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We introduce a tensor network designed to faithfully simulate the AdS/CFT correspondence, akin
to the multi-scale entanglement renormalization ansatz (MERA), following hyper-invariant tensor
network. The proposed construction integrates bulk indices within the network architecture to
uphold the key features of the HaPPY code, including complementary recovery. This framework
accurately reproduces the boundary conformal field theory’s (CFT) two- and three-point correlation
functions, while considering the image of any bulk operator. Furthermore, we provide an explicit
methodology for calculating the correlation functions in an efficient manner. Our findings highlight
the physical aspects of the relation between bulk and boundary within the tensor network models,
contributing to the understanding and simulation of holographic principles in quantum information.
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INTRODUCTION

Holographic quantum error-correction codes are a modern approach to study the deep connection between the notion
of AdS/CFT correspondence, introduced in [1, 2], and quantum information. In recent years, numerous significant
ideas have emerged, for a recent review see [3]. Among the most important of these ideas are HaPPY codes [4],
which rely on the mapping the bulk code space to the boundary by the isometry V : Hbulk −→ Hboundary. The map
V is realized through a network of perfect tensors [5], which can be equivalently identified with absolutely maximally
entangled (AME) states [6, 7].

Because HaPPY codes are placed on the hyperbolic tiling of the Poincare disk and map bulk degrees of freedom
to the boundary ones, they were seen as the first connection between holography and quantum error correction.
Moreover, it was proven that HaPPY codes preserve the area law [8], as the Ryu–Takayanagi formula for the entropy
dependence between bulk and boundary is satisfied [4, 9]. Unfortunately, this model is too ideal to simulate any
physically interesting scenario, because due to the perfect tensor symmetries, any two-point correlations on the
boundary become trivial [10], thus do not depend on the distance between the points analyzed.

From a physical standpoint, the main issue is that perfect tensor networks are too symmetric to encompass spatial
directions and to reproduce realistic correlation functions between spatially separated points at the boundary. Some
approaches to this problem were based on small "distortions" of perfect tensors [11, 12], in which the first order of two-
point correlation’s expansion exhibits the desired behaviour. In contrast entirely different tensor networks, without
bulk indices, called MERA, can indeed simulate the conformal field theory by producing correct two- and three-point
correlation functions [13]. Moreover, within this approach, one can obtain the central charge of the Virasoro algebra
[13, 14], using the von Neumann entropy in the continuum limit.

Motivated by MERA networks, Evenbly introduced the concept of hyper-invariant tensor networks (HTN) [15].
This pioneering work from 2017 studied the entanglement properties of HTNs and introduced a suitable discrete
counterpart of scaling, thereby showing a connection with CFT. Using this technique various quantities such as the
central charge c and scaling dimensions of primary fields were computed [3, 10]. An alternative approach [16], aims to
create CFT directly on the tensor network. This method extends the continuum notion of CFT to a discrete version,
called Quasi-CFT (qCFT). Following this direction, the work [17] proven that the construction of MERA-type tensor
networks on hyperbolic tiling is at least a close approximation of continuum CFT, which is considered an example of
qCFT [16]. However, to the best of our knowledge, no previous construction captured bulk-boundary mapping and
presented a rigorous discussion of correlations on the boundary.

The aim of this work is to introduce a tunable modification of the HaPPY code, which decreases the degree of
its symmetry, but leads to realistic correlation functions. The proposed model connects them with nodes of hyper-
invariant tenor networks [15, 17], constructed from dual unitary matrices [18–20]. Such a technique allows us to
combine the benefits of a HaPPY code – bulk to boundary mapping, with the hyper-invariant ones – desired forms
of correlation functions.
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The proposed construction satisfies the definition of block-perfect tensors [21], which form a particular case of
planar k-uniform tensors [22]. However, as the present work was motivated by hyper-invariant tenor networks and
hyper-invariant codes [23], we prefer to stick to this nomenclature.

Within the presented approach, we managed to prove the desired behavior of two- and three-point correlation
functions in large network limits, while considering the image of any bulk operator. To derive these results we
developed a methodology to conveniently and explicitly calculate desired correlation functions in an efficient manner.
Due to the freedom in choosing the building blocks in our construction, we managed to numerically scan a wide
range of scaling dimensions ∆, demonstrating the potential to tailor our model to a specific value, corresponding to
physically interesting fields.

A HaPPY code [4] is determined by the geometry of the network and is applicable for any dimension D, provided
a perfect tensor, with n indices running from 1 to D does exist, which is equivalent to existence of AME(n,D) states
[24, 25]. It is often sufficient to take D = 2 and work with qubits. For instance, the original code [4] is based on a
perfect tensor with six indices each running from 1 to 2, which corresponds to an AME state of six qubits. However,
choosing a larger local dimension D significantly increases the space of possibilities. As the construction of hyper-
invariant tensor network [15] employ at least pairs of qubits d2 = 4, we present a suitable network also in the setting
D = d2 = 4. However, any other local dimension d is suitable as well.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the construction of a proposed tensor and discuss in
detail the properties of each of its components. Section 3 is devoted to physical properties streaming from the obtained
tensor network. We start by mentioning the bound on a central charge of the conformal field theory mimicked in this
way. Next, we focus on the main objective of this paper – the correlation functions. While calculating correlation
functions, we thoroughly discuss a reduction of the tensor network and prove their desired forms in the limit of a large
network size. Finally, in Section 4, we investigate an available range of scaling dimensions numerically. In Section 5
we give final remarks and formulate some natural open problems.

In Appendix A we present a complete recipe for the construction of the proposed tensor network and discuss explicit
examples, while in Appendix B we recall the precise definitions of hyper-invariant tensor networks and Evenbly codes.
The detailed discussion of double unitary matrices, serving as building blocks of the hyper-invariant part of the
proposed construction, is presented in Appendix C. In Appendix D we discuss a scaling dimension in the general case.
The final Appendix E concerns the numerical calculation of the three-point correlation function in large network limit.

TENSOR NETWORKS CONSTRUCTION

In this Section, we present a new construction of a network realizing the isometry between the Bulk and Boundary
Hilbert spaces. Similarly, as well-established HaPPY codes [4] and hyper-invariant tensor networks [15], we place our
structure on a tessellation of Poincare disc, which corresponds to a constant time slice of Anti-de-Sitter (AdS) space
of 2 + 1 dimension. We choose standard {5, 4} tiling of regular pentagons, four of which meet at each vertex, see
Fig. 3 (b). This frame is filled, layer by layer, with tensors with one bulk index pointing "up" and five boundary
indices, which contract with neighboring tensors. The free boundary indices in the last filled layer correspond to local
subspaces of the boundary Hilbert space.

The motivation behind the construction of the proposed tensor is straightforward. We want to combine a perfect
tensor T with a hyper-invariant invariant tensor F , thus "reducing" the symmetries of a perfect tensor network in a
minimal manner, necessary to reproduce key features of CFT. A perfect tensor Tijklmn is such a tensor, that every
permutation and grouping of its indices into two sets, ex. Vkl; ijmn := Tijklmn, gives an isometry V .

In order to reconstruct the physical properties of AdS space, we impose additional "rotation symmetry" conditions
for a perfect tensor – tensor should remain invariant under cyclic change of tensor indices, except the first, bulk one,
i.e. Tijklmn = Tinjklm – see Fig. 1(a). The symmetry of translations corresponds to the requirement for all nodes
in the tensor network to be identical. As an exemplar tensor of this form, we chose a perfect tensor of 6 quarts
(D = d2 = 4), corresponding to AME(6, 4) state, constructed with three orthogonal Latin hypercubes of order four
[6], since its local preprocessing by permutation matrices is sufficient to obtain desired form.

The second element of our construction "frame" Fabcde is inspired by a node of a hyper-invariant tensor network.
Its key property is being planar 2-uniform [22]: its contraction with its hermitian conjugate on 3 neighbor pair of
indices reduces it to identities on remaining pairs. Since the exact definition of a hyper-invariant tensor network is
quite complex, and not essential in further discussion we presented in the Appendix B. We propose a construction of
such tensor in the spirit of [15] with five copies of the dual-unitary matrix, see Figure 1 (b) and (c), which is why
we call it hyper-invariant. To guarantee desired reductions of hyper-invariant tensor frame we need only two simple
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identities, corresponding to two types of orthogonalities, satisfied by dual-unitary matrices, presented in Figure 2.
Matrix with such properties can be realized on pair of qubits – ququart (d2 = 4), see example in following sections.

i

j

k

m l

n

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 1: (a) Diagrammatic representation of a perfect tensor of six subsystems of dimension D = 4 obtained from 3
orthogonal Latin hypercubes of order four – see Fig. 11. The first index i, pointing in the "bulk direction", is

denoted as a dot, while all the others indices, j, . . . , n, point in the "boundary" direction. Following example from
the text, each line represents a single qubit, so a ququart index is represented by a double line. Appropriate

permutation matrices applied on outgoing indices make this tensor ’rotationally invariant’ with respect to rotation
of the pentagon by 2π/5. (b) Hyper-invariant tensor "frame" constructed from five unitaries of order D = 4 (blue

rectangles). (c) Desired contraction rule of hyper-invariant frame [22], pale color corresponds to conjugation.
Contraction of this tensor with its Hermitian conjugate on 3 neighbor pair of indices reduces it to identities.

(a) (b)

FIG. 2: Necessary properties for blue dual-unitaries. The pale colour corresponds to hermitian conjugation.

The final step in our model is to combine perfect tensor T with hyper-invariant frame F into one node N by
entangling them on outgoing indices with large unitaries, as presented in Figure 3 (b). This step is crucial because
otherwise the entire tensor network would split up into two uninteresting networks, the first consisting of perfect
tensors would be just a HaPPY code, and the second, hyper-invariant one, would have no connection to the bulk. In
the discussed example these unitaries act on pairs of ququarts, D2 = d4 = 16.

Thus we presented a simple recipe of a hyper-invariant tensor – one network node, together with an example with
local bulk dimension d2 = 4 and boundary dimension d4 = 16. From now on we will refer to all outgoing qubit indices
in one direction as just one index. The explicit construction of the proposed tensor network, together with examples
is presented in Appendix A.

Constructed nodes have profitable reduction rules: The result of contracting the tensor with its conjugate on
three neighboring boundary indices is an identity on all remaining pairs of indices. This allows us to build a hyper-
invariant tensor network, with appropriate reduction rules, but with possibly non-vanishing correlation functions on
the boundary.

Throughout the paper, we consider a tensor network built in a vertex inflation manner. In the zeroth step, the
network consists of only one node. In each consecutive step new tensor is added to the free boundary index of the
previous layer and then an additional tensors are added to close each vertex with already three tensors, as presented
in Figure 3 (b). While constructing a tensor network in such a regular way, each new tensor, when added, has at least
3 neighboring non-contracted boundary indices, which is more than necessary to serve as isometry from bulk and 2
contracted boundary indices. Thus the proposed construction is indeed an isometry from bulk into the boundary, by
the same token as perfect tensors are. Using the same arguments one can see that we chose the simplest possible tiling
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suitable for our construction. If the basic tile would be a square, instead of the pentagon, then the node which closes
a loop around a vertex has only 2 free boundary indices out of 4 and the bulk one, thus it cannot be an isometric by
itself, since it maps from the larger space into a smaller one. In our discussion we omit the annoying normalization
of a hyper-invariant tensor as an isometry, to later restore it, if necessary.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 3: (a) Entire construction of a hyper-invariant tensor. Green pentagon corresponds to a perfect tensor with six
indices running from 1 to D = 4, blue rectangle denote dual-unitary matrices of order D, forming a hyper-invariant

frame, while red unitaries of size D2 = 16 entangle two elements in a single tensor node. Each line represents a
single qubit, blue lines represent indices on which dual-unitaries act. The bulk index, pointing "inward", is denoted
as a dot inside a green pentagon. (b) Example of a constructed tensor network with 2 layers and the central node.

Constructed network based on a perfect tensor T , a with hyper-invariant frames F as nodes and pairs of unitaries
on edges presented in Fig. 4 leads to a relaxed version of an Evenbly code [26] – see Appendix B. An analogous
construction without perfect tensors forms a direct realization of a hyper-invariant tensor network [15], presented in
Appendix B.

FIG. 4: Connection of 2 nodes from the tensor network. A pair of unitaries (rectangles in red) from neighboring
nodes can be considered as an edge tensor (red circle) and a perfect tensor with a frame as a node tensor (blue

circle) from hyper-invariant code.

The perspective of hyper-invariant codes naturally indicates gauge freedom in a tensor network constructed from
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presented nodes. Denoting entangling unitary gate (red rectangle) as U , we obtain the product UU⊤ at each edge of
the tensor network – see Fig 4. Replacing U by its product with any orthogonal matrix U → UQ, does not change the
behavior of the network as (UQ)(UQ)⊤ = UQQ⊤U⊤ = UU⊤. One needs only o take into account the uncontracted
boundary indices on which the action of Q does not disappear.

PROPERTIES OF CONSTRUCTION PROPOSED

We start this section by mentioning the central charge of conformal field theory, which can be deduced from tensor
network construction. Then we proceed to discuss the heart of conformal theories - the correlation function. The
main goal for HaPPY code and its successors is to provide a tool reproducing AdS/CFT correspondence properties.
Since both of those theories are field theories, it is natural to consider the mapping of operators instead of states. We
follow this approach throughout this section.

One of the main properties of interest in conformal field theory is the central charge c of its conformal algebra. It
is a quantum anomaly, arising in quantizations of Witt algebra, describing conformal transformations, into Virasoro
algebra. For any conformal theory the commutation relations between generators Li reads,

[Lm, Ln] = (m− n)Lm+n +
c

12
m(m− 1)2δn+m.

Because conformal theories are naturally based in continuous geometry settings, it is not yet well understood, whether
we can consistently speak about the Virasoro algebra in the discrete setting. Nevertheless, some attempts were made
to construct the discrete theories, called qCFT [27]. Fortunately, the work [14] established a relation between central
charge, geodesic length, and von Neumann entropy for any conformal field theory. This allows us to compute the
central charge by the discrete version of conformal scaling – adding layers to the tensor network, and computing the
difference between entropy. The discussion and application of this approach for a hyperbolic tilling of Poincare disc
(corresponding to AdS (2+1) space) can be found in [16, 28–30]. Using Eq. (23) from [31] we provide an upper bound
for the central charge in our theory:

c{5,4}v
≤ 9 ln 16

ln(2 +
√
3)

≈ 18.95. (1)

The subscript {5, 4} is the Schläfli symbol that describes the tiling of the Poincare disk, whereas v, corresponds to
the vertex inflation method of adding a new layer to our network.

We stress the inequality sign, which results from the extrapolation of entanglement between each neighboring pair
nodes to be maximal. This property was proven for the HaPPY codes [4], however, in the case of hyper-invariant
tensors, up to our knowledge, it is still a hypothesis. Furthermore, our numerical calculations suggest that the actual
value of the central charge c{5,4}v

is close to the upper bound (1). A large value of the central charge provides an
argument, that our model does not encompass the so-called minimal conformal field theories, for which 0 < c ≤ 1
[32].

We start the discussion of correlation functions by invoking a well-known fact, that conformal invariance of conformal
field theories fixes the structure of two- and three-point correlation functions [32]. Let ϕ(x) be to quantum field acting
on states in corresponding Hilbert space. Let ℓij be a distance between two chosen points calculated in conformal
theory – along the boundary of AdS space. Thus, if the theory is conformal invariant, the correlation of field in points
x1 and x2 is given by:

⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ ∼
1

ℓ2∆12
, (2)

where the proportionality constant can be set to 1 by normalization of fields. The parameter ∆ is called a scaling
dimension for a field and characterizes its transformation properties. The three-point correlations on the other hand
are given by

⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)ϕ(x3)⟩ =
C123

ℓ∆12 ℓ∆23 ℓ∆13
, (3)

where constants C123 are field-dependent parameters of a given conformal theory.
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To demonstrate how the correlations arise in the discussed model of AdS/CFT correspondence, we outline the next
procedure for mapping operators within a tensor network. Let T i1,··· ,in,j1,··· ,jk be a tensor network, constructed from
multiple nodes, where the indices i1, · · · , in correspond to the bulk indices of each tensor within the network and
j1, · · · , jk to the uncontracted boundary indices of the outer layer on nodes. The enumeration of indices in the tensor
network is only used to provide an explicit formula, and it does not affect the results, thus we let ourselves not discuss
it further.

Furthermore, let OB be an operator, for clarity localized in some point in the bulk, represented by matrix OB
i′r
ir

.
The mapping of this operator to boundary states corresponds to "sandwiching" it between the tensor network and
its conjugation, which can be combined with partial trace on uninteresting subsystems as presented in the example
below which leaves only two boundary subsystems

T i1,··· ,ir,··· ,in,j1,··· ,jl,jm,··· ,jkT i1,··· ,i′r,··· ,in,j1,··· ,j′l,j′m,··· ,jkOB
i′r
ir

= ϕjljm
j′lj

′
m

, (4)

with Einstein’s summation convention over repeated index assumed.
The expressions like (4) can be interpreted as tensor networks as well and represent the image of a bulk operator

on a boundary. We note that the operator OB in general does not need to be local. In order to obtain correlation
functions, we chose some probing observables, in this example two, denoted by v1

j′l
jl
, v2

j′m
jm

, with indices corresponding
to points x1 and x2 on the boundary and calculate their joint expectation value. Thus we have

⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ := ϕjljm
j′lj

′
m
v1

j′l
jl
v2

j′m
jm

, (5)

which could be geometrically viewed as in Fig. 5 (a).

Ov2 v1

(a) "Sandwiching"

(b)

FIG. 5: (a) Geometric representation of mapping the bulk operator OB to the boundary region, where contracted
indices, represented as lines, specify the position of the mapped operator OB and the probing observables v1, v2.
(b) The node from the path after all possible reductions, the conjugations of each remaining matrix are denoted as

their pale copies placed in the back. Note the simplification of the perfect tensor irrespective of bulk operators.

Hereafter for clarity, we switch to index-free notation, in which the "sandwich" of some bulk operator OB between
the tensor network and its conjugation, combined with partial traces and expectation values of probing operators can
be written as:

⟨ϕ1(x1)ϕ2(x2) · · ·⟩ = Tr
[
VOBV† (v1 ⊗ I⊗ v2 ⊗ I · · · )

]
,
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with V represent the bulk-boundary isometry of the tensor network.
Moreover, we will focus on probing operators with zero traces. To justify this choice, let us consider a one-point

correlation function. Note, that while taking trace one can, in the first step reduce all tensors with 3 boundary indices,
resulting in a new boundary to reduce in the consecutive step. Repeating this procedure, by the same token as for
perfect tensors, one obtains a very simple form of a one-point correlation function,

⟨ϕ(x1)⟩ ∝ Tr[v1], (6)

thus to ensure the one-point correlation function is zero one has to set trace v1 to be zero as well. An additional gain
from this choice of probing operators is the natural elimination of one-point terms while calculating higher correlation
functions.

We call some correlation function trivial, if during its calculation entire tensor network reduces, leaving only one-
point terms and correlation function factorizes.

Two point correlation function

For HaPPY codes, while calculating 2-point correlation function, one may reduce the entire tensor network, as
shown in [10], and the two points of interest are separated. Thus if we sent 1-point correlations to zero (6), the
2-point correlations resulting from HaPPY codes is trivial and factorize,

⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ = ⟨ϕ(x1)⟩⟨ϕ(x2)⟩ = 0, (7)

which corresponds to the scaling dimension ∆ = ∞. Fortunately, in the proposed construction of a hyper-invariant
tensor network, there are tensors which does not reduce while calculating 2-point and higher correlation functions.
To characterize them we introduce the following notions.

Let us define a path between two boundary subsystems as a subset of tensors (together with its conjugates) from the
tensor network, such that in each tensor two and only two of its indices, which are not adjacent, connect it with other
tensors in the path or are the boundary indices corresponding to distinguished boundary subsystems. An example of
a path is presented in Figure 6 (d). Note that one cannot reduce the path, by contracting it with its conjugate on
all indices except the distinct one. It is so because each path tensor has at most two neighboring indices which are
neither distinct nor connecting it with other path tensors.

A special type of path is a geodesic path, where for each path’s node one edge of the corresponding tile belongs to
the same geodesic in AdS space. One can think of a geodesic path as a path which in each node takes the same turn,
as illustrated in Figure 5 (a). Notice that the definition of the path is slightly more general than the geodesic path.
The example path which is not a geodesic path is presented in 6 (d). It turns out that paths are as common as one
would think.

Lemma 1. For any two boundary indices there exists at most one path connecting them.

Proof. We prove this property by contradiction. Assume that for some boundary indices, there exist at least two
paths t1, t2 connecting them. Let na and nb be their last common nodes. Thus we may take two geodesics l1, l2 that
include edges of na, and of the next node along t1 and t2 respectively, that goes between t1 and t2. Since t1 and t2
join at nb, and each path could not cross a geodesic (it could be at most "tangent" to it), the l1 and l2 must intersect
at the vertex of some node n′

b closer to na than nb. Therefore we constructed two geodesics on a Poincare disc which
intersects in two points, which is contrary to hyperbolic geometry.

With this information, we can fully characterize the two-point correlation functions.

Theorem 1. The two-point correlation function between two boundary subsystems is not trivial, unlike for HaPPY
codes (7), only if in the network there exists a path connecting those subsystems. Moreover, in such a case, the
two-point correlation function simplifies to

⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ = Tr[O]Tr[W(v1 ⊗ v2)], (8)

where W is the operator obtained from the path with its conjugate on all indices except the distinct boundary ones,
while O is a mapped boundary operator and v1, v2 are traceless probing observables.
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In other words, while calculating two-point correlation functions the entire tensor network reduces, except the
tensors belonging to the path between subsystems of interest.

Proof. If the network has only one, central node the theorem follows from explicit calculations. Otherwise, if the
network has more layers, then between two distinct tensors exists at least one tensor with only two neighbouring
connections to the network. While calculating the trace such a tensor can be reduced with its configuration since it
has three neighbouring boundary indices. The remainder of this tensor is a trace over its bulk index. Moreover, since
now the neighbours of this tensor have three neighbouring indices connected with their conjugations, they can be
reduced as well. This procedure can be repeated until all possible reductions of the boundary tensors are completed.

Such reduction on the entire boundary, except the tensors with indices corresponding to distinct boundary sub-
systems, is always possible if there exists at least one tensor with three boundary indices between those two distinct
tensors. It may not be the case only if one of the following scenarios occurs:

1. The distinct indices are such that the path between them lies on the boundary of the network. Then none of
the tensors on the path would simplify. However, the consecutive moves will reduce the rest of the network.

2. At least one distinct tensor can be reduced as well, which is possible only if there exists no path connecting
distinct boundary subsystems. Then in the consecutive boundary reductions entire network will be reduced and
the resulting correlations trivial.

In the consecutive steps, one repeats these steps over the new boundary. This procedure stops only if all tensors
are reduced, or none of the remaining tensors can be reduced. The latter implies that the remaining tensors have at
least two non-neighboring indices connected with other non-reduced tensors (or these indices are the distinct ones).
Thus the boundaries of a set of unreduced tensors must be paths connecting distinct boundary indices. This means,
due to the uniqueness of the path, that unreduced tensors are forming a path. The diagram of the above-discussed
actions is presented in Figure 6.

The tensors on the path can also be partially reduced. Since they have 3 indices connected with their conjugates,
the 3 corresponding outside unitaries simplifies. The next simplification is the reduction of one of the inner unitary.
Finally, the perfect tensors can be reduced as well, which results in a trace over its bulk indices. Thus we obtained
the trace over all bulk indices and eliminated all tensors outside the path which ends the proof. The reduced path
tensor is presented in the Figure 5.

Note that not all subsystems are connected by a path within a network, thus not all local subsystems are correlated.
It is, in a sense side effect of a discrete network construction, which imposes that not all subsystems can be connected
by a geodesic path within such a network. On the other side, we stress once again that the defined notion of the path
is more general than the geodesic path.

We can describe the two-point correlation function much more precisely utilizing one more observation:

Lemma 2. Each simplified node on the path can be interpreted as a matrix acting on 8 qudits. Such a matrix have
an eigenvector

∑
i |ii⟩, with i = (i1, i2, i3, i4), to the eigenvalue d5 = 32. Moreover, it is also an eigenvalue with the

maximal module of this matrix.

Proof. The first part of the Lemma can be established by a simple calculation, relying on properties of unitarity. To
prove the second part we use the fact that the spectral radius of any matrix r(A) is not larger than its operator norm,
r(A) ≤ ||A|| = maxx ||A|x⟩||/||| |x⟩|| [33].

Let us consider any vector |x⟩ on which the reduced node acts. By using repetitively three properties

1. Unitary matrix does not change the norm of the vector,

2. Contraction does not enlarge the norm of a tensor,

3. Tensor product with non-normalized generalized Bell state
∑d

i |ii⟩ enlarges the norm d = 2 times,

one can show that the norm || |x⟩|| can increase at most d5 = 32 times.

Note that the leading eigenvector of the node corresponds to the trace of the local boundary observable since its
upper and lower indices repeat. Thus the contribution of the leading term to the two-point correlation function would
be a product of local expectation values ⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ ≈ ⟨ϕ(x1)⟩⟨ϕ(x2)⟩. This ensures us that the normalization of
the path’s nodes should be λ1 = d5 = 32. Otherwise, this leading therm would either explode or vanish which is not
physical for nonzero-trace probing observables.

A similar lemma can be also proven for combinations of nodes on the path, which leads us to the main result of
this subsection.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 6: (a) Calculation of the 2-point correlation function between the points at the boundary with corresponding
tensors marked red. (b) two tensors, marked in gray, are reduced, which ensures reduction of other tensors from this

layer (c). Similar procedure is repeated until only the path between distinct indices (red symbols) remains. (d)
2-point correlation function can be directly computed.

Corollary 1. Assume the reduced path node has only one eigenvector to eigenvalue with maximal module d5 = 32.
Then by normalizing the nodes by this factor, in the limit of a large network, one obtains the desired decay behavior
of two-point correlation functions (2). Moreover, if the bulk operator has normalized trace and the path is a geodesic,
the scaling dimension ∆ is given by

∆ = − logµ λ2, (9)

where λ2 is the subleading eigenvalue of the simplified node and µ = 2 +
√
3 is a scaling factor of a network.

Consider one step of inflation – new layer addition, for the tensor network with a large number of layers. From
one hand side, the number of tensors grows according to scaling factor µ = 2+

√
3 [31], resulting in the same growth

of distance between two points on the boundary. On the other hand new layer introduces two new nodes, each on
opposite ends of the path, which lowers the correlation by a factor equal to the next to the leading eigenvalue squared.
We neglect the terms with lower eigenvalues since they decay appropriately faster in a large number of layers limit.
Thus we obtain the desired power-low decay of correlations (2). If the considered path of interest is a geodesic path,
it consists of exactly the same nodes, so we may compare correlations after the inflation step explicitly:



x

⟨ϕ(µx1)ϕ(µx2)⟩ =
1

ℓ2∆12 µ
2∆

= ⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩λ2
2,

1

µ2∆
= λ2

2,

∆ = − logµ λ2.

(10)

Note that the bulk operator affects the decay only by a scalar factor – the trace. Therefore, if the bulk operator
has a normalized trace it does not affect the decay.

In the presented model the discussed conformal field theory lies on a cylinder, with the constant time slice being
a circle. Thus to be precise one should consider an exact correlation function for the theory mapped onto a cylinder
[32]

⟨ϕcyl(x1)ϕcyl(x2)⟩ = R−2∆ 1[
4 sin

(
x1−x2

R

)]∆ , (11)

where R is the radius of the cylinder. Notice, that in such a consideration, in the inflation step, we must take into
account not only the increase of the field’s positions but the radius R as well. Thus the exact inflation step corresponds
to

⟨ϕcyl(x1)ϕcyl(x2)⟩ → (µR)
−2∆ 1[

4 sin
(

µ(x1−x2)
µR

)]∆ = (µR)
−2∆ 1[

4 sin
(
x1−x2

R

)]∆
=

1

µ2∆
⟨ϕcyl(x1)ϕcyl(x2)⟩ ,

(12)

which is consistent with the scaling in Eq.(10).
In the generic case, the reduced node doesn’t need to be a normal matrix, thus the next-to-leading eigenvalue

corresponds to a set of Jordan blocks of this matrix rather than just one eigenvector. Since the general scenario
reproduces the same result, we move its technical discussion to the Appendix D.

Three point correlation functions

Three-point and higher correlation functions differ significantly from two-point one by the much greater impact of
the bulk operator on their form. To preset this influence explicitly we start, similarly as previously, by considering all
possible reductions one can perform while calculating the correlations.

Theorem 2. The three-point correlation function between three distinct boundary indices is nontrivial (nonzero) only
if there exists a path between two of them and a path leading from the third index to some tensor on the first path.
While calculating the correlation all tensors will reduce, except the ones on those paths.

Furthermore, there exists no configuration of three boundary indices such that each pair of them is connected by a
path.

We note that the requirements for a non-vanishing three-point correlation function are, once again, a side effect
of hyperbolic space discretization. In AdS space any two points can be connected via geodesic, thus the three-point
correlation function would not disappear for any points’ configuration on the boundary.

Proof. Let us start by showing that there cannot exist 3 paths connecting each pair of distinct indices. Lets consider
three such paths t1,2, t2,3, t1,3, and mark their last common nodes n1, n2, n3.

Similarly as in the proof of the Lemma 1 one can replace paths t1,3, t2,3 by two geodesics l1,3, l2,3, that contains
the edges of n1 and n2, "follows" t2,3 and t1,3, and are between those paths. Because paths t1,3 and t2,3 cannot cross
geodesics l1,3 and l2,3, those geodesic must intersecting in the vertex of some node n′

3 on the same side as n3 but not
further from the path l1,2. However, in a similar manner, we can also replace the path t1,2 with a geodesic l1,2, that
intersects with l1,3 and l2,3.

In the used tiling of the AdS space four pentagons meet in each vertex, so the angles between intersecting geodesic
are 360o/4 = 90o. Thus using geodesics l1,2, l2,3 and l1,3 we constructed a triangle on the hyperbolic plane with a
sum of inner angles larger than 180 degrees, which gives a contradiction.
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The important conclusion from the above property is that there exist no nodes surrounded by paths, and do not
belong to any of those. Therefore using the same procedure, as discussed in the proof of Theorem 1 one can reduce
all tensors except ones on the path connecting two distinct indices, and the the path adjoining the last index.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 7: (a) Exemplary reduction of tensor network for three-point correlation function. Red tensors possess
distinguished indices, while gray tensors can be reduced in the same manner as for 2-point correlation.
(b) The central node at the intersections of the paths after all possible reductions. The conjugations of each

remaining matrix are denoted as their pale copies. The yellow triangles correspond to projections onto eigenvectors
corresponding to the next-to-leading eigenvalues and the bulk indices are yet uncontracted with the bulk operator.

Note that all bulk indices are traced out during the reduction except the one on the node connecting two paths, in
which the perfect tensor is not reduced. Therefore even a local operator, if placed correctly, may affect the correlation
function in a non-trivial way.

Corollary 2. With the same assumptions as in Corollary 1, the obtained three-point correlation function has the
desired form (3) with the same scaling dimension as 2-point correlation functions ∆ = − logµ λ2. The proportionality
coefficient C123 depends on the reduction of the bulk operator to the node in which paths intersect.

Consider a leftover tensor network while calculating three-point correlation functions, Fig. 7, as three geodesic paths
going from the intersection tensor to distinct indices on the boundary, and the intersection tensors itself. Because
each of those paths behaves exactly the same as in the case of two-point correlation functions, each bulk index of the
path’s tensors is traced out, thus the only remaining bulk index stays in the intersection of paths.

Moreover, if we assume that each geodesic path is long, by the same arguments as in Corollary 1 the correlations
must be described by (3) with the same scaling dimension. The only new part is the proportionality coefficient
C123. One can calculate it by tracing the bulk operator over all except one bulk index and placing it onto the
intersection node. Moreover, the connections of the intersection node to the paths may be replaced by the projections
to eigenvectors corresponding to next-to-leading eigenvalues of path nodes, as presented in Figure 7 (b).

Higher correlation functions

Using the same methods one can extend analysis into other correlation functions. However, the higher the order
of the correlation function, the more complex analysis becomes. New phenomenon that appears at the level of the
four-point correlation function, is a set of nodes that can not be reduced, even though they do not belong to the
paths connecting distinct boundary indices. Such an effect does not occur for three-point correlation functions, since
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it would lead to the construction of a triangle with three inner angles equal to π/2 on the hyperbolic plane – consult
proof of Theorem 2.

However, while studying the four-point correlation function one can consider a "rectangle" of nodes of shape 2× k,
as a segment of two parallel neighboring paths, tangent to a geodesic between them. Such a set of nodes cannot be
reduced, for example, if two shorter sides of this "rectangle" are contained in paths that connect distinct boundary
indices, see Fig 8.

FIG. 8: Exemplary reduction of tensor network for correlation function between four boundary indices with
corresponding tensors marked red: scenario in which some non-reduced tensors do not belong to paths between

distinct boundary indices.

For higher point correlation functions such cliques of non-reduced nodes become larger and more complicated.
Similar phenomena were observed in the reductions of hyper-invariant codes [23].

Despite those complications, the argument regarding the decay of correlation functions still holds. Adding one
more layer to the tensor network will extend each path to a distinct boundary index by one node, resulting, in a large
network limit, in the appropriate scaling, analogously as in Corollary 2. Furthermore, convoluted formulas for higher
point correlation functions, which cannot be reduced into lower order correlations, display a highly interactive nature
of speculated field theory simulated at the boundary.

NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this Section, we present a numerical discussion of available scaling dimensions originating from two-point corre-
lation functions between two boundary indices connected via a geodesic path.

As we demonstrated in Corollary 1 the important information about correlation decay is encompassed in the next
to the leading eigenvalue of a reduced node - the building block of the path. First, we show an exemplary distribution
of this eigenvalue and corresponding scaling dimension for two simple 2-parameter families of tensors and then we try
to explore the entire range of possible values using random building blocks of the tensor studied.

Simplest, yet nontrivial families of hyper-invariant tensors were obtained by replacing arbitrary 2 qubit dual (blue)
unitary with a one-parameter family

U (2)
ij,lk =

1

2


1 0 0 0
0 0 2 0
0 1 + eiπa 0 1− eiπa

0 1− eiπa 0 1 + eiπa

 = CNOT aSWAP, (13)

with exponent a ∈ [0, 1], interpolating between the gates SWAP and DCNOT = CNOT SWAP – see Appendix
C.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 9: Plot of the next-to-leading eigenvalues λ2 (a,b) of a reduced node within the geodesic path and
corresponding scaling dimensions ∆ (c,d) for nodes constructed according to two simple families discussed in the

text (13), (14) and (13), (15) correspond to (a,c) and (b,d).

The freedom to choose example 2 ququart unitaries is much larger. However, for the sake of simplicity, we restricted
ourselves to two cases. First was a product of two CNOT b gates, with power b ∈ [0, 1], interpolating between identity
and CNOT (see App. C), each acting on one frame’s qubit and one perfect tensor’s qubit, with the frame qubit
being the control one. The second family of 2 ququart unitaries was similar but this time we first on CNOT onto
a perfect tensor’s qubits and with CNOT b in the opposite direction, and power b ∈ [0, 1], effectively interpolating
between CNOT and DCNOT (see App.C). Thus, those two cases may be summarized as

U =
(
CNOT b

F→T

)⊗2
, (14)

U =
(
CNOTF→TCNOT b

T→F

)⊗2
, (15)

where the subscript F → T or T → F indicates which qubits, the one coming from perfect tensor or hyper-invariant
frame, was the control one. The obtained values of the next-to-leading eigenvalue and corresponding scaling dimensions
are presented in Figure 9. For other simple families of similar structures, we found alike behaviour.

To probe the entire range of possible eigenvalues for reduced tensor nodes we considered random dual unitary and 2
ququart unitary. Both unitaries were sampled with the Haar measure. However, to obtain the required properties of
dual unitarity we used a Sinkhorn algorithm, presented example in [34], using a random unitary sample as a starting
point. The distribution of obtained eigenvalues and corresponding scaling dimensions are presented in Figure 10.
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FIG. 10: Violin plot of the next-to-leading eigenvalues λ2, · · · , λ6 (a) of a reduced node within the geodesic path
and corresponding scaling dimensions ∆ (b) for nodes constructed form random unitary matrices. The number of

random samples was equal to 106. The maximal minimal and median values are highlighted.

As we mentioned in the introduction, the HaPPY tensor network does not reproduce the expected form of the
two-point correlation functions, unless we interpret them as decaying infinitely fast (7). However, if we break some
of the HaPPY’s symmetry, as we intentionally did in our construction, the scaling dimensions may obtain different
nontrivial values. In our numerical study, we find the minimum and maximal values of the scaling dimension to be in
the range ∆ ∈ (0.858852, 6.841722). Since the minimal value of the scaling dimension is greater than zero ∆ > 0, that
guarantees simulated conformal (scalar) field theory to be unitary [35]. Moreover, since ∆ = 1 is within the range on
our model, we can simulate the primary fields ϕε with conformal weights ( 12 ,

1
2 ), which corresponds, for instance, to

the energy ε in the Ising model discussed in [13]. This indicates that novel constructions based on the foundations of
the HaPPY model could indeed be tuned to simulate wider ranges of properties for AdS/CFT correspondence.

Similar results were earlier obtained by other approaches – see [17]. However, up to our knowledge, none of the
derivations concerns the networks simulating bulk-boundary correspondence, led to the expected form of the two-point
correlation functions.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work, we constructed and investigated tensor networks inspired by the AdS/CFT correspondence. By
combining perfect tensors [4] with hyper-invariant ones [15], as illustrated in Figure 3(b), we were able to benefit
from the desired properties streaming from both of them. Using perfect tensors we reestablished a simple, yet elegant
mapping from the bulk to the boundary Hilbert space, and thanks to the hyper-invariant frame we obtained nontrivial
correlations at the boundary. Our construction is designed to resemble conformal field theory (CFT) on the boundary
of a {5, 4} hyperbolic tessellation of the Poincaré disk.

Inspired by the field-theoretic perspective, instead of discussing quantum states, we focused on mapping bulk
operators to boundary ones by "sandwiching" them between the constructed tensor network and its conjugation.
Such an approach allows us to achieve the desired behavior of two- and three-point correlation functions at the
boundary, while considering the image of the bulk operators. This indicates that, together with hyperbolic geometry,
we have established a bulk-boundary relation for the presented tensor network. The obtained model presents a new
perspective for studying hyper-invariant tensor networks through explicit holographic-like mappings, which could be
interesting from the viewpoint of quantum error correction, as recently proposed for Evenbly codes [26].

Due to flexibility in our construction, we managed to explore a wide range of scaling dimensions ∆ within simple
examples. This highlights the ability of the model to be tailored for desired behavior, corresponding to certain
conformal fields of interest. For instance, ∆ = 1 corresponds to energy ϵ in the Ising model at the critical point [13].

The natural direction of further study would be to generalize the presented tensor network for different tessellations
of Poincaré disc. Our methodology advocated here for perfect tensors with 6 indices, can be applied to any other
perfect tensor, with order greater or equal 6 and "rotational symmetry". This approach may directly connect the
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curvature of AdS space, represented by the different tilings, with the properties of conformal field theory, expressed
in correlation functions. The question, whether the proposed approach enables one to obtain a discrete counterpart
of the Virasoro algebra remains open. Such a task, already achieved for quantum CFT [16], allows one to recover the
energy-momentum tensor of boundary conformal field theory. Addressing this problem can provide insights into the
gravitational aspects of a compatible bulk theory, thereby deepening the connection between holography and tensor
networks. This direction of research could substantially advance comprehension of the interplay between quantum
gravity and quantum information theory.
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Appendix A. Building blocks of the construction proposed

In this Appendix, we present a complete and explicit formula for the construction of the proposed hyper-invariant
tensor, following the steps presented in the main part of the work.

The first ingredient of our recipe is a perfect tensor T of rank 6 with cyclic symmetry on all except first index
Ti,jklnm = Ti,njklm. Although we didn’t manage to obtain such a form for the smallest possible local dimension 2,
the construction of a clear example can be provided already for the perfect tensor of the local dimension D = 4.
As perfect tensor we choose a construction of three orthogonal Latin cubes [6] presented in Figure 11. Latin cube
is an example of a combinatorial design, which can be represented as a cube La,b,c with discrete values such that
each hyper-row of the cube is filled with numbers 1, · · · , D without repetition. Orthogonality of Latin cubes can be
expressed as an orthogonality between their consecutive layers treated as Latin squares [36].

Using three orthogonal Latin cubes L
(1)
a,b,c, L

(2)
a,b,c, L

(3)
a,b,c, one can construct perfect tensor of minimal support in the

following way

Tijklmn =

{
1 if i = L

(1)
lmn, j = L

(2)
lmn , k = L

(3)
lmn

0 otherwise
, (16)

with each index in this example going from 1 to 4.

FIG. 11: Three orthogonal Latin cubes of dimension D = 4 corresponding to an AME state of six ququarts and the perfect
tensor with six indices running from one to four (16). Figure borrowed from [6]

.

The perfect tensor constructed from three Latin cubes presented in Figure 11 doesn’t have the desired symmetry
yet. However, it can be obtained if we suitable permute the values of its four last indices T̃ijklmn = Tijπ(k)ρ(l)σ(m)τ(n),
with the permutations

π = ρ = τ = (1, 3, 4, 2) , σ = I = (1, 2, 3, 4) ,

which can be also interpreted as appropriate permutations of layers in Latin cubes and indices the third one of them.
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The next step of our recipe is the construction of a hyper-invariant frame F . Similarity as [15], we build then with
bipartite double unitary matrices, which satisfy not one, but two orthogonality relations

U (2)
ij,klU

(2)
ab,kl = δiaδjb , U (2)

ij,klU
(2)

aj,bl = δiaδkb, (17)

where each index corresponds to one subsystem of ququart – qubit, thus the unitary has two "incoming" and two
"outgoing" indices. For further discussion and examples of such kinds of matrices see Appendix C.

Using such kind of matrices we can create a hyper-invariant frame F as presented in Figure 1(b). The explicit
formula for the frame is given by

Fabcdefghij =
∑

klmno

U (2)
ibnkU

(2)
adolU

(2)
cfkmU (2)

ehlnU
(2)

gjmo . (18)

Finally, to construct the entire node N we connect bulk indices of perfect tensor and hyper-invariant frame by
unitary matrices. To do so, we group frame indices in pairs (ex.ab → v) Fabcdefghij → Fvwxyz and then act with the
same unitary U on each pair of frame indices and index of perfect tensor as presented in the Figure 3(b). Note that
in the discussed example local dimension of a perfect tensor T is a square of the local dimension of a dual unitary
gate: D = d2. Thus the proposed hyper-invariant tensor node N has a form

Ni,jvkwlxnymz =
∑

j′v′k′w′l′x′n′y′m′z′

Ujv,j′v′Ukw,k′w′Ulx,l′x′Uny,n′y′Umz,m′z′ T̃i′j′k′l′m′n′Fv′w′x′y′z′ .

In the further consideration we group boundary indexes outgoing in each direction into one (ex.jv → α), Ni,jvkwlxnymz →
Ni,αβγδϵ.

Appendix B. On hyper-invariant tensor networks

For the convenience of the readers in this Appendix we present the definition of hyperinvariant tensor network and
the Evenbly code, consistent with the notation from the rest of the work, following [15, 26].

Definition .1. Consider a {p, q} tessellation of Poincaré disc, with p-gon tiling, such that q of them meet in each
vertex, with p > 3. A hyper-invariant tensor network is constructed from two types of tensors, Ai1···ip placed in the
tiles and Bj1j2 connecting them on the edges, subject to the following criteria:

1. A is symmetric under cyclic index permutations, Ai1i2···ip = Aipi1···ip−1 ,

2. B is a symmetric unitary matrix, Bj1j2 = Bj2j1 and BB† = I,

3. A and B satisfy following the isometry constraints:∑
i2···ip

Ai1i2···ipBi2j2 · · ·Bipjp = Vi1; j2···jp ,

∑
i2···ip
i′2···i

′
p

Ai1i2···ipBipi′2
Ai′1i

′
2···i′pBi2j2 · · ·Bip−1jp−1

Bi′3j
′
3
· · ·Bi′pj

′
p
= Wi1i′1; j2···jp−1j′3···j′p ,

with V , W being some isometries from the product of spaces labelled with i indices into the product of spaces
labelled with j indices.

An Evenbly code, called also hyper-invariant code [23], is a modification of the hyper-invariant tensor network, in
which tensors A have an additional index i0 used to encode information from the bulk. The following definition is a
slightly relaxed version of the one form [26].

Definition .2. Consider a {p, q} tessellation of Poincaré disc, with p-gon tiling, such that q of them meet in each
vertex, with p > 3. An Evenbly code is a tensor network constructed from two types of tensors, Ai0,i1···ip placed in
the tiles and Bj1j2 connecting them on the edges, subject to the following criteria:

1.’ A is symmetric under cyclic index permutations of boundary indices, Ai0,i1i2···ip = Ai0,ipi1···ip−1
,
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2.’ B is a symmetric unitary matrix, Bj1j2 = Bj2j1 and BB† = I,

3.’ A and B satisfy following isometry constrains:∑
i2···ip

Ai0,i1i2···ipBi2j2 · · ·Bipjp = V ′
i0,i1; j2···jp ,

∑
i2···ip
i′2···i

′
p

Ai0,i1i2···ipBipi′2
Ai0,i′1i

′
2···i′pBi2j2 · · ·Bip−1jp−1Bi′3j

′
3
· · ·Bi′pj

′
p
= W ′

i0i′0,i1i
′
1; j2···jp−1j′3···j′p

,

with V ′, W ′ being some isometries from the product of spaces labelled with i indices into the product of spaces
labelled with j indices,

4. Ai0,i1i2···ip defines isometry from the space labeled by i0 index into the product of spaces labelled with i indices.

Appendix C. On bipartite unitary matrices

Dual unitary matrices [19, 20] are a building stone of the proposed construction (18). In this Appendix, we discuss
the bipartite unitary matrices of order d2, demonstrating particular features of the subset of dual unitary matrices.
Most of the discussion concerns two-qubit gates, d2 = 4, however, some of the below-mentioned properties hold also
for arbitrary local dimension d.

Any two-qubit unitary matrix UAB ∈ U(4) can be conveniently represented in its Cartan form [37, 38],

UAB = (uA ⊗ uB)Uint(vA ⊗ vB) , (19)

where uA ⊗ uB and vA ⊗ vB represent local unitaries, while the matrix Uint describes the interaction between both
subsystems,

Uint = exp

{∑
i

αiσi ⊗ σi

}
.

Here σ1, σ2 and σ3, represent Pauli matrices, while the phases αi ∈ [0, 2π] characterizing interaction strength. The
choice of one-qubit gates does not affect the orthogonality relations (17), thus we may focus directly on the interaction
part. Moreover, to avoid over-parametrization, one can restrict the values of parameters π/4 ≥ α1 ≥ α2 ≥ α3 ≥ 0,
effectively creating a simplex, which forms half of the Weyl chamber [39, 40].

Its vertices are:

Id =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 , CNOT =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 , DCNOT =


1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0

 ,SWAP =


1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1

 ,

corresponding to the following cases

Id ∼= (α1 = α2 = α3 = 0),

CNOT ∼= (α1 = π/4, α2 = α3 = 0),

DCNOT ∼= (α1 = α2 = π/4, α3 = 0),

SWAP ∼= (α1 = α2 = α3 = π/4).

It turns out [41] that the entire family of qubit dual unitary matrices (17) can be characterized by a single parameter
α3 ∈ [0, π/4], with α1 = α2 = π/4. Thus they lie on the edge interpolating between DCNOT and SWAP gates. An
alternative parametrization of this family, up to local unitaries, is presented in (13).

The Weyl chamber is more than just a nice way to visualize the set of bipartite unitary gates, it captures its
geometry as well. For instance, the work [42] proves that the dual unitary gates in any dimension maximize the
distance from the product of local gates, represented as Id vertex.

Another worth-mentioning property of dual unitary matrices is their operator Schmidt decomposition into products
of matrices acting on both subsystems separately [43]. Unitarity condition for the matrix with reshuffled indices (17,
right) implies [42] that all the Schmidt coefficients are equal. This fact assures the maximal entanglement entropy in
the space of all unitary matrices in U(d2), which can be interpreted that the dual unitary form the set of ’maximally
non-local’ bipartite gates.
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Appendix D. Decay of two-point correlation function

In this Appendix, we generalize the discussion of Corollary 1 to non-normal matrices. To discuss the high powers
of such matrices it is convenient to represent them in the Jordan form M = βJβ−1, where β is an invertible matrix,
and J is a block–diagonal matrix, with each block having repeated eigenvalue of M on the diagonal, and 1 above the
diagonal. Similarly, as in the case of normal matrices, we focus only on the next to leading eigenvalue, since the terms
involving powers of other eigenvalues decay exponentially faster.

Raising the matrix to a power Mn = βJnβ−1 result in raising each block of J independently. Thus we may focus
on one block: 

λ2 1 0 · · · 0
0 λ2 1 · · · 0
0 0 λ2 · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 · · · λ2


n

=


λn
2

(
n
1

)
λn−1
2

(
n
2

)
λn−2
2 · · ·

(
n

k−1

)
λ
n−(k−1)
2

0 λn
2

(
n
1

)
λn−1
2 · · ·

(
n

k−2

)
λ
n−(k−2)
2

0 0 λn
2 · · ·

(
n

k−3

)
λ
n−(k−3)
2

...
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 0 0 λn

2


where k < d8 = 256 is the size of the block.

Notice, that in the limit of large n, the dominant element in the block is the upper right corner
(

n
k−1

)
λ
n−(k−1)
2 .

Indeed, calculating the ratio between it and any other element
(

n
l−1

)
λ
n−(l−1)
2 , we obtain

lim
n→∞

(
n

l−1

)
λ
n−(l−1)
2(

n
k−1

)
λ
n−(k−1)
2

= lim
n→∞

(n− (k − 1))!

(n− (l − 1))!

(k − 1)!

(l − 1)!
λk−l
2 = 0, (20)

where in the last step we used the fact that l < k. Thus in the large n limit, it is sufficient to consider only this
matrix J element.

Each inflation step corresponds, for the geodesic path, to enlarging the power of the matrix M by 2, thus the
element of interest is enlarged approximately

lim
n→∞

(
n+2
k−1

)
λ
n+2−(k−1)
2(

n
k−1

)
λ
n−(k−1)
2

= lim
n→∞

(n+ 2)(n+ 1)

(n+ 3− k)(n+ 1− k)
λ2
2 = λ2

2. (21)

The above approximations, valid in the large n limit, correspond to approximating the powers of matrix M by

Mn ≈ 1

D
(
∑
i

|ii⟩)(
∑
i

⟨ii|) +
(

n
k−1

)
λ
n−(k−1)
2 |vR⟩⟨vL|, (22)

where ⟨vL| and |vR⟩ are appropriate row and column of β−1 and β respectively, and can be interpreted as generalized
eigenvectors of M to the eigenvalue λ2. Therefore, by the property (21), we effectively recreated the situation discussed
in Corollary 1.

In the case of multiple eigenvectors, or Jordan blocks corresponding to the eigenvalue λ2, the result also holds
because the decay of the terms corresponding to λ2 is alike.

Appendix E. Numerical calculation of three-point correlation functions

The numerical calculation of multiplicative constant C123, in the large network limit, was somewhat more compli-
cated than the computation of scaling dimensions. The scale of the correlation function is dependent on the overlap
between the arbitrary probing operators and the tensor network. This introduces an artificial unknown in the normal-
ization of three-point correlation functions, Nevertheless, it is valuable to realize how the bulk affects the correlation
function. Thus, in the following, for clarity, we set the above-mentioned term to unity.

The main difficulty in calculations of C123 lies in the necessity to obtain the appropriate generalized eigenvector
corresponding to the subleading λ2. In the generic scenario, there is no guarantee, that matrix M , corresponding to
the simplified path’s node (see Fig. 5 (b)), is normal, or has only one generalized eigenvector to λ2.Furthermore, the
Jordan decomposition is famously numerically unstable by its very nature, thus we had to perform some estimations
to obtain an approximated form of the desired vector.
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For each choice of unitary matrices building hyper-invariant tensor, we started by calculating the matrix M ,
corresponding to the simplified path’s node, and subtracting the trivial term corresponding to the largest eigenvalue,
discussed in the Lemma 2. Next, we divided the leftover by the next to the leading eigenvalue, to mitigate numerical
errors, and raised it to a large power. According to the discussion in the previous section (22), the resulting matrix
should have a form

N :=

(
M − 1

D (
∑

i |ii⟩)(
∑

i⟨ii|)
)n

λn
2

≈
(

n
k−1

)
|vR⟩⟨vL|+O

(
n−1

)
, (23)

where the reminder is the worst-case correction from other elements in the same Jordan block, in accordance with
(20).

With this form, we could perform singular value decomposition (SVD) of (23),
N = UΣV , with the row of V and column of U corresponding to the largest singular value approximating ⟨vL| and
|vR⟩. In practice, we chose n = 20 and dismissed the cases in which the ratio between the leading and next to leading
singular value of N were smaller than 100 to ensure the accuracy of the approximation.

(a) (b)

FIG. 12: Violin plots presenting values of contractions of inner tensors with the bulk operator as in Figure 7(b). (a)
The distribution obtained from 105 random bulk operators and random tensor building blocks, drawn as in Figure

10. (b) The distribution obtained from 105 samples with tensor constructed form unitaries (13), (14) with
a = 0.302, b = 0.817 corresponding to minimal ∆ in Figure 9(c). In each case, we draw the bulk operators from

Hermitian, positive semi-definite matrices with trace 1 and considered triples of appropriate left normalized
generalized eigenvectors ⟨vL|, as discussed above. The maximal, minimal and median values are highlighted.

We note that the approximations of both |vR⟩ and ⟨vL| by SVD are normalized, which is not the case in Jordan
decomposition. Thus we lost the proportionality factor which cannot be re-obtained without a knowledge of the size k
of the largest Jordan block corresponding to λ2. However, since there can be more than one block to this eigenvalue,
one cannot determine k by simply calculating the multiplicity of generalized eigenvectors of M . Thus we return to
the problem of performing Jordan decomposition numerically.

To overcome this difficulty one could explicitly contract all the path’s nodes and the inner node and then by
performing appropriate numerical fits obtain the values of all parameters of interest. However, we find this approach
unsatisfactory, since it either doesn’t nicely describe a large n limit or is sensitive to numerical errors of multiple
contractions, if one considers large values of n.

In Figure 12 we present numerical explorations of possible values for inner tensor contraction values. To bound the
range of obtained values, we restricted the bulk operator to
be Hermitian, positive semi-definite with trace 1. In each scenario, we considered triples of appropriate left normalized
generalized eigenvectors ⟨vL|. We note that resulting values are real up to numerical precision, which is in accordance
with the fact that the original quantity, expectation value for a mapped hermitian operator, must be real as well.
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