes with the total O(n) is the
identity up to a coefficient, thus we have E

[
A†A
]
∝ In×n.

Appendix C: Unitary MPO strategy

In this section, we will introduce an alternative method to
obtain a random MPS satisfying Eq. (2). Note that the sample
spaces of either Z2 or U(1) scheme introduced in the main text
can be generated by a group of unitary operators acting on a
trivial ferromagnetic (FM) state. Specifically, the Z2 sampling
corresponds to spin flipping (ZL

2 ), while the U(1) sampling
corresponds spin rotation

∏L
1 U(1). Based on this observation,

we can construct a more general sample space by generaliz-
ing the unitary operation from local spin flip or rotation to a
composite operation represented by a unitary matrix product
operator (MPO) of finite bond dimension D > 1, which ap-
plies to the FM state and generate a stochastic initial MPS
[see Fig. 7(a)].

Here, we demonstrate that the random MPS |ψ⟩ we obtain
satisfies condition (2). To obtain the random isometric tensor,
we proceed as follows. First, we generate a random Dd × Dd



7
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FIG. 7. (a) Generating a random MPS from unitary MPO. (b) The
canonical condition of random unitary MPO. (c) To sample the uni-
tary matrix, we conduct a QR decomposition of the random matrix
Ti, j where each element is generated according to the standard nor-
mal distribution N(0, 1). (d) The isometric tensor can be obtained
form the unitary matrix with |↑⟩ := (1, 0, ..., 0)T. (e) Tensor-network
illustration of Eq. (C1).

unitary matrix according to the Haar measure, as shown in
Fig. 7(c,d). Then, we select the first D rows of this matrix
to construct an D × Dd isometric matrix. Additionally, we
introduce two D-dimensional auxiliary states |↑⟩ and |↑⟩ at the
boundaries to eliminate redundancy.

Note that a local spin-flip action on site i (or bound-
ary state) can be absorbed into the Ui without chang-
ing the probability, i.e, P(U |↑, ↑, ..., ↑⟩ ⟨↑, ↑, ..., ↑|U†) =

P(U |↑, ↓, ..., ↑⟩ ⟨↑, ↓, ..., ↑|U†). As shown in Fig. 7(e), we have

E
[
U |↑, ↑, ..., ↑⟩ ⟨↑, ↑, ..., ↑|U†

]
=

1
D2dL

∑
s0,s1,...,sL+1

E
[
U |S 0, S 1, ..., S L+1⟩ ⟨S 0, S 1, ..., S L+1|U†

]
=

1
D2dLE

[
UU†
]
.

(C1)

Note that Ui is a unitary matrix, and we have UiU
†

i = I [see

Fig. 7(b)]. Recursively using the canonical condition, we ar-
rive at E

[
U |↑, ↑, ..., ↑⟩ ⟨↑, ↑, ..., ↑|U†

]
= 1

DdL I.

Appendix D: Probability density in energy space

Notice that the energy functional

E[ψ] :=
⟨ψ|e−βH H|ψ⟩
⟨ψ|e−βH |ψ⟩

(D1)

can be regarded as a random variable, which makes the energy
space R a probability space with probability density

P(ϵ) := lim
dϵ→0

P(E ∈ [ϵ, ϵ + dϵ])
dϵ

. (D2)

where P denotes the probability measure in sample space.
P(ϵ) represents the energy distribution of the samples and thus
can be used to characterize the energy typicality, i.e. if the ob-
sevrved energy of sample states always has a high probability
to be close to the average energy or not.

Note the average energy is not the expectation value cor-
responding to P(ϵ), instead, a Boltzmann weight W[ψ] :=
⟨ψ|e−βH |ψ⟩ is needed, i.e.

E(β) =
1

Z(β)

∫
E[ψ]W[ψ]dP

=
1

Z(β)

∫
dϵ
∫

ϵW[ψ]
dP
dϵ

:=
∫

ϵPW (ϵ)dϵ.

(D3)

Thus the weighted effective probability density reads

PW (ϵ) =
1

Z(β)
lim

dϵ→0

∫
S dϵ
ϵ

W[ψ]
dP
dϵ
, (D4)

where S dϵ
ϵ = {|ψ⟩|E[ψ] ∈ [ϵ, ϵ + dϵ]} denotes the [ϵ, ϵ + dϵ]

energy shell in sample space.
Both Eq. (D2) and Eq. (D4) can be estimated via standard

kernel density estimation methods, resulting in Eq. (3) and
Eq. (4) in the main text, respectively.
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