
Parent Hamiltonian for Fully-augmented Matrix Product States

Xiangjian Qian1 and Mingpu Qin1, 2, ∗

1Key Laboratory of Artificial Structures and Quantum Control (Ministry of Education),
School of Physics and Astronomy, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China

2Hefei National Laboratory, Hefei 230088, China
(Dated: January 17, 2024)

Fully-augmented Matrix Product States (FAMPS) was proposed recently (Chin. Phys. Lett.
40, 057102 (2023)) as an accurate numerical tool to study two-dimensional quantum many-body
systems. It is constructed by including a disentangler layer upon MPS. The cost of simulating
quantum models with FAMPS is similar as DMRG (with small overhead), but FAMPS can support
area-law entanglement entropy for two-dimensional systems. These properties make FAMPS an
effective and efficient tool. In this work, we demonstrate that for each FAMPS we can construct a
two-dimensional Hamiltonian with the FAMPS being its ground state. We show how to construct
the parent Hamiltonian for given FAMPS. We also perform numerical simulation to show that the
algorithm proposed in Chin. Phys. Lett. 40, 057102 (2023) can find the exact FAMPS for the parent
Hamiltonian. FAMPS and the corresponding parent Hamiltonian provides a useful framework for
the future study of two-dimensional quantum many-body systems.

PACS numbers: 71.27.+a

Introduction – Density Matrix Renormalization Group
(DMRG) [1–5] is one of the most successful numerical
methods to study quantum many-body systems. But
the application of DMRG to two-dimensional (2D) sys-
tems is not as successful [6] as the one-dimensional (1D)
cases because of the limited entanglement encoded in the
underlying wavefunction ansatz: Matrix Product States
(MPS). To overcome this limitation, other ansatzes were
proposed to generalize MPS to 2D, like Projected En-
tangled Pair States (PEPS) [7], Multiscale Entanglement
Renormalization Ansatz (MERA) [8, 9], Projected En-
tangled Simplex States (PESS) [10] and so on [11, 12].
These ansatzes can faithfully encode the entanglement
required for 2D systems [11], but the cost of them are
typically very high, making simulation with large bond
dimensions difficult.

Fully-augmented Matrix Product States (FAMPS) [13]
was proposed by considering the trade-off between the
entanglement encoded in the ansatz and the overall cost.
FAMPS is constructed by augmenting MPS with uni-
tary transformation of physical degrees of freedom, i.e.,
the so called disentanglers [8]. It has been demon-
strated that FAMPS can support area-law entanglement
for 2D systems while maintaining the low cost of DMRG
(O(D3) with D the bond dimension) with a small over-
head (O(d4) with d the dimension of local physical degree
of freedom). Numerical results have shown the improve-
ment of accuracy of FAMPS over MPS [13, 14].

It is known that for both MPS and PEPS, we can con-
struct the parent Hamiltonian whose ground state is ex-
actly the given MPS [15, 16] or PEPS [17]. This frame-
work provides important tool in the study of quantum
many-body systems [11]. It is natural to ask whether
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FIG. 1: The blue lines show a scheme to arrange an 1D lat-
tice (MPS) into a 2D one for the Majumdar-Ghosh model
(state) with open boundary conditions. The disentanglers
in FAMPS are denoted as dashed black rectangles. The solid
rectangles in different colors denote different interaction terms
of HMG

FAMPS in the parent Hamiltonian of FAMPS in Eq. (11).
More discussion can be found in the main text.

we can also construct parent Hamiltonian for FAMPS.
In the rest of the paper, we will give a positive answer to
this question by illustrating the steps to build the parent
Hamiltonian for FAMPS.
Parent Hamiltonian for FAMPS – DMRG is arguably

the workhorse for the study of quasi-one-dimensional
quantum many body systems [1–3]. The underlying
wave-function ansatz of DMRG is MPS [18], which is
defined as

|MPS⟩ =
∑
{σi}

Tr[Aσ1Aσ2Aσ3 · · ·Aσn ]|σ1σ2σ3 · · ·σn⟩ (1)

where A is a rank-3 tensor with one physical index σi

(with dimension d) and two virtual indices (with dimen-
sion D).
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FAMPS is an extension of MPS by including an ex-
tra layer of disentanglers [13], which is connected to the
physical indices of MPS. FAMPS is defined as

|FAMPS⟩ = D(u)|MPS⟩ (2)

where D(u) =
∏

m um denotes the disentangler layer sat-
isfying the unitary condition D(u)D†(u) = D†(u)D(u) =
I . um is the local disentangler which usually involves
only two sites [13]. In practical calculations, we need to
follow some criteria [13] in the construction of FAMPS to
make the cost low. Other than that, there are much free-
dom in the scheme to place disentanglers and the way to
rearrange a one dimensional MPS into a two dimensional
form. This extension makes FAMPS capable of describ-
ing two dimensional systems more accurately than MPS
and extends the power of MPS to wider cylinders. At the
same time, the (O(D3)) low cost of DMRG is maintained
with small overhead (O(d4)) [13].
It is known that for each MPS, we can construct a

local, frustration-free, 1D parent Hamiltonian with the
given MPS being its ground state [15, 16]. In the follow-
ing, we will discuss the construction of parent Hamil-
tonian for FAMPS defined in Eq. (2). Suppose we
have the parent Hamiltonian for the MPS part in the
FAMPS, i.e., HMPS|MPS⟩ = Eg|MPS⟩. We can eas-
ily have D(u)HMPSD

†(u)D(u)|MPS⟩ = EgD(u)|MPS⟩
and HFAMPS|FAMPS⟩ = Eg|FAMPS⟩ with the defini-
tion HFAMPS = D(u)HMPSD

†(u). So it is obvious that
HFAMPS is the parent Hamiltonian of |FAMPS⟩ defined
in Eq. (2). This conclusion is easy to understand because
the disentangler-layer D(u) essentially consist of unitary
transformations. Because the parent Hamiltonian HMPS

is local [15, 16], it is obvious that we can also make the
interaction local when rearranging the MPS into a 2D
form. Disentangler um is usually chosen as local unitary
transformation, so HFAMPS is a local 2D Hamiltonian.

A simple example: the Majumdar-Ghosh state – In
the following, we take the Majumdar-Ghosh (MG) state
[19] as a concrete example to show the explicit form of
HFAMPS. For the spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain with both
nearest (J1) and next nearest (J2) neighboring interac-
tions with the Hamiltonian

H =
∑
i

J1Si · Si+1 + J2Si · Si+2, (3)

it is known that at the Majumdar-Ghosh point (J2/J1 =
0.5), the ground state is the product of singlets of all
nearest neighboring sites. The ground states have two-
fold degeneracy connecting by transnational operation
under periodic boundary conditions. The ground state
can be represented as an MPS shown in Eq. (1) with
bond dimension D = 3. The local matrices are

A↑ =

 0 1 0
0 0 0
1√
2

0 0

 , A↓ =

 0 0 1
−1√
2

0 0

0 0 0

 (4)

We first construct a FAMPS based on the MPS represen-
tation of the MG state. We only discuss system with open

boundary conditions in this work. We can reorganize the
1D MG chain and the corresponding MPS ground state
into a 2D form, as illustrated by the blue lines in Fig. 1.
We then introduce disentanglers, represented by dashed
black rectangles in Fig. 1, to construct a FAMPS. For
simplicity, we only include disentanglers on half the sites
of the system. It is known in [13] that there is no non-
trivial degree of freedom in the two-site disentangler if
we want to maintain the SU(2) symmetry. Therefore, in
this work, we only consider U(1) symmetry in the disen-
tanglers. As a result, the parent Hamiltonian for FAMPS
solely possesses U(1) symmetry. Nevertheless, as shown
in [13], we can block two sites into one to maintain the
SU(2) symmetry in the disentangler and construct par-
ent Hamiltonian with SU(2) symmetry for FAMPS. For
simplicity, we consider the disentanglers with U(1) sym-
metry as

um =


1 0 0 0
0 1√

2
1√
2

0

0 − 1√
2

1√
2

0

0 0 0 1

 (5)

According to the discussion above, the parent Hamil-
tonian for the MG state induced FAMPS can be obtained
as

HMG
FAMPS = D(u)HMG

MPSD
†(u) =

∏
m

umHMG
MPS

∏
m

u†
m (6)

with HMG
MPS the Hamiltonian in Eq. (3) with J2/J1 = 0.5.

Due to the locality of HMG
MPS (containing only two-site

operators) and the unitarity of um (umu†
m = u†

mum = I),
the interaction terms in HMG

FAMPS can be classified into
four types, illustrated by different colored solid rectangles
in Fig. 1.
For Sj · Sk term with sites j and k connected to two

different disentanglers uij and ukl (i, j denote the sites
involved in the disentangler uij) denoted as solid gray
rectangles in Fig. 1, we have term in HMG

FAMPS as

h4
ijkl =

∏
m

umSj · Sk

∏
m

u†
m

=uijuklSj · Sku
†
iju

†
kl

=− 1

4
∆ij∆kl +

1

4
∆ij(S

z
k + Sz

l )

− 1

4
∆kl(S

z
i + Sz

j )−∆ilS
z
j S

z
k

+
1

4
(Sz

i S
z
k + Sz

i S
z
l + Sz

j S
z
k + Sz

j S
z
l )

+
1

2
(∆jlS

z
k −∆ikS

z
j ) +

1

4
∆jk

(7)

where ∆ij = S+
i S−

j + S−
i S+

j and S+, S−, Sz are Pauli

matrices. We can see that h4
ijkl contains interactions in-

volving 4, 3 and 2 sites.
For Si · Sj term with only one site (j, for example)

connected to a disentangler ujk, represented by solid pink
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rectangles in Fig. 1, we have term in HMG
FAMPS as

h3
ijk =

∏
m

umSi · Sj

∏
m

u†
m

=ujkSi · Sju
†
jk

=− 1

2
∆jkS

z
i +

1

2
(Sz

j + Sz
k)S

z
i

+

√
2

4
∆ij +

√
2

2
∆ikS

z
j

(8)

We can see that h3
ijk contains interactions involving 3

and 2 sites.
For Si · Sj term that sites i and j are connected by

a single disentangler uij (solid light blue rectangles in
Fig. 1), we have the term in HMG

FAMPS as

h2
ij =

∏
m

umSi · Sj

∏
m

u†
m

=uijSi · Sju
†
ij

=
1

2
(Sz

i − Sz
j ) + Sz

i S
z
j

(9)

We can see that the original Heisenberg term Si · Sj is
transformed into an Ising-type interaction with the dis-
entangler defined in Eq. (5). It is noteworthy that the
ground state of Si · Sj term is a singlet, representing a
maximally entangled state, while the ground state of h2

ij

is a product state. This transformation provides a vivid
example on the usefulness of disentangler to reduce the
entanglement in a quantum system.

For Si·Sj term not connected to any disentangler (solid
yellow rectangles in Fig. 1), the term in HMG

FAMPS is un-
changed because

h1
ij =

∏
m

umSi · Sj

∏
m

u†
m

=Si · Sj

(10)

To conclude, HMG
FAMPS contains interactions involving 4,

3, and 2 sites and also onsite terms. Formally, HMG
FAMPS

can be written as

HMG
FAMPS =

∑
i

Jih
4
i+

∑
j

Jjh
3
j+

∑
k

Jkh
2
k+

∑
l

Jlh
1
l (11)

where hi denotes interaction term involving i sites with
interaction strength Ji.

We also study the Hamiltonian in Eq. (11) on a 8× 8
square lattice with open boundary conditions, using both
FAMPS and MPS. First we perform a FAMPS calcu-
lation for the Hamiltonian in Eq. (11). The results
are shown in Fig. 2. In the calculation, we first per-
form a FAMPS simulation without disentanglers (basi-
cally a pure MPS calculation). Then we include disentan-
glers (initialized as identity) upon the MPS, and perform
FAMPS simulations by optimizing the MPS and disen-
tanglers iteratively, following the algorithm in [13]. As
discussed above, the bond dimension of the exact MPS
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FIG. 2: Ground state energy versus optimization step in
FAMPS for HMG

FAMPS in Eq. (11) on a 8× 8 lattice with open
boundary conditions. The bond dimension is set as D = 3. A
pure MPS simulation is performed followed by FAMPS simu-
lation with disentanglers. It can be seen that the MPS energy
is far away from the exact value, but by including disentan-
glers, the FAMPS energy converges to the exact value (-0.375)
in three steps. The inset shows the relative error of the ground
state energy as a function of iteration step in FAMPS.

representation of the MG state is D = 3 which means
FAMPS with D = 3 is enough for the exact ground state
of HMG

FAMPS. So we set D = 3 in the FAMPS calcula-
tion. As shown in Fig. 2, the MPS energy with D = 3 is
far away from the exact ground state energy of HMG

FAMPS
(Eg = −0.375). However, after adding disentanglers, we
can find that the energy is converged to the exact value
in 3 steps. In the inset of Fig. 2, we show the relative
error of FAMPS energies versus the optimization step in
FAMPS, from which we can see the convergence of the
energy to the exact value. This result aligns well with
our expectation and validates the algorithm proposed in
Ref [13].

We also perform a pure MPS (DMRG) simulation with
different bond dimensions for the same system. The re-
sults are shown in Fig. 3. We can see that the relative
error of energy in MPS is still at the level of 10−3 even
with bond dimension D = 400, while FAMPS can basi-
cally give the exact energy with D = 3.

Discussion – The parent Hamiltonian for any given
FAMPS can be constructed following the Majumdar-
Ghosh case. First we can construct the parent Hamil-
tonian HMPS for the MPS part in FAMPS, then we can
construct the parent Hamiltonian for FAMPS HFAMPS

by transforming each term in HMPS with the disentan-
glers in FAMPS. The form of the parent Hamiltonian for
FAMPS can be complicated depending on the specific
structure of FAMPS. But HFAMPS is essentially a 2D
Hamiltonian if the disentanglers are local in 2D, mean-
ing all the interaction terms in FAMPS are local in 2D.
It will be interesting to explore the variation in FAMPS
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FIG. 3: Relative error of the ground state energy as a function
of bond-dimension D in pure MPS (DMRG) simulation for
the same system in Fig. 2. It can been seen that the relative
error of energy in MPS is still at the level of 10−3 even with
bond dimension D = 400, while FAMPS can basically give
the exact energy with D = 3 as shown in Fig. 2.

to see whether we can construct HFAMPS in the simplest
form, i.e., with only nearest neighboring interactions in
2D.

Conclusions – In this work, we establish that FAMPS
can serve as the exact ground state for certain two-
dimensional Hamiltonians. Utilizing the Majumdar-
Ghosh state as an illustrative example, we outline
the procedure to construct the parent Hamiltonian for

FAMPS. Through numerical simulations, we show that
the algorithm proposed in Ref [13] can find the exact
FAMPS for its parent Hamiltonian. The existence of 2D
parent Hamiltonian for FAMPS aligns with the conclu-
sion in Ref [13] that FAMPS can support area-law en-
tanglement for 2D systems. The construction of parent
Hamiltonians for FAMPS can stimulate more efficient op-
timization methods for FAMPS in the future. FAMPS
and the corresponding parent Hamiltonians provides a
useful framework for the future study of two dimensional
quantum systems. We can also construct uncle Hamilto-
nian for FAMPS based on the so-called uncle Hamilto-
nian for MPS [20]. It will be interesting to consider the
parent Hamiltonian for FAMPS with fermionic degrees
of freedom in the future.
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[3] U. Schollwöck, Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 259 (2005), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.

259.
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