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Quantum information quantifiers are indispensable tools for analyzing strongly correlated sys-
tems. Consequently, developing efficient and robust numerical methods for their computation is
crucial. We propose a general procedure based on the family of Tensor Cross Interpolation (TCI)
algorithms to address this challenge in a fully general framework, independent of the system or the
quantifier under consideration. To substantiate our approach, we compute the non-stabilizerness
Rényi entropy (SRE) and Relative Entropy of Coherence (REC) considering the 1D and 2D ferro-
magnetic Ising models with minimal modifications to the numerical procedure. This method not
only demonstrates its versatility, but also provides a generic framework for exploring other quantum
information quantifiers in complex systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The application of quantum information concepts and
methods in many-body physics has been highly successful
in enhancing our understanding of complex systems. To
provide an example, quantum entanglement has proven
crucial in characterizing exotic phases of matter that
are not captured by the standard Ginzburg-Landau ap-
proach [1], such as topologically ordered phases.

In these phases, the global structure of the ground
states is associated with the presence of non-local cor-
relations, which can be revealed through their entangle-
ment properties [2, 3]. A similar picture has also recently
been revealed in the so-called topologically frustrated
systems, in which frustration is induced by an appro-
priate choice of boundary conditions, and characterized
by the presence of a logarithmic correction to the entan-
glement entropy of topological origin [4–6]. Interest in
studying quantum resources in many-body systems has
extended beyond entanglement to include properties such
as quantum discord [7, 8], quantum coherence [9], and,
more recently, non-stabilizerness (also known as quantum
magic) [10–13].

However, one of the main goals in many-body physics
is to determine the behavior of systems as their dimen-
sion diverges, but accurately estimating their properties
in the thermodynamic limit, i.e., disregarding finite-size
effects, requires considering sufficiently large scales. This
usually makes the calculation of these quantities unfea-
sible due to the exponentially growing dimension of the
corresponding Hilbert space.

The issue is twofold: on one hand, there is the need
to find an approximate expression for the system’s state
that captures all the necessary required information. On
the other hand, given an expression of the state, there
is the challenge of developing efficient algorithms for the
estimation of a given quantity.

The first aspect can be efficiently addressed through
the application of Tensor Network (TN) methods [14–16],
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which currently represent one of the most powerful tools
for the analysis of strongly correlated quantum systems,
particularly in low-dimensional regimes. These methods
are based on the possibility of deriving an efficient rep-
resentation of a quantum many-body state through the
amount and structure of its entanglement [14]. As a re-
sult, the past two decades have witnessed a steady in-
crease in the number of tensor network (TN) techniques,
developed for both static and dynamic settings, specific
to different classes of problems (see [17, 18] for a review).

Nevertheless, an efficient representation of the state,
while crucial, is not sufficient for the computation of
quantum resources. Indeed, the calculation of these
quantities generally involves evaluating non-linear func-
tions of an exponentially growing number of parameters.
Consequently, their calculation requires algorithms tai-
lored to the representation of the state and the specific
quantifier under consideration. One potential solution to
this challenge is to employ sampling techniques. This
method has recently been applied to the computation
of quantum magic, both by direct [19–21] and stochas-
tic [11, 12] sampling. Continuing this trend, a sampling
approach has been proposed to evaluate the entangle-
ment entropy in systems of arbitrary dimensions [22],
for which there are currently no other efficient methods.
While these strategies are efficient, their applicability de-
pends on the specific system and/or quantifier under con-
sideration.

In this paper we suggest a general method for mea-
suring quantum resources. The approach we propose
involves expressing the chosen quantifier as a tensor-
valued function F to be sampled exploiting the family
of Tensor Cross Interpolation (TCI) algorithms [23–26].
These classes of algorithms have recently found appli-
cations in physics, serving as an efficient, sign-problem-
free alternative to Monte Carlo sampling for evaluating
high-dimensional integrals in Feynman diagram calcula-
tions [27]. Additionally, they have been employed to com-
pute topological invariants [28] and to evaluate overlaps
between atomic orbitals [29]. TCI deterministically sam-
ples F to construct a compressed Matrix Product State
(MPS) representation F̃ , from which the given measure
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can be computed straightforwardly. The key advantage
of employing these algorithms lies in their sampling effi-
ciency: the number of function evaluations to build F̃ is
exponentially smaller compared to the growth of the sys-
tem’s dimension. Additionally, this sampling procedure
is robust; within a specified tolerance, the system reli-
ably converges to the desired results after an appropriate
number of function calls.

We apply the proposed method to the computation
of non-stabilizerness Rényi entropy (SRE), that is a well-
known witness of the so-called Quantum magic [30]. This
property serves as a critical resource for quantum com-
putation, both from a foundational and practical stand-
point, as it is an essential component for reaching quan-
tum advantage. Indeed, stabilizer states, which are gen-
erated via Clifford circuits, can be efficiently simulated
on classical computers in polynomial time, regardless
of their potentially high degrees of entanglement [31].
Consequently, the development of efficient and practical
methods for quantifying magic is of considerable impor-
tance. We compute the non-stabilizerness of the ground
state of the 1D ferromagnetic (FM) Ising model. Al-
though these results are well known [10, 32], previous
computations, directly derived from the definition of the
measure, were restricted to small systems. Here, we
demonstrate that, by relying once again on the measure’s
definition, it is possible to efficiently perform computa-
tions for significantly larger systems.

Moreover, to prove that adaptability of our approach,
we also apply it to the evaluation of quantum coherence,
that has been proven to be a powerful tool for inves-
tigating foundational problems in quantum mechanics,
as it is intrinsically linked to the principle of superposi-
tion [33–37]. On the other hand, it is a key quantity in
the quantum information and many-body physics, due to
its deep connection with the entanglement [38], and for
representing an important tool for the characterization
of phase transitions [9, 39, 40]. Recently, it also been
proved its connection with many-body localization [41]
and quantum transport phenomena [42]. The method
we will discuss here is used in the paper [43] to compute
the quantum coherence for the class of topologically frus-
trated models. Here, we instead consider the case of the
2D FM Ising model in a transverse field, applying the
same algorithm, thereby demonstrating the generality of
our approach. We emphasize that, to the best of our
knowledge, no other algorithm currently exists for this
purpose.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
present the general idea of using TCI for computing quan-
tum correlations. In Section III, as a first application of
our method, we compute the non-stabilizerness, as mea-
sured by the Rényi-2 entropy (SRE), for the 1D FM Ising
model, while in Section IV, we compute the quantum
coherence, as measured by the Relative Entropy of Co-
herence (REC), for the 2D FM Ising model. Finally, in
Section V, we discuss the pros and cons of the proposed
method and explore further possible generalizations.

Alg. 1: Computation of Quantum Resources
f ← Define function according to measure M ;
x← Choose the input representation x for the given
states/operators;
F ← Construct elements of tensor F using the input x;
F̃ ← Apply TCI to yield the interpolative
decomposition of F ;
M(ρ)← Contract F̃ to compute the quantifier;

II. COMPUTING QUANTUM RESOURCES
WITH TCI

In this Section, we illustrate the general method for
computing quantum resources through sampling, using
the family of TCI algorithms. The entire process is sum-
marized in Algorithm 1 for clarity.

The quantifiers we consider are scalar-valued functions
with tensor arguments [34], defined as M :

⋃
H S(H) →

R≥ 0, where H represents a Hilbert space and S(H) de-
notes the set of density matrices. We then assume that
these quantifiers take the form M(ρ) =

∑
σ Fσ, where

F is a tensor of degree L with elements indexed by
σ = (σ1, . . . , σL), with 1 ≤ σl ≤ d, and where d rep-
resents the dimension of the individual Hilbert spaces,
which we assume to be the same for all components. The
computation of M thus reduces to evaluating the tensor
elements Fσ, which are functions of the input states and,
potentially, operators (see Tab. I for the definition of this
function for the SRE and REC measures).

It is important to note that since we consider large
systems, the first necessary step in evaluating M is to
approximate these states and operators in a form that
retains all the essential information. This is typically ac-
complished by expressing them through a tensor network
(TN) representation. In the following discussion, we as-
sume that both states and operators are represented in
this form. However, it is important to note that the
sampling procedure we propose is not tied to this spe-
cific representation, provided that sampling can be per-
formed. Furthermore, it is crucial to highlight that ob-
taining the full tensor F is computationally intractable,
as the number of tensor elements increases exponentially
with the system size, analogous to the scaling observed
for states and operators. To overcome this limitation,
we then adopt a sampling-based approach exploiting the
family of TCI algorithms [23, 25–27]. In particular, we
focus on the method described in [26], which is based
on the LU decomposition. However, it is important to
emphasize that the methodology is general and can be
applied to any algorithm belonging to this class. In the
following, we briefly outline the key properties of the al-
gorithm relevant to this study, while directing the reader
to the relevant literature for a more comprehensive anal-
ysis.

The algorithm we employ takes the input tensor F ,
represented as a function, and generates an approxi-
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mated tensor in MPS form F̃ ≈ [F1]
σ1 [F2]

σ2 · · · [FL]
σL .

The final tensor is obtained by deterministically sam-
pling the initial one, performing approximately O(Ldξ2)
calls, where ξ is the bond dimension of the resulting MPS.
The overall efficiency depends on the number of calls to
the initial tensor: the larger the bond dimension ξ, the
greater the number of calls required. In turn, ξ depends
both on the specific quantifier and the desired accuracy
of the final representation. It is important to note that
this approach is robust, as it does not result in a sub-
optimal decomposition of the final tensor. Rather, any
decrease in efficiency manifests as a slower convergence
rate, which is intrinsically connected to the growth of the
bond dimension ξ [26]. In this way, we are able to circum-
vent the curse of dimensionality, while preserving, within
a specified tolerance, all the crucial information neces-
sary for the efficient computation of the given quantum
resource. We can finally perform a fast contraction of the
new F̃ tensor in the MPS form to obtain the value of the
desired measure.

In the following two sections, we apply the algorithm 1
to compute the stabilizer Rényi-2 entropy in Section III
for the 1D FM Ising model, and the relative entropy of
coherence in Section IV for the 2D FM Ising model, re-
spectively.

III. STABILIZER RÉNYI-2 ENTROPY

The Stabilizer Rényi-2 Entropy (SRE) has been re-
cently introduced as a measure of non-stabilizerness [30].
For a pure state |ψ⟩ defined on the space of L qubits, it
is defined as

M2(|ψ⟩) ≡ − log2

(
1

2L

∑
P

⟨ψ|P |ψ⟩4
)
, (1)

where the sum runs on all the Pauli strings P =
⊗L

j=1 Pj ,
with Pj ∈ {1, X, Y, Z}, and X,Y, Z are the Pauli matri-
ces. The computation of the SRE given in Eq. (1) has
recently garnered significant attention, with various ef-
ficient approaches now available [11, 12, 19–21, 44]. In
this context, we emphasize the strength of our method,
which lies in its generality: the algorithm remains consis-
tent across various systems, as it is fundamentally rooted
in the definition itself. Following Section II, we can
compute the SRE by rewriting Eq. (1) as M2(|ψ⟩) =

− log2
(

1
2L

∑
P f(P )

)
, where f(P ) = ⟨ψ|P |ψ⟩4 is the

function to be sampled. Since we are working with the
MPS representation of the input state, the computation
of f(P ) TN contraction described in Table I.

The computational cost of the algorithm, as discussed
in Section II, arises from the number of calls to the
function f , which is determined by the bond dimension
of the resulting MPS F̃ , as well as the computational
cost connected to each individual call to f . The con-
traction we consider (see Tab.I) is known to scale as
O(Lχ3) [20, 21, 45], being χ the bond dimension of the

FIG. 1: The Stabilizer Rényi entropy Eq. (1) for the 1D
ferromagnetic (FM) Ising model Eq. (2) is presented as
a function of the magnetic field for various system sizes.
The maximum bond dimension of the input state was

constrained to χ ≤ 50, while the maximum bond
dimension of the TCI MPS was set to ξ = 80.

input MPS. Moreover, considering that the number of
function calls scales with the bond dimension of the final
MPS as O(Lξ2), the overall computational complexity is
given by O(2L2ξ2χ3).

To illustrate the method, we evaluate the SRE for the
ground state of the 1D FM transverse-field Ising chain.

H = −
L∑

j=1

ZjZj+1 − h

L∑
j=1

Xj , (2)

where Xj , Zj ,∀j = 1, . . . , L are the X,Z Pauli operators
acting on the j-th spin and h is the magnetic field. We
assumed periodic boundary condition, hence ZL+1 = ZL.
The SRE behavior for this system is well-established from
previous work [10, 32], and therefore we refer to the lit-
erature for a more detailed analysis. We would like to
emphasize that in this work, we were able to reach a sys-
tem size of L = 64 spins without relying on any specific
implementation of the algorithm, but by directly apply-
ing the definition Eq. (1).

The results are reported in Fig. 1. In the limit h→ 0+,
we found that the SRE is zero. Indeed, in this case, the
system ground state is given by the equal-weight super-
position |g⟩ = 1√

2
(|↑⟩⊗L

+ |↓⟩⊗L
), with |↑⟩ (|↓⟩) being

the eigenstates of the Z operator. This is a GHZ state,
which is known to have zero magic [10, 32]. Moving into
the FM phase, we observe an increase in the SRE as
the magnetic field grows. The inset highlights that this
increase follows a linear trend, indicating that the SRE
remains localized. This behavior is linked to the locality
of the interactions and the fact that the system remains
gapped [32].
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Measure Function Input x Complexity

SRE f(x) = x4 O(Lχ3)

REC f(x) = x2 log2(x
2) O(Lχ2)

TABLE I: Sampled function for the SRE and REC

IV. RELATIVE ENTROPY OF COHERENCE

Quantum coherence can be quantified using several dif-
ferent measures [35]. In this work, we consider the Rel-
ative Entropy of Coherence (REC), which has the ad-
vantage of being expressed in a simple form in terms of
the density matrix elements and its eigenvalues. Further-
more, its expression becomes even simpler in the case of
pure states. The REC for a density matrix ρ is defined
as C(ρ) ≡ S(ρdiag) − S(ρ), where S(ρ) denotes the von
Neumann entropy, and ρdiag is the diagonal matrix ob-
tained by setting the off-diagonal elements of ρ to zero.
Since we are considering pure states, S(ρ) = 0, and the
expression simplifies to

C(|ψ⟩) =
2L∑
i=1

c2i log2 c
2
i . (3)

Here, ci are the coefficients of the state |ψ⟩ =
∑2N

i=1 ci |i⟩
in the chosen basis {|i⟩}2Li=1. Eq. (3) represents a notable
example of the use of our approach. Indeed, despite its
simplicity, the number of coefficients to be considered for
a given approximation grows exponentially with the sys-
tem size. The use of the TCI algorithm for an intelligent
sampling of Eq, (3) then represents, as far as we know,
the most effective approach.

We can measure the REC applying the method il-
lustrated in Section II, by rewriting Eq. (3) as as
C(|ψ⟩) =

∑
S f(S), where the function is defined as

f(x) = x2 log2(x
2), with x ≡ ⟨S|ψ⟩, |S⟩ = {|↑⟩ , |↓⟩}⊗L.

The function f is simply the operation of retrieving a
component from the ground state MPS (see Tab. I).

The computational cost of the algorithm, following the
reasoning in Sections II and IV, is straightforwardly de-
termined as O(2L2ξ2χ2), noting that the cost of retriev-
ing a component from the input MPS is O(Lχ2), where
χ is the bond dimension of the input MPS.

This approach was previously employed in [43] to com-
pute REC for the class of topologically frustrated spin
chains. To demonstrate its versatility, we apply it here

to the 2D FM Ising model, described by the Hamiltonian:

H = −
∑
⟨i,j⟩

ZiZj − h
∑
i

Xi, (4)

where the first summation runs over nearest-neighbor
pairs, and periodic boundary conditions (PBCs) are as-
sumed. This model is well-studied in the literature [46–
48], and it is known to undergo a phase transition at
hc ≈ 3.044, transitioning from a ferromagnetic to a para-
magnetic phase as h increases [49, 50]. In our analysis,
we focus on the ferromagnetic regime, h < hc, where the
Ising interaction dominates over the external magnetic
field.

The results are summarized in Fig. 2, where the REC
is plotted as a function of the magnetic field h for dif-
ferent system sizes. We first observe that, in the limit
h → 0+, C(ρ) becomes independent of L and equals 1,
as the ground state can be written as the equal-weight
superposition |g⟩ = 1√

2
(|↑⟩⊗L

+ |↓⟩⊗L
), with |↑⟩ (|↓⟩) be-

ing the eigenstates of the Z operator with eigenvalues
+1 (−1). As we move into the phase, the QC shows a
dependence on the magnetic field. For the 1D FM Ising
chain, it has been shown [43] that this dependence fol-
lows a volume law, meaning REC increases linearly with
the system length. The same volume law dependence is
observed in the 2D case: as shown in the inset, the REC
scales linearly with the system size.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOKS

In summary, we proposed a general approach for com-
puting quantum resources, based on the sampling of the
corresponding quantifier. This sampling is performed ef-
ficiently by using the family of TCI algorithms. These
algorithms enable computations to be carried out with a
power-law scaling of the number of operations, i.e., with
an exponentially reduced number of operations relative
to the number of parameters defining the states and op-
erators involved. In this way, we can circumvent the ex-
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FIG. 2: Quantum coherence Eq. (3) for the 2D FM
Ising model Eq. (4) as a function of the magnetic field

for different system size. The maximum bond dimension
of the input state was constrained to χ ≤ 50, while the
maximum bond dimension of the TCI MPS was set to

ξ = 40.

ponential growth of the Hilbert space while preserving
all relevant information.

We have examined two paradigmatic examples of quan-
tum resources: non-stabilizerness, quantified by the sta-
bilizer Rényi-2 entropy, and quantum coherence, mea-
sured using the Relative Entropy of Coherence. For the
first case, we compute the SRE for the ground state of
the 1D ferromagnetic Ising model, confirming the results
found in [10, 32]. We would like to emphasize again that,
although efficient algorithms exist [11, 12, 19–21, 44], we
were able to reach a dimension of up to L = 64 spins
just by directly applying the definition of the measure.
We would also like to point out that this method is not
limited specifically just to the non-stabilizerness Rényi-2
entropy but can also be used, for example, in the estima-
tion of non-local magic defined in [51].

Soon after, we calculate the REC for the 2D ferromag-
netic Ising model using the same algorithm employed in
the accompanying paper [43], where it was applied to the
class of 1D topologically frustrated spin chains. It is im-
portant to note that, to the best of our knowledge, no

other efficient algorithm exists for this purpose. We thus
demonstrate that the same approach enables computa-
tions well beyond the limits of the exact diagonalization
method, while also being general enough to be applied to
a wide range of models and measures.

The overall efficiency of the approach relies on two
main factors: the computational cost required to eval-
uate the function f and the number of function calls per-
formed by the TCI algorithm. Regarding the first fac-
tor, selecting the optimal representations for states and
operators tailored to the problem at hand can improve
the algorithm’s efficiency. In this work, we use the TN
MPS representation for the ground state in both the 1D
and 2D FM Ising models. While a TTN representation
would be more suitable for the 2D case, this alternative
approach and a more substantial analysis is left for future
exploration. As for the second factor, the number of calls
to the function f depends on the bond dimension of the
output MPS, scaling as O(Lξ2). It is worth noting that
the standard implementation of the TCI algorithm pro-
duces an MPS tensor as output, which may not always
be optimal for certain problems, such as 2D models. This
limitation can result in slower convergence. Exploring al-
gorithms that yield alternative tensor network structures
as output could address this issue. For instance, a recent
study [52] suggests promising directions in this regard,
and we plan to investigate these alternatives in future
work.
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