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Machine learning and deep learning have revolutionized computational physics, particularly the
simulation of complex systems. Considering equivariance and long-range correlations is essential
for simulating physical systems. Equivariance imposes a strong inductive bias on the probability
distribution described by a machine learning model, while long-range correlation is important for
understanding classical/quantum phase transitions. Inspired by Transformers used in large language
models, which can treat long-range dependencies in the networks, we introduce a symmetry equiv-
ariant Transformer for self-learning Monte Carlo. We evaluate our architecture on a spin-fermion
model (i.e., the double exchange model) on a two-dimensional lattice. Our results show that the
proposed method overcomes the poor acceptance rates of linear models and exhibits a similar scal-
ing law to large language models, with model quality monotonically increasing with the number of
layers. Our work paves the way for the development of more accurate and efficient Monte Carlo
algorithms with machine learning for simulating complex physical systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The fields of machine learning and deep learning are
rapidly transforming computational physics, with pro-
found implications for fields such as condensed matter,
particle physics, and cosmology. This progress has been
particularly notable since 2016 [1], with the emergence of
innovative techniques catalyzed by the rise of deep learn-
ing.

One of the most promising applications of machine
learning in computational physics is the use of train-
able models in Monte Carlo methods. The Self-learning
Monte Carlo (SLMC) method, developed for electron
systems in condensed matter [2], has been widely used
in strongly correlated electron systems [3–6], molecular
dynamics [7–10], and lattice quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) [11, 12]. SLMC constructs effective models to
generate the Boltzmann weight by means of machine
learning from gathered original Markov chains. More-
over, it has been used in flow-based sampling algorithms
to realize field theoretical distributions using trivial dis-
tribution and Jacobian [13–22].

The Transformer architecture, which debuted as a
translation model to consider long-range dependencies in
sentences in natural language [23], has since been applied
to a wide range of problems, including image recogni-
tion [24], protein folding computations [25], and founda-
tion models such as GPT (Generative Pre-trained Trans-
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former) [26–29]. Transformer models exhibit a favorable
scaling law for model capacity, meaning that their per-
formance increases in proportion to the size of the input
data [30, 31].

The symmetry of a system is essential to its descrip-
tion in physics. In machine learning, the imposition of an
inductive bias in probability models corresponds to the
symmetry of the system [32, 33]. For example, convo-
lutional layers for neural nets respect translational sym-
metry, which helps in image recognition. This concept
has been generalized to general symmetries [34], and is
applied to a large class of models in physics [13–21].

Machine learning-assisted Monte Carlo methods com-
bined with effective theory have achieved notable suc-
cess in many areas [2–9, 11–22]. However, capturing the
global correlations arising from fermionic degrees of free-
dom, which are inherent to quantum systems, remains a
significant challenge. Traditional machine learning meth-
ods, which are often designed for classical data and its
convolutions, are ill-suited to capture the unique correla-
tions present in quantum systems. To effectively address
this challenge, we need to introduce a method that can
grapple with both the quantum global correlations and
the symmetries inherent to a physical system.

In this study, we develop a Transformer for physi-
cal systems with fermions and global symmetries. As
a example, we apply Transformer on a two-dimensional
spin-fermion model (i.e., double exchange model) within
SLMC. Leveraging the extensive capacity of the attention
layer, we successfully construct an effective model of the
system using the equivariant Transformer. We find that
the model with the attention blocks overcomes the poor
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acceptance rates of linear models and exhibits a similar
scaling law as in large language models.

II. MODEL

A. Double exchange model

In this paper, we focus on the system with fermions
and classical spins on two-dimensional square lattice:

H = HF +Hex, (1)

where

HF ≡ −t
∑

α,⟨i,j⟩

(ĉ†iαĉjα + h.c.)− µ
∑
α,i

ĉ†iαĉjα, (2)

Hex ≡ J

2

∑
i

Si · σ̂i. (3)

Here Si is the classical Heisenberg spins on the i-th site, t

is the hopping constant, ĉ†iα (ĉiα) is the fermionic creation
(annihilation) operator at the i-th site for fermion with
spin α ∈ {↑, ↓}, ⟨i, j⟩ are the pairs of nearest neighbors,
J is the interaction strength between the classical spins
and the electrons, and the Pauli matrices are defined as

[σ̂i]γ ≡ ĉ†iασ
γ
αβ ĉiβ (γ = x, y, z). We consider the hopping

constant t as the unit of energy. We adopt the periodic
boundary condition on Nx × Ny site system. The total
number of the sites is N ≡ NxNy. This model is called
double exchange (DE) model with classical spins [3, 35,
36]. The Hamiltonian has O(3) rotational symmetry in
the spin sector and discrete translational invariance.

B. Long range correlation

An effective theory can have non-local long range
interactions even if an original Hamiltonian has short
range interactions. This happens in mixed systems
with fermions and others. For example, the spin model
with long-range spin-spin interaction so-called Ruder-
man–Kittel–Kasuya–Yosida (RKKY) interaction can be
regarded as the effective model of the DE model in the
limit of the weak coupling [37–39]. Models with RKKY
interaction has been used to describe spin-glass order in
the diluted magnetic alloys [40].

III. EFFECTIVE MODELS

A. General effective model

Before introducing the effective model with the Trans-
former architecture, let us consider general effective
model that is an extension of the linear model. The gen-
eral effective model should be invariant with respect to

rotations in spin space, spatial reflections, and transla-
tions in real space. By introducing the spin rotation ma-
trix R which rotates all spins in spin space, the effective
model should satisfy the following relation:

H = f(SR) = f(S). (4)

In this work, we regard the classical spin field as the
matrix whose matrix element is defined as Siµ ≡ [Si]µ.
One of the appropriate functions with the rotational in-
variance is the functional of the Gram-matrix [41]:

H = fG(G(S)). (5)

where the Gram matrix is rotation-invariant, the size of
the Gram matrix is the number of sites N defined as
G(S) ≡ SST . According to Ref. [41], if the Gram matrix
of two spin field are equal, their geometrical structures
are also the same.
To extend the linear model, we introduce the effective

spin field Seff defined as

Seff = M̌(G(S))S, (6)

where M̌(G(S)) is a N×N matrix and Seff is equivarient
with respect to spin rotations since the Gram matrix is
rotational invariant. With the use of this effective spin
field, we propose the effective model expressed as

HNN
eff = Tr

[
Seff(ĴSeff)

⊤
]
+ E0, (7)

where J̌ is a N×N matrix. This model is a functional of
the Gram matrix with respect to Seff . Here, we introduce
the local operator for spins:

ÂS ≡ SÂ, (8)

where the matrix element of SÂ is defined as

SÂ
iµ ≡

∑
⟨i,j⟩n

AnSjµ. (9)

⟨i, j⟩n indicates n-th nearest neighbor. Since the local

operation does not rotate spins in spin space, Â is an
equivariant with respect to rotations in spin space:

Â(SR) = SÂR. (10)

Equivariant networks have been used in various kinds of
fields such as point cloud processing [42, 43] and machine-
learning molecular dynamics [44, 45].

B. Transformer and attention layer.

In this paper, we construct the effective spin field
that consists of the neural networks with multiple at-
tention layers. In this work, we note index of layers as
l = 1, 2, · · · , L.
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Figure 1. (Left) Construction of effective Hamiltonian with
the use of the equivariant Transformer with three of attention
layers. Yellow blocks are defined by Eq. (12). We call purple
blocks the attention layers. (Right) Blue blocks are equivari-
ant attention block (See main text).

The network architecture is expressed by

S(0) ≡ S, (11)

S(l) ≡ N
(
S(l−1) + SelfAttentionspin

θ(l) (S
(l−1))

)
, (12)

Seff = S(L). (13)

SelfAttentionspin
θ(l) (S

(l−1)) is a neural network map be-
tween spin configurations, which will be explained follow-
ing. θ(l) represents a set of network trainable parameters
in l-th layer. N (S) normalizes the spin vector on each
lattice site,

N (Si) =
Si

∥Si∥
. (14)

We call this network architecture the equivariant Trans-
former, which is schematically visualized in Fig. 1.

The attention block is an essential component of the
Transformer neural networks (See, Appendix A). In our
system with classical spin field, we introduce the follow-
ing self-attention block:

SelfAttentionspin(S) = M̌SV, (15)

where

[
M̌
]
ij
= σ

(
1√
3

∑
µ

SQ
iµS

K
jµ

)
, (16)

and i, j are spatial index. σ is a nonlinear activation
function applied element-wisely. In this paper, we use

the ReLU function. Queries, keys, and values are N × 3
matrices defined as

SQ ≡ ŴQS, SK ≡ ŴKS, SV ≡ ŴVS. (17)

We note that the matrix M̌ is a functional of the
Gram matrix with respect to S. The local operators
ŴQ, ŴK, ŴV have trainable parameters. It should be
noted that the number of the trainable parameters in
the local operator is usually fewer than a dozen. For ex-
ample, if one considers n-th neighbors, the number of the
trainable parameters in one local operator is only n+ 1.
In terms of machine learning, this is called the weight
sharing.

C. Equivariance

We discuss a concept of equivariance. A function f :
X → Y is equivariant with respect to a group G that
acts on X and Y if:

DY [g]f(x) = f(DX [g]x), ∀g ∈ G,∀x ∈ X, (18)

where DX [g] and DY [g] are the representations of the
group element g in the spaces X and Y , respectively.
The effective spin field generated by our attention layer

has the spin rotational equivariance. We show that the ef-
fective spin has also the translational operation equivari-
ance as follows. Since the matrices ŴQ, ŴK and ŴV are
local operators, the spin fields SQ, SK and SV are trans-
lational operation equivariant (TSQ = ŴQ(TS)). Here,
T is a translational operator. Although the matrix M̌ is
not invariant with respect to the translational operation
(M̌ → TM̌T⊤), the self-attention block is translational

operation equivariant because M̌SV → TM̌T⊤(TSV) =
T (M̌SV).

IV. DEMONSTRATION

We show that the effective model with the Transformer
architecture can capture the long-range correlation in the
original model. The partition function of the DE model
is expressed as

Z =
∑
{S}

W ({S}), (19)

where W ({S}) ≡
∏

n(1 + e−β(µ−En({S}))) is the Boltz-
mann weight with as a spin configuration {S} and
En({S}) is the n-th eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian. A
standard method to simulate this system is the Markov
chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method. In the DE model,
however, computational complexity is huge due to a
fermion determinant for itinerant electrons, since a full
diagonalization is needed to estimate the fermion deter-
minant for given spin configurations for each Monte Carlo
(MC) step. Many alternative algorithms to simulate elec-
trons coupled to classical spin fields have been developed
[3, 5, 35, 46–50].
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A. Self-learning Monte Carlo

We use the SLMC, one of the Markov chain Monte
Carlo method with effective models (See, Appendix B).
In the SLMC, we introduce an effective model for mak-
ing a proposal in the Markov chain with the probabil-
ity Weff({S}) ≡ Wprop({S}). The probability Weff({S})
can be written as

Weff({S}) = exp [−βHeff({S}, T )] , (20)

where the effective Hamiltonian Heff({S}, T ) is a real
scalar. The acceptance ratio in the SLMC is given as

A({S′}, {S}) = min

(
1,

W ({S′})
W ({S})

Weff({S})
Weff({S′})

)
. (21)

If we can design the proposal Markov chain whose prob-
ability is equal to that of the original Markov chain, the
proposed spin configuration {S′} is always accepted. We
note that the effective Hamiltonian generally depends on
the temperature. The average acceptance ratio ⟨A⟩ can
be estimated by [4]

⟨A⟩ = e−
√
MSE, (22)

with the mean squared error (MSE) between the original
and effective models:

MSE =
1

N{S}

∑
{S}

|logW ({S})− logWeff({S})|2 , (23)

where N{S} is the number of spin configurations.

B. Model training

The trainable weights in the l-th layer are ŴQ,(l),
ŴK,(l) and ŴV,(l). The number of the trainable param-
eters in the local operator Ŵα is mα. In this paper, we
consider n-th nearest neighbors on all attention layers so
that mα = n+1. There are 3(n+1) trainable parameters
in each attention layer. As shown in Eq. (7), the train-

able weights in the last layer are Ĵ and E0. The number
of the trainable parameters in Ĵ is mJ + 1 since mJ -th
nearest neighbors are considered in the last layer. The to-
tal number of the trainable parameters with L attention
layers is 3L(n+1)+mJ +1+ 1, which is quite less than
fully-connected neural networks. We remark that if the
trainable weights in l-th layer are zero, Seff(L) falls back
to Seff(L−1). Because the parameter space for Seff(L−1)

is inside the parameter space for Seff(L), we can use con-
verged parameters for Seff(L−1) as the initial guess for
Seff(L).

We should note that the number of the trainable pa-
rameters does not depend on the system size N . There-
fore, the effective model obtained in a smaller system can
be used in larger systems without any change.

We train the effective model with the use of the SLMC.
We set the total number of the Metropolis-Hastings tests

with the original model Noriginal
MC and the length of the

proposal Markov chain N eff
MC, where Seff(L−1) is the ef-

fective spin field with L−1 attention layers. The training
procedure with the use of the SLMC is shown as follows.
At first, we prepare the initial effective model. The initial
guess is produced by the iterative method proposed in the
previous section. Next, we produce a randomly oriented
spin configuration. With the use of the MCMC with
the effective model Heff , the random spin configurations
are approximately thermalized. This configuration is re-
garded as the initial configuration {S}1 in terms of the
SLMC. Then, we calculate the weights W and Weff . The
proposal configuration {S}2 is generated by the MCMC
with the effective model. The configuration {S}2 is ac-
cepted if the uniform random number is smaller than the
acceptance ratio A({S2}, {S1}). If the configuration is
rejected, we use {S}1 as the initial configuration for the
effective MCMC and try to propose new configuration
{S}′2. The quality of the effective model can be esti-
mated by the average acceptance ratio in the SLMC. If
the acceptance ratio in the SLMC is too low, we make
N eff

MC smaller. In this paper, we first use N eff
MC = 10 to ob-

tain better initial guess and set N eff
MC = 100 in the main

SLMC.

C. Iterative training

At first, we consider the linear model (L = 0) shown in

Eq. (7) where the trainable weights are only Ĵ and E0.
After the training with the linear model, we introduce
the weights ŴQ,(l=1), ŴK,(l=1) and ŴV,(l=1) whose ma-
trix elements are uniform random numbers r ∈ [−ϵ, ϵ]. In
this paper, we set ϵ = 10−6. After the training with the
effective model with l attention layers, we can prepare
the initial guess for the effective model with l + 1 atten-
tion layers. To optimize the training parameters, we use
Flux.jl [51], machine-learning framework written in Ju-
lia language [52]. We adopt the AdamW optimizer (the
parameters are η = 0.001 and β = (0.9, 0.999) as in [53])
and the size of the minibatch is 100, which means that
the effective model is improved at every 100 Metropolis-
Hastings tests.

V. RESULTS

A. Parameter setup

We consider two-dimensional Nx × Ny square lattice.
The interaction strength J between the classical spins
and the electrons and the chemical potential µ are set
to J = 1t and µ = 0, respectively. The effective model
is trained by the SLMC in the 6 × 6 square lattice. We
consider 6-th nearest neighbors in the attention layers so
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Figure 2. Magnitude of average magnetization and staggered
magnetization for a two-dimensional system with 6 × 6 = 36
lattice sites. For each temperature, we generate 2× 105 sam-
ples using exact diagonalization (red circles), 5000 samples
using SLMC with the linear model (green triangles) and the
effective model with 3layer attention (blue squares).

that we set mα = n+1 = 7. In the each proposal Markov
chain, we adopt the local spin rotation update.

For comparison, we also perform the MCMC simula-
tion with the original Hamiltonian. In the 6 × 6 square
lattice system, the length of the Markov chain is 2× 105.

B. Physical observable calculated by the SLMC

Since the SLMC is the MCMC with the original Hamil-
tonian, the physical quantities can be calculated exactly.
Over the whole temperature range, we use same effective
model trained at T = 0.05t.
As shown in Fig. 2, the SLMC with effective mod-

els successfully reproduces the physical quantities ob-
tained by the original model [54]. There is the anti-
ferromagnetic order in low temperature regime [36].

C. Autocorrelation time

We confirm that the autocorrelation time in the SLMC
is drastically shorter than that in the original MCMC.We
show the autocorrelation at the lowest temperature (T =
0.01t) in Fig. 3. The SLMC reduces the autocorrelation
where the number of the MC steps means the number of
the calculations of the original model [3, 5, 6, 8].

D. Long-range interaction in the attention layers

Next, we show that our model with attention layers can
capture the long-range interaction. In this section, we
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Figure 3. (Color online) Autocorrelation for magnitude of the
staggered magnetization for a two-dimensional system with
6× 6 = 36 lattice sites at T = 0.01t.

consider the nearest neighbors in the last layer (mJ = 1).
Since a quality of the effective model can be estimated by
the average acceptance ratio of the SLMC, we consider
the layer number dependence of the acceptance ratio.
The effective models are trained at T = 0.05t on the 6×6
square lattice. We set the total number of the Metropolis-

Hastings tests with the original model Noriginal
MC = 3×104

and the length of the proposal Markov chain N eff
MC = 100

in this section. The average acceptance ratio for the
SLMC with the linear model is only about 21%, since
the long-range spin-spin interaction is neglected in this
model. The layer number dependence is shown in Fig. 4.
The acceptance ratio becomes higher with increasing the
number of attention layers.
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Figure 4. Acceptance ratio in the SLMC with the effective
model. We only consider the nearest neighbors in the last
layer (mJ = 1). A blue square indicate the acceptance ratio
for the linear model. Red circles indicate models with atten-
tion blocks, with L = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 from the left.
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Figure 5. (Color online) Magnitude of average magnetization
and staggered magnetization for a two-dimensional system
with 6 × 6 = 36 lattice sites without using the SLMC. For
each temperature, we generate 2×105 samples using exact di-
agonalization (red circles), the linear model (green triangles)
and the effective model with 3layer attention (blue squares).

E. Physical observable calculated by the effective
model

In the SLMC, one has to calculate the Boltzmann
weights of the original Hamiltonian. However, if the ef-
fective model is similar to the original model, the MCMC
only with the effective model can be used as the ”orig-
inal” MCMC. As shown in Fig. 5, the MC with effec-
tive models almost reproduces the physical quantities ob-
tained by the original model. In the case of the linear
model, the staggered magnetization slightly differs from
that with the original model in low temperature region.
The effective model constructed using the transformer ar-
chitecture has sufficient capability to capture the original
model.

We should note that, since the derivative of the ef-
fective model can be easily calculated by the back-
propagation technique, one can use the Hybrid Monte
Carlo method [46] or the Langevin Dynamics [35] with
the effective model.

VI. DISCUSSION

A. Scaling law

It is known that there is the empirical scaling laws
for language model performance [30]. The authors in
Ref. [30] claims that performance of language models
improves smoothly as we increase the model size, dataset
size, and amount of compute used for training and that
empirical performance has a power-law relationship with
each individual factor when not bottlenecked by the other
two. We show that our model with attention blocks has
also a similar scaling law. In the previous section, we

discuss the layer-number dependence of the acceptance
ratio (Fig. 4). With the use of Eq. (22), the MSE can be
estimated from the average acceptance ratio:

MSE =
(
log⟨A⟩

)2
. (24)

Figure 6 shows that there is a scaling law as a func-
tional of the number of training parameters. Here, we
set N eff

MC = 800. Blue square corresponds to the esti-
mated MSE for the linear model and red circles indicate
MSE for L = 1, 2, · · · , 6 from the left. We fit only points
for L ≥ 2 to guide eyes.
We remark that in the SLMC, new training data is

always generated so that the dataset size is increasing
during the SLMC. This means that large data require-
ment for training of Attention layers can be satisfied by
self-training. Moreover, we can systematically increase
the number of trainable parameters in our model with
adding new attention layer without loosing performance.
We discuss the origin of the scaling law that we found.

We note that the origin of the scaling law in large lan-
guage models is not well understood. Although we do not
know the direct origin of our scaling law, we show that
the MSE of the effective model can be improved with
increasing the number of the attention layers. We intro-
duce the parameter space of the effective model with L
attention layers P(L). The parameter space with different
number of the attention layers has the relation expressed
as

P(0) ∈ P(1) ∈ · · · ∈ P(L) ∈ · · · , (25)

where P(0) is the parameter space of the linear model.
Let us consider the model with layer L which has been
optimized. In this case, the model loss has reached to
the lower bound. And we add one more attention block
with small random weights to the model. The model
obtains additional capacity for lowering the loss. Note
that, if the additional self-attention block with weight
zero, the additional attention layer behaves as an identity
map since it is connected with the residual connection.
Thus, the MSE of the effective model with L attention

layers MSE(L) has the following relation:

MSE(0) ≥ MSE(1) ≥ · · · ≥ MSE(L) ≥ · · · . (26)

This relation suggests that we can increase the number
of training parameters systematically.

B. Future direction

As a future work, we need to examine volume N scal-
ing and the improvement of our symmetry equivariant
attention approach in SLMC. Our attention will also be
given to adapting this methodology to diverse models.
We also plan to investigate and improve upon the sub-
optimal volume scaling associated with the use of flow-
based sampling algorithm in lattice field theory [55–57].
These strides could potentially improves acceptance ratio
and elevate simulation efficiency across the board.
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Figure 6. Estimated MSE as a functional of the number of
trainable parameters. We only consider the nearest neighbors
in the last layer (mJ = 1). Blue square corresponds to the
estimated MSE for the linear model. Red circles indicate
different models with L = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 from the left. Only
points for L ≥ 2 are fitted and the point for the linear model
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VII. SUMMARY

We introduced a new type of Transformer network with
an attention layer that has spin-rotational and transla-
tional equivariance. The effective model with the atten-
tion layers is introduced in the double exchange model,
where electrons are coupled to classical spins on a lattice.
Using the SLMC, we generate new training data during
Monte Carlo simulations to train the effective model. In
the SLMC, the effective model trained at a single temper-
ature can be applied over the whole temperature range
and reproduces the antiferromagnetic phase transition.
Without using the SLMC, we showed that the MC with
effective models almost reproduces the physical quanti-
ties obtained by the original model. This indicates that
the effective model constructed using the transformer ar-
chitecture has sufficient capability to capture the origi-
nal model. We find that the mean squared error (MSE)
decreases with increasing the number of training data,
following a scaling law similar to that observed in Trans-
former networks for large language models. Our effective
model is a natural extension of the linear model and cap-
tures the nonlinear behavior of target systems.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The work of A.T. was partially by JSPS KAKENHI
Grant Numbers 20K14479, 22H05112, and 22H05111.
Y.N. was partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant
Numbers 22K12052, 22K03539, 22H05111 and 22H05114.
The calculations were partially performed using the su-
percomputing system HPE SGI8600 at the Japan Atomic

Energy Agency. This work was supported by MEXT
as “Program for Promoting Researches on the Super-
computer Fugaku” (Simulation for basic science: ap-
proaching the new quantum era; Grant Number JP-
MXP1020230411). This work was supported by MEXT
as “Program for Promoting Researches on the Supercom-
puter Fugaku” (Search for physics beyond the standard
model using large-scale lattice QCD simulation and de-
velopment of AI technology toward next-generation lat-
tice QCD; Grant Number JPMXP1020230409).

Appendix A: Attention and Transformer

Here we briefly review Transformer and Attention
block [23], which have large model capacity [30]. Please
see [31] for detail and recent development.
The attention layer is essential component of the trans-

former neural networks. The input consists of queries,
keys, and values of dimension d. In the conventional
attention layer, so-called scaled dot-product attention
layer, we compute the dot products of the query with
keys, divide each by

√
d and apply the activation func-

tion to obtain the weights of the values. According to
the Ref. [23], the conventional attention layer is defined
as

Attention(Q,K, V ) = softmax

(
QKT

√
d

)
V. (A1)

Here, Q,K and V are tensors whose size depend on sys-
tem. The self-attention layer defined as

SelfAttention(x) = Attention(WQx,WKx,WVx), (A2)

is used in the Transformer. Here, WQ, WK and WV are
trainable tensors.
In the first paper [23], they develop multi-head atten-

tion, which is constructed by output of single-head out-
put attention explained here. In this paper, we utilize
single-head attention for simplicity.

Appendix B: Self-learning Monte Carlo

The physical observable such as the magnetization can
be calculated by the MCMC. In the Monte Carlo method,
we have to generate a spin configuration {S} with a prob-
ability distribution W ({S}). By constructing a Markov
chain that has the desired distribution as its equilibrium
distribution:

{S}1 → {S}2 → · · · → {S}i → · · · , (B1)

we can obtain a sample of the desired distribution by ob-
serving the chain after a number of steps. We introduce
the condition of the detailed balance expressed as

W ({S})P ({S′}|{S}) = W ({S′})P ({S}|{S′}), (B2)
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where P ({S′}|{S}) is the transition probability from an-
other configuration {S} to a configuration {S′}. In the
Metropolis-Hastings approach, the transition probability
is separated in two substeps:

P ({S′}|{S}) = g({S′}|{S})A({S′}, {S}), (B3)

where the proposal distribution g({S}′|{S}) is the condi-
tional probability of proposing a configuration {S′} when
a configuration {S} is given, and the acceptance ratio
A({S′}, {S}) is the probability to accept the proposed
configuration A({S′}, {S′}). The Markov chain that has
the desired distribution W ({S}) is obtained when the
acceptance ratio is given as

A({S′}, {S}) = min

(
1,

W ({S′})
W ({S})

g({S}|{S′})
g({S′}|{S})

)
. (B4)

One can design various kinds of the Monte Carlo
method based on Eq. (B4). The most simple update
method is so-called local update, where the spin configu-
ration is updated locally. A single site is randomly chosen
in the current configuration and a new configuration is
proposed by changing the orientation of the classical spin.
Although it is easy to implement the local update in var-
ious kinds of systems, the computational cost is usually
high because the autocorrelation time is long. We note
that the hybrid Monte Carlo method is known as the
one of the good update methods, which is widely used in
lattice QCD.

1. Basic concept of the SLMC

In MCMC, the proposal probability g({S′}|{S})
can be designed to increase the acceptance ratio
A({S′}, {S}). If the ratio of the proposal probability

g({S}{S′})
g({S′}{S}) = W ({S})

W ({S′}) , the new configuration {S′} is al-

ways accepted because of A({S′}, {S}) = 1. In the
SLMC, we introduce the another Markov chain with the
probability Wprop({S}). The detailed balance condition
is given as

Wprop({S})Pprop({S′}|{S}) = Wprop({S′})Pprop({S}|{S′}).
(B5)

On the proposal Markov chain, the configuration {S′} is
obtained by the random walk from {S}. The proposal
probability Pprop({S′}|{S}) can be regarded as the con-
ditional probability g({S′}|{S}) on the original Markov
chain. Thus, the acceptance ratio in the SLMC is given
as

A({S′}, {S}) = min

(
1,

W ({S′})
W ({S})

Wprop({S})
Wprop({S′})

)
. (B6)

If we can design the proposal Markov chain whose prob-
ability is equal to that of the original Markov chain, the
proposed spin configuration {S′} is always accepted.

2. Model in previous work

In the DE model, the long-range correlation is partially
considered in the linear effective model [3, 5]:

HLinear
eff = E0 −

∑
⟨i,j⟩n

Jeff
n Si · Sj . (B7)

With the use of the SLMC, we can fit the effective cou-
pling Jeff

n far from the weak coupling regime and the func-
tional form of Jeff

n is similar to the RKKY interaction
[3, 5]. However, the model capacity is poor because this
is the linear model with respect to the two-body terms
Si · Sj . Therefore, with the use of the Transformer ar-
chitecture, we include the long-range correlation in the
effective model.
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