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ABSTRACT. Motivated by applications for simulating quantum many body functions, we propose

a new universal ansatz for approximating anti-symmetric functions. The main advantage of this

ansatz over previous alternatives is that it is bi-Lipschitz with respect to a naturally defined metric.

As a result, we are able to obtain quantitative approximation results for approximation of Lipschitz

continuous antisymmetric functions. Moreover, we provide preliminary experimental evidence to

the improved performance of this ansatz for learning antisymmetric functions.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

The search for an ansatz for quantum many-body wave functions dates back to the early

days of quantum mechanics [Sla29], and has been a central task in quantum chemistry [SO96].

In recent years, it has received renewed excitement primarily due to the advances of neural

network-based ansatz. While it is natural to utilize the powerful and universal representation

power of neural networks to parameterize many-body wave functions, the symmetry require-

ments from quantum mechanics make the problem different from usual applications of neu-

ral networks in deep learning. In particular, for ferminionic systems, such as electrons, the

Pauli’s exclusion principle requires that the wave function is totally anti-symmetric, i.e., for any

x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn) ∈Rd×n and σ ∈ Sn the symmetric group on n letters, we have

(1) Ψ(x) = (−1)σΨ(σx),

where (−1)σ indicates the sign of permutation σ and we denote σx = (xσ(1), xσ(2), . . . , xσ(n)). As a

result, special neural newtork-based ansatz that respects the symmetry have to be developed.

Most ansatz currently used for anti-symmetric functions are built upon the backflow ansatz,

dates back to [FC56], where the antisymmetry requirement is fulfilled using a determinant, and

each component of the determinant is further parameterized as neural networks. Variational

approaches based on such ansatz have achieved impressive empirical results, see e.g., [HZE19,

PSMF20, HSN20, CMC20].

On the theoretical side, while it has been established that such ansatz is universal [HLL+22],

the early approximation result requires linear combination of exponential number of determi-

nants, thus suffering from the curse of dimensionality. Although it was argued in [Hut20] that

only one determinant is enough, the ansatz constructed is discontinuous, and hence impractical

to use for actual algorithms. Indeed, it was later proved in [HLL23] that within the polynomial
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category, the representation based on backflow ansatz would require exponential number of de-

terminants. Of course, this does not exclude the possibility of efficient representation by less

regular ansatz. A more efficient ansatz was recently constructed by [CL23] and later improved by

[YLG+24]. This ansatz is continuous and involves a combination of symmetric functions, with a

polynomial number of anti-symmetric Vandermonde determinants of the form

(2) fyk (x) = ∏
1≤i< j≤n

yT
k (xi −x j ), k = 1, . . . ,K ,

where K ≥ nd +1 (the optimal cardinality is actually a bit lower, see [DLS25]).

A disadvantage of methods based on (2) is that they are very unstable: e.g., scaling x by t > 0

will lead to scaling fyk by t
(n

2

)
. This can be handled by straightforward normalization, as sug-

gested in [YLG+24], but this solution leads to an ansatz which is not continuous by construction.

To amend this, our goal is to construct alternative antisymmetric models which are stable, by

addressing the following theoretical question:

Is it possible to efficiently represent antisymmetric functions using bi-Lipschitz continuous

ansatz?

To formalize this goal, we will need to consider a notion of distance on Rd×n which is ap-

propriate for antisymmetric models. We note that any antisymmetric model is by construction

invariant to the action of permutations whose sign is positive. The group of such permutations

is known as the alternating group An . Accordingly, we will choose a semi-metric on Rd×n which

takes this symmetry into account, namely:

d+(x, y) = min
σ∈An

∥x −σy∥1

where recall that σx = (xσ(1), xσ(2), . . . , xσ(n)), and the 1-norm of a matrix M is ∥M∥1 =∑
i j |Mi j |.

Our goal is to define a function F :Rd×n →Rm , for appropriate m, such that

(1) Invariance: F (x) = F (σx) for all σ ∈ An and x ∈Rd×n .

(2) Bi-Lipschtiz There exist positive c1,c2 such that for all x, y ∈Rd×n ,

c1d+(x, y) ≤ ∥F (x)−F (y)∥1 ≤ c2d+(x, y)

Given such an An invariant function F , we can approximate a general anti-symmetric function

by

(3) h(x) = 1

2
(N ◦F (x)−N ◦F (τ0x))

where τ0 is a fixed permutation with negative sign, and N is a multilayer perceptron (MLP) or

some other neural network architectures. By construction, such ansatz is anti-symmetric. Com-

pared with [CL23], while the ansatz is similar, the advantage of the current construction is that

F will be bi-Lipschitz. This is expected to lead to improved generalization capabilites and more

stable learning. Indeed, for symmetric functions, the practical advantages of bi-Lipschitz sym-

metric models was demonstrated in [AD24, SDDA24, DD24].

An addtional advantage of antisymmetric ansatz based on bi-Lipschitz models, is that they

lead to quanitative approximation results:
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Proposition 1. Let K ⊆ Rd×n be a compact set which is An invariant. Assume that F : K → Rm is

bi-Lipschitz with constants (c1,c2). Then there exist C =C (c1,c2,n,d ,K ) such that for all ϵ> 0, and

every antisymmetric function f :Rd×n →R which is 1-Lipschtiz, there exists a function h as in (3),

defined by an MLP N with ≤Cϵ−m/2 parameters, such that

max
x∈K

| f (x)−h(x)| < ϵ.

Proof. Fix an antisymmetric function f : Rd×n → R that is 1-Lipschitz and anti-symmetric. Let

us identify f and F with functions f̂ and F̂ defined on the quotient space K /An . By definition

F̂ is bi-Lipschitz. The fact that f is both 1-Lipschitz and antisymmetric, implies that f̂ is also

1-Lipschitz. To see this, choose x, y ∈ K and let τ ∈ An be the minimizer of ∥x −τy∥1. Then

∥ f̂ ([x])− f̂ ([y])∥1 = ∥ f (x)− f (τy)∥1 ≤ ∥x −τy∥1 = d+(x, y),

where we used the notation [x] for the An orbit of x ∈Rd×n . We now obtain

f (x) = f̂ ([x]) = f̂ ◦ F̂−1 ◦ F̂ ([x]) = f̂ ◦ F̂−1 ◦F (x), ∀x ∈ K

The function f̂ ◦ F̂−1 : F (K ) ⊆ Rm → R is Lipschitz, since f̂ is Lipschitz and F̂ is bi-Lipschitz,

with a Lipschitz constant of c−1
1 . Since F is continuous and K is compact, F (K ) is compact. By

rescaling f (x) using positive α,β to a function of the form α f (βx), we can assume without loss

of generality that f ◦F−1 is 1-Lipschitz, and F (K ) is contained in the unit cube [0,1]m . Finally, by

the Kirszbraun theorem, we can extend f ◦F−1 to a 1-Lipschitz function on all of [0,1]m . It is then

known [Yar18] that the function can be approximated by an MLP N with ∼ ϵ−m/2 parameters to

obtain an ϵ approximation. We then have for all x ∈ K ,

| f (x)−N ◦F (x)| = | f̂ ◦ F̂−1 ◦F (x)−N ◦F (x)| < ϵ,

and therefore

| f (x)−h(x)| = 1

2
|( f (x)− f (τ0x)−N ◦F (x)+N ◦F (τ0x)

) |
≤ 1

2
| f (x)−N ◦F (x)|+ 1

2
| f (τ0x)−N ◦F (τ0x)| < ϵ. □

Remark: We note that the size of the network in this bound depends exponentially on m. It

is known [AGA+24, JBM+23] that m is lower bounded via m ≥ n ·d , which is the dimension of

the space. In our construction, we can guarantee bi-Lipschitz-ness with m = 2nd +1, as stated

in Theorem 3, which gives an approximation rate of ∼ ϵ−(nd+1/2). moreover, if the domain K has

low intrinsic dimension: that is, it is a semialgebraic subset of dimension ≪ d ·n, then we can

take m = 2dim(K )+1 and the approximation rate will improve accordingly. Finally, we note that

the intrinsic dimension of F (K ) is ≤ dim(K ). Based on this observation, we believe it should

ultimately be possible to acheive an approximation rate with exponent proportional to dim(K )/2

rather than (2dim(K )+ 1)/2. However, while approximation results for ReLU networks, which

depend on the intinsic dimension of a ’data manifold’ are available [SCC18, CJLZ19, NI20], F (K )

will generally not be a manifold, leading to technical difficulties which we will not address in this

paper, as this paper focuses mostly on finding a bi-Lipschitz construction.
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We now present the construction of our bi-Lipschitz F . We will first in Section 2 give the con-

struction for d = 1 to present the key idea in a simple setting. In this setting, the upper and lower

Lipschitz constants are 1,2 respectively. We then generalize our construction to d > 1 in Sec-

tion 3. In this setting we provide a bi-Lipschitz F but do not specify estimates for the bi-Lipschitz

constants c1,c2.

2. CONSTRUCTION FOR d = 1

For d = 1, our construction is based on two components. The first is a symmetric bi-Lipschitz

function. That is, a symmetric function which is bi-Lipschitz with respect to the metric obtained

by quotienting over the group Sn of all permutations, namely

(4) d±(x, y) = min
σ∈Sn

∥x −σy∥1.

As shown in [AGA+24], commonly used symmetric models based on summation, as suggested

in Deepsets [ZKR+17], are not bi-Lipschitz. In contrast, following [BHS22, DD24] we choose the

symmetric function sort :Rn →Rn that maps each vector x to the unique vector x̂ = sort(x) satis-

fying that x̂i ≤ x̂i+1 for all i = 1, . . . ,n −1.1 We note that while x̂ is uniquely defined, the permuta-

tion taking x to x̂ is not uniquely defined if x is in the set

Ω := {
x ∈Rn | xi = x j for some 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n

}
.

In this case, there will be permutations of both positive and negative signs which will take x to x̂.

However, if x is not inΩ, the permutatios sorting x is unique, and we denote it by τx .

The sort function is continuous and piecewise linear. It is not only bi-Lipschitz but it is also

an isometry, namely

∥sort(x)− sort(y)∥1 = d±(x, y).

The second component of our construction is the function Q :Rn →R defined as

Q(x) =
( ∏

1≤i< j≤n
sign(x j −xi )

)
· min

1≤i< j≤n
|x j −xi |.

This function is a continuous piecewise linear function, and it is antisymmetric. Morever we

note that Q(x) = 0 if and only if x is in the setΩ. Next, we note that if x̂ = sort(x), then the sign of

Q(x) will be positive. These observations give us an efficient method for computing Q: for every

x ∈ Rn , if x is in Ω then Q(x) = 0. Otherwise, there is a unique permutation, which we denote as

before by τx , such that x̂ = sort(x) = τx x. We then deduce that

Q(x) = (−1)τx Q(τx x) = (−1)τx min
1≤i< j≤n

|x̂ j − x̂i | = (−1)τx min
1≤ j≤n

(
x̂ j+1 − x̂ j

)
.

It follows that Q(x) can be computed by first sorting x, and then applying the formula above

which requires only O(n) operations. The total complexity of this procedure is then O(n logn).

1The idea of sorting has also been used in the anti-symmetric construction in [Hut20] in one dimension.
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Finally, we combine the two components of our construction to obtain the function F : Rn →
Rn+1 defined by

(5) F (x1, . . . , xn) = [
sort(x1, . . . , xn);Q(x)

]
,

and we prove that this function is bi-Lipschitz with explicit, very moderate constants:

Theorem 2. F is bi-Lipschitz, in the sense that

d+(x, y) ≤ ∥F (x)−F (y)∥ ≤ 2d+(x, y), ∀x, y ∈Rn

Proof. We first note that for all x, y ∈Rn , if τx ,τy are permutations satisfying

x̂ = sort(x) = τx x, ŷ = sort(y) = τy y,

then

∥F (x)−F (y)∥1 = ∥sort(x)− sort(y)∥1 +|Q(x)−Q(y)|
= d±(x, y)+|(−1)τx Q(x̂)− (−1)τy Q(ŷ)|
= d±(x, y)+|(−1)τx (−1)τy Q(x̂)−Q(ŷ)|

We now divide into two cases:

case 1: If τx and τy can be chosen so that they have the same sign. Note this case includes the

case where either x or y are inΩ. In this case we have that

d+(x, y) = d±(x, y) ≤ |F (x)−F (y)|
In the other direction, if we assume without loss of generality that Q(x̂) >Q(ŷ) then we obtain

∥F (x)−F (y)∥1 = d±(x, y)+|(−1)τx (−1)τy Q(x̂)−Q(ŷ)| = d+(x, y)+Q(x̂)−Q(ŷ).

It is thus sufficient to show that Q(x̂)−Q(ŷ) < d+(x, y). Indeed, if we choose s for which

Q(ŷ) = min
1≤ j≤n

(ŷ j+1 − ŷ j ) = ys+1 − ys .

Then

Q(x̂)−Q(ŷ) = min
1≤ j≤n

(x̂ j+1 − x̂ j )− (ŷs+1 − ŷs )

≤ x̂s+1 − x̂s − (ŷs+1 − ŷs )

= x̂s+1 − ŷs+1 + ŷs − x̂s

≤ ∥x̂ − ŷ∥1 = d±(x, y) = d+(x, y).

case 2: We now consider the case where τx and τy cannot be chosen to have the same sign. In

this case

∥F (x)−F (y)∥1 = d±(x, y)+Q(x̂)+Q(ŷ) ≤ d+(x, y)+Q(x̂)+Q(ŷ),

thus to obtain the required upper Lipschitz constant of 2 it is sufficient to show that Q(x̂)+Q(ŷ) ≤
d+(x, y).

There exists a permutation τ with a negative sign such that

d+(x, y) = ∥x̂ −τŷ∥1.
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Since ŷ is sorted and has no repeated entries, τŷ is not sorted, and so necessarily there is some

index i such that (ŷ)τ(i+1) − (ŷ)τ(i ) < 0. Thus

Q(x̂)+Q(ŷ) ≤ x̂i+1 − x̂i + (ŷ)τ(i ) − (ŷ)τ(i+1)

≤ ∥x −τy∥1 = d+(x, y)

For the lower Lipschitz bound, let i , j be the indices such that

Q(x̂) = x̂i+1 − x̂i , Q(ŷ) = ŷ j+1 − ŷ j

and let τi denote the permutation (i , i+1) which swaps i with i+1. Similarly denote τ j = ( j , j+1).

Then

2d+(x, y) ≤ ∥τi x̂ − ŷ∥1 +∥x̂ −τ j ŷ∥1

≤ ∥τi x̂ − x̂∥1 +2∥x̂ − ŷ∥1 +∥ŷ −τ j ŷ∥1

= 2d±(x, y)+2(x̂i+1 − x̂i )+2(ŷ j+1 − ŷ j )

= 2
[
d±(x, y)+Q(x̂)+Q(ŷ)

]= 2∥F (x)−F (y)∥1.

This concludes the proof. □

3. THE CONSTRUCTION FOR GENERAL d

Next we consider the construction of bi-Lipschitz, An invariant function on Rd×n , when d > 1.

We consider parametric functions of the form

ψ(x1, . . . , xn ; a,b) = b ·F (a · x1, . . . , a · xn)

where a ∈ Rd ,b ∈ Rn+1, the notation x · y denotes the standard inner product between x and y ,

and F is the function defined in (5) for the d = 1 construction. We claim that if we clone F enough

times, we will get an injective function (up to An symmetries), which will also be bi-Lipschtiz with

respect to d+.

Theorem 3. Set m = 2nd +1. For Lebesgue almost every a1, . . . , am ∈ Rd and b1, . . . ,bm ∈ Rn+1 the

function

Ψ(x1, . . . , xn |a1, . . . , am ,b1, . . .bm) =


ψ(x1, . . . , xn ; a1,b1)

...

ψ(x1, . . . , xn ; am ,bm)


is one-to-one (up to An symmetries) and bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. We first show injectivity, up to An symmetries. We will use Theorem 2.7 in [DG24] which

guarantees injectivity (separation in the language of that paper) using m = 2nd +1 generic vec-

tors, under the condition that ψ is strongly separating. This means that, for every x1, . . . , xn and

y1, . . . , yn which are not related by an An symmetry, we have that

ψ(x1, . . . , xn ; a,b) ̸=ψ(y1, . . . , yn ; a,b)
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for Lebesgue almost every a,b. Indeed, fix some x1, . . . , xn and y1, . . . , yn which are not related

by an An symmetry. For almost all a, we have that the inner product of a with any two distinct

elements in the set {x1, . . . , xn , y1, . . . , yn} will give two distinct outputs. For all such a, if x1, . . . , xn

and y1, . . . , yn are not related by a permutation then sort(a · x1, . . . , a · xn) ̸= sort(a · y1, . . . , a · yn),

and if x1, . . . , xn and y1, . . . , yn are related by a permutation, but not by a permutation with positive

sign, then we necessarily know that all elements in both sets are distinct, and moreover that

Q(a · x1, . . . , a · xn)

Q(a · y1, . . . , a · yn)
< 0

so that in particular they are not equal. We have shown that for almost every a we have that

F (a · x1, . . . , a · xn) ̸= F (a · y1, . . . , a · yn).

Next, we note that once we fix any a fulfilling this inequality, we will have for almost every b ∈
Rn+1 that

b ·F (a · x1, . . . , a · xn) ̸= b ·F (a · y1, . . . , a · yn).

This concludes the proof of strong separation, and hence of injectivity of F .

Next, we prove bi-Lipschitzness. For this, we will use Lemma 3.4 in [SDDA24]. This lemma

considers two piecewise linear non-negative functions which have the same zero sets, in our

case these functions are

d+(X ,Y ) and ∥Ψ(X ; a1, . . . , am ,b1, . . . ,bm)−Ψ(Y ; a1, . . . , am ,b1, . . . ,bm)∥1

where the parameter of F are such that F is injective, so that the two functions have the same zero

set. The lemma says that these two functions will be bi-Lipschitz equivalent on a fixed compact

polyhedral domain, which in our case we will take to be the unit ball {(X ,Y )| ∥X ∥1 +∥Y ∥1 ≤ 1}.

Homogeneity of d+ andΨ then implies bi-Lipschitzness on the whole domain. □

Remark: The cardinality of m chosen here can probably be improved a bit, e.g., using the

scale and translation invariance of the question at hand. Moreover, if we assume that X ,Y come

from some semi-algebraic subset of Rd×n of dimension ν, then we can get a bound of m = 2ν+1

essentially automatically.

4. EXPERIMENTS

To experimentally evaluate the efficiency of our bi-Lipschitz continuous ansatz, we compare

it against the Vandermonde determinant (2) based approach from [YLG+24], and a naive Multi-

Layer-Perceptron (MLP) estimator which does not enforce antisymmetry. We use these differ-

ent models to address a simple antisymmetric regression task; approximating the antisymmetric

function f (A) = det A :Rn×n →R.
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4.1. Setup. We generated 3 training sets of 110,00 matrices of orders n ∈ {10,15,20}, with a corre-

sponding validation set of 15,000 matrices and a test set of 20,000 matrices, all uniformly sampled

from [0,1.1]n×n . We optimize the parameters with respect to the ∥ · ∥l1 metric with ADAM, using

the same learning rate and the same learning rate scheduler settings for all methods. We imple-

mented the symmetric functions required for the ansatz [YLG+24] (which we refer to as Õ(n2)

model) using the Deep Sets model [ZKR+17], and sampled n2 +1 constant vectors from Sn−1 for

the Vandermonde determinant computation.

n = 10 n = 15 n = 20

Ansatz

Bi-Lipschitz (ours) 79,741 121,501 275,121

MLP 223,489 78,593 993,793

Õ(n2) [YLG+24] 704,677 1,649,122 3,054,417

TABLE 1. Ansatz’s number of parameters

For the MLP method we used the same depth as the MLP used within in our construction 3,

with a width similar to, or wider than, our hidden layers. Note that the MLP ansatz does not

respect the anti-symmetry. The number of parameters in each model is summarized in Table 1.

4.2. Results. The accuracy of the different models is shown in Table 2 with respect to both the

Mean Absolute Error (which was used for training) and the Mean Absolute Relative Error. In

Figure 1 we show the convergence rates of the different methods for this experiment. For all

values of n tried, our model was more accurate than the competing models, sometimes by a large

margin. Additionally, convergence of our method was much faster. The results also show that

for n = 15,20, the performance of the MLP is substantially lower than the other, antisymmetric

models, indicating the importance of imposing the antisymmetric structure.

0 20 40 60 80 100
epoch

10 1

100

101

102

103

Lo
ss

Bi-Lipschitz
MLP
O(n2)

validation
training

(A) n = 10

0 20 40 60 80 100
epoch

10 1

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

Lo
ss

(B) n = 15

0 20 40 60 80 100
epoch

101

103

105

107

109

Lo
ss

(C) n = 20

FIGURE 1. Training-Validation convergence comparison of our Ansatz (black),

against [YLG+24]’s (red) and an MLP (green), for approximating the determi-

nant of matrices of different orders (denoted by n). Our ansatz exhibits faster

convergence and better or comparable accuracy.



BI-LIPSCHITZ ANSATZ FOR ANTI-SYMMETRIC FUNCTIONS 9

n = 10 n = 15 n = 20

MAE MARE MAE MARE MAE MARE

Ansatz

Bi-Lipschitz (ours) 0.063375 0.000500 0.140079 0.000515 0.662697 0.000501

MLP 0.067679 0.000534 0.576995 0.002123 538.833417 0.407969

Õ(n2) [YLG+24] 0.066667 0.000526 0.142137 0.000523 2.004496 0.001517

TABLE 2. Mean Absolute Error (MAE) and Mean Absolute Relative Error

(MARE) evaluation of the ansatzs, on the test sets, with n being the order of

the matrices evaluated. Best of each measurement is in bold.
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