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We propose an enhanced machine learning method to calculate the ground state of two-body
systems. Compared to the original method [Naito, Naito, and Hashimoto, Phys. Rev. Research 5,
033189 (2023)], the present method enables one to consider the spin and isospin degrees of freedom
by employing a non-fully-connected deep neural network and the unsupervised machine learning
technique. The validity of this method is verified by calculating the unique bound state of deuteron.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum systems, from atomic nuclei to solids, are
composed of many particles, and thus finding states
of many-body systems is an essential problem. In ad-
vanced quantum many-body methods, such as density
functional theory [1–3], tensor network [4, 5], and vari-
ational Monte Carlo method [6–8], the ground-state en-
ergy can be treated in a variational form, turning finding
the ground state of the system into a variational problem.
Among the methods for solving the variational problem,
the unsupervised machine learning (ML) is gaining at-
tention due to its powerful performance for optimization,
making it an ideal tool to solve many-body problems in
quantum systems.

In unsupervised ML for variational problems, the ML
structure can be treated as a trial function. In the case
of quantum many-body systems, the energy expectation
value ⟨H⟩ with respect to the system Hamiltonian H is
treated as the loss function and the output of the ML is
usually regarded as the wave function.

For the unsupervised ML application for spin systems,
the pioneering work solved both static and time-evolution
systems by using the restricted Boltzmann machine as a
wave function ansatz [9]. In the following works, the
updated algorithms to achieve a higher accuracy [10]
and the deterministic time evolution [11] were promoted.
The Jastrow-Slater wave function ansatz was also applied
to the unsupervised ML technique [12]. The excited-
state calculation was presented with two different ansätze
[13, 14]. Recently, the transfer matrix for a spin-glass
model was calculated by using an unsupervised deep neu-
ral network [15].

For continuous systems with many bosons or fermions,
the (anti)symmetrization is an important but difficult
problem to implement a neural network directly. Ref-
erence [16] used a small neural network to perform
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calculation of deuterons in momentum space, where
(anti)symmetrization need not be considered. For
bosonic systems, Ref. [17] proposed a neural network to
calculate the Calogero-Sutherland model and of the Efi-
mov bound states and Ref. [18] proposed to use a pool-
ing layer to consider the symmetrization. In contrast, for
fermionic systems, such as electronic structure of atoms
and molecules and nuclear structure with an ab initio
Hamiltonian, the Jastrow-Slater ansatz is often intro-
duced to consider the fermion antisymmetrization and
the interparticle correlation [19–23]. The hidden-fermion
technique [24], which is an extension of the Jastrow-
Slater ansatz, was proposed and applied with an unsuper-
vised ML. This technique was immediately applied to nu-
clear systems, e.g., 16O [25]. Another proposed method
to calculate electronic structure was to map the fermionic
system into a spin system [26]. The recent progress is
summarized in Ref. [27].

The direct method to solve the Schrödinger equation in
coordinate space using an unsupervised deep neural net-
work (DNN) for bosonic systems and fermionic systems
with the equal footing was proposed in Ref. [28]. Ac-
cording to the universal approximation theorem [29, 30],
a neural network can span much larger space of the trial
wave functions; since larger space of the trial wave func-
tions leads to more accurate estimation of the ground-
state energy in the variational principle, a neural network
was used as a trial wave function [28]. The method to cal-
culate the excited states, which has rarely been discussed
in previous works, was also introduced in Ref. [28]. By
utilizing energy expectation as the loss function for mini-
mization, this method successfully calculated the ground
state of one-dimensional (1D) one- to three-body sys-
tems. Low-lying excited states were calculated by utiliz-
ing the orthonormal condition and the variational prin-
ciple. However, the spin and isospin degrees of freedom,
which are crucial for discussing the properties of mag-
netic materials and atomic nuclei, were not considered
yet.

In this paper, we extend the method proposed in
Ref. [28] to include the spin and isospin degrees of free-
dom. We will mainly focus on the two-body systems
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without the external potential. Due to translational sym-
metry, we only consider the relative motion, which re-
duces computational complexity.

In detail, we validate our method by calculating
the unique two-nucleon bound system—deuteron. A
deuteron is the simplest realistic many-body system,
where the spin and isospin degrees of freedom play im-
portant roles. Since a deuteron has only one bound state,
we do not focus on the excited states in the present dis-
cussions. In the process of optimization, Ref. [16] used a
supervised method to prepare the DNN parameters with
artificially selected target wave functions, which is not
needed in our method. Reference [16] also pointed out
that the extension to arbitrary spin and isospin was a fu-
ture perspective; our method can be applied to arbitrary
spin and isospin by using a non-fully connected DNN
structure.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we dis-
cuss the theory to include the spin and isospin degrees
of freedom, and also the center of mass to the previous
method with partial wave expansions. The correspond-
ing DNN model is proposed in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we
discuss calculation results of deuteron. Finally, we give
the summary and future perspectives in Sec. V.

II. METHOD

A. Hamiltonian for two-body systems with spin
and isospin degrees of freedom

In the present study, we consider a general self-bound
two-body system with the Hamiltonian expressed in co-
ordinate space as

H = − ℏ2

2m1
∇2

1 −
ℏ2

2m2
∇2

2 + V int (r1, r2) , (1)

where the ∇2 denotes the Laplacian and the V int denotes
the two-body interaction. Since we consider a self-bound
system, which has a translational symmetry, the center-
of-mass motion can be isolated; hence, we can consider
the relative motion only. Then, the problem is truncated
into the one-body system. By defining the center of mass
M and the reduced mass µ as

M = m1 +m2, µ =
m1m2

m1 +m2
, (2)

with the center-of-mass and relative coordinates

R =
m1r1 +m2r2
m1 +m2

, r = r1 − r2, (3)

respectively, the Hamiltonian can be split into the center-
of-mass part HR and relative motion part Hr

H = HR +Hr, (4a)

HR = − ℏ2

2M
∇2

R, (4b)

Hr = − ℏ2

2µ
∇2

r + V int (r) . (4c)

The center-of-mass part HR can be omitted since it de-
scribes the behavior of a free particle. Thus, we only
consider the relative motion part Hr.

For example, we assume that the interaction between
particles depends only on the relative distance and that
the interaction is spherically symmetric. The wave func-
tion can, thus, be expanded using spherical harmonics.
The relative motion Hamiltonian of the radial wave func-
tion reads

Hr = − ℏ2

2µ

(
∂2

∂r2
+ 2

∂

∂r

)
+

ℏ2l (l + 1)

2µr2
+ V int (r) , (5)

with l the azimuthal quantum number.

B. Argonne series nucleon-nucleon potentials

Compared to the interaction between two electrons,
nuclear interactions are much more complex, including
the isospin dependence and the non-central tensor force.
In the following, we consider a Hamiltonian with the Ar-
gonne V18 (AV18) potential [31] to illustrate the present
method. The AV18 potential is a nucleon-nucleon poten-
tial with explicit charge dependence and charge asymme-
try, and it is composed of 18 operators

V int (r) =

18∑
p=1

Vp (r)O
p. (6)

The term Op denotes a series of 18 operators. The first
14 operators are charge independent,

Op = 1–14

=
[
1, (σ1 · σ2) , S12, (L · S) , L2, L2 (σ1 · σ2) , (L · S)2

]
⊗ [1, (τ1 · τ2)] , (7)

and the last four break the charge independence,

Op = 15–18 = [1, (σ1 · σ2) , S12]⊗ T12, (τz1 + τz2). (8)

The operators include the Pauli matrices of spin σ and
isospin τ , the z-projection of isospin τz, the product of
orbital angular momentum L and spin S, and the tensor
operator S12 and the isotensor operator T12 defined by

S12 = 3
(σ1 · r) (σ2 · r)

r2
− σ1 · σ2, (9a)

T12 = 3τz1τz2 − τ1 · τ2, (9b)

respectively. The Vp (r) are obtained by fitting into the
two-nucleon scattering data and the deuteron binding en-
ergy [31].

Besides the AV18 potential, for the calculation of the
deuteron we will also use the Argonne V8′ (AV8′) [32]
and the Argonne V4′ (AV4′) [33] potentials. The AV8′
potential is a simplified version of the AV18 potential
with the number of operators reducing from 18 to 8,

Op = 1–8 = [1, (σ1 · σ2) , S12, (L · S)]⊗ [1, (τ1 · τ2)] .
(10)
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The AV4′ potential is a further simplified version with
the number of operators reducing from 8 to 4,

Op = 1–4 = [1, (σ1 · σ2)]⊗ [1, (τ1 · τ2)] . (11)

The radial potentials Vp (r) for both AV8′ and AV4′ po-
tentials are a linear combination of Vp (r) of the AV18
one.

C. Partial wave expansion of wave function

To find the ground state of the selected Hamiltonian,
we rewrite the quantum state using the partial wave ex-
pansion

|Ψ⟩

=
∑

L,mL,S,
mS ,T,mT

aLmLSmSTmT
φLmLSmSTmT

YLmL
|SmS⟩ ⊗ |TmT ⟩ .

(12)

The φLmLSmSTmT
denotes the radial part of the wave

function. The YLmL
, |SmS⟩, and |TmT ⟩ are the eigen-

states of operators L2, S2, and T 2, respectively. We
assume partial wave functions are normalized, i.e.,∑

L,mL,S,
mS ,T,mT

a2LmLSmSTmT
= 1. (13)

Because there exists the (L · S) term in the AV18
and AV8′ potentials, the quantum numbers L (L+ 1)
and S (S + 1) are no longer good quantum numbers.
Therefore, we introduce the new good quantum num-
ber J (J + 1), which is the eigenvalue of the operator
J = L + S. By changing the basis of partial waves, the
new expansion of the wave function reads

|Ψ⟩

=
∑

L,mL,S,
mS ,T,mT

aLmLSmSTmT
φLmLSmSTmT

YLmL
|SmS⟩ ⊗ |TmT ⟩

=
∑

L,S,J,
mJ ,T,mT

bLSJmJTmT
ψLSJmJTmT

|LSJmJ⟩ ⊗ |TmT ⟩

(14)

with the normalization condition for the new coefficients∑
L,S,J,

mJ ,T,mT

b2LSJmJTmT
= 1. (15)

By utilizing the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients cJmJ
j1mj1 j2mj2

,
we have the expansion

|LSJmJ⟩ =
∑

mL,mS

cJmJ

LmLSmS
YLmL

|SmS⟩ . (16)

Because the deuteron is an isospin singlet state, we only
consider |TmT ⟩ = |00⟩ and omit it in the following.
Therefore, the wave function can be simplified as

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
L,S,
J,mJ

bLSJmJ00ψLSJmJ00

∑
mL,mS

cJmJ

LmLSmS
YLmL

|SmS⟩ .

(17)
Because of the SO (3) symmetry for J , the states with
different mJ degenerate

dLSJϕLSJ =
∑
mJ

bLSJmJ00ψLSJmJ00. (18)

The final partial wave expansion is

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
L,S,J

dLSJϕLSJ

∑
mL,mS ,mJ

cJmJ

LmLSmS
YL,mL

|SmS⟩

(19)
with the normalization condition∑

L,S,J

d2LSJ (2J + 1) = 1. (20)

III. NEURAL NETWORK MODELS

A. The discrete forms of Hamiltonian and wave
functions in neural network

In the present neural network approach, the wave func-
tion is represented by a DNN. Because we focus on the
bound states of systems only, it is enough to calculate
the system within a box of finite size. We discretize the
spatial coordinate r as the input variables and the partial
wave functions ϕLSJ (r) as the output variables of DNN
so that they can be represented as vectors. The mesh
points of spatial coordinates are evenly distributed with
size ∆r, with M mesh points in total. Because the cen-
trifugal potential diverges at the origin and the Dirichlet
boundary condition is introduced, the actual number of
mesh points used for the calculation is M−1. The vector
corresponding to the radial partial wave function ϕLSJ

of Eq. (19) reads

ϕLSJ ≃



ϕ̃LSJ1

ϕ̃LSJ2

ϕ̃LSJ3

...
ϕ̃LSJ(M−3)

ϕ̃LSJ(M−2)

ϕ̃LSJ(M−1)


, (21)

where the i-th component is

ϕ̃LSJi = ϕLSJ (ri) , (22)

with ri = i∆r.
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In the Hamiltonian of Eq. (5), there are the second and
first orders of derivatives. These operators are expressed
as matrices, which have the following forms

∂2

∂r2
≃ 1

(∆r)
2



−2 1 0 . . . 0 0 0
1 −2 1 . . . 0 0 0
0 1 −2 . . . 0 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

0 0 0 . . . −2 1 0
0 0 0 . . . 1 −2 1
0 0 0 . . . 0 1 −2


(23)

and

∂

∂r
≃ 1

2∆r



0 1 0 . . . 0 0 0
−1 0 1 . . . 0 0 0
0 −1 0 . . . 0 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

0 0 0 . . . 0 1 0
0 0 0 . . . −1 0 1
0 0 0 . . . 0 −1 0


, (24)

respectively. The radial part of the interaction Vp and
centrifugal potential, denoted as V altogether, are ex-
pressed as diagonal matrices

V ≃



Ṽ1 0 0 . . . 0 0 0

0 Ṽ2 0 . . . 0 0 0

0 0 Ṽ3 . . . 0 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

0 0 0 . . . ṼM−3 0 0

0 0 0 . . . 0 ṼM−2 0

0 0 0 . . . 0 0 ṼM−1


, (25)

where Ṽi = V (ri). The ground-state energy E0 can then
be calculated by

E0 ≃ ⟨Ψ|H|Ψ⟩
⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩

. (26)

B. The design of the non-fully-connected neural
network

The design of the present non-fully-connected DNN,
which generates partial waves of the wave functions, is
shown in Fig. 1. The input is the relative distance ri.
The outputs are the partial wave functions. After deter-
mining the cutoff value of the orbital angular momentum
L and the spin quantum number S, the possible angular
momentum sets {LSJ} of partial waves are then decided
by the LS coupling. For each single output, the nodes in
the hidden layers are fully connected, while the hidden
layer nodes of different outputs are not connected to each
other. The “softplus” function

softplus (x) = log (1 + ex) (27)

FIG. 1. Schematic figure of the non-fully-connected deep
neural network. The shared input is the relative distance be-
tween the particles. The output are the partial wave functions
ϕj , where j (j = 1, 2, . . . , q) represents the combination of
the angular momenta, L, S, and J . There is no connection
between hidden layer nodes of different outputs. The compu-
tational accuracy can be enhanced by increasing the number
of layers and nodes in each layer.

is used as the activation function.

Throughout the training process, the relative distances
of the particles are discretized into M uniformly dis-
tributed lattice points, which are passed to the DNN as a
dataset. The output of the DNN is a dataset containing
all the partial wave functions. The energy expectation
value is regarded as the loss function, which is calculated
from Eq. (26). The parameters of DNN are then updated
by the Adam optimizer [34] and the ML is implemented
by using the Tensorflow [35].
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IV. CALCULATION RESULTS FOR
DEUTERON

We validate the feasibility of the method by applying
it to deuteron. To include a more general case, at the
beginning, we consider the orbital angular momentum L
from zero to four and spin S from zero to one in Eq. (22),
with 18 possible states in total. The 18 partial wave func-
tions are computed in a 20 fm box with 4000 mesh points.
The DNN used is composed of two layers each containing
16 units. We train the model to testify whether only the
3S1 and 3D1 states are obtained, which is a known fact
for the properties of deuteron [36]. The contributions
of each state to the total energy are listed in Table I.
The results show that only the 3S1 and 3D1 states make
significant contributions in the ground state, while the
contributions of the other states is small enough to be
neglected, which is consistent with the known fact. The
relative error of the ground-state energy is 0.05% of the
benchmark value shown in Ref. [31].

Since we have proven that only the 3S1 and 3D1 states
contribute to the ground-state energy, we can reduce the
number of outputs from 18 to two to reduce the size of
the DNN. Accordingly, the calculation cost is also re-
duced; hence, hereinafter we use a 30 fm box with 6000
mesh points, and a more complicated hidden layer struc-
ture that is composed of three layers each containing
16 units. The energies obtained with the AV18, AV8′,
and AV4′ potentials are listed in Table II. The accu-
racy is both within 5 keV (0.05%) for AV18 and AV8′
calculations compared to the benchmark [31]. AV4′ po-
tential includes only four terms without the electromag-
netic (EM) interaction between a proton and a neu-
tron; accoridngly the final error reaches about 1% er-
ror [33]. Figure 2 shows the deuteron wave functions
based on AV18 and AV8′ potentials, which are compared
with deuteron wave functions of the AV18 calculation in
Ref. [31]. We observe that the DNN results of both AV18
and AV8′ calculations reproduce the AV18 benchmark
[31] quite nicely. The only region where small differences
are visible is near the origin (r ≲ 0.05 fm). The rela-
tive error

[
uDNN (r)− ubenchmark (r)

]
/ubenchmark (r) and[

wDNN (r)− wbenchmark (r)
]
/wbenchmark (r) are shown in

Fig. 3, where u and w are the wave functions of 3S1 and
3D1 states, respectively. The main origin of the error is
due to the 3D1 state because it converges to zero at r = 0
and the large r.

Table III shows the performance of the program by
varying the number of layers and nodes with the AV8′
potential. In the case of a single hidden layer containing
eight units, the relative error of energy reaches 2%. With
increasing the number of units to 16 or adding a hidden
layer, the relative errors do not exceed 0.03%. A more
complicated network structure does not bring higher pre-
cision, since the training results fluctuate slightly every
time.

Figure 4 shows the relative error of the loss function
to the benchmark energy as a function of epochs in the

TABLE I. Contributions of 18 partial wave states to the
deuteron ground-state energy with the AV8′ potential. The
ground-state energy reads −2.2232MeV which is within
0.05% relative error to the benchmark value [31]. Each un-
connected hidden layers are two layers, each of which is com-
posed of 16 units.

S = 1 S = 0
L = 0 J = 0 4.9028× 10−8

J = 1 0.9423
J = 0 1.2063× 10−8

L = 1 J = 1 9.3094× 10−9 8.0052× 10−9

J = 2 1.8498× 10−9

J = 1 0.0577
L = 2 J = 2 2.8180× 10−10 2.7747× 10−8

J = 3 2.9663× 10−9

J = 2 3.1013× 10−8

L = 3 J = 3 2.6941× 10−9 3.0312× 10−9

J = 4 5.3381× 10−9

J = 3 7.9230× 10−10

L = 4 J = 4 4.1554× 10−9 2.0494× 10−8

J = 5 2.7268× 10−8

TABLE II. DNN results for the energies of the deuteron in
the AV18, AV8′ (with and without electromagnetic terms),
and AV4′ potentials. There exist about 1% relative errors in
the AV8′ (without EM terms) and AV4′ results. The hidden
layers of each output are composed of three layers each of
which has 16 units. The benchmark energy is taken from
Ref. [31].

Energy (MeV) Relative Error
Benchmark (AV18) [31] −2.2245
AV18 (with EM) −2.2252 0.032%
AV8′ (with EM) −2.2247 0.008%
AV8′ (without EM) −2.2413 0.755%
AV4′ (without EM) −2.2435 0.854%

AV8′ calculation. The fluctuation appears at about 5000
iterations. Although the highest precision reaches 1.0 ×
10−7, the final result is about 1.0× 10−4. The reason is
the exact result with discretization is slightly lower than
the benchmark deuteron energy due to the discretization.

V. SUMMARY

In Ref. [28], an unsupervised machine learning tech-
nique is developed to calculate the ground and low-lying
excited states with deep neural network. In this pa-
per, we extend the method by introducing the spin and
isospin degrees of freedom through the introduction of
partial wave expansions, which are generated by a non-
fully-connected deep neural network.

We verified the method by calculating the simplest
two-body nuclear system—deuteron. At first, the par-
tial waves with the orbital angular momentum L from
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FIG. 2. Deuteron wave functions with the AV18 and AV8′

potentials, where u/r and w/r denote the wave functions of
the 3S1 and 3D1 states, respectively. The benchmark are
based on the AV18 calculation [31]. The hidden layers of
each output are composed of three layers each of which has
16 units. Almost all lines overlap with each other except for
the slight differences near the origin within 0.05 fm as shown
in the insert.

FIG. 3. Relative error of DNN deuteron wave functions to
the AV18 benchmark results [31]. The hidden layers of each
output are composed of three layers each of which has 16
units.

zero to four and the possible total spin S from zero to
one are calculated. The results are consistence with the
known fact, i.e., only the 3S1 and 3D1 states contribute
to the deuteron ground state. In the following calcu-
lations, the obtained wave functions and energies show
consistency with the corresponding results of benchmark
[31, 33]. We find that the deep neural network does not
need to be large. In the present case, two hidden layers
and each of them containing eight units are sufficient to

TABLE III. Performance test of the deuteron calculation in
the AV8′ potential. Row with “—” in the column “# of unit
in layers” represents an empty layer. The benchmark exact
values are listed in the last row.

# of Unit in Layers Energy Relative Error D state prob.
1st 2nd 3rd (MeV)
8 — — −2.17846 2.071% 5.71%
16 — — −2.22525 0.026% 5.76%
8 8 — −2.22495 0.017% 5.76%
8 16 — −2.22475 0.007% 5.76%
16 8 — −2.22512 0.027% 5.76%
16 16 — −2.22454 0.002% 5.76%
8 8 8 −2.22498 0.018% 5.76%
16 16 16 −2.22477 0.008% 5.76%
Exact [31] −2.22458 5.76%

FIG. 4. Relative error of ⟨H⟩ with respect to the exact
ground-state energy Egs with the AV8′ potential as the func-
tions of the number of epochs. The hidden layers of each
output are composed of three layers each of which has 16
units.

generate faithful representations of the wave function.

We believe that these improvements to the deep neu-
ral network approach hold promise for more studies that
could further extend the methodology of this work. For
example, one is to extend from two-body calculations to
N -body calculations. In particular, Jacobi coordinates
are a geometrical description of a N -body system with
(3N − 6) internal coordinates [37], which might turn out
to be applicable to our deep neural network method for
many-body systems and significantly lower computation
resources than in Cartesian coordinates. Another is to
perform the calculations within the relativistic scheme.
The relativistic effects can be well described by, for ex-
ample, the CD-Bonn potential, which is fitted to the em-
pirical value for the deuteron binding energy [38].
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