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We introduce fermionic neural Gibbs states (fNGS), a variational framework for modeling finite-
temperature properties of strongly interacting fermions. fNGS starts from a reference mean-field
thermofield-double state and uses neural-network transformations together with imaginary-time
evolution to systematically build strong correlations. Applied to the doped Fermi–Hubbard model, a
minimal lattice model capturing essential features of strong electronic correlations, fNGS accurately
reproduces thermal energies over a broad range of temperatures, interaction strengths, even at large
dopings, for system sizes beyond the reach of exact methods. These results demonstrate a scalable
route to studying finite-temperature properties of strongly correlated fermionic systems beyond one
dimension with neural-network representations of quantum states.

Accurately simulating thermal (Gibbs) states of quan-
tum many-body systems is notoriously difficult, yet in-
dispensable for elucidating phases of matter, thermo-
dynamic response, transport, and nonequilibrium relax-
ation [1, 2]. Thermal ensembles describe most laboratory
conditions and provide the natural language to compare
theory, numerical data, and experiments on an equal
footing. However, numerical methods become particu-
larly demanding when dealing with fermionic degrees of
freedom.

Several families of classical finite-temperature al-
gorithms have been developed. Among these,
tensor-network approaches —Matrix Product Opera-
tors (MPOs) and Projected Entangled-Pair Operators
(PEPOs)— approximate Gibbs states by exploiting local-
ity and area-law structure [3–8]. Typicality-based meth-
ods, including Thermal Pure Quantum (TPQ) states [9,
10] and Minimally Entangled Typical Thermal States
(METTS) [11–14], reduce thermal averages to ensem-
bles of pure-state simulations. Recent work targets
the low-temperature regime via low-rank constructions
seeded from zero temperature [15]. While originally in-
troduced for spin degrees of freedom, these methods can
typically be extended to predict thermal properties of
fermionic systems as well, but tend to be limited to
low-entanglement and low-dimensional systems. In re-
cent years, quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) methods have
pushed the frontier of fermionic simulation [16–24]. Nev-
ertheless, at strong doping, in frustrated lattices, and/or
at low temperatures, the severity of the sign problem re-
stricts accessible system sizes and parameter regimes.

Complementing purely numerical approaches,
fermionic analog quantum simulators directly realize
many-body Hamiltonians in the laboratory. Ultracold
Fermi gases and fermionic atoms in optical lattices now
routinely explore thermal regimes with strong corre-
lations in more than one spatial dimension, reaching
regimes at the edge of classical numerical feasibility, and
beyond [25–35].
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Neural-network quantum states (NQS) [36] have
emerged as powerful variational models for ground and
low-energy excited states and the quantum dynamics of
correlated quantum many-body systems [37–52]. Ex-
tending these ideas to open systems for spin systems has
been explored in Refs. [53–63], and in particular for fi-
nite temperature states in Refs. [58, 64–67]. More re-
cently, the thermofield double formalism allowed Ref. [65]
to demonstrate the efficacy of NQS in simulating the
real-time dynamics of correlated thermal spin states in
two dimensions. Despite impactful progress in modeling
fermionic eigenstates [47, 48, 50–52, 68–70] and dynam-
ical properties [43], a reliable and scalable approach to
fermionic Gibbs states is lacking.

We introduce fermionic neural density operators
(fNDO) and, as a subclass, fermionic neural Gibbs states
(fNGS): variational representations of fermionic thermal
ensembles that (i) incorporate exchange antisymmetry
by construction, (ii) capture fermionic Gibbs ensembles,
and (iii) remain scalable across dimensions, tempera-
tures, and interaction strengths. We demonstrate that
fNGS accurately reproduces thermodynamics and corre-
lations in benchmark lattice models and experimentally
relevant regimes, and can represent strongly correlated
fermionic density matrices at finite temperature.

I. METHOD

We generate fermionic thermal states through the ther-
mofield double (TFD) formalism [65, 71–73]. In the TFD
approach, thermal properties of a system are computed
via a single imaginary-time evolution of an entangled pu-
rification of the thermal density matrix. We represent
this state by a variational ansatz constructed by supple-
menting well-understood mean-field states with neural-
network transformations [46, 70, 74, 75] acting on two
identical copies of the system.
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A. Mean-field thermofield doubled fermions

The starting ingredient in our approach is the construc-
tion of a finite-temperature mean-field reference state,
which also lays the groundwork for extending the for-
malism to interacting fermions in the next subsection.
Consider a mean-field Hamiltonian Ĥ0 with orthonormal
eigenstates |µ⟩ ≡ ĉ†µ |Ω⟩ with energies ϵµ and vacuum |Ω⟩.
In the TFD formalism, we introduce a double Hilbert
space H⊗H̃. Fermionic operators in the H̃ Hilbert space
are denoted c̃†µ where we use ˆ and ˜ to denote opera-
tors in the physical and auxiliary thermofield space, re-
spectively. We impose the anti-commutation relations
{ĉ(†)µ , c̃

(†)
ν } = 0. A thermal state at inverse temperature

β = 1/T is given by

|Ψ(β)⟩ =
∏
µ

[
uµ(β) + vµ(β)ĉ

†
µc̃

†
µ

]
|Ω⟩ . (1)

With wµ(β) = e−βϵµ/2 we have uµ(β) = 1/
√

1 + wµ(β)2,
and vµ(β) = wµ(β)uµ(β), where the latter yields the
Fermi-Dirac occupation |vµ|2.

This form resembles a Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer
(BCS) state of physical-auxiliary fermion pairs, where
P †
µ = ĉ†µc̃

†
µ is a geminal creation operator and creates

pairs of physical- and auxiliary-mode fermions. The
finite-temperature expectation value of an operator Ôβ
can be obtained as (see also Ref. [65] and Appendix E
for Monte Carlo estimators)

〈
Ô
〉
β
=
⟨Ψ(β)|Ô ⊗ Ĩ|Ψ(β)⟩
⟨Ψ(β)|Ψ(β)⟩ (2)

We consider systems in the canonical ensemble, and
hence projecting both systems in Eq. (1) onto a fixed
charge sector with N fermions, yields [71] (up to normal-
ization from hereon)

PN |Ψ(β)⟩ = [Γ†(β)]N |Ω⟩ = |AGP⟩ (3)

with Γ†(β) =
∑
µ wµ(β)P

†
µ and |AGP⟩, an antisymmetric

geminal power state [75, 76], see Appendix C.
Finally, we consider the projection of this mean-field

thermal state onto a specific Fock state. In particular,
consider a fermion pair in mode p (with creation operator
f̂†p) and thermofield mode q (i.e. |p, q̃⟩ = f̂†p f̃

†
q |Ω⟩),

⟨p, q̃|Γ†(β)|Ω⟩ =
∑
µ

wµ(β) ⟨p|ĉ†µ|Ω⟩ ⟨q̃|c̃†µ|Ω⟩ (4)

=
∑
µ

wµ(β)ϕµ(p)ϕ̃µ(q) (5)

=: φ(p, q) (6)

where ϕµ(p) = ⟨p|ĉ†µ|Ω⟩, and we expressed the systems
in a conjugated orbital basis ϕ̃µ = ϕ∗µ. A many-body
thermal mean-field state for a Fock state |x, ỹ⟩ occupying

modes (p1, ..., pN , q̃1, ..., q̃N ) is fully parametrized by the
temperature-dependent pair matrix [φ]p,q := φ(p, q̃).,

⟨x, ỹ|Ψ(β)⟩ =
∑
S
e−βE(S)/2 ⟨x|S⟩ ⟨ỹ|S⟩ (7)

= det

 [φ]p1,q̃1 . . . [φ]p1,q̃N
...

. . .
...

[φ]pN ,q̃1 . . . [φ]pN ,q̃N

 (8)

Here, p = (l, σ) will typically refer to an occupied mode
with spin σ and orbital (or site) l. For spin-conserving
Hamiltonians, the determinant factorizes into two spin
contributions. The set S runs over all combinations of
N occupied states, and we used the Cauchy-Binet iden-
tity [77] to obtain the thermal pair orbitals in Eq. (6).

B. Correlated thermofield fermions

The analytic mean-field expression of the thermal state
in Eq. (8) serves as the foundation for incorporating
many-body correlations and constructing an ansatz for
correlated fermionic thermal states. We define our corre-
lated fermionic neural Gibbs states (fNGS) by first build-
ing correlations into the mean-field state at a fixed tem-
perature. We generalize the mean-field formalism by lift-
ing the pair orbitals to matrix functions that depend on
the many-body configurations [φ(x, ỹ)]p,q. We will focus
on a correlated fNGS ansatz inspired by neural back-
flow [74] (yielding a second quantized form of the neural
Pfaffian [70] or neural AGP [75] used to capture pairing
in superfluids)

⟨x, ỹ|Ψ(β)⟩ =

det

 [φ(x, ỹ)]p1,q̃1 . . . [φ(x, ỹ)]p1,q̃N
...

. . .
...

[φ(x, ỹ)]pN ,q̃1 . . . [φ(x, ỹ)]pN ,q̃N ]

 e−J(x,ỹ) (9)

where φ is a neural network, and J is a Jastrow-like fac-
tor capturing both inter- and intra-species interactions.
The details of the model with inter and intra-attention
mechanisms are detailed in Appendix D, and we discuss
alternative ansatze in Appendix G. We will refer to our
neural architecture as the BiViT, (an adaptation of the
ViT [49]). Crucially, our model generates neural repre-
sentations that capture both inter- and intra-species cor-
relations. Alternative strategies to the neural backflow
transformations [74] are possible, such as hidden fermion
pairs, a generalization of Ref. [48].

C. Variational imaginary time evolution

Variational methods such as tensor networks often pre-
pare Gibbs states via imaginary-time evolution from an
infinite-temperature purification [3–5]. Although most
effective at high temperatures, this approach suffers from
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accumulated numerical errors when cooling toward low
temperatures, and several refinements have been pro-
posed to mitigate these issues [6–8]. Similar difficulties
arise in variational Monte Carlo, where direct cooling
from infinite temperature remains challenging even in
spin systems [65]. Here, we adopt a different strategy
inspired by Ref. [78]. Instead of cooling from infinite
temperature, we begin from a thermal state of a solv-
able mean-field Hamiltonian Ĥ0 at inverse temperature
β0, characterized by geminal orbitals φ0. From this ref-
erence state |Ψ0(β0)⟩ in Eq. (8), we reach the correlated
thermal state of the target Hamiltonian Ĥ by imaginary-
time evolution with the work operator

W = Ĥ ⊗ Ĩ− β0

β Î⊗ H̃0, (10)

|Ψ(β)⟩ = e−
β
2W |Ψ0(β0)⟩ . (11)

Unless stated otherwise, we take β = β0, with further
cooling achievable via evolution under Ĥ ⊗ Ĩ. The re-
sulting TFD state is symmetric under exchange of the
physical and auxiliary systems, a property that can be
imposed on the fNGS ansatz (see Appendix D).

To implement this procedure efficiently, we develop
a Taylor-root expansion projected imaginary-time evo-
lution (tre-pITE) method, a high-order scheme for the
imaginary-time propagator based on complex-time de-
tours, following Ref. [43]. When applicable, accelerate
the projected imaginary-time evolution by choosing each
time step δτ adaptively: δτ =

√
Ic/Var[Ĥ] (see Ap-

pendix H). In addition, we propagate the variational pa-
rameters with a momentum-like predictor across time
steps, extrapolating the velocity extracted from the two
most recent time-step solutions, which gives a reliable
initial guess for the next optimization. Full details of the
scheme are provided in Appendix H.

Few other works have attempted to model electronic
thermal states with fermionic NQS. As a first example,
Ref. [79] proposed a variational density-matrix approach
based on a neural canonical transformation to study
the finite-temperature electron gas in continuous space.
Other works on traditional VMC have studied electronic
systems in the TPQ/METTS formalism [14, 80], which
requires evolving a large number of states, achievable
with non-neural approaches.

II. RESULTS

We demonstrate the validity and consistency of the ap-
proach for targeting various temperatures on variations
of the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = −t
∑
σ,⟨i,j⟩

f̂†i,σ f̂j,σ + h.c. + U
∑
i

n̂i,↑n̂i,↓ + V
∑
⟨i,j⟩

n̂in̂j

(12)

where a fully polarized system with U = 0 yields the t-V
model and V = 0 yields the Fermi-Hubbard model (FH).
We set t = 1 everywhere.

Small t-V model benchmarks (U = 0) Figure 1(left),
shows the results for a thermal state of the t-V model
at V = 1 [47], prepared from the free-fermion thermal
state solution at various inverse temperatures β0 (see Ap-
pendix A for the mean-field treatment). We observe that
the thermal states can be accurately reproduced over a
wide range of temperatures. All choices of the reference
temperature β0 ∈ {0.25, 0.5, 1.0} land on the same ther-
mal curve within statistical fluctuations, indicating that
the work-operator evolution retains the relevant thermal
weight and is effectively path independent for the cho-
sen β0. It demonstrates how the work operator can often
yield shortcuts to the desired thermal state and validates
our adaptive time-stepping approach in tre-pITE. Fur-
thermore, the approach validates our variational ansatz
for representing electronic thermal states of interacting
Hamiltonians at various β.

Next, we turn to the strongly correlated regime at
V = 6.5, and doping δ = 1/8 in Fig. 1(center). This
doping and coupling regime is relevant for contempo-
rary analog quantum simulation experiments [81], and
lies near the onset of the fermionic sign problem’s rel-
evance in QMC calculations. In our work, doping im-
proves the Monte Carlo sampling, while the neural rep-
resentation aids in capturing strongly correlated states.
In Fig. 1(middle), we benchmark the method with TPQ
and exact diagonalization. We observe that the fNGS
tracks the ED/TPQ thermal energies across the entire
range of β, including the high-rank regime where the
thermal support spans states well inside the many-body
spectrum (black lines), all the way to low-rank states at
low temperatures.

Doped Fermi Hubbard model (V = 0) We now turn
to the doped Fermi-Hubbard model. We first consider
a small 4 × 4 lattice at δ = 1/8 doping at various cou-
plings U in Fig. 1 (right). We observe that our method
can predict the thermal state over a wide range of tem-
peratures and eventually converges towards the ground
state at high β (low T ). Beyond matching energies, the
slope ∂β⟨Ĥ⟩β closely follows TPQ, indicating that the
heat capacity is captured properly. The small bias that
appears only at the largest β and U values correlates with
the growth of correlations and smaller signals in the fi-
delity gradients, which is related to the decaying energy
variance. Increasing the hidden dimension of the model
systematically removes this bias (data not shown), sug-
gesting that it is a model-capacity effect rather than a
limitation of the TFD construction.

We now scale our approach to study various dopings
on an 8× 8 torus. Panel A of Fig. 2 reports energies for
U ∈ {2, 4, 6.5} and dopings δ ∈ {12.5%, 18.8%}. The
cooling curves are smooth and monotone, and the β-
dependence separates with interaction and filling. For
the larger interactions (U = 4 and 6.5), the onset of
stronger curvature at intermediate β indicates the growth
of antiferromagnetic correlations, which we elaborate on
below. In Fig. 2 (B,C,D,E), we show the equal-time
connected spin-spin correlation function and static spin
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Figure 1. Benchmark results. (A) Thermal energies of the t-V model on a 4×4 square lattice at V = 1 and half-filling, obtained
from free fermions (V0 = 0) at various β0 = 0.25, 0.5, 1. Exact thermal energies are shown in red, with 1σ error bars obtained
from TPQ simulations with 1024 samples. The gray data represents the expectation value of the final Hamiltonian during the
work-operator evolution. (B) Thermal energies of the 4 × 4 strongly correlated t-V model at doping δ = 1/8 and V = 6.5,
compared to the ED and TPQ predictions. Black lines show the spectrum of Ĥ. (C) Thermal energies of the 4 × 4 spinful
correlated FH model at doping δ = 1/8 at various U , compared to the exact TPQ predictions. The ground state is indicated
by the dashed horizontal lines.
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we show for various temperatures the evolution of the (B,C) connected spin-spin correlation Css(d), and (D, E) corresponding
spin structure factor S(q).

structure factor,

Css(d) =
1

N

∑
i

〈
Ŝzi Ŝ

z
i+d

〉
−
〈
Ŝzi

〉〈
Ŝzi+d

〉
(13)

S(q) =
∑
d

eiq·dCss(d). (14)

where d is the displacement vector modulo the lattice di-
mensions, and Ŝzi = 1

2 (n̂i↑−n̂i↓). Comparison to TPQ or
ED [82] is no longer feasible, and to some extent, differ-
ences with dQMC [83] can be attributed to the fact that
the latter works in the grand-canonical ensemble, with
a remaining variation on the fermion number. We ana-
lytically describe differences in correlation observables in
Appendix I. For fixed particle numbers one has S(0) = 0
and a weak negative tail in Css(|d| > 0) at β → 0
of order 1/(N − 1), while grand-canonical averages give
Css(d > 0) = 0 uniformly. We start observing deviations
at low temperatures between our predictions at U = 6.5,
which can be attributed to the limited expressiveness of
our neural model (see Appendix J for details).

Panels B-E of Fig. 2 (shown for U = 4, δ = 18.8%)
visualize the temperature evolution of equal-time spin
correlations. At higher temperatures (β <∼ 1), Css(d)
is short-ranged and nearly featureless aside from the
canonical ensemble offset discussed above. Upon cooling
(β >∼ 1), an alternating pattern emerges in real space,
and the spin-spin correlations Css(d) become increas-
ingly longer range, converging towards an antiferromag-
netic state. This is reflected in S(q), which displays en-
hanced weight at Néel ordering q = (π, π).

III. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have introduced fermionic neural Gibbs states
(fNGS), a variational framework that combines ther-
mofield doubling with neural transformations of gemi-
nal pair orbitals to represent correlated fermionic ther-
mal ensembles. Starting from a mean-field reference and
evolving with a work operator via tre-pITE, the approach
reaches target temperatures efficiently while preserving
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antisymmetry and scalability. Benchmarks on the doped
t-V and Fermi-Hubbard models show that fNGS repro-
duces thermal energies over wide temperature and inter-
action ranges, captures spin correlations, and scales be-
yond exact methods. fNGS emerges as a practical tool for
finite-temperature studies of strongly correlated fermions
in >1 dimensions, and it charts a clear path to translating
modern fermionic neural-quantum-state techniques into
a method for understanding thermal phenomena.

Looking ahead, several extensions are natural: (i)
extensions to continuum/continuous space approaches
where ground-state ansatze are available, see e.g.
Refs. [46, 70] (ii) response and real-time dynamics from
purified fNGS for transport and spectroscopy [65] (iii)
and larger or more expressive neural models to move into
the low-temperature regime relevant to e.g. cuprates.

In the context of (iii), it is important to realize that
even understanding which types of neural networks and
optimization techniques yield accurate ground-state ap-
proximations is a very active field of research (see e.g.
Ref. [46–48, 69, 84–88] for recent progress and bench-
marks), and advancements therein will directly impact
the accuracy of the current method as well in the fu-
ture. Another possible extension is to consider alterna-
tive cooling approaches, such as the exponential cooling
approach used in the exponential tensor renormalization
group (XTRG) [89].
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Appendix A: Mean-field Hamiltonians

We consider the Fermi-Hubbard model

Ĥ = −t
∑

σ∈{↑,↓}

∑
⟨i,j⟩

[
f̂†i,σ f̂j,σ + f̂†j,σ f̂i,σ

]
+ U

∑
i

n̂i,↑n̂i,↓ (A1)

The mean-field Hamiltonian with respect to a state Φ with average density ⟨n̂i,σ⟩Φ = ⟨Φ|n̂i,σ|Φ⟩ / ⟨Φ|Φ⟩ reads

Ĥ0(Φ) = −t
∑
σ,⟨i,j⟩

[
f̂†i,σ f̂j,σ + f̂†j,σ f̂i,σ

]
+ U

∑
i

n̂i,↑ ⟨n̂i,↓⟩Φ + n̂i,↓ ⟨n̂i,↑⟩Φ + Eshift(Φ) (A2)

The last constant term is Eshift(Φ) = −U
∑
i ⟨n̂i,↑⟩Φ ⟨n̂i,↓⟩Φ. Hence, written in terms of an explicit quadratic Hamil-

tonian

Ĥ0 =
∑
i,j,σ

κi,j,σ(Φ)f̂
†
i,σ f̂j,σ + Eshift(Φ) (A3)

we have

κi,j,σ(Φ) = −tδj∈NN (i) + U ⟨n̂i,−σ⟩Φ δi,j (A4)

Appendix B: Thermal Hartree-Fock

The hopping matrix T is defined by Tij = −t on ⟨i, j⟩ and 0 otherwise. Our thermal Hartree-Fock (THF) ansatz
introduces, for each spin σ ∈ {↑, ↓}, two rectangular matrices [92]:

• Y ϕσ ∈ CN×Nσ , whose reduced QR decomposition yields an isometry Qϕσ with Qϕσ
†
Qϕσ = I, and

• Y dσ ∈ RN×Nσ , whose reduced QR yields Qdσ and the site occupations

diσ =

Nσ∑
a=1

∣∣(Qdσ)ia∣∣2, 0 ≤ diσ ≤ 1,
∑
i

diσ = Nσ. (B1)

The Slater state for spin σ is built from the Nσ orthonormal columns of Qϕσ. Its one-body density is ρσ = QϕσQ
ϕ
σ
†

and ⟨Φσ|K |Φσ⟩ = Tr
[
Qϕσ

†
KQϕσ

]
for any one-body matrix K. Given the densities diσ, the spin-resolved mean-field

Hamiltonians are (see Eq. (A4))

K↑ = T + diag
(
Ud↓

)
, K↓ = T + diag

(
Ud↑

)
, (B2)

and the free-energy functional minimized at temperature T = 1/β is

F [Qϕ↑ , Q
ϕ
↓ , d↑, d↓] =

∑
σ

⟨Φσ|Kσ |Φσ⟩ − U
∑
i

di↑di↓ −
1

β
S[d↑, d↓], (B3)

The first term is the band energy of the Slater states in the self-consistent potentials, the second removes the double
counting of the on-site interaction (the energy shift in the previous section), and the last accounts for thermal mixing
via the occupations diσ. We introduced the sitewise Fermi-Dirac entropy

S[d↑, d↓] = −
∑
i,σ

[
diσ ln diσ + (1− diσ) ln(1− diσ)

]
. (B4)

Fixing particle numbers (N↑, N↓) is built in through the column counts of Y ϕσ and Y dσ .
Although our free-energy functional uses Fermi-Dirac occupations and an entropy term, i.e. it looks grand-canonical,

the Hartree-Fock stationarity equations for the orbitals are identical to the canonical case. The particle-number
constraint enters only via a Lagrange multiplier (the chemical potential) that fixes the occupations at the Fermi
level. The self-consistent single-particle orbitals Qϕσ that diagonalize the mean-field matrices Kσ are unchanged by
whether one enforces Nσ explicitly (canonical) or through µσ (grand-canonical) for the same target densities. Only
the occupation numbers differ by the choice of µ, not the orbitals themselves.
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Appendix C: Thermal state as an AGP

For a mode set M with M = |M| and variable particle number N ∈ [0,M ] we introduce the state

|A⟩ =
∏

µ,ν∈M

[
1 +Aµν f̂

†
µf̃

†
ν

]
|Ω⟩ . (C1)

Projecting onto the sector with N particles in each copy [93],

PN |A⟩ = |Pf(A)⟩ (C2)

=

[ ∑
µ,ν∈M

Aµν f̂
†
µf̃

†
ν

]N
|Ω⟩ . (C3)

For a configuration |x⟩ =∏N
i=1 f̂

†
pi

∏N
j=1 f̃

†
qj |Ω⟩, physical and auxiliary modes never overlap

⟨x|Pf(A)⟩ = det
[
Api,qj

]N
i,j=1

, (C4)

and the Pfaffian reduces to a determinant over the pair matrix subblock Ap,q.

Appendix D: Variational model

We start by encoding the single and relative site properties. The occupation per site oi ∈ {0, ↑, ↓, ↑↓} is encoded
through a parametrized vector EO(oi) ∈ Rdh , and similarly the position is encoded with an embedding vector ER(ri) ∈
Rdh with hidden dimension dh. We encode the (minimal distance) positive-elements distance vector aij = |ri − rj |
and the norm rij = ∥ri − rj∥ through embeddings EA(aij) ∈ Rdh and ED(rij) ∈ Rdh , together yielding the encodings

vi ← LayerNorm(EO(oi) + ER(ri)) ∈ Rdh (D1)

eij ← LayerNorm(EA(aij) + ED(rij)) ∈ Rdh (D2)

with dh the hidden dimension and where we add the encodings element-wise. We use the same approach for the
auxiliary sites ṽi, using the same embeddings.

Without backflow, we would take these encodings and construct the pair-orbital input

ui =W · LayerNorm(vi) (D3)

where W ∈ Rdh×dh (same for the auxiliary system). We then combine

lij = LayerNorm([ui + ũj , ui ⊙ ũj , |ui − ũj |, E′
A(aij)]) (D4)

lij ← FFN(lij) (D5)
mij = [lij ,W · eij ] (D6)

where square brackets indicate concatenation. This layer allows for a flexible and expressive representation of relative
site properties. We then evaluate the pair orbitals for a pair of electrons at physical mode (i, σ) and unphysical mode
(j, τ) as

[φ(x, ỹ)](i,σ),(j,τ) = MLPσ,τ (mij)e
−αr2ij (D7)

with an MLP last RBM-like layer of complex output with dh hidden nodes of which we take the product after applying
the activation function cosh. All other activation functions will be taken as GELU.

With backflow, we first transform the node and edge properties before applying the transformations above. We
do this by first using a constant key-query reminiscent of the Vision Transformer (as described in Refs. [49, 94]) to
gather intra-species correlations

vi = ViT(v) (D8)
ṽj = ViT(ṽ) (D9)
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where v contains all site information per species. We use the same ViT for both the physical and auxiliary species.
Our ViT implementation does not consider patching, which should be included in future work to improve model
expressivity.

Next follows an inter-species correlator using bi-partite attention. Therefore, we introduce an architecture called
BiViT. Its overall goal is to learn edge embeddings between physical-auxiliary pair sites, i.e.

eij ← BiViT(v, ṽ, e) (D10)

The BiViT operates in detail as follows. Assume an input vi and ṽi coming from the intra-species ViT, we have

ũHi =WH
I · LayerNorm(ṽi) (D11)

uHi =
∑
j

αHij ũ
H
j (D12)

ui ← vi +WO · [WH
C · uHi ]H=1,...,NH

(D13)
ui ← vi + FFN(LayerNorm(ui)) (D14)

for one of the NH heads H, and WH
I ∈ Rdeff×dh , WH

C ∈ Rdeff×deff , WH
O ∈ Rdh×dh , where deff = dh/NH . Further-

more, αHij ∈ R is a trainable mask with translation symmetry imposed, i.e. we parametrize αH0j and obtain other entries
through translation. We symmetrically use the same transformation for the other system with the same parameters.
The following sequence

u← ViT(v) (D15)
ũ← ViT(ṽ) (D16)
ε← BiViT(u, ũ, e) (D17)

is then iterated NL times (typically NL = 2) using different parameters per layer. Before plugging the result into the
post-backflow transformations above, we set

vi ← vi + ui (D18)
ṽj ← ṽj + ũj (D19)
eij ← eij + εij (D20)

In short, the node encodings gather the intra-system correlations, while the edge encodings gather the inter-
correlations. It is straightforward to verify that this model exactly contains the infinite temperature state, and
reduces to a pure-state neural network approximation in the low-T limit. Irrespective of the details of the architec-
ture, we emphasize that it is important to capture the interactions between the two systems (in our case, through
BiViT), by encoding the bipartite (inter-system) edges eij . Without this block, or when the expressiveness in this
block is limited, simulations are expected to yield (much) less accurate results.

We further include two types of bosonic correlation factors: inter- and intra-body Jastrow factors. For the intra-
system correlations, we use the standard two-body form for both systems

J(x) =
∑
i,j

W
σi,σj

i,j ni,σi
nj,σj

(D21)

with spin-orbital occupation numbers ni,σ. For the inter-system correlations, we encode the site occupations oi
through a one-hot encoding, and form the two-site Jastrow

J(x, ỹ) =
∑
i,j

W k
i,j [one-hot([ni,↑, ni,↓])]k[one-hot([ñj,↑, ñj,↓])]k (D22)

Appendix E: Observables

Expectation values follow from 〈
Ô
〉
β
=
⟨Ψ(β)|Ô ⊗ Ĩ|Ψ(β)⟩
⟨Ψ(β)|Ψ(β)⟩ . (E1)
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We estimate this quantity with Monte Carlo sampling in the doubled configuration space. Let x and ỹ denote physical
and auxiliary configurations in the computational basis. Define

π(x, ỹ) =
|Ψ(x, ỹ)|2∑

x′,ỹ′ |Ψ(x′, ỹ′)|2
, (E2)

Oloc(x, ỹ) =
⟨x, ỹ|Ô ⊗ Ĩ|Ψ⟩

Ψ(x, ỹ)
=
∑
x′

⟨x|Ô|x′⟩ Ψ(x′, ỹ)
Ψ(x, ỹ)

. (E3)

Then 〈
Ô
〉
β
= E(x,ỹ)∼π [Oloc(x, ỹ)] . (E4)

The Monte Carlo samples are produced using the sampler proposed in Appendix F.

Appendix F: Monte Carlo sampling in a doubled space

Sampling is performed using the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm, employing a composite transition kernel comprising
multiple proposal rules. The first rule, termed ‘site exchange,’ facilitates nearest-neighbor transitions. This includes:
(i) single-electron hopping, (ii) spin exchange between two electrons, and (iii) doublon hopping. In the doubled space,
this rule is applied by randomly selecting either the physical or the auxiliary system for the update.

The second rule, ‘diagonal exchange,’ is particularly useful at high temperatures. It executes symmetric single-
electron moves simultaneously on both the physical and auxiliary systems. Therefore, we restrict proposals to moves
that are valid for both configurations at the same time.

Finally, to restore symmetry between the two systems, we employ a global ‘swap rule’ that attempts to exchange
the physical and auxiliary configurations entirely.

The above rules are respectively performed with a 79%, 20%, and 1% probability rate.

Appendix G: Alternative ansatz

For completeness, we introduce an alternative ansatz based on considering the physical+auxiliary system in its
entirety as an interacting fermionic system with 2N electrons. If we consider the TFD system, a generic assumption
for the wave function would be

Ψ(x, ỹ) =
∑
S
wS(x, ỹ) det{Φ(x, ỹ)}µ,k (G1)

where we bundle the physical and unphysical coordinates into a larger index k = (p, q̃). This represents an antisym-
metric wave function on the doubled system, with orbitals spanning both systems. Since the orbitals are expected
to be the same on both systems, i.e. the orbitals µ come in pairs, we can perform a decomposition, where the set S
splits up into two sets. This procedure is similar to defining spin-orbitals, and taking into account that physical and
unphysical fermions cannot occupy each other’s modes.

Ψ(x, ỹ) =
∑
S
wS(x, ỹ) det{Φ(x, ỹ)}µ,p det{Φ∗(ỹ, x)}µ,q (G2)

If we further assume that wS(x, ỹ) =
∏N
µ wµ(x, ỹ) we can connect this ansatz to ours

Ψ(x, ỹ) = det

{∑
µ

wµ(x, ỹ)[Φ(x, ỹ)]µ,p[Φ(ỹ, x)]
∗
µ,q

}
(G3)

which resembles a Bogoliubov-de Gennes determinant. Note that in the above w is sample dependent. This can be
cast into the form

Ψ(x, ỹ) = det{φ(x, ỹ)}pq (G4)
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where φ is Hermitian and

[φ(x, ỹ)] = [Φ(x, ỹ)]Tdiag[w(x, ỹ)][Φ(ỹ, x)]∗ (G5)

Note that the form in Eq. (G3) reduces as follows to the mean-field pair orbitals

[Φ(x, ỹ)]µ,p → [Φ]µ,p, wµ(x, ỹ)→ e−βϵµ/2 (G6)

When approaching a ground state, we have

det

{∑
µ

[Φ(x)]µ,p[Φ(ỹ)]
∗
µ,q

}
(G7)

Or, in other words, the dependency of the orbitals on the other system vanishes. At infinite temperatures β → 0, we
get

det

{∑
µ

δµ,pδµ,q

}
∝ det{δp,q} (G8)

or any permutation between the matching of µ and p. This illustrative discussion demonstrates how the low- and
high-temperature constraints are automatically built into our ansatz, since the latter forms a special case of our more
general ansatz used in this work.

Appendix H: Imaginary time evolution

1. Projections

We use a second-order consistent Taylor-root expansion of the imaginary-time propagator, as introduced in Ref. [43].
We approximate the target state V̂ |ϕ⟩ by maximizing the fidelity of a trial state |ψ⟩ with respect to it,

F
[
|ψ⟩ , V̂ |ϕ⟩

]
=
⟨ψ|V̂ |ϕ⟩
⟨ψ|ψ⟩

⟨ϕ|V̂ †|ψ⟩
⟨ϕ|V̂ †V̂ |ϕ⟩

. (H1)

Monte Carlo estimators for this objective follow the constructions in Ref. [95], with the variance-reduced, control-
variate form of Ref. [41] (see also Ref. [96] for a pedagogical and systematic review on fidelity estimators and their
gradients):

F = Ex∼|ψ|2 [f1(x)]F2 + FCV , (H2)

FCV = − 1
2

(
Ex∼|ψ|2 [g1(x)]G2 − 1

)
, (H3)

where

f1(x) =
[V̂ ϕ](x)

ψ(x)
, f2(y) =

ψ(y)

[V̂ ϕ](y)
, gi(x) = |fi(x)|2, (H4)

F2 = E
y∼|V̂ ϕ|2 [f2(y)] , G2 = E

y∼|V̂ ϕ|2 [g2(y)] . (H5)

Rao-Blackwellization is used to further cut variance, as in Refs. [95, 96]. The control-variate contribution is biased
for finite samples, but its bias vanishes as F → 1. We used the short-hand notation

[V̂ ϕ](x) = ⟨x|V̂ |ϕ⟩ =
∑
x′

⟨x|V̂ |x′⟩ϕ(x′). (H6)

To eliminate sampling from V̂ |ϕ⟩, we adopt self-normalized importance sampling using configurations from |ϕ⟩ [43,
65]. For any f(y) that stands for f2 or g2,

E
y∼|V̂ ϕ|2 [f(y)] →

Ey∼|ϕ|2 [w(y)f(y)]

Ey∼|ϕ|2 [w(y)]
, w(y) =

∣∣∣ [V̂ ϕ](y)ϕ(y)

∣∣∣2. (H7)



11

Near convergence one may instead draw y ∼ |ψ|2 since |ψ⟩ ≈ V̂ |ϕ⟩, yielding

E
y∼|V̂ ϕ|2 [f(y)] →

Ey∼|ψ|2 [w(y)f(y)]

Ey∼|ψ|2 [w(y)]
, w(y) =

∣∣∣ [V̂ ϕ](y)ψ(y)

∣∣∣2 ≈ 1. (H8)

However, we opt to sample from |ϕ|2 instead, since we will see that the gradients have F2 included as an overall
magnitude factor, and can therefore be computed every e.g. n = 5’th step to reduce computational cost.

When restricting |ψ⟩ to a variational family |ψ(θ)⟩, gradients of (H1) can be estimated as in Ref. [95]:

∂θkF = Ex∼|ψ|2 [Ok(x)
∗ (f1(x)− F1)]F2 = Ex∼|ψ|2 [∆Ok(x)

∗f1(x)F2] , (H9)

with Ok(x) = ∂θk logψ(x) and

∆Ok(x) = Ok(x)− Ex′∼|ψ|2 [Ok(x
′)] . (H10)

Since F2 is a global factor, the update direction is unaffected by it. We therefore prefer the asymmetric fidelity in
(H1), where the operator acts only on |ϕ⟩, avoiding additional importance sampling from |ψ⟩ required by symmetric or
Padé-type schemes [96] that can introduce (finite sample) biases in the gradient direction. This becomes particularly
important for fermionic systems where many small contributions and zeros occur. An alternative, CV-aware gradient
form is

∂θkF = Ex∼|ψ|2 [Ok(x)
∗ (f1(x)F2 − F )] , (H11)

where F denotes the control-variate adjusted fidelity.
The quantum geometric tensor is estimated by

Skk′ = Ex∼|ψ|2 [∆Ok(x)
∗∆Ok′(x)] . (H12)

If gradient estimates become unstable, for example, when

|Ok(x)| ≫ |ψ(x)|, (H13)

we introduce an auxiliary sampling density q(x) and reweight all expectations over x using self-normalized importance
sampling,

Ex∼|ψ|2 [f(x)] →
Ex∼q [w(x)f(x)]
Ex∼q [w(x)]

, w(x) =
|ψ(x)|2
q(x)

, (H14)

with the same weights applied to the metric Skk′ . In particular, for small systems and/or high interactions, we find
it useful to sample with umbrella sampling

q(x) ∝ e−αV (x) (H15)
V (x) = log |Ψ(x)| (H16)

where the standard form is α = 2 corresponding to sampling from the Born distribution. This improves the gradient
estimation when the wave function becomes peaked or fermions become localized. In an ideal scenario, α can be
adjusted dynamically [97], but yields a prohibitive overhead in the large-scale simulations presented here.

2. Adaptive evolution

We introduce a cheap adaptive form of tre-tVMC (which in the imaginary-time domain we refer to as tre-pITE,
in accordance with Ref. [65], referring to Taylor-root expansions projected imaginary-time evolution) that increases
the time step δτ to render the evolution more efficient. As an efficient approach, we estimate the infidelity of the
time-evolved state, i.e. e−τĤ |ϕ⟩, and the unoptimized state |ϕ⟩, as a measure for the change expected in the Hilbert
space. We estimate the leading contribution to the infidelity between e−δτĤ |ϕ⟩ and |ϕ⟩ as

I(δτ) =

∣∣∣ ⟨ϕ|e−δτĤ |ϕ⟩∣∣∣2
∥|ϕ⟩∥2

∥∥∥e−δτĤ |ϕ⟩∥∥∥2 (H17)

= δτ2 Var
[
Ĥ
]
, (H18)
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and choose δτ =

√
Ic/Var

[
Ĥ
]
. Here Ĥ denotes either the work operator or the physical Hamiltonian, depending on

the step. We defined a cutoff Ic of maximum initial infidelity. This additionally implies that δt ∝ N−1 [37]. Notice
that Ĥ can represent the work operator or simply the Hamiltonian applied to the physical part. This scheme is
particularly powerful for small systems and is currently only used for those examples.

3. Fast convergence through parameter dynamics

A second significant improvement to the method is to approximate the dynamics in parameter space throughout
the evolution. Said differently, we estimate the velocity θt from the parameter solutions θt and θt+δt1 , after evolving
from t to t+ δt1. We use this to obtain an initial guess of the solution θt+δt1+δt2 at time t+ δt1 + δt2, when evolving
over a time δt2

θ̇t = (θt+δt1 − θt)/δt1 (H19)

θt+δt1+δt2 = θt+δt1 + θ̇tδt2 (H20)

In practice, this often results in significant speedups, reaching faster convergence.

Appendix I: Analytic expressions for infinite-temperature correlators

We consider spinful fermions on N = L2 sites with double occupancy allowed. At infinite temperature the Hamil-
tonian becomes irrelevant, and expectation values reduce to combinatorial averages. We treat the canonical and
grand-canonical ensembles in turn. Throughout we denote spin-resolved filling fractions by

pσ ≡
Nσ
N
, n ≡ p↑ + p↓, (I1)

1. Canonical ensemble

In the canonical ensemble (considered in this work) N↑ and N↓ are fixed. The number of states is
(
N
N↑

)(
N
N↓

)
. At

infinite temperature the spin-up and spin-down configurations are independent.
We obtain the single-site expectations:

⟨n̂iσ⟩ = pσ, (I2)
⟨n̂i↑n̂i↓⟩ = p↑p↓. (I3)

For i ̸= j:

⟨n̂iσn̂jσ⟩ =
Nσ(Nσ − 1)

N(N − 1)
, (I4)

⟨n̂i↑n̂j↓⟩ = p↑p↓. (I5)

Since ⟨Ŝzi ⟩ = 1
2 (p↑ − p↓), the connected on-site variance is

Css(0) = ⟨(Ŝzi )2⟩c = 1
4 [p↑(1− p↑) + p↓(1− p↓)] (I6)

where ⟨AB⟩c = ⟨AB⟩ − ⟨A⟩ ⟨B⟩. For i ̸= j the connected correlator is

Css(d ̸= 0) = ⟨Ŝzi Ŝzj ⟩c (I7)

= 1
4

(
N↑(N↑−1)
N(N−1) +

N↓(N↓−1)
N(N−1) − 2p↑p↓

)
− 1

4 (p↑ − p↓)2

= −p↑(1− p↑) + p↓(1− p↓)
4(N − 1)

(I8)

= − Css(0)

(N − 1)
. (I9)
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Hence, Css(d > 0) ̸= 0.
The spin structure factor at q = 0 reads

S(0) =
∑
d

Css(d) (I10)

= Css(0) + (N − 1)Css(d ̸= 0) (I11)
= 0 (I12)

For 8× 8, N↑ = N↓ = 26, N = 64 and p↑ = p↓ ≡ p = 26/64, hence

Css(0) = ⟨(Ŝzi )2⟩c =
p(1− p)

2
≈ 0.12061, (I13)

Css(d > 0) = ⟨Ŝzi Ŝzi+d⟩c = −
p(1− p)
2(N − 1)

≈ −0.0019144. (I14)

2. Grand-canonical ensemble

In (determinant) QMC, the system is typically sampled in the grand-canonical ensemble, whereN↑ andN↓ fluctuate.
At infinite temperature the Boltzmann weight is independent of t and U , and observables reduce to averages over
independent occupations determined by the fugacities eβµσ .

For spin σ the single-site partition function is

zσ = 1 + eβµσ , (I15)

and the average filling fraction is

pσ = ⟨niσ⟩ =
1

1 + e−βµσ
. (I16)

To impose a desired pσ choose

µσ(β) =
1
β log

(
pσ

1−pσ

)
, (I17)

and for spin balance with total density n = p↑ + p↓,

µ↑ = µ↓ = 1
β log

(
n/2

1−n/2

)
. (I18)

In the β → 0 limit, sites and spins are uncorrelated, hence

⟨(Ŝzi )2⟩c = 1
4 [p↑(1− p↑) + p↓(1− p↓)] , (I19)

⟨Ŝzi Ŝzj ̸=i⟩c = 0, (I20)

Css(d) ≡
〈
Ŝzi Ŝ

z
i+d

〉
c
=


1
4 [p↑(1− p↑) + p↓(1− p↓)] , d = 0,

0, d ̸= 0,
(I21)

Notice the difference compared to the canonical case for d ̸= 0.
This difference now yields a spin structure factor that is flat:

S(q) = 1
4 [p↑(1− p↑) + p↓(1− p↓)] . (I22)

and hence does not vanish at q = 0.
For 8× 8 at ⟨N̂↑⟩ = ⟨N̂↓⟩ = 26, where N̂σ =

∑
i n̂i,σ. With p = 26/64,

Css(0) = ⟨(Ŝzi )2⟩c =
p(1− p)

2
≈ 0.12061, (I23)

Css(d > 0) = 0. (I24)
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Summary At T = ∞ in the canonical ensemble, N↑ and N↓ are fixed, so sites are sampled without replacement.
This induces weak negative correlations between distinct sites:

Css(d ̸= 0) = −Css(0)
N − 1

̸= 0 (I25)

Consequently, the connected structure factor at zero momentum vanishes. Equivalently

S(0) =
1

N
Var

(∑
i

Ŝzi

)
= 0 (I26)

because the total magnetization is fixed. In the grand-canonical ensemble, site occupations are independent at T =∞,
hence Css(d ̸= 0) = 0 and the connected S(q) is flat.

Appendix J: Numerical details

We use a (importance-sampling) weighted version of the minSR and SPRING optimizers [98, 99]. During the
fidelity optimization, we use an exponential decaying regularization λ = 10−2 → 10−6. The SPRING momentum is
set to µ = 0.95 throughout. The base time step is δτ = 0.01. We use a second-order-consistent (K = 2) Taylor-root
expansion for the time propagator, requiring one additional intermediate compression step [43]. In the first step, we
use the mean-field target state and optimize over 1500 steps, starting from λ = 10−1. All other fidelity optimizations
consist of 125 steps. In all simulations, we use 1024 samples and an equal number of Markov chains. Our model
consists of 2 BiViT layers with dh = 24 and 6 heads. For an 8 × 8 system, this results in ±50k parameters. All
simulations are run on a single NVIDIA GH200 GPU.

[1] J. Eisert, M. Friesdorf, and C. Gogolin, Quantum many-body systems out of equilibrium, Nature Physics 11, 124 (2015).
[2] C. Gogolin and J. Eisert, Equilibration, thermalisation, and the emergence of statistical mechanics in closed quantum

systems, Reports on Progress in Physics 79, 056001 (2016).
[3] F. Verstraete, J. J. García-Ripoll, and J. I. Cirac, Matrix Product Density Operators: Simulation of Finite-Temperature

and Dissipative Systems, Physical Review Letters 93, 207204 (2004).
[4] M. Zwolak and G. Vidal, Mixed-State Dynamics in One-Dimensional Quantum Lattice Systems: A Time-Dependent

Superoperator Renormalization Algorithm, Physical Review Letters 93, 207205 (2004).
[5] M. Kliesch, C. Gogolin, M. J. Kastoryano, A. Riera, and J. Eisert, Locality of Temperature, Physical Review X 4, 031019

(2014).
[6] A. Molnar, N. Schuch, F. Verstraete, and J. I. Cirac, Approximating Gibbs states of local Hamiltonians efficiently with

projected entangled pair states, Physical Review B 91, 045138 (2015).
[7] A. Kshetrimayum, M. Rizzi, J. Eisert, and R. Orús, Tensor Network Annealing Algorithm for Two-Dimensional Thermal

States, Physical Review Letters 122, 070502 (2019).
[8] B. Vanhecke, D. Devoogdt, F. Verstraete, and L. Vanderstraeten, Simulating thermal density operators with cluster ex-

pansions and tensor networks, SciPost Phys. 14, 085 (2023).
[9] S. Sugiura and A. Shimizu, Thermal Pure Quantum States at Finite Temperature, Physical Review Letters 108, 240401

(2012).
[10] S. Sugiura and A. Shimizu, Canonical Thermal Pure Quantum State, Physical Review Letters 111, 010401 (2013).
[11] S. R. White, Minimally Entangled Typical Quantum States at Finite Temperature, Physical Review Letters 102, 190601

(2009).
[12] E. M. Stoudenmire and S. R. White, Minimally entangled typical thermal state algorithms, New Journal of Physics 12,

055026 (2010).
[13] B. Bruognolo, Z. Zhu, S. R. White, and E. M. Stoudenmire, Matrix product state techniques for two-dimensional systems

at finite temperature (2017), arXiv:1705.05578 [cond-mat].
[14] K. Takai, K. Ido, T. Misawa, Y. Yamaji, and M. Imada, Finite-temperature variational monte carlo method for strongly

correlated electron systems, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 85, 034601 (2016).
[15] D. Cocchiarella and M. C. Bañuls, Low-temperature gibbs states with tensor networks, arXiv preprint arXiv:2501.08300

(2025).
[16] J. A. Barker, A quantum-statistical monte carlo method; path integrals with boundary conditions, The Journal of Chemical

Physics 70, 2914 (2008).
[17] F. I. Šimkovic and E. Kozik, Determinant monte carlo for irreducible feynman diagrams in the strongly correlated regime,

Physical Review B 100, 121102 (2019).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.207204
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.207205
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.4.031019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.4.031019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.045138
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.070502
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.14.4.085
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.240401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.240401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.010401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.190601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.190601
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/5/055026
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/5/055026
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1705.05578
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1705.05578
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05578
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.437829
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.437829
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.121102


15

[18] T. Shen, Y. Liu, Y. Yu, and B. M. Rubenstein, Finite temperature auxiliary field quantum monte carlo in the canonical
ensemble, The Journal of Chemical Physics 153, 204108 (2020).

[19] R. Rossi, Determinant monte carlo for irreducible feynman diagrams in the thermodynamic limit, Physical Review Letters
119, 045701 (2017).

[20] F. I. Šimkovic, J. P. F. LeBlanc, A. J. Kim, Y. Deng, N. Prokof’ev, et al., Extended crossover from a fermi liquid to a
quasiantiferromagnet in the half-filled 2d hubbard model, Physical Review Letters 124, 017003 (2020).

[21] G. Spada, R. Rossi, F. Šimkovic, R. Garioud, M. Ferrero, K. Van Houcke, and F. Werner, High-order expansion around
bcs theory, arXiv preprint arXiv:2103.12038 (2021).

[22] S. Iskakov, M. I. Katsnelson, and A. I. Lichtenstein, Perturbative solution of fermionic sign problem in quantum monte
carlo computations, npj Computational Materials 10, 36 (2024).

[23] F. Šimkovic IV, R. Rossi, A. Georges, and M. Ferrero, Origin and fate of the pseudogap in the doped hubbard model,
Science 385, eade9194 (2024).

[24] F. Šimkovic IV, R. Rossi, and M. Ferrero, Two-dimensional hubbard model at finite temperature: Weak, strong, and long
correlation regimes, Phys. Rev. Res. 4, 043201 (2022).

[25] I. Bloch, J. Dalibard, and W. Zwerger, Many-body physics with ultracold gases, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 885 (2008).
[26] T. Esslinger, Fermi–hubbard physics with atoms in an optical lattice, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 1, 129 (2010).
[27] U. Schneider, L. Hackermüller, J. P. Ronzheimer, S. Will, S. Braun, T. Best, I. Bloch, E. Demler, S. Mandt, D. Rasch,

et al., Fermionic transport and out-of-equilibrium dynamics in a homogeneous hubbard model with ultracold atoms, Nature
Physics 8, 213 (2012).

[28] R. A. Hart, P. M. Duarte, T.-L. Yang, X. Liu, T. Paiva, E. Khatami, R. T. Scalettar, N. Trivedi, D. A. Huse, and R. G.
Hulet, Observation of antiferromagnetic correlations in the hubbard model with ultracold atoms, Nature 519, 211 (2015).

[29] J. Koepsell, J. Vijayan, P. Sompet, F. Grusdt, T. A. Hilker, E. Demler, G. Salomon, I. Bloch, and C. Gross, Imaging
magnetic polarons in the doped fermi–hubbard model, Nature 572, 358 (2019).

[30] T. Hartke, B. Oreg, C. Turnbaugh, N. Jia, and M. Zwierlein, Direct observation of nonlocal fermion pairing in an attractive
fermi–hubbard gas, Science 381, 82 (2023).

[31] M. Xu, L. H. Kendrick, A. Kale, Y. Gang, G. Ji, R. T. Scalettar, M. Lebrat, and M. Greiner, Frustration-and doping-
induced magnetism in a fermi–hubbard simulator, Nature 620, 971 (2023).

[32] M. L. Prichard, B. M. Spar, I. Morera, E. Demler, Z. Z. Yan, and W. S. Bakr, Directly imaging spin polarons in a kinetically
frustrated hubbard system, Nature 629, 323 (2024).

[33] M. Lebrat, M. Xu, L. H. Kendrick, A. Kale, Y. Gang, P. Seetharaman, I. Morera, E. Khatami, E. Demler, and M. Greiner,
Observation of nagaoka polarons in a fermi–hubbard quantum simulator, Nature 629, 317 (2024).

[34] P. Fabritius, J. Mohan, M. Talebi, S. Wili, W. Zwerger, M.-Z. Huang, and T. Esslinger, Irreversible entropy transport
enhanced by fermionic superfluidity, Nature Physics 20, 1091 (2024).

[35] D. Bourgund, T. Chalopin, P. Bojović, H. Schlömer, S. Wang, T. Franz, S. Hirthe, A. Bohrdt, F. Grusdt, I. Bloch, et al.,
Formation of individual stripes in a mixed-dimensional cold-atom fermi–hubbard system, Nature 637, 57 (2025).

[36] G. Carleo and M. Troyer, Solving the quantum many-body problem with artificial neural networks, Science 355, 602
(2017).

[37] D. Wu, R. Rossi, F. Vicentini, N. Astrakhantsev, F. Becca, X. Cao, J. Carrasquilla, F. Ferrari, A. Georges, M. Hibat-Allah,
et al., Variational benchmarks for quantum many-body problems, Science 386, 296 (2024).

[38] M. Schmitt and M. Heyl, Quantum many-body dynamics in two dimensions with artificial neural networks, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 125, 100503 (2020).

[39] I. L. Gutiérrez and C. B. Mendl, Real time evolution with neural-network quantum states, Quantum 6, 627 (2022).
[40] K. Donatella, Z. Denis, A. Le Boité, and C. Ciuti, Dynamics with autoregressive neural quantum states: Application to

critical quench dynamics, Phys. Rev. A 108, 022210 (2023).
[41] A. Sinibaldi, C. Giuliani, G. Carleo, and F. Vicentini, Unbiasing time-dependent Variational Monte Carlo by projected

quantum evolution, Quantum 7, 1131 (2023).
[42] M. Medvidović and D. Sels, Variational quantum dynamics of two-dimensional rotor models, PRX Quantum 4, 040302

(2023).
[43] J. Nys, G. Pescia, A. Sinibaldi, and G. Carleo, Ab-initio variational wave functions for the time-dependent many-electron

schrödinger equation, Nature communications 15, 9404 (2024).
[44] M. S. Moss, R. Wiersema, M. Hibat-Allah, J. Carrasquilla, and R. G. Melko, Leveraging recurrence in neural network wave-

functions for large-scale simulations of heisenberg antiferromagnets: the square lattice, arXiv preprint arXiv:2502.17144
(2025).

[45] M. Hibat-Allah, M. Ganahl, L. E. Hayward, R. G. Melko, and J. Carrasquilla, Recurrent neural network wave functions,
Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 023358 (2020).

[46] G. Pescia, J. Nys, J. Kim, A. Lovato, and G. Carleo, Message-passing neural quantum states for the homogeneous electron
gas, Phys. Rev. B 110, 035108 (2024).

[47] I. Romero, J. Nys, and G. Carleo, Spectroscopy of two-dimensional interacting lattice electrons using symmetry-aware
neural backflow transformations, Communications Physics 8, 46 (2025).

[48] J. Robledo Moreno, G. Carleo, A. Georges, and J. Stokes, Fermionic wave functions from neural-network constrained
hidden states, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 119, e2122059119 (2022).

[49] L. L. Viteritti, R. Rende, and F. Becca, Transformer variational wave functions for frustrated quantum spin systems,
Physical Review Letters 130, 236401 (2023).

https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0026606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.045701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.045701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.017003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.12038
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41524-024-01221-w
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.043201
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.885
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-070909-104059
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aag2302
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aag2302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.100503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.100503
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2022-01-20-627
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.108.022210
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2023-10-10-1131
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023358
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.110.035108
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42005-025-01955-z


16

[50] D. Pfau, J. S. Spencer, A. G. Matthews, and W. M. C. Foulkes, Ab initio solution of the many-electron schrödinger equation
with deep neural networks, Physical review research 2, 033429 (2020).

[51] D. Pfau, S. Axelrod, H. Sutterud, I. von Glehn, and J. S. Spencer, Accurate computation of quantum excited states with
neural networks, Science 385, eadn0137 (2024).

[52] J. Hermann, Z. Schätzle, and F. Noé, Deep-neural-network solution of the electronic schrödinger equation, Nature Chem-
istry 12, 891 (2020).

[53] G. Torlai and R. G. Melko, Latent space purification via neural density operators, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 240503 (2018).
[54] F. Vicentini, A. Biella, N. Regnault, and C. Ciuti, Variational Neural-Network Ansatz for Steady States in Open Quantum

Systems, Physical Review Letters 122, 250503 (2019).
[55] A. Nagy and V. Savona, Variational Quantum Monte Carlo Method with a Neural-Network Ansatz for Open Quantum

Systems, Physical Review Letters 122, 250501 (2019).
[56] M. J. Hartmann and G. Carleo, Neural-Network Approach to Dissipative Quantum Many-Body Dynamics, Physical Review

Letters 122, 250502 (2019).
[57] N. Yoshioka and R. Hamazaki, Constructing neural stationary states for open quantum many-body systems, Physical

Review B 99, 214306 (2019).
[58] Y. Nomura, N. Yoshioka, and F. Nori, Purifying Deep Boltzmann Machines for Thermal Quantum States, Physical Review

Letters 127, 060601 (2021).
[59] J. Carrasquilla, G. Torlai, R. G. Melko, and L. Aolita, Reconstructing quantum states with generative models, Nature

Machine Intelligence 1, 155 (2019).
[60] J. Carrasquilla, D. Luo, F. Pérez, A. Milsted, B. K. Clark, M. Volkovs, and L. Aolita, Probabilistic simulation of quantum

circuits using a deep-learning architecture, Physical Review A 104, 032610 (2021).
[61] D. Luo, Z. Chen, J. Carrasquilla, and B. K. Clark, Autoregressive Neural Network for Simulating Open Quantum Systems

via a Probabilistic Formulation, Physical Review Letters 128, 090501 (2022).
[62] M. Reh, M. Schmitt, and M. Gärttner, Time-dependent variational principle for open quantum systems with artificial

neural networks, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 230501 (2021).
[63] F. Vicentini, R. Rossi, and G. Carleo, Positive-definite parametrization of mixed quantum states with deep neural networks

(2022), arXiv:2206.13488.
[64] N. Irikura and H. Saito, Neural-network quantum states at finite temperature, Physical Review Research 2, 013284 (2020).
[65] J. Nys, Z. Denis, and G. Carleo, Real-time quantum dynamics of thermal states with neural thermofields, Phys. Rev. B

109, 235120 (2024).
[66] T. A. Kumar, L. Balents, T. H. Hsieh, and R. G. Melko, Autoregressive typical thermal states, arXiv preprint

arXiv:2508.13455 (2025).
[67] D. Hendry, H. Chen, and A. Feiguin, Neural network representation for minimally entangled typical thermal states, Phys.

Rev. B 106, 165111 (2022).
[68] A. Chen, Z.-Q. Wan, A. Sengupta, A. Georges, and C. Roth, Neural network-augmented pfaffian wave-functions for scalable

simulations of interacting fermions, arXiv preprint arXiv:2507.10705 (2025).
[69] Y. Gu, W. Li, H. Lin, B. Zhan, R. Li, Y. Huang, D. He, Y. Wu, T. Xiang, M. Qin, et al., Solving the hubbard model with

neural quantum states, arXiv preprint arXiv:2507.02644 (2025).
[70] J. Kim, G. Pescia, B. Fore, J. Nys, G. Carleo, S. Gandolfi, M. Hjorth-Jensen, and A. Lovato, Neural-network quantum

states for ultra-cold fermi gases, Communications Physics 7, 148 (2024).
[71] G. Harsha, T. M. Henderson, and G. E. Scuseria, Wave function methods for canonical ensemble thermal averages in

correlated many-fermion systems, The Journal of Chemical Physics 153 (2020).
[72] G. Harsha, T. M. Henderson, and G. E. Scuseria, Thermofield theory for finite-temperature electronic structure, The

Journal of Physical Chemistry A 127, 3063 (2023).
[73] T. M. Henderson and G. E. Scuseria, Correlating the antisymmetrized geminal power wave function, The Journal of

Chemical Physics 153 (2020).
[74] D. Luo and B. K. Clark, Backflow transformations via neural networks for quantum many-body wave functions, Physical

Review Letters 122, 226401 (2019).
[75] W. T. Lou, H. Sutterud, G. Cassella, W. M. C. Foulkes, J. Knolle, D. Pfau, and J. S. Spencer, Neural wave functions for

superfluids, Physical Review X 14, 021030 (2024).
[76] A. Khamoshi, F. A. Evangelista, and G. E. Scuseria, Correlating agp on a quantum computer, Quantum Science and

Technology 6, 014004 (2020).
[77] J. G. Broida and S. G. Williamson, A comprehensive introduction to linear algebra (Addison-Wesley, 1989) Chap. 4.6, pp.

208–214, cauchy-Binet theorem.
[78] Z. Holmes, G. Muraleedharan, R. D. Somma, Y. Subasi, and B. Şahinoğlu, Quantum algorithms from fluctuation theorems:

Thermal-state preparation, Quantum 6, 825 (2022).
[79] H. Xie, L. Zhang, and L. Wang, m∗ of two-dimensional electron gas: A neural canonical transformation study, SciPost

Physics 14, 154 (2023).
[80] J. Claes and B. K. Clark, Finite-temperature properties of strongly correlated systems via variational monte carlo, Physical

Review B 95, 205109 (2017).
[81] T. Chalopin, P. Bojović, S. Wang, T. Franz, A. Sinha, Z. Wang, D. Bourgund, J. Obermeyer, F. Grusdt, A. Bohrdt, et al.,

Probing the magnetic origin of the pseudogap using a fermi–hubbard quantum simulator, arXiv preprint arXiv:2412.17801
(2024).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.240503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.250503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.250501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.250502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.250502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.214306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.214306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.060601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.060601
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42256-019-0028-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42256-019-0028-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.104.032610
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.090501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.230501
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2206.13488
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.13488
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.235120
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.109.235120
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.165111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.165111
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42005-024-01613-w


17

[82] P. Weinberg and M. Bukov, Quspin: a python package for dynamics and exact diagonalisation of quantum many body
systems part i: spin chains, SciPost Physics 2, 003 (2017).

[83] B. Cohen-Stead, S. M. Costa, J. Neuhaus, A. T. Ly, Y. Zhang, R. Scalettar, K. Barros, and S. Johnston, SmoQyDQMC.jl:
A flexible implementation of determinant quantum Monte Carlo for Hubbard and electron-phonon interactions, SciPost
Phys. Codebases , 29 (2024).

[84] K. Loehr and B. K. Clark, Enhancing neural network backflow (2025), arXiv:2510.26906 [cond-mat.str-el].
[85] L. Sharma, A. Shokry, R. Nutakki, O. Simard, M. Ferrero, and F. Vicentini, Comparing symmetrized determinant neural

quantum states for the hubbard model, arXiv preprint arXiv:2510.11710 (2025).
[86] N. Gao and S. Günnemann, Neural pfaffians: Solving many many-electron schrödinger equations, Advances in Neural

Information Processing Systems 37, 125336 (2024).
[87] A.-J. Liu and B. K. Clark, Neural network backflow for ab initio quantum chemistry, Physical Review B 110, 115137

(2024).
[88] Z. Liu and B. K. Clark, Unifying view of fermionic neural network quantum states: From neural network backflow to

hidden fermion determinant states, Physical Review B 110, 115124 (2024).
[89] B.-B. Chen, L. Chen, Z. Chen, W. Li, and A. Weichselbaum, Exponential thermal tensor network approach for quantum

lattice models, Physical Review X 8, 031082 (2018).
[90] G. Carleo, K. Choo, D. Hofmann, J. E. Smith, T. Westerhout, F. Alet, E. J. Davis, S. Efthymiou, I. Glasser, S.-H. Lin,

et al., Netket: A machine learning toolkit for many-body quantum systems, SoftwareX 10, 100311 (2019).
[91] F. Vicentini, D. Hofmann, A. Szabó, D. Wu, C. Roth, C. Giuliani, G. Pescia, J. Nys, V. Vargas-Calderón, N. Astrakhantsev,

and G. Carleo, Netket 3: machine learning toolbox for many-body quantum systems, SciPost Physics Codebases , 007
(2022).

[92] T. Li, M. Lin, S. G. Dale, Z. Shi, A. Castro Neto, K. S. Novoselov, and G. Vignale, Diagonalization without diagonalization:
A direct optimization approach for solid-state density functional theory, Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation
21, 4730 (2025).

[93] T. Misawa, S. Morita, K. Yoshimi, M. Kawamura, Y. Motoyama, K. Ido, T. Ohgoe, M. Imada, and T. Kato, mvmc—open-
source software for many-variable variational monte carlo method, Computer Physics Communications 235, 447 (2019).

[94] R. Rende and L. L. Viteritti, Are queries and keys always relevant? a case study on transformer wave functions, Machine
Learning: Science and Technology 6, 010501 (2025).

[95] M. Medvidović and G. Carleo, Classical variational simulation of the quantum approximate optimization algorithm, npj
Quantum Information 7, 101 (2021).

[96] L. Gravina, V. Savona, and F. Vicentini, Neural projected quantum dynamics: a systematic study, Quantum 9, 1803
(2025).

[97] A. Misery, L. Gravina, A. Santini, and F. Vicentini, Looking elsewhere: improving variational monte carlo gradients by
importance sampling, arXiv preprint arXiv:2507.05352 (2025).

[98] A. Chen and M. Heyl, Empowering deep neural quantum states through efficient optimization, Nature Physics 20, 1476
(2024).

[99] G. Goldshlager, N. Abrahamsen, and L. Lin, A kaczmarz-inspired approach to accelerate the optimization of neural network
wavefunctions, Journal of Computational Physics 516, 113351 (2024).

https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCodeb.29
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysCodeb.29
https://arxiv.org/abs/2510.26906
https://arxiv.org/abs/2510.26906
https://doi.org/10.21468/scipostphyscodeb.7
https://doi.org/10.21468/scipostphyscodeb.7

	Fermionic neural Gibbs states
	Abstract
	Method
	Mean-field thermofield doubled fermions
	Correlated thermofield fermions
	Variational imaginary time evolution

	Results
	Conclusions and outlook
	Acknowledgments
	Mean-field Hamiltonians
	Thermal Hartree-Fock
	Thermal state as an AGP
	Variational model
	Observables
	Monte Carlo sampling in a doubled space
	Alternative ansatz
	Imaginary time evolution
	Projections
	Adaptive evolution
	Fast convergence through parameter dynamics

	Analytic expressions for infinite-temperature correlators
	Canonical ensemble
	Grand-canonical ensemble

	Numerical details
	References


