
ar
X

iv
:2

40
2.

07
97

5v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
2 

Fe
b 

20
24

Computational complexity of isometric tensor network states

Daniel Malz
Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Copenhagen,

Universitetsparken 5, 2100 Copenhagen, Denmark

Rahul Trivedi
Electrical and Computer Engineering, University of Washington, Seattle, Washington 98195, USA

We determine the computational power of isometric tensor network states (isoTNS), a variational
ansatz originally developed to numerically find and compute properties of gapped ground states and
topological states in two dimensions. By mapping 2D isoTNS to 1+1D unitary quantum circuits,
we find that computing local expectation values in isoTNS is BQP-complete. We then introduce
injective isoTNS, which are those isoTNS that are the unique ground states of frustration-free
Hamiltonians, and which are characterized by an injectivity parameter δ ∈ (0, 1/D], where D is the
bond dimension of the isoTNS. We show that injectivity necessarily adds depolarizing noise to the
circuit at a rate η = δ2D2. We show that weakly injective isoTNS (small δ) are still BQP-complete,
but that there exists an efficient classical algorithm to compute local expectation values in strongly
injective isoTNS (η ≥ 0.41). Sampling from isoTNS corresponds to monitored quantum dynamics
and we exhibit a family of isoTNS that undergo a phase transition from a hard regime to an easy
phase where the monitored circuit can be sampled efficiently. Our results can be used to design
provable algorithms to contract isoTNS. Our mapping between ground states of certain frustration-
free Hamiltonians to open circuit dynamics in one dimension fewer may be of independent interest.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the central goals in condensed matter theory
and many-body physics is to describe and analyze ground
states of local Hamiltonians. Since the dimension of the
Hilbert space of a lattice system grows exponentially with
the number of sites, computing properties of even mod-
estly sized systems requires approximations. One particu-
lar successful strategy has been to variationally search for
ground states in restricted families of states. For exam-
ple, the celebrated density matrix renormalization group
method [1] for one dimensional systems is effectively a
variational method over the class of matrix product states
(MPS) [2, 3]. MPS are so successful, because they effi-
ciently capture ground states of gapped Hamiltonians [4],
and simultaneously are easy to use on classical comput-
ers (in terms of computational complexity) [5]. In recent
years, it has also become increasingly relevant that MPS
can also efficiently be prepared on quantum computers
using a linear depth circuit [6], or approximately even in
logarithmic depth [7].
In two and higher dimensions, the MPS ansatz

has been extended to projected entangled pair states
(PEPS) [8–10], which are also highly expressive [11] and
have been used successfully to gain insight into long-
standing problems in condensed-matter physics [12–19].
However, the usefulness of PEPS for numerical calcula-
tions limited by the fact that contracting them in general
is computationally hard (#P-complete [20]), and thus
even using a quantum computer, they are hard to pre-
pare [20] or contract [21].
While approximate contraction strategies for PEPS

have brought considerable success [12–19], another strat-
egy is to define subsets of PEPS that admit efficient al-
gorithms to optimize them. An early example of such

a simplification were sequentially generated states [22].
Leveraging MPS techniques, these states allow for effi-
cient computation of expectation values everywhere, but
unlike PEPS, increasing bond dimension seems to im-
prove their expressibility only modestly [22]. More re-
cently, isometric tensor network states (isoTNS) have
been introduced [23], which generalize MPS in a less re-
strictive way. For instance, they provably capture ex-
actly the renormalization-group fixed point of all string-
net liquids [24], a constant-depth quantum circuits [24],
some thermal states [25] and certain fine-tuned critical
states [26] and to some degree also quantum dynam-
ics [27, 28].
IsoTNS may inhabit a sweet spot, being computation-

ally strictly easier than PEPS, yet with some evidence
towards their success. To understand better what cer-
tain ansätze can and cannot capture, it is important
to understand the classical and computational complex-
ity associated to using them. This has motivated work
to characterize the (quantum and classical) computa-
tional complexity of PEPS [20] and injective PEPS [29].
Here, we therefore explore the computational complexity
of isoTNS. Our results hold equally well for plaquette-
PEPS [30].

II. SUMMARY OF RESULTS

We build on the result that isoTNS can be written in
terms of a linear-depth sequential quantum circuit and
thus can be regarded as being generated from a chain of
ancillas that sequentially interact with the physical sites
of the lattice [30]. The time evolution of the ancillas
after tracing the physical sites maps the 2D isoTNS to
a 1+1D circuit of quantum channels, which needs to be
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TABLE I. Summary of results of this paper. We determine the classical complexity of computing local expectation values
to constant additive error, producing samples according to the probability distribution obtained by measuring the state to
constant additive error, and producing samples to multiplicative error. For a specific familiy of injective isoTNS we can show
that sampling undergoes some sort of “measurement-induced phase transition” to an easy phase, but we do not know if what
happens for general strongly injective isoTNS, hence the question mark.

Weakly/Non injective isoTNS Strongly injective isoTNS

expectation to O(1) additive error Hard unless BQP=BPP Easy
sampling to O(1) additive error Hard unless BQP=BPP ?
sampling to O(1) multiplicative error Hard unless postBQP = postBPP Hard unless postBQP = postBPP

simulated to compute a local expectation value on a site
corresponding to some later time, which provides a way
to efficiently compute computing expectation values in
isoTNS using a quantum computer. Our first result is
then to construct isoTNS where computing local expec-
tation values is BQP-complete [31], which means that a
machine or algorithm that can compute local expectation
values in isoTNS is as powerful as a quantum computer.

Mirroring injective PEPS, which are those states that
are unique ground states of frustration-free parent Hamil-
tonians) [32], we introduce injective isoTNS. They are
characterized by an injectivity parameter δ ∈ (0, 1/D]
which is defined as the size of the smallest singular value
of the PEPS tensor. We show that injectivity necessarily
adds depolarizing noise at a rate η = δ2D2 to the 1+1D
circuit of the ancillas, where D is the bond dimension
of the isoTNS. Our second result is then that local ex-
pectation values in weakly injective isoTNS is still BQP-
complete, which we show by embedding a fault-tolerant
circuit that is robust to small amounts of noise. Con-
versely, we provide an explicit algorithm to compute lo-
cal expectation values that runs in poly(1/ǫ) time (inde-
pendent of system size) for strongly injective isoTNS for
which η ≥ 0.41.

Sampling from states to additive error is at least as
hard as computing local observables, so the hardness of
local expectation values extends to sampling. We show
that sampling from isoTNS maps to monitored quantum
circuits, which are known to undergo a complexity tran-
sition under strong monitoring [33]. We construct a class
of isoTNS that as a function of the injectivity parame-
ter also undergoes such a complexity transition, which
provides an intriguing link between 2D states and 1D
dynamics. We also consider sampling to multiplicative
precision, which we find is hard even in the maximally
injective case.
We summarise our results in Table I.

III. RELATED PRIOR WORK

Schuch et al. [20] have used a duality between PEPS
and postselected quantum circuits to show that a ma-
chine capable of preparing any PEPS is equivalent to a
postselected quantum computer. In contrast, by virtue
of the isometry condition, isoTNS are dual to quantum

circuits, which naturally lead to the result that a machine
that can prepare isoTNS is equivalent to a quantum com-
puter.
Anshu et al. [29] use a similar (to the present work)

fault-tolerant embedding of quantum circuits in injective
PEPS to show that injective PEPS are BQP-hard. They
also show that determining expectation values of non-
local observables to multiplicative precision is #P-hard.
In injective isoTNS, we find that local expectation values
are BQP-complete and thus hard on classical computers.
Note that while it is clear that isoTNS can be prepared
on a quantum computer, this is not clear for injective
PEPS as considered in Ref. [29]. It may well be the case
that their complexity is greater than BQP.
Many results exist on the difficulty of sampling [34],

even from shallow-depth circuits [35]. To show that sam-
pling from isoTNS to multiplicative error is hard indepen-
dent of the injectivity parameter, we establish a link be-
tween maximally injective isoTNS and IQP circuits (cir-
cuits of commuting gates), which are known to be hard
to sample from unless postBQP=postBPP [36].
Our results establishing that computing local expecta-

tion values in sufficiently injective isoTNS is easy draw
on early results showing that noisy quantum computers
undergo a complexity transition [37, 38], which uses a
similar percolation result to the present paper. Similarly,
after mapping sampling in isoTNS to monitored quan-
tum circuits, we can draw on the large body of literature
that establishes conditions under which such monitored
circuits become easy to simulate [33, 39, 40].
Another result that establishes conditions under which

there is an efficient classical algorithm to compute lo-
cal expectation values in injective PEPS is obtained in
Ref. [41]. There, it was shown that local observables in a
normalized injective PEPS on d−dimensions can be com-
puted to a precision ǫ by just restricting the PEPS to a
log(ǫ−1) length cube around the local observable. In 2D,
this would also yield a poly(ǫ−1) algorithm for comput-
ing the local observable. The key distinction between this
and our result is that the result in Ref. [41] does not rely
on isometry, but instead they require that the frustration-
free parent Hamiltonian of the PEPS is gapped and re-
mains uniformly gapped when removing terms, which is
an unrelated and potentially stronger condition.
IsoTNS can also be viewed as being prepared from a

chain of ancillas interacting sequentially with arrays of



3

qubits [30], similar to how MPS can be prepared from
a single emitter [6]. This links efforts to find efficient
classical numerical approaches based on tensor networks
to efforts to utilize qubit-efficient “holographic” ways of
simulating quantum systems [42–47]. Our work directly
applies to states generated in such schemes and may thus
also be useful to understand the power and limitation of
such approaches.

IV. ISOTNS, QUANTUM CIRCUITS, AND
CHANNEL CIRCUITS

Most of our results are based on interpreting isoTNS
contraction as physical evolution of the virtual degrees of
freedom, which builds on representing them as sequential
circuits [30], which we recall in the following.

A. Matrix product states (MPS)

Recall that MPS of bond dimension D and physical
dimension d can be thought of as being generated se-
quentially by a D-dimensional ancilla HA ≃ C

D [6] in-
teracting sequentially with a sequence of d-dimensional
qudits HB ≃ C

d (each initially in |0〉). In one step of
a protocol, a new qudit is attached to the chain and a
unitary is performed on the joint qudit-ancilla system
HA ⊗ HB. The whole operation can expressed as an
isometry V : HA → HA ⊗HB. If {|i〉}, i ∈ {0, . . . , d− 1}
and {|α〉}, α ∈ {0, . . . , D − 1} are respectively bases for
qudit and ancilla, we can write

V =

d−1
∑

i=0

D−1
∑

α,β=0

V i
αβ |i〉P |α〉V 〈β|. (1)

Here and in the rest of the article, we use Latin super-
script letters for physical indices/legs, Greek subscript
letters for the virtual (ancilla) indices/legs and a sub-
script P (V) to label states in the physical (virtual)
Hilbert space. The isometry condition implies that con-
tracting the outgoing legs with the corresponding legs on
the conjugate tensor yields the identity on the remaining
legs, viz.

d−1
∑

i=0

V i†V i = = = 1, (2)

where we also introduced graphical notation in which ten-
sors are represented by boxes and their indices/legs by
lines. Here and in the following, we draw the physical
legs in black and the ancilla/virtual legs in red, and we
graphically depict the space the isometry acts on (the
input) by legs with ingoing arrows, and the target space
(the output) by outgoing arrows. Applying N isometries,
and requiring that final state be a product state of an-
cilla and physical qudits, the reduced state of the qudits

is an MPS in canonical form. Conversely, any MPS can
be written in this way [6].
For later convenience, we allow the ancilla dimension

to vary across the system (as a function of time). In
particular, we truncate the ancilla dimension such that
the reduced state of the ancilla is always full rank, which
means that before the first step and after the last step,
the ancilla dimension is 1. This allows us to write the
MPS as

|ψMPS〉 =
d−1
∑

i1...iN=0

V in
[n] · · ·V

i1
[1] |iN . . . i1〉

=
i1 i2 iN

.

(3)

Notice that the first isometry (leftmost) is in fact just a
state (the input dimension is 1) and the last isometry is
a unitary (input and output dimension agree).
During the generation process, the reduced state of the

ancilla evolves under the action of the channels obtained
by tracing over the chain qudits. In the nth step, the
channel reads

Φn : ρ 7→ trP(V[n]ρV
†
[n]) =

d−1
∑

i=0

V i
[n]ρV

i†
[n]. (4)

This allows us to calculate the expectation value of an
observable O on the nth site as

〈ψMPS|On|ψMPS〉 = tr(V[n]ρn−1V
†
[n]O). (5)

Equivalently, we could say that the transfer matrix of the
MPS is a CPTP map.

B. Isometric tensor network states

The isometry property can be generalized to define iso-
metric tensor network states two dimensions [23]. We
can think of an Nx × Ny-dimensional isoTNS as being
produced by Nx + Ny ancillas. The ancillas fly through
each other in the following way: Ny are arranged as a
vertical stack and fly left to right, and Nx are arranged
as a horizontal stack and fly bottom to top. Whenever
their worldlines cross, we apply an isometry that acts
on the two ancillas and generates a physical qudit. For
(Nx, Ny) = (4, 2), the process and state can be illustrated
as

|ψ〉 =
←
∏

m,n

V[mn] = . (6)

Here we have used the symbol
←−∏

to denote that the
isometries need to be applied in the order of the arrows,
i.e., isometries earlier in the worldline are applied first
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and appear further right in the product. Note that in
our convention the arrows point in the direction of time
and opposite to those in Ref. [23].
As for MPS, expectation values can be computed by

following the time evolution of the ancillas until the re-
quired row and column as in Eq. (4). The reduced state
of the ancillas ρV after tracing the physical degree of free-
dom evolves under the channels [cf. Eq. (4)]

Φmn : ρV 7→ trP(V[mn]ρVV
†
[mn]) =

d−1
∑

i=0

V i
[mn]ρVV

i†
[mn]

=
V

ρV

V †

,

(7)

where in the illustration we have suppressed indices and
the rest of the legs of ρ for clarity. Here, V[mn] acts

on the reduced state of two incoming ancillas (the nth

ancilla from the vertical stack and the mth ancilla from
the horizontal stack). To evaluate the expectation value
of an observable O at site (m,n) we need to first apply
all “earlier” channels

〈ψ|Omn|ψ〉 = trP









Vmn









←
∏

k,l≤m,n,
(k,l) 6=(m,n)

Φkl(|~0〉〈~0|)









V †mnO









.

(8)
Note that this is merely a reinterpretation of tensor net-
work contraction, but where the fact that we have isome-
tries allows us to interpret the contraction as CPTP chan-
nels acting on the virtual degrees of freedom.
The definition of isoTNS can straightforwardly be ex-

tended to arbitrary directed acyclic graphs and with
mixed bond dimensions, but for the rest of this work we
focus on the physically relevant two-dimensional states.

C. Projected-entangled pair states and injectivity

Projected-entangled pair states (PEPS) is an alterna-
tive way to think about tensor network states.

Definition 1 (PEPS) Given a graph G = (W,E) with
vertices W and edges E, we associate to each edge e ∈ E
an (unnormalized) entangled pair state |φe〉 =

∑De

i |ii〉,
where De is called bond dimension. This maximally en-
tangled pair is distributed to the two vertices connected
by the edge. As a result, we obtain the state |Φ〉 =
⊗

e |φe〉, which is defined on a lattice given by the vertices,
where each vertex v has the local Hilbert space dimension
dimHv =

∏

e∈Ev
De. A PEPS is obtained by applying

a linear map to each vertex that maps (“projects”) the
halves of the entangled pairs at that vertex to a physi-
cal space P : C∏

e
De
→ Cdv

, where dv is the physical
dimension at vertex v.

An isoTNS written as in Eq. (6) is a PEPS with projec-
tors

P = P k
αβγδ = V k

αβ,γδ = V , (9)

Thus, P and V are same tensor, but V is thought of as
a map from D2 to d ∗D2, whereas P is a map from D4

to d.
The most studied condition that can be imposed on

PEPS is injectivity. Injective PEPS are the unique
ground states of local frustration-free Hamiltonians [32].
They have the property that every tensor has an inverse
acting on the physical index. Thus, we require that
d ≥ D4 and that every PEPS projector P[ij] has an in-

verse P−1[ij] such that

d
∑

i=1

(

P−1[ij]

)i

αβγη
(P[ij])

i
α′β′γ′η′ = δαα′δββ′δγγ′δηη′ . (10)

Graphically, this condition reads

PP -1 = . (11)

To avoid pathological situations in which tensors are ar-
bitrarily close to non-injective ones, we will demand that
all singular values of P are greater or equal to some δ > 0,
or equivalently that ‖P−1‖∞ ≤ 1/δ. A similar condition
has been used before [29, 41, 48] and the correspond-
ing states (without the isometry condition) have been
dubbed δ-injective PEPS [29]. (We note that defining
the PEPS tensor as acting on normalized entangled pair
states corresponds to diving each element of P by a factor
D and a corresponding change in δ.)

D. Injective isoTNS and depolarizing noise

Injectivity imposed on isoTNS has the interesting con-
sequence that the ancillas are guaranteed to experience
some amount of local depolarizing noise. In the follow-
ing computations we take the bond dimensions to be D
across all bonds for simplicity, but a generalization to
inhomogeneous bond dimension is straightforward.
Let us first characterize what values δ can take. Since

the Frobenius norm is equal to the element-wise 2-norm,

we have ‖V ‖F = ‖P‖F =

√

∑D4

i σ2
i , where {σi} are the

singular values of P . Since V is an isometry mapping a
D2-dimensional space to dD2, we have ‖V ‖F = D. Now
consider the spectral norm ‖P‖∞. For a fixed Frobenius
norm, it is minimized when all its D4 singular values are
equal, which in our case gives 1/D ≤ ‖P‖∞. In turn it is
maximized if one singular value is large and all the others
are as small as possible, i.e., equal to δ. Together with
the lower bound, this yields

1/D ≤ ‖P‖∞ ≤
√

D2 − δ2(D4 − 1). (12)
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Both inequalities can only be satisfied if

δ ≤ 1/D. (13)

If this bound is saturated, all singular values of P are
1/D, which means it is a (rescaled) isometry as well. (The
scaling factor D stems from our definition of PEPS in
terms of unnormalized entangled pairs, see Definition 1.)
States obtained by acting with an isometry on maxi-
mally entangled pairs have been considered before and
are called isometric PEPS [49]. These PEPS have strictly
finite nearest neighbour correlations and can be prepared
using a constant-depth circuit.

Away from this limit, for smaller δ, we find that injec-
tivity causes the ancillas to experience depolarizing noise
(a similar result was very recently obtained for a spe-
cial family of PEPS, namely ground states that encode
circuits through teleportation [29]). To establish this,
we insert a resolution of the identity inside the trace in
Eq. (7)

1d = (1d − ηM) + ηM, M = P−1†P−1/D2. (14)

Recall that P maps virtual to physical space, soM maps
physical space to physical space. This allows us to decom-
pose the channel Φmn [Eq. (7)] as a sum of a depolarizing
channel Edepol of strength η and another channel E1

Φmn(ρ) = trP [(1− ηM)V[mn]ρV
†
[mn]] + η1/D2

= (1 − η)E1(ρ) + ηEdepol(ρ).
(15)

To see that E1 is a proper channel note that it can be
written in terms of Kraus operators by diagonalizing M .
Taking U to be the unitary that diagonalizes 1− ηM =
U †ΛU for some diagonal matrix Λ = diag(λ1, λ2, . . . ), we
have

E1(ρ) = (1− η)−1
∑

i

KiρKi†, (16)

where we define the Kraus operatorsKi =
√
λi〈i|UV and

require 1 − ηM ≥ 0 such that λi ≥ 0. To see that E1 is
trace preserving, we can check

∑

i

Ki†Ki = V †(1− ηM)V = 1− η

D2
V †(P−1)†P−1V.

(17)
We can evaluate the second term in Eq. (17) as

V

P -1

V †

P -1†
= (18)

Thus,
∑

iK
i†Ki = (1−η)1. By assumption, ‖D2M‖∞ ≤

1/δ2, so the maximum η we can choose is D2δ2.

V. COMPLEXITY OF COMPUTING LOCAL
EXPECTATION VALUES

A. Worst-case hardness of isoTNS

To show that computing local expectation values in
isoTNS with constant bond dimension is BQP-complete,
first note that following Eq. (6), isoTNS can efficiently be
prepared on quantum computers, which can be used to
sample from the state. For the converse statement, that
any problem in BQP can be mapped to isoTNS, we show
that one can embed a brickwork circuit into isoTNS. For
simplicity, we consider D = 2, d = 4 and three types
of tensor: (i) a gate tensor G that implements a unitary
gate on the ancilla degrees of freedom (with arbitrary UV
acting only on the ancillas),

G = |00〉PUV = |0〉⊗2
U = G (19)

(ii) a swap tensor that swaps the ancillas into the physical
space

S = δiαδ
j
β |ij〉P V〈αβ| = = S (20)

(note that the red outgoing legs in the last illustration
have dimension 1 and are drawn just for visual consis-
tency), (iii) and an identity tensor that simply swaps the
ancillas and initializes the physical qubits in |0〉

I = |00〉PSWAPV = |0〉⊗2 = I . (21)

Given any one-dimensional brickwork circuit with
nearest-neighbour gates, we can now define a correspond-
ing isoTNS using the following procedure: (i) replace all
unitaries by the corresponding gate tensor G, (ii) at the
end of the circuit place a layer of swap tensors S, (iii) fill
up the remaining sites with the identity tensor to obtain
a square lattice geometry. For example for a circuit of
four qubits and depth five, we have (suppressing physical
legs for clarity)

|ψ〉 =

I

IG

I

I

I

IG

IG

IG

I

I

I

IG

IG

IG

IS

I

I

IG

IS

I

I

I

IS

I

I

. (22)

The size of the isoTNS is linear in both number of qubits
and depth and the reduced state of the physical qudits
corresponding to sites with the swap tensor (marked in
yellow) is the output of the circuit. Computing local ex-
pectation values on these sites is therefore BQP-complete.
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B. Strongly injective isoTNS can be contracted
efficiently

Equation (22) defines a highly artificial state and one
might wonder what happens to states that might more
realistically appear in the study of ground states. In the
absence of topological order, PEPS are typically injective
(or normal), which is equivalent to the state being the
unique ground state of a nearest-neighbour frustration-
free Hamiltonian [32]. Intuitively, injectivity means that
every observable on the virtual space can be accessed us-
ing a suitably defined observable on the physical space
and as we have shown, this leads to depolarizing noise.
Depolarizing noise reduces the computational power of
the ancillas, eventually leading to a transition to a classi-
cally simulable regime, of a type first predicted more than
20 years ago [37, 38]. We will use this to show two things:
(i) strongly injective isoTNS can be contracted efficiently,
and (ii) weakly injective isoTNS are still BQP-complete.
To find a provably efficient classical algorithm, we

adapt a method due to Aharonov [38] to map contracting
the tensor network to percolation. To evaluate a given
(constant-support) observable, we randomly sample from
possible assignments of channels to sites. Specifically, us-
ing Eq. (15), the time evolution of the ancilla degrees of
freedom can be cast as a stochastic process, where we
apply a brickwall circuit of nearest-neighbour channels,
and each channel is randomly chosen as either the de-
polarizing channel Edepol (empty site) with probability
η or as (Φ − ηEdepol)/(1 − η) (occupied site) with prob-
ability 1 − η, where Φ is the channel given in Eq. (7).
To compute the observable in a given sample, we only
need to contract the connected cluster of filled sites (see
Fig. 1). If η ≥ 0.41, then the equivalent site percolation
is subcritical (i.e. the filled sites do not percolate) and
the cluster connected to the site of the local observable
will be independent of the system size [50].

To make the algorithm efficient, we only accept the
sample if the cluster size lies below some cutoff sth. As
a result, there is systematic error in the computation of
the expectation value. A standard result in percolation
theory is the exponential suppression of clusters of large
sizes [50]: on a lattice of n sites and when the effective 2D
percolation problem is subcritical, the size of the cluster
connected to the local observable, S, as a random vari-
able satisfies

Prob(S ≥ s) ≤ O(s2 exp(−s/ξ0)), (23)

for some constant ξ0 [51]. The expectation value of a local
observable O is computed using only accepted samples,
which gives an error that we can bound as

|E(〈O〉|S ≤ sth)− 〈O〉|

=
|〈O〉 − E(〈O〉|S ≥ sth)Prob(S ≥ sth)|

1− Prob(S ≥ sth)
≤ 2‖O‖O(s2th exp(−sth/ξ0)), (24)

FIG. 1. Illustration of one sample in the algorithm to compute
local expectation values. Each site is randomly assigned the
depolarizing channel (empty crossing) or the channel E1 (blue
tensor). In the easy phase, sites with tensors do not percolate
and clusters are typically small. As a result, to compute an
observable on the red site, we only need to contract the cluster
connected to the sites (blue) and in fact only the part of the
cluster in the past light cone (gray background).

where we have used the fact that
|〈O〉| , |E(〈O〉|S ≥ sth)| ≤ ‖O‖. Thus, to compute
〈O〉 to a precision ǫ, the a cluster size threshold
sth = Θ(log(ǫ−1)) is sufficient. This yields a run-time
of poly(ǫ−1) for contracting each individual accepted
sample, and Θ(ǫ−2) samples are needed to reduce the
variance of the estimated average to O(ǫ). Putting
these two estimates together, we conclude that, in the
subcritical regime, local observables in injective isoTNS
can be computed in time independent in the system size
and inverse-polynomial in the desired precision.

C. Weakly injective isoTNS are still hard

Next, we consider the question of hardness of com-
puting local observables in injective isoTNS for any δ.
Building on the idea in Ref. [29] and from the fact that
a 1D quantum circuit with nearest-neighbour gates can
be fault tolerant [52, 53], we show that for δ below some
threshold, computing local observables is BQP-hard. To
encode a 1D fault tolerant quantum circuit into the an-
cilla dynamics, we need to construct injective and iso-
metric tensors that approximately implement (a) a given
two-qubit unitary U and (b) a restart operation on one
of the ancilla qubits.
As in Section VA, we take bond dimension D = 2,

but now we need physical dimension d = D4 = 16 to
obtain injective tensors. First, we perturb the gate tensor
Eq. (19) to injectivity. To this end, consider a slightly
depolarized unitary

EU (ρ) = (1− p)UρU † + p
1⊗ 1
4

tr(ρ). (25)

As a channel on CD ⊗ CD, EU has full Kraus rank and
thus is described by (D2)2 = D4 linearly independent

Kraus operators A1, A2 . . . AD4

. We can then choose the
isometry from the input ancillas to the output ancillas
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and physical qudit to be the Stinespring dilation of Ai

V :=

D4

∑

i=1

Ai ⊗ |i〉, (26)

where the states |1〉, |2〉 . . . |D4〉 are a basis for the Hilbert
space Cd corresponding to the physical qudit. Further-
more, as calculated in Appendix A, if we define the
PEPS tensor P in terms of V [see Eq. (9)], we have
‖P−1‖∞ = 1/δ = 2/

√
p.

Next, we perturb the restart gate to injectivity. In
the ideal case, it should reset (one of the) ancilla qubit,
i.e., implement the map ρ → tr1(ρ) ⊗ |0〉〈0|. To make
it injective, we again implement a slightly depolarized
version of this channel

Eres(ρ) = (1 − p)|0〉〈0| ⊗ Tr1(ρ) + p
1

⊗2

4
Tr(ρ). (27)

As with the channel applying the unitary gate, this chan-
nel also has full Kraus rank and be described by D4

linearly independent Kraus operators, which can then
be mapped to an isometry via the Stinespring dilation,
which gives again a PEPS tensor with ‖P−1‖∞ = 1/δ =
2/
√
p.

Now, we use the circuit to isoTNS embedding de-
scribed in section VA and depicted schematically in
Eq. (22), but instead of embedding a 1D quantum circuit
into it directly, we embed its fault tolerant version (which
would include both two-qubit unitaries and restart oper-
ations) together with the decoding circuit. If δ is small
enough, then the noise strength is below the fault toler-
ance threshold. We point out that while it may appear
as if the identity tensors in the circuit Eq. (22) introduce
an error, but in fact they are only relevant at the bound-
ary of the circuit, when they propagate an ancilla that
is part of the circuit. Thus, they contribute depolarizing
noise at the same rate as all the other gates and are cor-
rected automatically. We conclude that this embedding
establishes that computing local observables would again
become BQP-complete when p is small enough, and thus
computing local observables on (weakly) injective isoTNS
is as hard as on general isoTNS in the worst case.

VI. COMPLEXITY OF SAMPLING FROM
ISOTNS

sampling is a computational task where we are re-
quired to return K samples that are distributed accord-
ing to the probability distribution p(~x) = |〈~x|ψ〉|2, where
|~x〉 are computational basis states.
Sampling from output states of random circuits with or

without depolarizing noise has been studied intensely [34]
as it was perceived to be a potential avenue to demon-
strate quantum computational advantage [54]. In Sec-
tion VIA we show that sampling to multiplicative error
is hard even from maximally injective isoTNS, which are

equal to isometric PEPS. This result closely mirrors ear-
lier results that establish hardness when sampling from
low-depth circuits or cluster states [35, 55].
Another sampling problem that has been studied in-

tensely in recent years is if instead of depolarizing noise,
random unitary circuits are interspersed with measure-
ments. In this setting, high measurement rates drive
the system to an area-law state, whereas for low mea-
surement rates, the system tends to a volume-law state,
in a phenomenon that has been dubbed “measurement-
induced phase transition” (MIPT) [33, 39, 40]. In the
thermodynamic limit, there is a sharp transition between
these regimes and this setting has elicited tremendous in-
terest [56].
At face value, sampling from states and sampling from

the measurements added to a dynamical circuits are not
directly related, as the former probes properties of the
state, and the latter of the dynamics. However, in line
with the central theme of this paper, we can use the fact
that isoTNS are closely related to physical dynamics to
establish a map between sampling from the isoTNS and
monitored quantum dynamics of the ancillas. In partic-
ular, this allows us to prove the existence of a MIPT
when sampling from certain isoTNS as a function of the
injectivity parameter. To show this, we construct a one-
parameter family of isoTNS that interpolates from the
provably hard regime to a provably easy regime in Sec-
tion VI B.

A. Hardness to sample to multiplicative precision

We first consider the problem of sampling an injective
isoTNS to multiplicative precision. More specifically, we
ask whether there can exist an efficient classical algo-
rithm that can sample from a probability distribution
pcl(~x) such that

1

1 + ǫ
p(~x) ≤ pcl(~x) ≤ (1 + ǫ)p(~x), (28)

where ǫ ≥ 0 controls the accuracy.
In this section, we establish that even the most injec-

tive isoTNS (i.e., isoTNS with δ = 1/D, which saturate
the bound in Eq. (13)), are hard to sample from within a
multiplicative error. Our conclusion is based on the sim-
ple insight that with post-selection, even highly injective
isoTNS can encode post-selected quantum computations.
It has been previously established in Ref. [36] that fam-
ilies of quantum states that, with postselection, can en-
code postselected quantum computation are unlikely to
be classically samplable to multiplicative precision since
that would effectively imply that postBPP = postBQP

(or that the polynomial hierarchy collapses to the third
level), which is considered unlikely. This establishes a
contrast between computation of local observables and
sampling for isometric tensor networks, similar to what
is known for constant depth quantum circuits.
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We restrict ourselves to bond-dimension D = 2 and
physical dimension d = D4 = 16. We first note that
a two-qubit unitary U on the ancillary qubits can be ap-
plied, on post-selection of the physical qudit, by choosing
the isoTNS tensor P k via

P k
U =

1

4
Uσk for k ∈ {0, 1, 2 . . .15}, (29)

where σ0, σ1 . . . σ15 are 2-qubit Pauli operators and σ0 =
1. Clearly, on postselecting the physical qudit in |0〉, we
effectively apply the unitary U on the ancillas. It can
also be verfied by explicit computation that ‖P−1‖∞ =
2, thus saturating the bound in Eq. (13). Furthermore,
at the end of the computation, we also need to swap
an ancilla qubits with the physical qudits. This can be
implemented in an isoTNS by using P k as

P k =
1

2
|k0k1〉〈k2k3|, (30)

where k := {k0, k1, k2, k3} ∈ {0, 1}4. This tensor also
saturates the bound in Eq. (13) and thus is maximally
injective. Furthermore, post-selecting the physical qu-
dit on |0〉 ∼= |0, 0, 0, 0〉 effectively post-selects the ancil-
las on |0, 0〉 and post-selecting the physical qudit on a
state of the form |k0, k2, k0, k3〉 (or |k0, k1, k2, k1〉) per-
forms a Z−basis measurement on one of the ancillas. Us-
ing the two maximally injective tensors shown above, it
is clear that any post-selected quantum computation can
be encoded into a maximally injective isoTNS with post-
selection, and hence this isoTNS remains hard to sample
from classically to multiplicative precision.

B. Measurement induced phase transition (MIPT)
in sampling

In this section we take the isoTNS into which we have
embedded a quantum circuit Eq. (22) and perturb it such
that it becomes injective, but we choose the perturbation
in such a way that it lets us prove that sampling becomes
easy once the state is injective enough. To obtain an
injective version of Eq. (22), we first need to embed each
physical qubit in a larger Hilbert space d = D4 = 16.
We decompose the physical Hilbert space at each site
into four qubits. Note that all tensors in Eq. (22) can
directly be adapted to this setting for example by taking
V → V ⊗ |0〉 ⊗ |0〉.
Now consider the following isometry that maps C2 →

(C2)⊗3 (i.e., one ancilla qubit to the ancila qubit and two
physical qubits)

W =
∑

i,j

|ij〉Kij = W ,

K00 =
√

1/2− δ21+ iδ|1〉〈1| K01 = iδ|1〉〈0|,
K11 =

√

1/2− δ21+ iδ|0〉〈0| K10 = iδ|0〉〈1|,
(31)

Measuring the physical qubits in the computational basis
after applying W on a single-qubit state yields unequal
outcomes (01 or 10) with probability p01+p10 = δ2, inde-
pendent of the input state. Observing 01 or 10 projects
the qubit into |1〉 or |0〉, respectively.
We now construct the one-parameter family of ten-

sors that lead to a complexity transition in sampling,
which is directly connected to what has been dubbed
“measurement-induced phase transition” in monitored
quantum circuits [33]. Specifically, we take the same cir-
cuit as previously, Eq. (22), but with the perturbed gate
tensor

Ṽ = (W ⊗W )U =
U

WW
. (32)

The other tensors we perturb to injectivity as before. Due
to our construction of W , now all PEPS tensors P have
minimum singular value δ.
To simulate sampling, we evolve the ancillas as before

in the direction of time, but instead of tracing over the
physical sites, we sample from the sites as we go. In the
general case, computing this time evolution is difficult
(since otherwise we could solve problems in BQP). How-
ever, when measuring the physical qubits, in each layer
and for each ancilla we have a δ2 chance of getting the
outcomes 01 or 10 and thus resetting and disentangling
the corresponding ancilla qubit. This breaks the bond to
the following tensor and for δ2 > 0.5 we are above the
bond percolation threshold and large clusters are expo-
nentially suppressed.
To rigorously assess the computational effort required

to get a certain error, we again introduce a cutoff size sth
and discard samples in which the largest cluster exceeds
this size. The probability to find a cluster larger than
s > s0 (for some constant s0) anywhere in the system,
and thus the fraction of samples we have to discard, is
bounded by (this time with an additional factor of N)

Prob(S ≥ s) ≤ Ns2 exp(−s/ξ0), (33)

where ξ0 > 0 is again some constant. To ensure that the
fraction of rejected samples falls below ǫ, we can take
sth = ξ0 log(N/ǫ) + ξ0 log(log

3(N/ǫ)). Clusters of this
size can be contracted in poly(N/ǫ) computational effort,
which makes this algorithm efficient.

VII. OUTLOOK AND DISCUSSIONS

We have studied the computational complexity of
isoTNS, a variational class of tensor network states with
the additional constraint that its tensors are isometries.
Using a duality between the properties of these states in
two dimensions and dynamics of systems in one dimen-
sion, we have shown that both computing the local ex-
pectation value and sampling from isoTNS have hard and
easy phases. Aside from computational complexity, there
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are also other properties of the states that can be derived
from properties of the dynamics. Very recently, isoTNS
with power-law correlations have been constructed [26],
where the emergence of the power law is connected to the
reduced 1D dynamics of the ancillas being critical. Simi-
larly, one can find isoTNS with volume-law states along
one column.

It will interesting to explore whether it is possible to
use properties of the states and relate them back to
properties of the dynamics. For example, approximate
Markov states have the property that if two regions A
and C are screened by an intermediate third regionB, the
mutual information of regions A and C decays with the
width of B (typically exponentially) [57]. If an isoTNS
has exponential decay of mutual information in this sense,
the corresponding ancilla dynamics will be rapidly mix-
ing. Note that the easy phase for injective isoTNS that
we have identified corresponds to rapidly mixing ancilla
evolution and thus the states that lie in this phase are
automatically approximate Markov states.

IsoTNS can be defined on any graph, and one natural
direction to explore in the future would be to study their
complexity as a function of properties of the underlying
graph. Another potential direction is to use the map
between isoTNS and open system dynamics to define a
continuous version of isoTNS.

Finally, it remains to test our results, conditions, and
the algorithms we provide on isoTNS obtained from nu-
merically optimizing for a ground state. We note here
that the algorithms we provide to compute local expec-
tation values or to sample can be improved in a number
of ways. One promising way to improve the algorithm
to compute local expectation values is to improve the
decomposition of the channels. Instead of decomposing
into depolarizing noise and the rest, one can numerically
find the entanglement breaking channel with the largest
rate into which the original channel can be decomposed,
which would allow one to extend the easy phase.
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Appendix A: Calculation of δ for fault tolerant
construction

Perturbing gate tensor to injectivity: Consider the fol-
lowing channel on a qudit Ck

EU (ρ) = (1− p)UρU † + p tr ρ
1

k
. (A1)

For results concerning embedding a two-qubit unitary
into an injective isoTNS, we simply set k = 4 and in-
terpret U as the two-qubit unitary. EU has k2 Kraus
operators Aα,β for α, β ∈ {1, 2 . . . k},

Aα,β =

{

γ0U +
√

p
k
|α〉〈α|U, if α = β,

√

p
k
|α〉〈β|U, if α 6= β,

(A2)

where

γ0 = −
√

p

k
+

√

1− p+ p

k
. (A3)

Note that the operators Aα,β are linearly independent,
and consequently the PEPS tensor A formed by the
Kraus operators is injective. We can now compute the
condition number of this tensor. From the bond-space to
physical-space, the PEPS tensorA effectively implements
the map

A|α, α〉 := (1⊗ U †)
[

γ0

k
∑

α′=1

|α′, α′〉+
√

p

k
|α, α〉

]

, (A4)

A|α, β〉 :=
√

p

k
(1⊗ U †)|α, β〉. (A5)

Note that Ã = (1 ⊗ U)A is block-diagonal within the
subspaces Sdiag = span{|α, α〉 : α ∈ {1, 2 . . . k}} and
S⊥diag = span{|α, β〉 : α, β ∈ {1, 2 . . . k}}. Furthermore,

Ã
∣

∣

S⊥
diag

=

√

p

k
1 and Ã

∣

∣

Sdiag
=

√

p

k
1+ kγ0|Φ〉〈Φ|, (A6)

where |Φ〉 = ∑k
α=1 |α, α〉/

√
k. Thus we obtain

δ = σmin(A) = λmin(Ã) =

√

p

k
. (A7)

Perturbing restart tensor to injectivity: Consider now
the two qudit channel on Ck ⊗ Ck

Eres(ρ) = (1− p)|0〉〈0| ⊗ tr1(ρ) + p tr(ρ)
1

⊗2

k2
. (A8)

The k4 Kraus operators for this channel are given
by Aα1,α2;β , where α1, α2 ∈ {0, 1 . . . k − 1}, β ∈
{0, 1, 2 . . . k2 − 1}

Aα1,α2;β =

{

√

1− p+ p
k2 |0〉〈α2| ⊗ σβ for α1 = 0,

√

p
k2 |α1〉〈α2| ⊗ σβ otherwise,

(A9)
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where σ0 = 1, σ1, σ2 . . . σk2−1 are traceless matrices and

tr(σ†i σj) = δi,j i.e. σ0, σ1 . . . σk2−1 form an orthonormal
basis for matrices in Ck×k. Note also that Aα1,α2;β are
orthogonal i.e. tr(Aα1,α2;β†Aα′

1,α
′
2;β

′

) = 0 unless α1 =
α′1, α2 = α′2, β = β′. Therefore, viewing the Kraus op-
erators as a map from the bond indices to the physical

indices, we obtain

σmin(A) =

√

p

k2
. (A10)

[1] S. R. White, Density matrix formula-
tion for quantum renormalization groups,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 2863 (1992).
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