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S1. DETAILS OF VQE OPTIMIZATION

Following Ref. [1], we start by optimizing for the ground state of the non-interacting

system (U = 0). We use this state |1),) to generate the parameterized quantum circuit

[¥pqe(0)) = Un(0n)..Ur(61) [¢0) (1)

as the starting point for the optimization of the interacting case, representing the real mate-
rial of interest. The initial parameters @ are obtained randomly from a Gaussian distribution
N(0,1075) with zero mean and variance o> = 107°. We perform an energy minimization,
until one of three conditions is met: the energy tolerance (defined by the absolute difference
between the energy at the final step and the penultimate step) reaches 1077, the energy gra-
dient reaches 107°, or the optimization reaches 500 steps. The optimizations are performed

using the L-BFGS method [2].

In order to obtain ground states with high fidelities, following the energy minimization de-
scribed above, we use the resulting wave functions as a starting point for an overlap-based op-
timization, where the optimizer minimizes the loss function f = log,o(1—| (¥vor|¥Yprra) |?)
(the logarithm of the infidelity with respect to the DMRG ground state). We find that this
hybrid optimization strategy yields the overall best results in terms of minimizing the energy
and also producing a high-fidelity ground state. We perform ten independent optimizations
following the above hybrid energy-/overlap-based minimization, and we take the state with
the minimal energy among these ten as the ground state, which prevents the system from

becoming stuck in local minima.

An important factor in the ground state optimization is the electron filling of the bands
of the different materials studied here. CayCuO3 and SrVOs; are metallic at the DFT level of
theory, and we solve for their ground state at half-filling of the first electronic band included
in the model. WTe, is predicted to be a conventional band insulator at the Kohn-Sham
level of theory, we therefore solve for the ground state of this system with an initial state
where the two lower-energy bands in the active space (see Fig. 3 in main manuscript) are at
full-filling, and the two upper bands are empty. Since here we work in the basis of Wannier
functions, we populate the Wannier states with the greatest contribution from the two lower-

energy Kohn-Sham states, averaged across the Brillouin zone, as can be deduced from the



Wannier rotation matrices obtained within wannier90 [3].
In Tables S1-S4 we give the VQE energies and fidelities obtained for WTey; and SrVOs,

ranked from best to worst from right to left.

VQE1 | VQE2 | VQE3 | VQE4 | VQE5 | VQE6 | VQE7 | VQES’ | VQE9 | VQE 10

55.225eV|55.313eV [57.202eV |61.064eV [62.710eV |63.854 eV |64.074eV|70.980eV | 71.753 eV | 77.582 eV

DMRG Energy: 55.103 eV

Table S1. VQE energies of WTes.

VQE 1|VQE 2|VQE 3|VQE 4|VQE 5| VQE 6| VQE 7|VQE 8|VQE 9|VQE 10

90.5% | 85.0% | 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Table S2. VQE fidelities of WTes with respect to DMRG reference.

VQE 1 VQE 2 VQE 3 VQE 4 VQE 5 VQE 6 VQE 7 VQE 8 VQE 9 VQE 10
—115.995eV | —115.824eV | —115.502eV | —115.294eV | —115.163eV | —115.035eV | —114.926eV | —114.787eV | —100.493 eV | —100.247 eV
DMRG Energy: —116.192eV

Table S3. VQE energies of SrVOs.

VQE 1|VQE 2|VQE 3|VQE 4|VQE 5|VQE 6| VQE 7| VQE 8|VQE 9|VQE 10

76.8% | 71.1% | 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Table S4. VQE fidelities of SrVO3 with respect to DMRG reference.



S2. DETAILS OF DFT AND CONSTRAINED RPA CALCULATIONS

We perform all DFT calculations within the Quantum Espresso software package [4],
within the generalized gradient approximation (GGA) of Perdew, Burke and Ernzerhof
(PBE) [5]. We utilize scalar-relativistic optimized norm-conserving Vanderbilt pseudopo-
tentials (ONCV) [6] with standard accuracy, as these are given in Pseudo Dojo [7].

For our DFT calculations on CayCuO3 we employ a wave function cutoff of 80 Ry, and
a6 x 6 x6 k-grid. We compute the dielectric function and the Coulomb integrals of the
system within RESPACK [8], using a polarizability cutoff of 7 Ry and 100 bands, excluding a
single band crossing the Fermi level within cRPA. For WTe, we use a wave function cutoff of
80Ry, and a 6 x 6 x 1 k-grid. We compute the dielectric function within cRPA by excluding
the four bands around the Fermi level, with a polarizability cutoff of 5 Ry and 600 bands.
For SrVO3; we use a wave function cutoff of 81 Ry, and a 6 x 6 x 6 k-grid. We compute
the dielectric function within cRPA by excluding the three bands crossing the Fermi level,
with a polarizability cutoff of 5Ry and 600 bands, yielding Coulomb parameters in close

agreement to those reported previously [8].



S3. DOWNFOLDED HAMILTONIAN PARAMETERS

Here we give the parameters resulting from downfolding the electronic structure of the
different materials onto the extended Hubbard Hamiltonian of eq. 1 of the main manuscript.
Here we give the nearest-neighbor terms along the crystallographic direction where the

maximal coupling and interactions occur, for each system.

A. CaQCu03

The hopping and Coulomb terms of this system are dominant along the crystallographic
direction which aligns with chains of Cu atoms. We therefore construct a one-dimensional,
single-band Hubbard model with the following parameters resulting from the Wannierization
and downfolding procedures: hopping integral of t = —0.491 eV, on-site Coulomb interaction

of U = 3.578 eV and off-site Coulomb repulsion of V' = 0.903eV.

B. WTe,

Within the subspace of four bands around the Fermi level of WTe,, we find the hopping

term

—0.201 0.178 —0.398 —0.128
0.108 —0.144 0.072 -0.071

tirjrR = . (2)
0.398 0.003 0.387 0.025

0.019 0.071 0.057 0.124
with ¢ = j the intra-band terms, and ¢ # j the inter-band contributions, for R # R’ and for
nearest neighbors.

Similarly, for the on-site Coulomb interaction

1.107 0.822 0.922 0.765
0.822 1.095 0.760 0.684
0.922 0.760 1.096 0.853
0.765 0.684 0.853 1.174



and the nearest-neighbor off-site terms:

0.924 0.822 0.841 0.765
0.754 0.917 0.715 0.672
0.841 0.760 0.855 0.853
0.721 0.672 0.762 0.860

C. SrVoOs;

SrVO3 has cubic symmetry, making the Hamiltonian parameters identical along the three
crystallographic axes. We find within the subspace of the three electronic bands crossing
the Fermi level that we have the following intra- and inter-band terms, where all values are

given in eV. For the hopping term

—0.263 0 0
tmjp =] 0 —0263 0 |- (5)
0 0 —0.027

The on-site Coulomb interaction

3.527 2.349 2.349
Uy = | 2.349 3.527 2.349 |, (6)
2.349 2.349 3.527

and the nearest-neighbor off-site terms:

0.649 0.635 0.555
Vij = 10.635 0.649 0.555 | - (7)
0.555 0.555 0.492
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