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The computation of dynamical correlators of quantum many-body systems represents an open
critical challenge in condensed matter physics. While powerful methodologies have risen in recent
years, covering the full parameter space remains unfeasible for most many-body systems with a com-
plex configuration space. Here we demonstrate that conditional Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANs) allow simulating the full parameter space of several many-body systems, accounting both
for controlled parameters, and stochastic disorder effects. After training with a restricted set of noisy
many-body calculations, the conditional GAN algorithm provides the whole dynamical excitation
spectra for a Hamiltonian instantly and with an accuracy analogous to the exact calculation. We
further demonstrate how the trained conditional GAN automatically provides a powerful method
for Hamiltonian learning from its dynamical excitations, and to flag non-physical systems via outlier
detection. Our methodology puts forward generative adversarial learning as a powerful technique to
explore complex many-body phenomena, providing a starting point to design large-scale quantum
many-body matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

The dynamical properties of quantum many-body
models remain one of the critical problems in condensed
matter physics, lying at the heart of problems ranging
from correlated superconductivity [1] to quantum spin
liquid physics [2, 3]. Even with the appearance of pow-
erful new methodologies in the last years [4, 5], tackling
specific regimes of quantum many-body models is an out-
standing problem [6, 7] and covering the full parameter
space of a many-body Hamiltonian quickly is a nearly un-
feasible task. This huge complexity is not a feature alone
of quantum many-body physics, but it is also well known
in many problems of image, voice, and video recogni-
tion [8–10]. In these fields, a new family of algorithms
known as Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) [11]
has allowed to tackle some of those intractable problems
with high accuracy [12–14].

While supervised and unsupervised learning has been
widely applied to quantum problems [15–27], generative
adversarial learning remains relatively unexplored [28–
30]. The advantages of GANs over simple (supervised or
unsupervised) neural network (NN) models are the abil-
ity of learning underlying distributions of complex data
set (e.g., images) and the generation of new samples with
the same statistics by only using input noise (and addi-
tional conditional parameters) [31, 32]. The generated
output is of such high accuracy, e.g., photo-realistic im-
ages, that can not be achieved similarly with other gen-
erative models [33]. Moreover, GANs naturally incorpo-
rate noise in the generative network architecture which
enables to account for both uncertainty and diversity in
the model. This includes multi-modal learning where one
input can correspond to several correct outputs which can
not be achieved by classical machine learning algorithms
which generally learn a one-to-one mapping [34].

Here we show how conditional GANs (cGANs) allow

FIG. 1. Comparison of the dynamical correlator computed
with an exact many-body formalism (left) and a trained con-
ditional generative adversarial neural network (right). After
training, the cGAN allows generating many-body spin cor-
relators of analogous quality to the many-body formalism in
the whole parameter space. The trained cGAN accounts si-
multaneously both for controlled Hamiltonian parameters and
hidden disorder effects.

simulating dynamical excitations of many-body Hamil-
tonians and furthermore provide efficient Hamiltonian
learning and outlier detection. Taking as training exam-
ples a finite set of noisy many-body dynamical calcula-
tions, we demonstrate that the conditional GAN quickly
learns to generate dynamical results for the whole param-
eter space (as illustrated in Fig. 1). Once the GANs are
trained, the computational and generalization power of
GANs over traditional methods comes into play: even
to simulate new many-body Hamiltonians of big sys-
tem size, the outputs of the GAN are almost instan-
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taneous and with an accuracy rivaling the exact calcu-
lations, enabling a detailed mapping of complex many-
body systems without the need to calculate every pa-
rameter combination. Besides realizing a powerful simu-
lator, the trained GAN automatically provides two ad-
ditional features by exploiting the trained discrimina-
tor. First, the parameters of the Hamiltonian can be
directly inferred from the simulated dynamical data by
using the cGAN discriminator, a methodology providing
a cGAN-based Hamiltonian learning algorithm. Second,
the trained discriminator allows detecting non-physical
results such as those stemming from wrongly computed
dynamical many-body systems. Our work provides a first
step towards designing quantum many-body matter with
deep generative models, opening a pathway to address
complex quantum many-body landscapes and ultimately
combining theoretical and experimental data.

The manuscript is organized as follows. Sec. II intro-
duces the general concept of cGANs and the quantum
many-body methodology for computing dynamical cor-
relators with tensor networks. As a first demonstration,
Sec III exemplifies our cGAN methodology for a fam-
ily of single-particle models. Sec. IV demonstrates the
cGAN methodology for three families of quantum many-
body systems, including a gapless many-body model fea-
turing spinons, a model with topological order, and a
fermionic Hubbard model. Sec. V demonstrates how the
trained cGAN provides both a methodology for Hamilto-
nian learning and outlier detection. Finally, Sec. VI sum-
marizes our conclusions. Information about the GAN
architecture and training data generation are given in
Appendix A and B.

II. GENERATIVE ADVERSARIAL NETWORKS
AND DYNAMICAL CORRELATORS

A. Generative Adversarial Networks

Generative Adversarial Networks were proposed in
2014 as deep generative models in the context of unsu-
pervised Machine Learning (ML) [11]. They are generally
built by combining two neural networks, the generator G
and discriminator D, which are competing in a min-max
game against each other. This allows the generator to be-
come very accurate in mapping from a latent space vector
z (i.e., a random input vector) to the data distribution of
the real images. The generator network tries to trick the
discriminator which has the job of distinguishing between
real and generated images. During the training process,
the parameters of both networks get updated simulta-
neously, minimizing the terms related to the generator
log [1−D(G(z))] and discriminator log[D(x)] which are
part of the GAN value function

minG maxDV (D,G) = Ex∼pdata(x) [logD(x)]

+ Ez∼pz(z)[log (1−D(G(z))] .
(1)

FIG. 2. Illustration of the cGAN architecture used in this
work. The cGAN consists of two deep neural networks, the
generator G and discriminator D, playing a min-max game
against each other. The generator learns the (labeled) data
distribution from the real images and the discriminator tries
to distinguish between real and generated images. The net-
work parameters are updated during the training via the D-
Loss and G-Loss.

The input data x contains the information of the real
images, pdata is the distribution of the input images which
we want to learn, and pz is the (normal) distribution of
the latent space. During the training, the parameters
of the generator (discriminator) are updated in order to
minimize (maximize) the expectation values of the value
function V (D,G).

Applications of GANs in computer science tasks usu-
ally include the generation of images including convolu-
tional neural networks and have shown great success in
the applications of image generation by using random
inputs [31, 35, 36]. These random inputs, however, in-
hibit us from controlling the output of the algorithm.
An extension to the usual GAN are cGANs which give
additional information to the neural networks in order
to gain some control over the output of the algorithm
without losing the generative power of this method [37].
Some applications include, e.g,. image-to-image transla-
tion [12] or image editing [8, 32, 38, 39]. The computa-
tional power of (conditional) GANs has already found its
way to physics, starting in high energy physics for the
simulation of 2D particle jet images [40] and 3D particle
showers [41], cosmology for emulations of cosmological
maps [42], and in selected problems of quantum and con-
densed matter physics including the simulation of corre-
lated Quantum Walk [28] and to simulate 2D Ising model
near the critical temperature [29]. Recently, conditional
GANs have also been successfully applied for quantum
state tomography and the reconstruction of density ma-
trices [30].

In particular, conditional GANs allow for the incorpo-
ration of prior knowledge about a system and simultane-
ously account for a degree of diverse randomness in the
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output. This architecture corresponds to cGANs which
have a vector of labels (y) in addition to the training
data as input of the generator and discriminator. In
the specific case of our manuscript, we consider condi-
tional labels that are given by the different energy scales
of a general Hamiltonian. Figure 2 shows the general
architecture of the cGAN used in this work. This archi-
tecture is inspired by conventional GANs, yet with the
key difference that conditional parameters are included
as input for the generator and discriminator (shown in
orange). The value function is also very similar to the
one of Eq. 1 [37]

minG maxDV (D,G) = Ex∼pdata(x)[logD(x|y)]

+ Ez∼pz(z)[log (1−D(G(z|y))]
(2)

with conditional constraints y in the input of the dis-
criminator and generator in their corresponding term in
the value function. In the case of image generation, the
auxiliary labels of the cGAN have discrete class values.
In our case, we are using continuous labels which allows
us to cover the full parameter space of a given Hamilto-
nian with a continuous cGAN. In contrast to conventional
GANs, we now have the ability to simulate many-body
systems with conditional parameters in the Hamiltonian.

B. Dynamical correlators with tensor-networks

Here we summarize the many-body method used to
generate the training data. We will be interested in com-
puting the dynamical correlator of a many-body Hamil-
tonian, taking the form

χ(ω) = 〈GS|Âδ(ω − Ĥ + E0)B̂|GS〉 (3)

where Â, B̂, Ĥ are many-body operators and |GS〉 is the
many-body ground state. This spectral function corre-
sponds to the dynamical spin structure factor for a spin
system and the electronic many-body density of states
for an electronic system. The dynamical correlator is
computed using the tensor-network kernel polynomial
algorithm [43–50]. The many-body states and Hamil-
tonians are represented in terms of a tensor-network,
using the matrix-product state formalism [51–53], the
ground state is computed with the density-matrix renor-
malization group algorithm [4], and the Hamiltonian is
scaled to the interval (−1, 1) to perform the Chebyshev
expansion[43]. The scaled Hamiltonian is denoted as H̄,
and its scaled spectral function as χ̄, taking the form

χ̄(x) =
1

π
√

1− x2

[
α0 + 2

∞∑
n=1

αnTn(x)

]
(4)

with Tn(x) the Chebyshev polynomials and αn the co-
efficients of the expansion computed recursively, and in-
cluding the Jackson Kernel [54]. Finally, we note that

FIG. 3. Real space DOS of a one-dimensional tight-binding
system of length n = 18 generated with the cGAN (a,c,e) in
comparison with the exact tight-binding calculations (b,d,f).
The x-axis labels the site, the y-axis the frequency, and the
z-axis the (local) DOS (Eq. 6). Shown are 3 combinations of
the conditional parameters (µ,m) in (a,b), (c,d) and (e,f), as
defined in Eq. 5.

while we focus here on the tensor-network representation
of the states, an analogous procedure can be performed
with neural-network quantum states [55].

III. SINGLE-PARTICLE SYSTEMS

While ultimately we will explore our generative algo-
rithm for a quantum many-body system, it is instructive
to first explore its applicability for a family of single-
particle models that can easily be solved. As the first
proof of concept, we test our cGAN for a one-dimensional
single-particle tight-binding system. The Hamiltonian in
second quantization of these systems is given by

H(µ,m) = t
∑
n

c†ncn+1 + h.c. + µ
∑
n

c†ncn

+m
∑
n

(−1)nc†ncn +
∑
n

vnc
†
ncn ,

(5)

with the hopping t, vn random onsite energies, and µ
as chemical potential. The additional fourth term in
the equation introduces a site imbalance with magnitude
m and defines together with the chemical potential the



4

conditional parameter space of our Hamiltonian. The
onsite energies vn are chosen randomly in the interval
vn ∈ [−0.1, 0.1] t to introduce the randomness in the
training data of the cGAN. This randomness emulates
potential hidden variables in the model, small fluctua-
tions associated with the theoretical methodology, and
would allow mimicking additional perturbations which
could be present in potential future experimental data
and were not accounted by for the theoretical model.
We computed 4000 real systems and extended the train-
ing set with the data-enhancement method presented in
App.B to 32 000 examples.[56] This training set size is
therefore in the order of the MNIST data set of hand-
written digits [57]. The parameters µ and m are the
conditional parameter of the GAN and are defined in the
intervals µ ∈ [1.7, 2.3] t and m ∈ [−0.3, 0.3] t.

The idea is to train the generator to map from (µ,m)
to the (local) density of states A(ω, n) (DOS) which is
defined as

A(ω, n) = 〈n|δ(ω −H)|n〉 (6)

where H is the tight binding matrix defined by Eq. 5, and
δ the Dirac delta function. Figure 3 shows the value of
the DOS (z-axis) depending on the site (x-axis) and fre-
quency (y-axis). We show the spatial-resolved DOS for 3
different conditional parameter combinations (µ,m) and
compare the simulations of the cGAN in Fig. 3 (a,c,e)
with the exact calculations in Fig. 3 (b,d,f). As observed
in the figure, there is no visual difference between the
real and generated DOS for each of the three parameter
choices, a feature observed for generic examples. In par-
ticular, in Fig. 3 (c,d), the increase of µ gives rise to a
frequency shift of 0.3 t compared to Fig. 3 (a,b), which is
very well captured by the generated DOS of the cGAN
in (c). Similar results can be seen in Fig. 3 (e,d), where
the increased m-parameter induces a site imbalance be-
tween odd and even sites in the chain. In conclusion, the
simulations of the algorithm capture the effects of both
conditional parameters on the DOS with high accuracy
and in arbitrary magnitude. The trained generator is
able to generate new systems with arbitrary parameter
choice of (µ,m) in the boundaries of the training interval,
and even slightly outside, almost instantaneous with very
high precision. In the next section, the same algorithm is
applied to three different many-body systems which are
computational more demanding than the single-particle
system which can be seen as proof of principle.

IV. MANY-BODY SYSTEMS

In contrast to the single-particle case in the previous
section, calculations of many-body systems with high ac-
curacy are computationally much more demanding. This
affects the training of the cGAN because creating an ar-
bitrary large training set becomes one of the major bot-
tlenecks. The idea is to use the minimal amount of data
to train the network accurately and use methods of data

FIG. 4. Real space Sz spin correlators of a one-dimensional
S = 1/2-spin chain of length n = 18 generated with the cGAN
(a,c,e) in comparison with exact tensor-network calculations
(b,d,f). The x-axis labels the site, the y-axis the frequency,
and the z-axis the full spin correlator (Eq. 8). Shown are 3
combinations of the conditional parameters (Ny, Bx) in (a,b),
(c,d), and (e,f), defined in Eq. 7.

enhancements to enlarge the training set (see App. B).
This minimizes the computational effort and takes full
advantage of the generative power of this algorithm. In
this section, we test our cGAN algorithm for three dif-
ferent one-dimensional many-body systems including a
S = 1/2-chain, a topologically non-trivial S = 1 system,
and a doped Hubbard model [58].

A. Gapless many-body S = 1/2 spin model

We start with the simplest many-body system we stud-
ied, an interacting S = 1/2 Heisenberg model realizing a
quantum-disordered ground state. The Hamiltonian for
the one-dimensional S = 1/2 system is given by

H(Ny, Bx) = J
∑
n

Sn · Sn+1 + +Ny
∑
n

(−1)nSxn

+Bx
∑
n

Syn +
∑
n

(ξxnS
x
n + ξynS

y
n)

(7)

with Sn = (Sxn, S
y
n, S

z
n) the S = 1/2 many-body spin

operators. The parameter J denotes the Heisenberg ex-
change coupling, Ny a local alternating Neel magnetic
field in the y-direction, and Bx a uniform Zeeman field
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in the x−direction. In the absence of Neel, Zeeman,
and disorder fields, this model realizes a well-understood
isotropic Heisenberg model. In this limit, the system
features gapless S = 1/2 spinon excitations [59] hosting
a spin-singlet ground state with local zero magnetiza-
tion in the thermodynamic limit [60] and can be analyt-
ically solved via Bethe ansatz [61]. In the presence of
finite Neel and Zeeman terms, the ground state of the
system develops a finite order in the x and y directions
〈Sxn〉 6= 0, 〈Syn〉 6= 0, yet hosting a zero local order in the
z-direction 〈Szn〉 = 0. For our cGAN, the parameters Ny
and Bx are the conditional parameters, defined in the
intervals Ny ∈ [0.0, 0.2] J and Bx ∈ [0.0, 0.2] J , and ξx

and ξy are introducing randomness (up to 0.05 J) to the
training data generation.

We now focus on the spin excitations in real space com-
puted with the dynamical spin correlator defined as

Sz(ω, n) = 〈GS|Sznδ(ω −H + EGS)Szn|GS〉 (8)

where Szn is the local spin operator in site n, |GS〉 the
many-body ground state, and EGS the ground state en-
ergy. The previous correlator directly probes many-body
spin excitations in the spin chain and can be directly
measured experimentally in real space [62] using inelas-
tic spectroscopy [63–65] and electrically-driven paramag-
netic resonance with scanning tunneling microscopy [66–
70]. We train the cGAN to map from the conditional
parameters to the correlator in real space (Ny, Bx)→ S.
For the training we used 2250 many-body calculations
with arbitrary conditional parameter combinations and
used data-enhancement methods (shown in App. B) to
increase the training set size to 36 000.

The results for the S = 1/2 system for 3 differ-
ent parameter combinations are shown in Fig. 4 (a,b),
Fig. 4 (c,d) and Fig. 4 (e,f). We compare the simulated
systems in Fig. 4 (a,c,e) with the real many-body calcula-
tions in Fig. 4 (d,e,f). The parameter combinations cover
different areas of the parameter space of the Hamiltonian
of Eq. 7 and are chosen randomly. The cGAN simulates
the spin excitations in z-direction with high accuracy and
captures the important features including the spatial pro-
file of the many-body modes in the full frequency range.
Differences for the 3 parameter combinations occur in the
form of a shift of the lowest excitation and the location
and number of higher many-body modes. In Fig. 4 (a,b)
the lowest excitation is at 0.25 J which is captured well
in the generated system in (a). Especially for Ny = 0.1 J
and Bx = 0.1 J the simulation (Fig. 4 (c)) is very close to
the real spectrum (Fig. 4 (d)) comparing the energy on-
set of the excitation at around 0.5t as well as the relative
magnitudes of higher many-body excitations. The same
applies to the third parameter combination of Ny = 0.2 J
and Bx = 0.2 J in Fig. 4 (e) and Fig. 4 (f), respectively.
Differences between the simulations and real images can
be related to, first, the induced noise up to 0.05 J and
the random sampling of the cGAN from this noise distri-
bution, i.e., every system generated by the cGAN shows
small but observable differences. The second source of

error is connected with the small amount of real training
data which implies that for each arbitrary combination of
conditional parameters only a small number of training
examples exists (in the vicinity of the parameter space).
Despite these features, the results for these values and ar-
bitrary parameter combinations are very precise consid-
ering the comparatively small amount of training data in
terms of GANs (we used only 2250 real data points com-
pared the e.g. the MNIST data set of 60 000 examples)
and the instantaneous generation of the spectra.

B. Interacting many-body system with topological
order

The one-dimensional S = 1 spin chain is a topological
non-trivial system that shows spin fractionalization in
form of excitations of S = 1/2 spins below the bulk gap
on the edges of the chain [71–75]. This model represents
one of the simplest examples of many-body fractionaliza-
tion stemming from topological order. This system shows
robust topological edge modes, resilient to perturbations
that do not break the spin rotational symmetry of the
model [73, 76], and has been realized both in natural
compounds [77] and artificial designer platforms [78]. In
stark contrast with the model of the previous section, the
dynamical spectra of this topological model show persis-
tent edge excitations, together with bulk modes, provid-
ing a substantially different qualitative behavior.

The Hamiltonian of the spin S = 1 Heisenberg model
we consider is given by

H(∆J , J2) = J
∑
n

Sn · Sn+1 + J2
∑
n

Sn · Sn+2

+∆J

∑
n

(−1)n Sn · Sn+1

+
∑
n

ξJn Sn · Sn+1 +
∑
n

ξJ2n Sn · Sn+2

(9)

with Sn = (Sxn, S
y
n, S

z
n) the many-body spin operators for

S = 1. In comparison to Eq. 7, we have now chosen the
dimerization of the nearest-neighbor exchange (∆J) and
second-nearest-neighbor exchange (J2) as conditional pa-
rameters. We note that external magnetic fields would
break the protection of the low-energy topological excita-
tions of the fractionalized spins of this system which we
want to study, and, therefore, are not included. In turn,
we introduce two noise terms in the model which respect
the topological class, in particular spatially-dependent
fluctuation in the exchange ξJn and second-neighbor ex-
change ξJ2n . Those two random fluctuations would ac-
count for small spatial inhomogeneities of the system in
an experimental realization [77, 78] stemming from local
defects. The conditional parameters are defined in the
intervals J2 ∈ [−0.2, 0.2] J and ∆J ∈ [−0.2, 0.2] J , and
ξJn and ξJ2n are introducing randomness up to 0.05 J . In
this case, the cGAN learns a mapping from (J2,∆J) to
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FIG. 5. Real space Sz spin correlators of a one-dimensional
S = 1-spin chain of length n = 18 generated with the cGAN
(a,c,e) in comparison with exact tensor-network calculations
(b,d,f). The x-axis labels the site, the y-axis the frequency,
and the z-axis the full spin correlator (Eq. 10). Shown are 3
combinations of the conditional parameters (∆J , J2) in (a,b),
(c,d), and (e,f), defined in Eq. 9.

the full spin correlator

S(ω, n) =
∑
α

〈GS|Sαnδ(ω −H + EGS)Sαn |GS〉 (10)

that denotes spin excitations in real space. It is worth
noting that, due to the spin isotropy of Eq. 9, the corre-
lator of Eq. 10 is proportional to Eq. 8 for the considered
S = 1 model, and can be measured analogously in engi-
neered spin chains with scanning tunneling probes [62–
70].

In Fig. 5 we have chosen three arbitrary parameter
combinations in order to compare the real spin excita-
tions in Fig. 5 (b,d,f) with the simulations of the cGAN
in Fig. 5 (a,c,e). For all parameter combinations, the
fractionalized S = 1/2 excitations emerge at the edges of
the chain close to ω = 0J and are mostly not affected by
variation of the first and second-neighbor interactions.
Due to finite size effects, the fractionalized excitations
have a non-zero magnitude even in the middle of the
chain for all parameter combinations, due to the depen-
dence of the topological gap on the parameters J2 and
∆J . This effect is, however, of different magnitude for
different choices of J2 and ∆J . In case of ∆J = 0.03 J
and J2 = 0.19 J (Fig. 5 (e) and (f)), the S = 1/2 excita-

FIG. 6. Real space Sz spin correlators of a one-dimensional
Hubbard model of length n = 18 generated with the cGAN
(a,c,e) in comparison with exact tensor-network calculations
(b,d,f). The x-axis labels the site, the y-axis the frequency,
and the z-axis the spin correlator in z-direction (Eq. 12).
Shown are 3 combinations of the conditional parameters
(U, µ) in (a,b), (c,d), and (e,f), as defined in Eq. 11.

tions appear mostly close to the edges at site n = 0 and
n = 17. This behavior is captured well by the generated
system in Fig. 5 (e). A stronger first-neighbor dimer-
ization as well as second neighbor exchange interaction
(Fig. 5 (a) and Fig. 5 (b)) results in closer lying exci-
tations above the bulk gap at around 0.7 J . This effect
is very accurately captured by the cGAN predictions in
Fig. 5 (e)(b). The values of the energy levels, as well
as relative magnitudes, are predicted with high accuracy
in comparison to the exact tensor-network calculations
for all arbitrarily chosen parameter combinations in the
defined intervals. The visual accuracy obtained for this
model even surpasses the case of the S = 1/2 system.
This can be related to the spectra themselves which show
more pronounced and separated features. To summarize
this section, the cGAN is able to simulate the S = 1 sys-
tem with high accuracy almost immediately in the range
of the introduced randomness under consideration of the
minimal amount of training data, same as in S = 1/2.
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C. Interacting fermionic systems

We now move on to an interacting model with richer
many-body phenomena, in particular incorporating both
charge and spin degrees of freedom. The third system
we are studying with the cGAN is the doped Hubbard
model described by the Hamiltonian

H(U, µ) = t
∑
n,s

c†n,scn+1,s + µ
∑
σ

c†n,σcn,σ

+ U
∑
n

(ρn,↑ − 1/2)(ρn,↓ − 1/2)

+
∑
n

ξn(−1)nSyn ,

(11)

where ρn,s = c†n,scn,s, S
y
n =

∑
s,s′ σ

y
s,s′c

†
n,scn,s′ , with

σys,s′ the spin Pauli matrix. The previous Hamiltonian is
well known to feature a widely rich phase diagram away
from half-filling [79] and provides a paradigmatic example
of spin-charge separation [80]. In particular, for µ = 0
and U � t the electronic system is half-filled, and the
spin sector of Eq. 11 maps to a Heisenberg model with an
exchange coupling given by J ∼ t2/U for local S = 1/2
degrees of freedom. That limit corresponds to the model
presented in Eq. 7. However, in the general case away
from half-filling, the previous model shows much more
complex spin excitation than Eq. 11. The conditional
parameters are the onsite Hubbard interaction U , cho-
sen in the interval U ∈ [0.5, 1] t, and µ ∈ [0.0, 0.5] t that
parametrizes the chemical potential of the system. The
randomness is created with an external stagger magnetic
field in y-direction with parameter ξ that alternates sign
between neighboring sites (ξn ∈ [0.0, 0.05] t). We will fo-
cus on addressing the many-body spin excitations of this
interacting fermionic model, as given by the dynamical
spin correlator

Sz(ω, n) = 〈GS|Sznδ(ω −H + EGS)Szn|GS〉

=
1

4
〈GS| (ρn,↑ − ρn,↓) δ(H − ω + EGS)

(ρn,↑ − ρn,↓) |GS〉

(12)

now written with fermionic many-body operators ρn,s =
c†n,scn,s.

The cGAN learns the mapping (U, µ) → Sz(ω, n) and
the results are presented in Fig. 6 showing the many-
body excitations Sz(ω, n) on the corresponding site (x-
axis) in the frequency ω range between 0 and 5 t (y-axis).
For the three different combinations of the conditional
parameters (U, µ) shown in Fig. 6 (a,b), Fig. 6 (c,d),
and Fig. 6 (e,f), the generated spectra of the cGAN
Fig. 6 (a,c,e) show very good agreement with the tensor-
network calculations Fig. 6 (b,d,f). The variation of the
onsite interaction U between 0.7 t and 0.9 t as well as
the charge occupation varying between 0.1 t and 0.35 t

does not affect the accuracy of the generated spin exci-
tations. The features and changes of the corresponding
parameter combinations, including energy gap as well as
location and intensity of states, are all well captured in
the simulations of the cGAN.

Considering the results for the three studied many-
body systems, we observe that cGANs are able to capture
dynamical correlators of one-dimensional systems with
high precision. This methodology can easily be extended
to different systems without further modifications of the
network architecture. The almost instantaneous simu-
lations provide a huge advantage over the numerically
costly tensor-network calculations and enable to study
the full parameter space of a Hamiltonian without addi-
tional computational effort. Despite the relatively small
amount of training data (about one magnitude less than
for conventional training of GANs as mentioned earlier
in this section) the accuracy remains high and the bene-
fits of the cGAN algorithm out-weight the computational
costs of creating the training data. As seen in these ex-
amples, the cGAN algorithm provides faithful results for
substantially different many-body systems, therefore sug-
gesting that this methodology can be readily extended to
other many-body systems.

V. HAMILTONIAN INFERENCE AND DATA
ASSESSMENT WITH THE GENERATIVE

MODEL

In this section, we demonstrate how our conditional
generative adversarial model allows us to tackle two ad-
ditional tasks by exploiting the trained discriminator net-
work as an automatic byproduct of the trained algorithm.
The focus of this section is not the generator that was
responsible for the generation of the spectra in the previ-
ous sections, but the discriminator which is to this point
only used during the cGAN training process. The dis-
criminator is trained to distinguish between real, physical
systems and unrealistic ones. This feature provides the
fundamental ingredient to perform parameter inference
and anomaly detection.

A. Hamiltonian learning with the generative model

Here we show how the discriminator network of the
generative model allows to directly extract the physical
parameters of a certain dynamical correlator. The esti-
mation of physical parameters from data is commonly re-
ferred to as Hamiltonian learning and has been explored
with a variety of machine learning techniques [81–86].
While these methodologies are usually specifically devel-
oped for this purpose, conditional generative algorithms
provide this functionality as a direct consequence of their
training.

The discriminator learns to assess if a certain dynam-
ical correlator corresponds to the physical parameters
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FIG. 7. Hamiltonian learning with the discriminator network
of the cGAN for the many-body spectra of a one-dimensional
S = 1/2 system (a), S = 1-system (c), and the Hubbard
model (e). The dynamical correlators S(ω, n) are defined in
Sec. IV. The corresponding predictions of the probabilities
of the discriminator, defined as D(x|y) (see Eq.2) with x as
input spectra and y as conditional parameters, are shown in
(b,d,f) in a squared scale. The black crosses mark the exact
location of the conditional parameters of the input spectra.

given as conditional inputs. Due to instantaneous effi-
ciency, this functionality can be directly applied to in-
quire the discriminator if a dynamical correlator corre-
sponds to every single possible Hamiltonian. This proce-
dure allows extracting the confidence that the discrimina-
tor has for the whole set of parameters as shown in Fig. 7.
The probability estimations are shown in Fig. 7 (b),
Fig. 7 (d), and Fig. 7 (f) for the three studied many-
body systems.

For the S = 1/2 many-body dynamical correlator in
Fig. 7 (a), the discriminator is able to predict the con-
ditional parameter Ny with high accuracy, yet yielding
a whole range for Bx. This is due to the fact that Ny
has a very strong impact on the dynamical correlator
where on the other hand Bx leaves the spectrum almost
the same. Therefore, the discriminator detects a strong
dependence on Ny which appears in the exact tensor-
network calculations. Interestingly, the consistency of
that dynamical correlator with several Hamiltonians si-
multaneously would represent a challenge for parameter

extraction purely based on supervised learning due to
the non-unique parent Hamiltonian [87], representing an
advantage of generative-based parameter estimation.

We now move on to the gapped S = 1 chain. The
parameter predictions for the S = 1 spectrum, shown in
Fig. 7 (d), provide a single maximum in the parameter
assessment, determining the real parameter with good
precision. In comparison with the S = 1/2, for the S = 1
the parameters are uniquely determined by the provided
dynamical spin correlator. This enhanced accuracy can
also be rationalized from the existence of both bulk and
edge excitations, that provide potentially complementary
information to the discriminator.

Finally, we move on to the interacting fermionic Hub-
bard model. The predictions of the Hubbard model,
shown in Fig. 7 (f), estimate the area of the exact con-
ditional parameters well and provide a unique maximum
for the estimated parameter. In comparison with the
S = 1 model, the estimated area is larger and less steep,
which can be related to the higher complexity of the spec-
tra of the many-body model. In particular, the features
of the spectra are not as clear and distinct as it is the case
of the S = 1 model. Considering that we use the same
amount of training data for each many-body system, the
differences in accuracy may be related to the higher com-
plexity of the dynamical correlator of the Hubbard model
in comparison with the S = 1 chain.

For the three considered, models the accuracy of the
estimation shows small variations across the different pa-
rameter realization and noise level, yet overall giving a
good estimation of the vicinity of the exact conditional
parameters for each of the studied systems. While we
performed here parameter extraction solely with the dy-
namical correlators, it is worth noting that an analo-
gous procedure can be extended by training a generative
model with combined time-dependent [86, 88] or ground
state observables [89, 90]. Finally, it is worth noting that
while here we focused on simulated dynamical correla-
tors, this procedure can be readily applied with experi-
mentally measured spin excitations [64, 65], providing a
procedure for experimental Hamiltonian extraction with
conditional generative adversarial networks.

B. Generative model as a many-body assessor

When observing complex phenomena in a quantum
system, a key question is if the observed behavior cor-
responds to the targeted physical state of the system or
reflects an undesired artifact of the underlying method-
ology or setup [91–93]. In particular, many-body calcu-
lations often require a degree of controlled accuracy that
is model and method-dependent. However, estimating if
a certain many-body phenomenon represents a physical
system solely from the observation of the dynamical exci-
tations represents an outstanding challenge even for hu-
man experts. Here we address how the discriminator pro-
vides a direct algorithm to assess if a certain dynamical
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FIG. 8. Outlier detection of faulty unphysical many-body dynamical spectra, emulated by using insufficient bond dimension
in tensor-network calculations for the S = 1/2 (a), S = 1 (b), and Hubbard model (c). The green rectangle marks the bond
dimension for which the dynamical correlator is considered as real by the discriminator of the cGAN.

correlator corresponds to a physically-meaningful system,
or rather reflects an artifact in the underlying methodol-
ogy.

The trained discriminator can directly assess if a cer-
tain input corresponds to a real result, as a direct con-
sequence of the competitive training with the generator.
This procedure provides a discriminator-based outlier de-
tection at no cost after the training of the generative
model. To study this effect, we generate different dynam-
ical correlators computed with different degrees of accu-
racy, which in our tensor-network formalism is directly
controlled by the bond dimension of the matrix product
state. The discriminator is then used to detect spectra
with insufficient accuracy corresponding to ill-converged
results. Figure 8 shows the results of the outlier detec-
tion for each many-body system. For the S = 1/2 system
in Figure 8 (a), the discriminator detects outliers for a
bond-dimension lower than dbond = 15, for the S = 1
system the numerical accuracy becomes insufficient be-
low dbond = 30, and for the Hubbard model, the bond
dimension has to be close to dbond = 40, in order to be
considered a physically meaningful result by the discrim-
inator. The increasing bond dimension required to pass
the discriminator test is a direct consequence of the in-
creasing local Hilbert space of the underlying models and
reflects the higher entanglement of the respective many-
body states.

It is worth noting that all previous assessment is per-
formed including noisy ξα terms in the Hamiltonian,

demonstrating that the generative model distinguishes
between physical noise in the Hamiltonian parameters
and artifacts stemming from the computational proce-
dure. Furthermore, while in this section we focused on
simulated data, an analogous procedure can be extended
to experimental data, providing a methodology to assess
experimental measurements using generative adversarial
learning.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

To summarize, we demonstrated how continuous con-
ditional generative artificial networks allow simulating
dynamical correlators for many-body systems which are
almost indistinguishable from exact many-body calcula-
tions. In stark contrast with conventional supervised al-
gorithms, our methodology allows to simultaneously ac-
count for hidden variables unknown to the model, intrin-
sically account for randomness in the models, reduce by
about one order of magnitude the required many-body
data required for the training, and exploit the discrimi-
nator for Hamiltonian inference and anomaly detection.
In particular, we have demonstrated our methodology
with three different types of many-body Hamiltonians,
starting with a gapless S = 1/2 model featuring spinon
excitations, an interacting system with topological or-
der and topological boundary modes, and an interact-
ing fermionic system at arbitrary electron fillings. Af-
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ter the training process, the cGAN algorithm is able to
simulate these systems instantaneous for arbitrary com-
binations of conditional Hamiltonian parameters. Fur-
thermore, the trained cGAN is not only able to simulate
these systems with the generator, the trained discrimi-
nator can also be utilized for estimating the parameters
of a Hamiltonian from data and for the detection of out-
liers and wrong-labeled data without the requirement of
additional training. These two features can be directly
extended with the trained algorithm to data in order to
determine unknown underlying Hamiltonians, detect ar-
tifacts, and ultimately they can be directly applied to
experimental data.

Our results establish a first step towards exploiting
generative adversarial machine learning to simulate and
design many-body matter. Beyond the results demon-
strated here, it is worth noting that the trained cGAN
algorithm can be used as a tool in experiments in order
to investigate underlying unknown Hamiltonians of sys-
tems, either with the generator or discriminator, consid-
ering the speed-up for computations of big system sizes
and the possibility to simulate Hamiltonians with arbi-
trary parameters. It is also worth noting that our re-
sults use a fully-connected deep neural network for each
the generator and discriminator, leaving plenty of room
for further future optimizations with deep convolutional
neural networks for image compression and feature ex-
traction. Those improvements will allow increasing the
accuracy of the cGAN, combining different systems into
one single algorithm, and increasing the system size with
pre-training on smaller systems which are computation-
ally more feasible to generate.
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APPENDIX

Appendix A: GAN architecture

For each many-body system of Sec. II we are training
a separate cGAN. The explicit network architecture and

training parameters can be found in [58]. In general,
we are using fully-connected deep neural networks
for the generator and discriminator with a maximal
layer dimension of 4048. For the hidden layers, we use
the LeakyRelu activation function [94]. The output
activation function of the discriminator is the sigmoid
function, and of the generator the output function is the
tanh-function [11].

Appendix B: Training data generation

For each many-body system, we created 2250 spec-
tra with random conditional parameter combinations.
We calculated the dynamical correlators as described in
Sec. II B for the many-body Hamiltonians introduced in
Sec. IV. In order to minimize the required calculations for
the creation of the training set, we are using two methods
to enhance the number of examples without doing further
tensor-network calculations. First, we are mirroring the
1d systems of 18 sites around site 9 and therefore double
the number of systems. Second, we are mimicking the
background noise of the random parameters without af-
fecting the conditional parameters. We are changing the
intensities depending on the frequency regime by defin-
ing a function that adds fluctuations around each energy
level seen in the spectra of Sec. IV. The data augmenta-
tion function is defined as

f(ω) = ω [1 + ξ1cos(ξ2ω)] (B1)

with random numbers ξ1 ∈ [0.04, 0.1] and ξ2 = 2π ∗n/2.5
with n ∈ [1, 4]. This function adds a different amount of
intensity to the dynamical correlator depending on the
frequency ω. In an experiment, this procedure would
mimic any potential form factor that would affect the
intensity of a many-body transition intrinsic to the mea-
surement setup. This method allows adding an arbitrary
amount of training examples with the same conditional
parameters but with different noise values. In our case,
we could enlarge the number of systems from 2250 origi-
nal tensor-network calculations to 36 000 which represent
our full training set. The pre-processing procedure can
be found in [58] and consists of a re-scaling of the input
spectra between 0 and 1, as well as a separate re-scaling
of the conditional parameters.
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Henderson, C. A. Jiménez-Hoyos, E. Kozik, X.-W. Liu,
A. J. Millis, N. V. Prokof’ev, M. Qin, G. E. Scuseria,
H. Shi, B. V. Svistunov, L. F. Tocchio, I. S. Tupitsyn,
S. R. White, S. Zhang, B.-X. Zheng, Z. Zhu, and E. Gull
(Simons Collaboration on the Many-Electron Problem),
Solutions of the two-dimensional hubbard model: Bench-
marks and results from a wide range of numerical algo-
rithms, Phys. Rev. X 5, 041041 (2015).

[8] H. Bin, C. Weihai, W. Xingming, and L. Chun-
Liang, High-Quality Face Image SR Using Condi-
tional Generative Adversarial Networks, arXiv e-prints
, arXiv:1707.00737 (2017), arXiv:1707.00737 [cs.CV].

[9] Y. Gao, R. Singh, and B. Raj, Voice impersonation us-
ing generative adversarial networks, in 2018 IEEE In-
ternational Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal
Processing (ICASSP) (IEEE, 2018).

[10] W. Xiong, W. Luo, L. Ma, W. Liu, and J. Luo, Learning
to Generate Time-Lapse Videos Using Multi-Stage Dy-
namic Generative Adversarial Networks, arXiv e-prints ,
arXiv:1709.07592 (2017), arXiv:1709.07592 [cs.CV].

[11] I. Goodfellow, J. Pouget-Abadie, M. Mirza, B. Xu,
D. Warde-Farley, S. Ozair, A. Courville, and Y. Bengio,
Generative adversarial nets, Advances in neural informa-
tion processing systems 27 (2014).

[12] P. Isola, J.-Y. Zhu, T. Zhou, and A. A. Efros, Image-to-
image translation with conditional adversarial networks,
in 2017 IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pat-
tern Recognition (CVPR) (IEEE, 2017).
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nonequilibrium quantum states through snapshots with
artificial neural networks, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 150504
(2021).

[89] J. R. Garrison and T. Grover, Does a single eigenstate
encode the full hamiltonian?, Phys. Rev. X 8, 021026
(2018).

[90] E. Chertkov and B. K. Clark, Computational inverse
method for constructing spaces of quantum models from
wave functions, Phys. Rev. X 8, 031029 (2018).

[91] I. Convy, H. Liao, S. Zhang, S. Patel, W. P. Liv-
ingston, H. N. Nguyen, I. Siddiqi, and K. B. Wha-
ley, Machine Learning for Continuous Quantum Error
Correction on Superconducting Qubits, arXiv e-prints ,
arXiv:2110.10378 (2021), arXiv:2110.10378 [quant-ph].

[92] P. Baireuther, T. E. O'Brien, B. Tarasinski, and C. W. J.
Beenakker, Machine-learning-assisted correction of corre-
lated qubit errors in a topological code, Quantum 2, 48
(2018).

[93] P. Baireuther, M. D. Caio, B. Criger, C. W. J. Beenakker,
and T. E. O’Brien, Neural network decoder for topolog-
ical color codes with circuit level noise, New Journal of
Physics 21, 013003 (2019).

[94] A. L. Maas, Rectifier nonlinearities improve neural net-
work acoustic models (2013).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.075125
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.035107
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.54.R6827
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03842-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03842-3
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511534843
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/58/9/002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/58/9/002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.190501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.042314
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys4074
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.160502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.160502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.1.033092
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.01240
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/abc4cf
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/abc4cf
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.150504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.150504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.021026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.021026
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031029
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.10378
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2018-01-29-48
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2018-01-29-48
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aaf29e
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aaf29e

	Designing quantum many-body matter with conditional generative adversarial networks 
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Generative Adversarial Networks and dynamical correlators
	A Generative Adversarial Networks
	B Dynamical correlators with tensor-networks

	III Single-particle systems
	IV Many-body systems
	A Gapless many-body S=1/2 spin model
	B Interacting many-body system with topological order
	C Interacting fermionic systems

	V Hamiltonian inference and data assessment with the generative model
	A Hamiltonian learning with the generative model
	B Generative model as a many-body assessor

	VI Conclusions
	 Appendix
	A GAN architecture
	B Training data generation
	 References


