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  Hamiltonian:
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  Phase	
  diagram	
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Advantages:	
  keep	
  bond	
  dimension	
  (D)	
  constant,	
  small	
  
Disadvantages:	
  entanglement	
  (violates	
  area-­‐law)	
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  Determine	
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  tensors	
  Ts	
  and	
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  Summary:	
  
1.	
  Phase	
  transiGon	
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  renormalized	
  TNS:	
  	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  for	
  other	
  models.	
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