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Moiré materials provide an ideal platform for exploring quantum phases of matter. However, solv-
ing the many-electron problem in moiré systems is challenging due to strong correlation effects. We
introduce a powerful variational representation of quantum states, many-body neural Bloch wave-
function, to solve many-electron problems in moiré materials accurately and efficiently. Applying
our method to the semiconductor heterobilayer WSe2/WS2, we obtain a generalized Wigner crystal
at filling factor n = 1/3, a Mott insulator n = 1, and a correlated insulator with local magnetic
moments and antiferromagnetic spin correlation at n = 2. Our neural network approach improves
the simulation accuracy of strongly interacting moiré materials and paves the way for discovery of
new quantum phases with variational learning principle in a unified framework.

Introduction— The study of moiré materials is an ex-
citing frontier in condensed matter physics [1]. These ma-
terials, which are artificial solids with a long-wavelength
superlattice modulation, present a highly tunable plat-
form for exploring novel quantum phases of matter [2].
The ability to tune electron density and electronic mini-
band makes it possible to engineer novel quantum states
with unprecedented control. In recent years, moiré het-
erostructures of semiconductor transition metal dichalco-
genides (TMDs) [3] have proven to be a remarkable ma-
terial platform hosting a plethora of correlated and topo-
logical electron phases, including Mott insulators [4–9],
electron solids [6, 10–18], heavy Fermi liquids [19–21],
spin polaron metals [22–24], integer and fractional quan-
tum anomalous Hall states [25–34], fractional quantum
spin Hall states [35], and unconventional superconduc-
tors [36, 37].

Treating interacting electrons in moiré materials is
challenging due to the presence of multiple energy scales
and strong electron correlation effects [18]. While the
continuum model approach has proven to be remarkably
successful in describing noninteracting moiré band struc-
ture and band topology [4, 38], numerical solution of the
full continuum model Hamiltonians including electron-
electron interaction is a difficult task [39, 40]. The
Hartree-Fock method fails to take into account electron
correlation, while exact diagonalization studies are lim-
ited to small system size and very few moiré bands [41–
43]. Meanwhile, traditional variational wavefunctions
cannot capture distinct electron phases in a unified man-
ner.

Recent advancements in artificial intelligence and neu-
ral network quantum states have provided powerful new
tools for tackling the quantum many-body problem [44].
It has been shown that neural networks can efficiently
represent a variety of quantum states, even those with
high entanglement [45–50], with promising applications
in simulating ground state [47, 51–70], finite tempera-
ture and real-time dynamics [71–81] physics. To model
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FIG. 1. Many-body neural Bloch wavefunction for simulating
moiré quantum materials.

fermionic quantum systems, which require antisymmetry,
neural network backflow [67] on Slater determinants and
Bogoliubov-de Gennes wavefunctions was introduced to
represent fermionic many-body wavefunctions. The idea
was further developed by FermiNet [60] and PauliNet [63]
for applications in quantum chemistry, demonstrating
performance that surpasses conventional methods such
as coupled cluster theory. Recent progress in continuum
space simulations of condensed matter systems have also
shown the potential of fermionic neural networks [82–93].

In this work, we introduce a new neural wavefunc-
tion for solving many-electron problems in moiré materi-
als. Specifically, we study the continuum model of TMD
heterobilayers, which describes interacting electrons in
a long-wavelength periodic potential. To capture the
periodicity of the moiré lattice and the anti-symmetric
property of fermionic wavefunction, we introduce the
many-body neural Bloch wavefunction that generalizes
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FIG. 2. Depiction of semiconductor moiré superlattice (left).
Color plots of the moiré potential with phase parameter ϕ =
45◦ equipotentials (right).

the single-particle Bloch wavefunction by incorporating
the many-body correlation with neural network back-
flow and neural momentum transformation via message
passing graph network. To learn the many-body neu-
ral Bloch wavefunction, we adopt a first-principle vari-
ational approach with only input information from the
moiré Hamiltonian and then compute different physical
observables across various phases. We benchmark our ap-
proach over the Hartree Fock method and demonstrate
its superior performance in ground state energy calcula-
tion.

We perform neural wavefunction simulation of
WSe2/WS2 at various fillings, accurately finding the
ground-state energy and charge density distribution in
the generalizedWigner crystal at n = 1/3 and the charge-
transfer Mott insulator at n = 1, where n is the filling
factor defined as the number of holes per moiré unit cell.
Furthermore, we find that the system at n = 2 hosts local
magnetic moments and exhibits antiferromagnetic spin
correlation. Our approach demonstrates the potential
of simulating many-electron Hamiltonian and advancing
our understanding of moiré quantum materials with a
unified neural network framework.

Effective Continuum Hamiltonian— We start with the
continuum Hamiltonian for hole-doped TMD heterobi-
layers such as WSe2/WS2. Due to the large valence band
offset between WSe2 and WS2 and the moiré superlattice
from the 4% lattice mismatch, holes reside on the WSe2
layer and experience a long-wavelength periodic poten-
tial. The model Hamiltonian reads

H =
∑
i

(
−∇2

i

2m
+ V (ri)

)
+

1

2

∑
i ̸=j

e2

4πϵ0ϵ|ri − rj |
, (1)

V (r) = −2V0

3∑
l=1

cos(gl · r+ ϕ), (2)

where gl = 4π√
3aM

(cos 2πl
3 , sin

2πl
3 ) are the reciprocal

lattice vectors of the moiré superlattice. ϵ is the di-
electric constant of the electrostatic environment. For
WSe2/WS2, the effective hole mass m is approximately
0.5me. The dielectric constant of the electrostatic envi-
ronment ϵ is estimated to be about 6 for hexagonal boron

nitride substrate. The moire period aM varies with the
twisted angle, and reaches 8.2 nm for aligned WSe2/WS2.
Previous DFT study finds V0 = 15 meV and ϕ =

π/4 [5]. The phase parameter ϕ controls the moiré po-
tential landscape. We have depicted the moiré potential
of such system in Fig. 2. It is important to note that the
potential landscape shows one deep minimum and one
shallow minimum at two high symmetry points in each
moiré unit cell.
As we will show by neural wavefunction simulation be-

low, this interacting continuum Hamiltonian exhibits a
rich phase diagram as a function of filling factor and twist
angle encompasses a variety of electronic states, including
charge-transfer Mott insulators and generalized Wigner
crystals.
Many-body Neural Bloch Wavefunction— We intro-

duce a learnable many-body wavefunction for periodic
potential potential system based on neural network back-
flow and neural momentum transformation on Bloch
functions, which we call many-body neural Bloch wave-
function.

Ψ(r) = det[ϕγ(ri; r)] (3)

ϕγ(ri; r) =
∑
k,g

Mγk(ri; r)ukge
i(k+g)f(ri;r) (4)

The construction of Eq. 4 is illustrated in Fig. 1.
The many-body neural Bloch wavefunction generalizes
the conventional Bloch function with many-body interac-
tion via neural network backflow and neural momentum
transformation. It includes three important ingredients:
Bloch basis function, neural network backflow, and neu-
ral momentum transformation.
(i) Bloch basis function. A set of Bloch basis func-

tion {ukgei(k+g)rj} is chosen based on the given moiré
Hamiltonian, where k is the mesh momentum and g is the
reciprocal lattice momentum, ukg is the Bloch function
coefficient. The Bloch basis function encodes the basic
physics information of the system and provides physics
motivated structure for the construction of many-body
neural Bloch wavefunction in the later steps. It guar-
antees that the many-body neural Bloch wavefunction
is able to represent the Bloch wavefunction in the non-
interacting limit or in the Hartree Fock method ifM and
f are identity function in Eq. 4. In practice, it also en-
ables pre-training by solving ukg with Hartree Fock or
other methods to enhance the features in the Bloch basis
function.
(ii) Neural network backflow. The idea of backflow is

first proposed by Richard Feynman [94] and further gen-
eralized to neural network backflow [67]. Here we con-
sider a neural network backflow r → r̃ = f(r) in position
space, which will effectively introduce a backflow in the
orbital space. Recently, message passing graph network
have been used to provide neural network backflow in
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FIG. 3. Energy per particle comparison between the
many-body neural Bloch wavefunction and Hartree Fock of
WSe2/WS2 with V = 15 meV, aM = 8.2 nm, m∗ = 0.5me,
ϕ = 45◦ at filling n = 1 with a 4× 4 unit cell.

position space [84, 85, 93]. The message passing neural
network backflow starts with a graph representation of
the particle configurations as a graph G0 = {V 0, E0}
with node feature V 0

i and edge feature E0
ij . We ini-

tialize V 0
i and E0

ij using the Fourier transformation fea-
tures with moiré lattice and superlattice momentum for
ri and ri − rj respectively (see Supplementary Materials
for details). The message passing graph network starts
with the initial graph features and iteratively update the
graph for a certain number of times l and reach a new
set of graph features V l

i and El
ij . The physics motiva-

tion for message passing graph network is to capture the
correlation among particles through iteration while pre-
serve permutation symmetry. Notice that V l

i is a function
of the many-body configuration r. The neural network
backflow is then given by:

r̃i = ri +WV l
i (5)

where W is complex-valued linear layer. The details of
the message passing network structure used in this work
is provided in the Supplementary Materials.

(iii) Neural momentum transformation. To further en-
hance the representation power of the many-body neural
Bloch wavefunction, we introduce the neural momentum
transformation as an important new feature:

Mγk(ri; r) = FR([kγ + gγ , V
l
i ]) ∗ Cγk (6)

where Cγk is a linear layer, FR is a two layer fully con-
nected neural network, kγ and gγ are the k and g points
corresponding to the γ label, * indicates the element-wise
multiplication. The physics motivation of neural momen-
tum transformation is to transform the existing momen-
tum k points into a new set of momentum γ with many-
body correlation, which captures the large momentum

effect. The details of the transformation can be referred
to the Supplementary Materials.

Our many-body neural Bloch wavefunction provides a
general approach for simulating periodic quantum sys-
tems. For a given Hamiltonian of a periodic system,
we can solve the corresponding Bloch basis function
and build the many-body neural Bloch wavefunction
following the above procedure. To include both spin
up and spin down, we replace the Bloch basis function
{ukgei(k+g)rj} with {ukσge

i(kσ+g)rj} of additional spin in-
dex σ.

To simulate the physics in the moiré system, we only
utilize the information from the moiré Hamiltonian and
learn the many-body neural Bloch wavefunction based
on the variational principle. The learning of the many-
body neural Bloch wavefunction ψθ(r) with parameter θ
is based on minimizing the energy according to Eq. 7.

E(θ) = ⟨ψθ|H|ψθ⟩ =
∫
ψ∗
θ(r)Hψθ(r)dr∫
ψ∗
θ(r)ψθ(r)dr

. (7)

The above energy can be efficiently estimated using
Monte Carlo sampling and the parameter update of θ is
done with natural gradient method [95]. Each single eval-
uation cost of the many-body neural Bloch wavefucntion
in a N particle system scales as O(N3) due to the com-
plexity of determinant and the total optimization cost
per step scale as O(N4) since the the Markov chain may
take O(N) evaluation of the many-body neural Bloch
wavefucntion to equilibriate. After we obtain the many-
body neural Bloch wavefunction ψθ(r), we can compute
any local observable efficiently from it using Monte Carlo
sampling and investigate the corresponding physics. The
polynomial scaling offers a feasible approach to simulate
many-electron problems in the moiré system. The details
of the optimization is provided in the Supplementary Ma-
terials.

Results— We first compare the performance of our
many-body neural Bloch wavefunction with variational
Hartree Fock calculation. We benchmark our results on
4× 4 unit cells at filling n = 1 with Coulomb interaction
strength 1/ϵ varied. The results are shown in Fig. 3. It
demonstrates from strong interaction ϵ = 1 to weak inter-
action ϵ = 20, the many-body neural Bloch wavefunction
outperforms the Hartree Fock methods. The reduction in
energy of the many-body neural Bloch wavefunction in-
creases with the interaction strength. Clearly, the many-
body neural Bloch wavefunction provides a more power-
ful tool for studying many-electron systems compared to
conventional Hartree Fock method.

Next, we apply the many-body neural Bloch wavefunc-
tion to study the ground states of WSe2/WS2 at various
filling factors, using the model parameters V = 15 meV,
aM = 8.2 nm, m∗ = 0.5me, ϕ = 45◦ [96] and dielectric
constant ϵ = 5. We study various fillings n = 1/3, 1, 2,
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FIG. 4. Charge density of WSe2/WS2 with V = 15 meV, aM = 8.2 nm, m∗ = 0.5me, ϕ = 45◦ at fillings n = 1
3
, 1, 2.

and compute the charge density, which are shown in
Fig. 4. Our simulations are performed in a 6 × 6 unit
cell for n = 1/3 and a 4× 4 unit cell for n = 1, 2.

At fractional filling n = 1/3, the holes minimize mu-
tual Coulomb interaction by occupying 1/3 of the deep
potential minima and forming a

√
3×

√
3 structure. Thus,

the ground state is a generalized Wigner Crystal phase
as observed in the recent STM experiment [13]. For fill-
ing n = 1, the holes completely occupy the potential
minima and form a Mott insulator. Since charges are
strongly localized at n = 1/3 and 1, the exchange inter-
action between local moments is very small and the spins
are fully polarized by a small magnetic field [7]. Hence
these simulations are performed for the fully spin polar-
ized case. Our results from the many-body neural Bloch
wavefunction accurately capture the strongly interacting
regime from first principle based on only information in
the Hamiltonian, opening up a new opportunity for quan-
titatively computing physical observables and comparing
with experiments.

At n = 2, we find the energy per particle with Sz = 0

(a) (b)

FIG. 5. (a) spin up and spin down real-space pair correlation
function (b) Szz two-point correlation function of WSe2/WS2

with V = 15 meV, aM = 8.2 nm, m∗ = 0.5me, ϕ = 45◦ at
filling n = 2. The color on each dot area Di in (a) and (b)
represents the pair correlation value g↑↓(r ∈ Di, r

′ ∈ Do) and
the two point correlation value Sz(r ∈ Di, r

′ ∈ Do), where
Do is the dot area centered in the origin at the middle of the
figure.

is more than 1.5 meV lower than that of the fully polar-
ized state, suggesting that the ground state is spin un-
polarized. We further compute the ground state charge
density, which is shown in Fig. 4. Interestingly, there ex-
ist both localized charges centered at the deep potential
minima (A) and additional charges that spread around
the secondary potential minima (B). If we take a cir-
cle centered at A with a diameter equal to the distance
from A to the adjacent B, we find that the total charge
enclosed is approximately 1. This finding suggests that
every A site accommodates one particle and the other
half of particles transfer to regions around B sites in or-
der to avoid strong on-site Coulomb repulsion, consistent
with the theoretical picture of charge transfer at n > 1
[5]. Therefore we conclude that due to strong Coulomb
interaction, WSe2/WS2 at n = 2 hosts local magnetic
moments and therefore cannot be a simple band insula-
tor.

We further calculate the pair correlation function be-
tween opposite spins according to Eq. 9,

g↑↓(r, r
′) =

∫
|Ψ(R)|2 ∑i,j δ

(2)(r↑i − r)δ(2)(r↓j − r′)dR

n↑(r)n↓(r′)
∫
|Ψ(R)|2dR ,

(8)
where nσ(r) is the σ-particle density (σ =↑ for spin up
and σ =↓ for spin down) given by the following:

nσ(r) =

∫
|Ψ(R)|2 ∑i δ

(2)(rσi − r)dR∫
|Ψ(R)|2dR , (9)

We also compute the two-point spin correlation function.

Szz(r, r
′) =

∫
|Ψ(R)|2 ∑M(r)M(r′)dR∫

|Ψ(R)|2dR − Sz(r)Sz(r
′)

(10)

where Sz(r) = (n↑(r) − n↓(r))/2, M(r) = (
∑

i δ
(2)(r↑i −

r)−∑
i δ

(2)(r↓i − r))/2.

The results are shown in Fig. 5. Each dot in the plot
represents a circular area Di with diameter equal to the
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distance between adjacent potential minima (as shown
by the circle in Fig. 4). The calculated pair correlation
and spin correlation are given by g↑↓(r ∈ Di, r

′ ∈ Do)
and Szz(r ∈ Di, r

′ ∈ Do), where we collect statistics
for r and r′ in the corresponding areas Di and Do (cen-
tered at the origin). The colors on each dot in Fig. 5 (a)
and (b) represent the values of the two correlation func-
tions (Di = Do is excluded for the Szz). It is clear that
the spin up and spin down pair correlation reaches min-
imum at the origin and becomes maximum in adjacent
potential minima. Also, the Szz plot shows strong anti-
ferromagnetic spin correlation between adjacent A and B
sites. We note that a recent optical study of WSe2/WS2
indeed observed local magnetic moments with antiferro-
magnetic exchange interaction at n = 2 [97], consistent
with our simulation results.

Conclusion— The study of moiré materials represents
a groundbreaking frontier in quantum science, offering
unprecedented opportunities to explore and manipulate
novel quantum phases. Despite the significant challenges
in simulating the many-electron problem within these
complex systems, advancements in artificial intelligence
and neural network-based wavefunctions have provided
powerful new tools that surpass traditional methods in
accuracy and flexibility. The development of the many-
body neural Bloch wavefunction enhances our ability to
model strongly interacting quantum states under peri-
odic potential, thereby deepening our understanding of
moiré materials. It holds the promise of uncovering new
quantum phenomena and driving innovations in quan-
tum computing and material science, solidifying the im-
portance of moiré materials in future research and appli-
cations.

Note. Near the completion of this work, we were in-
formed of a related work [98]. Here we develop a different
architecture and method by introducing the many-body
neural Bloch wavefunction that generalizes Bloch func-
tion via neural network backflow and neural momentum
transformation.
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C. Vaswani, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, K. F. Mak,
and J. Shan, arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.00973 (2023).

[35] K. Kang, B. Shen, Y. Qiu, Y. Zeng, Z. Xia, K. Watan-
abe, T. Taniguchi, J. Shan, and K. F. Mak, Nature
628, 522–526 (2024).

[36] Y. Guo, J. Pack, J. Swann, L. Holtzman, M. Cothrine,
K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, D. Mandrus, K. Barmak,
J. Hone, A. J. Millis, A. N. Pasupathy, and C. R. Dean,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2406.03418 (2024).

[37] Y. Xia, Z. Han, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, J. Shan,
and K. F. Mak, arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.14784
(2024).

[38] F. Wu, T. Lovorn, E. Tutuc, I. Martin, and A. Mac-
Donald, Physical review letters 122, 086402 (2019).

[39] Y. Zhang, H. Isobe, and L. Fu, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2005.04238 (2020).

[40] Y. Yang, M. A. Morales, S. Zhang, et al., Physical Re-
view Letters 132, 076503 (2024).

[41] N. Morales-Durán, A. H. MacDonald, and P. Potasz,
Physical Review B 103, L241110 (2021).

[42] A. Abouelkomsan, A. P. Reddy, L. Fu, and E. J.
Bergholtz, Physical Review B 109, L121107 (2024).

[43] J. Yu, J. Herzog-Arbeitman, M. Wang, O. Vafek, B. A.
Bernevig, and N. Regnault, Physical Review B 109,
045147 (2024).

[44] G. Carleo and M. Troyer, Science 355, 602 (2017),
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.aag2302.

[45] D.-L. Deng, X. Li, and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. X 7,
021021 (2017).

[46] X. Gao and L.-M. Duan, Nature Communications 8, 1
(2017).

[47] I. Glasser, N. Pancotti, M. August, I. D. Rodriguez, and

J. I. Cirac, Physical Review X 8 (2018), 10.1103/phys-
revx.8.011006.

[48] Y. Levine, O. Sharir, N. Cohen, and A. Shashua,
Physical Review Letters 122 (2019), 10.1103/phys-
revlett.122.065301.

[49] O. Sharir, A. Shashua, and G. Carleo, “Neural tensor
contractions and the expressive power of deep neural
quantum states,” (2021), arXiv:2103.10293 [quant-ph].

[50] D. Luo and J. Halverson, “Infinite neural network quan-
tum states,” (2021).

[51] Z. Chen, L. Newhouse, E. Chen, D. Luo, and M. Sol-
jacic, arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.01996 (2023).

[52] J. Robledo Moreno, G. Carleo, A. Georges, and
J. Stokes, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sci-
ences 119, e2122059119 (2022).

[53] Z. Chen, D. Luo, K. Hu, and B. K. Clark, arXiv
preprint arXiv:2212.06835 (2022).

[54] G. Carleo and M. Troyer, Science 355, 602 (2017),
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.aag2302.

[55] M. Hibat-Allah, M. Ganahl, L. E. Hayward, R. G.
Melko, and J. Carrasquilla, Physical Review Research
2 (2020), 10.1103/physrevresearch.2.023358.

[56] O. Sharir, Y. Levine, N. Wies, G. Carleo, and
A. Shashua, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 020503 (2020).

[57] N. Irikura and H. Saito, Physical Review Research 2
(2020), 10.1103/physrevresearch.2.013284.

[58] C. K. Lee, P. Patil, S. Zhang, and C. Y. Hsieh, Phys.
Rev. Research 3, 023095 (2021).

[59] X. Han and S. A. Hartnoll, Physical Review X 10
(2020), 10.1103/physrevx.10.011069.

[60] D. Pfau, J. S. Spencer, A. G. D. G. Matthews, and
W. M. C. Foulkes, Phys. Rev. Research 2, 033429
(2020).

[61] K. Choo, T. Neupert, and G. Carleo, Physical Review
B 100, 125124 (2019).

[62] M. Hibat-Allah, M. Ganahl, L. E. Hayward, R. G.
Melko, and J. Carrasquilla, Phys. Rev. Research 2,
023358 (2020).

[63] J. Hermann, Z. Schätzle, and F. Noé, “Deep neural net-
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Supplementary Material

I. Details on Neural Network Architecture

A message passing graph network starts with a graph representation of the particle configurations as a graph
G0 = {V 0, E0} with node feature V 0

i and edge feature E0
ij . In this work, we build the message passing graph network

based on the spirit in Ref. [84] with a few features added. We input the particle configuration into a graph by defining
a set of vertex vectors V 0

i and edge vectors E0
ij :

V 0
i = (v0i (ri, si), h

0
i ) , E0

ij = (e0ij(rij , si), h
0
ij) (11)

where each vertex and edge correspond to a particle and a pair of particles with indices i and j running from 1 to N .
ri is the i-th particle position, rij = ri − rj is the displacement between particles i and j, and si = ±1 for spin up
and spin down respectively. v0i (ri, si) and e

0
ij(rij , si) use a similar sin and cos embedding as Ref. [84], h0i and h0ij are

randomly initialized parameters such that V 0
i and E0

ij have feature dimensions both equal to 32.

The vertex and edge vectors are processed iteratively to generate V l
i and El

ij . The l-th iteration (l ≥ 2) is:

Qij =W l
QE

l−1
ij , Kij =W l

KE
l−1
ij , (12)

ml
ij = F l(

∑
n

QinKnj)⊙Gl(El−1
ij ), (13)

hli = U l([
∑
j

ml
ij , V

l−1
i ]) + hl−1

i , (14)

hlij = H l([ml
ij , E

l−1
ij ]) + hl−1

ij , (15)

V l
i = (v0i , h

l
i) , El

ij = (e0ij , h
l
ij) (16)

where ⊗ is the tensor product, ⊙ is the element-wise multiplication, F l, Gl, H l, U l are one-layer fully-connected neural
networks with hidden dimension 32 and GELU activation function. W l

Q and W l
K are embedding matrices and we use

l = 2 iteration.

II. Details on Wavefunction Construction and Optimization

We further construct the many-body neural Bloch wavefunction based on the neural network output. Even though
we use the message passing network in this work, the following construction is general for generic permutation invariant
function V l

i . To construct neural network backflow,

r̃i = ri +WV l
i (17)

we utilize that W is a complex-valued linear layer with output dimension 2 and no activation function.
To construct neural momentum transform,

Mγk(ri; r) = FR([kγ + gγ , V
l
i ]) ∗ Cγk (18)

we utilize that Cγk is a linear layer of size γ × k with no activation function, FR is a two layer fully connected
neural network with GELU activation function followed by multiplying a simple factor function taking the sum of
all distance of the particles as input. kγ and gγ are the k and g points corresponding to the γ label, * indicates the
element-wise multiplication. In practice, we choose γ to be the number of particles and k to be the number of mesh
points in the first band.

To optimize the neural network, we use natural gradient method [95] which takes 1000 steps with learning rate
lr = 10−3 for fully polarized case and lr = 3 × 10−4 for spin unpolarized case. The number of MCMC samples
during optimization is 4128. The optimization is implemented in JAX [99] with neural network initialization using
LecunNormal [100].
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