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Preparing quantum many-body states on classical or quantum devices is a very challenging task
that requires accounting for exponentially large Hilbert spaces. Although this complexity can be
managed with exponential ansätze (such as in the coupled-cluster method), these approaches are
often tailored to specific systems, which limits their universality. Recent work has shown that the
contracted Schrödinger equation enables the construction of universal, formally exact exponential
ansätze for quantum many-body physics. However, while the ansatz is capable of resolving arbitrary
quantum systems, it still requires a full calculation of its parameters whenever the underlying Hamil-
tonian changes, even slightly. Here, inspired by recent progress in operator learning, we develop a
surrogate neural network solver that generates the exponential ansatz parameters using the Hamil-
tonian parameters as inputs, eliminating the need for repetitive computations. We illustrate the
effectiveness of this approach by training neural networks of several quantum many-body systems,
including the Fermi-Hubbard model.

I. INTRODUCTION

Rapid progress in quantum technologies promises sub-
stantial computational advances in a diverse range of
fields, from simulating quantum many-body systems with
quantum devices to developing hybrid quantum-classical
algorithms for optimization tasks [1–6]. Among the nu-
merous challenges ahead, a critical aspect of simulating
the dynamics of quantum many-body systems on quan-
tum hardware is the efficient preparation of quantum
states described in exponentially large Hilbert spaces.
Although such quantum states can be prepared using, for
example, adiabatic techniques [7, 8] or quantum imagi-
nary time evolution [9, 10], these methods require select-
ing non-degenerated evolution paths or performing time
propagation (either imaginary or real), which, depending
on the Hamiltonian spectrum or the initial overlap with
the target state, can be highly time-consuming, compu-
tationally demanding, or even unfeasible in practical sit-
uations [4].

An alternative approach to quantum state preparation,
which is also applicable to estimating eigenstates on clas-
sical computers, leverages well-designed ansätze that re-
duces the complexity of the wave function while retain-
ing its essential structural features. In quantum chem-
istry, for example, a powerful class of exponential wave-
function ansätze is available within the coupled-cluster
theory, both in its standard non-unitary form [11, 12]
and in its unitary variant [13–15]. When impurities are
present, however, quantum systems often undergo signif-
icant changes that limit the effectiveness of simpler per-
turbative or mean-field approaches [16]. Consequently,
various ansätze have been proposed to address these com-
plexities, including the Chevy (or polaron) ansatz for po-
larized atomic Fermi gases at zero temperature [17, 18],
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variational ansätze for dressed dimers [19], or more so-
phisticated ansätze for rotating molecules in bosonic en-
vironments [20].

Although the need to engineer wave-function ansätze
spands across various domains of quantum physics, no
universal framework has yet emerged for constructing
ansatz of general quantum many-body systems [21, 22].
In fact, each field of research (and, in some cases, each
interaction range within a research field) tends to de-
velop its own set of wave-function ansätze, resulting in a
fragmentation of results that poses significant challenges
for drawing broad conclusions about different phases of
matter, transferring knowledge between sub-fields of re-
search, or studying complex phenomena involving vari-
ous types of excitations (e.g., fermionic or bosonic). An
even more significant problem is that parameterizing such
wave-function ansätze for different Hamiltonian parame-
ters (e.g., the classical nuclear coordinates in molecular
systems) requires high-dimensional configuration spaces.
As a result, there is a growing need for an efficient, for-
mally universal, ab initio framework capable of designing
quantum many-body ansätze, one that does not rely on
the specific form of the underlying Hamiltonian and can
potentially be implemented in near-term quantum simu-
lators [23–27].

Recent progress in formulating the quantum many-
body problem using the contracted Schrödinger equa-
tion has highlighted the existence of a universal, for-
mally exact exponential ansatz [28]. This is an itera-
tive ansatz that can be used to prepare ground and ex-
cited states for electronic and bosonic systems, as well
as for fermion-boson or boson-boson mixtures, such as
those encountered in polaritonic quantum chemistry or
supersolidity [29–34]. Beyond this remarkable universal-
ity, a key feature of this ansatz is that it retains precisely
the same number of degrees of freedom as the original
quantum many-body Hamiltonian. Unlike other expo-
nential ansätze, the number and the operational form
of the terms in the exponent are fixed and correspond
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to those of the Hamiltonian [35, 36]. Yet, despite this
remarkable mathematical structure, the family of con-
tracted quantum (and classical) eigensolvers proposed
in the literature requires an indefinite number of iter-
ative calculations, along with a complete recalculation
of its parameters whenever the underlying Hamiltonian
changes, even slightly. This limitation diminishes the
universality of the ansatz and constrain its capacity to
explore diverse correlation regimes or uncover new states
of matter.

In this paper, inspired by recent advances in operator
learning, we develop a surrogate neural network solver
that directly outputs the parameters of the universal, for-
mally exact exponential ansatz of quantum many-body
physics. By design, our neural network captures the im-
plicit nonlinear functional relationship between the Ha-
miltonian and the ansatz parameters. This approach
not only eliminates the need for repetitive and compu-
tationally demanding calculations but also reinforces the
method’s universality.

The paper is organized as follows. In the first part,
we discuss the main ingredients of the exact exponential
ansatz and present its main connections with the fam-
ily of contracted quantum eigensolvers. We introduce a
crucial modification to those eigensolvers that makes the
learning process unambiguous. Next, we introduce our
surrogate neural solver for the exact ansatz and present
our numerical results. We finish with a conclusion sec-
tion where we also discuss potential implications of our
results.

II. THEORY

In this section, we discuss the general scheme of the
universal, formally exact exponential ansatz of quantum
many-body physics and its relation with the family of
contracted quantum eigensolvers. We modify the con-
tracted quantum eigensolver to make it suitable for learn-
ing tasks and, finally, we present our surrogate model.

A. Exact exponential ansatz for quantum
many-body systems

Let’s start by writing a general many-body M -term
Hamiltonian as:

Ĥ(f) =

M∑
𝓁=1

f𝓁ĥ𝓁, (1)

where ĥ𝓁 is a general many-body operator, compris-
ing the creation and annihilation of the corresponding
(fermionic, bosonic, spin) modes and f ≡ {f𝓁} is the set
of M Hamiltonian parameters. For instance, in the case
of electronic systems with pairwise interaction 𝓁 ≡ (ijkl)
and thus

ĥ𝓁 = ĉ†i ĉ
†
j ĉk ĉl. (2)

The Hamiltonian’s parameters f𝓁 correspond to the
known 1- and 2-particle integrals. The stationary quan-
tum many-body problem relies on the solution of the
well-known Schrödinger equation:

Ĥ(f) |Ψm(f)⟩ = Em(f) |Ψm(f)⟩ . (3)

To obtain the so-called contracted Schrödinger equa-
tion (CSE) one multiplies this equation on the left by

⟨Ψm(f)| ĥ𝓁 to obtain [37–39]:

⟨Ψm(f)| ĥ𝓁Ĥ(f) |Ψm(f)⟩ = Em(f)D𝓁,m(f), (4)

where D𝓁,m(f) ≡ ⟨Ψm(f)| ĥ𝓁 |Ψm(f)⟩ is the expectation

value of the operator ĥ𝓁. It is straightforward to see that
this latter term can be related to certain terms of the
corresponding multi-particle reduced density matrices of
the m-th quantum state. For the case of electronic or
bosonic systems that interact pairwise, this is the 2-body
reduced density matrix [40–42]. Hybrid electron-boson
mixtures will lead to richer reduced-density matrices.

As already stated several times in the literature, the
equivalence of Eq. (4) and Eq. (3) can be readily proved
by multiplying both sides of the generalized CSE by the
Hamiltonian’s parameter f𝓁. Summing the expression
over the indices 𝓁 yields the well-known energy variance
equation

⟨Ψm(f)| Ĥ2(f) |Ψm(f)⟩ = ⟨Ψm(f)| Ĥ(f) |Ψm(f)⟩2 ,

which, as a stationary condition for the set of eigenfunc-
tions |Ψm(f)⟩, is an equivalent formulation to the Schrö-
dinger equation [28, 38, 43]. As a result, the set of solu-
tions to the CSE (4) must be the same as the solutions to
the standard many-body Schrödinger equation (3). Al-
though this derivation is fully general and well known in
the context of quantum chemistry as Nakatsuji’s theo-
rem [37, 38, 44–49], it has been barely used beyond the
realm of the electronic structure theory. Only recently,
the CSE was used to compute ground-state properties of
bosonic [50] and polaritonic quantum chemical systems
[33], as well as for electronic excited states [31, 51].

It can be shown that the exact eigenstates satisfying
the CSE (4) can be found by implementing the following
iterative ansatz [48]:

|Ψ(n)
m (f)⟩ = eB̂

(n)(f)eÂ
(n)(f) |Ψ(n−1)

m (f)⟩ , (5)

where

Â(n)(f) =

M∑
𝓁=1

A
(n)
𝓁 (f) ĥ𝓁 (6)

and

B̂(n)(f) =

M∑
𝓁=1

B
(n)
𝓁 (f) ĥ𝓁 (7)

are, respectively, anti-Hermitian and Hermitian opera-
tors, making thus the exponential ansatz a sequence of
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unitary and non-unitary operators acting on a given trial
wave function. Notice that the ansatz (5) has the key
property that the number of terms of each exponential
operator is the same as the number of degrees of freedom
of the original Hamiltonian, which ensures its scalability.

The flexibility of this ansatz deserves to be highlighted.
In particular, notice that if one fixes the non-unitary term

as B
(n)
𝓁 (f) = f𝓁, ∀n (and the contributions of Â(n)(f) are

suppressed) the ansatz coincides with the quantum imag-
inary time evolution technique which is known to give the
exact ground state for n → ∞ [9, 52]. Restricted to be
unitary, the ansatz (5) generalizes, for electronic struc-
ture theory, the unitary coupled-cluster (UCC) ansatz
[13, 53], whose generalization rediscovers indeed the uni-
tary part of the ansatz, and has a strong connection with
well-known canonical transformations of Hamiltonians
involving fermion-boson coupling [33]. As described in
several previous works for the electronic-structure prob-
lem, this iterative ansatz can be used to converge to sta-
tionary states either through classical [28, 54, 55] or quan-
tum [29, 31, 50, 56–58] computing methods.

B. Contracted quantum eigensolver with k
iterations

In the literature, exponential ansätze can improve their
computational efficiency by using circuit- and parameter-
efficient iterative methodologies to select pools of cluster
operators [59] or by closing the corresponding Lie alge-
bra [60]. Yet, in both cases, it is difficult to avoid an
algebraic explosion of the operator pooling. This is in
stark contrast to the CSE ansatz (5), which, as already
mentioned, employs a set of operators whose size is al-
ways the same as the Hamiltonian degrees of freedom.
However, while the ansatz is exact (in the sense that the
convergence is guaranteed), it is unclear how many iter-
ations are needed to obtain, within a certain energy (or
fidelity) threshold, a good approximation for the desired
quantum state.

By focusing on the ground-state problem, we imple-
ment in this work a version of the contracted quantum
eigensolver (that can be traced back to Ref. [48]) where
the full minimization of the variational parameters is per-
formed at each iteration as follows:

{A(n)
𝓁 (f), B

(n)
𝓁 (f)} = argmin

{A(n)
𝓁 ,B

(n)
𝓁 }

⟨Φ(n)| Ĥ(f) |Φ(n)⟩ ,

(8)

where

|Φ(n)⟩ = e
∑M

𝓁=1 B
(n)
𝓁 ĥ𝓁e

∑M
𝓁=1 A

(n)
𝓁 ĥ𝓁 |Ψ(n−1)(f)⟩ . (9)

The quantum states |Ψ(n)(f)⟩, which should be normal-
ized, are defined as in Eq. (5). On modern quantum
devices, the minimization (8) can be performed by mea-
suring the total residual of CSE, which can then be used

to guide trial wave functions toward eigenstates by itera-
tively applying a sequence of exponential transformations
[50, 51, 56–58].

Finally, inspired by the k-UCC ansatz that takes a
product of k unitary operators to increase the flexibility
of the wave function [13], we restrict the number of (uni-
tary and non-unitary) operators in Eq. (8) to a maximum
number k such that the sought-after quantum state can
be written as:

|Ψ(f)⟩ = eB̂
(k)(f)eÂ

(k)(f) · · · eB̂
(1)(f)eÂ

(1)(f) |Φ⟩ , (10)

where |Φ⟩ is a trial wave function, that can eventually
depend also on f if, e.g., a mean-field approximation is
used. We call this approach k contracted quantum eigen-
solver (k-CQE). So far we have focused on the many-body
ground-state problem, but the generalization to excited
states is straightforward if one makes use of the Rayleigh-
Ritz variational principle for ensembles of quantum states
[31, 61–63].

C. Neural network exponential ansatz

The possibility of using quantum data to learn the map
between the parameters of the Hamiltonian and the pa-
rameters of exponential ansäzte has been already sug-
gested in several prior works [64–67]. While their idea is
in principle general, due to the use of the UCC ansatz for
electronic systems, it has been only tested for molecular
ground states. A major drawback of this type of ap-
proach, however, is the intrinsically non-universal form
of the ansatz which includes an indeterminate number of
variational parameters that typically depend on the di-
mensionality of the chosen active space or the structure
of the excitation operators. In contrast, the ansatz (8)
is universal (i.e., not restricted to the electronic struc-
ture theory) and the number of terms in the exponent is
exactly equivalent to degrees of freedom of the Hamilto-
nian.

Beyond quantum computing, the use of neural net-
works as surrogate solvers for specific types of differential
equations has become an active field of research [68–70].
Although the concept is generally applicable, discussions
often focus on differential equations, as the solver can be
formulated explicitly in terms of variables like initial and
boundary conditions and corresponding solutions. Re-
cently, a variety of Fourier-transform-based architectures
has been developed, showcasing a more flexible approach
with applications to various classical dynamical problems
[71, 72], including applications in quantum sciences to
scattering and quantum dynamics [73–75].

For our eigenstate problem, the explicit form of the
functional relationship between the Hamiltonian param-
eters (i.e., f) and the wavefunction ansatz parameters,
(i.e., {A𝓁(f), B𝓁(f)}) is unknown, leaving it uncertain
whether it can be learned. In fact, while Eq. (8) sug-
gests a sophisticated relationship between f and all those



4

  
FIG. 1. Sketch of the learning schemes of the unitary part
of the exact many-body ansatz. While the contracted quan-
tum eigensolver learns each set A(n) sequentially from the
previous ansatz parameters {A(m)}n−1

m=1 and the Hamiltonian
parameters f , the surrogate neural solver introduced in this
work learns all {A(m)}nm=1 from f . The former is illustrated
in dotted blue lines and the latter in orange solid lines.

ansatz parameters, the complex nonlinear recursion be-
tween the Hamiltonian and the ansatz parameters, where
each set is linked to the previous ones, prevents a clear,
compact equation. Neural networks, however, are known
for their capacity to approximate implicit functions, as
demonstrated in applications such as neural machine
translation [76]. This makes neural networks a natural
choice as surrogate eigensolvers for this complex, coun-
terintuitive functional form.

In this work, we advance the construction of the im-
plicit functional relationship between the Hamiltonian
and the ansatz parameters. Specifically, given a param-
eterized Hamiltonian Ĥ(f), the objective is to train a
neural network as a surrogate model 𝒢θ that learns the
following mapping:

{A(n),B(n)}kn=1 = 𝒢θ[f ] , (11)

where A(n) ≡ {A(n)
𝓁 (f)} and B(n) ≡ {B(n)

𝓁 (f)}. We
parameterize 𝒢θ as a linear feedforward neural network,
with θ being the learnable parameters. Unlike differential
equations, our eigenvector problem does not lend itself to
a Fourier-based structure, and thus we adopt such a sim-
pler architecture. As we will demonstrate, this straight-
forward model performs effectively across various quan-
tum systems and different correlation regimes.

For the sake of clarity, Fig. 1 illustrates the differences
between the learning schemes for the unitary part of the
exact many-body ansatz, i.e., the mapping between the
set of parameters f ,A(1), ...,A(n−1) and A(n). In the
standard contracted quantum eigensolver approach, each
set A(n) is learned sequentially from the previous ansatz
parameters {A(m)}n−1

m=1 and the Hamiltonian parameters
f (dotted blue lines). In contrast, the surrogate neu-
ral network solver proposed in this work directly learns
all the sets {A(m)}nm=1 from f (solid orange lines), ex-
tending the scheme to the entire set of learnable ansatz
parameters i.e., n 7→ k.

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
Epoches
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10 1
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ss

Validation loss on Ansatz parameter
Training loss on Ansatz paramter
MSE error on ground state energy
Best error

FIG. 2. Validation loss and MSE on the ansatz parameters
and ground state energy for the Hamiltonian (12), in the pa-
rameter regimen fr1,r2 ∈ (−0.2, 0.2). The final validation
loss is 0.0247, and the final error on ground state energy is
0.000305, at epoch 700.

III. RESULTS

The first system for which we build a neural solver is
the generic M -qubit Hamiltonian:

Ĥ =

3∑
r1=0

· · ·
3∑

rM=0

fr1,...,rMσr1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ σrM , (12)

where σr denotes the Pauli matrix. In this system, the
number of terms of the Hamiltonian scales as 4M . The
Hamiltonian contains the entire set of generators of the
Lie algebra of the corresponding unitary group and thus,
in this particular example, is possible to solve the eigen-
system with k = 1 and the unitary part suffices. We let
all the Hamiltonian parameters vary in given regimes and
solve the problem by finding the ansatz with a classical
contracted eigensolver. We then use those data to train a
neural network and this neural network should be able to
predict the ansatz parameters from the ones of the input
Hamiltonian.

We present the results for the case of M = 2, where
the neural network model inputs 16 Hamiltonian pa-
rameters and outputs 16 ansatz parameters. Our ar-
chitecture contains 6 hidden layers of dimension 256.
To improve the stability of the model, all hidden lay-
ers are residual layers. The loss function is the mean-
squared error (MSE) loss between predicted ansatz pa-
rameters and precomputed data. The learning rate is
0.0001 for the Adam optimizer. The training is accom-
plished by a single NVIDIA A40/A100 GPU. We trained
the model by changing all the parameters fr1,r2 for two
different regimes (as we will explain later, these regimes
were chosen to avoid energy crossings). The first regime
fr1,r2 ∈ (−0.2, 0.2) and the second fr1,r2 ∈ (−3.8,−1.2).
This is undoubtedly a vast parameter space. Ref. [64]
reported that three data points were sufficient to train
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FIG. 3. Validation loss and MSE on the ansatz parameters
and ground state energy for the Hamiltonian (12), in the pa-
rameter regimen fr1,r2 ∈ (−3.8,−1.2). The final validation
loss is 0.00735, and the final error on ground state energy is
0.000894, at epoch 800.

the UCC ansatz with single and double excitations for
the dissociation of the hydrogen molecule with minimal
basis set. Based on this result, we estimate that three
data points per parameter are needed to train our more
robust ansatz, requiring a total of 316 data points. How-
ever, we found that much fewer data points were needed
for training. We observed convergence in both regimes
with just 20,000 data points. Our results using 4 mil-
lion data points, an order of magnitude fewer than our
estimate, are shown in Fig 2 and Fig. 3. The final vali-
dation loss for the ansatz parameters is 0.02 and 0.007,
while the error in the ground state energy is 3 × 10−4

and 8 × 10−4, respectively. We also test various neu-
ral network architectures, including a convolutional layer
with 2-dimensional input data fr1,r2 [77], and various
loss functions, including MSE loss and relative loss, or
a mix of them. Interestingly, we found no appreciable
improvement in the model’s performance. We attribute
this behavior to the robustness of the exponential ansatz.

The presented results clearly show the possibility of
training a neural network that learns the implicit func-
tional between the Hamiltonian and the ansatz parame-
ters. Still, our results can be influenced by the low dimen-
sionality of the Hilbert space of the model. To challenge
our neural network we consider a 1D lattice of interacting
fully polarized fermions. The system is described by the
following Hamitonian:

Ĥ = −t

L∑
m=1

(ĉ†mĉm+1 + ĉ†m+1ĉm) + U

L∑
m=1

n̂mn̂m+1 .

(13)

Here the operator ĉ†m (ĉm) creates (annihilates) a fermion
on lattice site m, and U is the strength of the nearest-
neighbor repulsion. This Hamiltonian plays an impor-
tant role in the discovery of disorder-free many-body lo-

0 5 10 15 20
U/t

3.52

3.50

3.48

3.46

3.44

3.42

3.40
Energy

HCQE 1
HCQE 2
exact

0 5 10 15 20
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06
% error

FIG. 4. Upper panel: The exact and predicted ground-state
energies for two iterations of the 2-CQE method are shown
as a function of the relative interaction strength, U/t, for
the Fermi-Hubbard Hamiltonian in Eq. (13) with L = 9 sites
and N = 2 particles. By the second iteration, the method
successfully captures the exact ground-state energy. Lower
panel: For further illustration, we present the percentage er-
ror in the energy for both iterations.

calization [78, 79]. We impose periodic boundary condi-
tions. To study the performance of the non-unitary part
of the ansatz, we disregard the unitary terms. In the lit-
erature, this is called the Hermitian CQE (HCQE) [56].
Quite remarkably the HCQE recovers the exact ground
state in only 2 iterations, i.e., k = 2 in Eq. (10), using
as numerical solver the limited-memory quasi-Newton L-
BFGS method [80]. The trial wave function is the ground
state at U = 0. As an example, in Fig. 4 we show the
exact ground-state energy and the results of the 2-CQE
highlighting the energies of the first (HCQE 1) and the
second (HCQE 2) iterations for L = 9 sites and N = 2
particles with the interacting range of U/t ∈ [0, 20]. The
second iteration captures the exact ground state of the
system in this fairly large range of quantum correlations.
The first iteration has already performed quite well with
an average energy error of 0.013%. The average error
after the second iteration is 0.0003%.

We now discuss the results of the neural-network ex-
ponential ansatz for the Fermi-Hubbard model. Notice
that at each iteration the ansatz contains 2L parame-
ters. Since only two iterations are needed in this case, we
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FIG. 5. Training loss, error on the ansatz parameters and er-
ror on the ground state energy for the Fermi-Hubbard Hamil-
tonian (13) with L = 5, N = 2, and U ∈ (0, 20).

0 200 400 600 800 1000
Epoches
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101
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Training loss
Error on ansatz parameters
Error on ground state energy
Best error on energy
Error on decoherence
Best error on decoherence

FIG. 6. Training loss, error on the ansatz parameters and
error on the ground state energy and decoherence for the
Fermi-Hubbard Hamiltonian (13) with L = 8, N = 2, and
U ∈ (0, 20).

learn 4L parameters, preventing the exponential growth
of the more popular generalized UCC. Fig. 5 and Fig. 6
present the results obtained by the neural-network solver
for L = 5 and L = 8 sites with 2 fermions. The architec-
ture is similar to the one used for the M -qubit Hamilto-
nian. We sample 2000 data points in the same regime of
interaction depicted in Fig. (4). We observe a quite fast
convergence for the ansatz parameters and a high accu-
racy for the ground-state energy. We also studied the be-
havior of a more interesting observable, the non-diagonal

part of the one-body reduced density matrix ⟨ĉ†m+1ĉm⟩,
which exhibits a similar convergence as the energy.

Our numerical simulations show that the neural net-
work is able to learn the entire set of ansatz parameters
of quantum many-body systems in certain interacting
regimes. It is worth mentioning that to cover all pa-
rameter regimes, one has to deal with energy crossing or
conical intersections. Yet, the neural network itself is in

principle a large fitting function to mimic a smooth data
map, where small changes in input should only cause
small changes in output as well. As a result, our neu-
ral network alone is not enough to describe a jump in
the ansatz parameters, which happens when the sym-
metries of the states change abruptly as a result of an
energy crossing or a conical intersection. To deal with
such jumps in the context of potential energy surfaces,
some methods eliminate a small vicinity to cover both
sides of the conical intersection [81]. While we left for
future work to train a neural solver for the entire set
of parameters, we observe that upon a conical intersec-
tion, the ground state changes to another state that has
a lower energy. Instead of training a map only for the
ground state, one can train for multiple states and use
fast post-processing to filter the ground state with the
lowest energy. As a second solution, although a single
neural network cannot converge to a jump function, it
can describe functions with discrete input ranges, for ex-
ample, all odd-output regimes of a math floor function.
Then one can use two neural networks to describe the
odd-output and even-output regimes respectively, thus
covering the entire regime of the math floor function.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Inspired by recent progress in operator learning tech-
niques, we introduced a neural network universal expo-
nential ansatz for quantum many-body physics. Our
surrogate model 𝒢θ : f → {A(n),B(n)} captures the
implicit functional relationship between the Hamiltonian
and the parameters of the universal, formally exact ex-
ponential ansatz used on modern contracted quantum
eigensolvers. Despite the complex nonlinear recursion
governing the ansatz parameters, which resists a com-
pact formulation, a linear feedforward neural network
achieved high accuracy across various quantum systems
and correlation regimes. Quite remarkably, once trained,
our model not only removes the need for repetitive and
computationally intensive calculations but also reinforces
the universality of this approach. In stark contrast to the
more common neural approach based on the amplitudes
of the wavefunction [82], our operator-learning-inspired
approach to exact exponential ansätze offers a novel and
powerful approach to tackling the quantum many-body
problem, especially in correlation regimes that are be-
yond the reach of traditional (functional, coupled-cluster,
or mean-field) theories.

Finally, since the ansatz studied in this work is con-
nected with a growing family of quantum eigensolvers,
we believe that our results can be used as a pathway for
extracting quantum circuit parameters for state prepara-
tion from the neural network ansatz parameters, which
we leave for future work. We have not yet discussed the
choice of basis for expressing the second-quantized Ha-
miltonian, which plays a crucial role in quantum chem-
istry and material science [83–86]. Future work will also
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explore the role of optimized basis sets in our surrogate
model.
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