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Clifford circuits Augmented Matrix Product States (CAMPS) was recently proposed to leverage
the advantages of both Clifford circuits and Matrix Product States (MPS). Clifford circuits can sup-
port large entanglement and can be efficiently simulated classically according to the Gottesman-Knill
theorem. So in CAMPS, MPS needs only to handle the so-called Non-stabilizerness Entanglement
Entropy which significantly improves the simulation accuracy for a given bond dimension. In this
work, we generalize CAMPS to study the Fermion system by taking advantage of the Jordan-Wigner
transformation which can map the studied Fermion system to a spin system. We benchmark the
method on both the spinless t − V model and the spinful Hubbard model. Our test results show
significant improvement of the accuracy of CAMPS over MPS, especially when the interactions are
strong. Fermionic CAMPS provides a useful tool for the accurate study of many-body fermion
systems in the future and has the potential to help resolve long-standing issues.

Introduction – The study of strongly correlated many-
body fermion systems is a cornerstone of modern con-
densed matter physics, underpinning our understanding
of phenomena such as superconductivity, magnetism, and
quantum phase transitions [1–3]. However, simulating
these systems presents significant challenges due to the
complexity of fermion statistics and the exponential scal-
ing of the Hilbert space with system size. Nowadays,
the studies of these system mainly rely on numerical
many-body method and numerous numerical methods
have been developed over decades to tackle this challenge,
such as quantum Monte Carlo methods [4, 5], Embed-
ding methods (e.g., Dynamical Mean Field Theory [6, 7],
Density Matrix Embedding Theory [8]), tensor network
methods [9–11] and so on [12]. However, each method has
its limitation, necessitating the development of more ef-
ficient computational approaches to push the boundaries
of our understanding of strongly correlated many-body
fermion systems [12].

Density Matrix Renormalization Group (DMRG) or
Matrix Product States (MPS) have emerged as a pow-
erful tool for simulating (quasi) one-dimensional quan-
tum many-body systems [9, 13]. However, when applied
to high-dimensional systems, the restriction on the un-
derlying entanglement structure of the ansatz makes the
computational cost prohibitive. People also proposed
two-dimensional generalization of MPS which can encode
the entanglement structure of two-dimensional (2D) sys-
tems, such as Projected Entangled Pair States (PEPS)
[10, 14, 15], 2D Multiscale Entanglement Renormaliza-
tion Ansatz (MERA) [16, 17], Projected Entangled Sim-
plex States (PESS) [18], and so on [11, 19, 20]. However,
the cost of these methods is usually very high, prevent-
ing the reach of large bond dimensions. To address the
limitation on entanglement and maintain the low cost of
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MPS, we propose the Clifford circuits Augmented Ma-
trix Product States (CAMPS) method [21], which seam-
lessly integrates the advantages of both Clifford circuits
and MPS. This method arises from the Fully-augmented
Matrix Product States (FAMPS) ansatz proposed in [22],
where MPS are augmented with disentanglers to increase
the encoded entanglement. In CAMPS, we choose the
disentanglers as Clifford circuits instead of the general
unitary circuits (as in FAMPS) to make the augmenta-
tion of MPS with multiple layers of disentanglers feasi-
ble. According to the Gottesman-Knill theorem [23–25],
Clifford circuits can be simulated efficiently on classical
computers, allowing them to handle the related entangle-
ment entropy effectively [26]. In CAMPS, this capability
enables MPS to focus on the so-called Non-stabilizerness
Entanglement Entropy (NsEE) [27], significantly improv-
ing simulation accuracy over MPS with a given bond di-
mension.

Initially, the CAMPS method was developed for
ground-state calculations of spin systems, and it has
been shown to significantly reduce the entanglement en-
tropy and improve the simulation accuracy [21]. Sub-
sequently, by incorporating Clifford circuits into the
Time-Dependent Variational Principle (TDVP) frame-
work [28, 29], the CAMPS method was generalized to
time evolution [30, 31] and finite-temperature simulations
[32]. Moreover, the CAMPS method can be utilized to
disentangle critical quantum chains [33, 34] and to pro-
vide new insights into the hardness of simulating quan-
tum states classically [27]. These works demonstrate that
the improvements achieved by the CAMPS method are
robust for different applications and highlight its poten-
tial for the accurate simulation of quantum many-body
systems.

Previous works have focused exclusively on spin sys-
tems because Clifford circuits act on the Pauli basis. It
is natural to ask whether the CAMPS method can also be
applied to fermionic systems and whether similar advan-
tages can be obtained. Understanding fermionic systems,
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such as the Hubbard model, is crucial for uncovering the
physics of high-temperature superconductors and other
exotic materials [2, 3, 35–38]. In this work, we present
an initial exploration of the method on fermion systems.
By taking advantage of Jordan-Wigner transformation
[39], we can map fermionic operators to spin operators,
enabling us to apply the CAMPS method to fermionic
systems. We test the method on both the spinless t-V
model and the spinful Hubbard model. The benchmark
results demonstrate that CAMPS can significantly im-
prove computational efficiency and reduce entanglement
entropy in fermionic systems compared to the standard
MPS method. Our findings provide a promising avenue
for future research on fermionic systems by leveraging the
advantages of the CAMPS method.

CAMPS for fermion systems– Since the ordinary Clif-
ford circuits are defined in the spin 1/2 basis, we need
to map fermionic operators to spin operators to study
fermion systems. The Jordan-Wigner transformation [39]
is a common choice to perform the mapping. We no-
tice that in addition to the Jordan-Wigner transforma-
tion, there are several other schemes available for map-
ping fermionic operators to spin operators. One promi-
nent alternative is the Bravyi-Kitaev transformation [40],
which offers unique advantages in certain contexts. Re-
cent studies [41–45] also explore various other techniques
to improve the efficiency of the fermion-to-qubit map-
pings. Here we choose the Jordan-Wigner transformation
for simplicity.

The fermionic creation c†i (annihilation ci) operator
creates (annihilates) a fermion at site i. They satisfies
the anti-commutation relation:

{ci, cj} = {c†i , c†j} = 0, {ci, c†j} = δij (1)

The Jordan-Wigner transformation maps those operators
to string-like operators acting on the spin space:

c†i =σz
1σ

z
2 · · ·σz

i−1σ
+
i

ci =σz
1σ

z
2 · · ·σz

i−1σ
−
i

(2)

where σ±
i = (σx

i ± iσy
i )/2, and σα

i are the Pauli matri-
ces acting on site i. Accordingly, the density operator

ni = c†i ci is mapped to (1 + σz
i )/2. The transformation

in Eq. (2) is defined for spinless fermions, but it can be
easily generalized to spinful fermions (for example, in the
Hubbard model) by treating the electron operators with
different spin index as different electron operators. We
notice that for one-dimensional fermion system, the long-
range string operator in Eq. (2) is usually canceled in
the resulting spin Hamiltonian, but it remains in higher-
dimension cases. Fig. 1 illustrates the Jordan-Wigner
transformation applied to a spinless fermion system on a
two-dimensional lattice. To perform the Jordan-Wigner
transformation on a 2D lattice, it is necessary to map the
lattice into a one-dimensional chain first. In this work,
we employ the common snake-like mapping as shown
in Fig. 1. We do not provide the explicit transforma-
tion for the interaction terms here as they can be read-
ily obtained by applying the transformations outlined in

zσ

zσ

zσ

zσ

zσ

zσ

zσ

zσ

zσ

zσ

zσ

†c Jordan-Wigner 
transformation 

+σ +σ†c c -σ

FIG. 1. An illustration of the Jordan-Wigner transformation
for a spinless fermion system on a two-dimensional lattice.
We first employ the snake-like mapping to transform the 2D
lattice into a 1D chain as denoted by the gray dashed line.
The fermion creation operator c† act on site i is mapped to
a product of Pauli operators: a string of σz operators from
site 1 to site i − 1, followed by σ+ at site i which is high-
lighted in blue shadow. The hopping term between sites i
and j, highlighted in red shadow, is mapped to a product of
Pauli operators consisting of σ+ at site i, σ− at site j and
σz operators inserted at all intermediate sites along the chain
between i and j.

model Lx × Ly V (U) doping D Eref

t− V

6× 6 0.5 0 10000 −0.7900534

6× 6 1 0 10000 −0.8735384

6× 6 3 0 4000 −1.467808

8× 8 0.5 0 20000 −0.8101752

8× 8 1 0 20000 −0.8961414

8× 8 3 0 8000 −1.527751

Hubbard
1× 32 8 1/8 600 −1.738557

2× 16 8 1/8 6000 −1.977745

4× 8 8 1/8 40000 −2.070021

TABLE I. The reference ground state energy for the 2D t−V
model at half-filling and the Hubbard model at 1/8 doping.
The energy unit is set to t = 1. All results are obtained by
DMRG with open boundary conditions. The listed significant
digits of energies are checked by the extrapolation of energies
with truncation errors using large bond dimension values.

Eq. (2). With the Jordan-Wigner transformation, we can
map any fermionic Hamiltonian to a spin Hamiltonian as:

H =
∑
i

aiPi (3)

where ai are the coefficients, Pi are the Pauli strings
P = σ1 ⊗σ2 · · · ⊗σN (σi ∈ {I, σx, σy, σz}). Then we can
easily apply the CAMPS method to this spin Hamilto-
nian. Since U(1) symmetry is not imposed in the Clifford
circuits, a chemical potential term is included, which is
tuned to target the desired filling factor.
The MPS ansatz is defined as:

|MPS⟩ =
∑
{σi}

Tr(Aσ1
1 Aσ2

2 · · ·AσN

N )|σ1σ2 · · ·σN ⟩ (4)

where A is a rank-3 tensor with a physical index σi (with
dimension 2 for spin 1/2 degree of freedom) and two
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auxiliary indices with dimension D. By applying Clif-
ford circuits to the MPS wave function, we obtain a new
wave function, termed Clifford circuits augmented Ma-
trix Product States (CAMPS) [21, 46], as |CAMPS⟩ =
C|MPS⟩, where C denotes the Clifford circuits.
One advantage of the CAMPS method is its ability to

efficiently compute the expectation value of any observ-
able of interest. The expectation value of any observable
O =

∑
i Pi (Pi represents a specific type of Pauli string)

can be calculated as ⟨O⟩ = ⟨CAMPS|O|CAMPS⟩ =
⟨MPS|O′|MPS⟩, where O′ = C†OC. Since Clifford cir-
cuits transform a Pauli string into another Pauli string,
O′ maintains the same level of simplicity as O, involving
an equivalent number of summations of Pauli strings, en-
suring that the calculation of the CAMPS remains quite
efficient. In contrast to Clifford circuits, applying general
unitary circuits to MPS causes the summation terms in
O′ to increase exponentially with the number of layers
of the unitary circuits, rendering the computation infea-
sible. In CAMPS [21], the local MPS matrices, the lo-
cal Clifford circuits and the ansatz structure itself can be
optimized simultaneously by slightly modifying the usual
two-site DMRG algorithm. More details can be found in
[21].

Results for 2D t − V model – The t − V model is a
spinless fermion model with Hamiltonian

H = −t
∑
⟨i,j⟩

c†i cj + h.c.+ V
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(ni − 1/2)(nj − 1/2) (5)

where ci (c
†
i ) is the annihilation (creation) operator of a

spinless fermion at site i, ni = c†i ci is the density oper-
ator, and t and V are the hopping and interaction pa-
rameters, respectively. The sum ⟨i, j⟩ runs over nearest-
neighbor sites. We set t = 1 as the energy unit in our
calculation.

The particle-hole symmetry of this model makes the
Hamiltonian defined in Eq. (5) half-filling, where the
ground state shows check-board charge density wave
[47, 48]. The model displays phase separation slightly
away from half-filling [47, 48]. We focus on the half-filling
case in this work. We consider two system sizes 6×6 and
8 × 8. Open boundary conditions are imposed for sim-
plicity. For both system sizes, we consider three different
values of the interaction strength V = 0.5, 1, and 3. We
utilize the energies obtained by DMRG with very large
bond dimensions as the reference which can be found in
Table I. The listed significant digits of energies in Ta-
ble I are checked by the extrapolation of energies with
truncation errors using large bond dimension values.

The relative errors of the ground-state energy and the
entanglement entropy at the central bond in the MPS
part, for both CAMPS (i.e., NsEE [27]) and MPS, are
shown in Figs. 2 and 3. For both system sizes, the rel-
ative errors are reduced significantly with CAMPS, and
the reduction becomes more dramatic with the increase
of V . For the system with size 8 × 8 and V = 3, the
relative error can be reduced by a ratio factor (defined as
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FIG. 2. Results of 2D t − V model at half filling with size
6 × 6. Relative error of the ground state energy and the
Entanglement entropy at the center bond in the MPS part
for CAMPS and MPS as a function of bond-dimension D for
different V are shown. The reference ground state energy can
be found in Table I. The ratio of relative error EMPS−Eref

ECAMPS−Eref
of

the ground state energy between MPS and CAMPS is shown
in the inset of the left panels.

EMPS−Eref

ECAMPS−Eref
) of 4, and this factor continues to increase

with bond dimension D. The entanglement entropy is
also reduced in the MPS part of CAMPS calculations
compared to pure MPS calculations, as shown in Fig. 2
and Fig. 3.
Results for the Hubbard model – We also test the

CAMPS method on the Hubbard model, with Hamilto-
nian

H = −t
∑
σ

∑
⟨i,j⟩

c†i,σcj,σ + h.c.+ U
∑
i

ni,↑ni,↓ − µ
∑
i

ni

where ci,σ (c†i,σ) is the annihilation (creation) operator

of a spinful fermion at site i with spin σ, ni,σ = c†i,σci,σ
is the corresponding density operator, ni = ni,↑ + ni,↓,
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FIG. 3. Similar as Fig. 2. Results for 2D t − V model at
half filling with size 8× 8. Relative error of the ground state
energy and the Entanglement entropy at the center bond in
the MPS part for CAMPS and MPS as a function of bond-
dimension D for different V are shown. The reference ground
state energy can be found in Table I. The ratio of Relative
error EMPS−Eref

ECAMPS−Eref
of the ground state energy between MPS

and CAMPS is shown in the inset of the left panels.

t is the hopping parameter, U is the on-site interaction,
and µ is the chemical potential. We set t = 1 as the
energy unit, and the interaction strength is U = 8 in our
calculation.

We tune the chemical potential µ to set the system
at 1/8 hole doping. We test the CAMPS method on
the Hubbard model with lattice sizes 1× 32, 2× 16, and
4×8 under open boundary conditions. As mentioned ear-
lier, after applying the Jordan-Wigner transformation,
the system size is doubled in the resulting spin model.
The simulation results are shown in Fig. 4. We utilize the
results obtained with large bond dimensions as the refer-
ence (can be found in Table I). Similar to the t−V model,
the improvement in the relative error of the ground-state
energy is significant, and the ratio factor EMPS−Eref

ECAMPS−Eref
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FIG. 4. Results for the Hubbard model at 1/8 hole doping
with U = 8. Relative error of the ground state energy and
the entanglement entropy at the center bond in the MPS part
for CAMPS and MPS as a function of bond-dimension D for
different lattice sizes are shown. The reference ground state
energy can be found in Table I. The ratio of Relative error

EMPS−Eref
ECAMPS−Eref

of the ground state energy between MPS and

CAMPS is shown in the inset of the left panels.

increases with bond dimension D. We also observe a re-
duction in entanglement entropy across all system sizes
for CAMPS calculations as shown in the inset of Fig. 4.

Conclusion and Perspective – In this work, we general-
ize the CAMPS method to fermion systems by mapping
the fermion system to a spin one through the Jordan-
Wigner transformation. Our test results on the t − V
and Hubbard model show that CAMPS can significantly
improve accuracy compared to MPS. Moreover, the im-
provement becomes more dramatic with the increase of
the bond dimension. The framework can be easily gen-
eralized to the real time evolution [30, 31] and the fi-
nite temperature [32] calcualtions. It will be interest-
ing to test other schemes to map the fermionic degree
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to spin degree and see how the performance of CAMPS
changes. All the calculations in this work are in the
grand-canonical ensemble. It is necessary to impose the
U(1) symmetry in the method to improve the simulation
efficiency for system with particle number conservation.
The fermionic CAMPS provides a useful approach for
the accurate study of many-body fermion systems in the
future.
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