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Abstract

In recent years, tree tensor network methods have proven capable of simulating quantum
many-body and other high-dimensional systems. This work is a user guide to our Python
library PyTreeNet. It includes code examples and exercises to introduce the library’s
functions and familiarise the reader with the concepts and methods surrounding tree
tensor networks. PyTreeNet implements all the tools required to implement general tree
tensor network methods, such as tensor decompositions and arbitrary tree structures.
The main focus is on the time evolution of quantum systems. This includes an introduc-
tion to tree tensor network states and operators and the time-evolving block decimation
and time-dependent variational principle. The library’s capabilities are showcased with
the example of a modified transverse field Ising model on tree structures that go far
beyond the ability of common state vector methods.

Copyright attribution to authors.
This work is a submission to SciPost Physics Codebases.
License information to appear upon publication.
Publication information to appear upon publication.

Received Date
Accepted Date
Published Date

Contents

1 Introduction 2
1.1 Installation 2

2 Tensor Networks 3
2.1 Decomposing Tensors 4

3 Tree Tensor Networks 8
3.1 What is a Tree? 8
3.2 Building a Tree Tensor Network 9
3.3 Contraction and Splitting of a TTN 13
3.4 The Canonical Form 16

4 Tree Tensor Network States 19

5 Tree Tensor Network Operators 22
5.1 Hamiltonians and State Diagrams 24

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

13
24

9v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
8 

Ju
l 2

02
4

mailto:email1


SciPost Physics Codebases Submission

6 Time Evolution 27
6.1 Trotterisation 28
6.2 Time Evolving Block Decimation Algorithm 31
6.3 Time Dependent Variational Principle for Trees 37

6.3.1 One-Site TDVP 37
6.3.2 Two-Site TDVP 42

7 Further Developements 46

References 46

1 Introduction

Over the last three decades, tensor networks have proven to be a versatile language to theoreti-
cally describe and numerically evaluate high-dimensional data and systems. Mainly developed
for the simulation of many-body quantum systems, tensor networks were used in a variety of
fields in quantum physics such as quantum chemistry [1], open quantum systems [2–4], con-
densed matter physics [5, 6], and more [7–10]. Tensor networks are also applied in fields
unrelated to quantum physics, such as machine learning [11–14] and databases [15–17].
Section 2 provides a short introduction to tensor networks, and we refer to other sources
for a more extensive exposition [5, 18–24] or a complete overview of the field [6, 25–27].
A major contribution to the success of tensor networks for simulating quantum systems is
the matrix product (MP) structure as an efficient description of one-dimensional quantum
systems [5]. However, tensor network simulations of inherently two-dimensional structures,
such as the projected entangled pair states (PEPS) [28], struggle due to the problematic scal-
ing of required computational resources when working with them. For example, evaluating
PEPS expectation values is an #P-hard problem [29,30] and can generally only be performed
approximately [31]. Tree tensor networks (TTN) [18,32] offer a middle ground between one-
dimensional and two-dimensional structures. Our Python library PyTreeNet [33] implements
a TTN structure and various methods based on it. This user guide aims to facilitate an easy
entry into PyTreeNet by providing code examples and exercises. The TTN introduced in Sec-
tion 3 generalises the MP structure that retains many desired properties, such as the canonical
form [34]. Specifically for the simulation of quantum systems, the TTN can represent a quan-
tum state or operator [32,35] as will be discussed in Sections 4 and 5 respectively. These tree
tensor networks states and operators were successfully utilised, for example, in the simulation
of condensed matter [36–38] and quantum chemical systems [39–42]. As we will see in Sec-
tion 6, the main focus of PyTreeNet is the simulation of time evolutions of quantum systems.
PyTreeNet includes two of the most commonly used time evolution methods for tensor net-
works, the time-evolving block decimation (TEBD) [43–45] and time-dependent variational
principle (TDVP) [46,47], that were generalised to TTN structures [32,34]. Their use will be
exemplified by a (modified) transverse field Ising model. Extensions to these algorithms and
other possible future features to PyTreeNet are considered in Section 7.

1.1 Installation

As a prerequisite, PyTreeNet requires an instance of Python with a version ≥ 3.10. Then the
simplest way to install PyTreeNet is by using pip. Once Python and pip are installed, run
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pip install pytreenet

to install PyTreeNet as a package.

2 Tensor Networks

The fundamental concepts of tensor networks are based on a generalisation of vectors and
matrices. To start, note that vectors have one index running over their entries. A matrix has
two running indices, one for the rows and one for the columns. Continuing this scheme, we
can define a tensor as any object whose entries are enumerated by some indices. Commonly,
this is written as M ∈ Vd1×···×dk , with the entries Mi1···ik

∈ V , where V is a field. k is known
as the degree of a tensor. Accordingly, vectors are degree-1 tensors and matrices are degree-2
tensors. In the context of PyTreeNet, we will work with the vector space V = C, which is
commonly used for most current quantum problems. For concrete implementation, PyTreeNet
uses complex arrays provided by the NumPy library [48]. However, in general, less restricted
sets than vector spaces [49, 50] and even continuous indices are possible [51–53]. To work
with tensors on paper is convenient due to the graphical depiction of tensors, where the main
part is some geometrical shape, and every index is shown as a leg. Refer to Figure 1 for some

v⃗ A M

Figure 1: The graphical depiction of a vector v⃗ , a matrix A, and a degree-3 tensor M
(from left to right) in the graphical tensor network language.

examples. In PyTreeNet, a random tensor of any shape is easily generated using the crandn
function:

from pytreenet import random
shape = (2, 3, 4)
tensor = random.crandn(shape)

Once tensors are defined, the next step is to have different tensors interact with each other.
We can define the combination of two tensors as a contraction of tensor legs. A contraction is
a generalised matrix multiplication and is achieved by summing over a common index. The
elements of the resulting tensor are explicitly defined by the following equation

Wi1...iL−1iL+1...in j1... jK−1 jK+1... jm =
d
∑

ℓ=1

Ti1...iL−1ℓiL+1...in M j1... jK−1ℓ jK+1... jm , (1)

where T is a degree-n tensor and M a degree-m tensor. Having dL = dK = d is a requirement
for the sum in (1) to be well-defined. Clearly, writing down all the indices is a hassle and error-
prone. Instead of the index notation, we can use the graphical version of a tensor contraction.
Here, we connect the shared legs of the two tensors. This means (1) is graphically represented
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Figure 2: Graphical depiction of the steps involved in a tensor decomposition exem-
plified by a QR-decomposition. 1) The legs of a degree-4 tensor are split into two
sets. 2) The legs in a set are combined into one leg of higher dimension. 3) The
QR decomposition is performed yielding two matrices Q and R. 4) The legs of the
matrices are separated to yield two degree-3 tensors.

by:

W

i1
...

iL−1

iL+1
...

i1

j1
...

jK−1

jK+1
...

j1

= T

i1
...

iL−1

iL+1
...

i1

ℓ
M

j1
...

jK−1

jK+1
...

j1 . (2)

A simple, familiar example is the usual multiplication of two matrices

Ci j = (A · B)i j =
∑

ℓ

AiℓBℓ j

=
i

A
ℓ

B
j
=

i
C

j
.

(3)

To perform a contraction numerically, the NumPy tensordot or einsum functions are used
directly on an array representing a tensor.

2.1 Decomposing Tensors

Now, we can combine multiple tensors into a single one. However, we can also decompose a
single tensor into two. Such a tensor decomposition can be defined using any known matrix
decomposition. The reader may refer to [54] for an overview of matrix decompositions. To
apply a tensor decomposition to a degree-n tensor A ∈ Cd1×···×dn , one groups the legs i1, · · · , in
of A into two sets {i1, . . . , iℓ} and {iℓ+1, . . . , in}. We choose both sets to be consecutive indices
to simplify the notation. However, this is not generally required. Now, we reinterpret each set
of indices as one combined index:

{i1, . . . , iℓ} → (i1, . . . , iℓ) = j (4a)

{iℓ+1, . . . , in} → (iℓ+1, . . . , in) = k (4b)

Therefore, we can reinterpret the tensor A as a matrix with entries A jk = Ai1···in . Thus, the
desired matrix decomposition can be applied to the matrix version of A, yielding two new
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matrices Q ∈ C(d1×···×dℓ)×D and R ∈ CD×(dℓ+1×···×dn). We can see that a new leg has appeared
as one of the matrix legs. We can now reverse our interpretation of the legs (4) to obtain the
degree-(ℓ+1) tensor Q and the degree-(n−ℓ+1) tensor R. Note that a contraction of Q and R
along their respective D-dimensional leg results in the tensor A. Figure 2 provides a graphical
depiction of the steps explained above with the QR-decomposition as an example.

One can easily define a custom tensor decomposition corresponding to a given matrix
decomposition using the utility functions provided by PyTreeNet. The two most commonly
required decompositions have already been implemented. The first is the QR decomposition,
already used in Figure 2. For a matrix A ∈ Cm×n with m ≥ n the QR-decomposition is given
by

A = Q · R (5)

with a unitary matrix Q ∈ Cm×m and an upper triangular matrix R ∈ Cm×n . As explained
before, the QR decomposition can be used to split tensors. An example of this is shown in
Figure 2. The code to run the process shown Figure 2 in PyTreeNet would be

from pytreenet import util
tensor = random.crandn ((2,3,4,5))
qlegs = (0, 1)
rlegs = (2, 3)
Q, R = util.tensor_qr_decomposition(tensor ,

qlegs ,
rlegs)

Let us take a closer look at the graphical depiction of the QR tensor decomposition and the
dimensions involved. We can draw the process shown in Figure 2 in one step as

A
d1 d3

d2

d4

= Q R
d1 d3

d2

d4

D

, (6)

where di and D are the dimensions of the respective leg. Q is written as a triangle to emphasise
that it is an isometry. This means QQ† = 1 if the leg starting from the tip is considered the
input leg and all other legs are combined into an output leg. Looking at the dimensions and
using the naive QR-decomposition as written in (5), we find D = m = d1d4. However, if
m > n, some rows in Q are zero. These and the corresponding columns in R can be dropped
without changing the equality in (5), but changing D = n = d3d4. Furthermore, the QR-
decomposition function used in PyTreeNet can perform such a decomposition for m < n, once
more yielding D = m or D = n, depending on the desired outcome. PyTreeNet supplies the
SplitNode Enum to differentiate these possibilities according to the desired final dimensions.
SplitNode.FULL will always lead to the dimension D = m, SplitNode.KEEP to D = n,
and SplitNode.REDUCED yields D = min(n, m). The desired Enum has to be supplied to
the tensor_qr_decomposition as the mode keyword. As one usually desires the lowest
possible dimensions in a tensor network, mode defaults to SplitMode.REDUCED. For the Q
tensor, the new leg will always be the last leg, and for the R tensor, it will always be the first
leg. Accordingly, with the same tensor and shape as in (6), we get the following code example
for the different modes
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Q, R = util.tensor_qr_decomposition(tensor ,
qlegs ,
rlegs ,
mode=ptn.SplitMode.REDUCED)

print(Q.shape) # -> (2,3,6)
print(R.shape) # -> (6,4,5)

Q, R = util.tensor_qr_decomposition(tensor ,
qlegs ,
rlegs ,
mode=ptn.SplitMode.FULL)

print(Q.shape) # -> (2,3,6)
print(R.shape) # -> (6,4,5)

Q, R = util.tensor_qr_decomposition(tensor ,
qlegs ,
rlegs ,
mode=ptn.SplitMode.KEEP)

print(Q.shape) # -> (2,3,20)
print(R.shape) # -> (20,4,5)

The second tensor decomposition implemented in PyTreeNet is the singular value decom-
position (SVD). The SVD splits a square matrix A ∈ Cm×n into three other matrices

A = U · S · V†, (7)

where U ∈ Cm×m and V ∈ Cn×n are matrices with orthonormal rows and columns respectively.
S ∈ Cm×n is a diagonal matrix. The entries si i on the diagonal of S are called singular values
of A. The si i are positive real numbers sorted in descending order. The number of non-zero
singular values of a matrix A is called its rank. The SVD admits the same modes as the QR
decomposition. Note that we can discard zero-valued singular values without affecting the
equality in (7). We can choose between the two modes using the same SplitNode Enum.
SplitNode.REDUCED will yield the SVD with discarded zero-valued singular values, and the
other two modes yield the full SVD. For example, we create a degree-4 tensor by diagonalising
and reshaping a vector of singular values. Afterwards, we perform an SVD on that tensor to
recreate the vector using different modes

svector = [1 ,0.5 ,0.05 ,0]
tensor = np.diag(svector ). reshape (2,2,2,2)
u_legs = (0,1)
v_legs = (2,3)

U, S, Vh = util.tensor_svd(tensor , u_legs , v_legs ,
mode=ptn.SplitMode.REDUCED)

print(S.shape) # -> (3, )

U, S, Vh = util.tensor_svd(tensor , u_legs , v_legs ,
mode=ptn.SplitMode.FULL)

print(S.shape) # -> (4, )

While computationally more demanding, the SVD supports an additional feature compared
to the QR decomposition: the truncation of small singular values. As stated above, we can
always discard the zero-valued singular values. If we accept a small error, we can additionally
discard non-zero singular values. The effectiveness of this approximation stems from the fact
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that for a matrix A of rank r , the closest matrix B of rank r ′ < r is the result of (7) with the
smallest |r ′ − r | singular values removed [55, 56]. Therefore, small singular values can be
removed while only slightly changing the overall matrix. In practice, these truncations lead
to lower-rank tensors and drastically lower bond dimensions in large tensor networks. There
are three main ways to define the truncation condition for a vector of singular values:

1. Maximum size (max_bond_dim): Here a maximum size L for the sorted vector of sin-
gular values is given. Only the L largest singular values are kept. This is generally used
to put an explicit limit on the memory resources used by tensors, as it strictly limits the
dimensions of a bond or leg of tensors.

2. Relative tolerance (rel_tol): The relative tolerance ϵrel compares every singular value
to the maximum singular value smax. If for a singular value s the expression

s < ϵrelsmax (8)

is true, s will be discarded.

3. Total tolerance (total_tol): Every singular values smaller than the total tolerance ϵtot
is discarded.

In PyTreeNet, these parameters are handled by the SVDParameters data class. The attribute
names are given in the brackets in the above list. While default values are given, the optimal
truncation parameters are highly problem-dependent and need to be optimised in relation to
each other. One can also decide to renormalise the truncated vector to have the same norm
as before the truncation. This is enabled by setting the renorm Attribute to Tr ue. Using the
same tensor as above, we get the following code example

svd_params = util.SVDParameters ()
svd_params.total_tol = 1e-2
U, S, Vh = util.truncated_tensor_svd(tensor , u_legs , v_legs ,

svd_params=svd_params)
print(S.shape) # -> (3, )

svd_params.rel_tol = 1e-1
U, S, Vh = util.truncated_tensor_svd(tensor , u_legs , v_legs ,

svd_params=svd_params)
print(S.shape) # -> (2, )

svd_params.max_bond_dim = 1
U, S, Vh = util.truncated_tensor_svd(tensor , u_legs , v_legs ,

svd_params=svd_params)
print(S.shape) # -> (1, )

In the first run the singular value s4 = 0 is truncated as it is smaller than ϵtot = 10−2. In
the second run s3 = 0.05 is also truncated, since it is smaller than ϵrelsmax = 1 ∗ 0.1 = 0.1.
And in the final execution all singular values apart from s1 = 1 are truncated, as the maximum
size of the singular value vector is set to 1. Note that for both functions, the leg of the U tensor
towards the S tensor is always the last leg, while it is always the first leg for the V tensor. Both
functions also split a single tensor A into three tensors

A = U V∗S

, (9)

7



SciPost Physics Codebases Submission

0

1 2

3 4

0

1 2

3 4

Figure 3: A tree (left) has one unique simple path between two given nodes. For
example, between node 3 and node 0 (orange). On the other hand, a general graph
(right) may have multiple simple paths. For example, the two simple paths between
node 3 and node 0 (orange, green).

where S is drawn as a diamond to show it is a diagonal matrix. To obtain only two tensors
from a tensor-SVD, the S tensor can either be contracted manually after the decomposition
was performed or the function contr_truncated_svd_splitting can be used. It per-
forms the SVD, including truncation, and contracts S into either U or V specified by the enum
ContractionMode. All the functions and classes discussed in this subsection can be found
in the util.tensor_splitting sub-module, and are useful for working with any kind of
tensor network. This first discussion hopefully got you used to the tensor network notation
and showed you how the objects introduced in the next couple of sections work under the
hood. We will now make good use of the learned and concentrate on the main subclass of
tensor networks PyTreeNet is concerned with.

3 Tree Tensor Networks

Clearly, tensor networks and graph theory are related. After all, every tensor network T = (M,C),
where M is the set of tensors and C the set of contracted legs, can be mapped directly into
a graph G = (V,E), where V and E are the sets of vertices and edges respectively. One sim-
ply maps every tensor to a vertex and every contraction to an edge. As trees have additional
properties when compared to general graphs, it should be no surprise that the set of tensor net-
works that can be mapped to trees have intriguing additional properties compared to general
tensor networks. Let us first define some technical terms on the concept of trees.

3.1 What is a Tree?

There are multiple equivalent definitions of a tree [57]. We will use the following

Definition 1 A tree T is a graph, i.e. a set of vertices V combined with a set of edges E , each
edge e = (ν1,ν2) connecting two vertices ν1, ν2, such that any two vertices are connected by a
unique simple path. That is a path which does not contain any vertex twice.

Figure 3 shows a tree and a very similar graph that is not a tree to exemplify the above defini-
tion. Due to the trees’ properties, the notion of a distance or norm for trees is well-defined.

Definition 2 The distance ∆(ν1,ν2) of two nodes ν1 and ν2 in a tree T is the number of edges
in the unique simple path between ν1 and ν2. If γ(ν1,ν2) denotes this simple path, we can write

∆(ν1,ν2) = |γ(ν1,ν2)| . (10)

8
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Figure 4: An example mapping of an undirected tree into a directed one. Both di-
rected trees shown are equivalent to the tree in Figure 3. However, in the left one,
we chose node 0 as the root, and node 2 was chosen for the right one.

The trees, as defined above, are undirected. However, directed trees are easier to use as a
data structure and therefore implemented in PyTreeNet. This is not a problem, since every
undirected tree can be mapped to a directed tree. To do so, one selects a node r ∈ T as the
so-called root. Using ∆(r, r ) = 0 as an initial condition, we can recursively define a direction
on T . We define the children C of a node ν ∈ T as the set of all nodes ω ∈ T such that

∆(ν,ω) = 1 and∆(r,ω) =∆(r,ν) + 1. (11)

This means the children of a node are exactly one edge further away from the root than the
node itself. The direction is then defined as from a node ν to its children. Conversely, ν is called
the parent of its children. Clearly, the mapping from a directed graph into an undirected one
is simple, so nothing is lost in the implementation. However, there is no unique choice of
root for a given undirected tree to turn it into a directed tree. Which node is most suited can
depend on the given problem or be completely irrelevant. To showcase this non-uniqueness,
two directed trees equivalent to the undirected tree given in Figure 3, but with different root
choices, are given in Figure 4. Just as the root, a node without a parent, is named with regard
to the biological tree, so are the nodes without children. Such nodes are called leaves. There
is one last concept we need to define before we continue:

Definition 3 A subtree S[e]ν of a tree T with origin node ν and with respect to the edge e to which
ν is connected is the set of nodes and edges that can be reached via a path starting at ν without
traversing e.

It should be clear that a subtree is still a tree. As an example, consider the following subtrees
of the tree given in Figure 3:

S[0,2]
2 = {2, 3, 4, (2, 3), (2, 4)} (12)

S[0,2]
0 = {0, 1, (0, 1)}. (13)

In PyTreeNet, everything regarding the tree topology is handled by the TreeStructure class.
We can add a root and children, find distances and paths between two given nodes, and replace
nodes entirely. We will not go into detail here since the use of the main class representing tree
tensor networks is very similar, and that class will be introduced in the next subsection.

3.2 Building a Tree Tensor Network

Tee tensor networks (TTN), sometimes known as loop-free tensor networks [18], are tensor
networks with an underlying graph topology that is a tree. In PyTreeNet, the most general

9
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definition of a TTN is used, which allows every site to have an arbitrary number of open
legs [32]. Open legs are legs in a tensor network that are not contracted with a different tensor
leg. As open legs tend to represent physical Hilbert spaces, they are also referred to as physical
legs. To showcase the use of TTN in PyTreeNet, we construct the example TTN

T =

0

1

2 3

4 5

6

2

2 3

2 2 2

4 5 3

2 2 2

, (14)

where the labels of the legs are the corresponding leg dimensions. The physical legs and their
dimensions are coloured in red to highlight them. The tensors will be filled with random
complex numbers. Therefore, T has no deeper physical meaning.
As a first step, an empty TTN is generated

ttn = ptn.TreeTensorNetwork ()

A TreeTensorNetwork object holds the nodes and tensors representing a tensor network
in separate dictionaries. The node holds all the information about the tree topology and leg
connection, while the tensors are purely there to hold the tensor elements as data. To have
an example accompanying the explanation, let us fill the TTN we just created. First, we add a
root node

root_node , root_tensor = random.random_tensor_node ((2,4,5,3),
"root")

ttn.add_root(root_node , root_tensor)

leading to the following rather trivial TTN

0

2 4 5 3

0
1 2

3

. (15)

The two are linked by adding a node and a tensor to a TTN. For one, this results in the node and
tensor being saved using the same key in their respective dictionaries, in this case "root". Ad-
ditionally, the node object will copy the tensor’s shape and record potential leg permutations.
This allows us to transpose the actual tensor only if it is called externally. Other permutations
of the legs will happen in the node object first. This can avoid unnecessary transpositions of
the tensor data. For the same reason, a copy of the shape is kept in the node. We will explain
the details of the Node object later. We can attach a node as a child to the root by defining the
legs of each node at which the two should be connected. As the tensors are provided in both
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cases, a check ensures the dimensions are compatible. As a next step, we attach node 1 to the
root

node1 , tensor1 = random.random_tensor_node ((4,2,2),"node1")
ttn.add_child_to_parent(node1 , tensor1 , 0, "root", 1)

which implies the following graphical representation

0

1 2

4

5 3

0
1 2

3

0

1 2

2 2 . (16)

Note that this symbolic contraction changed the leg order of the root node. The physical
leg now has the index 1 and the leg of dimension 4 has index 0. The reason for this is the
convention used for the order of legs of a node. The legs are always sorted such that the
first leg points to the node’s parent, the next legs point to the node’s children in the order the
children were added, and all remaining legs are open legs, not connected to any other node.
So in short

parent→ children→ open (17)

The above example (16) shows this in action. The leg of node 1 pointing connecting to the
parent node 0 has index 0. On the other hand, the leg of node 0 pointing to its first child node
1 also has the index 0, as there is no parent to a root. All other legs are open legs for now.
The index of a leg to a different node is easily found using the neighbour_index method of
a node:

print(node1.neighbour_index("root")) # -> 0
print(root_node.neighbour_index("node1")) # -> 0

However, the open legs need to be tracked manually. Therefore it is usually a good practice
to generate the tensor with the leg order one desires to add children to it. We can see the open
leg of the root being pushed even further if we attach the other children to the root node

node4 , tensor4 = random.random_tensor_node ((5,2,3),"node4")
node5 , tensor5 = random.random_tensor_node ((3,2),"node5")
ttn.add_child_to_parent(node4 , tensor4 , 0, "root", 2)
ttn.add_child_to_parent(node5 , tensor5 , 0, "root", 3)

11
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The resulting tree tensor network after running this code is

0

1 4 5

2

4
5 3

0

1

2

3

0

1 2

2
2

2 3

0

1 2

2

0

1

. (18)

As we can see, the first (physical) leg was pushed to have the highest index 3. We might also
note that this convention leaves the order of the two open legs of node 4 arbitrary. Keeping
track of the open leg order is usually not a problem, as the number of open legs on a single
node is very small. Now, let us finish our tree tensor network by attaching the leaves

node2 , tensor2 = random.random_tensor_node ((2,2),"node2")
node3 , tensor3 = random.random_tensor_node ((2,2),"node3")
node6 , tensor6 = random.random_tensor_node ((2,2),"node6")
ttn.add_child_to_parent(node2 , tensor2 , 0, "node1", 1)
ttn.add_child_to_parent(node3 , tensor3 , 0, "node1", 2)
ttn.add_child_to_parent(node6 , tensor6 , 0, "node5", 1)

This finally yields the example TTN shown in (14). We can easily access the node and the
tensor data by accessing the appropriate attribute dictionary and treating the TTN object as a
dictionary.

node = ttn.nodes["node1"]
tensor = ttn.tensors["node1"]
node_s , tensor_s = ttn["node1"]

Remember that solely accessing the node is more efficient if information about the tree
topology or leg order is needed, instead of the actual tensor elements. All required information
is available from methods of the Node class. Also, since the root is a special node and frequently
required, there are two special ways to access it

root_id = ttn.root_id
root_node , root_tensor = ttn[root_id]
root_node , root_tensor = ttn.root

Now that we have constructed a TTN, what can we do with it?

12
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Exercise. 3.1: Building a simple TTN

Construct the TTN T ′ that is depicted on the left in Figure 5. (Hint: While you can
choose all the dimensions yourself, it is a good idea to choose all of them to be different.
This way, the implemented checks can spot any mistake.)

3.3 Contraction and Splitting of a TTN

Assume we have a TTN, for example, T as given in (14). Then, the contraction and splitting of
tensors, as described in Section 2, are easily facilitated by methods of the TreeTensorNetwork
class. For the contraction, we merely have to specify the identifiers of the involved nodes and
a new identifier. If we want to contract the nodes 5 and 6, we run

ttn.contract_nodes("node5", "node6", "new")
print(len(ttn.nodes )) # -> 6
print(ttn.nodes["new"]. shape) # -> (3,2)

and we obtain the TTN

T =

0

1

2 3

4 new

2

2 3

2 2

2

4 5 3

2 2

. (19)

We can see that nodes 5 and 6 were combined into the node new. The general leg order
convention (17) is kept. However, the other legs are sorted similarly to the convention of
NumPy’s tensordot. This means the children of the first specified node are the first children
legs of the contracted node, the same with the open legs. Figure 5 gives a minimum example of
this. Here, the nodes a and b of a TTN T ′ are contracted. Each has a child and an open leg. The
leg order of the resulting node depends on the position of the node identifiers as arguments
in the TTN method contract_nodes. In both cases, the leg towards the parent node has
index 0, as the leg convention (17) intended. While we can also see that the legs towards the
children come before the open legs, their specific order changes in the two different cases. In
case a is specified as the first node in the contraction, its child leg towards c1 and its open leg
are legs 1 and 3 respectively. However, if b is the first node, these two legs have the indices 2
and 4. In turn, for the child leg of b towards the node c2 and the open leg of b, the leg indices
in the first case are 2 and 3, respectively, while they are 1 and 3 in the other case, where b
is the first specified node. However, one must only be careful with regard to the open legs,
as the neighbour legs are easily identified by the identifiers of the connected nodes. One can
also easily contract a whole TTN by calling the method completely_contract_tree. For
example for our already partially contracted T as shown in (19)
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Figure 5: Exemplifies the leg order of the node yielded by the contraction of two
nodes. The leg indices are indicated by the blue numbers. In this example, we con-
tract the nodes a and b of the TTN T ′. The different TTN resulting from the two
different orders of contraction are shown on the right. We can see that the most
significant difference is the leg order of the children and open legs. The latter are
shown in a different colour to be more easily identifiable.
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result , order = ttn.completely_contract_tree(to_copy=True)
print(result.shape) # -> (2,2,2,2,3,2)
print(order)
# -> ["root", "node1", "node2", "node3", "node4", "new"]

This is useful for testing code using TTNs with few open legs, but can cause significant
memory usage even for a medium number of open legs.

Exercise. 3.2: Contracting a TTN

Contract the TTN you constructed in Exercise 3.2 in two different ways:

1. Contract the nodes individually, i.e. using the contract_nodes method;

2. Contract the complete TTN using the completely_contract_tree.

Check that the resulting tensor is the same in both cases. (Hint: Make sure to use the
same contraction order in both cases or transpose the leg of either resulting tensor.)

As mentioned before, also the splitting of nodes in a TTN can be done using built-in meth-
ods. Once we have a node we want to split, we have to define which two groups we want to
organise the legs into. For this, we have the LegSpecification class. We require one leg
specification for each new node resulting from a split. In the specification, we define which
children and open legs should belong to the new node and which new node has the parent
leg. If the node to be split does not have a parent, so it is the root, we also need to specify
which new node is supposed to be the new root. For example, if we want to split the node ab
of the tensor network in the top right of Figure 5, we would use the following specifications
to reobtain T ′

ab_node = ttn_dash.nodes["ab"]
a_legs = ptn.LegSpecification("p",["c1"],[3],node=ab_node)
b_legs = ptn.LegSpecification(None ,["c2"],[4],node=ab_node)

As discussed in Section 2, the QR- and SV-Decomposition are the two most used splitting
methods in tensor networks. Both decompositions are directly implemented as methods in
the TreeTensorNetwork class as split_node_qr and split_node_svd. Their signature
is similar to the one for the functions introduced in Section 2. However, instead of supplying
the tensor to split, we provide the node identifier, and instead of supplying the leg indices,
we provide two LegSpecifications. Furthermore, the identifiers of the new nodes can be
specified. For example, if we use the specifications defined above, we can split the ab node
with the QR-Decomposition using the code

ttn_dash.split_node_qr("ab",a_legs ,b_legs ,
q_identifier="a",
r_identifier="b")

In this way, we recover the original tree structure of T ′ as shown on the left of Figure 5.
However, the actual numeric tensors corresponding to nodes a and b might be different and
notably, the tensor of node a is an isometry. If we desire to split a root node, such as node 0
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of T in (14), like this

0 →
01

02
, (20)

we need to specify the new root in the code:

root_id = ttn.root_id
node0 = ttn.nodes[root_id]
legs_01 = ptn.LegSpecification(None ,["node1","node4"],[],

node=node0 ,is_root=True)
legs_02 = ptn.LegSpecification(None ,["new"],[node0.nvirt_legs ()],

node=node0)
ttn.split_node_qr(root_id ,legs_01 ,legs_02 ,

q_identifier="node01",
r_identifier="node02")

Note that it is easy to implement a new splitting method using the general split_nodes
method of the TreeTensorNetwork class. Among other things, the combination of splitting
and contracting tensors in a TTN can be used to bring a TTN into a special form, which will
be discussed in the following subsection.

Exercise. 3.3: Building a TTN the other way

Create a TTN with only a root node of shape (2, 3). Obtain a TTN with the tree topology
of T ′ (see Figure 5) from the single node TTN by using the node splitting methods. The
open leg of node a and node b should have dimensions 3 and 2, respectively.

3.4 The Canonical Form

The canonical form of a TTN is a special form of TTN, where all but one node, called the
orthogonality centre, fulfils an orthogonality condition. More specific [34]

Definition 4 A tree tensor network T is in canonical form if there exists a node N ∈ T called
the orthogonality centre, such that for all other nodes A ∈ T the following holds

∑

i1...im

A∗i1...imq Ai1...imq ′ = δqq ′ , (21)

where the leg denoted by index q is the unique leg of A pointing towards N. We assumed that q
is the last leg of A to keep the notation simple. In principle, q can be any leg of A. δ denotes the
Kronecker/identity tensor, which is 1 if both indices coincide and 0 otherwise. We can alternatively
write condition (21) as

A

A∗

...

...

=

, (22)
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where the line without a tensor represents the identity.

While slightly different definitions of the canonical form exist [32], we will stick to the defini-
tion above, as it generalises the mixed/site-canonical form of the matrix product picture [5,58].

Can we find a canonical form for every TTN? To answer this question, note that there is a
gauge freedom inherent in the contracted legs of a TTN. We can insert GG−1 for any invertible
matrix G in between every two contracted tensors. For example

A B = A G G−1 B = Ã B̃
. (23)

Strictly speaking, inserting GG−1 into a TTN T creates a different TTN T ′. The tensor elements
and possibly the tree underlying T and T ′ are different. However, contracting each TTN fully
will yield the same tensor for both. Therefore, T and T ′ can be treated as equivalent for
almost all use cases. A thorough exploration of the impacts of the gauge freedom on TTN can
be found in [18].
This equivalency allows us to bring any TTN into a canonical form. We can choose any node as
the orthogonality centre and use QR-tensor-splitting to fulfil (21) for all other tensors. To do
so for any node A, that is not the orthogonality center, we choose the leg towards the planned
orthogonalisation center to be the only leg of the new R node. R is then absorbed into the
other node the leg is connected to, leaving A with a tensor that is an isometry towards the
orthogonality centre. Starting from the nodes furthest from the orthogonalisation centre, we
can slowly but surely turn the entire TTN into the correct form. This scheme is sometimes
called pulling-through approach [21]. As an example, consider the TTN T in 14. If we want
to bring T into canonical form with respect to node 0 as the orthogonalisation center using
PyTreeNet, we merely need to write

ttn.canonical_form("root")

So, all the details are handled using a single method. However, for pedagogical purposes,
the detailed process of bringing the example TTN into canonical form is shown in Figure 6.
If it exists, the current orthogonalisation centre identifier of a TTN can be accessed using the
orthogonalisation_center attribute. We can also move an existing orthogonality centre.
We find the path between the current orthogonality centre and the new one to achieve this.
Then, we perform QR-decompositions and contractions with the new R node along that path.
This moves the orthogonality centre until it reaches the desired node. Once more, this is
covered by a method of the TreeTensorNetwork class in PyTreeNet. We merely need to
specify the new orthogonalisation centre. For example, if we want to move the centre of T
from node 0 to node 6, we write

ttn.move_orthogonalization_center("node6")

Having a TTN in canonical form has many advantages, such as causing minimal error dur-
ing truncation and allowing for quick evaluation of local properties [5, 59]. The latter makes
a significant difference for single-node expectation values if the TTN represents a quantum
state. This exact situation will be illuminated more closely in the next section.
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Figure 6: Transforming the example TTN T given in (14) into canonical form with
respect to node 0. In step (0), node 2 is split into two nodes. At the position of node
2, an isometric tensor is left. The direction of the isometry is denoted by the triangle.
The other node is the R-tensor originating from the QR-decomposition (5). The R-
tensor is then contracted with node 1. In steps (i i) and (i i i), this is repeated for the
remaining nodes of the given level. Steps (i v) and (v) perform the canonicalisation
for the direct neighbours of node 0. Now node 0 is the orthogonalisation center and
thus the only node not depicted as a triangle.
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Exercise. 3.4: Canonicalise twice

In this exercise, we will again consider the TTN T ′ shown in Figure 5.

1. Bring the TTN in canonical form with respect to the root node.

2. Move the orthogonalisation centre to node b.

3. How can you check that the TTN is actually in the correct form?

4. What happens, if another “canonicalisation step” is performed on node b, where
the leg chosen to be the R node’s leg is the open leg?

4 Tree Tensor Network States

A Tree Tensor Network State (TTNS) is a tree tensor network representing a quantum state
|ψ〉 ∈ CD [32]. As |ψ〉 is usually a many-body state, we can reinterpret the Hilbert space
C

D = Cd1×···×dL , where L is the number of local quantum systems making up the many-body
system. Then we write

|ψ〉 =
∑

i1···iL

Ci1,··· ,iL
|i1 · · · iL〉 , (24)

where |i〉d j−1

i=0
is a basis of the local quantum system j . To obtain a desired state as a TTNS,

one can, in principle, start with the high degree tensor C representing |ψ〉. Using the ten-
sor decompositions discussed in Section 3.3, C is consecutively brought into the desired tree
topology. However, the requirement to have the full tensor defeats the purpose of using tensor
networks to reduce memory requirements. Therefore, most initial TTNS are states that can
easily be brought into a TTN form, such as product states. It is also noteworthy that the tree
topology that minimises the memory requirements to represent a given state is usually not ob-
vious [60,61]. Although in principle a matter of interpretation, in PyTreeNet we assume that
a TTNS has exactly one open leg for every node. But, this leg can be trivial, i.e. of dimension
1. So our usual example TTN T as given in (14) is not a TTNS because node 4 has two open
legs. However, the nodes 1 and 5 not having one would not be a problem, as we can think of
them having a trivial open leg each. But we have to explicitly state this in our construction.
Instead of T , we will, from now on, use the following tree tensor network state as an example

|T〉 =

00001

10

11

20 21

(25)

In PyTreeNet, TTNS can be created as a TreeTensorNetworkState object, a subclass of the
TreeTensorNetwork. We could construct T with
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ttns = ptn.TreeTensorNetworkState ()
center_node = ptn.Node(identifier="0")
center_tensor = random.crandn ((4,4,4,2))
ttns.add_root(center_node , center_tensor)
for i in range (3):

chain_node = ptn.Node(identifier=f"{i}0")
chain_tensor = random.crandn ((4,3,2))
ttns.add_child_to_parent(chain_node , chain_tensor ,

0,"0",i)
end_node = ptn.Node(identifier=f"{i}1")
end_tensor = random.crandn ((3 ,2))
ttns.add_child_to_parent(end_node , end_tensor ,

0,f"{i}0" ,1)

While this tree structure is simple, it already causes most of the difficulties occurring dur-
ing the time evolution of TTNS. The different ways to evolve a TTNS in time using PyTreeNet
will be explained in later sections.

On the other hand, one of the most frequently desired properties of a quantum state |T〉 is
its norm

∥T∥ =
Æ

〈T |T〉. (26)

The scalar product for a TTNS can easily be obtained by contracting the state with its complex
conjugate

〈T |T〉 =

0∗00∗01∗

10∗

11∗

20∗ 21∗

00001

10

11

20 21

(27)

In this case, we can find a major advantage in using the canonical form of a TTN. For example
if node 20 is the orthogonalisation center, the diagram in (27) simplifies to

〈T |T〉 = 20∗

20
. (28)

We can achieve this using the following scheme. We start at the leaf tensors of |T〉, which
will cancel with their respective tensors in 〈T | due to (22). This will connect the virtual legs
of their parents in both TTN directly. Using the orthogonality condition (22) until only the
orthogonality centre nodes are left yields the simplified tensor network (28). This scheme can
be used for any TTNS in canonical form. In Section 3.4, it was already explained that bringing
a TTN into the canonical form does not change the overall tensor represented by the TTN.
The same is true for TTNS. Transforming a TTNS into the canonical form does not change the
state it represents. Therefore, we do not lose any representation power by bringing a TTNS
into canonical form but can avoid costly numerics when determining the norm of a TTNS.
We have the same advantage if we want to find the expectation value 〈T |Os |s〉 of a single-site
operator Os . That is the expectation value of an operator that acts not as the identity only on
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the site s . The operator Os is contracted with the tensors N[s] corresponding to site s in |T〉.
Then we contract Os |T〉 with 〈T |. If s is the orthogonality centre, all tensors corresponding
to other sites cancel due to the orthogonality condition (22). Therefore, only the conjugate
tensor N[s]∗ corresponding to site s in 〈T | has to be contracted with all legs of Os ·N[s] to find
the expectation value. Putting this in pictures for the operator Z20 applied to node 20, which
is assumed to be the orthogonality centre, we obtain the already simplified tensor network

〈T |Z20 |T〉 =

20∗

20

Z20

. (29)

However, if the desired expectation value is of an operator acting on multiple sites or the TTNS
is not in the (correct) canonical form, the entire tensor network must be contracted fully. For
example, if there is a multi-site operator

Ω = Z00 ⊗ Z10 ⊗ Z20, (30)

where Zs is a single-site operator acting on node s , the tensor network would be

〈T |Ω |T〉 =

0∗00∗01∗

10∗

11∗

20∗ 21∗

Z00 Z20

Z10

00001

10

11

20 21

. (31)

In PyTreeNet, operators given as tensor products have their own representation. The conve-
niently named TensorProduct class records one numeric or symbolic operator associated
with a given node. In principle, only non-identity operators need to be recorded. This allows
a single instance of a tensor product to be reused for different tree structures. This follows the
same convention as ignoring all identities in the tensor product Ω of (30). The following code
recreates Ω in PyTreeNet

operators = {f"{i}0": random.random_hermitian_matrix (2)}
omega = ptn.TensorProduct(operators)

The TensorProduct class is a dictionary and can be used as such. However, it has some
additional features. For a given tree structure, the pad_with_identities method adds all
missing identities explicitly to a new tensor product. We will see that this can be required in
some of the methods introduced in the following sections. Other utility functions include the
exponentiation of a tensor product and turning it into a full matrix or high-degree tensor. The
exact form of the tensor product allows us to quickly differentiate between the three cases
(27), (29), and (31). Thus, we can use the same method for all three to find the desired
quantities
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sc_prod = ttns.operator_expectation_value(ptn.TensorProduct ())
z20 = ptn.TensorProduct ({"20": operators["20"]})
single_site_exp = ttns.operator_expectation_value(z20)
operator_exp = ttns.operator_expectation_value(z20)

With the concepts introduced in this section, we can only use static TTNS and determine
expectation values of operators given as a tensor product. However, the next sections will
unlock their power in simulating quantum models defined by Hamiltonian operators.

Exercise. 4.1: The total magnetisation

The total magnetisation of a many-qubit system Q can be defined as the expectation
value of the operator

M =
⊗

s∈Q
Zs , (32)

where Zs is the Pauli-Z operator acting on qubit s .

1. Create a TTNS with the same tree structure as given in (25), but with all open
legs of dimension 2, except for the root node 0. It should represent a product
state |P〉, where the value of every site is up to your choosing. (Hint: The virtual
legs will be trivial but need to be accounted for.)

2. Create the TensorProduct representing the operator M .

3. Check, that the norm of |P〉 is 1 and find the total magnetisation of |P〉.

5 Tree Tensor Network Operators

As we learned in the last Section 4, we can reduce the exponential memory requirement of
many quantum states by representing them as TTNS. The logical next step is to consider a way
to achieve the same memory reduction for operators acting on a high-dimensional quantum
system using a TTN. This concept is represented by the Tree Tensor Network Operator (TTNO).
A TTNO is considered to be a TTN with two open legs at each node. To be compatible with the
convention commonly used for matrices, the input leg of a TTNO node is the second open leg.
Conversely, the output leg of a TTNO node is the first open leg. A simple example of TTNOs
are the tensor products we saw in the last section. Just as product states are represented by
TTNSs with all virtual legs being trivial, tensor products can be represented by TTNOs with all
virtual legs being trivial. More generally a TTNO A with the same underlying tree structure as
|T〉 in (25) would be drawn as

A =

A0A00A01

A10

A11

A20 A21

, (33)

22



SciPost Physics Codebases Submission

Using a TTNO allows us to find the expectation value of more complex operators than mere
tensor products. For example, to generate a random operator with the structure A, we use the
code

ttno = ptn.TTNO()
center_node = ptn.Node(identifier="0")
center_tensor = random.crandn ((4,4,4,2,2))
ttno.add_root(center_node , center_tensor)
for i in range (3):

chain_node = ptn.Node(identifier=f"{i}0")
chain_tensor = random.crandn ((4,3,2,2))
ttno.add_child_to_parent(chain_node , chain_tensor ,

0,"0",i)
end_node = ptn.Node(identifier=f"{i}1")
end_tensor = random.crandn ((3 ,2 ,2))
ttno.add_child_to_parent(end_node , end_tensor ,

0,f"{i}0" ,1)

Unsurprisingly, this piece of code is similar to the code we used to randomly generate the
TTNS |T〉 shown in (25). The equivalent structure of state and operator in TTN form allows
for a sandwich-like tensor network representing the expectation value of a TTNO with respect
to a given TTNS. For the state |T〉 (25) and the TTNO A (33) we can draw this as

〈T |A |T〉 =

0∗00∗01∗

10∗

11∗

20∗ 21∗

A0A00A01

A10

A11

A20 A21

00001

10

11

20 21

. (34)

In PyTreeNet, this contraction is achieved with the same method as the other expectation
values that were introduced in Section 4

exp_val = ttns.operator_expectation_value(ttno)

Note that behind this method, the contraction is performed from the leaves to the root.
For every leaf ℓ we contract the tensor N[ℓ] in |T〉 with node Aℓ in A. Then the resulting
tensor is contracted with N[ℓ]∗ in 〈T |. Then we choose a site s for which all subtrees S[(s ,c)]

c
originating from a child c of s are already fully contracted. The tensor representing a fully
contracted subtree is a degree-3 tensor Bc . The legs correspond to the virtual legs towards the
parent node. For site s the tensor N[s] of |T〉 is contracted with all the tensors Bc . The same is
then done for As in A and N[s]∗ in 〈T |. We repeat this process until the entire network is fully
contracted. This contraction order has a better scaling than the alternative of contracting the
three nodes corresponding to a site and then fully contracting these.

Now let us move to a concrete example of an operator that can not be represented as a
tensor product. A non-trivial, non-random TTNO ix the following operator inspired by the
quantum game of life [62,63]

N (1)
0 = P[00]

1 P[10]
0 P[20]

0 + P[00]
0 P[10]

1 P[20]
0 + P[00]

0 P[10]
0 P[20]

1 , (35)
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where P[mn]
i

is the projector |i〉 〈i| acting on node mn. The expectation value of N (1)
0 can be

interpreted as the probability of finding exactly one neighbour of node 0 in state |1〉. Repre-
senting N as a single tensor product is impossible. However, it can be written as a TTNO with
a rather low bond dimension, whose tensors are defined by

(A0)i jk = 1δ(i, j ,k)∈{(1,0,0),(0,1,0),(0,0,1)} (36a)

(Ai0) j = P[i0]
j

(36b)

Ai1 = 1, (36c)

where δx∈O is 1 if x is an element of the set O and 0 otherwise. Already, for such a small
system, we can see a significant reduction in memory requirement. Only 68 elements need to
be saved for the tensors defined in (36). On the other hand, a full matrix representation of
N (1)

0 would require (27)2 = 16 384 matrix elements to be saved. To reach even higher savings,
we can go to larger systems. However, large systems can contain more complex operators, for
example, Hamiltonians defined on a complex tree structure. This makes it difficult to construct
an equivalent TTNO manually. Therefore, it is useful to automatically convert a symbolically
defined operator to a TTNO. A method to do so will be explored in the next section.

Exercise. 5.1: The Quantum Game of Life TTNO

1. Using the definition of the TTNO tensor in (36), initialise a TTNO A representing
N (1)

0 . (Hint: Some virtual bonds will be trivial)

2. Find the expectation value of A with respect to the TTNS in used in Exercise 4.
Does the result fit with your intuition? How about other TTNS product states?

3. Construct the complete matrix representation of N (1)
0 using (35). Does it coincide

with the contraction of A?

5.1 Hamiltonians and State Diagrams

Finding a TTNO corresponding to a given operator is not a trivial task. The simplest case of
a tree structure is the one-dimensional chain, where the TTNO is called the matrix product
operator (MPO). A lot of research went into the automatic construction and optimisation of
MPOs on one-dimensional chains [35, 64–72]. Automatically constructing the TTNO for a
general tree structure is more complicated. [73] However, it was found that a special data
structure, called state diagrams, can be used [74] to represent a symbolic operator on a tree
structure and allow for a simple read-off of a TTNO.

Definition 5 A state diagram D corresponding to a tree structure T = (V, E) is a labelled hyper-
graph (Ω,E), i.e. a graph in which the edges connect more than two nodes, that contains a set of
hyperedges Es ⊂ E for every node s ∈ V and a set of vertices Ωe ⊂ Ω for every edge e ∈ E, such
that a vertex ω ∈ Ω(s ,w ) can only connect to hyperedges in Es ∪ Ew .

Technically, a state diagram can represent any TTN (and every TN by using a slightly different
definition) [65], but we focus on their application in the construction of TTNO. In a state
diagram, every hyperedge ϵ ∈ Es has a label associated with it. This label corresponds to an
operator O[s] that can be applied to s . Furthermore, the vertices connected to ϵ are assigned
an integer value. The integer of a vertex corresponds to the indices of the virtual leg of the
TTNO tensor As at site s at which O[s] is placed. This way, a TTNO can be read off of a state
diagram. The condition that a vertex ω ∈ Ω(s ,w ) can only connect to hyperedges in Es ∪ Ew
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Figure 7: The state diagram corresponding to the operator N [1]
0 given in (35). The

green squares represent the labels of the hyperedges, while the black dots are the
vertices of the state diagram. The areas shaded in purple each correspond to a set of
hyperedges Es . For example, the big square in the middle is E0 corresponding to the
node 0 in (33). On the other hand, the sets of vertices Ωe between two hyperedge
sets correspond to an edge e in (33). We can assign an index value to every vertex.
Doing it as we did with the red indices, the resulting TTNO tensors would exactly be
the ones defined in (36).

allows the state diagram to be mapped to its corresponding tree structure T = (V, E). Figure 7
gives an example of a state diagram. The indices are already assigned to the vertices, such that
the resulting TTNO tensors are the tensors in (36). We can clearly see that the tree structure
is kept.

How can we use the state diagram to generate a TTNO from a given operator? As a first
step, we assume that any operator we desire to represent is a sum of tensor products

N =
N
∑

i=1

⊗

s∈Q
O[s]

j
, (37)

where Q is a set of sites in a quantum system and O[s] an operator applied to site s . This
condition is not very restrictive, as long-range or multi-site operators tend to be given in the
format (37). On the other hand, short-range or few-site operators can be brought into the
desired form by using an operator basis made from tensor products. Once we have N , we
need to generate the equivalent state diagram. Note that the state diagram of a single tensor
product is rather trivial. Every site in the underlying tree structure has exactly one hyperedge
corresponding to it, and every edge in the underlying tree structure has one vertex correspond-
ing to it. Therefore, we generate a trivial diagram for every term in N . We combine all these
trivial diagrams into one state diagram without connections between them. This big state di-
agram is already equivalent to N . However, it contains an unnecessary number of vertices.
These would lead to a larger than necessary bond dimension in the TTNO, read from it. How-
ever, we can compare the different trivial diagrams and drop redundancies. In turn, the state
diagram becomes more and more interconnected. For details on the compression algorithms,
see [74,75].

While being a useful representation in PyTreeNet, there is no need to consider the details of
state diagrams. The construction algorithms work out of the box if we use the Hamiltonian
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and TreeTensorNetworkOperator classes. The Hamiltonian class is a list of tensor prod-
ucts and can thus represent any operator in the form (37). However, the main set of operators
one desires to find a TTNO representation of are Hamiltonians H describing a many-body
quantum system model. Therefore, the class in PyTreeNet is named Hamiltonian. It offers
the possibility to map a symbolic representation of (37) to a numeric one. Using a symbolic
representation is advantageous, as it makes it easier to build Hamiltonians and allows for faster
and more accurate comparisons during state diagram construction. While we will see more
complicated Hamiltonians in later sections, we will stick to N [1]

0 from (35) for demonstration

purposes. The Hamiltonian instance corresponding to N [1]
0 is generated by the code

term1 = ptn.TensorProduct ({"00":"P1", "10": "P0", "20": "P1"})
term2 = ptn.TensorProduct ({"00":"P0", "10": "P1", "20": "P0"})
term3 = ptn.TensorProduct ({"00":"P0", "10": "P0", "20": "P1"})
p0 = np.asarray ([[1,0],[0,0]] , dtype=complex)
p1 = np.asarray ([[0,0],[0,1]] , dtype=complex)
conversion_dict = {"P0": p0, "P1": p1 ,

"I1": np.eye(1), "I2": np.eye (2)}
ham = ptn.Hamiltonian ([term1 , term2 , term3], conversion_dict)

Once we have defined a Hamiltonian, we can simply auto-generate a corresponding TTNO
by specifying the desired tree topology the new TTNO should have. The rest is taken care of
in one simple line of code

ttno = ptn.TreeTensorNetworkOperator.from_hamiltonian(ham ,ttns)

However, note that the provided mapping of symbols to arrays has to include all relevant
identity operators. Even though they do not appear explicitly in every Hamiltonian, they are
assumed to be there when providing the tree structure. According to numeric evidence, our
method produces the optimal bond dimension in the generated TTNO compared to the explicit
construction of a TTNO from a high-degree tensor using SVD. For example, we ran some
calculations for the already introduced tree structure (25) and a modified version of the tree
structure (14). We generated 40·103 random Hamiltonians for each tree structure from which
we constructed the equivalent TTNO. We produced each TTNO once via the state diagram
method and once via SVDs from the full matrix representation of the Hamiltonian. The latter
gives us the minimum number of bond dimensions required to accurately represent the given
Hamiltonian as a TTNO. We found that both methods produce the exact same number of bond
dimensions. The results of this are plotted in Figure 8.

Now that we know how to work with TTNS and how we can automatically generate TTNO
from relevant operators, we can consider a main focus of PyTreeNet: The time evolution of
TTNS governed by a given Hamiltonian.
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(a) The bond dimensions obtained for the tree
structure (25), where node 0 also has a physi-
cal dimension of 2.
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(b) The bond dimensions obtained for the tree
structure (14), where all nodes only have a sin-
gle physical leg of dimension 2.

Figure 8: The bond dimensions obtained from generating a TTNO from the full tensor
via the SVD against the bond dimension obtained from the state diagram formalism.
The colour of each point denotes the number of bonds for which the specific bond
dimension combination was obtained. For each configuration, a sample of 40 · 103

Hamiltonians was run. Every Hamiltonian was randomly constructed from the set
{X , Y, Z,1} with 30 terms. The blue line corresponds to x = y and runs up to the
number of terms, which would be the maximum bond dimension possible.

Exercise. 5.2: Generating a TTNO

Consider the tree structure (25). A nearest neighbour Hamiltonian is given by

Hnn = X0X00 + X0X10 + X0X10 + X00X01 + X10X11 + X20X21, (38)

where X is some single-site operator (for example, the Pauli-X operator).

1. Construct the Hamiltonian for Hnn (Hint: Don’t forget to include the identity 12
in the dictionary.)

2. Generate a TTNO representing Hnn. What are its bond dimensions?

3. Just as in question 5, find the complete matrix representation of Hnn and compare
it to the full contraction of your TTNO.

6 Time Evolution

Simulating the time evolution of quantum systems allows the exploration of a large variety
of phenomena. Examples include quantum quench dynamics [76, 77] and the simulation of
quantum circuits [78, 79]. The time evolution of a quantum system with state |ψ(t )〉 is de-
scribed by the Schrödinger equation

∂

∂ t
|ψ(t )〉 = −iH |ψ(t )〉 , (39)
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where t denotes the time and H the Hamiltonian of the quantum system. For finite-dimensional
quantum systems, the Schrödinger equation is solved by the unitary dynamics

U(t ) = e−iH t (40)

being applied to |ψ(0)〉. However, many-body quantum systems have such high physical
Hilbert space dimensions that it is already too memory-intensive to save the Hamiltonian H
as a full matrix. Determining U(t ) for a given H is even harder and, therefore, equally impos-
sible for many-body quantum systems. On the other hand, in Section 5.1, we saw that such a
H can be saved efficiently as a TTNO. There is, however, no general way to obtain U(t ) as a
TTNO from H . Therefore, we have to use more intricate methods to simulate the dynamics of
a many-body quantum system.

6.1 Trotterisation

A way to make the dynamics tractable is by splitting U(t ) in (40) into smaller parts that can be
handled more easily. To introduce the following concepts, we will stick to a simple Hamiltonian

Hsimple = A+ B = A1 ⊗ A2 + B1 ⊗ B2 (41)

acting on the still simulatable small quantum system Cd×d . We can split the resulting unitary
time evolution up to a final time T into a series of smaller time steps

U(T) = e−iHsimpleT =
�

e−iHsimple∆t �
T
∆t = U

T
∆t (∆t ). (42)

If one accepts an error, each time step can be split further. The simplest way to split (42)
further is using the first order Suzuki-Trotter splitting [80,81]

U(∆t ) = e−iA∆t e−iB∆t +O
�

∆t 2� . (43)

Inserting (43) into U(T) of (42) yields total error scaling of O(∆t ), due to number of time
steps required scaling as O(∆t−1). This explains the initially confusing name of the splitting.
A different commonly used splitting method is the Strang splitting [82]

U(∆t ) = e−iA
∆t
2 e−iB∆t e−iA

∆t
2 +O
�

∆t 3� . (44)

This symmetric splitting requires only modestly more operators compared to the first-order
Suzuki-Trotter splitting. At the same time, the Strang splitting grants an additional power
in the error scaling. A different name for the Strang splitting is second-order Suzuki-Trotter
decomposition. Any kind of splitting an exponential operator will be called Trotterisation from
now on. In the literature, a whole zoo of splitting methods exists [83]. Improved schemes aim
to achieve a better error scaling while keeping the number of additional operators required
low compared to the first order splitting (43). However, since the two shown splittings are
sufficient for most use cases, we will stick to them in our further explanation.

In PyTreeNet, two implemented classes allow the easy implementation of splittings intro-
duced above. The TrotterStep represents a single exponential operator. In addition to a
tensor product representing the exponentiated operator, we also need to specify a factor to be
multiplied with the tensor. The different steps are then collected in a list and supplied to the
TrotterSplitting class. Using the supplied steps, this class will then compute all unitary
operators required for a single time step. For example for random operators A and B in (41)
we can generate the first order Suzuki-Trotter splitting (43) via
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Figure 9: The error of a state accumulated in a Trotterised time evolution. The time
evolution was run to a constant final time T = 1 for different time step sizes∆t . The
plus + denotes the result of the first-order Suzuki-Trotter splitting, and the times ×
denotes the results of the Strang splitting. The functions 0.16∆t and 0.08∆t 2 are
plotted as the solid black line and dashed black line, respectively.

qubits = ["q1", "q2"]
dim = 2
A = ptn.TensorProduct ({idt: random.random_hermitian_matrix(dim)

for idt in qubits })
B = ptn.TensorProduct ({idt: random.random_hermitian_matrix(dim)

for idt in qubits })
stepA = ptn.TrotterStep(A,1)
stepB = ptn.TrotterStep(B,1)
fstorder_ST = ptn.TrotterSplitting ([stepA ,stepB])
delta_time = 0.01
unitaries_1oST = fstorder_ST.exponentiate_splitting(delta_time ,

dim=dim)

For a time step size ∆t = 0.01. Furthermore, we generate the Strang splitting (44) with

stepA = ptn.TrotterStep(A ,0.5)
stepB = ptn.TrotterStep(B,1)
strang = ptn.TrotterSplitting ([stepA ,stepB ,stepA ])
unitaries_Strang = strang.exponentiate_splitting(delta_time ,

dim=dim)

To demonstrate the performance of these splittings, we used the above code to generate
splittings (43) and (44) for variable time step sizes ∆t . The system in question is a two-qubit
system C2×2. To have a reference, we evolved an initial state |ψ(t = 0)〉 using the complete
time evolution (42). Thus, the reference state is |ψref〉 = U(T) |ψ(0)〉. Then the time evolution
was performed using both kinds of splitting and a range of time step sizes. At the final time,
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T the error was evaluated as

Error =


|ψref(T)〉 −
�

�ψsplit(T)
�

, (45)

where
�

�ψsplit(T)
�

is the final state obtained by the split dynamics. The computation was
done for every state of both the standard computational basis {|i j〉}1

i=0, j=0
and the Bell basis

{φi}3i=0
. The results of the simulations are recorded in Figure 9. In the graph, we can clearly

see the different scaling for the two different splittings. The Suzuki-Trotter splitting corre-
sponds to the upper points + in the plot. We see that the error scales as desired for a fixed
initial state according to (43). The same is true for the results of the Strang splitting shown
by the lower points ×. The scaling follows the prediction in (44). We can also see that even
though the results are dependent on the initial state, the difference for a given splitting is far
less than an order of magnitude.

Let us now consider a less trivial example of a Trotterisation. Note that both splitting
methods (43) and (44) can easily be extended to an arbitrary number of terms. Thus, we once
more consider a TTNS |T〉 with the topology (25). On this quantum system Q, we define the
almost nearest neighbour Hamiltonian

Hann =
∑

∆(i, j)=1

Xi XJ + X00X20, (46)

where∆ is the tree distance defined in 2. The sum runs over all pairs of sites (i, j) ∈Q×Q such
that ∆(i, j) = 1. In this example, the utility of splitting a Hamiltonian during time evolution
becomes more apparent. For any nearest neighbour interaction, we merely have to find the
exponent of a two-site operator, so a 22 dimensional matrix, rather than a full system operator
with dimension 27. We generate the trotter steps for the nearest neighbour interaction using
the code snippet

steps = []
X, _, _ = ptn.operators.pauli_matrices ()
for ident , node in ttns.nodes.items ():

if not node.is_root ():
op = ptn.TensorProduct ({ident: X,

node.parent: X})
step = ptn.TrotterStep(op, 1)
steps.append(step)

But what about the term X00X20? The nodes 00 and 20 are not neighbours, but we still
have a two-point interaction. We can use SWAP gates on the TTNS to deal with distant two-
point interactions [32, 84]. To do so, assume we have the two-point interaction A = Ai ⊗ A j ,
where sites i and j are not nearest neighbours. We will now SWAP i and j with their nearest
neighbour sites until they are nearest neighbours. Then, we may exponentiate A and apply the
resulting officer to the two sites as usual. Finally, we use SWAP gates to return i and j to their
original position. For example, to make 00 and 20 neighbours, we merely need to exchange
the nodes 00 and 0 and swap them back afterwards. A graphical depiction of this process is
given in Figure 10. In PyTreeNet, this process is easily facilitated using the SWAPList class
and providing it to the trotter steps. It suffices to supply a symbolic representation of a SWAP
gate by specifying the two nodes that should be swapped. In our case, this can be achieved
using
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e−i∆t X00X20

Figure 10: A graphical depiction of the SWAP gates required to create a nearest
neighbour interaction between site 00 and 20. Most of the TTNS |T〉 (25) was left
out for convenience.

nnn_op = ptn.TensorProduct ({"00": X, "20": X})
swaps = ptn.SWAPlist ([("00","0")])
nnn_step = ptn.TrotterStep(nnn_op , 1,

swaps_before=swaps ,
swaps_after=swaps)

steps.append(nnn_step)

Now that we have a notion of Trotterisation/splitting Hamiltonians, we can utilise this
concept in our first time-evolution algorithm.

Exercise. 6.1: Splitting Hamiltonians

1. Generalise the two splittings (43) and (44) to three matrices A, B and C .

2. Implement the Strang splitting (44) for the Hamiltonian Hann.

3. On the same tree structure as we used for the Hamiltonian Hann in (46) implement
the Suzuki-Trotter and Strang splitting for

Hexc = X01X10 + X21X10. (47)

6.2 Time Evolving Block Decimation Algorithm

In this section we will see the first time evolution algorithm to simulate the dynamics of TTNS.
We will also introduce the utility functions shared by all time-evolution algorithms. The TTNS
time evolution algorithm of interest is called time-evolving block decimation (TEBD). It was
one of the first time evolution algorithms to emerge for MPS [43–45] and was quickly adapted
to TTN [32]. Due to its close relationship with the Trotterisation introduced in the previous
subsection 6.1, it is sometimes called Trotter gate time evolution. The TEBD algorithm takes
a Trotterisation and applies each Trotter step one after the other to a given initial state to
simulate a single time step. More specifically, a single site unitary operator U[s](∆t ) acting
on the site s is absorbed. On the other hand, if a two site operator U[s ,s ′](∆t ) is applied,
the two nodes s and s ′ are contracted into a two-site tensor N[s ,s ′](t ). Therefore s and s ′

need to be neighbours. The two-site tensor N[s ,s ′](t ) is contracted with U[s ,s ′](∆t ) yielding
N[s ,s ′](t +∆t ). N[s ,s ′](t +∆t ) is using an SVD to return to the original tree topology, yielding
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Figure 11: A depiction of a TEBD step, if the associated unitary operator U[s ,s ′](∆t )
is acting on two sites s ′ and s . At time t , the sites have the tensors At and Bt
associated with them, respectively. In step (i) the two tensors are contracted with
each other into c(At , Bt ). In step (ii), the unitary operator is contracted with the
open legs of the contracted site tensor. We use t ′ = t +∆t to save space. In the final
step (iii), the two sites are split back into two nodes using an SVD. During the SVD
splitting, a truncation is performed if required. This leaves the final site tensors to be
At ′ and Bt ′ .

two updated node tensors N[s](t + ∆t ) and N[s ′](t + ∆t ). Figure 11 shows a graphical
depiction of this process.

Now we take a look at the PyTreeNet-implementation of the TEBD time evolution. TEBD is
implemented in the TEBD class. As any TTN time evolution algorithm in PyTreeNet it inherits
from the TTNTimeEvolution class and in turn from the TimeEvolution class. Starting at
the top of the hierarchy, the TimeEvolution class provides the general methods to run a
time evolution and deal with operator measurements and the measurement results. A time
evolution always requires an initial state, a time step size and final time, and some operators
to be evaluated. If the latter are supplied with keywords, the resulting expectation values
can also be obtained using the keywords. Otherwise, one will need to manually keep track
of the operators; all of their expectation values are returned in one large array. Any actual
time evolution scheme must implement the run_one_time_step and evaluate_operator
methods. For example, the latter is implemented in the TTNTimeEvolution class. As the
state to be time-evolved is a TTNS, the evaluation of operator expectation values is done using
the same procedures that were discussed in Sections 4 and 5. Accordingly, the operators will
be tensor products or TTNOs. Furthermore, we can decide if the bond dimension should be
recorded during the simulation. Finally, the TEBD class implements the above application of
all Trotter steps in a Trotterisation as the time stepping method. To do so, we need to supply
the Trotterisation itself and the truncation parameters to be used during the SVD splitting. A
TEBD algorithm can be created and run once all the parameters are specified.

We will demonstrate this with an example. Consider the transverse-field Ising (TFI) model

HTFI = −J
∑

∆(i, j)=1

ZiZ j − g
∑

i∈Q[L]
Xi , (48)

where J , g ∈ R are coupling constants and Q[L] is the usual tree topology quantum system
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(25) with all physical dimensions d = 2. However, we introduced the parameter L. It denotes
the length of each chain attached to the root node 0. X and Z are the Pauli-operators. We
want to simulate the time dependency of the total magnetisation

M =
⊗

i∈Q[L]
Zi . (49)

The initial state of the time evolution is the product state

|Ψ0〉 =
⊗

i∈Q[L]

�

�k∆(i,r ) mod 2�

i , (50)

where r denotes the root node. This is the product state where the root is in state |0〉; its
neighbours are in the flipped state |1〉, and for every step away from the root, the state is
flipped again until the end of the chains is reached. For L = 2, we can construct the initial
state with

state = np.zeros ((2, ))
zero_state = deepcopy(state)
zero_state [0] = 1
one_state = deepcopy(state)
one_state [1] = 1
ttns = ptn.TreeTensorNetworkState ()
center_node = ptn.Node(identifier="0")
center_tensor = deepcopy(zero_state.reshape (1,1,1,2))
ttns.add_root(center_node , center_tensor)
for i in range (3):

chain_node = ptn.Node(identifier=f"{i}0")
chain_tensor = deepcopy(one_state.reshape (1,1,2))
ttns.add_child_to_parent(chain_node , chain_tensor ,

0,"0",i)
end_node = ptn.Node(identifier=f"{i}1")
end_tensor = deepcopy(zero_state.reshape (1,2))
ttns.add_child_to_parent(end_node , end_tensor ,

0,f"{i}0" ,1)

Furthermore, we choose J = 1 and g = 0.1. Considering a final time T = 1 and a time
step size ∆t = 0.01, we can construct and run the desired TEBD time evolution using the
code
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X, _, Z = ptn.operators.pauli_matrices ()
g = -0.1
gX = g*X
steps = []
for ident , node in ttns.nodes.items ():

tp1 = ptn.TensorProduct ({ident: gX})
tp1 = ptn.TrotterStep(tp1 , 1)
steps.append(tp1)
if not node.is_root ():

op = ptn.TensorProduct ({ident: -1*Z,
node.parent: Z})

tp = ptn.TrotterStep(op, 1)
steps.append(tp)

trotter = ptn.TrotterSplitting(steps)
delta_t = 0.01
magn = ptn.TensorProduct ({ide: Z for ide in ttns.nodes })
final_time = 1
max_bd = 3
svd_params = util.SVDParameters(max_bond_dim=max_bd ,

rel_tol =1e-5,
total_tol =1e-6)

config = ptn.TTNTimeEvolutionConfig(record_bond_dim=True)
tebd = ptn.TEBD(ttns , trotter ,

delta_t , final_time ,
{"magn": magn}, svd_params ,
config=config)

tebd.run()

We can then extract the time steps, bond dimensions, and expectation values for M , as
well as perform some sanity checks using the utility methods inherent to every time evolution
object

times = tebd.times()
print(times.shape) # -> (101, )
bond_dims = tebd.operator_result("bond_dim")
print(len(bond_dims )) # -> 6
print(len(bond_dims [("0","00")])) # -> 101
print(tebd.results_real ()) # -> True
magnetization = tebd.operator_result("magn", realise=True)
print(magnetization.shape) # -> (101, )

We run the above simulation for different maximum bond dimensions to show the effect
of an ill-chosen truncation parameter. Additionally, the system is still small enough for us to
run an exact time evolution. This allows us to compute the error of the TEBD algorithm. The
results of the simulations can be found in Figure 12. The dynamics of the expectation value
of the total magnetisation M is shown in Figure 12a. The TEBD result approaches the exact
solution already for a maximum bond dimension of 2. The error is defined as

E(t ) = ∥〈Ψexc(t )|M |Ψexc(t )〉 − 〈ΨTEBD(t )|M |ΨTEBD(t )〉∥, (51)

where |Ψexc(t )〉 and |ΨTEBD(t )〉 are the exact state obtained via state vector simulation and
the state obtained via TEBD respectively. E(t ) is shown in Figure 12b. The error does not
decrease significantly for an increase of the bond dimension above 2. The error is around
E(t ) ∼ 10−6 for a maximum bond dimension ≥ 2, which is of the same order of magnitude
as the error expected from the Trotterisation. Therefore, the main error source is not the
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Figure 12: TEBD simulation results for the total magnetisation M with initial state
|Ψ0〉 as defined in (50) for different maximum bond dimensions.

truncation to a lower bond dimension but a too-large time step. However, the state will still
occupy the maximum bond dimension allowed. This can be seen in Figure 12c, where the
time dependence of the dimension of the bond connecting nodes 0 and 00 is shown. For our
example, considering only this bond to see the full impact of the maximum bond dimension as
a parameter suffices. Due to the symmetry under exchange, the other bonds of the root node
would show the same behaviour. On the other hand, the dimension of the second bonds in the
chains require a maximum dimension of 2 anyways to be encoded exactly. This is reached as
soon as the state is not a product state, resulting in rather irrelevant temporal behaviour of the
bond dimension at the legs not connected to node 0. As would be expected, we see that the
bond dimension increases over time. However, not every time step leads to a direct increase in
dimensionality. This shows that starting with a small bond dimension and slowly increasing it
is reasonable and admits a reduction in computational resources required for the simulations.

However, as evidenced by our ability to compute an exact reference solution, the above sim-
ulation could be easily achieved without resorting to any tensor network method. To showcase
the power of TTN methods, we will simulate an example that goes far beyond the capability
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Figure 13: The dynamics of the total magnetisation expectation value 〈M〉 for differ-
ent values of L. Lmax = 500 denotes the maximum length of the simulated chains.

of any state-vector simulation. The dimension of Q[L] is

dim (Q[L]) = 23L+1. (52)

Due to this exponential scaling with respect to L, a state-vector approach will break down
around L = 5. On the other hand, the tensor network methods can simulate the dynamics
for much larger systems. We demonstrate this ability of tensor network methods to perform
many-body system simulations by repeating the above simulation for larger chain lengths L.
This means we simulate the dynamics of the expectation values of the total magnetisation
M[L](t ) as given in (49) under the transverse-field Ising model HTFI[L] (48), where J = 1
and g = 0.1, with the initial state |Ψ0[L]〉 as defined in (50). We perform simulations until
L = Lmax = 500 and choose the maximum bond dimension for each run as Dmax = ⌈L/2⌉.
Therefore, the required memory scales linearly in L rather than exponentially. The numerical
results are given in Figure 13. The plot has two noteworthy main characteristics. The first is
that the results split into two separate sets. This happens as the magnetisation of the initial
state depends on L

〈M0[L]〉 = 〈Ψ0[L]|M |Ψ0[L]〉 = (−1)3
�� L

2

�

+1
�

. (53)

Depending on 〈M0[L]〉, the magnetisation has to increase or decrease to reach zero. The
second observation is that the approach of the magnetisation to zero happens more quickly
for higher L. Truthfully, the transverse-field Ising model is not very complicated. However,
it serves well as an example to showcase the abilities of tree tensor networks and how they
can simulate large systems. In the next section, we will introduce the second class of time
evolution methods implemented in PyTreeNet that make good use of the TTNO introduced in
Section 5.
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Exercise. 6.2: Further exploration of the TFI model

We applied the TEBD-TTN method to the TFI model in the above subsection. However,
we only scratched the surface with our investigation. This exercise asks you to explore
the TFI further.

1. For the small system L = 2, we only checked the behaviour for a differing maxi-
mum bond dimension. How does the error behave relative to the other truncation
parameters rrel and rtot?

2. To simulate the large systems, we set the maximum bond dimension as
Dmax = ⌈L/2⌉. What happens if the bond dimension has a sublinear scaling
Dmax =
�

L0.5
�

? (Hint: Only use Lmax = 100 to require less simulation time.)

3. In the above simulations, we always set g = 0.1. How does the dy-
namic of M change for different values of g? Choose L = 20 and
g ∈ {−0.5,−0.1, 0, 0.1, 0.5}.

4. Find the value L for which your machine lacks the resources to perform the exact
state vector simulation. (Caution: Your machine might crash. Make sure all
important documents are saved beforehand!)

6.3 Time Dependent Variational Principle for Trees

The second TTN time evolution algorithm implemented in PyTreeNet is the time-dependent
variational principle (TDVP). The TDVP method is a general method to variationally time-
evolve a parametrised set of quantum states [85] and is closely related to the Dirac-Frenkel
variational method [86]. The TDVP was then adapted to matrix product states [46,47], where
it turned out to have a similar structure to the matrix product density renormalisation group
methods [47]. The adaptation of TDVP to TTN was initially restricted to binary TTNSs [87]
but then generalised to arbitrary tree topologies [34]. The TDVP algorithm uses the fact that
the set of TTNSs with a given tree topology T = (V, E) and the same set of bond dimensions
D = {De|e ∈ E} forms a manifoldM [T,D]. For a given state, the local tensors are variationally
time-evolved by solving the projected Schrödinger equation

d |T〉
dt

= −iPT|T 〉M[T,D]H |T〉 , (54)

wherePT|T 〉M[T,D] is the projector onto the tangent space T|T〉M [T,D] of the manifoldM [T,D]
at state |T〉 and H the system Hamiltonian. Note, that we need the Hamiltonian to be a TTNO
with the same underlying tree structure T of the TTNSs in the manifold M [T,D]. The exact
form of the projector PT|T〉M[T,D⃗] allows a split of the projected Schrödinger equation (54)
into differential equations, that optimise only a few close sites, while contracting the remain-
ing tree tensor network almost into an expectation value of the Hamiltonian (34). Details on
the derivation and a detailed description of the projector can be found in [34]. Using the usual
TTNS (25) we will now exemplify the two different TDVP classes implemented in PyTreeNet.

6.3.1 One-Site TDVP

In the one-site TDVP or 1TDVP, the time update is always performed on the orthogonalisation
centre s of the TTNS. This update of site s can be reduced to two steps. The first step is to
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evolve the tensor N[s] at site s in the TTNS according to the equation

dN[s]

dt
= −iH [s]

eff
· N[s], (55)

where H [s]
eff

is an effective site Hamiltonian, whose general exact form can be obtained from
evaluating the projector PT|T〉 in (54), and · denotes the matrix multiplication of a vectorised

N[s] with a matricised version of H [s]
eff

. Assuming the TTNS structure (25) and that site 0 is
the orthogonalisation center, we find:

H [0]
eff
=

00∗01∗

10∗

11∗

20∗ 21∗

A0A00A01

A10

A11

A20 A21

0001

10

11

20 21
i0 i2i1

i3

f0 f2
f1

f3

=

i0

f0

i1

f1

i2

f2

i3

f3

H [0]
eff

.

(56)

The input legs (i0, i1, i2, i3) and output legs ( f0, f1, f2, f3) of the matricised H [0]
eff

in (55) are

the legs that would be contracted with N[0] and
�

N[0]
�∗

respectively. The effective one-site
Hamiltonian generally has a form similar to the one above in (56). To create it, the TTNS and
TTNO tensors of all sites except the site s that is to be updated are contracted. Then all virtual
legs are contracted, including the virtual legs of the TTNO tensor of site s , but excluding the
TTNS tensors of site s . The differential equation (55) is solved by

N[s](t +∆t ) = e−iH [s]
eff
∆t N[s](t ). (57)

Once node N[s] was updated, we split it using a QR-decomposition, where all but one leg
of N[s] are associated with the resulting isometric Q[s]-tensor. The leg associated with the
R[(s ,s ′)]-tensor is the leg towards the next node s ′ that is to be updated. Before proceeding
with the next site update, the tensor R[(s ,s ′) is updated according to

dR[(s ,s ′)]

dt
= +iH [(s ,s ′)]

eff
· R[(s ,s ′)], (58)

where we once more have an effective Hamiltonian H [(s ,s ′)]
eff

. Continuing on from the example
in (56), we find the effective Hamiltonian to be

H [(0,20)]
eff

=

0∗00∗01∗

10∗

11∗

20∗ 21∗

A0A00A01

A10

A11

A20 A21

00001

10

11

20 21
i0 i1

f0 f1

=

i0

f0

i1

f1

H [(0,20)]
eff

.

(59)
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To solve (58) the effective Hamiltonian H [(0,20)]
eff

and the link tensor R[(0,20)] are matricised

and vectorised analogously to the tensors H [(0)]
eff

and N[0] above. In general H [(s ,s ′)]
eff

for a link
(s , s ′) is obtained by contracting the entire tensor network required for an expectation value
of a TTNO with respect to a TTNS as discussed in Section 5 except for the two link tensors
R[(s ,s ′)] and R[(s ,s ′)]∗. We solve the differential equation quation (58) by updating the link
tensor according to

R[(s ,s ′)](t +∆t ) = eiH [(0,20)]
eff

∆t R[(s ,s ′)](t ). (60)

The updated link tensor R[(s ,s ′)](t +∆t ) is then absorbed into the next site s ′, making s ′ the
new orthogonalisation centre.

But how do we determine the next site s ′? In principle, the order in which we run through
the TTNS and update the sites is arbitrary as long as every site is updated once and the orthog-
onality centre is shifted accordingly to ensure it is the site that is updated. However, moving
the orthogonality centre can lead to many unnecessary QR-decompositions. Therefore, we
choose a path γ through the TTNS that requires the least moves of the orthogonality cen-
tre. To achieve this, we choose the two leaves which are furthest apart as the start node ℓs
and end node ℓe . The nodes along the path γ(ℓs ,ℓe) are updated according to the scheme
described above. Whenever there is a node s ∈ γ(ℓs ,ℓe) with neighbours ν /∈ γ(ℓs ,ℓe), all
subtrees S[(n,s)]

ν originating from these neighbours are updated, before moving to the next site
in γ(ℓs ,ℓe). Borrowing a simplified notation from [34], the entire procedure is exemplified
for the usual example tree structure (25) in Figure 14.

As an example, assume once more the TFI model shown in (48), where J = 1 and g = 0.1.
We want to find the dynamics of the total magnetisation M (49) for the initial state |Ψ0〉 as
defined in (50) and a chain length L = 2. TDVP methods can deal with multi-site interactions
more easily than the TEBD method could. To showcase this, we include an additional four-site
interaction around the root

Hmod = HTFI + Z0Z00Z10Z20. (61)

Notably, one-site TDVP does not dynamically adapt the bond dimension during run-time.
Therefore, we have do initialise the TTNS with the desired maximum bond dimension
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Figure 14: One time step performed with the one-site TDVP method on the tree struc-
ture (25). Orange circles denote site tensors that are updated according to (57). They
are also the current orthogonalisation centre. The green diamonds are link tensors
that are updated according to (60) and originate from a QR-decomposition. The tri-
angles point towards the orthogonalisation centre. The blue triangles represent sites
that have not been updated, while the orange triangles represent updated sites.
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state = np.zeros ((2, ))
zero_state = deepcopy(state)
zero_state [0] = 1
one_state = deepcopy(state)
one_state [1] = 1
ttns = ptn.TreeTensorNetworkState ()
center_node = ptn.Node(identifier="0")
bond_dim = 3
center_tensor = np.asarray ([1]). reshape (1,1,1,2)
center_tensor = np.pad(center_tensor ,

((0, bond_dim -1),(0, bond_dim -1),
(0, bond_dim -1),(0, 0)))

ttns.add_root(center_node , center_tensor)
for i in range (3):

chain_node = ptn.Node(identifier=f"{i}0")
chain_tensor = deepcopy(one_state.reshape (1,1,2))
chain_tensor = np.pad(chain_tensor ,

((0, bond_dim -1),(0, bond_dim -1),(0, 0)))
ttns.add_child_to_parent(chain_node , chain_tensor ,

0,"0",i)
end_node = ptn.Node(identifier=f"{i}1")
end_tensor = deepcopy(zero_state.reshape (1,2))
end_tensor = np.pad(end_tensor , ((0, bond_dim -1), (0, 0)))
ttns.add_child_to_parent(end_node , end_tensor ,

0,f"{i}0" ,1)

The TTNO representing the modified TFI Hamiltonian HTFI and the tensor product form of
the magnetisation M can be obtained as discussed in the previous sections 5.1 and 4 respec-
tively.

X, _, Z = ptn.operators.pauli_matrices ()
g = -0.1
gX = g*X
con_dict = {"gX": gX , "Z": Z, "-Z": -1*Z,

"I1": np.eye(1), "I2": np.eye (2)}
ham = ptn.operators.Hamiltonian(conversion_dictionary=con_dict)
for ident , node in ttns.nodes.items ():

if not node.is_root ():
op = ptn.TensorProduct ({ident: "gX"})
ham.add_term(op)
if node.parent != ttns.root_id:

op = ptn.TensorProduct ({ident: "-Z",
node.parent: "Z"})

ham.add_term(op)
triple_term = ptn.TensorProduct ({"00": "-Z", "10": "Z", "20": "Z"})
ham.add_term(triple_term)
ham_pad = ham.pad_with_identities(ttns)
ttno = ptn.TreeTensorNetworkOperator.from_hamiltonian(ham_pad ,

ttns)
magn = ptn.TensorProduct ({ide: Z for ide in ttns.nodes

if ide != ttns.root_id })

Once a time step size and final evolution time are defined, we can initialise the one-site
TDVP similarly to the TEDB algorithm shown in Section 6.2.
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delta_t = 0.01
final_time = 1
config = ptn.TTNTimeEvolutionConfig(record_bond_dim=True)
tdvp_onesite = ptn.FirstOrderOneSiteTDVP(ttns , ttno ,

delta_t , final_time ,
ops ,
config=config)

tdvp_onesite.run()

The class to run the TDVP method explained above is called FirstOrderOneSiteTDVP.
Similar to the Trotter splittings explained in Section 6.1, we can define higher orders of TDVP.
These orders are related to the order of solving the local partial differential equations. One
sweep through the system is the process of updating every node from the starting node ℓs to the
end node ℓe . The sweep above was always performed with∆t and left ℓe as the orthogonality
centre. Therefore, we need to recanonicalise the TTNS as a final step such that ℓs is the
orthogonality centre. However, we could also perform updates on the way back through the
TTNS. If we update on the forward sweep with ∆t/2, we can perform all updates again in
the exact opposite order with the same time step ∆t/2. After one forward sweep and one
backwards sweep, we end up with ℓs as the orthogonalisation centre and have updated the
entire system by ∆t . So in the example shown in Figure 14, we perform the backward sweep
starting from the last picture and go opposite to the arrow direction. This is easily performed
by initialising and running the SecondOrderOneSiteTDVP class.

We will leave any analysis of simulation results to the next subsection, where we compare
it to the second TDVP method currently available in PyTreeNet.

6.3.2 Two-Site TDVP

In the previous section, we introduced the one-site version of TDVP. We can define a similar
algorithm, which updates a contraction of two sites and then evolves the second site backwards
instead of updating a link. This method is called two-site TDVP or 2TDVP. To update a site s ,
which is again the orthogonality centre of the TTN, we contract its corresponding tensor N[s]

with the tensor N[s ′] of a neighbouring site s ′ into a two-site tensor M [s s ′]. The two-site tensor
is updated according to

dM [s s ′]

dt
= −iH [s s ′]

eff
·M [s s ′], (62)

where H [s s ′]
eff

is the matricised version of an effective Hamiltonian. H [s s ′]
eff

is similar to H [s]
eff

in
(57), but instead of not contracting the TTNS tensor of the single site s , we do not contract
the two-site tensor M [s s ′]. So once again assuming the TTNS structure (25) and that site 0 is
the orthogonalisation center, we find for s ′ = 20

H [0,20]
eff

=

00∗01∗
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.

(63)
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To solve (62), we evolve M [s s ′] with

M [s s ′](t +∆t ) = e−iH [s s′]
eff

∆t M [s s ′](t ). (64)

Once updated, we split the two-site tensor M [s s ′] via a tensor decomposition into two single-
site tensors N[s ′] and N[s ′]. If the SVD decomposition is used, we can truncate the bond
dimension during this step. This dynamic bond dimension adaptation significantly improves
2TVDP compared to 1TDVP, where a bond dimension has to be chosen at the start. As men-
tioned before, we then evolve the second site tensor backwards in time according to

dN[s ′]

dt
= iH [s

′]
eff
· N[s

′], (65)

where the effective Hamiltonian H [s
′]

eff
, is the exact same as in the 1TDVP-site-update (55).

Accordingly, the dynamics are solved by performing the tensor update

N[s
′](t +∆t ) = e−iH [s

′]
eff
∆t N[s

′
(t ). (66)

The order in which we update the sites, is the exact same as explained for the 1TDVP case.
A graphical depiction of a full forwards sweep with the 2TDVP method through the example
tree structure (25) can be found in Figure 15.

We will now explore the simulation of the modified TFI model (61). In Figure 16, we
plotted the results of the simulations for L = 2. In Figure 16a, the error E(t ) as defined in
(51) is plotted for the different TDVP methods for varying maximum bond dimensions. The
larger error in the two-site TDVP originates from the additional truncation during each time
step. We can also see that the first and second-order one-site TDVP perform very similarly.
In Figure 16b, the bond dimension at the bond (0, 00) is plotted. As Section 6.3.1 mentions,
the bond dimensions during the one-site TDVP are fixed to the bond dimension of the initial
state. The initial state can be padded with zeros to increase its bond dimension, above what
is required to represent it exactly. Therefore, the bond dimension is constant in Figure 16b.
On the other hand, the two-site TDVP can adapt the bond dimensions dynamically due to
the truncation step. It increases step by step until the required maximum bond dimension
is reached. We can see the significance of this dynamic increase in Figure 17. The results
were once more obtained by running the time evolution governed by the modified TFI (61).
However, we ran the simulation for different chain lengths L. In the first instance, we set
the maximum bond dimension for all TDVP methods to Dmax = ⌈L/2⌉. Then we measured
the runtime of each algorithm. As we have to fix the bond dimensions for the one-site TDVP
methods at the beginning, their runtime scales badly with the system size compared to the two-
site TDVP. It also requires too much memory during the time evolution to run on a common
machine for L ≳ 45. It turns out that for the modified TFI, a bond dimension of 5 is sufficient
to represent the state at time t = 1. This can be seen in Figure 17b. Even though the length L
is increased until 14, as evidenced by the constant graphs of the one-site TDVP methods, the
two-site TDVP only increase the bond dimension to 5. In the second step, we used the bond
dimension generated by the two-site TDVP at the final time as the maximum bond dimension
of the one-site TDVP algorithms. The run time is plotted in Figure 17a as the orange graphs.
It turns out that, for equal bond dimensions, the one-site TDVP methods run faster than the
two-site TDVP. This is due to the time steps being faster, a QR-decomposition of one site is
significantly faster than an SVD for a two-site tensor. Therefore, running a two-site TDVP
method can be reasonable until a maximum desired bond dimension or even convergence is
reached before switching to a one-site algorithm. Even though these simulations go far beyond
the capabilities of state-vector simulations, we can still improve on them. We will discuss some
of these improvements in the next section.
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Figure 15: One forwards sweep through the tree structure (25) performed with the
two-site TDVP method. Orange circles denote the two sites whose tensors are con-
tracted into one and updated according to (64). A green circle denotes site tensors
that have evolved backwards in time according to (66). The blue triangles represent
sites that have not been updated, while the orange triangles represent updated sites.
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Figure 16: TDVP simulation results for the total magnetisation M with initial state
|Ψ0〉 as defined in (50) for different maximum bond dimensions under the time evo-
lution governed by the modified TFI model (61). The dotted lines are the results of
the first-order single-site TDVP, the dashed lines are the results of the second-order
single-site TDVP, and the full lines are the results of the two-site TDVP algorithm.
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Figure 17: TDVP simulation results for initial state |Ψ0〉 as defined in (50) for different
lengths L. The modified TFI model (61) governs the time evolution. The dotted lines
are the results of the first-order single-site TDVP, the dashed lines are the results of
the second-order single-site TDVP, and the full lines are the results of the two-site
TDVP algorithm.
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7 Further Developements

PyTreeNet already has a plethora of utilities and can be used to implement any method using
tree tensor networks. However, the current focus of the library is on the simulation of the
time evolution of quantum systems. A different popular tensor network method is the density
matrix renormalisation group algorithm (DMRG) [5]. It is a variational algorithm used for
ground state search. Since the DMRG was generalised to TTN [39], the DMRG algorithm
could be directly included in PyTreeNet.

As we have seen in Section 6.3.2, the one-site TDVP method is faster for the same bond
dimension than the two-site TDVP. However, for one-site TDVP, one has to set the bond dimen-
sion when starting the time evolution. Since there is no general way to a priory know the best
bond dimension, there will be either too large of an error or an unnecessary use of computa-
tional resources. Therefore, adding a dynamic bond adaptation to PyTreeNet for one-site TDVP
would be advantageous. For matrix product states, such dynamic bond adaptation methods
are already established [88–90]. These methods only take the directly attached nodes of the
bond into account or require the existence of a canonical form. Therefore, they should be
straightforward to be generalised to tree structures.

It would also be beneficial to support more subclasses of tree structures directly. While
PyTreeNet already implements the matrix product [5] and fork tree structures [36,91], other
common tree structures such as three-legged TTN [41] and binary TTN [92] are still missing.
To get the most efficiency out of these structures, it could be necessary to treat nodes of trivial
physical dimension in the TTNS algorithms separately. Currently, the trivial dimension has to
be added explicitly.

Another way PyTreeNet could be made more efficient is by including quantum numbers
leading to sparse tensors [93–95]. This could also extend to include fermionic tensors and
fermionic tensor networks that require special treatment due to their anti-commutation rela-
tions [96]. In both cases, we can resort to existing tensor network libraries [97–100] whose
tensor classes would replace the NumPy arrays as the data structure representing tensors in
PyTreeNet.

So, while there are still a lot of possible extensions for PyTreeNet, it already has sufficient
content to serve as a useful library for tree tensor network simulations.
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