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The interplay between delocalisation and repulsive interactions can cause electronic systems to
undergo a Mott transition between a metal and an insulator. Here we use neural network hidden
fermion determinantal states (HFDS) to uncover this transition in the disordered, fully-connected
Hubbard model. Whilst dynamical mean-field theory (DMFT) provides exact solutions to physical
observables of the model in the thermodynamic limit, our method allows us to directly access the
wavefunction for finite system sizes well beyond the reach of exact diagonalisation. We directly
benchmark our results against state-of-the-art calculations obtained using a Matrix Product State
(MPS) ansatz. We demonstrate how HFDS is able to obtain more accurate results in the metallic
regime and in the vicinity of the transition, with the volume law of entanglement exhibited by the
system being prohibitive to the MPS ansatz. We use the HFDS method to calculate the amplitudes
of the wavefunction, the energy and double occupancy, the quasi-particle weight and the energy gap,
hence providing novel insights into this model and the nature of the transition. Our work paves the
way for the study of strongly correlated electron systems with neural quantum states.

Neural quantum states (NQS) are transforming the
field of variational wave-functions for the quantum many-
body problem. Originally introduced for models of inter-
acting quantum spins [1], these methods have been gen-
eralized to interacting fermions for lattice models [2–7],
small molecular systems [8–15] and systems in continuous
space [16–27]. Electron interactions can turn a metal into
an insulator: this is the Mott phenomenon, which plays
a central role in the physics of materials with strong elec-
tronic correlations. It is therefore relevant to ask whether
NQS are able to describe both a correlated metallic phase
and a Mott insulating phase, as well as the transition be-
tween them. The question is especially pertinent when
the Mott insulating phase does not have long-range mag-
netic order in the ground-state, a notorious challenge to
the expressivity of variational wave-functions [28].

Here, we address this by considering one of the sim-
plest models in which such a transition occurs: the fully
connected fermionic Hubbard model with random hop-
ping amplitudes. This model is challenging for varia-
tional methods since, as shown below, it displays an
entanglement entropy which scales with the number of
sites. While hugely successful in low-dimensional and
tree-like systems [29–31], we find here that representing
the wave-function as a matrix product state (MPS) and
optimizing it with the density-matrix renormalization
group (DMRG) algorithm [32–37] requires prohibitively
large bond dimensions. Consequently, convergence can
be achieved only up to moderate system sizes.

On the other hand, dynamical mean-field theory
(DMFT) [38], which exploits locality rather than low en-
tanglement, provides an exact framework in which the
properties of this model in the limit of an infinite num-
ber of sites can be computed rather seamlessly with mod-
ern algorithms. This provides a controlled benchmark to
which variational methods can be compared. Being a
Green’s function based method, however, DMFT does
not provide access to the many-body wave-functions of
the system, so that basically nothing is known about
them aside from the qualitative properties summarized
below [39].

In this article, we study this model with the recently
introduced neural network hidden fermion determinantal
states (HFDS) [7]. We show that this method performs
successfully both in the metallic and Mott insulating
phases. It is also able to clearly reveal the Mott transi-
tion, although accuracy is challenging in this regime. We
show that while large-scale DMRG calculations working
in the position basis also reveal the transition, for small
interaction strengths and near the transition they incur a
higher computational cost. We also demonstrate that the
performance of DMRG can be significantly improved by
optimizing the basis of single-particle states. Our work
provides a new wave-function based perspective on this
model, and paves the way to the study of physical phe-
nomena associated with strong fermionic correlations cor-
relations with NQS.
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FIG. 1. Panel (a): Schematic of the fully connected random
hopping Hubbard model and the DMRG and HFDS methods.
Panel (b): Von-Neumann entanglement entropy of a random
bipartition for the ground state of this model for various U
as a function of system size L, computed using DMRG with
a maximum bond dimension of 32, 000. Dashed lines corre-
spond to a linear fitting of the data.

Model. - We consider the fully connected fermionic
Hubbard model of L sites with random hopping ampli-
tudes (Fig. 1) defined by the Hamiltonian:

H = − 1√
L

L∑
i,j=1
i ̸=j

∑
σ∈{↑,↓}

tij c
†
i,σcj,σ + U

L∑
i=1

n̂i,↑n̂i,↓, (1)

where c†i,σ and ci,σ are, respectively, the creation and an-
nihilation operators for a fermion of spin σ on site i. We
have defined the number operator n̂i,σ = c†i,σci,σ. The
L(L− 1)/2 hopping amplitudes tij are random variables
drawn independently from the Gaussian normal distribu-
tion with mean 0 and standard deviation 1, i.e. tij = 0

and t2ij = t2 = 1. We fix t = 1 as our unit of energy.
Throughout this work, we consider the half-filled case
with, on average, one electron per site (N = L).

In the infinite-volume, this model is known to pos-
sess self-averaging properties [40]. Local observables such
as the double occupancy di = ⟨n̂i↑n̂i↓⟩ have sample-to-
sample fluctuations which vanish as L → ∞ and thus
converge with probability one to their sample-averaged
values denoted by · · ·: di → ⟨n̂i↑n̂i↓⟩. For the wavefunc-

tion methods at finite L, we perform sample averages
over 20 realizations of the disorder for each value of U
and each system size. Unless stated otherwise, physi-
cal quantities shown in the plots are averaged over these
realizations and the standard deviation is used as an es-
timation of the error bars. We use identical realizations
for both DMRG and HFDS.

We now briefly summarize the known zero-
temperature properties of the model obtained from
DMFT for L → ∞. For U = 0, the spectrum of
one-particle eigenstates is obtained by diagonalizing
the random matrix tij and the density of states obeys
a Wigner semi-circular law of bandwidth 4t. As U is
turned on, the ground-state is a Fermi liquid metal up
to a critical value U = Uc2. The most accurate NRG so-
lutions of the DMFT equations report Uc2 = 5.82... [41].
Note that this model does not host a superconducting
ground-state in the repulsive case U > 0: Kohn-
Luttinger instabilities to non-local order parameters
cannot occur, a peculiarity of the infinite connectivity.
The Fermi liquid state is therefore stable down to T = 0
for U < Uc2. For U > Uc2, the ground-state is a Mott
insulator. For any finite U , however, charge fluctuations
survive and the double occupancy remains non-zero.

The physics of the system in the Mott phase is best un-
derstood qualitatively by thinking of the large-U limit.
There, and as L→ ∞ , the Hamiltonian reduces at half-

filling to ∼ 4t2

UL

(∑
i S⃗i

)2

which is exactly solvable [42–

44]. It has an exponentially degenerate manifold of sin-
glet ground-states, so that the T = 0 thermodynamic
entropy is non-zero and extensive ∼ L ln 2. We expect,
however, the ground-state to be non-degenerate for a fi-
nite size L and a given sample tij . Note that due to
the all-to-all hopping, the system is fully frustrated and
cannot host a ground-state with Néel order.

This model thus arguably provides one of the simplest
examples of a system having a T = 0 phase transition
between a metallic Fermi liquid ground-state and a Mott
insulating state with no magnetic long-range order. The
phase transition occurs at Uc2 and is known to be second-
order [38, 43], with the energy and double occupancy be-
ing continuous through the transition. A subtle point is
that the insulating solution exists as a metastable, higher
energy, solution in a window of coupling U ∈ [Uc1, Uc2],
with Uc1 = 4.74 · · · [41]. This holds for the infinite-
volume limit, but the consequences for finite-L are not
currently known.

From a wavefunction point of view, this model is chal-
lenging since it has volume-law entanglement. In Fig. 1b,
we evidence this: computing the half-system bi-partite
von-Neumann entanglement entropy S of the ground
state as a function of L, up to L = 16, for a range
of U . For all values of U a clear linear dependence
of S with system size is observed – suggesting that for
any finite U in the position basis the entanglement en-
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tropy follows a volume law. Recently, it has been argued
that in practice deep and shallow feed-forward NQS are
not capable of efficiently representing ground states with
volume-law entanglement [45]. Referecne [45], however,
never considered functional parametrizations containing
determinants, like Slater-Jastrow [3, 4], backflow [6] or
HFDS [7] parametrizations. In the study of fermionic
systems, determinant-based functional parametrizations
play a fundamental role in the representability of the
ground state, regardless of the amount of entanglement.
For example, the entanglement of the ground state of
Hamiltonian in Eq.( 1) at U = 0 follows a volume law
in the localized basis. Despite this, it can be exactly
represented by a Slater determinant.

Methods. The HFDS formalism is based on an aug-
mentation of the physical Fock space (which is spanned
by M = 2L ‘visible’ fermionic degrees of freedom) by M̃
additional ‘hidden’ modes, resulting in Mtot = M + M̃
degrees of freedom. The physical Fock space is recov-
ered by a projection procedure, which assigns a unique
state ñ = F (n) of the hidden fermions to each Fock state
n = {niσ} (niσ = 0, 1) of the physical/visible fermions.
The wave-function amplitude corresponding to the occu-
pancy n in the physical subspace, is given by:

ψ(n) = ⟨n, F (n)|Ψ⟩, (2)

where |Ψ⟩ is a many-body state in the augmented space.
A powerful variational state is obtained when both |Ψ⟩
and F (n) belong to a parametric family. In this work,
following the construction in Ref. [7], |Ψ⟩ is taken to
be a Slater determinant with N visible and Ñ hidden
fermions, and F (n) is an internal state in a neural net-
work. When projected onto the physical space, this yields
a correlated wavefunction. For lattice models, it can be
shown that this ansatz is universal and is explicitly con-
nected to configuration-interaction states [7, 46]. The
amplitudes ψ(n) are optimized using Variational Monte
Carlo (VMC).

The second method we use is DMRG [32, 35]. We
initialise our approximation for the ground state wave-
function as a product-state MPS and repeatedly perform
DMRG sweeps, enforcing a bond dimension χ ≤ χmax.
We utilize both U(1) symmetries of the model – restrict-
ing ourselves to half-filling and ⟨Sz⟩ = 0. For sys-
tem sizes L ≤ 16 we use a sufficient bond-dimension
(χmax = 32, 000) to observe convergence of the energy.
For U = 0 and L = 16, this means we reach an energy
within 0.001% of the true ground-state energy. This is
an extremely large bond dimension given the size of this
system and is indicative of the difficulty of the problem
at hand for the DMRG algorithm. For L > 16 and any U
we are unable to achieve convergence in energy and use
the largest bond-dimension (χmax ∼ 104) that we can
afford with our available computational resources. Fur-
ther details are provided in the Supplemental Material

(SM) [47]. There, we also show how DMRG calculations
can be made more efficient by optimizing the basis of
single-particle states, following the technique described
in Ref. [48].

Results. In Figures 2 and 3 we report results obtained
by computing the ground-state wave-function using the
HFDS and DMRG methods. We display: the structure
of the wave function in the space of electronic configura-
tions, the energy and double occupancy per site and the
energy gap.

In order to understand the structure of the wave func-
tion in the space of electronic configurations, we study
the weight of the wave function amplitudes for electronic
configurations nd with double occupancy d: W(d) =∑
nd

|ψ(nd)|2. This quantity can be estimated as the
ratio of sampled configurations with double occupancy d
when sampling nd ∼ |ψ|2. Panel (a) in Fig. 2 shows a bar
plot of these weights, obtained with the HFDS ansatz for
a system with L = 32, which is beyond the reach of ex-
act diagonalization. For small values of U in the metallic
phase, the wave function spreads across electronic config-
urations with a wide range of double occupancy. Close
to the transition point, the weight shifts towards con-
figurations with d = 0 and d = 1. For large values of
U in the Mott insulating phase, the weight of the wave
function in each sub-sector of double occupancy decays
exponentially with d and peaks around d = 0. Panel (b)
in Fig. 2 shows the weight of the wavefunction for d = 0,
d = 1 and d > 0 as a function of U . We observe that
the point where the weight of the wavefunction becomes
dominated by electronic configurations with d = 0 coin-
cides with the metal-insulator transition, thus providing
a signature of the phase transition. For more details see
[47].

We compare the predictions from the wavefunction
methods to DMFT+NRG data for L = ∞ in Fig. 3
(a-d). The DMFT+NRG is obtained in a state-of-the-
art NRG implementation [49–52] based on the QSpace
tensor library [53]. In panels (a) and (b) of Figure 3,
we plot the ground-state energy per site and the double
occupancy, respectively, as a function of U for L = 32.

The results obtained from both methods are overall in
good qualitative agreement with the DMFT ground-state
results, even though the latter apply to the L→ ∞ limit.
At this system size and values of U ≤ 4, the accuracy
of the HFDS surpasses that of the DMRG, achieving
lower variational energies and better agreement with the
DMFT double occupancies. This noticeable difference
persists for increasing system sizes, and in the SM [47]
we compare results for L = 48 and show how the DMRG
calculation obtains a far higher ground-state energy de-
spite requiring extensive computational resources. We
also note that the DMRG results for the double occu-
pancy are in better agreement with the HFDS and DMFT
in the insulating phase. This may be expected since this
phase has lower entanglement (Fig. 1(b)) making it more
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FIG. 2. (a) Weight of the HFDS wave function for electronic
configurations with double occupancy d (as defined in the
main text), for L = 32 and different values of U . Darker to
lighter colors indicate d = 0, d = 1 and d > 1 respectively,
as related to panel (b). (b) Wavefunction weight versus U for
different values of the double occupancy as indicated. The
dashed vertical lines indicate the values of Uc1 and Uc2 for
L = ∞ as obtained from DMFT.

favorable for DMRG in the position basis. Finite-size
effects are also expected to be smaller in that phase.
In panels (c) and (d) of Figure 3, we display the same
observables extrapolated to L → ∞within the HFDS
method (see [47] for details). The extrapolated values
are in good quantitative agreement with the DMFT data,
except for values of U in the range U ≃ 4 to U ≃ 6, corre-
sponding to the vicinity of the Mott transition. As men-
tioned above, a metastable insulating solution is known
to exist for L → ∞ in this range of coupling. It is un-
clear whether the observed discrepancy between both the
HFDS and DMRG results and the DMFT data in this
range of U is due to finite-size effects, or if this difference
is rather due to the wavefunction-based approaches find-
ing the metastable insulating state, which might also be
more stable at finite L.

We also study observables beyond the ground-state to
quantify the metal-to-insulator transition from our wave-
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FIG. 3. Top panel: Ground state energy per site (a) and dou-
ble occupancy (b) as a function of the Hubbard interaction
strength U . Results are shown from HFDS (orange circles),
DMRG (blue squares) for L = 32 and DMFT+NRG (black
line) calculations for L = ∞. Middle panel: Ground state en-
ergy (c) and double occupancy (d) obtained from a finite-size
extrapolation to L → ∞ of the HFDS results. The extrapo-
lation is done using the formula f(L) = A/Lb + f(L → ∞).
Details on the finite-size extrapolations and on the choice of
b are available in the SM [47]. Bottom Panel: Energy gap as
a function of U obtained from HFDS (e) and DMRG (f) for
various L. Details of the L → ∞ extrapolation are available
in [47].

function methods, focusing on the ground-state energy
gap ∆:

∆ = E(N + 1) + E(N − 1)− 2E(N), (3)

where E is the ground state energy averaged over 20 re-
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alizations of the disorder, and N = L is the number of
particles at half filling. The results obtained with HFDS
and DMRG are reported in panels (e) and (f) of Figure
3, respectively, for various sizes L. An extrapolation to
L→ ∞ is also displayed.

The gap extrapolated to L→ ∞has a behavior quali-
tatively similar to the L = 32 results: it is close to 0 at
low values of U , and increases above U = 4, the extrap-
olated value being clearly non-zero for U = 5 in both
DMRG and HFDS. Indeed, the gap of the metastable
insulator opens at Uc1 = 4.74 · · · in the L = ∞ DMFT
solution. In this limit, however, the ground-state remains
a metal up to Uc2 = 5.82 · · · . This again can be inter-
preted either as the HFDS and DMRG methods picking
up a metastable insulating solution in the Mott transition
region or as much larger system sizes being necessary to
stabilize the true metallic ground-state for U ∈ [Uc1, Uc2].

As an alternative way of characterizing the Mott tran-
sition, we also computed the quasiparticle weight Z from
the density matrix, finding good agreement with the
DMFT-computed values of Z, as reported in the SM [47].

Conclusion. The results shown above and in the SM
[47] demonstrate that the HFDS and DMRG approaches
can be used to solve the fully-connected random hop-
ping Hubbard model for finite system sizes. We showed
results for L = 32 sites, which is far beyond what can
be achieved with exact diagonalization. We also present,
in [47], computations with L = 48. We find that, for
L = 32 in the metallic regime, the HFDS approach per-
forms better than the DMRG and yields a lower varia-
tional ground-state energy. The DMRG results we ob-
tain for smaller system sizes (L ≤ 16) are essentially ex-
act, but the method becomes limited computationally for
larger systems. The HFDS calculations require compar-
atively less computational resources than DMRG for the
same system size. In the intermediate coupling regime
where metallic and insulating solutions are known from
DMFT to coexist in the infinite-volume limit, the ques-
tion of the accuracy of the ground state that is found
by our variational calculations is still unclear. Calcula-
tions for larger system sizes may elucidate this issue. We
found nonetheless that our calculations are able to clearly
identify the Mott transition in this model.

While DMFT provides an exact, Green’s function
based, numerical solution of this model in the infinite
volume limit, the nature of its ground-state wavefunction
and how it changes through the Mott transition were un-
charted territory up to now. Our work resolves this by
providing a direct determination of this wavefunction.
Extensions to closely related models, e.g. of the SYK
type [40], could be considered in future studies. Our work
furthermore demonstrates that neural quantum states
can be used efficiently for the study of fermionic prob-
lems with volume-law entanglement, in contrast to a re-
cent claim [45] (see also [54]). By demonstrating that
the iconic Mott transition can be captured by such ap-

proaches, our work paves the road for the study of the
physics of strong electronic correlations with neural quan-
tum states.

Acknowledgments - We are most grateful to Fabian Ku-
gler for providing us with the DMFT-NRG data displayed
in Figure 3 and Figure S6 of the SM [47]. We acknowl-
edge useful discussions with Matthew Fishman, Olivier
Parcollet, David Sénéchal, Miles Stoudenmire, André-
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[51] R. Žitko and T. Pruschke, Phys. Rev. B 79, 085106
(2009).

[52] S.-S. B. Lee and A. Weichselbaum, Phys. Rev. B 94,
235127 (2016).

[53] F. B. Kugler, Phys. Rev. B 105, 245132 (2022).
[54] Z. Denis, A. Sinibaldi, and G. Carleo, “Comment on

”can neural quantum states learn volume-law ground
states?”,” (2023), arXiv:2309.11534 [quant-ph].

[55] M. Fishman, S. R. White, and E. M. Stoudenmire, Sci-
Post Phys. Codebases , 4 (2022).

[56] G. Carleo, K. Choo, D. Hofmann, J. E. T. Smith,
T. Westerhout, F. Alet, E. J. Davis, S. Efthymiou,
I. Glasser, S.-H. Lin, M. Mauri, G. Mazzola, C. B. Mendl,
E. van Nieuwenburg, O. O’Reilly, H. Théveniaut, G. Tor-
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Supplementary Material to ‘Mott Transition and
Volume Law Entanglement with Neural Quantum

States’

Details of DMRG Calculations

In the DMRG calculations we utilise the ITensor Li-
brary to build the long-range Hamiltonian in Eq. 1 as
a MPO and encode our ansatz for the ground state as a
MPS. The ordering of the sites is chosen randomly due to
the the long-range disordered nature of the Hamiltonian.

In Fig. S1a we plot the average truncation error from
the SVD’s performed in the final (20th) sweep of the cal-
culation for a range of bond-dimensions and for L = 16
The results are averaged over the same 20 instances of
disorder as in the main text. A systematic improve-
ment is seen with increasing bond-dimension and for
χ = 32, 000 the largest error is on the order of 10−6

for small U . We also plot, for U = 0, the percentage dif-
ference (again averaged over disorders) between the en-
ergy density of the state found via DMRG and the exact
energy found via diagonalisation of the hopping matrix.
For χ = 32, 000 the percentage error drops below 0.001%.
Given that for U = 0 our truncation errors are largest,
we are confident this means the energies we have found
via DMRG for L = 16 throughout the phase diagram are
accurate to within 0.001% or better.

We also plot, in Figs. S1c and d, the results for
L = 32. Here, for the largest bond-dimension obtainable
(χ ∼ 8, 000), we reach truncation errors on the order of
10−3 for small U , indicating a significantly more inaccu-
rate calculation than for L = 16. This is evidenced by
our plots of the convergence of energy versus U and χ,
where the ground state energy we find has clearly not
converged yet with increasing bond-dimension. We also
include an inset for U = 1.0, χ = 8000 and a specific
instance of disorder. Here we show the change in energy
vs DMRG sweep and as we increase the bond-dimension
to its maximum value we see this converge with sweep
number — indicating that our DMRG calculations have
converged for the given bond dimension.

Finally, in in Figs. S1e, we plot results for L = 48, U =
3.0 and a single disorder instance. We show the DMRG
found energy (after 20 sweeps) versus bond dimension
and also indicate the result found via HFDS for the same
disorder instance, system size and interaction strength.
The HFDS result is far below the DMRG result despite
the DMRG result requiring over 4 days of Walltime and
5GB of RAM on a 64 core icelake node of our Rusty
supercomputing cluster with multithreading enabled.

Figure S1. Numerical Details of DMRG calculations for bond-
dimensions increasing up to the values used in the main text.
a) Average sum of square of singular values thrown away dur-
ing SVD’s in the final sweep of the DMRG calculation. Data
is for L = 16 averaged over 20 disorders for a range of U
and χ values. b) Percentage error on the energy found in the
DMRG calculation versus χ and for L = 16, U = 0.0. c)
Average sum of square of singular values thrown away during
SVD’s in the final sweep of the DMRG calculation. Data is
for L = 32 averaged over 20 disorders for a range of U and χ
values. d) Energy of the result of the DMRG calculation for
L = 32 and a range of χ and U values. Inset) Convergence
of energy with DMRG sweep number for a single disorder in-
stance, L = 32, U = 1.0 and χ = 8 × 103. e) Energy of the
result of the DMRG calculation for L = 48, a range of χ val-
ues, U = 3.0 and a single disorder instance. The point at
χ = 10000 is annotated with the RAM and walltime required
by the simulation. The red dotted line shows the energy ob-
tained from the corresponding HFDS calculation for exactly
the same Hamiltonian.

Optimizing the single-particle basis set for DMRG
calculations

For the sake of completeness, we emphasize that the
scaling of the entanglement entropy, which is the limit-
ing factor in DMRG, is strongly dependent on the single-
particle basis used to represent the Hamiltonian. In or-
der to mitigate this effect, we follow the procedure dis-
cussed in Ref. [48] to make the DMRG technique invari-
ant under the reparametrization of H corresponding to
rotations of the single-particle basis. Every three sweeps,
the one- and two-body reduced-density-matrices are mea-
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Figure S2. Ground state energy per site as a function of U ob-
tained with DMRG in the fixed localized basis (DMRG) and
in an optimized single-particle basis (see text). The system
size is L = 24 and χmax = 800 in both cases and the results
are averaged over the same 20 disorder realisations in each
case. The shaded region highlights the energy improvement
and the inset displays shows the difference in energy between
the two approaches as a function of U .

sured and gradient descent techniques are used to find the
single-particle basis that minimizes the energy. A total
of thirty sweeps are performed in total. Fig. S2 demon-
strates the improvement in the ground state energy re-
sulting from this procedure. The difference (see inset)
between the ground-state energy obtained from DMRG
in the fixed localized basis and when including basis op-
timizations is larger in the metallic phase and vanishes
in the insulating phase, where the ground state is local-
ized and therefore the localized basis is the optimal basis
choice for the DMRG. This observation can be exploited
to obtain additional diagnostics for the Mott transition.
This will be the focus of future investigations.

Details of the VMC calculation with
Hidden-Fermion Determinant States

As described in the main text, VMC is performed
within the hidden-fermion formalism, where the basis for
the augmented Fock space is spanned by the set of states:

|n, ñ⟩ =

∏
i,σ

(
â†iσ

)niσ

 ∏
1≤µ≤M̃

(
d̂†µ

)ñµ

 |0⟩, (S1)

where â†iσ and d̂†µ are the creation operators for the visible
and hidden modes respectively. The previous definition
assumes the canonical ordering where the operators clos-

est to the Fock vacuum are those with the largest mode
index. VMC in the physical subspace requires the defi-
nition of the wave function amplitudes of the trial state
|Ψ⟩ projected into the physical subspace, as described by
Eq. 2 in the main text.

|Ψ⟩ is chosen as the Slater determinant in the aug-
mented Fock space characterized by a number Ntot =
N + Ñ of orbital functions ϕn : {1, . . . ,Mtot} 7→ R with
1 ≤ n ≤ Ntot:

|Ψ⟩ = φ̂†
1 . . . φ̂

†
Ntot

|0⟩. (S2)

The new set of creation operators φ̂†
α is a linear combina-

tion of the visible and hidden creation operators defined
by:

(
φ̂†
1, . . . , φ̂

†
Ntot

)
=

(
â†1, . . . , â

†
M , d̂

†
1, . . . , d̂

†
M̃

)
· Φ. (S3)

Φ ∈ RMtot×Ntot is the matrix of optimizable orbitals,
whose columns define the orbital functions. Following
Ref. [7], the matrix of orbitals is decomposed into blocks:

Φ =

[
ϕv χv

ϕh χh

]
. (S4)

Where ϕv ∈ RM×N is the matrix representing the am-
plitudes of the visible orbitals evaluated in the visible

modes, χv ∈ RM×Ñ is the matrix representing the ampli-
tude of the hidden orbitals evaluated in the visible modes,

ϕh ∈ RM̃×N is the matrix representing the amplitude of
the visible orbitals evaluated in the hidden modes and
χh ∈ RM̃×Ñ is the matrix representing the amplitude of
the hidden orbitals evaluated in the hidden modes.

In the VMC framework particle configurations (x =
(x1, . . . , xN ) and x̃ = (x̃1, . . . , x̃Ñ ) for visible and hid-
den fermions respectively) are sampled instead of occu-
pations. |x, x̃⟩ states differ from |n, ñ⟩ states in that the
application of the creation operators to the Fock vacuum
does not follow the canonical order of Eq. S1 and instead
follows the order specified by the particle index labels in
x and x̃. The constraint used to project the trial state to
the physical subspace F (n) can be translated into a con-
straint function in the space of particle configurations:

f : x 7→ x̃, (S5)

where f is chosen to be symmetric with respect to the
particle indices of x. This constraint ensures that the
Fermi statistics is preserved. The hidden-fermion deter-
minant state wave function amplitudes in the space of
particle configurations are then given by:
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ψ(x) = ⟨x, f(x)|Ψ⟩ = det

[
ϕv(x) χv(x)

ϕh(f(x)) χh(f(x))

]
. (S6)

[
ϕv(x), χv(x)

]
and

[
ϕh(f(x)), χh(f(x))

]
denote the

N × (N + Ñ) and Ñ × (N + Ñ) sub-matrices ob-
tained from

[
ϕv, χv

]
and

[
ϕh, χh

]
respectively by slic-

ing the row entries corresponding to x and f(x). The[
ϕh(f(x)), χh(f(x))

]
matrix is denoted as the hidden sub-

matrix.

Following the prescription of Ref. [7], the hidden sub-
matrix can be materialized by the direct parametriza-
tion of the composition of the functions ϕh(f(x)) and
χh(f(x)) by neural networks, whose input is the oc-
cupancy n associated to the particle configuration x.
This choice of parametrization automatically satisfies the
permutation-symmetry requirements of f(x). In prac-
tice, each of the Ñ rows of the hidden sub-matrix is
parametrized by a two-layer perceptron with hyperbolic
tangent activation functions. The number of hidden units
in the hidden layer is characterized by the ratio α between
the number of hidden units and the dimensionality of the
input space (2L in this case).

he complete set of variational parameters is given by
the matrices ϕv and χv together with the weights and
biases of the neural networks that parametrize the hid-
den sub-matrix. The hyper-parameters that control the
expressive power of the ansatz are the number of hidden
fermions Ñ and the width of the neural networks α.

The wave function is optimized using the stochastic
reconfiguration parameter update rule [60, 61]. The
stochastic reconfiguration is the application of the natu-
ral gradient descent technique [62] to the optimization of
quantum states [63].

We observe that convergence to states with lower ener-
gies can be achieved if the optimization of the variational
parameters is performed in two steps. First, the rows of
the

[
ϕv, χv

]
matrix are fixed to be the N + Ñ Hartree-

Fock orbitals of lowest energy (the Hartree-Fock orbitals
are obtained using the PySCF [64–66] library), while the
weights and biases of the hidden sub-matrix are opti-
mized for a fixed number of iterations. This produces a
compact representation of a wave function that contains
the linear combination of all possible single, double, ...,
Ñ -tuple excitations to the lowest Ñ virtual Hartree-Fock
orbitals. Each factor of the linear combination carries
a Jastrow factor determined by the hidden sub-matrix
coefficients (see Ref. [7] for details). In the second step,
both

[
ϕv, χv

]
are optimized with the weights and biases

of the neural networks in the hidden sub-matrix.

HFDS wave function amplitudes in the space of
electronic configurations

In this appendix we study empirical statistics of the
weight of the HFDS wave-function amplitudes for dif-
ferent subsets of electronic configurations and different
values of U . The aim is to understand the structure
of the ground-state wave function and its change as the
value of U is increased, changing character from a metal
to an insulator, Since the model is disordered, the only
distinguishing factor between subsets of electronic con-
figurations is the number of doubly occupied sites d on
a given configuration n. Consequently, we focus on the
analysis of the wave function amplitudes as a function of
d and U .

For the largest system size that we consider (L = 32),
the direct enumeration of all possible electronic con-
figurations is not feasible, since the dimensionality of

the Hilbert space for this system size is D =
(
32
16

)2
=

3.6(1) · 1017. Therefore, we restrict our statistical study
to a subset of 20·103 electronic configurations sampled for
each U and disorder realization according to the corre-
sponding HFDS ground-state wave function amplitudes:
n ∼ |ψ|2. Since the wave-function amplitudes are not re-
quired to be explicitly normalized for VMC calculations,
the HFDS wave functions are not explicitly normalized.
For the study of the wave function amplitudes as a func-
tion of d and U , an unbiased estimate of the normaliza-
tion factor can be obtained from the sampled electronic
configurations:

1∑
n |ψ(n)|2

=
1

D
∑
n

1∑
n′ |ψ(n′)|2

=
1

D
∑
n

|ψ̄(n)|2
|ψ(n)|2

≈ 1

DEn∼|ψ|2

[
1

|ψ(n)|2
]
,

(S7)

where ψ̄(n) labels the explicitly normalized counterpart
to ψ(n): ψ̄(n) = ψ(n)/

√∑
n′ |ψ(n′)|2.

Figure S3 show the histogram of the normalized wave
function amplitudes for different values of U , aver-
aged over 20 disorder realizations. The histograms are
grouped by the number of doubly occupied sited d for
the sampled electronic configurations. For U < 3, the
weight of the wave function is distributed across elec-
tronic configurations with a number of doubly occupied
sites around d ≈ 8. For small U , double occupancy does
not significantly increase the energy of the system. Since
the number of electronic configurations with double oc-
cupancy d peaks at d = 8, the wave function concen-
trates around d = 8 for small U , dominated by a non-
interacting character. For U = 3 and U = 4, as correla-
tion increases but still in the metallic phase, the weight
of the wave function starts shifting from electronic con-
figurations with large numbers of the double occupancy
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<latexit sha1_base64="eHneHDlJwb5cJHuS6LD2TNlTML4=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEr4tQ9OKxgmkLbSib7bZdutmE3YlQQn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG1z0NYHA4/3ZpiZFyZSGHTdb6ewsrq2vlHcLG1t7+zulfcPGiZONeM+i2WsWyE1XArFfRQoeSvRnEah5M1wdDf1m09cGxGrRxwnPIjoQIm+YBSt5PvkhrjdcsWtujOQZeLlpAI56t3yV6cXszTiCpmkxrQ9N8EgoxoFk3xS6qSGJ5SN6IC3LVU04ibIZsdOyIlVeqQfa1sKyUz9PZHRyJhxFNrOiOLQLHpT8T+vnWL/OsiESlLkis0X9VNJMCbTz0lPaM5Qji2hTAt7K2FDqilDm0/JhuAtvrxMGmdV77J68XBeqd3mcRThCI7hFDy4ghrcQx18YCDgGV7hzVHOi/PufMxbC04+cwh/4Hz+AFCpjbg=</latexit>

U = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="0fUiVruUjEs9dXrsCNvkXr5ECQE=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEr4tQ9OKxgmkLbSib7bRdutmE3Y1QQn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG1z0NYHA4/3ZpiZFyaCa+O6305hZXVtfaO4Wdra3tndK+8fNHScKoY+i0WsWiHVKLhE33AjsJUopFEosBmO7qZ+8wmV5rF8NOMEg4gOJO9zRo2VfJ/cEK9brrhVdwayTLycVCBHvVv+6vRilkYoDRNU67bnJibIqDKcCZyUOqnGhLIRHWDbUkkj1EE2O3ZCTqzSI/1Y2ZKGzNTfExmNtB5Hoe2MqBnqRW8q/ue1U9O/DjIuk9SgZPNF/VQQE5Pp56THFTIjxpZQpri9lbAhVZQZm0/JhuAtvrxMGmdV77J68XBeqd3mcRThCI7hFDy4ghrcQx18YMDhGV7hzZHOi/PufMxbC04+cwh/4Hz+AFItjbk=</latexit>

U = 1
<latexit sha1_base64="thHSBz4g7QqsYKgxUBKaZBICvzs=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4Kknx6yIUvXisYNpCG8pmO2mXbjZhdyOU0t/gxYMiXv1B3vw3btsctPXBwOO9GWbmhang2rjut7Oyura+sVnYKm7v7O7tlw4OGzrJFEOfJSJRrZBqFFyib7gR2EoV0jgU2AyHd1O/+YRK80Q+mlGKQUz7kkecUWMl3yc3pNotld2KOwNZJl5OypCj3i19dXoJy2KUhgmqddtzUxOMqTKcCZwUO5nGlLIh7WPbUklj1MF4duyEnFqlR6JE2ZKGzNTfE2Maaz2KQ9sZUzPQi95U/M9rZya6DsZcpplByeaLokwQk5Dp56THFTIjRpZQpri9lbABVZQZm0/RhuAtvrxMGtWKd1m5eDgv127zOApwDCdwBh5cQQ3uoQ4+MODwDK/w5kjnxXl3PuatK04+cwR/4Hz+AFOxjbo=</latexit>

U = 2
<latexit sha1_base64="Ia4YfdrCcHVuP6o1Q6yBX0aZLdA=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0n8vghFLx4rmLbQhrLZbtulm03YnQgl9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHrT4YeLw3w8y8MJHCoOt+OYWl5ZXVteJ6aWNza3unvLvXMHGqGfdZLGPdCqnhUijuo0DJW4nmNAolb4aj26nffOTaiFg94DjhQUQHSvQFo2gl3yfX5LRbrrhVdwbyl3g5qUCOerf82enFLI24QiapMW3PTTDIqEbBJJ+UOqnhCWUjOuBtSxWNuAmy2bETcmSVHunH2pZCMlN/TmQ0MmYchbYzojg0i95U/M9rp9i/CjKhkhS5YvNF/VQSjMn0c9ITmjOUY0so08LeStiQasrQ5lOyIXiLL/8ljZOqd1E9vz+r1G7yOIpwAIdwDB5cQg3uoA4+MBDwBC/w6ijn2Xlz3uetBSef2YdfcD6+AVU1jbs=</latexit>

U = 3

<latexit sha1_base64="fOGTByPqtph3kdM0D9/yqh62T2I=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEqheh6MVjBdMW2lA220m7dLMJuxuhlP4GLx4U8eoP8ua/cdvmoNUHA4/3ZpiZF6aCa+O6X05hZXVtfaO4Wdra3tndK+8fNHWSKYY+S0Si2iHVKLhE33AjsJ0qpHEosBWObmd+6xGV5ol8MOMUg5gOJI84o8ZKvk+uSa1XrrhVdw7yl3g5qUCORq/82e0nLItRGiao1h3PTU0wocpwJnBa6mYaU8pGdIAdSyWNUQeT+bFTcmKVPokSZUsaMld/TkxorPU4Dm1nTM1QL3sz8T+vk5noKphwmWYGJVssijJBTEJmn5M+V8iMGFtCmeL2VsKGVFFmbD4lG4K3/PJf0jyrehfV2v15pX6Tx1GEIziGU/DgEupwBw3wgQGHJ3iBV0c6z86b875oLTj5zCH8gvPxDVg9jb0=</latexit>

U = 5

<latexit sha1_base64="OQrMfOPp4fitNrB91x0WWZyShio=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEr4tQ9OKxgmkLbSib7aRdutmE3Y1QSn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG1z0NYHA4/3ZpiZF6aCa+O6305hZXVtfaO4Wdra3tndK+8fNHSSKYY+S0SiWiHVKLhE33AjsJUqpHEosBkO76Z+8wmV5ol8NKMUg5j2JY84o8ZKvk9uyHm3XHGr7gxkmXg5qUCOerf81eklLItRGiao1m3PTU0wpspwJnBS6mQaU8qGtI9tSyWNUQfj2bETcmKVHokSZUsaMlN/T4xprPUoDm1nTM1AL3pT8T+vnZnoOhhzmWYGJZsvijJBTEKmn5MeV8iMGFlCmeL2VsIGVFFmbD4lG4K3+PIyaZxVvcvqxcN5pXabx1GEIziGU/DgCmpwD3XwgQGHZ3iFN0c6L8678zFvLTj5zCH8gfP5A1a5jbw=</latexit>

U = 4

<latexit sha1_base64="tmYoW2S46nQSFNxI+VqLtGjrX4U=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEqxeh6MVjBdMW2lA220m7dLMJuxuhlP4GLx4U8eoP8ua/cdvmoNUHA4/3ZpiZF6aCa+O6X05hZXVtfaO4Wdra3tndK+8fNHWSKYY+S0Si2iHVKLhE33AjsJ0qpHEosBWObmd+6xGV5ol8MOMUg5gOJI84o8ZKvk+uSa1XrrhVdw7yl3g5qUCORq/82e0nLItRGiao1h3PTU0wocpwJnBa6mYaU8pGdIAdSyWNUQeT+bFTcmKVPokSZUsaMld/TkxorPU4Dm1nTM1QL3sz8T+vk5noKphwmWYGJVssijJBTEJmn5M+V8iMGFtCmeL2VsKGVFFmbD4lG4K3/PJf0jyrerXqxf15pX6Tx1GEIziGU/DgEupwBw3wgQGHJ3iBV0c6z86b875oLTj5zCH8gvPxDVnBjb4=</latexit>

U = 6
<latexit sha1_base64="EI4LJ8FYRM0sXuAE+qo9xt3714I=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lErReh6MVjBdMW2lA22027dLMJuxOhlP4GLx4U8eoP8ua/cdvmoNUHA4/3ZpiZF6ZSGHTdL6ewsrq2vlHcLG1t7+zulfcPmibJNOM+S2Si2yE1XArFfRQoeTvVnMah5K1wdDvzW49cG5GoBxynPIjpQIlIMIpW8n1yTWq9csWtunOQv8TLSQVyNHrlz24/YVnMFTJJjel4borBhGoUTPJpqZsZnlI2ogPesVTRmJtgMj92Sk6s0idRom0pJHP158SExsaM49B2xhSHZtmbif95nQyjq2AiVJohV2yxKMokwYTMPid9oTlDObaEMi3srYQNqaYMbT4lG4K3/PJf0jyrepfVi/vzSv0mj6MIR3AMp+BBDepwBw3wgYGAJ3iBV0c5z86b875oLTj5zCH8gvPxDVtFjb8=</latexit>

U = 7
<latexit sha1_base64="/65CAkGFXHEMh4p5mjNKsZl/PKA=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEj16EohePFUxbaEPZbCft0s0m7G6EUvobvHhQxKs/yJv/xm2bg1YfDDzem2FmXpgKro3rfjmFldW19Y3iZmlre2d3r7x/0NRJphj6LBGJaodUo+ASfcONwHaqkMahwFY4up35rUdUmifywYxTDGI6kDzijBor+T65JrVeueJW3TnIX+LlpAI5Gr3yZ7efsCxGaZigWnc8NzXBhCrDmcBpqZtpTCkb0QF2LJU0Rh1M5sdOyYlV+iRKlC1pyFz9OTGhsdbjOLSdMTVDvezNxP+8TmaiWjDhMs0MSrZYFGWCmITMPid9rpAZMbaEMsXtrYQNqaLM2HxKNgRv+eW/pHlW9S6rF/fnlfpNHkcRjuAYTsGDK6jDHTTABwYcnuAFXh3pPDtvzvuiteDkM4fwC87HN1zJjcA=</latexit>

U = 8
<latexit sha1_base64="6ooS3jqpM56xvMTcfByVEgcvA3g=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEz4NQ9OKxgmkLbSib7bZdutmE3YlQQn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG1z0OqDgcd7M8zMCxMpDLrul1NYWl5ZXSuulzY2t7Z3yrt7DROnmnGfxTLWrZAaLoXiPgqUvJVoTqNQ8mY4up36zUeujYjVA44THkR0oERfMIpW8n1yTa665YpbdWcgf4mXkwrkqHfLn51ezNKIK2SSGtP23ASDjGoUTPJJqZManlA2ogPetlTRiJsgmx07IUdW6ZF+rG0pJDP150RGI2PGUWg7I4pDs+hNxf+8dor9yyATKkmRKzZf1E8lwZhMPyc9oTlDObaEMi3srYQNqaYMbT4lG4K3+PJf0jipeufVs/vTSu0mj6MIB3AIx+DBBdTgDurgAwMBT/ACr45ynp03533eWnDymX34BefjG15NjcE=</latexit>

U = 9

<latexit sha1_base64="GQuMYZhMmwPAndQ0tTFN44pZFYg=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV3xdQx68ZiAeUCyhNlJbzJmdnaZmRXCki/w4kERr36SN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e4KEsG1cd1vZ2V1bX1js7BV3N7Z3dsvHRw2dZwqhg0Wi1i1A6pRcIkNw43AdqKQRoHAVjC6m/qtJ1Sax/LBjBP0IzqQPOSMGivV3V6p7FbcGcgy8XJShhy1Xumr249ZGqE0TFCtO56bGD+jynAmcFLsphoTykZ0gB1LJY1Q+9ns0Ak5tUqfhLGyJQ2Zqb8nMhppPY4C2xlRM9SL3lT8z+ukJrzxMy6T1KBk80VhKoiJyfRr0ucKmRFjSyhT3N5K2JAqyozNpmhD8BZfXibN84p3VbmsX5Srt3kcBTiGEzgDD66hCvdQgwYwQHiGV3hzHp0X5935mLeuOPnMEfyB8/kDfFmMvg==</latexit>

0
<latexit sha1_base64="xTnVU9LIIvMUIutHcVm1RgxoeJo=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV3xdQx68ZiAeUCyhNlJbzJmdnaZmRXCki/w4kERr36SN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e4KEsG1cd1vZ2V1bX1js7BV3N7Z3dsvHRw2dZwqhg0Wi1i1A6pRcIkNw43AdqKQRoHAVjC6m/qtJ1Sax/LBjBP0IzqQPOSMGivVvV6p7FbcGcgy8XJShhy1Xumr249ZGqE0TFCtO56bGD+jynAmcFLsphoTykZ0gB1LJY1Q+9ns0Ak5tUqfhLGyJQ2Zqb8nMhppPY4C2xlRM9SL3lT8z+ukJrzxMy6T1KBk80VhKoiJyfRr0ucKmRFjSyhT3N5K2JAqyozNpmhD8BZfXibN84p3VbmsX5Srt3kcBTiGEzgDD66hCvdQgwYwQHiGV3hzHp0X5935mLeuOPnMEfyB8/kDfd2Mvw==</latexit>

1
<latexit sha1_base64="htDuQjORXNou1hfoTFX09yID8ig=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHaJryPRi0dI5JHAhswOvTAyO7uZmTUhhC/w4kFjvPpJ3vwbB9iDgpV0UqnqTndXkAiujet+O7m19Y3Nrfx2YWd3b/+geHjU1HGqGDZYLGLVDqhGwSU2DDcC24lCGgUCW8Hobua3nlBpHssHM07Qj+hA8pAzaqxUr/SKJbfszkFWiZeREmSo9Ypf3X7M0gilYYJq3fHcxPgTqgxnAqeFbqoxoWxEB9ixVNIItT+ZHzolZ1bpkzBWtqQhc/X3xIRGWo+jwHZG1Az1sjcT//M6qQlv/AmXSWpQssWiMBXExGT2NelzhcyIsSWUKW5vJWxIFWXGZlOwIXjLL6+SZqXsXZUv6xel6m0WRx5O4BTOwYNrqMI91KABDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PhatOSebOYY/cD5/AH9hjMA=</latexit>

2
<latexit sha1_base64="weoL8WmA1iDu0bFMSrtSLdtU9Sg=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHZ9H4lePEIijwQ2ZHZoYGR2djMza0I2fIEXDxrj1U/y5t84wB4UrKSTSlV3uruCWHBtXPfbya2srq1v5DcLW9s7u3vF/YOGjhLFsM4iEalWQDUKLrFuuBHYihXSMBDYDEZ3U7/5hErzSD6YcYx+SAeS9zmjxkq1826x5JbdGcgy8TJSggzVbvGr04tYEqI0TFCt254bGz+lynAmcFLoJBpjykZ0gG1LJQ1R++ns0Ak5sUqP9CNlSxoyU39PpDTUehwGtjOkZqgXvan4n9dOTP/GT7mME4OSzRf1E0FMRKZfkx5XyIwYW0KZ4vZWwoZUUWZsNgUbgrf48jJpnJW9q/Jl7aJUuc3iyMMRHMMpeHANFbiHKtSBAcIzvMKb8+i8OO/Ox7w152Qzh/AHzucPgOWMwQ==</latexit>

3
<latexit sha1_base64="VFuKpcP2szKC8d4watpjz6oE7OE=">AAAB5HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Urxq/qlcvi0XwVBLx61j04rGC/YA2lM120q7dbMLuRiihv8CLB8Wrv8mb/8Ztm4O2Phh4vDfDzLwwFVwbz/t2SmvrG5tb5W13Z3dv/6DiHrZ0kimGTZaIRHVCqlFwiU3DjcBOqpDGocB2OL6b+e1nVJon8tFMUgxiOpQ84owaKz1c9CtVr+bNQVaJX5AqFGj0K1+9QcKyGKVhgmrd9b3UBDlVhjOBU7eXaUwpG9Mhdi2VNEYd5PNDp+TUKgMSJcqWNGSu/p7Iaaz1JA5tZ0zNSC97M/E/r5uZ6CbIuUwzg5ItFkWZICYhs6/JgCtkRkwsoUxxeythI6ooMzYb14bgL7+8SlrnNf+qdlmt3xZhlOEYTuAMfLiGOtxDA5rAAOEF3uDdeXJenY9FY8kpJo7gD5zPHxfri5g=</latexit>

4
<latexit sha1_base64="KMJ6kVEvOunAZ4fdE5RhwdRbsKg=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHaNqEeiF4+QyCOBDZkdemFkdnYzM2tCCF/gxYPGePWTvPk3DrAHBSvppFLVne6uIBFcG9f9dnJr6xubW/ntws7u3v5B8fCoqeNUMWywWMSqHVCNgktsGG4EthOFNAoEtoLR3cxvPaHSPJYPZpygH9GB5CFn1FipXukVS27ZnYOsEi8jJchQ6xW/uv2YpRFKwwTVuuO5ifEnVBnOBE4L3VRjQtmIDrBjqaQRan8yP3RKzqzSJ2GsbElD5urviQmNtB5Hge2MqBnqZW8m/ud1UhPe+BMuk9SgZItFYSqIicnsa9LnCpkRY0soU9zeStiQKsqMzaZgQ/CWX14lzYuyd1Wu1C9L1dssjjycwCmcgwfXUIV7qEEDGCA8wyu8OY/Oi/PufCxac042cwx/4Hz+AIPtjMM=</latexit>

5
<latexit sha1_base64="HG1k8xjZ7LaHsYp6pYNnL7yqLms=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHaNokeiF4+QyCOBDZkdemFkdnYzM2tCCF/gxYPGePWTvPk3DrAHBSvppFLVne6uIBFcG9f9dnJr6xubW/ntws7u3v5B8fCoqeNUMWywWMSqHVCNgktsGG4EthOFNAoEtoLR3cxvPaHSPJYPZpygH9GB5CFn1FipXukVS27ZnYOsEi8jJchQ6xW/uv2YpRFKwwTVuuO5ifEnVBnOBE4L3VRjQtmIDrBjqaQRan8yP3RKzqzSJ2GsbElD5urviQmNtB5Hge2MqBnqZW8m/ud1UhPe+BMuk9SgZItFYSqIicnsa9LnCpkRY0soU9zeStiQKsqMzaZgQ/CWX14lzYuyVylf1S9L1dssjjycwCmcgwfXUIV7qEEDGCA8wyu8OY/Oi/PufCxac042cwx/4Hz+AIVxjMQ=</latexit>

6
<latexit sha1_base64="/5SS48fwz6tKpVlgSMijgq87xhU=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHaNikeiF4+QyCOBDZkdemFkdnYzM2tCCF/gxYPGePWTvPk3DrAHBSvppFLVne6uIBFcG9f9dnJr6xubW/ntws7u3v5B8fCoqeNUMWywWMSqHVCNgktsGG4EthOFNAoEtoLR3cxvPaHSPJYPZpygH9GB5CFn1FipXukVS27ZnYOsEi8jJchQ6xW/uv2YpRFKwwTVuuO5ifEnVBnOBE4L3VRjQtmIDrBjqaQRan8yP3RKzqzSJ2GsbElD5urviQmNtB5Hge2MqBnqZW8m/ud1UhPe+BMuk9SgZItFYSqIicnsa9LnCpkRY0soU9zeStiQKsqMzaZgQ/CWX14lzYuyd12+ql+WqrdZHHk4gVM4Bw8qUIV7qEEDGCA8wyu8OY/Oi/PufCxac042cwx/4Hz+AIb1jMU=</latexit>

7
<latexit sha1_base64="Yw0Mj6tn6CcLMe603jCDiidDBjc=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHaND45ELx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eTW1jc2t/LbhZ3dvf2D4uFRU8epYthgsYhVO6AaBZfYMNwIbCcKaRQIbAWju5nfekKleSwfzDhBP6IDyUPOqLFSvdIrltyyOwdZJV5GSpCh1it+dfsxSyOUhgmqdcdzE+NPqDKcCZwWuqnGhLIRHWDHUkkj1P5kfuiUnFmlT8JY2ZKGzNXfExMaaT2OAtsZUTPUy95M/M/rpCas+BMuk9SgZItFYSqIicnsa9LnCpkRY0soU9zeStiQKsqMzaZgQ/CWX14lzYuyd12+ql+WqrdZHHk4gVM4Bw9uoAr3UIMGMEB4hld4cx6dF+fd+Vi05pxs5hj+wPn8AYh5jMY=</latexit>

8
<latexit sha1_base64="oor9C4oy+Pq9Iucd03d30/S+nTM=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyKz1vQi8cEzAOSJcxOOsmY2dllZlYIS77AiwdFvPpJ3vwbJ8keNLGgoajqprsriAXXxnW/ndzK6tr6Rn6zsLW9s7tX3D9o6ChRDOssEpFqBVSj4BLrhhuBrVghDQOBzWB0N/WbT6g0j+SDGcfoh3QgeZ8zaqxUu+kWS27ZnYEsEy8jJchQ7Ra/Or2IJSFKwwTVuu25sfFTqgxnAieFTqIxpmxEB9i2VNIQtZ/ODp2QE6v0SD9StqQhM/X3REpDrcdhYDtDaoZ60ZuK/3ntxPSv/ZTLODEo2XxRPxHERGT6NelxhcyIsSWUKW5vJWxIFWXGZlOwIXiLLy+TxlnZuyxf1M5LldssjjwcwTGcggdXUIF7qEIdGCA8wyu8OY/Oi/PufMxbc042cwh/4Hz+AIn9jMc=</latexit>

9
<latexit sha1_base64="KzIBW+59wu/xdX7u0bEC8wzH6+0=">AAAB6XicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyKr2PQi8co5gHJEmYnvcmQ2dllZlYIS/7AiwdFvPpH3vwbJ8keNLGgoajqprsrSATXxnW/ncLK6tr6RnGztLW9s7tX3j9o6jhVDBssFrFqB1Sj4BIbhhuB7UQhjQKBrWB0O/VbT6g0j+WjGSfoR3QgecgZNVZ68NxeueJW3RnIMvFyUoEc9V75q9uPWRqhNExQrTuemxg/o8pwJnBS6qYaE8pGdIAdSyWNUPvZ7NIJObFKn4SxsiUNmam/JzIaaT2OAtsZUTPUi95U/M/rpCa89jMuk9SgZPNFYSqIicn0bdLnCpkRY0soU9zeStiQKsqMDadkQ/AWX14mzbOqd1m9uD+v1G7yOIpwBMdwCh5cQQ3uoA4NYBDCM7zCmzNyXpx352PeWnDymUP4A+fzB+uyjPk=</latexit>
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d =

Figure S3. Histograms of the wave-function amplitudes obtained from HFDS for different values of U as indicated in each panel.
The wave function amplitudes are normalized using the norm estimate privided by Eq. S7. System size is L = 32. Within each
panel, the different colors show the histograms for the amplitudes evaluated at electronic configurations with double occupancy
d, as indicated by each color.

0 4 8 12 16
d

10°7

10°6

10°5

10°4

10°3

10°2

10°1

100

W
ei

gh
t

0 4 8 12 16
d

10°7

10°6

10°5

10°4

10°3

10°2

10°1

100

W
ei

gh
t

0 4 8 12 16
d

10°7

10°6

10°5

10°4

10°3

10°2

10°1

100

W
ei

gh
t

0 4 8 12 16
d

10°7

10°6

10°5

10°4

10°3

10°2

10°1

100

W
ei

gh
t

0 4 8 12 16
d

10°7

10°6

10°5

10°4

10°3

10°2

10°1

100

W
ei

gh
t

0 4 8 12 16
d

10°7

10°6

10°5

10°4

10°3

10°2

10°1

100

W
ei

gh
t

0 4 8 12 16
d

10°7

10°6

10°5

10°4

10°3

10°2

10°1

100

W
ei

gh
t

0 4 8 12 16
d

10°7

10°6

10°5

10°4

10°3

10°2

10°1

100

W
ei

gh
t

0 4 8 12 16
d

10°7

10°6

10°5

10°4

10°3

10°2

10°1

100

W
ei

gh
t

0 4 8 12 16
d

10°7

10°6

10°5

10°4

10°3

10°2

10°1

100
W

ei
gh

t
<latexit sha1_base64="eHneHDlJwb5cJHuS6LD2TNlTML4=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEr4tQ9OKxgmkLbSib7bZdutmE3YlQQn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG1z0NYHA4/3ZpiZFyZSGHTdb6ewsrq2vlHcLG1t7+zulfcPGiZONeM+i2WsWyE1XArFfRQoeSvRnEah5M1wdDf1m09cGxGrRxwnPIjoQIm+YBSt5PvkhrjdcsWtujOQZeLlpAI56t3yV6cXszTiCpmkxrQ9N8EgoxoFk3xS6qSGJ5SN6IC3LVU04ibIZsdOyIlVeqQfa1sKyUz9PZHRyJhxFNrOiOLQLHpT8T+vnWL/OsiESlLkis0X9VNJMCbTz0lPaM5Qji2hTAt7K2FDqilDm0/JhuAtvrxMGmdV77J68XBeqd3mcRThCI7hFDy4ghrcQx18YCDgGV7hzVHOi/PufMxbC04+cwh/4Hz+AFCpjbg=</latexit>

U = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="0fUiVruUjEs9dXrsCNvkXr5ECQE=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEr4tQ9OKxgmkLbSib7bRdutmE3Y1QQn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG1z0NYHA4/3ZpiZFyaCa+O6305hZXVtfaO4Wdra3tndK+8fNHScKoY+i0WsWiHVKLhE33AjsJUopFEosBmO7qZ+8wmV5rF8NOMEg4gOJO9zRo2VfJ/cEK9brrhVdwayTLycVCBHvVv+6vRilkYoDRNU67bnJibIqDKcCZyUOqnGhLIRHWDbUkkj1EE2O3ZCTqzSI/1Y2ZKGzNTfExmNtB5Hoe2MqBnqRW8q/ue1U9O/DjIuk9SgZPNF/VQQE5Pp56THFTIjxpZQpri9lbAhVZQZm0/JhuAtvrxMGmdV77J68XBeqd3mcRThCI7hFDy4ghrcQx18YMDhGV7hzZHOi/PufMxbC04+cwh/4Hz+AFItjbk=</latexit>

U = 1
<latexit sha1_base64="thHSBz4g7QqsYKgxUBKaZBICvzs=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4Kknx6yIUvXisYNpCG8pmO2mXbjZhdyOU0t/gxYMiXv1B3vw3btsctPXBwOO9GWbmhang2rjut7Oyura+sVnYKm7v7O7tlw4OGzrJFEOfJSJRrZBqFFyib7gR2EoV0jgU2AyHd1O/+YRK80Q+mlGKQUz7kkecUWMl3yc3pNotld2KOwNZJl5OypCj3i19dXoJy2KUhgmqddtzUxOMqTKcCZwUO5nGlLIh7WPbUklj1MF4duyEnFqlR6JE2ZKGzNTfE2Maaz2KQ9sZUzPQi95U/M9rZya6DsZcpplByeaLokwQk5Dp56THFTIjRpZQpri9lbABVZQZm0/RhuAtvrxMGtWKd1m5eDgv127zOApwDCdwBh5cQQ3uoQ4+MODwDK/w5kjnxXl3PuatK04+cwR/4Hz+AFOxjbo=</latexit>

U = 2
<latexit sha1_base64="Ia4YfdrCcHVuP6o1Q6yBX0aZLdA=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0n8vghFLx4rmLbQhrLZbtulm03YnQgl9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHrT4YeLw3w8y8MJHCoOt+OYWl5ZXVteJ6aWNza3unvLvXMHGqGfdZLGPdCqnhUijuo0DJW4nmNAolb4aj26nffOTaiFg94DjhQUQHSvQFo2gl3yfX5LRbrrhVdwbyl3g5qUCOerf82enFLI24QiapMW3PTTDIqEbBJJ+UOqnhCWUjOuBtSxWNuAmy2bETcmSVHunH2pZCMlN/TmQ0MmYchbYzojg0i95U/M9rp9i/CjKhkhS5YvNF/VQSjMn0c9ITmjOUY0so08LeStiQasrQ5lOyIXiLL/8ljZOqd1E9vz+r1G7yOIpwAIdwDB5cQg3uoA4+MBDwBC/w6ijn2Xlz3uetBSef2YdfcD6+AVU1jbs=</latexit>

U = 3

<latexit sha1_base64="fOGTByPqtph3kdM0D9/yqh62T2I=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEqheh6MVjBdMW2lA220m7dLMJuxuhlP4GLx4U8eoP8ua/cdvmoNUHA4/3ZpiZF6aCa+O6X05hZXVtfaO4Wdra3tndK+8fNHWSKYY+S0Si2iHVKLhE33AjsJ0qpHEosBWObmd+6xGV5ol8MOMUg5gOJI84o8ZKvk+uSa1XrrhVdw7yl3g5qUCORq/82e0nLItRGiao1h3PTU0wocpwJnBa6mYaU8pGdIAdSyWNUQeT+bFTcmKVPokSZUsaMld/TkxorPU4Dm1nTM1QL3sz8T+vk5noKphwmWYGJVssijJBTEJmn5M+V8iMGFtCmeL2VsKGVFFmbD4lG4K3/PJf0jyrehfV2v15pX6Tx1GEIziGU/DgEupwBw3wgQGHJ3iBV0c6z86b875oLTj5zCH8gvPxDVg9jb0=</latexit>

U = 5
<latexit sha1_base64="tmYoW2S46nQSFNxI+VqLtGjrX4U=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEqxeh6MVjBdMW2lA220m7dLMJuxuhlP4GLx4U8eoP8ua/cdvmoNUHA4/3ZpiZF6aCa+O6X05hZXVtfaO4Wdra3tndK+8fNHWSKYY+S0Si2iHVKLhE33AjsJ0qpHEosBWObmd+6xGV5ol8MOMUg5gOJI84o8ZKvk+uSa1XrrhVdw7yl3g5qUCORq/82e0nLItRGiao1h3PTU0wocpwJnBa6mYaU8pGdIAdSyWNUQeT+bFTcmKVPokSZUsaMld/TkxorPU4Dm1nTM1QL3sz8T+vk5noKphwmWYGJVssijJBTEJmn5M+V8iMGFtCmeL2VsKGVFFmbD4lG4K3/PJf0jyrerXqxf15pX6Tx1GEIziGU/DgEupwBw3wgQGHJ3iBV0c6z86b875oLTj5zCH8gvPxDVnBjb4=</latexit>

U = 6
<latexit sha1_base64="EI4LJ8FYRM0sXuAE+qo9xt3714I=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lErReh6MVjBdMW2lA22027dLMJuxOhlP4GLx4U8eoP8ua/cdvmoNUHA4/3ZpiZF6ZSGHTdL6ewsrq2vlHcLG1t7+zulfcPmibJNOM+S2Si2yE1XArFfRQoeTvVnMah5K1wdDvzW49cG5GoBxynPIjpQIlIMIpW8n1yTWq9csWtunOQv8TLSQVyNHrlz24/YVnMFTJJjel4borBhGoUTPJpqZsZnlI2ogPesVTRmJtgMj92Sk6s0idRom0pJHP158SExsaM49B2xhSHZtmbif95nQyjq2AiVJohV2yxKMokwYTMPid9oTlDObaEMi3srYQNqaYMbT4lG4K3/PJf0jyrepfVi/vzSv0mj6MIR3AMp+BBDepwBw3wgYGAJ3iBV0c5z86b875oLTj5zCH8gvPxDVtFjb8=</latexit>

U = 7

<latexit sha1_base64="OQrMfOPp4fitNrB91x0WWZyShio=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEr4tQ9OKxgmkLbSib7aRdutmE3Y1QSn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG1z0NYHA4/3ZpiZF6aCa+O6305hZXVtfaO4Wdra3tndK+8fNHSSKYY+S0SiWiHVKLhE33AjsJUqpHEosBkO76Z+8wmV5ol8NKMUg5j2JY84o8ZKvk9uyHm3XHGr7gxkmXg5qUCOerf81eklLItRGiao1m3PTU0wpspwJnBS6mQaU8qGtI9tSyWNUQfj2bETcmKVHokSZUsaMlN/T4xprPUoDm1nTM1AL3pT8T+vnZnoOhhzmWYGJZsvijJBTEKmn5MeV8iMGFlCmeL2VsIGVFFmbD4lG4K3+PIyaZxVvcvqxcN5pXabx1GEIziGU/DgCmpwD3XwgQGHZ3iFN0c6L8678zFvLTj5zCH8gfP5A1a5jbw=</latexit>

U = 4

<latexit sha1_base64="/65CAkGFXHEMh4p5mjNKsZl/PKA=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEj16EohePFUxbaEPZbCft0s0m7G6EUvobvHhQxKs/yJv/xm2bg1YfDDzem2FmXpgKro3rfjmFldW19Y3iZmlre2d3r7x/0NRJphj6LBGJaodUo+ASfcONwHaqkMahwFY4up35rUdUmifywYxTDGI6kDzijBor+T65JrVeueJW3TnIX+LlpAI5Gr3yZ7efsCxGaZigWnc8NzXBhCrDmcBpqZtpTCkb0QF2LJU0Rh1M5sdOyYlV+iRKlC1pyFz9OTGhsdbjOLSdMTVDvezNxP+8TmaiWjDhMs0MSrZYFGWCmITMPid9rpAZMbaEMsXtrYQNqaLM2HxKNgRv+eW/pHlW9S6rF/fnlfpNHkcRjuAYTsGDK6jDHTTABwYcnuAFXh3pPDtvzvuiteDkM4fwC87HN1zJjcA=</latexit>

U = 8
<latexit sha1_base64="6ooS3jqpM56xvMTcfByVEgcvA3g=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0nEz4NQ9OKxgmkLbSib7bZdutmE3YlQQn+DFw+KePUHefPfuG1z0OqDgcd7M8zMCxMpDLrul1NYWl5ZXSuulzY2t7Z3yrt7DROnmnGfxTLWrZAaLoXiPgqUvJVoTqNQ8mY4up36zUeujYjVA44THkR0oERfMIpW8n1yTa665YpbdWcgf4mXkwrkqHfLn51ezNKIK2SSGtP23ASDjGoUTPJJqZManlA2ogPetlTRiJsgmx07IUdW6ZF+rG0pJDP150RGI2PGUWg7I4pDs+hNxf+8dor9yyATKkmRKzZf1E8lwZhMPyc9oTlDObaEMi3srYQNqaYMbT4lG4K3+PJf0jipeufVs/vTSu0mj6MIB3AIx+DBBdTgDurgAwMBT/ACr45ynp03533eWnDymX34BefjG15NjcE=</latexit>

U = 9

Figure S4. Weights of the HFDS wave function for electronic configurations nd with double occupancy d as a function of d.
System size is L = 32 and different values of U are shown in different panels. Darker to lighter colors indicate d = 0, d = 1 and
d > 1 respectively.
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to electronic configurations with d ∈ [0, 6]. In particular,
the fraction of sampled configurations with d = 0 and
d = 1 starts to rapidly increase. At U = 5, the weight
of the wave function is concentrated in electronic con-
figurations with d ∈ [0, 3]. Interestingly, the height of
the histogram for d = 0 surpasses that of the histogram
for d = 1. For U ≥ 6, the weight of the wave func-
tion concentrates around electronic configurations with
d = 0. However, the weight of electronic configurations
with d > 0 is only exactly suppressed in the U → ∞
limit.

The information provided by the histograms in Fig. S3
can be further summarized by the weight of the wave
function for electronic configurations nd with double oc-
cupancy d:

W(d) =
∑
nd

|ψ(nd)|2 , (S8)

An unbiased estimator for W(d) can be obtained by the
fraction of electronic configurations with double occu-
pancy d sampled according to nd ∼ |ψ|2. Fig. S4 shows
the weight of the wave function as a function of d for
different values of U , averaged over twenty disorder re-
alizations. For small values of U in the metallic phase,
the wave function spreads across electronic configurations
with a wide range of double occupancy. This is expected
since there are a lot more electronic configurations with
d > 0, and the energy penalty for having double occu-
pancy is small. Close to the transition point (U ≈ 5−6),
the weight shifts towards configurations with d = 0 and
d = 1. For large values of U in the Mott insulating phase,
the weight of the wave function in each sub-sector of dou-
ble occupancy decays exponentially with d and is peaked
around d = 0.

Quasi-particle weight

The Mott transition may also be characterized by the
quasi-particle weight Z. It can be obtained from the
density matrix:

ρij =
1

2

∑
σ

⟨c†iσcjσ⟩. (S9)

We compute ρij for a given disorder realization and ob-
tain its eigenvalues nλ. The eigenvalues are averaged over
disorder realizations. Fig. S5 shows nλ for a system with
L = 32 sites obtained from HFDS. At small U we observe
that some of the values of nλ are outside the allowed val-
ues of nλ ∈ [0, 1]. We attribute this discrepancy to the
statistical error coming from the Monte Carlo estimation
of ρij , which is then propagated in the diagonalization
procedure of the density matrix. Likewise, we also ob-
serve that at U = 0, nλ is not a perfect step function. We

again attribute this discrepancy to the statistical error in
the calculation of ρij propagating in the diagonalization
procedure.
The quasi-particle weight Z is defined as the discon-

tinuity of nλ at the Fermi level, which in this case cor-
responds to λ = L/2. Finite-size effects “soften” the
discontinuity in nλ (see Fig. S5) and therefore, the dif-
ference nL/2−1 − nL/2+1 does not provide an accurate
estimate for Z.
Alternative, the amplitude of smeared out jump in nλ

can be captured by fitting the spectra of the density ma-
trices in Fig. S5 to the functional form:

f(λ) = a ·
(

1

1 + eb·(λ−L/2)
− 1

2

)
− c · λ− d · λ3, (S10)

where a, b, c and d are fitting parameters. The term
proportional to a is a sigmoid function representing the
smeared out jump, of amplitude a and width inversely
proportional to b. Thus, the value of Z can be obtained
directly from the value of the fitting parameter a. The
linear and cubic terms in f(λ) are included to fit the
other features in the density-matrix spectrum observed in
Fig. S5. Fig. S5 shows that the proposed functional form
in Eq. S10 provides a very accurate fit to the computed
values of nλ from HFDS.
The quasi-particle weight Z extracted from the fits in

Fig. S5 is shown in Fig. S6. The DMFT value for Z in
the L→ ∞ limit is also included for reference. For U > 1
the agreement between the HFDS and DMFT value for
Z is remarkable. The vanishing of Z for U ≈ 5−6 clearly
marks the metal to Mott insulator transition. This ob-
servation clearly shows that the HFDS are capable of
accurately describing many-body phenomena to a large
degree of accuracy. The discrepancy in the value of Z
between DMFT and HFDS at U = 0 and U = 1 are a
direct consequence of the statistical errors in the com-
putation of the matrix elements of the density matrix,
that propagate though the diagonalization procedure, as
mentioned above.

Finite-size extrapolation to infinite system size

Due to computational limitations, we perform the
DMRG and HFDS calculations with systems of finite size
L. The collected results for various values of L can then
be used to obtained extrapolated results at L → ∞, as
shown in Figure 3. Here, we detail how such extrapola-
tions are performed.
We assume that the dependence on the system size of

the quantities of interest follows the equation

f(L) = A/Lb + f(L→ ∞), (S11)

where the extrapolated quantity of interest is f(L→ ∞).
In the case of the ground state energy and double occu-
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Figure S5. Eigenvalues of the density matrix nλ as a function of λ. Different panels corresponds to different values of U as
indicated. Blue dots are the values obtained from HFDS for L = 32 sites, averaged over twenty disorder realizations. The
orange curves are the fit to the functional form in Eq. S10. The dashed vertical line is centered at the Fermi level. The dashed
horizontal line is for visual reference at nλ − 1/2 = 0. The shaded grey area represents the amplitude of the sigmoid in the
fitting function (fitting parameter a), which corresponds to the quasi-particle weight Z.

pancy, we first perform a fit of the HFDS data obtained
in the metallic regime at U = 0 with equation S11 and
leave all the fit parameters free. This yielded the ex-
ponent b = 1.187 for the energy and b = 2.480 for the
double occupancy. We then perform a second fit in the
insulating regime (U = 6 for the energy, and U = 8 for
the double occupancy), from which we obtain the expo-
nents b = 0.699 for the energy and b = 1.631 for the
double occupancy. Next, we fix the value of b to the val-
ues detailed above in the fit function S11 and perform

the fits for the energy and the double occupancy at all
values of U . The results for the extrapolated quantities
at L→ ∞ are shown in panels (b) and (d) of Figure S7.
Ultimately, the choice of the exponent does not change
significantly the qualitative and quantitative behavior of
the extrapolated quantities.
In the case of the energy gap, we manually choose the

value of the exponent b = 1.65 as it yields relatively
smooth results at all values of U for both the HFDS and
DMRG calculations.
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Figure S6. Quasi-particle weight Z as a function of U . Ma-
roon diamonds are the values obtained from HFDS for L = 32,
obtained from the fittings shown in Fig. S5 (fitting parameter
a in Eq. S10). The error bars correspond to the fitting error
for the parameter a. The black solid line is the DMFT result
in the L → ∞ limit.
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Figure S7. Finite-size scaling of the ground state energy and
double occupancy as a function of the Hubbard interaction
strength U from HFDS calculations. Panels (a) and (c) show
the finite-size results of the energy and double occupancy re-
spectively, for system sizes L = 10, 12, 14, 16 and 32. Pan-
els (b) and (d) show the extrapolations to infinite dimensions
L → ∞ using the formula f(L) = A/Lb + f(L → ∞), where
the exponent b takes the values specified in the figures.
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