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We present a machine learning (ML) framework for large-scale dynamical simulations of charge
density wave (CDW) states. The charge modulation in a CDW state is often accompanied by a
concomitant structural distortion, and the adiabatic evolution of a CDW order is governed by the
dynamics of the lattice distortion. Calculation of the electronic contribution to the driving forces,
however, is computationally very expensive for large systems. Assuming the principle of locality
for electron systems, a neural-network model is developed to accurately and efficiently predict local
electronic forces with input from neighborhood configurations. Importantly, the ML model makes
possible a linear complexity algorithm for dynamical simulations of CDWs. As a demonstration, we
apply our approach to investigate the phase ordering dynamics of the Holstein model, a canonical
system of CDW order. Our large-scale simulations uncover an intriguing growth of the CDW
domains that deviates significantly from the expected Allen-Cahn law for phase ordering of Ising-
type order parameter field. This anomalous domain-growth could be attributed to the complex
structure of domain-walls in this system. Our work highlights the promising potential of ML-based

force-field models for dynamical simulations of functional electronic materials.

I. INTRODUCTIN

A charge density wave (CDW) is a periodic modula-
tion of electron charge density which breaks translational
symmetries of the system [1-5]. In many materials, the
charge density modulation is accompanied by a struc-
tural distortion due to electron-lattice couplings [1, 2].
Indeed, while CDW order could originate from pure elec-
tronic mechanisms [6, 7], electron-lattice couplings play
a crucial role in the emergence of the charge modulation
in most CDW materials. For example, the well-known
Peierls transition, which describes the instability of a
one-dimensional (1D) metal towards the formation of a
gapped CDW state, is caused by a periodic lattice distor-
tion that opens a gap at the Fermi points of a partially
filled band [8]. The collective nature of charge and lat-
tice dynamics in CDW states leads to several interesting
phenomena such as nonlinear electrical conduction, giant
dielectric response, and multi-stable conducting states,
to name a few [4, 9, 10]. A reinvigorated interest in the
CDW physics was recently sparked by the synthesis of
quasi-two-dimensional (2D) materials such as transition
metal dichalcogenides [11-16].

The research on CDW phases has largely focused on
their thermodynamic, electronic, and transport proper-
ties, as well as their interplay with other symmetry-
breaking phases, such as superconductivity. A new fron-
tier of research, enabled by the advent of ultrafast tech-
nology, is the formation and coherent dynamics of CDW
orders. Such experiments aim to study the electronic
and structural dynamics of CDW materials under short-
pulse excitations with femtoseconds or picoseconds reso-
lution [17-21]. Despite enormous interest in the ultrafast
dynamics of CDW systems, their dynamical behaviors in
the adiabatic limit, such as the phase-ordering kinetics,
have yet to be systematically investigated, especially on
the theoretical side. Important issues such as whether
the coarsening of CDW domains follows well-established

power laws or exhibits dynamical scaling remain open.
Understanding the adiabatic dynamics will not only serve
as important references for the ultrafast dynamics, but
also shed light on the morphology of CDW states, espe-
cially in the presence of impurities and strains [22-24].

A full quantum dynamical simulation of the coarsening
dynamics of CDW is, however, a difficult multi-scale task.
On the one hand, large-scale systems are required in or-
der to capture details of pattern formation processes at
the mesoscale. On the other hand, in order to accurately
model the electronic driving forces, one needs to carry out
time-consuming quantum computations, ranging from
exact diagonalization to more sophisticated many-body
techniques, at every time step of the dynamical simula-
tion. Indeed, in most large-scale simulations of CDW
phenomena to date, the electronic degrees of freedom
are modeled by an order-parameter field governed by
the phenomenological time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau
(TDGL) equation. More accurate quantum approaches
to the electronic structure calculation of CDW dynamics,
however, are often restricted to small systems or simply
neglect spatial fluctuations or inhomogeneity.

In this paper, we present a solution to the multi-scale
modeling of adiabatic CDW dynamics based on a scal-
able machine learning (ML) framework. Our approach
utilizes the so-called nearsightedness of electronic mat-
ter [25, 26], which assumes fast decays of electron cor-
relation functions. This in turn implies that local elec-
tronic properties depend predominantly on the immedi-
ate environment. In the case of adiabatic CDW dynam-
ics, the locality principle implies that the electronic driv-
ing forces acting on local lattice degrees of freedom of
a CDW order can be accurately determined from struc-
tural information in the neighborhood. A deep-learning
neural network model is then developed to encode this
complicated dependence on the neighborhood configura-
tions. Importantly, our proposed ML force-field model is
both transferrable and scalable, which means that mod-



els trained from dataset of small-scale exact solutions can
be directly applied to much larger systems.

It is worth noting that our ML approach to the adia-
batic CDW dynamics is similar in spirit to ML-based in-
teratomic potential models that are used to enable large-
scale ab initio molecular dynamics (MD) simulations. In
such first-principles MD methods, the atomic forces are
obtained by solving e.g. the Khon-Sham equation at ev-
ery time-step [27]. ML models are developed to accu-
rately emulate the time-consuming electronic structural
calculations. Again, the locality principle is implicitly
assumed in such linear-scaling ML-based quantum MD
methods. A similar ML framework has recently been
proposed for multi-scale dynamical modeling of general
condensed matter systems [28]. Large-scale simulations
based on such scalable ML models have also been demon-
strated in itinerant magnets and strongly correlated elec-
tron models [29-34].

In this work we apply our ML model to investigate the
coarsening of CDW domains in the Holstein model [35], a
canonical system for CDW physics [36-39]. The Holstein
model is a lattice model of itinerant electrons interact-
ing with scalar dynamical variables, which represent local
Ajq-type structural distortions associated with each lat-
tice sites. For bipartite lattices in both 2D and 3D, the
half-filled electron band is unstable towards the forma-
tion of a checkerboard charge-density modulation, which
is accompanied by a staggered arrangement of local lat-
tice distortions. The CDW phase transitions and other
phenomena related to electron-phonon coupling, such as
polaron dynamics and superconductivity, have been ex-
tensively studied in the Holstein model [40-45]. Yet,
to the best of our knowledge, the fundamental phase-
ordering dynamics of the CDW order, even in the semi-
classical approximation, has never been investigated.

The study of phase-ordering dynamics concerns the
growth and coarsening of ordered domains when a sys-
tem is quenched into a symmetry-breaking phase [46-
49]. The evolution of the order-parameter fields is often
highly nonlinear and is characterized by the emergence
of complex spatial patterns. The difficulty of large-scale
coarsening simulations of the Holstein model, as alluded
to previously, is due to the multi-scale nature of the prob-
lem. With the aid of ML force-field model trained from
small-scale exact solutions, we performed phase-ordering
simulations of the Holstein model subject to a thermal
quench on large systems of ~ 10° sites. Our results show
that the phase-ordering of CDW exhibits dynamical scal-
ing and power-law domain growth. Yet, the growth ex-
ponents are different from values that are expected from
symmetry consideration and conservation laws. More-
over, the exponents exhibit intriguing dependences on
temperature and electron filling-fraction, highlighting the
nontrivial interplay between the electron and the lattice
degrees of freedom.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. The
Holstein model and its adiabatic dynamics are discussed
in Sec. II. We outline the general ML framework for adi-

abatic CDW dynamics, and present a specific scalable
neural-network model for the dynamical simulation of the
Holstein model in Sec. III. Benchmarks of force predic-
tion and comparison of dynamical simulations on small-
scale systems are also discussed. Results of large-scale
ML-enabled phase-ordering simulations and analysis of
the growth dynamics of the CDW order are discussed
in Sec. IV. Finally, Sec. V concludes the article with a
summary and outlook.

II. ADIABATIC DYNAMICS OF THE
HOLSTEIN MODEL

While our ML approach can in principle be applied to
adiabatic dynamics of general CDW orders, as a proof-
of-principle, and for concreteness, here we demonstrate
the method using the Holstein model [35]. We consider
a modified Holstein model with spinless fermions on a
square lattice:
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Here CI (¢;) is the electron creation (annihilation) opera-

tor at site-i, Q; denotes a scalar dynamical lattice degree
of freedom associated at the i-th lattice site, and P; is
the corresponding conjugate momentum. The first term
above describes the electron hopping between a pair of
nearest-neighbor sites (ij), with t,, being the nearest-
neighbor hopping coeflicient. The second term represents
a deformation-type electron-lattice coupling, where g is
the coupling constant and cjci is the electron number
operator. The lattice degrees of freedom here are mod-
eled by a set of simple harmonic oscillators, with effective
mass m and elastic or spring constant k. Finally, the
last term introduces a quadratic interaction s between
nearest-neighbor harmonic oscillators.

The lattice degrees of freedom {Q;} in the Holstein
model are similar to the Einstein model of dispersionless
phonons. The model could also be used to describe real
compounds, where @; represent amplitudes of local col-
lective modes of atomic clusters such as the breathing
mode of an octahedron centered at site-i. Partly due to
its relative simplicity, the Holstein model and its variants
are amenable to quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) methods,
and are widely used as a minimum model to study the
physics of electron-phonon coupling, such as polaron dy-
namics and phonon-mediated superconductivity (SC). At
half-filling on a bipartite lattice, including both square
and honeycomb, the model exhibits a transition to the
CDW order at a finite temperature [36-39]. As the sys-
tem is doped away from half-filling, SC correlation is en-
hanced and quasi-long-range SC order eventually sets in
at very low temperatures [40-45].



The CDW order of half-filled Holstein model on bipar-
tite lattices is characterized by a checkerboard electron
density modulation: n4,p = (1 +6)/2, where the sub-
script A and B refers to the two sublattices of the bipar-
tite lattice, and 0 quantifies the charge modulation. Due
to the electron-lattice coupling, the checkerboard charge
modulation is accompanied by a staggered lattice distor-
tion Q@ 4/p = £Q. The CDW order of the Holstein model
thus breaks the Z5 sublattice symmetry, which is a spe-
cial commensurate translational symmetry breaking. On
symmetry ground, the CDW transition is expected to be-
long to the Ising universality class, which is indeed con-
firmed by QMC simulations [36, 37]. The CDW phase
of a half-filled Holstein model is thus described by an
Ising-type order parameter field [50].

As numerous other physical systems also exhibit an
Ising-type phase transition, the ordering dynamics of
Ising phases is one of the most studied subjects and has
been successfully used to describe coarsening phenom-
ena in many materials ranging from magnets with an
easy-axis anisotropy to binary alloys. The phase ordering
behaviors of Ising systems have been thoroughly charac-
terized and classified into several super-universal classes
which depend on whether the Ising order is conserved
and the presence of quenched disorder. Despite extensive
studies on the equilibrium properties of Holstein models,
it remains unclear whether the transition dynamics of the
CDW order is consistent with these universal behaviors.

A full quantum treatment of phase transition dynam-
ics is extremely difficult, even for Holstein models. Since
the system remains out of equilibrium during phase or-
dering, the powerful QMC methods cannot be applied
in such dynamical studies. To make numerical simula-
tions tractable, here we introduce the semiclassical ap-
proximation and treat the lattice degrees of freedom as
classical dynamical variables. Unlike the SC phase which
requires full quantum treatment, the CDW order remains
robust even in the semiclassical approximation. Indeed,
the semiclassical phase diagram of the CDW order ob-
tained by a hybrid Monte Carlo method agrees very well
with that obtained from DQMC simulations [51].

Within the semiclassical approximation, the dynamics
of the local lattice modes is described by the effective
Newton equation of motion

Qi 0(H)  dQ;
a2~ 8Q,
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Here the Langevin thermostat is used to account for the
effects of a thermal reservoir during the phase ordering;
v is a damping constant and 7;(t) is a thermal noise of
zero mean described by correlation functions

(ni(t)) =0, (3)
(i(t)n;(t")) = 2vkpToi;0(t —1').
Central to the integration of the above Langevin equation

is the force calculation which requires the computation of
the expectation value of the Hamiltonian (#). With the

semiclassical approximation, the force term can be sepa-
rated into the contribution from electrons and a classical
elastic force
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Here the classical potential is V({Q;}) = £3°.Q? +
KD QiQj, and the resultant force is simply the restor-

ing force of the simple harmonic oscillator with an addi-
tional coupling term
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where the prime in the second term indicates the sum-
mation is restricted to nearest neighbors of site-i. The
electron Hamiltonian in Eq. (4) corresponds to a tight-
binding model with a random on-site chemical potential
due to coupling to lattice distortions
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The calculation of the electronic force can be sim-

plified using the Hellmann-Feynman theorem [52-56]

O(He)/0Q; = (OH/0Q;), which gives

elec 1
F! _g<ni_>’ (7)
t

where n; = (c)c;) is the expectation value of the electron
number. The electron force is proportional to the devia-
tion of the average local electron density from half-filling.

The domain growth during phase ordering is in gen-
eral a slow process compared with the relaxation of elec-
trons. The evolution of the CDW state can thus be well
described by the adiabatic approximation. Specifically,
we assume the time-scales of the slower lattice dynam-
ics is well separated from the fast electron relaxation. It
is worth noting that this adiabatic approximation is ex-
actly the same as the Born-Oppenheimer approximation
widely used in quantum MD simulations [27]. The fast
electron relaxation indicates that the electronic subsys-
tem reaches quasi-equilibrium with respect to the instan-
taneous lattice configuration. The expectation value of,
e.g. the electron density, is thus computed from a Boltz-
mann distribution

1
n; = ?Tr (cjci efﬁ%ﬂ({Qi})) , (8)
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where Z, = Tre #H({@i}) ig the partition function of
quasi-equilibrium electrons. However, even with the adi-
abatic approximation, the dynamical evolution of the
Holstein model is still a computationally demanding task.
As the electron Hamiltonian H. is quadratic in the
fermion creation/annihilation operators, it can be solved
by the exact diagonalization (ED) in real-space. Yet,



since the electronic forces have to be computed at ev-
ery time-step of the Langevin dynamics simulation, the
O(N?) time complexity of ED can be overwhelmingly
time-consuming for large systems.

The ML framework to be discussed in the next section,
on the other hand, provides a linear complexity algorithm
for the force calculation, which is key to large-scale phase-
ordering simulations of the CDW order. We also note
that other linear-scaling numerical techniques, notably
the kernel polynomial methods [60, 61], have been devel-
oped to solve quadratic fermion Hamiltonians. However,
these other O(N) methods cannot be directly generalized
to fermionic models with electron-electron interactions
such as the on-site Hubbard repulsion. In this regard,
the ML methods offer a general approach to achieve lin-
ear scalability even for strongly correlated systems such
as the Holstein-Hubbard model [62-64].

III. MACHINE LEARNING FORCE-FIELD
MODEL AND BENCHMARKS

As discussed in Sec. I, the feasibility of linear-scaling
electronic structure methods is fundamentally due to
the assumption of locality, or nearsightedness, of many-
electron systems [25, 26]. Modern ML techniques provide
an explicit and efficient approach to incorporate the local-
ity principle into the implementation of O(N) methods.
Perhaps one of the most prominent applications in this
regard is the ML-based interatomic potential or force-
field models for ab initio MD simulations [65-77]. Unlike
classical MD methods where empirical formulas are used
for the force calculation, a many-electron Schrodinger
equation is numerically solved, with varying approxima-
tions, at every time-step in order to compute the atomic
forces in quantum MD approaches [27]. Various ML mod-
els have been proposed to emulate the time-consuming
electronic structure calculations. Again, locality is tacitly
assumed in such ML-MD methods, which means that the
atomic force only depends on the immediate surrounding
of the atom under consideration.

Generally speaking, there are two different approaches
to the force calculation in the ML-based quantum MD
methods. In the energy-based models, first proposed
by Behler and Barrinello (BP) [65] and by Barték et
al. [66], the total energy of the system is partitioned
into local atomic contributions: E = ) .¢. Assum-
ing locality of these atomic energies, ML models are
developed to accurately approximate their dependence
on the neighborhood atomic configurations. The atomic
forces are then computed from the derivatives of the
energy F; = —0F/0R,;. One immediate advantage of
this approach is that the resultant force is conservative,
which is important for quantum MD within the Born-
Oppenheimer approximation. Moreover, by focusing on
the energy which is a scalar invariant under the rotation
group, symmetry constraints can be more easily incorpo-
rated into such ML models.

In the second approach, ML models are used to directly
approximate the global force fields. The most represen-
tative examples of this approach is the gradient-domain
machine learning (GDML) models [75-77]. To ensure en-
ergy conservation, a selected set of vector-valued kernel
functions are used to approximate the force fields. As the
vector-output is not invariant under symmetry transfor-
mations, special care has to be taken to preserve sym-
metries of the molecular systems. The GDML and its
variants have been shown to achieve high accuracy force
prediction with relatively small-size of training dataset.

The relative simplicity of the lattice degrees of free-
dom in the Holstein model suggests a direct force-field
ML model. Indeed, since the effective force acting on
local lattice mode @; is a scalar, it is already invariant
under symmetry transformations of the system, in con-
trast to vector forces in MD simulations. By constructing
neighborhood feature variables that are also invariants of
the symmetry group, the symmetry of the Holstein model
can be readily incorporated into the ML model. Finally,
since forces in energy-based ML models have to be ob-
tained through derivatives of the total energy, additional
overhead is required for this calculation. Consequently,
both the training and the performance of the direct-force
ML model are computationally more efficient.

As the elastic force Eq. (5) can be trivially obtained
analytically, one is tempted to focus on the modeling of
the electronic forces in Eq. (7), which is proportional to
the local electron number n;. However, when the system
approaches an insulating CDW state, the on-site electron
density tends to n ~ 1 or 0. The electronic force thus
exhibits a strong bimodal distribution corresponding to
the fully occupied and empty sites. Importantly, such
bimodal distributed forces with two strong peaks are very
difficult to model even with neural network. On the other
hand, as the electronic forces are nearly balanced by the
elastic forces for systems not too far from equilibrium,
the total force Fj is well characterized by a Gaussian-like
distribution, which can be easily modeled by ML.

Here we propose a ML model, summarized in Fig. 1,
for the direct prediction of the local total force F;. As dis-
cussed previously, the locality principle implies that the
effective force F; acting on the local lattice mode @Q; only
depends on the structural configurations in the immedi-
ate neighborhood. Explicitly, the neighborhood centered
at site-i is defined as the collection of lattice distortions
within a cutoff radius r.:

Ci=1{Q;|Irj —ril <re}. (9)
In general, the local environment is characterized by a set
of feature variables G = {G1, Ga, - - - } which are obtained
from the structural environment. For a given set of pa-
rameters for the electron Hamiltonian, the local force de-
pends on the neighborhood C; through a universal func-
tion of these feature variables:

F; = F(G) = F({G1(C:), Go(Ci),---}).  (10)

Importantly, here the complex dependence on the neigh-
borhood is to be approximated by an ML model, which
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the ML force-field model for the Holstein model.
configuration C; centered at site-i, while the output is the force F; acting on the associated lattice distortion.

descriptor

neural network

The input of the ML model is the lattice
There are

two central components of the ML model: (i) the descriptor and (ii) a multi-layer neural network. The lattice descriptor is
introduced to preserve the D4 point-group symmetry of the model. Essentially 8 symmetry-related configurations are mapped
to the same feature variables {G,} which are then fed into the neural network.

can be trained from exact solutions on small systems. It
is worth noting that the ML approach described above
essentially is to produce an effective classical force-field
model in the adiabatic limit. Yet recent advances in ML,
especially with deep-learning neural networks, offer a sys-
tematic way to derive this complex function F(-) accu-
rately and efficiently.

As shown in Fig. 1, there are two central components
of our proposed ML model: a descriptor and a deep-
learning neural network (NN). While the universal ex-
pressive power of NN is utilized to achieve accurate ap-
proximation of the force field, the descriptor is introduced
to preserve the symmetry of the original electron Hamil-
tonian. This is because despite the powerful approxima-
tion capability of NNs, symmetries of the original elec-
tron Hamiltonian can be learnt only statistically, but not
exactly. A descriptor is introduced to provide a proper
representation of the neighborhood configuration in such
a way that the representation is itself invariant under
transformations of the relevant symmetry group. By us-
ing these symmetrized feature variables as input to the
NN, the ML prediction of the force or energy is guaran-
teed to be invariant with respect to the symmetry of the
underlying electron models.

Descriptors also play a crucial role in ML-based quan-
tum MD methods. Most molecular systems are invariant
under translation and rotation operations as well as per-
mutations of atomic species, representations of atomic
neighborhood are expected to be invariant under these
symmetry operations. Numerous atomic descriptors have
been proposed over the past decades to incorporate these
basic symmetry properties into ML interatomic poten-
tial models [78-87]. A popular atomic descriptor used in
many ML models is the atom-centered symmetry func-
tions (ACSFs) built from relative distances and angles of
atomic positions in the neighborhood [65, 82]. A more
systematic approach to build invariant feature variables

is based on the so-called bispectrum coefficients, which
are special triple-products of irreducible representations
of the symmetry group [66, 78].

For condensed-matter systems, most of which are de-
fined on specific lattices, the SO(3) rotational symme-
try of free-space is reduced to discrete point-group sym-
metries. On the other hand, the dynamical degrees
of freedom, such as local magnetic moments or order-
parameters, are characterized by additional internal sym-
metry group. A general theory of descriptors for ML
force-field models in condensed matter systems is recently
discussed in Ref. [28]. In particular, a descriptor based
on group-theoretical approach is presented; several ex-
plicit implementations have also been demonstrated in
well-studied itinerant magnets and correlated electron
systems [29-34]. For application to the Holstein model,
there is no internal symmetry associated with scalar lat-
tice modes ;. Yet, the ML force field model needs to
be invariant with respect to the D, point-group sym-
metry. Essentially, this means that the eight different
lattice configurations that are related by symmetry op-
erations of Dy, as shown in the example of Fig. 1, are to
be mapped to exact same feature variables G = {Gy}.

To derive these symmetry-invariant feature variables,
first we note that the neighborhood lattice configura-
tion C; forms a high-dimensional reducible representa-
tion of the Dy group. It can then be decomposed
into fundamental irreducible representations (IR’s) of the
point group. This decomposition can be highly simpli-
fied as the original representation matrix is automat-
ically block-diagonalized, with each block correspond-
ing to a fixed distance from the center-site. We use
fY = (fi,f3,--- . fb.) to denote the basis function of
IR of the symmetry-type I'. For example, the lattice
distortions of the four nearest-neighbor sites in Fig. 1
can be decomposed as 4 = 14, + 1By + 1E, where
fA = Qo+ Qp+ Q.+ Qq and so on; more details can be



found in Appendix A. Given these IR coefficients, one im-
mediate class of invariants is their amplitudes p* = | fT|2,
which is called the power spectrum of the representation.
However, the descriptor also needs to account for crucial
information on the relative phases of different IRs.

A more general set of invariants which include rela-
tive phase information is the so-called bispectrum co-
efficients [88]. These are special triple-products of IR
coefficients with Clebsch-Gordan coefficients introduced
to compensate the different transformation properties of
the IRs. The collection of all bispectrum coefficients in
principle provide a complete invariant description of the
environment, which means they can be used to faith-
fully reconstruct the neighborhood configuration up to
an arbitrary symmetry transformation. However, the
rather large number of bispectrum coefficients implies a
large set of feature variables, and often with huge re-

dundancy. To circumvent this issue, we introduce the
concept of reference IR coefficients fL;, which are ob-

tained by applying similar decomposition procedure to
large symmetry-related blocks of C; such that they are
insensitive to small variations of the neighborhood [28].
Importantly, the relative phase of two IRs can be restored
from their respective relative phases to the reference IR,
eg. nU ~ V- fL.. A complete set of invariant feature
variables is then given by the power spectrum p' and the

phases n''; see Appendix A for more details.

The resultant invariant representation of C; is then fed
into the NN which in turn produces the scalar force Fj
at its output node. A five-layer NN model is constructed
and trained using PyTorch [89-94]. The training datasets
are obtained from the ED solutions of a mixture of ran-
dom configurations and quasi-ordered CDW states on a
small 40 x 40 system. To properly capture configura-
tions during the relaxation process, intermediate states
obtained from thermal quench simulations are included
in the training dataset. More details on the NN structure
and training process are discussed in Appendix B.

We have built three ML models corresponding to dif-
ferent electron filling fractions f = 0.5, 0.4 and 0.3 of
the Holstein model. Assuming dimensionless lattice vari-
ables ();, the model parameters of the electron Hamilto-
nian all have unit of energy. By setting t,, = 1, which
serves as the energy unit, the other parameters of the
Holstein model are g = 3.5, k = 1, and Kk = 0.18. The
lattice dynamics is characterized by the fundamental fre-
quency w = +/k/m of the simple harmonic oscillator;
its inverse w™! can thus be used as the time unit. The
dissipation timescale is given by 7 = v/k, and we have
used a damping coefficient v such that the dimensionless
dissipation in one fundamental cycle is wr ~ 0.09. Fi-
nally, a time-step At = 0.022w ™" is used in all Langevin
dynamics simulations discussed in this work.

For each model, 600 configurations of ; on the 40 x 40
square lattice are used in the training dataset. Specifi-
cally, the neighborhood configuration C; and the corre-
sponding force F; from ED of each lattice site constitutes
one training data in this supervised learning. This means
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FIG. 2. Benchmark of ML force-field model for adiabatic dy-
namics of Holstein model. Panels (a)—(c) on the left show
the ML predicted force Fur versus the exact force Fexact
for three different electron filling fractions f = 0.5, 0.4 and
0.3. The corresponding histograms of the prediction error
0 = Fumr — Fexact are shown on panels (d)—(f) on the right.
The standard deviations for the three filling fractions are o =
0.010, 0.011 and 0.014 (from top to bottom).

that the total number of dataset is 1600 x 600 = 960, 000.
Remarkably, even with this moderate size of training
dataset, rather accurate force predictions were achieved
for all three models, as shown in Fig. 2. The distribution
of the prediction error § = Fyir, — Fexact 18 shown on the
right panels, where a rather small mean-square error is
obtained for all three cases.

Next we incorporated the trained ML models into
the Langevin dynamics method and performed thermal-
quench simulations of the Holstein model. The results
were then compared with ED-Langevin simulations to
benchmark whether the ML models can also reproduce
the dynamical evolution of the Holstein model. An ini-
tially random state is suddenly quenched to a temper-
ature 7' = 0.1 at time ¢t = 0. We computed the cor-
relation function between two local lattice amplitudes
Ci; = (Q:Q;) at various times after the thermal quench.
Fig. 3 shows the comparison of the correlation functions
obtained from ML and ED Langevin simulations for two
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FIG. 3. Comparison of lattice correlation functions Cj; =
(QiQ;) obtained from Langevin simulations with the ML
force-field model and the ED method. Thermal quench sim-
ulations of a 40 x 40 system at two different filling fractions
f = 0.5 (left) and f = 0.4 (right) were carried out to pro-
duce these correlation functions at various time steps after
the quench.

different electron filling fractions. To circumvent statisti-
cal fluctuations due to small lattice sizes, each correlation
function was computed by averaging over 30 independent
runs.

The correlation functions exhibit a short-period os-
cillation which is enveloped by two gradually decaying
curves. The oscillation is due to the staggered lattice
distortions Q; ~ (—1)% ¥ that accompany the checker-
board charge modulation. A correlation length can be
estimated from the two envelop functions. Interestingly,
short-range CDW correlation emerges rather quickly, e.g.
at neep = 200, after a thermal quench to T" = 0.1.
Yet, comparison of the correlation functions at large time
steps shows that the build-up of longer-range checker-
board order is rather slow at this temperature. As will
be discussed in the next section, this is related to a power-
law domain growth with a relatively small exponent. Im-
portantly, as shown in Fig. 3, excellent agreement be-
tween ML and ED simulations was obtained at different
times of the relaxation process. This provides strong evi-
dence that, in addition to accurate force predictions, our
ML models also faithfully capture the dynamics of the
Holstein model.

While our ML model is designed to predict the total
force Fj, it also serves as a model for computing the local

electron density n; = <cjci) from the structural environ-
ment C;. This is because the electronic force Fgjec is lin-

early proportional to n; in the Holstein model as shown
in Eq. (7). And since the elastic contribution can be triv-
ially computed from on-site and nearest-neighbor @Q); us-
ing Eq. (5), by subtracting it from the total force, one can
obtain an accurate estimate of the electron force, hence
the local electron density. We note in passing that, as a
predictor of n;, our ML model is transferrable in the sense
that it can be used in different Holstein models with same
electron Hamiltonian, yet different classical parameters.
Finally, as a further comparison, we have also imple-
mented a BP-type ML model where the output of the
NN is the local energy ¢; associated with individual lat-
tice sites. The local force is then computed from the to-
tal energy through automatic differentiation of the NN.
We found that, with similar descriptor, cutoff radius, hy-
perparameters of the NN, and training dataset, the ML
model with direct force prediction gives a much better
accuracy than the energy-based BP-type model. This
difference of the two approaches might be attributed to
a better locality of the effective force F; than that of the
site-energy €;. For example, force is directly observable,
hence is uniquely defined in the model. On the other
hand, more complex NN structure or training dataset
might be required in order to capture the implicit parti-
tioning of the total energy into local contributions.

IV. MACHINE LEARNING DYNAMICAL
SIMULATION OF CDW COARSENING

As discussed in Sec. I, the high efficiency and linear
scalability are features of ML models that make large-
scale dynamical simulations possible. As a demonstra-
tion, Langevin dynamics simulation based on ED for the
force calculation of a 40 x 40 Holstein model took about
16 hours for 10,000 steps. On the other hand, Langevin
simulations of exact the same size and time-steps only
took ~1 minute using the ML force field model. This
corresponds to a 1000-fold improvement in efficiency. Ex-
trapolating to simulations on a 200 x 200 lattice to be dis-
cussed below based on the O(N?) scaling, the ML-based
Langevin simulation is expected to be roughly 106 times
faster than that based on the ED method.

Here we apply the ML-Langevin dynamics to study
the phase ordering of CDW order of the Holstein model.
To this end, we performed the thermal quench simula-
tions where an initially state with random local distor-
tions was suddenly cooled to a low temperature T = 0.1
at time t = 0. The Langevin simulations were carried out
on a 200 x 200 system with the same model parameters
as those used to generate the training dataset discussed
in the previous section. Three different filling fractions
f=10.5,0.4, and 0.3 are considered in order to investigate
the effects of hole doping on the domain structures and
growth laws. As discussed above, the low-temperature
CDW phase of the Holstein model is characterized by a
broken Z,, or sublattice, symmetry. The checkerboard
charge modulation of a perfect CDW order can be de-
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FIG. 4. Snapshots of local CDW parameter ¢; at various time steps after a thermal quench of the Holstein model. An initially
random configuration is suddenly quenched to a temperature "= 0.1 at time ¢ = 0 (nstep = 0). The ML-Langevin dynamics
was used to simulate the relaxation of the system toward equilibrium. The red and blue regions correspond to CDW domains
with order parameter ¢ = +1 and —1, respectively. A time step At = 0.022w ™' is used in the simulations, where w = \/k/m

is the fundamental frequency of the lattice degrees of freedom.

scribed by a parameter 9:
1
n; = 5[1+6exp(iQ-ri)] (11)

where Q = (mw,7) is the ordering wave vector, and the
phase factor exp(iQ-r;) = =+1 for the A and B sub-
lattices, respectively. The Z; symmetry transform a
CDW order with parameter +0 to one with —d. As
the system relaxes toward the equilibrium state after
the quench, multiple CDW domains of opposite signs of
charge-modulation develop simultaneously. The dynam-
ics of phase ordering is thus dominated by the merging
and growth of these CDW domains. To characterize the
inhomogeneous intermediate states during the relaxation
process, we introduce a local CDW order parameter

b= (ni— 73 m)ew@r), (2

where the prime in the second term indicates that the
summation is restricted to the nearest neighbors of site-i.
This local parameter essentially measures the difference

of the electron number at a given site and that of its near-
est neighbors. A nonzero ¢; thus indicates the presence
of local charge modulation around site-i. The long-range
charge modulation described in Eq. (11) corresponds to
a uniform order parameter ¢; = ¢.

Fig. 4 shows snapshots of the local CDW order ¢; at
various time steps after the thermal quench. As discussed
in Sec. III, the ML model is used to also compute the lo-
cal electron density n; form a given snapshot of lattice
distortions. The red and blue regions, corresponding to
¢; = +1 and —1, respectively, are CDW domains related
by the Zs symmetry. The two types of CDW domains are
separated by interfaces of vanishing ¢;, corresponding to
the white regions. The emergence of numerous red and
blue domains at small time steps indicates that CDW or-
der with strong charge modulation is quickly established
after the quench. Yet the correlation length of the CDW
order is rather short at the early stage of phase ordering,
as evidenced by the relative small sizes of these CDW do-
mains. As the system relaxes toward equilibrium, these
CDW domains merge into bigger ones, giving rise to a
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FIG. 5. Structure factor S(k,t) of the electron density distri-
bution n(r;,t) = n;(t) at various time steps after a thermal
quench from random configurations to a temperature T' = 0.1.
The system size is 200 x 200 and the filling fraction is f = 0.5.

coarser mixture of the two ordered phases.
To quantify the coarsening of CDW domains, we first
compute the structure factor of the CDW state:

S(k,t) = |ak,t)|?, (13)

where n(k,t) is the Fourier transform of the time-
dependent electron density n(r;, t) = n;(t):

fi(k,t) = %Z (n(r;,t) — ) exp (ik -r;), (14)

Here n is the average number of electrons per site, which
is the same as the filling fraction f. The structure factors
at various time steps after a quench to T' = 0.1 are shown
in Fig. 5. The emergence of checkerboard charge patterns
corresponds to a peak at the wave vector Q = (m,m).
However, contrary to Bragg peaks that are characteris-
tic of long-range order, the quenched states here exhibit
a broad diffusive peak due to the coexistence of mul-
tiple CDW domains of opposite signs. As the system
equilibrates, the coarsening of CDW domains results in
a stronger and sharper peak at Q. The width of the dif-
fusion peak thus provides a quantitative estimate of the
average size L(t) of the CDW domains at time ¢. Specif-
ically, it is defined as

L) =Y Sk t)k-Q /ZS(k,t). (15)

In addition to a measure of typical domain sizes, L(t)
can also be viewed as the correlation length of the CDW
states. By properly rescaling the time-dependent struc-
ture factor and the wave vector using this characteristic
length, the data points at different times collapse in the
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FIG. 6. Rescaled structure factor S(g,t)/L*(t) versus the
dimensionless wave vector ¢L(t) at different times for two dif-
ferent quench temperatures: (a) 7' = 0.1 and (b) 7' = 0.3.
The filling fraction is set at f = 0.5. The black line shows the
g2 tail of the 2D Porod’s law. The red dashed line marks
the power law ¢~7, with an exponent vy ~ 2.

vicinity of a hidden curve, as shown in Fig. 6 for two
different quench temperatures. This indicates that the
coarsening of CDW domains exhibits a dynamical scal-
ing

S(q,t)L*(t) = G(gL(t)), (16)

where ¢ = |k — Q)] is the distance from the CDW peak in
momentum space, and G(x) denotes the hidden universal
scaling function. Dynamical scaling has been observed
in the phase ordering of numerous Ising-type transitions.
In many cases, the scaling function exhibits a 1/q4*+!
power-law behavior at large wave vectors, where d is the
spatial dimension. This universal power-law dependence,
also known as the Porod’s law [46, 47], can be attributed
to the rather sharp interfaces that separate the two or-
dered states related by the Z symmetry. For our case
of 2D Holstein model, the structure factor seems to be
well described by the ¢—3 power law for intermediate val-
ues of g; see Fig. 6. However, significant deviation from
the Porod’s law can be seen for large values of the wave
vector, as shown by the red dashed lines in Fig. 6, which
denote a power-law ¢~ with an exponent v ~ 2. As
will be discussed below, this deviation is related to the
complex domain-wall structures of the Holstein model.

The dynamical scaling Eq. (16) also means that the
coarsening of CDW order is characterized by a single
characteristic length L(t). The kinetics of phase order-
ing can thus be characterized by the time dependence of
this length scale. As the CDW transition belongs to the
Ising universality class, the coarsening of CDW domains
is expected to be similar to that of standard Ising sys-
tems. Kinetic Monte Carlo simulations of the nearest-
neighbor ferromagnetic Ising model on various lattices
find a power-law domain growth [46, 47]

L{t) ~t°, (17)
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FIG. 7. The characteristic length L(t) of CDW order as a
function of time obtained from the ML-Langevin simulations.
Panel (a) shows the L(t) curves of three different tempera-
tures at the filling fraction f = 0.5. The power-law growth at
late stage is characterized by an exponent o = 0.059, 0.115,
and 0.155 for quench temperatures T' = 0.1, 0.2, and 0.3, re-
spectively. (b) L(t) curves at filling fractions f = 0.5, 0.4 and
0.3 for thermal quench to T' = 0.1. The late-stage power-law
growth of all three electron fillings can be well approximated
by an exponent o = 0.059. Also shown for reference is the
Allen-Cahn growth law with exponent o = 1/2.

where the growth exponent « is a universal value inde-
pendent of lattice geometries and dimensionality. The
exponent, on the other hand, depends on whether the
dynamics conserve the Ising order parameter. For non-
conserved dynamics as in our case of CDW ordering,
the universal exponent is & = 1/2, and the correspond-
ing power-law growth is also known as the Allen-Cahn
law [46, 47]. More generally, the same power-law behav-
ior can also be obtained from the relaxational model-
A dynamics of the coarse-grained Ising order param-
eter ¢(r), which is described by the time-dependent
Ginzburg-Landau (TDGL) equation. Analytical calcu-
lation of TDGL assuming a random initial state leads
to an equal-time correlation function of the scaling form
(¢(0,t)p(r,t)) ~ K(|r|/L(t)) [95], where K(z) is a uni-
versal scaling function and the correlation length L(T)
follows the Allen-Cahn power law.

Coming back to the coarsening of CDW order, the time
dependence of the characteristic length L(t) computed
from ML-Langevin simulations is shown in Fig. 7(a) for
three different quench temperatures at the filling fraction
f = 0.5. Interestingly, while the growth of the CDW do-
mains at late stage indeed exhibits a power-law behav-
ior, the dynamical exponent « is non-universal and tem-
perature dependent. Moreover, the extracted exponents
at the three simulated temperatures, ar—g1 = 0.059,
ar—g2 = 0.115, and ar—g3 = 0.155, are significantly
smaller than the Allen-Cahn exponent 1/2, which is ex-
pected for a non-conserved Ising order parameter. This
indicates a much slower phase ordering than the conven-
tional Ising transition. On the other hand, for a given
quench temperature, the dynamical exponent « is almost
independent of the electron filling fraction f, as shown
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FIG. 8. Snapshots of local electron density n; at the late-stage
(nstep = 20,000) of CDW coarsening. The filling fractions
from top to bottom are f = 0.5, 0.4, and 0.3.

in Fig. 7. However, the growth rate, i.e. the prefactor of
the power-law time dependence, is reduced as the system
is doped away from half-filling.

To understand the unusual power-law behavior of
CDW coarsening, we note that the expansion of an or-
dered region is essentially controlled by the structure and
dynamics of the interface, or domain wall, that separates
the two domains related by the Z; symmetry. Indeed, the
Allen-Cahn power-law can be understood from a domain-
wall motion whose velocity is proportional to the curva-
ture of the interface. Approximating the velocity by the
domain growth rate v ~ dL/dt, and the curvature by the
inverse domain size K ~ 1/L, we obtain an equation of
motion dL/dt ~ —1/L, from which one can easily derive
a power-law growth with exponent v = 1/2. A more rig-
orous derivation based on TDGL gives the same result.

The interface dynamics in the TDGL theory, or in
standard nearest-neighbor Ising models, is entirely deter-
mined by the conformation of the order-parameter field.
In general, the domain-walls are rather sharp with rela-
tively simple structures, especially at late stages of phase
ordering. On the other hand, due to the involvement
of the electron degrees of freedom, domain walls in the
CDW states of Holstein model exhibit rather complex
structures. This is demonstrated in Fig. 8 which shows a
close-up view of local electron density of late-stage CDW
states at three different filling fractions. For example,
in the half-filling case shown in the top panel of Fig. 8,
the domain walls consist of alternating segments of fully-
occupied and empty sites. Consequently, domain-wall
motion necessarily requires rearrangements of these seg-
ments, giving rise to complex dynamics that is beyond



the Allen-Cahn theory.

For systems with a reduced filling fraction, the doped
holes are expelled from the CDW domains similar to the
scenario of doped Mott insulators. Consequently, the
phase ordering of hole-doped Holstein models can also
be viewed as a phase separation process. It is worth not-
ing that the hole-rich phase here is mostly confined to
the interface region that separates CDW domains of op-
posite signs. This is in stark contrast to phase-separated
states in correlated electron systems, such as the double-
exchange or Hubbard models, where the doped holes ag-
gregate in small clusters which then merge with each
other as the system equilibrates. Importantly, the expan-
sion of CDW domains is a complex process that involves
the deformation, breaking, and reconnection of the hole-
rich interface. Also contrary to the isotropic interfaces in
the TDGL theory, the hole-rich domain walls of the CDW
states in Fig. 8 clearly favor the diagonal directions of the
square lattice.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have presented a scalable ML force-
field model for the adiabatic CDW dynamics in electron-
lattice coupled systems. Within the adiabatic approxi-
mation, the dynamical evolution of a CDW state is gov-
erned by the lattice dynamics with a driving force com-
puted from a quasi-equilibrium electron liquid. Assuming
locality principle for the electronic forces, a multi-layer
NN model is trained to accurately approximate the com-
plex dependence of the force on local lattice configura-
tions. Additionally, a lattice descriptor is developed to
incorporate the symmetry of the electron Hamiltonian
into the ML model. We demonstrate our approach by
applying it to study the phase-ordering dynamics in the
semi-classical Holstein model on the square lattice. Our
ML model trained by exact solution of 40 x 40 systems
not only accurately predict the driving forces, but also
faithfully capture the dynamical evolution of the Holstein
model. Also importantly, compared with the exact diag-
onalization for the force calculation, significant improve-
ment of efficiency is expected for dynamical simulations
with the trained ML model.

By incorporating the ML model into the Langevin dy-
namics method, we have performed large-scale simula-
tions of the coarsening dynamics of CDW order in the
semi-classical Holstein model. While numerous stud-
ies have firmly established the Ising universality class
for CDW transition in the Holstein model, very little is
known about its phase-transition kinetics. Intriguingly,
our large-scale simulations uncovered a non-universal
power-law domain growth that is contrary to the ex-
pected Allen-Chan law for non-conserved kinetics of the
Ising order. Instead, the growth exponent is shown to be
temperature dependent, and almost independent of the
electron filling fractions. These unusual behaviors likely
can be attributed to the complex structure of domain-
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walls of the CDW order and the nontrivial interplay of
the lattice and electrons during domain coarsening. In
fact, the temperature dependence of the growth exponent
resembles that of the random-field Ising model [96, 97],
despite the absence of quenched disorder in our simula-
tions. This similarity suggests a self-generated dynamical
disorder due to the interplay between electrons and CDW
order. A careful study of this anomalous coarsening dy-
namics is left for the future.

Thanks to the relative simplicity of lattice variables in
the Holstein model, our ML model is built to directly pre-
dict the local forces. Nonetheless, our proposed formal-
ism can be directly generalized to energy-based ML mod-
els such as the Behler-Parrinello scheme. Comparison of
the two approaches based on similar NN structure and
training datasets showed that the direct-force ML model
offers a significantly better accuracy to the energy-based
model. However, BP-type ML methods which focus on
the prediction of a local energy provide a more general ap-
proach for CDW phases with complex lattice distortions,
such as doublet Jahn-Teller distortions. On the other
hand, since forces are computed from energy derivatives
in the BP-type scheme, energy-based ML models are thus
restricted to the modeling of conservative forces [98]. One
crucial advantage of the direct-force ML model is the
capability to describe non-conservative electronic forces
arising from driven CDW systems [99-103]. As the model
proposed in this work is only applicable to scalar force
field of Holstein-type models, further development are
required for the ML modeling of multi-component non-
conservative forces.

Finally, CDW order in the Holstein model mainly arise
from the electron-lattice coupling. As a result, the lat-
tice dynamics plays the dominant role in the adiabatic
evolution of CDW order in the Holstein model. For more
complicated systems where charge modulation is at least
partially stabilized by electron-electron interactions, the
evolution of the CDW order parameter, which describe
the collective electron behaviors, might be described by
its own equation of motion. For example, coupling to a
heat reservoir could leads to a dissipative model-A dy-
namics 9¢;/0t = —nd(Hcow)/0¢pi, which is coupled to
the lattice dynamics. Here Hcpw describes an effective
electron Hamiltonian, e.g. as in the Hartree-Fock ap-
proximation, with the introduction of the CDW order
parameter. Consequently, in addition to the force on
lattice variables, an effective force on the CDW order
FCPPW = —9(Hcopw)/0¢; is also required for a complete
dynamical description. The ML framework presented
here can be generalized to include the order-parameter
dynamics. Essentially, the neighborhood configuration
C; now includes both lattice and local CDW order pa-
rameters, which are then used to predict both forces via
a neural network.
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Appendix A: Lattice descriptor

As discussed in Sec. B, the goal of a lattice descrip-
tor is to preserve lattice symmetry of the original lattice
Hamiltonian in the ML model. In the case of square lat-
tice, the lattice descriptor maps the eight configurations
related by the D4 symmetry operations into a symmetry-
invariant generalized coordinates {G,}. One systematic
approach to obtain these invariants is based on the group-
theoretical method [104]. To this end, we first note that
the local distortions {Q;} in a given environment C; form
a high-dimensional representation of the Dy point group.
This neighborhood representation can then be decom-
posed into irreducible representations (IRs) [104]. This
decomposition is considerably simplified due to the lat-
tice geometry. Essentially, since the distance between
a neighborhood site-j and the center site-i is invariant
under operations of the D4 group, the neighborhood rep-
resentation C; is already block-diagonalized, with each
block corresponding to a layer of neighbors sharing the
same distance to the center.

For the square lattice, these invariant blocks can be
classified into three types illustrated in Fig. 9. The first
two types are both 4-dimensional representations of Dy,
and can be decomposed as 4 = A; @ B, @ E. However,
they are inequivalent with different basis functions. For
type I, the decomposition is through the transformation

ffY=a+b+c+d,
fPr=a—-b4c—d,
ff=(a—c, —b+d),

while the transformation for type-2 block is

A =a+b+c+d,
fBr=a—b+c—d,
ff=(a+b—c—d, a—b+c—ad).

The type-III block is an 8-dimensional representa-
tion of D4 group and can be decomposed as 8 =

AP AP B P B P EEP E through the transforma-

tion
ffM=a+btctd+et+ frgth,
fP=a-b+c—d+e—f+g—h,
fPr=a+b—c—d+e+f—g—h,
fPP=a-b—ct+d+e—f—g+h,
fr=(atb—e—f, —c—d+g—h),
fE=(c—d—g+h, a—b—e+[),
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FIG. 9. Schematic diagram showing the invariant blocks of
the neighborhood representation. Due to the lattice geometry,
the neighbors of a given site at the center can be grouped
into many layers by their distances to the center. Different
layers are outlined by the dashed circles in the figure. The
local distortions {Q;} in the neighborhood C; form a high-
dimensional basis for the D4 point group. The basis functions
in each layer correspond to a reducible representation, there
are three types that the representations are inequivalent.

Feature variables that are invariant with respect to the
point group symmetry can now be derived from the basis
functions for the IRs. First, a set of invariants called the
power spectrum can be readily obtained:

pr =12, (A1)

Here T" denotes the IR and r enumerates the multiple
occurrence of I'. However, the power spectrum alone is
incomplete in the sense that it cannot distinguish differ-
ent configurations that are not related by the point group
operations. For instance, the power spectrum is invariant
under independent rotations of each layer of the neigh-
borhood. Formally, this spurious symmetry is due to the
ambiguity of the relative “angle” between two IRs of the
same type, cosfys = (£ - F5)/(|F5]1F5]), which is also an
invariant. Different 615 correspond to distinct configura-
tions that are not related by the point group symmetry.
The power spectrum should be supplemented by feature
variables that encode the relative phases.

A systematic approach to include all relevant invari-
ants, including both amplitudes and relative phases, is
the bispectrum method [78, 88]. The bispectrum coeffi-
cients are triple products of IR basis defined as

T _ 103 APHS APUS NS AP N
bt = Y Gl e I w5

Ryl V

where C}:j};lu’rz are the Clebsch-Gordan coeflicients of the
point group, which are introduced to account for the dif-
ferent transformation properties of the three IR basis.
For a local environment of M neighboring sites, the num-
ber of bispectrum coefficients scales roughly as O(M?).
The rather large number of bispectrum coefficients is also
due to the fact that many of them are redundant.

For practical implementation, we present a method
that is modified from the bispectrum method. We in-
troduce the reference basis fr; for each IR of the point



group. Although the choice of the reference can be any
of the fL from the 8-site blocks, it is more desirable to
build them by applying similar decomposition procedure
applied to large symmetry-related blocks of C; such that
they are insensitive to small variations of the neighbor-
hood [28]. We then define the “phase” of an IR basis
as the projection of its basis functions onto the reference
basis:

= (Frlfren) = (Fr - Free)/ (£l Frec); (A2)

where fE # ffef. Importantly, the relative phases be-
tween two neighborhood IR of the same type can be ob-
tained through the reference.

Finally, for a complete representation, the relative
phases between different IR-types should also be included
in the descriptor. This can be provided simply by the bis-
pectrum coefficients of the reference IR’s rl;f themselves.
However, even this reduced set of bispectrum coefficients
is highly redundant. A more practical approach is to in-
troduce a standard form of the reference representation.
To this end, we first identify the symmetry transforma-
tion 7 of the D4 group such that the angle between the
rotated doublet IR T fZ, and the unit vector e; = (1,0)
is within [0,7/4]. The resultant angle thus serves as a
unique phase of the reference double IR

Uﬁf = <Tf£f|e1>/|f£f|7 (A3)

Note that the ambiguity due to the 8-fold symmetry of
D, is essentially removed in this process. With the aid
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of T, the phase of singlet IR in the reference is defined
as
Thet = sign(T flo), ['= Ay, Az, By, Ba.

The generalized coordinates of the neighborhood C; are
given by {G¢} = {p, 0, Mo}

(A4)

Appendix B: Neural network model

The NN model used to predict the force is constructed
and trained on PyTorch [89-94]. A total of 6 layers is
used in our NN model, with the number of neurons 45 x
512 x 256 x 64 x 16 x 1. The number of nodes of the input
layer is determined by the number of feature variables in
{G/}. The output layer is a single neuron that gives the
force. The loss function is defined as the mean square
error (MSE) of the local forces:

N
L= i Z(FzML _ Fiexact)Q.

N 4
i=1

(B1)

Three models are trained corresponding to three different
electron filling fractions at 0.3, 0.4 and 0.5. For each
model, 600 configuration snapshots from a 40 x 40 square
lattice are used in the training dataset, including 200
snapshots of random configurations and 400 snapshots of
equilibrium configurations at a low temperature 7' = 0.1
from the simulation. In the training, the training dataset
batch size is set as 1, and 500 epoches are applied to
train the model. Adam optimizer [94] with an adaptive
learning rate 0.001 is used for this process.

* ORCID:https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3224-1231
T gchern@virginia.edu

[1] G. Griiner, The dynamics of charge-density waves, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 60, 1129 (1988).

[2] G. Griiner, Density Waves in Solids (Frontiers in
Physics, Vol. 89) (Reading, Mass.: Addison-Wesley
Publ. Co., 1994)

[3] R. E. Thorne, Charge-Density-Wave Conductors, Phys.
Today 49, 42 (1996).

[4] P. Monceau, Electronic crystals:
overview, Adv. Phys. 61, 325 (2012).

[5] V. Ya. Pokrovskii, S. G. Zybtsev, M. V. Nikitin et al.,
High-frequency, ‘quantum’ and electromechanical ef-
fects in quasi-one-dimensional charge density wave con-
ductors, Phys.—Usp. 56, 29 (2013).

[6] J. M. Tranquada, B. J. Sternlieb, J. D. Axe, Y. Naka-
mura, and S. Uchida, Evidence for stripe correlations of
spins and holes in copper oxide superconductors, Nature
375, 561 (1995).

[7] S. A. Kivelson, I. P. Bindloss, E. Fradkin, V. Oganesyan,
J. M. Tranquada, A. Kapitulnik, and C. Howald, How
to detect fluctuating stripes in the high-temperature su-
perconductors, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 1201 (2003).

an experimental

[8] R. E. Pelerls, Quantum Theory of Solids (Oxford Uni-
versity Press, London, 1955).

[9] P. W. Anderson, P. A. Lee, M. Saitoh, Remarks on giant
conductivity in TTF-TCNQ), Solid State Commun. 13,
595-598 (1973).

[10] A. A. Balandin, S. V. Zaitsev-Zotov, and G. Griiner,
Charge-density-wave quantum materials and devices
—New developments and future prospects, Appl. Phys.
Lett. 119, 170401 (2021).

[11] M. Porer, U. Leierseder, J.-M. Ménard, H. Dachraoui,
L. Mouchliadis, I. E. Perakis, U. Heinzmann, J. Demsar,
K. Rossnagel, and R. Huber, Non-thermal separation of
electronic and structural orders in a persisting charge
density wave, Nat. Mater. 13, 857 (2014).

[12] L. Stojchevska, I. Vaskivskyi, T. Mertelj, P. Kusar, D.
Svetin, S. Brazovskii, D. Mihailovic, Ultrafast Switch-
ing to a Stable Hidden Quantum State in an Electronic
Crystal, Science 344, 177 (2014).

[13] R. Samnakay, D. Wickramaratne, T. R. Pope,
R. K. Lake, T. T. Salguero, and A. A. Ba-
landin, Zone-Folded Phonons and the Commensu-
rate-Incommensurate Charge-Density-Wave Transition
in 1T-TaSes Thin Films, Nano Lett. 15, 2965 (2015).



[14] D. Cho, S. Cheon, K.-S. Kim, S.-H. Lee, Y.-H. Cho, S.-
W. Cheong, and H. W. Yeom, Nanoscale manipulation
of the Mott insulating state coupled to charge order in
1T-TaS2, Nat. Commun. 7, 10453 (2016).

[15] S. Vogelgesang, G. Storeck, J. G. Horstmann, T. Diek-
mann, M. Sivis, S. Schramm, K. Rossnagel, S. Schéfer,
and C. Ropers, Phase ordering of charge density waves
traced by ultrafast low-energy electron diffraction, Nat.
Phys. 14, 184 (2018).

[16] S. Hellmann, T. Rohwer, M. Kalldne, K. Hanff, C.
Sohrt, A. Stange, A. Carr, M. M. Murnane, H. C.
Kapteyn, L. Kipp, M. Bauer, and K. Rossnagel, Time-
domain classification of charge- density-wave insulators,
Nat. Commun. 3, 1069 (2012).

[17] J. Maklar, Y.W. Windsor, C.W. Nicholson, et al.
Nonequilibrium charge-density-wave order beyond the
thermal limit, Nat Commun 12, 2499 (2021).

[18] R. Yusupov et al. Coherent dynamics of macroscopic
electronic order through a symmetry breaking transi-
tion, Nat. Phys. 6, 681-684 (2010).

[19] H. Schaefer, V. V. Kabanov and J. Demsar, Collective
modes in quasi-one-dimensional charge-density wave
systems probed by femtosecond time-resolved optical
studies, Phys. Rev. B 89, 045106 (2014).

[20] M. Trigo, et al. Coherent order parameter dynamics in
SmTes, Phys. Rev. B 99, 104111 (2019).

[21] P. E. Dolgirev, et al. Amplitude dynamics of the charge
density wave in LaTes: theoretical description of pump-
probe experiments, Phys. Rev. B 101, 054203 (2020).

[22] A. W. Tsen, R. Hovden, D. Wang, Y. D. Kim, J.
Okamoto, K. A. Spoth, Y. Liu, W. Lu, Y. Sun, J. C.
Hone, L. F. Kourkoutis, P. Kim, and A. N. Pasupa-
thy, Structure and control of charge density waves in
two-dimensional 1T-TaS2, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A.
112, 15054 (2015).

[23] S. Gao, F. Flicker, R. Sankar, H. Zhao, Z. Ren, B.
Rachmilowitz, S. Balachandar, F. Chou, K. S. Burch,
Z. Wang, J. van Wezel, and 1. Zeljkovic, Atomic-scale
strain manipulation of a charge density wave, Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 115, 6986 (2018).

[24] B. Sharma, M. Singh, B. Ahmed, B. Yu, P. Walmsley, L.
R. Fisher, and M. C. Boyer, Interplay of charge density
wave states and strain at the surface of CeTes, Phys.
Rev. B 101, 245423 (2020).

[25] W. Kohn, Density Functional and Density Matrix
Method Scaling Linearly with the Number of Atoms,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 3168 (1996).

[26] E. Prodan and W. Kohn, Nearsightedness of electronic
matter, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 102, 11635 (2005).

[27] D. Marx and J. Hutter, Ab initio molecular dynamics:
basic theory and advanced methods (Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, Cambridge, 2009).

[28] P. Zhang, S. Zhang, and G.-W. Chern, Descriptors for
Machine Learning Model of Generalized Force Field in
Condensed Matter Systems, arXiv:2201.00798 (2022)

[29] J. Ma, P. Zhang, Y. Tan, A. W. Ghosh, and G.-W.
Chern, Machine learning electron correlation in a disor-
dered medium, Phys. Rev. B 99, 085118 (2019).

[30] Y.-H. Liu, S. Zhang, P. Zhang, T.-K. Lee, and G.-
W. Chern, Machine learning predictions for local elec-
tronic properties of disordered correlated electron sys-
tems, Phys. Rev. B 106, 035131 (2022).

[31] S. Zhang, P. Zhang and G.-W. Chern, Anomalous phase
separation in a correlated electron system: Machine-

14

learning—enabled large-scale kinetic Monte Carlo simu-
lations, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 119, 2119957119
(2022).

[32] P. Zhang, P. Saha, G.-W. Chern, Machine learning dy-
namics of phase separation in correlated electron mag-
nets, arXiv:2006.04205 (2020).

[33] P. Zhang and G.-W. Chern, Arrested Phase Separa-
tion in Double-Exchange Models: Large-Scale Simula-
tion Enabled by Machine Learning, Phys. Rev. Lett.
127, 146401 (2021).

[34] P. Zhang and G.-W. Chern, Machine learning nonequi-
librium electron forces for adiabatic spin dynamics,
arXiv:2112.12124 (2021).

[35] T. Holstein, Studies of polaron motion: Part I. The
molecular-crystal model, Ann. Phys. 8, 325 (1959).

[36] R. M. Noack, D. J. Scalapino, and R. T. Scalettar,
Charge-Density-Wave and Pairing Susceptibilities in a
Two-Dimensional Electron-Phonon Model, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 66, 778 (1991).

[37] Y.-X. Zhang, W.-T. Chiu, N. C. Costa, G. G. Batrouni,
and R. T. Scalettar, Charge Order in the Holstein Model
on a Honeycomb Lattice, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 077602
(2019).

[38] C. Chen, X. Y. Xu, Z. Y. Meng, and M. Hohenadler,
Charge-Density-Wave Transitions of Dirac Fermions
Coupled to Phonons, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 077601
(2019).

[39] M. Hohenadler and G. G. Batrouni, Dominant charge
density wave correlations in the Holstein model on the
half-filled square lattice, Phys. Rev. B 100, 165114
(2019).

[40] J. Bonca, S. A. Trugman, and I. Batisti¢, Holstein po-
laron, Phys. Rev. B 60, 1633 (1999).

[41] D. Golez, J. Bonca, L. Vidmar, and S. A. Trugman, Re-
laxation Dynamics of the Holstein Polaron, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 109, 236402 (2012).

[42] A. S. Mishchenko, N. Nagaosa, and N. Prokof’ev, Di-
agrammatic Monte Carlo Method for Many-Polaron
Problems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 166402 (2014).

[43] R. T. Scalettar, N. E. Bickers, and D. J. Scalapino,
Competition of pairing and Peierls—charge-density-
wave correlations in a two-dimensional electron-phonon
model, Phys. Rev. B 40, 197 (1989).

[44] N. C. Costa, T. Blommel, W.-T. Chiu, G. Batrouni,
and R. T. Scalettar, Phonon Dispersion and the Com-
petition between Pairing and Charge Order, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 120, 187003 (2018).

[45] O. Bradley, G. G. Batrouni and R. T. Scalettar, Super-
conductivity and charge density wave order in the two-
dimensional Holstein model, Phys. Rev. B 103, 235104
(2021).

[46] A. J. Bray, Theory of phase-ordering kinetics, Adv.
Phys. 43, 357 (1994).

[47] Kinetics of Phase Transitions, edited by S. Puri and V.
Wadhawan (CRC Press, Taylor Francis Group, London,
2009).

[48] A. Onuki, Phase Transition Dynamics (Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, Cambridge, England, 2002).

[49] M. Cross and H. Greenside, Pattern Formation and Dy-
namics in Nonequilibrium Systems (Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, Cambridge, England, 2012).

[50] W. L. McMillan, Landau theory of charge-density waves
in transition-metal dichalcogenides, Phys. Rev. B 12,
1187 (1975).



[61] I. Esterlis, S. A. Kivelson, and D. J. Scalapino, Pseu-
dogap crossover in the electron-phonon system, Phys.
Rev. B 99, 174516 (2019).

[52] M. Di Ventra and S. T. Pantelides, Hellmann-Feynman
theorem and the definition of forces in quantum timede-
pendent and transport problems, Phys. Rev. B 61,
16207 (2000).

[53] T. N. Todorov, Time-dependent tight-binding, J. Phys.:
Condens. Matter 13, 10125 (2001).

[54] J.-T.Li, M. Brandbyge, P. Hedegard, T. N. Todorov,
and D. Dundas, Current-induced atomic dynamics, in-
stabilities, and Raman signals: Quasiclassical Langevin
equation approach, Phys. Rev. B 85, 245444 (2012).

[55] T. N. Todorov, D. Dundas, and E. J. McEniry, Noncon-
servative generalized current-induced forces, Phys. Rev.
B 81, 075416 (2010).

[56] D. Dundas, E. J. McEniry, and T. N. Todorov, Cur-
rentdriven atomic waterwheels, Nat. Nanotech. 4, 99
(2009).

[57] B. Cohen-Stead, K. Barros, Z. Meng, C. Chen, R. T.
Scalettar, and G. G. Batrouni, Langevin simulations
of the half-filled cubic Holstein model, Phys. Rev. B
102,161108 (2020).

[58] A. Goetz, S. Beyl, M. Hohenadler, and F. F. Assaad,
Langevin dynamics simulations of the two-dimensional
Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model, arXiv:2102.08899 (2021).

[59] K. Michielsen, H. De Raedt, Quantum molecular dy-
namics study of the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model, Z.
Phys. B 103, 391 (1997).

[60] A. Weisse, G. Wellein, A. Alvermann, and H. Fehske,
The kernel polynomial method, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78,
275 (2006).

[61] Z. Wang, G.-W. Chern, C. D. Batista, and K. Barros,
Gradient-based stochastic estimation of the density ma-
trix, J. Chem. Phys. 148, 094107 (2018).

[62] E. Berger, P. Valasek, and W. von der Linden, Two-
dimensional Hubbard-Holstein model, Phys. Rev. B 52,
4806 (1995).

[63] S. Johnston, E. A. Nowadnick, Y. F. Kung, B. Moritz,
R. T. Scalettar, and T. P. Devereaux, Determinant
quantum Monte Carlo study of the two-dimensional
single-band Hubbard-Holstein model, Phys. Rev. B 87,
235133 (2013).

[64] N. C. Costa, K. Seki, S. Yunoki, and S. Sorella, Phase di-
agram of the two-dimensional Hubbard-Holstein model,
Commun. Phys. 3, 80 (2020).

[65] J. Behler and M. Parrinello, Generalized Neural-
Network Representation of High-Dimensional Potential-
Energy Surfaces, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 146401 (2007).

[66] A. P. Barték, M. C. Payne, R. Kondor, and G. Csényi,
Gaussian Approximation Potentials: The Accuracy of
Quantum Mechanics, Without the Electrons, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 104, 136403 (2010).

[67] Z. Li, J. R. Kermode, and A. De Vita, Molecular Dy-
namics with On-the-Fly Machine Learning of Quantum-
Mechanical Forces, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 096405 (2015).

[68] J. S. Smith, O. Isayev, and A. E. Roitberg, ANI-1: An
extensible neural network potential with DFT accuracy
at force field computational cost, Chem. Sci. 8, 3192
(2017).

[69] L. Zhang, J. Han, H. Wang, R. Car, and Weinan E,
Deep Potential Molecular Dynamics: A Scalable Model
with the Accuracy of Quantum Mechanics, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 120, 143001 (2018).

15

[70] J. Behler, Perspective: Machine learning potentials
for atomistic simulations, J. Chem. Phys. 145, 170901
(2016).

[71] V. L. Deringer, M. A. Caro, and G. Csdnyi, Machine
learning interatomic potentials as emerging tools for
materials science, Adv. Mater. 31, 1902765 (2019).

[72] T. Mueller, A. Hernandez, and C. Wang, Machine learn-
ing for interatomic potential models, J. Chem. Phys.
152, 050902 (2020).

[73] R. T. McGibbon, A. G. Taube, A. G. Donchev, K. Siva,
F. Hernéndez, C. Hargus, K.-H. Law, J. L. Klepeis, and
D. E. Shaw, Improving the accuracy of Moller-Plesset
perturbation theory with neural networks, J. Chem.
Phys. 147, 161725 (2017).

[74] H. Suwa, J. S. Smith, N. Lubbers, C. D. Batista, G.-W.
Chern, and K. Barros, Machine learning for molecular
dynamics with strongly correlated electrons, Phys. Rev.
B 99, 161107(R) (2019).

[75] S. Chmiela, A. Tkatchenko, H. E. Sauceda, 1. Poltavsky,
K. T. Schiitt, and K.-R. Miiller, Machine learning of
accurate energy-conserving molecular force fields, Sci.
Adv. 3, €1603015 (2017).

[76] S. Chmiela, H. E. Sauceda, K.-R. Miller, A.
Tkatchenko, Towards exact molecular dynamics simula-
tions with machine-learned force fields. Nat. Commun.
9, 3887 (2018).

[77] H. E. Sauceda, M. Gastegger, S. Chmiela, K.-R. Miiller,
A. Tkatchenko, Molecular force fields with gradient-
domain machine learning (GDML): Comparison and
synergies with classical force fields. J. Chem. Phys. 153,
124109 (2020).

[78] A. P. Bartdk, R. Kondor, and G. Csényi, On represent-
ing chemical environments, Phys. Rev. B 87, 184115
(2013).

[79] L. M. Ghiringhelli, J. Vybiral, S. V. Levchenko, C.
Draxl, and M. Scheffler, Big Data of Materials Science:
Critical Role of the Descriptor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114,
105503 (2015).

[80] L. Himanen, M.O.J. Jager, E. V. Morooka, F. F.
Canova, Y. S. Ranawat, D. Z. Gao, P. Rinke, A. S. Fos-
ter, DScribe: Library of descriptors for machine learn-
ing in materials science, Comput. Phys. Commun. 247,
106949 (2020).

[81] M. Rupp, A. Tkatchenko, K.-R. Miiller, and O. A. von
Lilienfeld, Fast and Accurate Modeling of Molecular At-
omization Energies with Machine Learning, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 108, 058301 (2012).

[82] J. Behler, Atom-centered symmetry functions for con-
structing high-dimensional neural network potentials. J.
Chem. Phys. 134, 074106 (2011).

[83] A. V. Shapeev, Moment Tensor Potentials: A Class of
Systematically Improvable Interatomic Potentials, Mul-
tiscale Model. Simul. 14, 1153 (2016).

[84] R. Drautz, Atomic cluster expansion for accurate and
transferrable interatomic potentials, Phys. Rev. B 99,
014104 (2019).

[85] K. Hansen, F. Biegler, R. Ramakrishnan, W. Pronobis,
O. A. von Lilienfeld, K.-R. Miiller, A. Tkatchenko, Ma-
chine learning predictions of molecular properties: Ac-
curate many-body potentials and nonlocality in chemi-
cal space. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 6, 2326 (2015).

[86] F. Faber, A. Lindmaa, O.A.v. Lilienfeld, R. Armiento,
Crystal Structure Representations for Machine Learning
Models of Formation Energies, Int. J. Quantum Chem.



115 1094 (2015).

[87] H. Huo and M. Rupp, Unified Representation
of Molecules and Crystals for Machine Learning,
arXiv:1704.06439v3 (2018).

[88] R. Kondor, A novel set of rotationally and translation-

ally invariant features for images based on the noncom-

mutative bispectrum, arXiv:cs/0701127 (2007).

A. Paszke, S. Gross, F. Massa, A. Lerer, J. Bradbury,

G.Chanan, T. Killeen, Z. Lin, N. Gimelshein, L.. Antiga,

and A. Desmaison, PyTorch: An imperative style, high-

performance deep learning library, in Advances in Neu-
ral Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS (Neural

Information Proceeding Systems), San Diego, 2019), pp.

8024-8035.

[90] V. Nair and G. E. Hinton, in Proceedings of the 27th

International Conference on International Conference

on Machine Learning, ICML’10 (Omnipress, Madison,

2010), pp. 807-814.

J. Barron, Continuously differentiable exponential lin-

ear units, arXiv:1704.07483.

[92] A.Paszke, S. Gross, S. Chintala, G. Chanan, E. Yang, Z.
DeVito, Z. Lin, A. Desmaison, L. Antiga, and A. Lerer,
Automatic differentiation in PyTorch, in 81st Confer-
ence on Neural Information Processing Systems (NIPS
2017), Long Beach, CA, USA (NeurIPS (Neural Infor-
mation Proceeding Systems), San Diego, 2017).

[93] K. He, X. Zhang, S. Ren, and J. Sun. Delving deep
into rectifiers: Surpassing human-level performance on
imagenet classification, in Proceedings of the IEEE In-
ternational Conference on Computer Vision (IEEE, Pis-
cataway, 2015), pp. 1026-1034.

[94] D. P. Kingma and J. Ba, Adam: A method for stochas-
tic optimization, arXiv:1412.6980.

89

91

16

[95] T. Ohta, D. Jasnow, and K. Kawasaki, Universal scaling
in the motion of random interfaces, Phys. Rev. Lett., 49,
1223 (1982).

[96] F. Corberi, E. Lippiello, A. Mukherjee, S. Puri, and
M. Zannetti, Crossover in growth law and violation of
superuniversality in the random-field Ising model, Phys.
Rev. E 85, 021141 (2012).

[97] F. Corberi, Coarsening in inhomogeneous systems, C.
R. Physique 16, 332 (2015).

[98] P. Zhang, G.-W Chern, Machine learning nonequi-
librium electron forces for adiabatic spin dynamics,
arXiv:2112.12124.

[99] M. J. Hollander, Y. Liu, W.-J. Lu, L.-J. Li, Y.-P. Sun,
J. A. Robinson, and S. Datta, Electrically Driven Re-
versible Insulator-Metal Phase Transition in 1T-TaSs,
Nano Lett. 15, 1861 (2015).

[100] I. Vaskivskyi, I. A. Mihailovic, S. Brazovskii, J. Gospo-

daric, T. Mertelj, D. Svetin, P. Sutar, D. Mihailovic,
Fast electronic resistance switching involving hidden

charge density wave states, Nat. Commun. 7, 11442
(2016).

[101] A. K. Geremew, S. Rumyantsev, F. Kargar, B. Deb-

nath, A. Nosek, M. A. Bloodgood, M. Bockrath, T.T.
Salguero, R. K. Lake, and A. A. Balandin, Bias-Voltage
Driven Switching of the Charge- Density-Wave and Nor-
mal Metallic Phases in 1T-TaSs Thin-Film Devices,
ACS Nano 13, 7231 (2019).

[102] S. Zheng, F. Liu, C. Zhu, Z. Liu, and H. J. Fan, Room-

temperature electrically driven phase transition of two-
dimensional 1T-TaS, layers, Nanoscale 9, 2436 (2017).

[103] S. Zhang, G.-W Chern, Nonequilibrium Dynamics of

Gating-Induced Resistance Transition in Charge Den-
sity Wave Insulators, arXiv:2201.02194.

[104] M. Mamermesh, Group Theory and Its Application to

Physical Problems (Dover, New York, 1962).



	Machine learning for phase ordering dynamics of charge density waves
	Abstract
	I introductin
	II Adiabatic dynamics of the Holstein model
	III Machine learning force-field model and benchmarks
	IV Machine learning dynamical simulation of CDW coarsening
	V Conclusion and outlook
	 Acknowledgments
	A Lattice descriptor
	B Neural network model 
	 References


