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Diffusion models (DMs) are a class of generative machine learning methods that sample a tar-
get distribution by transforming samples of a trivial (often Gaussian) distribution using a learned
stochastic differential equation. In standard DMs, this is done by learning a “score function” that
reverses the effect of adding diffusive noise to the distribution of interest. Here we consider the
generalisation of DMs to lattice systems with discrete degrees of freedom, and where noise is added
via Markov chain jump dynamics. We show how to use tensor networks (TNs) to efficiently define
and sample such “discrete diffusion models” (DDMs) without explicitly having to solve a stochastic
differential equation. We show the following: (i) by parametrising the data and evolution operators
as TNs, the denoising dynamics can be represented exactly; (ii) the auto-regressive nature of TNs
allows to generate samples efficiently and without bias; (iii) for sampling Boltzmann-like distribu-
tions, TNs allow to construct an efficient learning scheme that integrates well with Monte Carlo. We
illustrate this approach to study the equilibrium of two models with non-trivial thermodynamics,
the d = 1 constrained Fredkin chain and the d = 2 Ising model.

I. INTRODUCTION

A central problem in machine learning (ML) is how
to train a model to efficiently generate samples from a
probability distribution of interest [1, 2]. Two typical
scenarios are where this target distribution is only known
through sampled data, or where relative probabilities are
known but the overall normalisation is not [3]. There
are many ML strategies to address this problem, a sub-
set of which is based on the idea that a model can be
trained to transform a “noise” distribution (such as a
Gaussian) into a non-trivial distribution of interest over
the same domain, in such a way that (easily extractable)
noise samples from the first distribution can be trans-
formed into (difficult to generate) samples of the target
one. This is the general approach of both “normalising
flows” [4–6], and of the so-called diffusion models [7–10]
that are the focus of this paper.

Generative diffusion models (DMs) [7–10] are a class
of machine learning models designed for performing the
above transformation by evolving a noisy sample under
a stochastic dynamics that undoes the effect of adding
noise to the distribution of interest. Given a noising dy-
namics such as a simple Brownian process which would
convert the distribution of interest into a non-interacting
Gaussian, one can define a corresponding denoising dy-
namics by learning the time-dependent force – or (Stein)
score [9, 11] – that needs to be applied (together with
the same Brownian noise) to convert over time an ini-
tial Gaussian into the original target distribution. While
the denoising process can be defined exactly in principle,
calculating the score is difficult in practice, and for typ-
ical applications where the data is large-dimensional the
score is often approximated by a neural network. The
noising/denoising can be done directly on the degrees
of freedom of the data, or in a lower dimensional fea-

ture space that represents the data. The use of DMs has
grown to become the method of choice for image genera-
tion.

The standard formulation of DMs in terms of Brown-
ian motion and stochastic differential equations presents
three main challenges. The first one is the estimation
of the denoising SDE via the score [9], which has to be
learned as a function over the whole domain of the tar-
get probability from sparse and high dimensional training
data. The second one is how to resolve the “mismatch
in time” [12]: under Brownian dynamics the mapping
from the target distribution to a noisy Gaussian hap-
pens only asymptotically, while in practice the denoising
process is run over finite times, thus incurring in a recon-
struction error. The third challenge is how to precisely
estimate the likelihood of generated configurations from
the learned score.

In this paper we show how to address these three chal-
lenges by integrating DMs with tensor networks (TNs)
for the case where the system of interest is defined on a
lattice with discrete local degrees of freedom. Initially
developed for the study of quantum many-body systems,
TNs [13–18] are an efficient parametrisation of many-
body states and operators in terms of graphs of local
tensors encoding locality properties of the systems under
study. TN methods are being increasingly applied in the
context of classical stochastic dynamics, in particular to
compute statistical properties of dynamical trajectories
and for the study of rare events, see e.g. Refs. [19–
27]. Here we show how to use TNs for “discrete diffusion
models” (DDMs), where the underlying dynamics is not
Brownian but that of Markov jump processes, thus by-
passing the need to solve a stochastic differential equa-
tions for obtaining the denoising process. Discrete diffu-
sion models [28, 29] have recently attracted significant in-
terest for applications in natural language processing [28],
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protein sequence modelling [30–32], but have been im-
plemented using the conventional toolkit for continuous-
time Markov chains. We show how to efficiently define,
train and run DDMs by parametrising both the proba-
bility vectors and the evolution operators as TNs, so that
the denoising dynamics can be represented exactly. Fur-
thermore, the auto-regressive property of TNs makes the
generation of samples efficient and free of bias. We focus
on the problem of sampling Boltzmann-like distributions
[3], and show that DDMs with TNs allow to construct an
efficient scheme that integrates well with Monte Carlo
sampling. For illustration, we use this DDM enhanced
Monte Carlo scheme to study the equilibrium properties
of two models with non-trivial thermodynamics, the one-
dimensional constrained Fredkin spin chain [33] and the
two-dimensional Ising model [34].

II. TENSOR NETWORKS

In what follows we consider for simplicity lattice sys-
tems of N sites, with each site j = 1, . . . , N hosting a
binary variable σj , which we will refer to as “spin”, with
σj ∈ {−1,+1} (or σj ∈ {0, 1} depending on the specific
model). We define a target probability distribution P
over the system which we write as the vector

|P ⟩ =
∑
σ

P (σ) |σ⟩ , (1)

where the |σ⟩ = |σ1, . . . , σN ⟩ are configuration basis
states, P (σ) is the probability of configuration σ, and∑

σ P (σ) = 1. The class of problems we will focus on
are those where one knows the functional form of this
target probability up to an overall constant, as for exam-
ple in the general case of Boltzmann sampling where

P (σ) =
e−βE(σ)

Zβ
(2)

for a known energy function E(σ), but where the parti-
tion function

Zβ ≡
∑
σ

e−βE(σ) (3)

is unknown and difficult/impossible to calculate explic-
itly. Our aim is to find an efficient method for sampling
Eq. (1) using Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC). We
will achieve this by defining an approximate distribution
|Pθ⟩, where θ are the parameters that define a conve-
nient variational class for probability vectors, so that
when properly trained, |Pθ⟩ allows |P ⟩ to be sampled
efficiently. The training of |Pθ⟩ will be done by evolv-
ing probability vectors via a combination of noising and
denoising dynamical protocols common to DMs, as ex-
plained in detail in Sec. III.

The implementation of the noising and denoising pro-
tocols will require the following: (i) an efficient represen-
tation of probability vectors for large system sizes N (i.e.,

the variational class represented by θ), and (ii) the abil-
ity to time evolve these vectors under continuous-time
Markov dynamics. One framework that satisfies both of
these conditions is that of tensor networks (TNs); for
reviews see e.g. Refs. [18, 35]. TNs are an efficient de-
composition of high-dimensional objects (such as vectors
of many-body systems) into contractions of smaller ten-
sors, which allows calculations to be done in a tractable
way. In this paper, we will focus on matrix product states
(MPS) to represent vectors, and matrix product operators
(MPOs) to represent the operators that act on them; for
reviews see e.g. Refs. [14, 36].
While originally designed to study the ground state

[37, 38] and dynamics [39, 40] of one-dimensional quan-
tum many-body systems, MPS have also proven useful
in capturing the properties of classical models in statisti-
cal mechanics [41–45] and studying the non-equilibrium
dynamics of classical stochastic dynamics [19–22, 24–
26, 33, 46–51]. Recent works have also demonstrated how
TNs can be used to efficiently study rare-events in classi-
cal stochastic systems through the realisation of the op-
timal sampling (so-called “Doob”) dynamics [25, 27, 47].
This latter approach will be used here to implement the
denoising protocol defined in Sec. III.

A. Probability distributions as matrix product
states

In general, any vector defined on the space of N binary
variables can be written as

|ψ⟩ =
∑
σ

ψ(σ) |σ⟩ . (4)

We then write ψ(σ) = ψ(σ1, . . . , σN ) as a product of
matrices

ψ(σ) = Tr
[
M (1)

σ1
· · ·M (N)

σN

]
, (5)

where eachM
(j)
σj is a D×D matrix, with the virtual bond

dimension D. When σj is unspecified, M
(j)
σj := M (j)

is a rank-3 tensor with dimensions D × D × 2. Equa-
tion (5) is often referred to as an MPS, and can be
thought of as an efficient representation of a large one-
dimensional vector space. The bond dimension controls
the extent of correlations that can be described by the
MPS: the MPS is known to obey an area law [52, 53],
meaning that it can efficiently capture states that have fi-
nite correlation lengths, such as the ground states of one-
dimensional quantum many-body systems. In quantum
many-body systems, the von Neumann entanglement en-
tropy (a quantum analogue to mutual information) be-
tween two partitions of the state space that can be de-
scribed by an MPS with bond dimension D is bound by
SE ≤ 2 logD.
It is often convenient to work with TNs in a dia-

grammatic notation, where shapes represent tensors, and
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FIG. 1. Tensor networks. Diagrammatic representation of
tensor networks. (a) The probability vector |Pθ⟩ as an MPS.
Each vertex is a rank-3 tensor for lattice j. The grey edges
connecting neighbouring vertices represent a contraction over
the virtual dimension of size D. The open black edges repre-
sent the physical dimensions. (b) The probability vector with
a positivity ansatz, |Pθ⟩ = |ψ∗θ⟩ ⊙ |ψθ⟩. The physical dimen-
sions of the two MPS are contracted with a three-point delta
function.

edges emerging from the shapes represent a dimension of
the tensor. Legs that connect two shapes represent the
contraction over tensors. We show the diagrammatic rep-
resentation for an MPS in Fig. 1(a): each binary variable
(or lattice site) has its own tensor, which is contracted
with the tensors of neighbouring lattice sites through the
virtual bond dimension. The open black edges represent
the physical dimensions of the system (i.e. each degree
of freedom).

While MPS provide an efficient way to classically rep-
resent or estimate a large class of vectors for an expo-
nentially growing state space, there is one challenge to
overcome for describing probability vectors, |Pθ⟩. That
is, each element of the probability vector must be a non-
negative real number, Pθ(σ) ≥ 0. This is hard to en-
force (or to even verify) for an arbitrary MPS. One way
to overcome this difficulty is to use a positivity ansatz
(sometimes referred to as a Born machine) [54, 55],

Pθ(σ) = ψ∗θ(σ)ψθ(σ), (6)

or as a vector, |Pθ⟩ = |ψ∗θ⟩ ⊙ |ψθ⟩, where ⊙ denotes
the Hadamard product of two vectors. This is shown in
Fig. 1(b), where each dot with three legs is the three-
point delta function. In principle, it is possible to rep-
resent this as a single MPS (noting that if the bond di-
mension of |ψ⟩ is D, then the bond dimension of the
probability vector will be D′ ≤ D2). However, due to
our choice of local noising dynamics (see below), it will
be convenient to work with the positivity ansatz (6) di-
rectly.

III. GENERATIVE DISCRETE DIFFUSION
PROTOCOLS WITH TENSOR NETWORKS

Given the target distribution P of the form (2), our
aim is to learn an approximate state |Pθ⟩ which allows P
to be sampled efficiently, where the trainable parameters
θ of |Pθ⟩ indicate the tensors of the MPS that defines
it, Eqs. (4-6). Our method is based on discrete diffusion
models (DDMs) [7]. These are generative models capa-
ble of learning the underlying distributions of complex

FIG. 2. The noising protocol as a TN. The distribution
|P θ
t ⟩ = Wt←0 |Pθ⟩ can be efficiently described by a TN. The

blue and black spheres are the tensors for the probability |Pθ⟩,
see Fig. 1(b). The orange spheres are the tensors for the
evolution operator Wt←0, see Eq. (15).

datasets in order to sample them efficiently. They are de-
fined in terms of two stochastic processes. The first one is
noising (sometimes called the “forward” process), where
a stochastic dynamical evolution progressively corrupts
a dataset, eventually mapping it onto a distribution of
noise which can be easily sampled (in contrast to the un-
derlying distribution of the initial dataset). The noising
step is easy to define, for example for continuous degrees
of freedom it can be realised with a simple Brownian
process (i.e. simple diffusion), which asymptotically con-
verts any initial distribution into a Gaussian. The second
step is to define a denoising (or “reverse” or “backward”)
process, whose aim is to undo the effect of the noise, by
mapping the final distribution of the noising dynamics to
the initial one, through all of the same intermediate dis-
tributions. To do this it is necessary to implement a bias
in the transition probabilities of the denoising process,
which for the case of diffusions is known as the (Stein)
“score” [9, 56], but also generalises to the discrete case
[57]. Defining the denoising dynamics is the hard part of
these methods.
For a discrete state space, the scoring approach can be

generalised to a continuous-time Markov process which
learns the time-dependent transition rates for the denois-
ing process [58]. This approach effectively learns the gen-
eralised Doob transform [59] that reverses the noising dy-
namics while maintaining stochasticity (i.e., probability
conservation). In Refs. [25, 27, 47], it was shown how
TNs can be used it efficiently approximate the Doob dy-
namics for sampling dynamical large deviations. Here,
we generalise this same approach for DDMs. One of the
key benefits of TNs is that they can efficiently model
the dynamics at the level of the master equation, which
is equivalent to evolving the entire ensemble of trajecto-
ries, as opposed to simply sampling them. As we explain
below, this can be very beneficial when combined with
MCMC to sample the distribution of interest [60].

A. Noising protocol

We define the noising dynamics as a continuous-time
Markov process with a (time independent) Markov gen-
erator W and some initial distribution |P θ

t=0⟩. That is,
the time-dependent probability distribution |P θ

t ⟩ at time
t > 0, whose components are P θ

t (σ), evolves under the
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master equation

∂t |P θ
t ⟩ = W |P θ

t ⟩ (7)

for times 0 ≤ t ≤ T , where T is the maximum noising
time and |P θ

t=0⟩ = |Pθ⟩ is the MPS we aim to learn. Since
W is a Markov generator, its general form is

W =
∑
σ ̸=σ′

W (σ′ ← σ) |σ′⟩ ⟨σ| −
∑
σ

R(σ) |σ⟩ ⟨σ| , (8)

where W (σ′ ← σ) are the transition rates between con-
figurations and R(σ) the escape rates. It follows that the
time-evolved distribution at time t′ > t can be calculated
by formally integrating (7)

|P θ
t2⟩ = e(t2−t1)W |P θ

t1⟩ =Wt2←t1 |P θ
t1⟩ , (9)

with the propagator

Wt2←t1 ≡ e(t2−t1)W, (10)

depending only on the time difference due to the time-
homogeneity of W.
We choose W such that its stationary state is a noise

distribution that is easy to sample. Specifically, we choose
W to be bistochastic

⟨−|W = 0, W |−⟩ = 0, (11)

meaning that its stationary state coincides with the uni-
form distribution (or “flat state”)

|−⟩ = 2−N
∑
σ

|σ⟩ . (12)

This means that at long times the dynamics generated
by W will converge to (12). For the spin problems we will
consider the flat state is the product Bernoulli measure

|−⟩ = 2−N (|+1⟩+ |−1⟩)⊗N , (13)

which is straightforward to sample by flipping N fair
coins.

The simplest bistochastic noising dynamics we can
choose for spin systems is that of non-interacting single-
spin flips generated by

W =

N∑
j=1

(Xj − 1), (14)

where Xj |σj⟩ = |−σj⟩ is the operator which flips the
spin j, and 1 is the identity matrix. The generator (14)
has transition rates W (σ′ ← σ) = 1 between all σ and
σ′ differing by a single spin flip (zero otherwise), and
escape rates R(σ) = N for all σ.

The simplicity of Eq. (14) allows us to calculate the
evolution operator (10) exactly:

Wt2←t1 =

N⊗
j=1

(
1 + e−(t2−t1)

2
1+

1− e−(t2−t1)

2
Xj

)
.

(15)

FIG. 3. Noising and denoising protocols. The noising
protocol is a continuous-time Markov dynamics, Wt←0, which
progressively evolves a distribution onto the uniform distri-
bution, |−⟩. The denoising protocol is a time-inhomogeneous

Markov dynamics, Ŵt̂←0, which reverses the noising process.

Since the noising dynamics is non-interacting, the evo-
lution operator (15) is the tensor product of local op-
erators, and thus can be efficiently implemented as an
MPO with bond dimension χO = 1. This means that if
the initial state |Pθ⟩ is an MPS then the evolved state
|P θ

t ⟩ =Wt←0 |Pθ⟩ can be represented efficiently as a TN,
see Fig. 2. An example of the effect of noising is given in
Fig. 3.

B. Denoising protocol

Given the noising dynamics above, we can define an
associated denoising protocol that inverts its action [58],
as sketched in Fig. 3. We denote the denoising evolution
operator Ŵθ

t̂2←t̂1
and we label by t̂ the time when run-

ning this dynamics. The denoising dynamics is defined
in terms of a discrete version of the “score” [58]. If the
noising dynamics goes from t = 0 to t = T , then the
denoising evolution is [58]

Ŵθ
t̂2←t̂1

= Pθ
T−t̂2W

T
T−t̂1←T−t̂2(P

θ
T−t̂1)

−1, (16)

where Pθ
t is the diagonal operator Pθ

t =∑
σ P

θ
t (σ) |σ⟩ ⟨σ|, and (Pθ

t )
−1 its inverse. Note that

denoising dynamics (16) is explicitly time-dependent,
with t̂ running between t̂ = 0 and t̂ = T , and also
depends on the parameters of the initial distribution
Pθ due to presence of the noise-evolved states in (16).
Furthermore, by differentiating the relation

Ŵθ
t̂2←t̂1

= exp

∫ t̂2

t̂1

Ŵθ
t̂
dt̂ (17)

with respect to time, we obtain the time-dependent gen-
erator of the denoising dynamics corresponding to (16)

Ŵθ
t̂
= Pθ

T−t̂W
T(Pθ

T−t̂)
−1 +

d

dt̂
lnPθ

T−t̂, (18)
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so that the denoising transition and escape rates are

W θ
t̂
(σ′ ← σ) =

P θ
T−t̂(σ

′)

P θ
T−t̂(σ)

W (σ ← σ′), (19)

Rθ
t̂
(σ) = R(σ)− d

dt̂
lnP θ

T−t̂(σ). (20)

The form of the denoising generator (18) is that
of a “generalised Doob transform” [59], often en-
countered in the context of dynamical large devia-
tions [61–63]. This connection is as follows. Con-
sider a tilting [61–63] of the generator (14), W →
Wλ, where in Wλ the transition probabilities change
to Wλ(σ

′ ← σ) ≡ W (σ′ ← σ)eλ ln[W (σ′→σ)/W (σ′←σ)],
while the escape rates remain the same. The tilted gen-
erator Wλ corresponds to an exponential reweighting of
the probabilities of trajectories of the noising dynamics,
which for λ = 1 is equivalent to transposing the evolution
operator of the noising dynamics, etWλ=1 =WT

t←0. While
the operator Wλ is not stochastic (i.e., ⟨−|Wλ ̸= 0 in
general), it can be brought to a stochastic form through
the gauge transformation [64] that defines the denoising
generator (18).

While the evolution under the noising dynamics,
Eqs. (9) and (15), when starting from an MPS is easy
to compute as a TN, the evolution under the denoising
dynamics,

|P̂ θ
t̂
⟩ = Ŵθ

t̂←0
|P̂0⟩ , (21)

in general might be difficult, even if |P̂0⟩ is an MPS. This
is because (Pθ

t )
−1 cannot be efficiently represented as a

TN. Consider instead starting the denoising dynamics
from one configuration ν̂. After denoising for time t̂ we
obtain a probability P̂ θ

t̂|ν̂ conditioned on the initial ν̂

|P̂ θ
t̂|ν̂⟩ = Pθ

T−t̂W
T
t̂←0
|ν̂⟩ 1

P θ
T (ν̂)

= |P θ
T−t̂⟩ ⊙W

T
t̂←0
|ν̂⟩ 1

P θ
T (ν̂)

. (22)

The factor 1/P θ
T (ν̂) is easily obtained using the nois-

ing protocol described above since |P θ
T ⟩ is an MPS and

P θ
T (ν̂) = ⟨ν̂|P θ

T ⟩ can be efficiently extracted from it.
The other factors are an MPS and an MPO, so we can
then calculate Eq. (22) efficiently as a TN. This is shown
graphically in Fig. 4(a).

A key benefit of formulating the problem in this way is
that given some noise sample ν̂ we can exactly calculate
the marginal distribution at time t̂ = T , where the |P θ

T−t̂⟩
factor in (22) reduces to the initial MPS,

|P̂ θ
T |ν̂⟩ = |Pθ⟩ ⊙WT

T←0 |ν̂⟩
1

P θ
T (ν̂)

, (23)

simplifying the TN as shown in Fig. 4(b). Equation (23)
represents the final state of the denoising dynamics over
all possible trajectories that start at fixed ν̂. This allows

FIG. 4. Denoising protocol as a TN. (a) Graphical

representation of Eq. (22): the state |P̂ θ
t̂|ν̂⟩ is an MPS ob-

tained from propagating the initial |Pθ⟩ = |ψ∗⟩ ⊙ |ψ⟩, where
the blue spheres represent ψ, with the noising evolution op-
erator WT−t̂←0, represented by the red spheres, to obtain

|P θ
T−t̂⟩. The small grey spheres indicate the initial state

ν̂ = (ν̂1, . . . , ν̂N ) for the denoising, which is acted upon by
WT

0→t̂ (orange spheres, and where the black circles indicate

delta tensors), and multiplied element-wise to |P θ
T−t̂⟩. Rescal-

ing by the overall factor 1/ ⟨ν̂|P θ
T ⟩ (not shown) gives |P̂ θ

t̂|ν̂⟩.
(b) Graphical representation when t̂ = T , see Eq. (23): in this
case there is no propagation of |Pθ⟩.

us to obtain denoised configurations efficiently from the
by directly sampling the MPS (23). [If we are interested
in sampling the whole denoising trajectory, and not only
the final denoised state, then we can run explicitly the
denoising dynamics using Eqs. (18-20).]

If the initial state ν̂ is sampled from an initial denoising
probability |P̂0⟩ then the corresponding final denoising
probability vector reads

|P̂ θ
T ⟩ =

∑
ν̂

|P̂ θ
T |ν̂⟩ ⟨ν̂|P̂0⟩

=
∑
ν̂

|Pθ⟩ ⊙WT
T←0 |ν̂⟩

P̂0(ν̂)

P θ
T (ν̂)

. (24)

We note two things. Firstly, by definition of the denoising
dynamics, see Eq. (16), if the initial samples for denois-

ing come from the final noising state, P̂0 = P θ
T , then

sampling from Eq. (24) is the same as sampling from
the initial Pθ. However, as is standard in DMs, one often
wishes to initiate the denoising from purely noise samples
(which are easy to generate), corresponding in our case

to |P̂0⟩ = |−⟩, which only coincides with the final noising
state for T →∞. Therefore denoising for finite T implies
a “mismatch”, and the endpoint of the denoising dynam-
ics does not strictly coincide with Pθ (see e.g. [12] for dis-
cussions on this point). Secondly, in contrast to Eq. (23),
the state (24) is not an MPS, which makes extracting the

probability for specific configurations, P̂ θ
T (σ) = ⟨σ|P̂ θ

T ⟩,
difficult to compute. These two issues will inform the
sampling strategies we define below.
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IV. NOISING-DENOISING AS GENERATIVE
UPDATES FOR MCMC

We wish to sample a distribution P of the form Eq. (2)
by means of MCMC using our noising and denoising pro-
tocols as a proxy. We can do this by generating the pro-
posed Monte Carlo moves using noising-denoising with
initial distribution Pθ in MPS form, which in general is
only an approximation to the target P . The aim will be
to eventually learn the parameters θ to optimise conver-
gence of the MCMC dynamics.

We will consider two different strategies: (i) a discon-
nected update, which proposes a new configuration from a
random sample of noise, and is therefore entirely uncorre-
lated from the previous sample, see Fig. 5(a) for an illus-
tration; and (ii) a connected update, which uses a noising
and denoising cycle to propose an update which is corre-
lated to the previous sample, as illustrated in Fig. 5(b).

A. Disconnected update

Suppose at a given iteration in the MCMC the last
accepted configuration is σ. The next MCMC iteration
requires a proposed new configuration σ̂ to attempt to
move to. A way to integrate our DDM with Monte Carlo
is to generate this proposal by running the denoising dy-
namics starting from a random configuration ν̂, i.e., tak-
ing as |P̂0⟩ the flat state, |P̂0⟩ = |−⟩. The proposed
configuration σ̂ is obtained by denoising for time t̂ = T
from (23) [65].

Once a new configuration σ̂ is proposed, it is accepted
or rejected via a Metropolis test with the usual accep-
tance probability

A(σ̂|σ) = min

[
1,
P (σ̂)

P (σ)

P̂ θ
T (σ)

P̂ θ
T (σ̂)

]
, (25)

dependent on the probability P (σ) one wishes to sam-

ple, and the probability of proposals P̂ θ
T (σ) = ⟨σ|P̂ θ

T ⟩ =
2−N

∑
ν̂ ⟨σ|P̂ θ

T |ν̂⟩ from Eq. (24) for the case of P̂0 being

the flat state.
As explained above, computing the proposal probabil-

ity P̂ θ
T (σ) cannot be done efficiently using TNs. We can

however define an efficient sampling approach that over-
comes this problem, as follows. Rather than sampling
configurations σ of the target distribution P consider the
problem of sampling initial and final pairs of configura-
tions (σ,ν) of the noising dynamics, where σ is sampled
from P and ν is the final configuration after noising for
a time t = T having started from σ at time t = 0. Their
joint probability P0,T (σ,ν) is given by

P0,T (σ,ν) = ⟨ν|Wt←0|σ⟩P (σ). (26)

Clearly, from P0,T one obtains the target P by marginal-
isation, P (σ) =

∑
ν P0,T (σ,ν), so sampling the former

gives access to samples of the latter. Consider similarly

FIG. 5. MCMC updates with DDM generated propos-
als. (a) Disconnected update: We sample P (σ) by sampling
the joint P0,T (σ,ν) and contracting as the acceptance prob-
ability Eq. (28) can be computed efficiently with TNs while
the naive Eq. (25) cannot. A proposed new pair (σ̂, ν̂) is ob-
tained by drawing ν̂ from the flat distribution and applying
the denoising protocol for time T to generate σ̂. The new
pair is accepted with probability Eq. (30). The generated σ̂
are always uncorrelated from the current state σ since the
starting configuration ν̂ of the denoising step is completely
independent of final configuration ν of the noising step. —
(b) Connected update: We sample P (σ) directly. Starting
from the current configuration σ we denoise it for time T ,
producing a corrupted configuration ν. We then run denois-
ing starting from ν also for time T to generate σ̂. This pro-
posal is accepted with probability (30) which can be efficiently
computed with TNs. The proposed σ̂ is correlated with the
current σ through ν. The degree of correlation is controlled
by T , with shorter T corresponding to stronger correlation.
(We show configurations sampled using an MPS for a 2D Ising
model of size N = 30×30 with open boundary conditions and
at inverse temperature β = 1.1βc, where βc.)

the pairs (ν̂, σ̂) of initial and final configurations for a
denoising trajectory from t̂ = 0 to t̂ = T . The corre-
sponding joint probability P̂0,T (ν̂, σ̂) is given by

P̂0,T (ν̂, σ̂) = 2−N ⟨σ̂|Ŵθ
T←0|ν̂⟩

= 2−N
Pθ(σ̂)

P θ
T (ν̂)

⟨ν̂|WT←0|σ̂⟩ , (27)

where we have used that ν̂ is sampled from the flat distri-
bution, and obtained the second equality using Eq. (16).
In order to sample P0,T , an MCMC iteration proposes

a move from a current pair of configurations (σ,ν) to a
new pair (σ̂, ν̂) where ν̂ is sampled uniformly and σ̂ is
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obtained by denoising it for t̂ = T [most efficiently by
directly sampling the MPS (23)]. Since the probability
being targeted is Eq. (26) and the proposal probability is
Eq. (27), the corresponding Metropolis acceptance prob-
ability reads

A(σ̂, ν̂|σ,ν) = min

[
1,
P0,T (σ̂, ν̂)

P0,T (σ,ν)

P̂0,T (ν,σ)

P̂0,T (ν̂, σ̂)

]

= min

[
1,
P (σ̂)

P (σ)

Pθ(σ)

Pθ(σ̂)

P θ
T (ν̂)

P θ
T (ν)

]
(28)

where we have used Eqs. (26) and (27) in the second line.
Since the pair (σ̂, ν̂) is chosen without any direct con-

nection to the previous (σ,ν) we name this MCMC
scheme the disconnected update. See Fig. 5(a) for a vi-
sualisation: we start with some configuration σ, and use
the noising protocol with time T to generate a corrupted
sample ν; we then draw some new noise sample ν̂ from
|−⟩, and apply the denoising protocol to generate the
sample σ̂; the change (σ,ν) → (σ̂, ν̂) is accepted or re-
jected using the Metropolis test with acceptance prob-
ability (28). In contrast to Eq. (25), all the quanti-
ties appearing in Eq. (28) can be computed efficiently,
since Pθ and P θ

T are represented by MPS, and the ra-
tio P (σ̂)/P (σ) only involves the known energy E, see
Eq. (2).

B. The connected update

The second scheme we will consider is one where we di-
rectly sample P by proposing changes σ → σ̂, but where
the proposal probability for the new configuration de-
pends on the old one. We call this the connected update,
and is depicted in Fig. 5(b): given the current configu-
ration σ, we will first use the noising protocol for some
finite time T to generate a configuration noised ν; then
we use ν as the initial configuration for the denoising dy-
namics for the same extent of time T , generating a new
sample σ̂. In contrast to the the disconnected protocol,
the noise and denoise branches of the dynamics share the
configuration ν. In this case the target distribution is P
and the probability to propose σ̂ from σ is given by

π(σ̂|σ) =
∑
ν

⟨σ̂|W̃θ
T←0|ν⟩ ⟨ν|WT←0|σ⟩

=
∑
ν

Pθ(σ)

P θ
T (ν)

⟨ν|WT←0|σ̂⟩ ⟨ν|WT←0|σ⟩ , (29)

where we have used Eq. (16). The acceptance probability
then reads

A(σ̂|σ) = min

[
1,
P (σ̂)

P (σ)

π(σ|σ̂)
π(σ̂|σ)

]
= min

[
1,
P (σ̂)

P (σ)

Pθ(σ)

Pθ(σ̂)

]
(30)

Equation (30) is the standard acceptance criterion for
Metropolis when attempts are generated from Pθ. The
acceptance rate will be higher the better Pθ approximates
P , and below we discuss how to learn the parameters θ
that define this MPS. Furthermore, the time extent of the
noising/denoising T allows us to control how correlated
successive proposals are, which can also be optimised in
order to better decorrelate successive MCMC samples.

V. MONTE CARLO SAMPLING VIA DDMS
WITH TENSOR NETWORKS

We now study in detail the integration of MCMC with
the update proposals based on sample generation via
DDM introduced in the previous section. In particular,
we will show the effectiveness of the connected update
scheme. For concreteness, in what follows we focus on
the problem of sampling the equilibrium state of two spe-
cific models, the one-dimensional stochastic Fredkin spin
chain [33, 66, 67], studied in this section and in the next
one, and the two-dimensional Ising model (in a cylindri-
cal geometry) [34], studied in Sec. VI.
Our ultimate aim is to devise an adaptive Monte Carlo

method that learns the optimal way to generate propos-
als for the MCMC using DDMs and TNs. This learning
algorithm is presented in Sec. VI below, but we can antic-
ipate some of its features. As the MCMC will be based
on proposals from the DDM, cf. Sec. IV, the aim is to
learn the optimal initial Pθ and noising time T which to-
gether define the denoising dynamics via Eq. (16). The
learning algorithm will therefore have three stages: (i)
Initialisation: there will be a starting guess for Pθ, that
in general will be far from the target P , and a guess for T
which will be far from optimal; (ii) Improvement: Monte
Carlo will filter samples of P which can be used to adapt
the parameters of Pθ, progressively making it a better
approximation to P , aided by adjusting T adaptively;
and (iii) Convergence: learning will eventually reach an
optimal Pθ ≈ P within its variational class, and the
trained MCMC can then be used to generate samples
of P efficiently. Before defining the learning dynamics
in Sec. VI, in this section we consider each of the three
stages separately, exploring the specific aspects of sample
proposal/acceptance that affect them. In the next sec-
tion we assemble these aspects together into an efficient
adaptive MCMC scheme.
In the next subsection we introduce the two models

that we study in the rest of the paper. The first of these
is the Fredkin spin chain and the second the 2D Ising
model. The rest of the section uses the Fredkin chain to
consider the separate components of the MCMC scheme
of Sec. VI: the Fredkin chain is convenient to study these
issues as is it a spin system with local interactions which,
despite being one-dimensional, displays an equilibrium
phase transition due to the constrained nature of its con-
figuration space. In this sense, it allows to consider prob-
lems relating to the difficulty of sampling across singu-
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FIG. 6. Models. (a) Fredkin spin chain. An example con-
figuration σ in the half-filling (zero magnetization) sector for
size L = 12, where a black circle is a spin up, and a yellow
circle a spin down. The Fredkin constraints state that there
must always be at least as many spins up as spins down when
counting from the left. The height representation of σ is ob-
tained by mapping each up spin to a step up, and each down
spin to a step down. The energy of the configuration is the
area A(σ), indicated by the shaded region, under the height
field. (b) 2D Ising model. We show a lattice of size N = 15×5
with PBCs in the vertical direction. A probability vector of
this 2D system can be represented by a MPS that “snakes”
in a 1D path, as shown by the red line.

lar changes in the probability of interest. Furthermore,
the Fredkin chain is particularly useful as a test case
for the methods we introduce as its stationary state can
be expressed exactly as a MPS, and therefore we can
benchmark performance of the various components of our
Monte Carlo method.

After introducing the models, we use the exact Fred-
kin MPS to consider sampling with the denoising proto-
col comparing the disconnected and connected updates
of Fig. 5; this relates to stage (iii) above of sampling
once the distribution is learnt. We then investigate the
effect of using an approximate MPS to define the sam-
pling, connecting to stage (ii) where only an approximate
MPS is used to define the denoising dynamics. The fi-
nal subsection considers a scenario where this defining
distribution is the exact MPS but for a different phase,
mimicking the initialisation stage (i) above.

A. Models

1. Fredkin spin chain

The first system we use to test our methods is the
stochastic Fredkin spin chain. Originally introduced as a

quantum spin model [66], it was later extended to clas-
sical stochastic dynamics [33]. The stochastic Fredkin
spin chain [33] corresponds to a 1D lattice of N spins
σj = ±1 with j = 1, . . . , N , with the conditions on all

its configurations that Mk =
∑k

j=1 σj ≥ 0 for all k and
MN = 0. This amounts to all allowed configurations hav-
ing non-negative net magnetisation when counting from
left-to-right, and a total magnetisation of zero. We de-
note the set of configurations which obey these criteria
by D. This configuration space is equivalent to the set
of random walk paths that start in the origin and return
to the origin without ever crossing it (or “excursions”
[68, 69]) or, equivalently, Dyck paths. The “physical”
dynamics of the model is defined in terms of exchanges
between pairs of neighbouring spins subject to kinetic
constraints that guarantee motion in D. See Ref. [33] for
details and references.
Of interest to us here is the Fredkin equilibrium state

[33] and not its dynamics. The stationary distribution of
the model is defined such that the equilibrium probability
for a configuration of spins that obeys all the magneti-
sation constraints is of Boltzmann form, while for those
that do not it is zero. That is,

P (σ;β) =
1

Zβ
C(σ)e−βE(σ), (31)

where C(σ) = 1 if σ ∈ D and C(σ) = 0 if σ /∈ D, β plays
the role of an inverse temperature (which we will allow
to be positive or negative), and the normalisation Zβ is
the partition sum. The energy function is defined to be
[33]

E(σ) =

N∑
j=1

(N + 1− j)σj . (32)

The above energy can be understood in terms of a “height
field” representation [33]: if each spin represents a step
of a random walk, then the position (the height) of the

random walker after j steps is hj =
∑j

k=1 σk, see Fig. 6.
The energy function E(σ) can then be understood as
the area underneath this height field. In Ref. [33], it
was shown that there is a thermodynamic singularity in
Eq. (31) at β = 0 separating three distinct phases: a
large area (or “tilted”) phase for β < 0, a small area (or
“flat”) phase for β > 0, and a critical (or “Coulomb”)
phase at β = 0. Furthermore, for any β the equilibrium
probability vector can be written exactly as an MPS of
bond dimension that scales with system size (see Ref. [33]
for details).

2. 2D Ising model on a cylinder

As a second example, we will consider Ising model in
two dimensions. The Ising model describes a lattice of
spins, where each spin interacts with its neighbour with
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energy function

E(σ) = −J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

σiσj , (33)

where ⟨i, j⟩ indicates nearest neighbours, and J is a cou-
pling constant which we set to J = 1. The Ising model in
two dimensions undergoes a phase transition in the large
size limit at inverse temperature βc = 2/ log(1 +

√
2),

from a disordered phase for β < βc to an ordered phase
for β > βc [34, 70].

In contrast to the Fredkin chain, for the 2D Ising model
we do not have an exact MPS representation of the equi-
librium state. While MPS are able to give exact and
efficient representations of thermal distributions for one-
dimensional systems with short range interactions (effec-
tively representing the transfer matrix of their partition
functions), this is not the case in higher dimensions. A
way to proceed is to consider a two-dimensional model as
a long-ranged one dimensional one, in which case there is
no guarantee of an efficient MPS representation: for an
L × L lattice, we expect the bond dimension needed to
go in principle as D ∼ O(eL).
Since we cannot represent the equilibrium probability

Eq. (31) with the 2D Ising energy Eq. (33) accurately, in
the next section we will demonstrate how the combina-
tion of MCMC and DDM generation allows to variation-
ally optimise an MPS that defines an efficient sampling
scheme, and which can be considered an alternative ap-
proach to standard variational Monte Carlo (see Ref. [71]
to see how this is formulated for quantum problems).

We will consider the Ising model in a cylindrical geom-
etry, that is a two-dimensional lattice with dimensions
L1 × L2 with L2 ≥ L1, and with periodic boundary con-
ditions (PBCs) in the first dimension but not on the sec-
ond. We define the MPS that approximates probabil-
ity vectors by “snaking” a quasi-1d lattice as sketched in
Fig. 6(b). In this way we can investigate the effectiveness
of our MPS approach on d > 1 systems in a controlled
manner, while also exploiting the effectiveness of MPS
for d = 1 systems.

B. Sampling via denoising from an exact
distribution

In the rest of this section we study separate aspects of
the sampling using the Fredkin spin chain as an exam-
ple. We first consider the case where the target distri-
bution (31) can be exactly expressed as a known MPS.
In an adaptive MCMC scheme like the one we propose
in Sec. VI, this relates to the last stage where the tar-
get probability has been fully learnt and one wishes to
sample from it, i.e., stage (iii) in the enumeration above.
We consider specifically the case of β = 0 (the critical
phase of the Fredkin chain) where the denoising dynamics
Eq. (16) is defined from the initial exact MPS |Pθ⟩ that
encodes the equilibrium state [33], so that |P ⟩ = |Pθ⟩.

FIG. 7. Exact sampling of the Fredkin equilibrium
distribution. (a) The area A from proposed configurations:
for the disconnected scheme (filled/blue symbols) this corre-
sponds to an average over Ns = 105 proposed samples, while
for the connected scheme (empty/red symbols) it is an av-
erage over Ns = 105 Monte Carlo iterations (as acceptance
probability is one). We show sizes N = 50, 100, 200 (circles,
squares, pentagons, respectively) for Eqs. (31-32) at β = 0.
(b) Monte Carlo autocorrelation after one iteration, shown as
1 − C(1). For both disconnected and connected updates we
show results averaged over Ns = 105 MCMC iterations.

For the disconnected update, denoising random con-
figurations is guaranteed to propose samples from Pθ

for T → ∞. For the connected update, the gener-
ated samples are those of Pθ for any T . In Fig. 7(a)
we illustrate this. For both disconnected and connected
schemes we generate Ns proposed configurations: for the
disconnected case these are Ns independent proposals,
while for the connected case they are part of a Monte
Carlo trajectory of Ns iterations, since the acceptance
rate for connected updates starting from the exact dis-
tribution have acceptance probability one. Figure 7(a)
shows the area averaged over these proposed configura-

tions, A ≡ N−1s

∑Ns

k=1A(σ
(k)) (in what follows we use

over-bar to indicate empirical mean over samples), rel-
ative to the exact equilibrium area. For the connected
update, while noisy for small T , the estimated areas are
compatible with the equilibrium one for all T , with fluc-
tuations decreasing with system size. In contrast, for the
disconnected update, the average area over the proposed
configurations only becomes compatible with equilibrium
for long enough T , and shows clear size dependence for
shorter times. This is an example of the “mismatch”
characteristic of DMs [12], where the recovery of the ini-
tial distribution by denoising is imperfect if T is not long
enough.
The results of Fig. 7(a) show that when starting from

Pθ which coincides with target probability P all propos-
als of the connected update will be accepted irrespective
of T , while for unconnected updates acceptance will be
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lower the shorter T , in principle only reaching unity in
the limit of large T . For the more general case where P
is unknown and therefore Pθ is only an approximation,
we expect the connected update will also lead to higher
acceptance of proposed moves, which is one of the desired
features of an efficient MCMC simulation.

A second requirement for efficient MCMC is control
on the decorrelation between successive configurations,
which is directly related to Monte Carlo convergence. To
quantify this we define the normalised autocorrelation
function between Monte Carlo samples in the Fredkin
chain

C(µ) =

∑N
j=1 E

[
n
(K)
j n

(K+µ)
j

]
− E [nj ]

2∑N
j=1 E [nj ]− E [nj ]

2
(34)

where n
(K)
j = 2σ

(K)
j − 1 is the occupation at site j at

the K-th Monte Carlo iteration (including both proposal
and acceptance/rejection steps), and E[·] indicates expec-
tation w.r.t. the MCMC. [As for other averages, in prac-
tice we estimate E[·] by the empirical mean over samples

E[·] ≈ N−1s

∑Ns

k=1(·); also, while Eq. (34) in principle de-
pends on the iteration K, we will only consider it in cases
where we start from the exact Pθ so that the MCMC dy-
namics is stationary, making Eq. (34) independent of K.]
The Monte Carlo correlator (34) starts at C(µ = 0) =

1 by definition and should go to C(µ → ∞) = 0 if the
MCMC is ergodic, being close enough to zero after a finite
number of iterations once the MCMC has decorrelated.
For simplicity, we focus only on the one-step decorrela-
tion, C(1), which is easiest to compute: it is reasonable to
assume that for an ergodic time-inhomogenous Markov
process, C(1) ≥ C(µ) ≥ C(1)µ, with equality for the
second relation for disconnected updates by definition.

In Fig. 7(b) we show the dependence of 1−C(1) on T
for both the connected and disconnected schemes. Under
the above assumptions, this quantity provides an upper
bound on the effective sample size for the connected up-
date, and is the effective sample size for the disconnected
update. It is interesting to note that despite generat-
ing proposals that are independent at every iteration,
the disconnected update has a larger autocorrelation be-
tween successive accepted configurations, the larger the
shorter T , due to a larger rejection rate.

C. Sampling via denoising from an approximate
distribution

The next aspect we consider is when the situation
where the probability Pθ is a only an estimate of the tar-
get P and not the exact one as in the previous subsection.
This relates to stage (ii) in the adaptive MCMC scheme,
where the MPS Pθ is progressively improved, but is only
an approximation to the target P . We can engineer this
situation for the Fredkin chain in a controlled manner as
we know the exact P in MPS form: we define an approx-
imate MPS Pθ and we control the error through its bond

FIG. 8. Sampling starting from an approximate dis-
tribution. (a) Acceptance probability of the MCMC with
the connected update for the Fredkin chain equilibrium state
at β = 0 as a function of noising/denoising time T for Pθ as
an MPS of bond dimension D (symbols), with the sampling
from the exact P (and MPS with bond dimension D = 24)
for comparison (solid/black line) (b) Same by for the one-step
Monte Carlo decorrelator 1 − C(1). Results are for N = 100
and Ns = 106 samples.

dimension D chosen to be smaller than that of the exact
state P . A natural way to define the best approximate
Pθ for given D is by minimising its relative entropy, or
Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence, to the exact P ,

DKL(P ||Pθ) =
∑
σ∈D

P (σ) log

(
P (σ)

Pθ(σ)

)
. (35)

Since the configuration space D of the Fredkin chain can
be sampled exactly from the MPS representation of the
equilibrium state at β = 0 [33], minimising Eq. (35) is a
tractable problem. For details see App. B.
We then use the MCMC with the connected update

to sample the distribution P (at β = 0) with noising
and denoising protocols defined from the approximate
MPS |Pθ⟩ = |ψθ⟩ ⊙ |ψθ⟩. Figure 8(a) shows the ac-
ceptance rate for the updates as a function of the nois-
ing/denoising time T for several bond dimensions D. In
contrast to the case where Pθ coincides with the exact
P (full/black line), acceptance probability is less than
one and decreases with bond dimension D (i.e., smaller
acceptance the less accurate the initial state). Further-
more, the acceptance is larger for smaller T where the
proposed updates are smaller.
Despite the smaller acceptance, the more efficient up-

dates are those with larger T , as seen from the behaviour
of the one-step decorrelator 1− C(1) shown in Fig. 8(b)
as as function of T for various bond dimensions. This
indicates that if the starting state |Pθ⟩ is already a rea-
sonable approximation to the target P (for example in
the late stages of learning, see below) it is best to use
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FIG. 9. Sampling a different target distribution. (a)
Acceptance probability as a function of denoising time T for
the connected update scheme, where denoising is defined us-
ing for Pθ the exact Fredkin MPS at β = 0, and the target
P is the Fredkin equilibrium at β ̸= 0, for several β in the
“tilted” phase. (b) One-step Monte Carlo decorrelator as a
function of T . Results are for N = 100 and averaged over
Ns = 106 MCMC samples.

denoising with large time T which is close to sampling
from |Pθ⟩ in an uncorrelated way.

D. Sampling unknown target distributions

Our final preliminary consideration is the case where
Pθ is clearly distinct from the target P . This relates to
the initial stage (i) above. For the case of the Fredkin
chain we can engineer this situation by for Pθ using the
exact MPS at one value of β to generate proposed config-
urations for another β. For example, a good test is to use
the exact MPS state at β = 0 to target the distribution
at β ̸= 0 which corresponds to a different equilibrium
phase [33].

We first consider the acceptance rate and the one-
step decorrelation of the resulting MCMC scheme in its
stationary state for the connected update, that is, af-
ter enough Monte Carlo iterations have occurred such
that the configurations are sampled from the target P .
In Fig. 9(a) we show that the acceptance probability
decreases with increasing T , which becomes more pro-
nounced the further the target β is from β = 0 [cf.
Fig. 8(a) where something similar occurs as the approx-
imate MPS deviates from the exact one]. Figure 9(b)
in turn shows that the one-step decorrelation is non-
monotonic with T [in contrast to Fig. 8(b) where there is
no drop in decorrelation]. Given that Monte Carlo effi-
ciency requires maximising acceptance and sample decor-
relation, the optimal T would be a compromise between
the two behaviours seen in Fig. 9.

Secondly, we consider a Monte Carlo “quench”, that

FIG. 10. Monte Carlo quench and adaptive denoising
time. (a) Cumulative average of the area of the Fredkin chain
over Monte Carlo samples at β = −0.05 starting the MCMC
from β = 0, as function of Monte Carlo iterations. The de-
noising time adapts towards a target acceptance rate of 1/2.
We compare the connected (red) and disconnected (blue) up-
dates, for sizes N = 50, 100, 200. The black/dashed line shows
the exact equilibrium value. (b) Adaptive denoising time, T ,
as a function of MCMC iterations for the connected update.
Inset: Acceptance rate as a function of MCMC iterations for
both update schemes. Each experiment is run 10 independent
times, and the curves shown are the average over all experi-
ments. The ribbon shows the standard error.

is, the evolution starting from β = 0 of the Monte Carlo
dynamics as it equilibrates towards β ̸= 0 (with the de-
noising protocol is defined from the MPS at β = 0 as
before). We show the corresponding results in Fig. 10
for a target β = −0.05 for various system sizes and for
both the connected (red) and disconnected (blue) up-
dates. Anticipating the learning protocol of Sec. VI, we
also use an adaptive scheme which changes the denoising
time T based on the acceptance of the last set of samples
(set to 128 in the figure): if the acceptance is greater
than 1/2 then T is increased, otherwise T is decreased.
In Fig. 10(a) we show the cumulative average of the area,
⟨A⟩MC, as a function of Monte Carlo iterations for both
update schemes and for various sizes: while increasing
size slows the convergence to the expected value (black
dashed line), the connected update (red) is able to reach
if faster than the disconnected one (blue). Figure 10(b)
shows the adapted value T for the connected update (ini-
tiated at T = 1) as a function of Monte Carlo iterations.
Note its rapid decrease until it reaches a steady value
(which decreases with system size) that allows for effi-
cient sampling at reasonable acceptance rate, here set as
the threshold of 1/2 [the inset to Fig. 10(b) shows con-
vergence to this threshold for the connected update, in
contrast to the disconnected update which cannot reach
it for the maximum iterations shown].
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VI. LEARNING OPTIMAL DENOISING
PROTOCOLS FOR MONTE CARLO SAMPLING

We now have all the elements in place to define an
adaptive learning scheme to optimise a denoising protocol
for generating Monte Carlo samples. The starting point
is some a denoising dynamics defined in terms of some
initial distribution |Pθ⟩ given by the MPS |ψθ⟩, cf. Fig. 1,
together with a denoising time T . In what follows we will
only consider the connected update, cf. Fig. 5.

The Markov chain of the Monte Carlo starts from some
configuration σ(0), which can be sampled directly from
Pθ. If at iteration k, the configuration of the Markov
chain is σ(k), it then evolves to configuration σ(k+1) at
the next iteration by accepting or rejecting a proposed
configuration generated with the connected update as
explained in Sec. IVB. In the sampling investigations
of Secs. VB, VC and VD, the MPS |Pθ⟩ that defines
the denoising dynamics was kept fixed. Here we devise
a scheme by which this MPS is progressively learnt to
be a good approximation to the target P , together with
optimising the denoising time T , therefore making the
MCMC sampling efficient.

In order to learn the parameters of the MPS that
defines |Pθ⟩ we use as an objective the negative log-
likelihood (NLL) of Pθ over P ,

L[θ] = − E
σ∼P

[
logPθ(σ)

]
. (36)

The parameters θ of the MPS which best approximate
the target distribution are found from

θ∗ = argmin
θ
L[θ]. (37)

The loss (36) has a global minimum given by Pθ = P ,
which Eq. (37) only gives if the variational class spanned
by the MPS is large enough. In practice, Pθ can get as
close to P as the bond dimension of the MPS allows. A
second issue is that in Eqs. (36) and (37) the expectation
is taken with respect to the (unknown) target distribu-
tion P . While we do not have direct access to P , we
can estimate EP (·) in Eq. (36) by the empirical average
over the samples of P obtained while running the Monte
Carlo.

Our adaptive MCMC works as follows, see Fig. 11:

(i) We start from an initial |Pθ⟩ from the untrained
MPS |ψθ⟩ and with an initial value of T . The re-
sults from Sec. V.D suggest that to get good accep-
tance with a Pθ that is very far from P the initial
denoising time T should be small, cf. Fig. 10(a).
However, we will initialise the time to T = 1 to
demonstrate that the method will decide on a small
T without further input.

(ii) Rather than a single Monte Carlo trajectory, we
run a “batch” of Nr trajectories in parallel (which
we refer to as replicas). This is required to cal-
culate an empirical average in the loss (36), and

has the same computational complexity to running
these MCMC trajectories in sequence. The start-
ing configurations for the trajectories in the replica
are sampled from the current |Pθ⟩.

(iii) From each starting configuration we run the noise-
denoise cycle for time T as specified in the con-
nected update scheme of Sec. IVB. This results in
Nb proposed updates, which are accepted or re-
jected according to Eq. (30).

(iv) In order to learn the optimal MPS we “weave”
the MCMC iterations and the “minibatch” gradi-
ent descent minimisation of the loss (36). That
is, after each Monte Carlo iteration, we update
the MPS |ψθ⟩ using an approach akin to that of
the so-called density matrix renormalisation group
(DMRG), whereby we sweep through each of the
local tensors that define the MPS and optimise
them according to Eqs. (36) and (37). Each ten-
sor is optimised by doing one step of gradient de-
scent, where the loss is approximated as the mean
over the Nb current Monte Carlo configurations. In
this manner we progressively minimise the loss in
a stochastic fashion. Furthermore, while for a sin-
gle trajectory proposals with low acceptance rate
can give rise to correlated samples, thus increas-
ing the risk of becoming stuck in local minima of
the loss (i.e., a form of “mode collapse”), a bene-
fit of running multiple replicas is that their mutual
independence make this problem less likely. For
more details on the MPS learning see App. B (and
Ref. [54] for more general aspects of training gen-
erative MPS).

(v) We also adjust the denoising time T using the
heuristic approach described in Sec. VD. We aim
for a set acceptance probability level (of around 1/2
in the results below), increasing T if the acceptance
over the batch is larger than this target, or reduc-
ing T if it is smaller. The results from Secs. VC
and VD, suggest that T should be small in the ini-
tial stages of training, cf. Fig. 10(a), progressively
growing as the MPS gets better, while maintaining
a balance between smaller T for larger acceptance
and larger T for better decorrelation, cf. Fig. 8.

We run this learning scheme until convergence. From
then on we can use the trained |Pθ⟩ and T to efficiently
sample P using the connected updates, cf. Secs. VB and
VC.

A. Sampling of Fredkin spin chain

We apply first our adaptive DDM scheme to sample
the equilibrium of the Fredkin spin chain at β ̸= 0. For
the initialisation step (i) we could choose a random MPS
of bond dimension D. However, since the dimension of
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FIG. 11. Learning optimal denoising protocols. A
sketch of our strategy to learn optimal sampling protocols.
We start with a batch of Nb configures and an untrained MPS
which defines the denoising protocol. We use the denoising
protocol to propose updates the configurations, which are ac-
cepted / rejected using the Metropolis criterion. The batch
of configurations is continuously used to update the MPS us-
ing maximum likelihood with stochastic mini-batch gradient
descent.

the Fredkin subspace D is polynomially in size smaller
than that of unconstrained spin configurations, in order
to have a reasonable acceptance initially it is better to
start with an MPS that has a good support over D. For
the Fredkin chain we can obtain this by choosing Pθ as an
MPS of bond dimension D that minimises the distance
(35) with respect to an empirical distribution of a set of
configurations in D (which for the Fredkin chain can be
sampled efficiently from the exact MPS state at β = 0).
The general idea is that for systems with constrained
configuration spaces it is sensible to start, if possible,
with an untrained MPS but which incorporates partial
knowledge of the constraints (if not there will be to be a
long initial exploration regime in the training simply to
learn the constraints). Furthermore, the overall weight

of the MPS on D is given by ⟨ψθ|Ĉ|ψθ⟩, where Ĉ is the

projection operator onto D. Since Ĉ is an MPO, this
weight is easy to calculate, and we use it to determine
the level for adjusting the denoising time T in step (v)
of our scheme: we increase T if the batch acceptance is
larger than ⟨ψθ|Ĉ|ψθ⟩ /2, or decrease it otherwise.

Figure 12 shows various metrics for the learning dy-
namics as a function of Monte Carlo iterations for the
problem of sampling the Fredkin equilibrium at β =
−0.05. For the training of the DDM we run Nr =
1024 replicas. In Fig. 12(a) we plot the average loss,
cf. Eq. (36), for several MPS bond dimensions D =
4, 8, 16, 32 (red curves), together with the target value

obtained when Pθ is the exact MPS (black dashed line,
where the NLL is approximated by averaging over Nr/2
samples from the exact MPS). For comparison, we also
show the results obtained if in step (iii) we use the dis-
connected update (blue curves): clearly the connected
update converges to the target value quicker for all bond
dimensions shown. Increasing the bond dimension ap-
pears to slow the rate of convergence, possibly due to the
fact that an MPS with a larger bond dimension is able
to overfit the fluctuations of the training data, which has
a large variance during the training process. On the con-
trary, MPS with smaller bond dimensions can only learn
the most salient features. Nevertheless, it is clear that
after enough iterations, the MPS with larger bond di-
mensions converge closer to the exact NLL.
In Fig. 12(b) we show the batch average of the area.

We see a similar convergence to the exact value as for
the NLL. The inset to Fig. 12(b) show how the adaptive
denoising time T changes with the learning: is it quickly
becomes small at the start of training, cf. Sec. V.D, then
increasing and eventually shooting up when the learning
has converged (and in the limit T → ∞, connected and
disconnected updates coincide). The benefit of using the
connected update becomes clear when one considers the
acceptance rate, as shown in Fig. 12(c): for the larger
bond dimensions it is evident that the connected update
leads to a larger acceptance rate than the disconnected
one.

B. Sampling of the two-dimensional Ising model

We now demonstrate our DDM method for sampling
the equilibrium of the two-dimensional Ising model with
cylindrical boundary conditions. We saw above, cf.
Fig. 12, that a smaller bond dimension leads to faster
learning, even if a larger one gives eventual better re-
sults. For this reason we now also adapt value of D, as
is standard practice in DMRG: we initiate the MPS ran-
domly (as the configuration space of the Ising model is
unconstrained) with a bond dimension D = 1, and incre-
ment the bond dimension every twenty iterations until a
maximum of Dmax = 64 is reached, thus improving the
accuracy of |Pθ⟩. We also make explicit use of the spa-
tial symmetries of the model: we use the learning scheme
with Nr = 512 replicas, but at each training iteration
we spatially reflect in both directions, L2, and spatially
translated along the depth L1 of cylinder for translations
1, . . . , L1 − 1, giving a total of 4L1Nr training samples
used in gradient descent. Note that one could also ex-
ploit the spin invariance in Eq. (33) to increase this factor
further by two. However, we do not do this here to show
that our method is capable of avoiding mode collapse in
the ordered phase.
The results are shown in Fig. 13 for system sizes

N = L1 × L2, with L1 = 4 to 10 and L2 = 30. The
panels under column (a) show results for the ordered
phase, β = βc/2, column (b) shows results at the crit-
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FIG. 12. Learning optimal DDM sampling for the Fredkin chain. (a) Mean of the NLL loss (36) over a batch of
Nr = 1024 replicas as a function of Monte Carlo iterations, for β = −0.05 and size N = 100. We compare the connected
update (red curves) for bond dimensions D = 4, 8, 16, 32 to the target NLL (dashed line; estimated from Nr/2 samples of the
exact distribution). We also show for comparison the results obtained with the disconnected update (blue curves). (b) Batch
average of the area as a function of MCMC iterations. Inset: adaptive denoising time as a function of MCMC iterations for
the connected update. (a) The average NLL of 512 test samples, ⟨L⟩, as a function of sampling iterations. The dashed line is
the target value. (c) Acceptance probability as a function of Monte Carlo iterations for both kind of updates.

ical point, β = βc, and panel (c) in the ordered phase,
β = 2βc. In the top row of Fig. 13 is the evolution of the
loss for the various system sizes, evaluated with Nr inde-
pendent samples acquired using standard Monte Carlo.
In all cases the NLL converges to a steady value. The in-
sets show the adaptive denoising time T , where its rapid
growth indicates convergence of the training of the DDM
(the only exception being for the largest size at βc), cf.
Fig. 12(b). The middle row of Fig. 13 shows the absolute
value of the total magnetisation averaged over the batch,
M , as a function of Monte Carlo iteration, where M(σ)
is defined as

M(σ) ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1N
N∑
j=1

σj

∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (38)

As for the loss we see convergence to the true average val-
ues (dotted lines, computed from standard Monte Carlo
for comparison). It is not surprising that convergence is
slowest at the critical point where fluctuations are largest.
While learning takes longer the larger the system, as
one would expect, in no regime it appears to scale ex-
ponentially with size. Interestingly, efficient convergence
to equilibrium is also fast in the ordered phase. Fur-
thermore, the trained MPS learns about the two ordered
phases. This is confirmed by the total magnetisation

Z(σ) ≡ 1

N

N∑
j=1

σj , (39)

shown in the inset to the middle panel of Fig. 13(c): that
its value fluctuates around zero, when the absolute mag-
netisation (38) converges to one, indicates that the learn-
ing is able to identify both of ferromagnetic phases, thus
avoiding mode collapse in the terminology of machine
learning.

The bottom row of Fig. 13 shows the Monte Carlo
acceptance probability as a function of Monte Carlo iter-
ations. In all cases it quickly stabilises at the 1/2 level,
and then increasing as the learning converges, indicat-
ing convergence to the optimal MPS, whose accuracy is
limited by the choice of Dmax. Increasing the length L1

slows down the increase of the acceptance probability,
which is to be expected due to the fixed maximum bond
dimension of the MPS. Note that the acceptance is al-
most one for all systems for β = 2βc, due to the strong
correlations in the target distribution.

VII. DISCUSSION

Here we have shown how to efficiently implement dis-
crete diffusion models using tensor networks. By param-
eterising data, probability vectors and evolution opera-
tors with TNs, we showed that a target distribution can
be sampled exactly without the need to learn stochas-
tic differential equations for the denoising dynamics. As
an example application, we used our implementation of
DDMs as the proposal generator in a Monte Carlo sam-
pling scheme, with the ability to control the acceptance
rate and correlation between proposed moves via proper-
ties of the DDM such as the extent of denoising time.
We also showed how to define an efficient learning

scheme where states are approximated within the varia-
tional class defined by MPS with a fixed bond dimension.
We showed that for Boltzmann sampling where the en-
ergy function is known (but not the partition sum), our
scheme that combines DDM proposals with Monte Carlo
acceptance can learn optimal DDMs to sample the equi-
librium distribution effectively. We applied our method
to the constrained d = 1 Fredkin spin chain and the
d = 2 Ising model on a cylinder. In both cases, we
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FIG. 13. Learning optimal DDM sampling for the two-dimensional Ising model. Column (a): results in the disordered
phase, β = βc/2, where βc = log(1+

√
2)/2 is the critical temperature. Top panel: mean of the NLL loss for a batch of Nr = 512

independent samples obtained from standard Monte Carlo, as a function of Monte Carlo iterations for the MCMC scheme with
connected updates, for a range of system sizes with cylindrical boundary conditions. Inset: change in the adaptive denoising
time T with MCMC iterations. Middle panel: batch average absolute as a function of training iterations. The dotted lines show
the corresponding equilibrium averages. Bottom panel: Acceptance probability as a function of training iterations. Column
(b): same but at the critical point, β = βc. Column (c): same but in the ordered phase, β = 2βc. In all cases shown the
maximal bond dimension is Dmax = 64. The inset in the middle panel shows the average over spins, averaged over all replicas
as a function of MCMC iterations.

found that using DDMs with a learnable MPS and with
a “connected” denoising dynamics (that overcomes the
time-mismatch problem) we could efficiently sample all
equilibrium phases, even at (typically hard to sample)
coexistence conditions.

From the technical point of view we can think of several
extensions to this work. Here we used the MPS of the ini-
tial probability as the learnable quantity, with the subse-
quent noising/denoising dynamics implemented exactly.
One could define a larger variational space where every
step of the time evolution is learnable by making the evo-
lution operators into MPOs that can be also trained. A

second extension is to implement a similar approach to
ours but with TNs in higher dimensions. While MPS
are limited to one dimension (or two dimensions on thin
cylinders), other TN topologies, such as tree tensor net-
works (TTNs) [72, 73] or projected-entangled pair states
(PEPS) [74], could allow for effective applications in in
d > 1. For example, Ref. [45] used PEPS to efficiently
sample d = 2 distributions using an update which corre-
sponds to the disconnected update presented here. How-
ever, due to the inability to contract them exactly, with
PEPS one has to resort to approximate methods which
scale poorly with system size. This can lead to a decrease
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FIG. 14. Sampling the denoising protocol. (a) The par-
tition function for all configurations σ̂ is calculated using the
same tensor network, but with spins σ̂j replaced by the uni-
form state. (b) The marginal probability of observing spins
σ̂1, σ̂2 and σ̂3 conditioned on the noise sample ν̂ can be calcu-
lated by the tensor network shown. The grey spheres indicate
spin configurations (as a vector), which are denoted on the di-
agram, and the black spheres are the uniform distribution for
the given lattice site.

in the acceptance rate as system size is increased. The
connected protocol we introduced here might allow for a
more efficient sampling with PEPSs more generally.

From the conceptual point of view, there seems to be a
fruitful space for considering generative diffusion models
from the perspective of statistical physics. Recent exam-
ples include studying scaling laws of DMs using mean-
field techniques [75], the description of their generative
power in the language of phase transitions [76, 77], and
their ability to sample equilibrium distributions of dis-
ordered models [78]. Since our TNs formulation imple-
ments the noising/denoising processes of DDMs exactly,
they could allow for a more comprehensive investigation
of these ideas.

The application space of discrete diffusion models is
rapidly expanding [28, 31] and improvements in repre-
sentation, sampling, and optimisation could significantly
impact many domains. Applications focused on lattice
models for protein structure and conformational sam-
pling [79], which have been presented as a target for
quantum algorithms, are a natural future target for our
methodology.
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Appendix A: Sampling denoising protocols with
MPS

The denoising distribution (23) for some ν̂ can be sam-
pled exactly sampled as an MPS. The probability for

some configuration σ̂ is given by Eq. (23),

P̂ θ
T |ν̂(σ̂) = Pθ(σ̂) ⟨σ̂|WT

T←0|ν̂⟩
1

P θ
T (ν̂)

. (A1)

The partition function

Z(ν̂) =
∑
ν

P̂ θ
T |ν̂(σ̂) = ⟨−|P̂

θ
T |ν̂⟩ (A2)

can be calculated explicitly as a TN, which is shown in
Fig. 14(a) (with the factor 1/P θ

T (ν̂) not shown). The
black spheres are the local uniform distribution |−⟩j =

2−1
∑

σj
|σj⟩ as a tensor. By contracting this tensor at

each lattice site, we sum over the distribution uniformly.
The objective is to sample the configuration σ̂ =

(σ̂1, . . . , σ̂N ) from the MPS. This can be done by con-
sidering the marginal of the first k spins,

P (σ1, . . . , σk) =
1

Z(ν̂)

N∑
ȷ=k+1

∑
σj

P̂ θ
T |ν̂(σ̂). (A3)

The summation in Eq. (A3) can be calculated by a TN
similar to the partition function, see Fig. 14(b). Notice
that the uniform vectors at the sites j = 1, . . . , k are
replaced by tensors that represent σj . We then use tele-

scoping to write P̂ θ
T |ν̂(σ̂) by a product of marginals,

P̂ θ
T |ν̂(σ̂) =

P (σ̂1)

Z(ν̂)

P (σ̂1, σ̂2)

P (σ̂1)
· · · P (σ̂1, . . . , σ̂N )

P (σ̂1, . . . , σ̂N−1)
.

(A4)

We can exploit Eq. (A4) to sample P̂ θ
T |ν̂(σ̂) using N sam-

pling steps, each given by a fraction in Eq. (A4).
The first is sampling the spin σ̂1, and the subsequent

steps are the distributions of σ̂k conditioned on the pre-
vious spins σ̂j for j < k. Every factor in Eq. (A4) can
be calculated exactly as a TN, as shown in Fig. 14. Con-
tracting such networks can be done with computational
cost O(ND3). Naively, doing this for each of the N
spins gives total sampling cost O(N2D3), however, par-
tial contractions can be recycled to give O(ND3), see e.g.
Refs. [14, 47].

Appendix B: Maximum likelihood estimation with
MPS

The objective is to optimise the MPS |ψθ⟩ such that
|Pθ⟩ best approximates |P ⟩. This is achieved by max-
imising the log-likelihood of the distribution |Pθ⟩ with
respect to |P ⟩. That is, we would like to maximise the
NLL object function

L = E
P (σ)

[
log

ψ∗θ(σ)ψθ(σ)∑
σ′ ψ∗θ(σ

′)ψθ(σ′)

]
= E

P (σ)

[
log
⟨ψθ|σ⟩ ⟨σ|ψθ⟩
⟨ψθ|ψθ⟩

]
. (B1)
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FIG. 15. The tensors of the MPS, M (j), can be trans-
formed into an (a) left-canonical representation or (b) a right-
canonical representation, described by conditions Eqs. (B3-
B4).

In practice, we will achieve this using gradient descent.
Taking inspiration from standard variational MPS meth-
ods [14], we use a DMRG-like approach. In this approach,
we optimise only a small subset of our variational pa-
rameters, namely those of two neighbouring tensors in
the MPS at sites j and j + 1. Such parameters are then
optimised using gradient descent until the given conver-
gence criteria is met. This procedure is iterated across
the entire lattice, where we sweep through the MPS from
left-to-right and then right-to-left. This sweeping process
is repeated until convergence.

1. Canonical form

A useful property of MPS is that they have gauge free-
dom. Take some invertible (D,D) matrix X, and con-
sider the following transformation:

M (j) →M (j)X,

M (j+1) → X−1M (j+1). (B2)

It is obvious that such a transformation leaves the MPS
|ψθ⟩ unchanged. This gauge freedom can be exploited
to write any MPS in a so-called canonical representa-
tion. Consider the tensor M (j). We say the tensor is
left-canonical or right-canonical if

∑
σj

(
M (j)

σj

)†
M (j)

σj
= 1̂, (B3)

∑
σj

M (j)
σj

(
M (j)

σj

)†
= 1̂, (B4)

respectively. This is shown as a tensor network in Fig. 15.
We then say an MPS is in mixed-canonical representation
at site k if M (j) for j < k is in left-canonical represen-
tation, and M (j) for j > k is in right-canonical repre-
sentation. Any MPS can be written in mixed-canonical
representation, which is achieved using singular value de-
compositions (SVDs), see Ref. [14] for more details. Fur-
thermore, the mixed-canonical representation can be eas-
ily moved to any other lattice site by use of SVDs [14].

FIG. 16. The tensor T (j,j+1) is found by contracting over
M (j) and M (j+1).

2. Gradient descent

The two tensors are contracted to form a single tensor,

T (j,j+1) := T (j,j+1)
σj ,σj+1

=M (j)
σj
M (j)

σj+1
, (B5)

which is shown diagrammatically in Fig. 16, and is done
with computational cost O(D3d2). We then minimise
Eq. (B1) with respect to the tensor T (j,j+1),

∂L
∂T (j,j+1)

=
∑
σ

∂L
∂ψθ(σ)

∂ψθ(σ)

∂T (j,j+1)

= E
P (σ)

[
1

ψθ(σ)

∂ψθ(σ)

∂T (j,j+1)

]
− 1

⟨ψθ|ψθ⟩
∂ ⟨ψθ|ψθ⟩
∂T (j,j+1)

. (B6)

The first term is Eq. (B6) can be estimated using a mini
batch of b samples, σk for k = 1, . . . , b, and the second
term can be evaluated exactly,

∂L
∂T (j,j+1)

≈ b−1
b∑

k=1

[
1

ψθ(σk)

∂ψθ(σk)

∂T (j,j+1)

]
− 1

⟨ψθ|ψθ⟩
∂ ⟨ψθ|ψθ⟩
∂T (j,j+1)

. (B7)

Each gradient in the sum in Eq. (B7) can be easily cal-
culated as a tensor network calculation, see Fig. 17(a),
and has has computational cost O(ND2). The weights
ψθ(σk) can be obtained in a similar way. However, we
can recycle the recently contracted gradient to obtain
ψθ(σk) at an additional cost of O(D2), see Fig. 17(b).
The second term is calculated over in a similar man-

ner. This time, to calculate the gradient, we must con-
tract over the tensor network shown in Fig. 17(c). How-
ever, note that because we enforce that the MPS is in
mixed-canonical form at the site j or j+1, it follows that
the network can be reduced to the adjoint of the tensor
T (j,j+1). Similarly, ⟨ψθ|ψθ⟩ is calculated by contracting
T (j,j+1) with its adjoint, see Fig. 17(d), and has compu-
tational cost O(D2d2). The total cost of estimating the
gradient Eq. (B7) is O(bND2 +D2d2). Note that while
it is possible to just do one iteration of gradient descent
before moving onto the next set of tensors, one could also
do many iterations. Here, at each point we do 10 iter-
ations of GD, each with a learning rate α, which yields
an effective learning rate of 10α. We find that splitting
the update into many steps increases the stability of the
algorithm.
After the optimisation of the tensor is complete, one

must then restore the tensor T (j,j+1) into MPS form, i.e.,
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T (j,j+1) must be decomposed into the tensors M (j) and
M (j+1). This can be done optimally using a singular
value decomposition (SVD), T (j,j+1) =M (j)SM (j+1), at
computational costO(D3d3). Note that doing this proce-
dure will result in a new bond dimension with D′ = dD.
In practice, to avoid the bond dimension growing expo-
nentially, one must use a truncated decomposition, which

keeps only the D largest singular values, and discards the
rest. Finally, the diagonal matrix of singular values S can
be contracted into either M (j) or M (j+1). Doing so will
restore the MPS into mixed canonical form at site j or
j + 1 respectively, and thus which tensor it is contracted
into is decided by the direction which we are sweeping
over.
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[25] L. Causer, M. C. Bañuls, and J. P. Garrahan, Finite time
large deviations via matrix product states, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 128, 090605 (2022).

[26] N. E. Strand, H. Vroylandt, and T. R. Gingrich, Using
tensor network states for multi-particle brownian ratch-
ets, J. Chem. Phys 156, 221103 (2022).
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