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Quantum state tomography has been widely used to reconstruct the quantum state of a system from a set

of informationally-complete measurements. Obtaining enough information about, e.g., the wavefunction

of a molecule allows its complete characterization. On the other hand, deep learning models have

proven useful to perform molecular property prediction (forward design) and inverse design subject to

property constraints within the approximate bounds of the data manifold, suggesting that their learned

representations are reliable within the region of chemical compound space spanned by their training

data. In this work, from the tomographic perspective, we argue that enforcing faithful prediction of an

increasing number of diverse molecular descriptors from a shared learned representation progressively

constrains the space of admissible internal explanations, driving the inter-alignment of models as they

converge towards representation that can explain all observed properties. In the limit where the set of

descriptors approaches information-completeness, this alignment drives the learned representations to

states that can act, locally, as informationally-equivalent to the molecule's reduced quantum density

matrix – a deep tomography. Under this lens, the generalization capabilities of a deep learning model,

and the alignment among successful models, arise from unphysical or shortcut solutions becoming

progressively incompatible as supervision approaches informational completeness.
1 Introduction

Information can be quantied through the outcomes of ques-
tions posed about a system.1,2 LetO be a random variable taking
values in a set of possible objects according to some probability
distribution. Any question is a measurable function q whose
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outcome induces a conditional distribution over O, leaving
a remaining uncertainty quantied by HðOjqðOÞÞ, which
satises HðOjqðOÞÞ#HðOÞ. Its answer may be discrete, in
which case we can quantify its uncertainty using Shannon
entropy, or continuous, in which case we use the differential
entropy.3 A set of questions R ¼ fqlgLl¼1 is sufficient for O if
HðOjRðOÞÞ ¼ 0, meaning the answers completely determineO,
regardless of whether the set is overcomplete or contains
redundant questions. Any such sufficient representation RðOÞ
is a random variable satisfying

IðO;RðOÞÞ ¼ HðOÞ; (1)

where HðOÞ quanties the uncertainty of O, and IðO;RðOÞÞ is
the mutual information between the object and its representa-
tion. In this way, R serves as the encoding of the object into
a representation space.

In quantum chemistry, the main objects of interest are
molecules, which are arrangements of interacting electrons and
nuclei whose quantum mechanical state is described by
a density matrix r. Such a density matrix contains all the
information of the system.4 It can be either a pure state (e.g., the
ground state), a Gibbs state representing a thermal state (i.e.,
the equilibrium density operator of a system at temperature T
for a given Hamiltonian), or any other state that quanties the
Digital Discovery
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status of the molecule. Measuring observables on such
quantum states can be thought of as asking a question about
the molecule, and the resulting measurement outcomes as the
answers to those questions.5 Here, we refer to these answers as
molecular descriptors, which contain information about struc-
ture, energy, electron density, spin state, oxidation state, or any
other property of the system.

By measuring a sufficiently large set of properties of a mole-
cule, known as an informationally-complete positive operator-
valued measure (IC-POVM),6–8 we can uniquely determine the
density matrix via quantum tomography.9–11 Because this set is
informationally complete, any other molecular property can be
reconstructed from it. We call the reconstruction from proper-
ties to properties a quantum property map (QPM)

fQPM

�
O :¼

nD
X̂ l

EoL

l¼1

�
¼
D
Ŷ
E
¼ Tr

�
rŶ
�
; (2)

where X̂ l and Ŷ are quantum observables, and O is the set of
properties that can be encoded in the molecule's density matrix
r. Learning QPMs has been the target of deep learning models
for molecular science, enabling molecular property prediction
(forward design)12–20 and inverse design subject to property
constraints21–23 within the bounds of the chemical space span-
ned by the training set, without explicit reference to the density
matrix. In self-supervised learning, QPMs map inputs to an
intermediate representationRðOÞ from which the original data
can be recovered. Autoencoders fq = Dq × Eq are the clearest
example, withR produced by a learned encoder Eq and inverted
by a learned decoder Dq. Here, each latent coordinate ðEqðOÞÞl is
part of the model's information bottleneck24–26 and can be
interpreted as the answer to an unknown continuous-valued
question about the input data O. Training such a model is
thus equivalent to learning an interrogation protocol that
extracts the essential information of the object,27 and deter-
mining the physical meaning of this interrogation process
would enable meaningful AI explainability.28–30 A QPM is
learnable only when a well-dened input–output mapping
exists. Otherwise, models can only resort to memorization (not
interpolatable) or trivial statistical predictors (e.g., mean
regression under an MSE loss). For example, in a minimal

quantum system such as a single spin-
1
2
degree of freedom,

a single descriptor given by hSzi is insufficient to predict hSyi
since no functional map exists between them, in this case ML
can only memorize training samples or perform trivial
regression.

In a general setting, aer successful training, these models
learn structured representations that are semantically coherent:
similar objects tend to map to nearby points in the learned
representation space. This property enables interpolation and
generative capabilities. Although a model must arrange objects
in a semantically meaningful way in latent space to enable
generative behavior,31 there is no unique way to achieve this
arrangement—because what counts as “semantic” is itself
context-dependent. For example, benzene and pyridine are
structurally very similar when viewed as molecular graphs, yet
they differ greatly in their dipole moments. An even more
Digital Discovery
striking case is thalidomide,32 its two enantiomers are mirror
images of each other, nearly identical structurally, yet their
biological activities are drastically different.33 Different contexts
imply different semantic arrangements, and learning many
competing contexts can force convergence towards representa-
tions that preserve physically meaningful information,
assuming that the model is not exploiting spurious correlations
as documented in the “Clever Hans” effect, where it was shown
that some visionmodels had learned to correctly classify images
by using the image's watermarks.34,35

Crucially, molecular descriptors are not independent labels:
they are induced by a shared physical state. Here, we argue that
if the data is obtained from informationally-complete observ-
ables, ML models learning QPMs converge towards an
informationally-complete latent space that is semantically well-
dened and behaves as a compressed representation of the
system's quantum state, analogous to a state tomography
reconstruction (cf. Fig. 1). Such models would effectively
become surrogates for quantum mechanics, though likely in an
approximate form, capturing only mean-eld or low-order
reduced density matrix information in the subset of the chem-
ical space accessible through the dataset. We call this internal
representation a deep tomography representation.
2 Information in one molecule

Molecules are composed of electrons and nuclei, which interact
with each other through electromagnetic forces, and are rep-
resented by a wave function jJi˛H or density matrix r˛H5H*,
where H is the system's Hilbert space. This denes the molec-
ular Hamiltonian, the operator that dictates the energy,
dynamics, and symmetries of the molecule:

Ĥ = Tn + Te + Vnn + Vne + Vee (3)

where the Hamiltonian is decomposed into the kinetic energy of
the nuclei (Tn) and electrons (Te), together with the nucleus–
nucleus (Vnn), nucleus-electron (Vne) and electron–electron (Vee)
interaction potentials. In most cases, isolated molecules will
relax to their ground state, which is the lowest eigenstate of Ĥ
and molecules in a thermal bath will relax to a Gibbs state—
a mixture of eigenstates of Ĥ weighted by their Boltzmann
factor. In either case, nding the eigenstates of the molecular
Hamiltonian helps us dene what we mean by a molecule and,
therefore, calculate its properties.

However, this many-body problem is intractable for large
molecules since the dimension of the Hilbert space grows
exponentially with the number of electrons and nuclei.36,37 Even
if we had a quantum computer that could store all the degrees
of freedom of the full wave function of a molecule, solving for
the ground or Gibbs state of a general molecule is a QMA-
complete problem.38–40 Thus, heuristic methods that make use
of a compressed representation of the wavefunction, like Har-
tree–Fock,41 DFT,42 coupled cluster,43 VQE,44 or others, are
needed and used to approximate the eigenstates.

When calculatingmolecular properties using thesemethods,
it is common to express the Hamiltonian in second
© 2026 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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Fig. 1 Quantum state tomography is achieved by measuring a set of informationally-complete observables on a single molecule (left). Similarly,
a deep tomography is a limit-behavior model that unifies an informationally-complete set of molecular descriptors in a shared representation
object.
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quantization, where operators are written in terms of creation
and annihilation operators over a set of basis functions
{fm}

K
m=1 that span the relevant Hilbert space. In the standard

Born–Oppenheimer approach, this basis is electronic only;
however, the same formalism applies if the basis functions span
the joint electron-nuclear space. On one hand, this formalism
uses fewer degrees of freedom to approximate the molecular
wave function compared to the rst quantization representa-
tion. On the other hand, some properties, such as the fermionic
and bosonic symmetries of the wave function, are easily enco-
ded in the algebra of these creation and annihilation operators.
The molecular Hamiltonian36 can thus be written as

Ĥ ¼
X
m;n

hmna
†
man|fflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}

one-body term: h

þ1

2

X
m;n;l;s

glsmna
†
ma

†
nalas|fflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl{zfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflfflffl}

two-body term: g

; (4)

where hmn ¼ hfm

��� 1
2

X
i

Vi
2jfni are one-body integrals,

glsmn ¼ hfmfn

��P
i\j

1
rij

jflfsi are two-body integrals, and a†m and am

are the creation and annihilation operator for the basis function

fm. Since Ĥ only depends on one- and two-body terms, calcu-
lating expectation values requires reduced information about
the wave function, captured in the one- and two-body reduced
density matrices.

Formally, a k-reduced density matrix (k-RDM) is a partial
trace of the full density matrix r = jjih jj over N – k particles.
The k-RDM is dened by
ð1st quantizationÞ GðkÞ
�
r1;.; rk; r

0
1;.; r

0
k

�
¼
 
N

k

!ð
drkþ1.drNJðr1;.; rNÞJ*

�
r
0
1;.; r

0
k; rkþ1;.; rN

�
;

ð2nd quantizationÞ G
ðkÞ
i1.ik ;j1.jk

¼ hJja†i1/a
†
ik
ajk/aj1jJi;
and can be understood as a way of compressing the information
of the complete wave function into fewer degrees of freedom—

those corresponding to k particles. Some properties of interest,
such as the electron density or the energy, can be expressed as
© 2026 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
a function of 1- or 2-RDM—as r(r) = Tr[G(1)jrihrj] or

E ¼ Tr½Gð1Þh� þ 1
2
Tr½Gð2Þg�. This raises the question: is the

information in k-RDMs enough to reconstruct the full N-body
wave function? This is the k-body N-representability
problem.45–49 Solving it for arbitrary k and N is NP-hard on
classical computers50 and QMA-hard for quantum
computers,49,51,52 but multiple heuristic methods are used to
circumvent this issue.53–55
3 Information in many molecules

While the discussion so far has focused on a xed quantum
system with a dened number of particles, a foundation model
that generalizes across chemistry must learn not only a repre-
sentation of one system (as quantum tomography does), but
also the shared representation across systems. This calls for
a generalization of quantum tomography over Fock space, the
space of quantum states across all molecular systems,56,57 and
the corresponding space of observables across molecules. Such
a formulation may provide a natural framework for designing
foundation models that aim to learn transferable QPMs across
chemistry. By newly establishing a connection with quantum
tomography, t hese ideas extend the formalization of chemical
compound space (CCS) introduced by von Lilienfeld et al..58–60

The underlying complexity scales exponentially with Hilbert
space dimension, although this challenge is partially mitigated
by restricting attention to chemically relevant states.61
Fock space F is dened as the direct sum of Hilbert spaces
over varying particle number F ¼ 4

n
HðnÞ, where n enumerates

“sectors” associated to a set of electrons and nuclei (cf. Fig. 1).
Similarly, observables across molecules correspond to
Digital Discovery
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expectation values of operators acting on this Fock space. This
unifying picture can guide architectural decisions in model
design, helping ensure that learned representations respect
physical principles already encoded in quantum theory. For
instance, the indistinguishability of particles imply the foun-
dation model should be permutationally invariant, and respect
other symmetries depending on the systems being studied.

Another key aspect of this formulation is the notion of
generalization across systems. All possible states of a molecule
can be viewed as belonging to a sector. A foundation model
should not only learn QPMs within single sectors (cf. eqn (2)), it
should also be capable of learning the relationships between
observables across different sectors,58,62

FQPM

�fOngn˛S
�
z
D
Ŷ
E
HðmÞ ¼ TrHðmÞ

�
rðmÞŶ

�
;where On

¼
nD

X̂ l

E
HðnÞ

oL

l¼1
;m;S: (5)

Such cross-sector generalization is particularly relevant for
frameworks that seek to infer properties of large systems by
leveraging knowledge about smaller “motifs”,63–71 where the
target quantum state in sector m, encoded in r(m), can be
inferred from an informationally rich set of observables
measured in other sectors, X :¼ fOngn˛S. This reects the
intuitive observation that motifs make similar contributions
across different molecular systems,72 while corrections emerge
from the interactions among these substructures.73 This is very
well understood in quantum chemistry due to the locality of the
coulomb operator, and for gapped systems the effects are
restricted by such limits.74,75

Graph neural networks leverage this modular perspective by
representing molecules as atomistic graphs, where message
passing architectures learn to aggregate and propagate local
information across systems.12,76–79 Through iterative nonlinear
transformations, these models aim to capture both local atomic
environments and the aforementioned nonlocal correlations
between molecular substructures. We formalize this idea with
the deep tomography hypothesis discussed below.
4 The deep tomography hypothesis

Across vision, language, and materials, independently trained
models on similar data tend to learn internal representations
that are equivalent up to a simple transformation. This “align-
ment” has been observed empirically,80–85 allowing, for instance,
re-using layers from one network into another with minimal
adaptation,86,87 or translation between models' embedding
spaces.88,89 Different lines of work frame this in various ways:
from practical tools like model stitching to more abstract
proposals like the Platonic representation hypothesis,90,91 its
“strong” variant,89 or the tomographic interpretation.27 A
recurring metaphor for this phenomenon is the Anna Karenina
scenario: “all happy families are alike; each unhappy family is
unhappy in its own way.”92 Well-generalizing models tend to
converge on similar information-sufficient representations,
while models that overt, like “Clever Hans”,34 each fail in their
Digital Discovery
own unique way. For a single descriptor, many distinct internal
explanations, including unphysical shortcuts remain viable, as
they can achieve low error on a single task.

The unifying insight across these perspectives is that well-
trained models tend to arrive at one of a family of approxi-
mate information-sufficient representations.25,93 This conver-
gence arises from two complementary and interrelated
mechanisms, which operate when supervision is mediated by
a shared representation bottleneck: a common network trunk
producing a single latent representation from which multiple
targets are decoded. If targets are instead handled through
separate disjoint networks the constraints do not accumulate
on a common representation, and the convergence argument
no longer applies. Moreover, the enforced targets must be
sufficiently diverse: redundant or highly correlated descriptors
do not impose additional constraints and thus do not mean-
ingfully restrict the space of admissible representations.
4.1 Preservation of information

Integratingmultiple views,90,94–102 greatly constrains the solution
space. Every property X̂ l encoded in the shared representation
space restricts solutions q* ˛ Ql to those minimizing the
reconstruction error d($, $) for that property. Thus, in well-
trained models every property X̂ l must be approximately recov-
erable (cf. eqn (6) and Fig. 2):

Q� ¼ X
L

l¼0
Ql ;Ql ¼

�
q���argminqd

�
X l ;Y l :¼ Dl

q+EqðXÞ�	 (6)
4.2 Preservation of structure

In practice, the reconstruction error for X̂ l is minimized via
a loss L (e.g., mean squared error) over M molecular states:

hdðX l ;Y lÞiz 1

M

XM
m¼1

L
�
pml ; q

m
l

�
;where pml � X l ; qml � Y l : (7)

With limited data, an over-parameterized model can solve
this by memorization (i.e., a lookup table), failing to generalize
effectively. However, given sufficient samples and model
capacity, it must instead learn to minimize the reconstruction
error across the full random variable X̂ l, enabling interpolation.
This is only possible if the representation EqðOÞ encodes
information in a structured way, as discussed in the contrastive
learning literature.94,103–105 Specically, for a valid similarity
metric Siml($, $), any ordering Siml(p

a
l , p

b
l ) # Siml(p

a
l , p

c
l) on

realizations pml � X l must be preserved in latent space by
a corresponding metric Sim

0
lðGa

ML;G
b
MLÞ# Sim

0
lðGa

ML;G
c
MLÞ with

Gm
ML � EqðXÞ.
When the model integrates another property X̂ l+1, general-

ization demands that the latent space also preserve its similarity
ordering Siml+1, which may conict with that of X̂ l. This struc-
tural encoding of potentially competing contexts imposes
additional constraints, further narrowing the viable solution
space.
© 2026 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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Fig. 2 Architecture for a QPM, where property l is reconstructed by a decoderDl
q from the latent space (left). Enforcing recoverability for multiple

properties progressively increases the number of constraints on the solution space, driving convergence toward an informationally-complete
subspace (right).
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These constraints dene an equivalence class of represen-
tations under invertible transformations that aim to approxi-
mately preserve both mutual information and local structure.
The joint requirement to maintain semantic organization while
satisfying multiple, potentially competing objectives sharply
reduces the space of admissible solutions, providing a natural
explanation for the convergence observed across independently
trained models and sets the basis of transfer learning,106–108

zero-shot learning88 and the justication of foundation
models.101,109 According to the rst postulate of Quantum
Mechanics, the state of a physical system is completely
described by its wavefunction. The k-RDM G(k) serves as the
canonical object containing all k-body information about
a quantum system.110 We therefore propose the Deep Tomog-
raphy Hypothesis: large ML models trained on molecular prop-
erties derived from the k-RDM will, in the limit of sufficient
capacity and data, converge to latent representations that are
informationally complete, and thus informationally equivalent
to G(k) on the subset of the chemical space they are trained on.
Importantly, even when an informationally-complete represen-
tation may not be accessible, e.g., due to computational limits,
or is not contained in a model's hypothesis spaceQ, each model
is biased towards the closest admissible approximation. Below,
we formalize Hypothesis 1 and discuss its implications.

This hypothesis suggests that foundation models trained
across many molecules and properties are, in effect,
Hypothesis 1

Setup: let X be a dataset of L properties of M molecules
X :¼ fOm ¼ p1; p2;.; pLð ÞgMm¼1, derived from a sufficiently rich set of
observables on each molecule's k-RDM, G(k), approaching informational
completeness. Let Fq= Dq + Eq be a QPM dened by a sufficiently wide and
expressive neural network, trained to predict these properties.
Hypothesis: the network's latent representation G

kð Þ
ML :¼ Eq Omð Þ of

a molecule m tends toward an informationally equivalent encoding of G(k)

for the subset of the chemical space accessible through X . This is, if there
exists a quantum operator Ŷ such that Tr(ŶG(k)) = p, then, there exists
a learnable decoder DY such that

‖DY(G
(k)
ML) − p‖ # 3,

with 3 / 0 in the data-capacity limit.

© 2026 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
implementing a novel kind of cross-sector tomography. The
model learns not only to interpolate within a sector of the Hil-
bert space, but also to extrapolate across different sectors of
Fock space—a capacity that traditional quantum tomography
does not possess, yet which is indispensable for scalable
chemical prediction. Such models, when sufficiently expressive
and trained on diverse molecular data, effectively extend the
informational reach of quantum measurements: they enable
predictions of quantum observables without direct quantum
access to the system of interest, using knowledge transferred
from related systems. This hypothesis should be understood as
a statement on the limit behaviour, as in practice limitations
regarding informational-completeness set of descriptors, model
capacity and learning efficiency arise. In such non-ideal
scenarios, the learned representations do not uniquely deter-
mine a sufficient statistics of the underlying quantum system
consistent with all observed properties, but rather concentrate
the probability mass over a subset of states consistent with the
observations.

The conditions for the deep tomography hypothesis to hold
rely on overcoming two bottlenecks: a data and a capacity
bottleneck. The former assumes that we can reliably sample the
massively large Fock space of chemicals. The latter assumes the
model is sufficiently wide and deep. Since Hilbert spaces grow
exponentially in the number of particles, a loose restriction on
the underlying network is that it also be exponentially wide and
deep. However, since these two limits are not feasible in prac-
tice, we believe the following:

� Width limit: since the dimension of the k-RDM is O(N2k),
i.e., exponential in k and polynomial in the size of the under-
lying molecule, xing a value for k will permit a reliable
encoding of the k-RDM in a polynomial (in N) amount of
neurons. The dimension of G(k) is the width of the model in this
case, xed for maximum size of the molecule considered.

� Depth limit: recovering the k-RDM from an
informationally-complete set of properties is as expensive as
a matrix inversion problem.111 However, recovering r = G(N)

from G(k) is QMA hard (cf. Section 2). This means that in the
worst case, a network would need exponentially many layers to
recover r but polynomially many layers to recover G(k).
Digital Discovery
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This means that, for a xed k, neither bottleneck is expected to
be exponentially hard—making it feasible for the deep tomography
hypothesis to be tested. We expect that this convergence in repre-
sentation will be physically meaningful, allowing polynomially-
large models to achieve transfer-learning capabilities.112–114

5 Outlook

The bitter lesson115 has taught us that general MLmodels will get
better as we scale compute and data.116,117 In chemistry, larger
and diverse datasets will give rise to the next generation of ML
models, those capable of combining all types of information
about molecules, crystals, proteins, materials, and other forms of
matter—including structure, numerical properties, or other
descriptors.101 We believe these models will learn representations
increasingly closer to informational-completeness, which we call
deep tomographies, and these should be informationally equiv-
alent to k-RDMs on the subset of the chemical space for which
they are trained. Under this hypothesis, insights from quantum
tomography, such as the role of information completeness, the
structure of operator algebras, and the interpretability of reduced
descriptions, can guide the design of better learning models. In
particular, they motivate a move away from arbitrary descriptors
toward physically grounded representations that preserve the
relational structure among quantum observables.112,118,119

Viewed through this lens, symmetries and physical laws can
be understood as additional physics constraints imposed on the
model either through its architecture or the objective function.
The difference lies not in the solution itself, which under the
perspective adopted here would ultimately exhibit the required
symmetries if enough and diverse data is provided, but in the
optimization dynamics. While architectural enforcement of
physics constraints can be benecial in data-scarce regimes by
ruling out unphysical solutions when those are viable,120,121 such
hard constraints may also restrict the optimization dynamics by
disallowing temporary violations that could facilitate conver-
gence toward a physically valid solution.122,123 In data-rich
regimes, this raises the question whether soer, penalty-based
enforcement of constraints may allow more exibility during
optimization while leveraging the guidance they provide.
Understanding this trade-off remains an open problem.

This work is conceptually related to PAC learning (Valiant's
model),124,125 while it addresses a different question. PAC learning
assumes an unknown distribution D over a set of objects O and
a target function f : O/f0; 1g. The central concern is whether
access to labelled sample pairs (o, f(o)) drawn from D, a learning
algorithm can output a hypothesis h˛H that with high probability
achieves small generalization error, with emphasis on sample and
computationally efficiency. In contrast, we argue that inmolecular
science target functions are not arbitrary elements but induced by
a shared physical variable, the molecule's quantum state.
Enforcing faithful prediction over an increasing number of
diverse molecular descriptors through a shared learned repre-
sentation object, progressively restricts the space of admissible
hypothesis. Unphysical or shortcut solutions become incompat-
ible with all tasks, driving convergence toward representations
that act like sufficient statistics, locally, of the underlying physics.
Digital Discovery
For quantum chemistry, this perspective hints at a path to
foundation models that have tomographically-meaningful
latent spaces, from which all other physical properties are
recoverable. It suggests a principled and alternate benchmark
procedure for representational completeness of foundation
models beyond task-specic accuracy: freeze the encoder and
train decoders to predict molecular properties not included
during training. Models whose frozen representations support
accurate reconstruction for a wider range of unseen observables
can be regarded as more informationally-complete.

Such benchmarks can potentially bridge the gap betweenML
embeddings of molecules and quantum-mechanical state
reconstructions—laying the groundwork for AI systems that
operate as compressed yet faithful surrogates of the underlying
physics. As the eld advances, progress in foundation models
for quantum chemistry coming from richer training data will
enable the convergence towards deep tomographic representa-
tions. For example, the development of quantum computing
will allow efficient computation of k-RDM properties of
molecules126–130 providing training data that surpasses the
accuracy achievable by any classical simulation131—relevant for
highly-correlated systems like FeMoco.132 In such case, the ML
architecture remains the same, but the dataset creation within
a time-window is of higher quality. Another opportunity
enabled by quantum processor would be access to learning
algorithms with latent representations that are quantum in
nature26 and emerging devices like the 25–50 logical qubit
machine “MAGNE”133 would facilitate deep tomography repre-
sentations learned from low-order measurements (1/2-RDMs) to
serve as generalizable property-to-property maps, compressing
complex many-body physics into experimentally grounded
representations. In this second scenario, the ML model would
be implemented as a quantum algorithm, and while we believe
that the deep tomography hypothesis still hold—small changes
on what is considered a decoder must be made. This would
open a new practical route – or paradigm – to chemically reli-
able surrogates for strongly correlated motifs, supporting scal-
able prediction and validation of spin states, redox chemistry,
and catalytic pathways in Fe–S type systems.134 In summary,
larger models trained on such data or algorithms, encompass-
ing diverse molecular properties, will be better positioned to
converge towards platonic representations capturing the
essential structure of quantum-mechanical information.
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43 J. Č́ı̌zek, On the correlation problem in atomic and
molecular systems. calculation of wavefunction
components in ursell-type expansion using quantum-eld
theoretical methods, J. Chem. Phys., 1966, 45(11), 4256–
4266, DOI: 10.1063/1.1727484.

44 A. Peruzzo, J. McClean, P. Shadbolt, M.-H. Yung,
X.-Qi Zhou, P. J. Love, A. Aspuru-Guzik and J. L. O’brien,
A variational eigenvalue solver on a photonic quantum
processor, Nat. Commun., 2014, 5(1), 4213, DOI: 10.1038/
ncomms5213.

45 A. Klyachko, Quantum marginal problem and
representations of the symmetric group, arXiv, 2004,
preprint quant-ph/0409113, DOI: 10.48550/arXiv.quant-ph/
0409113.

46 A. A. Klyachko, Quantum marginal problem and n-
representability, Journal Of Physics: Conference Series, IOP
Publishing, 2006, 36, p. 72, DOI: 10.1088/1742-6596/36/1/
014.

47 C. A. Coulson, Present state of molecular structure
calculations, Rev. Mod. Phys., 1960, 32(2), 170, DOI:
10.1103/revmodphys.32.170.
© 2026 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.softx.2024.101911
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352711024002814
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352711024002814
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2352711024002814
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41570-018-0121
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aat2663
https://doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.7b00572
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.physics/0004057
https://doi.org/10.1109/ITW.2015.7133169
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/aa8072
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/aa8072
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2501.18163
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2501.18163
https://arxiv.org/abs/2501.18163
https://doi.org/10.1145/2939672.2939778
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.4c01424
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-025-60809-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-59259-453-5_24
https://doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfr088
https://doi.org/10.1093/toxsci/kfr088
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42256-025-01000-2
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamadermatol.2019.1735
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119019572
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781119019572
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-540-30538-5_31
https://doi.org/10.1145/2491533.249154
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4614-1800-9_147
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0305004100011919
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrev.136.b864
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrev.136.b864
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1727484
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5213
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms5213
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.quant-ph/0409113
https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.quant-ph/0409113
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/36/1/014
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/36/1/014
https://doi.org/10.1103/revmodphys.32.170
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d5dd00484e


Perspective Digital Discovery

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 1

9 
Fe

br
ua

ry
 2

02
6.

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

on
 3

/3
/2

02
6 

7:
41

:5
5 

PM
. 

 T
hi

s 
ar

tic
le

 is
 li

ce
ns

ed
 u

nd
er

 a
 C

re
at

iv
e 

C
om

m
on

s 
A

ttr
ib

ut
io

n 
3.

0 
U

np
or

te
d 

L
ic

en
ce

.
View Article Online
48 A. J. Coleman, Structure of fermion density matrices, Rev.
Mod. Phys., 1963, 35(3), 668, DOI: 10.1103/
revmodphys.35.668.

49 W. Tzu-Chieh, M. Mosca and A. Nayak, Interacting boson
problems can be qma hard, Phys. Rev. Lett., 2010, 104(4),
040501, DOI: 10.1103/physrevlett.104.040501.

50 D. A. Mazziotti, Structure of fermionic density matrices:
Complete n-representability conditions, Phys. Rev. Lett.,
2012, 108(26), 263002, DOI: 10.1103/
PhysRevLett.108.263002.

51 Yi-K. Liu, Consistency of local density matrices is qma-
complete, in Approximation, Randomization, and
Combinatorial Optimization. Algorithms and Techniques: 9th
International Workshop on Approximation Algorithms for
Combinatorial Optimization Problems, Approx 2006 and
10th International Workshop on Randomization and
Computation, Random 2006, Barcelona, Spain, August 28-30
2006 Proceedings, Springer, 2006, pp. 438–449, DOI:
10.1007/11830924_40.

52 Yi-K. Liu, M. Christandl and F. Verstraete, Quantum
computational complexity of the n-representability
problem: Qma complete, Phys. Rev. Lett., 2007, 98(11),
110503, DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.110503.

53 T. L. Gilbert, Hohenberg-kohn theorem for nonlocal
external potentials, Phys. Rev. B, 1975, 12(6), 2111, DOI:
10.1103/physrevb.12.2111.

54 M. Nakata, H. Nakatsuji, M. Ehara, M. Fukuda, K. Nakata
and K. Fujisawa, Variational calculations of fermion
second-order reduced density matrices by semidenite
programming algorithm, J. Chem. Phys., 2001, 114(19),
8282–8292, DOI: 10.1063/1.1360199.

55 D. A. Mazziotti, Variational minimization of atomic and
molecular ground-state energies via the two-particle
reduced density matrix, Phys. Rev. A, 2002, 65(6), 062511,
DOI: 10.1103/physreva.65.062511.

56 Al. Ivanov, The structure of chemical particles, J. Math.
Chem., 2007, 42(2), 141–152, DOI: 10.1007/s10910-005-
9044-y.

57 V. J. Härkönen, Quantum eld theory of electrons and
nuclei, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor., 2024, 57(46), 465402, DOI:
10.1088/1751-8121/ad8a2c.

58 O. Anatole von Lilienfeld, First principles view on chemical
compound space: Gaining rigorous atomistic control of
molecular properties, Int. J. Quantum Chem., 2013,
113(12), 1676–1689, DOI: 10.1002/qua.24375.

59 R. Ramakrishnan and O. Anatole von Lilienfeld, Machine
Learning, Quantum Chemistry, And Chemical Space, John
Wiley & Sons, Ltd, 2017, ch 5, pp. 225–256, ISBN
9781119356059.

60 B. Huang and O. Anatole von Lilienfeld, Ab initio machine
learning in chemical compound space, Chem. Rev., 2021,
121(16), 10001–10036, DOI: 10.1021/acs.chemrev.0c01303.
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