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Abstract

Variational Monte Carlo (VMC) methods have found extensive applications
in quantum many-body physics and quantum chemistry since the mid-20th
century, particularly demonstrating their unique advantages in studying strongly
correlated electron systems. The VMC method is based on the variational
principle, estimating the ground state energy of quantum systems by opti-
mizing a parameterized wave function. The development and improvement
of this method involve several important research stages, each marked by
significant contributions.

The earliest research on VMC can be traced back to W.L. McMillan’s
work in 1965, studying the ground state of liquid helium-4 [1]. His pioneering
study not only demonstrated the potential of VMC methods in physics but
also provided a powerful tool for subsequent researchers to explore more
complex quantum systems.

In the 1980s, VMC methods began to be widely applied in the field of
quantum chemistry, especially in simulating complex molecular systems. The
work of James B. Anderson in 1975 showcased the application of VMC in
chemical physics, particularly in his simulations of the H+

3 molecule [2].
In 2001, Sandro Sorella proposed the stochastic reconfiguration (SR)

method [3], a technique for optimizing wave function parameters in VMC.
This method, based on the Fisher information matrix [4], significantly im-
proved the accuracy and efficiency of VMC.

Entering the 21st century, with the rapid development of computational
technology, VMC methods combined with modern machine learning tech-
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niques opened new research directions. In 2017, Giuseppe Carleo and Matthias
Troyer demonstrated the potential of deep learning techniques in optimizing
VMC methods by using neural network-based variational wave functions to
solve quantum many-body problems [5]. In the traditional context, machine
learning means inputting data to obtain certain patterns, which is the ap-
proach of supervised and unsupervised learning. However, in variational
Monte Carlo, when solving for the ground state, we do not have any pre-
existing ground state wave function data, and can only rely on the variational
principle to optimize the variational wave function to minimize the expected
value of energy. This method of training neural networks through certain
criteria rather than datasets is referred to as reinforcement learning. In
the variational Monte Carlo method we constructed next, this method is used
to train neural quantum states, which are neural network representations of
wave functions.

In this note, variational Monte Carlo method based on neural quantum
states is built for spin systems, following the work of Giuseppe Carleo and
Matthias Troyer. In traditional variational Monte Carlo, various correla-
tion factors are usually used to introduce strong correlation effects, with a
typical example being the Jastrow correlation factor. In fact, a wave func-
tion is merely a mapping from the configuration of the system to complex
numbers. By setting the output layer of the neural network as a complex
neuron, a wave function can be constructed. Using a neural network as the
wave function allows for a more generalized expression of various types of
interactions, including highly non-local interactions, which are closely re-
lated to its non-linear activation functions. Additionally, neural networks
can represent relatively complex wave functions with relatively small com-
putational resources when dealing with higher-dimensional systems, which
is undoubtedly a ”flattening” advantage. In quantum-state tomography [6],
the representation method of neural quantum states has already achieved
significant results, hinting at its potential in handling larger-sized systems.

Keywords: Variational Quantum Monte Carlo, Neural Quantum States,
Neural Networks, Quantum Phase Transition
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1. Overview of the Variational Monte Carlo Method

1.1. Origin of Monte Carlo Method

At the beginning of this chapter, we introduce the origin of the idea be-
hind the Variational Monte Carlo (VMC) method. For many-body systems,
we denote a specific configuration by |x⟩, and the ground state by |ϕ⟩. Then,
the wave function of the system can be expressed as a superposition of several
configurations, that is,

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
x

⟨x|Ψ⟩ |x⟩ (1)

Here, we use the completeness of the basis {|x⟩} of the many-body quantum
state. Therefore, for a system in the state |Ψ⟩, its observable can be expressed
as

⟨Ô⟩ = ⟨Ψ|Ô|Ψ⟩
⟨Ψ | Ψ⟩

=

∑
x⟨Ψ | x⟩⟨x|Ô|Ψ⟩∑
x⟨Ψ | x⟩⟨x | Ψ⟩

=

∑
x

⟨x|Ô|Ψ⟩
⟨x|Ψ⟩ ⟨Ψ | x⟩⟨x | Ψ⟩∑
x⟨Ψ | x⟩⟨x | Ψ⟩

=

∑
x

⟨x|Ô|Ψ⟩
⟨x|Ψ⟩ |⟨x | Ψ⟩|2∑
x |⟨x | Ψ⟩|2
(2)

Thus, we can define a physical quantity,

Oloc(x) =
⟨x|Ô|Ψ⟩
⟨x|Ψ⟩

(3)

which is called the ”local value” of the observable. Therefore, we can rein-
terpret the expectation value of the observable - |⟨x|Ψ⟩|2 is the probability
of finding the system in the state |x⟩, and the expectation value of the ob-
servable can be rewritten as

⟨Ô⟩ =
∑

xOloc(x)|⟨x | Ψ⟩|2∑
x |⟨x | Ψ⟩|2

(4)

It can be seen that if one wants to directly obtain the expectation value of an
observable in this way, it is necessary to obtain all configurations of the sys-
tem and sum the results under each configuration. However, for many-body
systems, it is unrealistic to calculate larger lattice models in this way. For
example, without using any symmetry to reduce the state space, the Hilbert
space dimension for a spin chain of length L is 2L; for fermionic systems, the
state space dimension of a one-dimensional fermionic chain of length L is 4L.
Since the state space dimension of the system grows exponentially with the
size of the system, in dealing with many-body problems, people have thought
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of using reasonable random sampling to solve various problems, which is the
Monte Carlo method. We denote the configurations randomly selected as
S1 = {x1, x2, ..., xN}, which is a multisubset of the state space of the system.
The expectation value of the observable calculated using them is

⟨Ô⟩ ≈
∑

x∈S1
Oloc(x)|⟨x | Ψ⟩|2∑
x∈S1

|⟨x | Ψ⟩|2
(5)

It should be noted that in S1, we allow the same configuration to appear mul-
tiple times. From (5), it can be seen that for each configuration |x⟩, its weight
determines its role in the measurement of the observable. If completely ran-
dom sampling is performed, many unimportant |x⟩ will be collected into S1,
while we hope to select |x⟩ that have a large overlap with |Ψ⟩ as much as
possible. We can think about this concern through an example. Imagine we
are dealing with the two-dimensional Hubbard model

H = −t
∑
⟨i,j⟩,σ

f̂ †
i,σf̂j,σ + U

∑
i

n̂i,↑n̂i,↓ (6)

where the fermion number operator n̂i,σ = f̂ †
i,σf̂i,σ, and ⟨i, j⟩ represents a pair

of nearest neighbor lattice sites. When the scale of the repulsive interaction U
is large, the probability of two fermions occupying the same site (double oc-
cupancy) is small. At this time, if completely random sampling is performed,
about one-fourth of the configurations will belong to the double occupancy
case, which is very unfavorable for the calculation of the expectation value.

To address this issue, the importance sampling method was proposed.
When randomly generating configurations, the probability of generating var-
ious configurations is equal, but a weight |⟨x|Ψ⟩|2 needs to be added. In
importance sampling, the probability of generating various configurations is
determined by the probability |⟨x|Ψ⟩|2, but the weight of each configuration
is equal when calculating the final expectation value. In other words, defining
a multisubset of the state space Sρ composed of N configurations generated
according to the probability distribution ρ ∝ |⟨x|Ψ⟩|2, the expectation value
of the observable is

⟨Ô⟩ ≈ 1

N

∑
x∈Sρ

Oloc(x) (7)

where the denominator N comes from the sum of N ones. Ô in (4), (5), (7)
can be any observable, such as the Hamiltonian. For a many-body system,

4



people usually focus on its ground state properties. For VMC, we can set
a trial wave function |Ψ(α)⟩ that depends on a series of parameters {αi},
and minimize the expectation value of the Hamiltonian by changing these
parameters, making the trial wave function as close as possible to the ground
state of the system. Therefore, the tasks of VMC can be summarized as
follows:

• Find appropriate parameters {αi} to minimize the expectation value
of the Hamiltonian of the trial wave function.

• Use the optimized trial wave function obtained in the above step, com-
bined with (7), to calculate various physical quantities.

Therefore, it can be seen that how to perform importance sampling is an
important issue. One common method is to use the Markov chain, which
will be discussed in 1.2.

1.2. Importance Sampling Using Markov Chains

In this subsection, we mainly discuss how to use Markov chains to gen-
erate the state space subset Sρ needed in (7). In general, a Markov process is
a random operation that can transition the system from one state to another.
Its randomness lies in the fact that only the transition probabilities between
different states are specified; when the same Markov process is applied to
the same state of the system, the results may differ. A Markov chain is a
sequence of system states generated by a Markov process. In summary, a
Markov process has no ”memory,” and its transition probabilities to various
states only depend on the current state of the system and have no relation
to the states the system has previously occupied.

Regarding the reasons for choosing Markov chains, we also provide a
brief explanation here. The most notable reason is the convenience of the
Markov process, which allows the state space of the system to be traversed
within a finite number of steps. Secondly, our goal is to generate a series of
configurations that have a large overlap with the wave function |Ψ⟩. If we
find such a configuration |x⟩, then a configuration |x′⟩ that is not much
different from |x⟩ should also have a large overlap with the wave function.
If we can find a Markov process that generates a series of configurations |x′⟩
through relatively small changes to the existing configuration |x⟩, and these
configurations follow a probability density distribution ρ ∝ |⟨x|Ψ⟩|2, then
we can use (7) to calculate the observables. Later, we will introduce one of
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the most common Markov processes, the Metropolis algorithm combined
with local updates.

Next, we will derive the corresponding Metropolis algorithm using the
probability distribution ρ(x) ∝ |⟨x|Ψ⟩|2 that we need. Let T (x→ x′) be the
transition probability from |x⟩ to |x′⟩, then by the normalization of proba-
bilities, we have ∑

x→x′

T (x→ x′) = 1 (8)

where x′ can also be x, meaning that the system can remain in its current
state with some probability. For a Markov random process, its master equa-
tion is

Pk+1(x) = Pk(x) +
∑
x′

(Pk (x
′)T (x′ → x)− Pk(x)T (x→ x′)) (9)

where Pk(x) is the probability that the system is in the configuration |x⟩
after k Markov processes. According to the requirements of the state space
subset Sρ we need to generate, we need to set Pk(x) = ρ(x) ∝ |⟨x|Ψ⟩|2 for
all k. Observing (9), we can see that we first need the sum part to be zero,
which means

ρ (x′)

ρ(x)
=

|⟨x′|Ψ⟩|2

|⟨x|Ψ⟩|2
=
T (x→ x′)

T (x′ → x)
(10)

This is also known as detailed balance. The next problem is how to find the
appropriate transition probability T (x → x′). One solution is to decompose
the transition probability into two parts

T (x→ x′) = S (x→ x′)A (x→ x′) (11)

Here, the new configuration |x′⟩ is first selected with a ”suggestion probabil-
ity” S(x→ x′), and if selected, it is accepted with an ”acceptance probabil-
ity” A(x → x′). For the Metropolis algorithm, the suggestion probability is
symmetric, that is,

S(x→ x′) = S(x′ → x) (12)

Regarding the implementation of (12), for example in fermionic systems, a
simple method is to randomly select an electron and allow it to hop to a
random neighboring lattice site. Also, from (12), we have

ρ (x′)

ρ(x)
=
S (x→ x′)

S (x′ → x)

A (x→ x′)

A (x′ → x)
=
A (x→ x′)

A (x′ → x)
(13)
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Since the acceptance probability must be between 0 and 1, we can normalize
A(x → x′) and A(x′ → x) by dividing them by a factor, such as ρ(x) when
ρ(x) > ρ(x′), that is

A (x→ x′) =

{
ρ(x′)
ρ(x)

if ρ (x′) < ρ(x)

1 otherwise
= min

(
1,
ρ (x′)

ρ(x)

)
(14)

The suggestion probability defined in (12) and the acceptance probability
defined in (14) together define the Metropolis algorithm.

In practical calculations, the Markov process needs to run several times
to reach the desired probability distribution, which is to reach ”equilibrium”.
Re-examining (9), we can see that only when Pk(x) has reached the distribu-
tion Pk(x) = ρ(x) = |⟨x|Ψ⟩|2, will Pk+1(x) reach Pk+1(x) = ρ(x). However,
before the first Markov process is carried out, the initial state of the Markov
chain is actually a specific configuration |y⟩, that is, the probability that the
system is in the configuration |x⟩ after 0 Markov processes is P0(x) = δx,y,
which obviously does not meet our requirements. Fortunately, ergodicity and
detailed balance are sufficient for the Markov process to converge to a specific
distribution that is independent of the initial state [7]. Therefore, in actual
calculations, the initial results of a Markov chain need to be discarded, that
is, only the results after the system has reached equilibrium are valid.

1.3. Stochastic Reconfiguration

One of the main objectives of VMC is to find the best variational wave
function that is closest to the ground state. One common method for finding
the ground state wave function is called Stochastic Reconfiguration [8].
Let |Ψ⟩ = |Ψ(α⃗)⟩ be the trial wave function, which depends on a series of
parameters α⃗ = (α1, α2, ..., αp). In the process of optimizing the trial wave
function, we adjust these parameter values to achieve the lowest possible
energy. For the updated wave function |Ψ′⟩, we can make the following
ansatz,

|Ψ′⟩ = δα0|Ψ⟩+
p∑

k′=1

δαk′
∂

∂αk′
|Ψ⟩ (15)

which is essentially the Taylor expansion of the wave function |Ψ⟩ with re-
spect to the components of α⃗. Next, we need to find a series of δαi that
can lower the energy. By inserting the completeness relation of the basis
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composed of all configurations of the system into (15), we get

|Ψ′⟩ = δα0|Ψ⟩+
p∑

k′=1

δαk′
∂

∂αk′

∑
x

|x⟩⟨x | Ψ⟩

= δα0|Ψ⟩+
p∑

k′=1

δαk′
∑
x

∂⟨x | Ψ⟩
∂αk′

|x⟩

= δα0|Ψ⟩+
p∑

k′=1

δαk′
∑
x

∂ log⟨x | Ψ⟩
∂αk′

⟨x | Ψ⟩|x⟩

(16)

Introducing the operator ∆̂k =

{
1 for k = 0∑

x
∂ log⟨x|Ψ⟩

∂αk
|x⟩⟨x| for k ̸= 0

, then (16)

can be rewritten as
|Ψ′⟩ = δα0 |Ψ⟩+ δαk∆̂k |Ψ⟩ (17)

With such an ansatz, we can seek the ground state of the system by relating
it to imaginary time evolution. For any system, we can write its wave
function as a coherent superposition of several eigenstates of the Hamiltonian

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
i

ci(0) |ψ⟩ (18)

After applying the time evolution operator, it becomes

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
∑
i

ci(0)e
−iĤt |ψ⟩ =

∑
i

ci(0)e
−iEit |ψ⟩ (19)

Now we perform a Wick rotation, which projects the system’s evolution time
t onto imaginary time τ = −it, yielding

|Ψ(τ)⟩ =
∑
i

ci(0)e
−Eiτ |ψ⟩ (20)

From (20), it can be seen that the higher the energy of an eigenstate, the
faster it decays with imaginary time evolution. At a certain imaginary time
τ , the ground state |ϕ⟩ will dominate the linear combination, which is why
we can use imaginary time evolution to find the ground state of the system.
Therefore, each ansatz step |Ψ′⟩ should correspond to one step of imaginary
time evolution. That is, for imaginary time evolution

|Ψ′′⟩ = U(τ) |Ψ⟩ = e−τĤ |Ψ⟩ ∼ (I− τĤ) |Ψ⟩ (21)
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it needs to correspond to (17), and the criterion for determining the corre-
spondence is to minimize the norm of the difference between the ansatz and
the imaginary time evolution, i.e., minimizing the norm of |Ψ′⟩−|Ψ′′⟩. Thus,
the above problem can be transformed into

|Ψ′⟩ = |Ψ′′⟩ ⇒ (δα0 +

p∑
k=1

δαk∆̂k) |Ψ⟩ = (1− Ĥτ) |Ψ⟩ (22)

Projecting (22) onto ∆̂†
k′ |Ψ⟩, we get a system of linear equations for δα⃗,

p∑
k=0

δαk′
〈
Ψ
∣∣∣∆̂k′∆̂k

∣∣∣Ψ〉 =
〈
Ψ
∣∣∣∆̂k′(1− τĤ)

∣∣∣Ψ〉 k′ ∈ {0, . . . , p} (23)

Using the shorthand notation ⟨...⟩ for the expectation value with respect to
|Ψ⟩, (23) can be simplified to

p∑
k=0

δαk′⟨∆̂k′∆̂k⟩ = ⟨∆̂k′(1− τĤ)⟩ k′ ∈ {0, . . . , p} (24)

Setting k′ = 0, since ∆̂k′ = 1, from (24) we get

δα0 = 1− τ⟨Ĥ⟩ −
p∑

k=1

δαk⟨∆̂k⟩ (25)

Substituting (25) into (24), we have

p∑
k=1

δαk(⟨∆̂k′∆̂k⟩ − ⟨∆̂k⟩⟨∆̂k′⟩) = τ(⟨∆̂k′⟩⟨Ĥ⟩ − ⟨∆̂k′Ĥ⟩) k′ ∈ {0, . . . , p}

(26)
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In (26), all the expectation values can be calculated using (7). Here we can
simply calculate the local values of several physical quantities,

∆k, loc (x) =

〈
x
∣∣∣∆̂k

∣∣∣Ψ〉
⟨x | Ψ⟩

=

〈
x
∣∣∣∑x′

∂ log⟨x′|Ψ⟩
∂αk

∣∣∣x′〉 ⟨x′ | Ψ⟩

⟨x | Ψ⟩
=
∂ log⟨x | Ψ⟩

∂αk〈
x
∣∣∣∆̂k∆̂k′

∣∣∣Ψ〉
⟨x | Ψ⟩

=

〈
x
∣∣∣∑x′

∂ log⟨x′|Ψ⟩
∂αk

∣∣∣x′〉〈x′ ∣∣∣∑x′′
∂ log⟨x′′|Ψ⟩

∂αk′

∣∣∣x′′〉 ⟨x′′ | Ψ⟩

⟨x | Ψ⟩

=
∂ log⟨x | Ψ⟩

∂αk

∂ log⟨x | Ψ⟩
∂αk′

= ∆k, loc (x)∆k′, loc (x)〈
x
∣∣∣∆̂kĤ

∣∣∣Ψ〉
⟨x | Ψ⟩

=
∑
x′

〈
x
∣∣∣∆̂kĤ

∣∣∣x′〉 ⟨x′ | Ψ⟩
⟨x | Ψ⟩

=
∑
x′x′′

〈
x

∣∣∣∣∂ log ⟨x′′ | Ψ⟩
∂αk′

∣∣∣∣x′′〉〈x′′|Ĥ|x′
〉 ⟨x′ | Ψ⟩
⟨x | Ψ⟩

=
∂ log⟨x | Ψ⟩

∂αk

⟨x|Ĥ|Ψ⟩
⟨x | Ψ⟩

= ∆k, loc (x)Eloc(x)

(27)
By this, the linear relationship of δα⃗ in (26) is determined. Writing it in a
more compact form, we get

Sδα⃗ = τ f⃗ Skk′ =
〈
∆̂k∆̂k′

〉
−
〈
∆̂k

〉〈
∆̂k′

〉
fk =

〈
∆̂k

〉
⟨Ĥ⟩ −

〈
∆̂kĤ

〉 (28)

It is worth noting that S in (28) is generally referred to as the quantum
geometric tensor. Since the quantum geometric tensor is calculated using
the Monte Carlo method, it often has small eigenvalues tending to 0, leading
to numerical instability. Therefore, we usually need to add a diagonal shift
to the quantum geometric tensor, adding a small constant ε ∼ 10−5 − 10−2

to all its diagonal elements.
After solving for δα⃗ in (28), we can update the parameters α⃗ = (α1, ..., αp)

accordingly,
α⃗′ = α⃗ + λδα⃗ (29)

where the step size λ should be chosen appropriately: it needs to be large
enough to ensure rapid convergence to the ground state, but small enough to
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ensure the stability of the algorithm. Generally, a good approach is to start
with a larger λ and gradually decrease it.

2. Nural Quantum States

2.1. Introduction to NQS

The neural quantum state (NQS) [9] is essentially a representation of the
wave function, expected to be used in the ansatz part of the VMC method
discussed earlier. Consider a many-body quantum state with N discrete de-
grees of freedom S = (S1, S2, ..., SN). Whether it is spin, fermion occupancy
number, or even boson occupancy number, the many-body wave function is
simply a mapping from S to a complex number. Therefore, as long as the
output layer of the neural network is set to the real and imaginary parts, or
the amplitude and phase parts of the wave function, it can theoretically be
trained to represent the many-body wave function.

In the introduction of the Monte Carlo method in 1.1, we considered that
for a many-body system, the dimension of its state space typically grows
exponentially with the system size. However, the information needed to de-
scribe a particular quantum state is much less than the dimension of the
system’s state space. Algorithms that rely on the wave function itself and
can solve many-body problems using relatively small amounts of informa-
tion can be broadly divided into two categories: sampling-based methods
and compression-based methods. The most typical sampling-based method
is the quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) method, which aims to calculate var-
ious expectation values by extracting a series of valuable configurations.
Compression-based methods, which aim to represent the wave function with
less memory, mainly include matrix product states (MPS) [10] and the more
general tensor networks [11]. However, both methods have situations that
are difficult or impossible to handle: for QMC, it is the notorious sign prob-
lem, and for compression-based methods, it is the quantum state of high-
dimensional systems. In scenarios where common numerical methods are
ineffective, neural networks provide an alternative option.

2.2. Working Principle and Basic Architectures of Neural Networks

Before introducing neural quantum states, we first need to understand
the working principles and some basic architectures of neural networks [12].
The purpose of a neural network, simply put, is to use a series of nonlinear

11



(a) Sigmoid (b) ReLU

Figure 1: Two common activation functions are: (a) the Sigmoid function and (b) the
ReLU (rectified linear unit) function. Both of them take values between 0 and 1.

functions to generate a function y = Fθ(x) (where θ are the adjustable pa-
rameters) to fit any smooth function y = F (x). For a real dataset, y = F (x)
is often unknown and is obtained by fitting any function through a series of
inputs x and outputs y in the dataset using the neural network.

2.2.1 Neurons and Their InteractionsThe basic unit of a neural net-
work is a neuron, which has a real scalar value y. This scalar value comes
from the scalar values yk of all the neurons that feed into this neuron. The
process can be summarized as follows:

• Calculate a linear function z =
∑

k wkyk + b, where the matrix w is
called the weights and the vector b is called the bias. These two pa-
rameters are members of the aforementioned parameters θ.

• Use a nonlinear function f(z), usually the sigmoid function or the ReLU
function, to obtain the value of the neuron y = f(z). The sigmoid
function is a smoothed step function f(x) = 1/ (1 + e−x), and the ReLU
function is a piecewise function f(x) = 0 x < 0 & f(x) = x x ≥ 0.

To clarify the notation in multi-layer neural networks, we use y
(n)
k to denote

the value of the k-th neuron in the n-th layer. Therefore, the component
w

(n+1)
jk of the weights tells us how the k-th neuron in the n-th layer affects

the j-th neuron in the (n + 1)-th layer. Thus, the value of the j-th neuron
in the (n+ 1)-th layer can be determined by the following equation:

z
(n+1)
j =

∑
k

w
(n+1)
jk y

(n)
k + b

(n+1)
j

y
(n+1)
j = f

(
z
(n+1)
j

) (30)
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For the entire neural network, its output is calculated layer by layer starting
from the 0th layer (n = 0), which is the layer of input data x, until the
final output (which can be a single y value or a vector composed of multiple
y values) is obtained. This output is compared with the y value provided
in the dataset to continuously optimize the weights and biases in the neural
network. However, it is obvious that larger neural networks will occupy more
memory. For example, if the n-th layer has N (n) neurons and the (n+ 1)-th
layer has N (n+1) neurons, the dimension of the weight matrix representing
the influence of the n-th layer on the (n+ 1)-th layer is N (n+1) ×N (n).

2.2.2 Stochastic Gradient Descent MethodTo evaluate the perfor-
mance of a neural network and optimize its parameters, we need to define a
measurable quantity to quantify the deviation between the neural network’s
output and the target function. This quantity is the cost function. The
simplest cost function is the quadratic deviation between the neural net-
work’s output Fθ(x) and the target function F (x). First, we can define a loss
function for a specific sample (specific dataset input x)

Cx(θ) = |Fθ(x)− F (x)|2 (31)

Averaging the loss function over all samples gives the cost function

C(θ) = ⟨Cx(θ)⟩x (32)

The core task of machine learning is to minimize the cost function. Therefore,
defining the cost function is as important as defining the Hamiltonian or
Lagrangian in solving physical problems. One basic idea is to use stochastic
gradient descent (SGD) [13] in the linear space spanned by the parameters θ
to find the minimum. The idea of gradient descent is straightforward: simply
descend along the gradient direction of the cost function with respect to the
parameters θ, that is,

δθk = −η∂C(θ)
∂θk

(33)

where the parameter η is called the learning rate. This parameter directly
determines the final effectiveness of the neural network. If the learning rate
is too small, the optimization process will be too slow; if the learning rate
is too large, the optimal solution may be overlooked. However, the gradient
descent method based on (33) has two significant issues:
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• It requires averaging over all possible dataset inputs x, which is com-
putationally expensive.

• The process of calculating the gradient itself involves many elements
of the parameters θ, so we need a more efficient way to calculate the
gradient.

To address the first issue, we use an approach similar to the basic idea of
Monte Carlo: randomly sample a portion of the training samples (called a
batch) to average,

C(θ) ≈ 1

N

N∑
j=1

Cxj(θ) ≡ ⟨Cx(θ)⟩batch (34)

The batch average defines the improved stochastic gradient descent method
based on the gradient descent method,

δθk = −η
〈
∂Cx(θ)

∂θk

〉
batch

= −η∂C(θ)
∂θk

+ Ω (35)

where Ω represents the noise term, which is usually expected to average
to zero after several steps of gradient descent. In summary, the stochastic
gradient descent method is suitable for cases with a smaller learning rate.

To address the second issue of low efficiency in calculating the derivatives
of a large number of parameters, we can use the chain rule, also known as
backpropagation. For a quadratic loss function, we have

∂Cx(θ)

∂θk
= 2

∑
l

([Fθ(x)]l − [F (x)]l)
∂ [Fθ(x)]l
∂θk

(36)

where the sum over l represents the neurons, and [Fθ(x)]l = y
(n)
l represents

the value of the l-th neuron in the n-th layer. According to (30), we can
write the gradient with respect to the parameters θ as

∂y
(n)
l

∂θk
= f ′

(
z
(n)
l

) ∂z(n)l

∂θk
= f ′

(
z
(n)
l

)∑
m

w
(n,n−1)
lm

∂y
(n−1)
m

∂θk
(37)

In the case of (37), the parameter θk does not include the weights and biases
between the n− 1 and n layers. This is a recursive relation and can also be
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written in the form of matrix and vector multiplication. Thus, we define the
following matrix

M
(n,n−1)
lm = w

(n,n−1)
lm f ′ (z(n−1)

m

)
(38)

Then, according to the calculation of
∂z

(n)
l

∂θk
in (37), we have

∂z
(n)
l

∂θk
=

[
M (n,n−1)M (n−1,n−2) . . .M (n′+1,n′)∂z

(n′)

∂θk

]
l

(39)

Similarly, θk cannot be the weights and biases between the n-th and n′-th
layers. Based on the above considerations, we can introduce the backpropa-
gation method, which can be summarized as follows:

• In the output layer (set as the N -th layer here), define a ”deviation

vector” ∆j = (yNj − [F (x)]j)f
′
(
z
(N)
j

)
.

• For each layer starting from n = N , store the derivatives related to the

weights and biases in that layer ∂Cx(θ)
∂θk

= ∆j
∂z

(n)
i

∂θk
, where θk appears as

an explicit variable in z
(n)
i .

• Move one layer toward the input layer and set the new deviation vector
∆

(new )
j =

∑
k∆kM

(n,n−1)
kj . Repeat all the above steps until all the

derivatives are solved.

This algorithm requires computational resources comparable to the process of
calculating the output of a neural network for a given input, which is called
the forward pass. It can also utilize the values of each neuron calculated
during the forward pass. This efficient gradient calculation method makes
the operation of neural networks a feasible procedure, laying the foundation
for subsequent applications and developments.

These are the basic working principles of neural networks. In addition,
how to construct neural networks is also an important topic. In the follow-
ing sections, we will discuss the construction of several typical neural net-
works, such as convolutional neural networks (CNNs) [14, 15, 16], Boltzmann
machines [17, 18, 19], and their applications in computing specific strongly
correlated systems.
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2.2.3 Convolutional Neural NetworksIn the previous subsection, when
discussing the working principles of neural networks, we assumed that the
neural network is a dense neural network, meaning that every neuron in adja-
cent layers is connected. In contrast, convolutional neural networks (CNNs)
are sparse neural networks, as we will see that their weight matrices are
sparse matrices. CNNs exhibit translational symmetry by constraining the
weights of the neural network. The term ”convolution” is used because, when
dealing with linear responses, we have

A(x) =

∫
G (x− x′)F (x′) dx′ (40)

We can see that the response at point x corresponding to point x′ depends
only on the distance between them. If both are shifted by the same amount,
the final calculated response remains unchanged, which is translationally
symmetric, and the mathematical form of (40) is precisely convolution.

The weights in a convolutional neural network also depend only on the
”distance” between two neurons. Considering the one-dimensional case, we
have

w
(n+1,n)
ij = w(n+1,n)(i− j) (41)

Equation (41) is also known as the ”convolution kernel.” For the kernel,
we need to truncate it, setting the corresponding weight elements to zero
for |i − j| > d. This significantly reduces the number of non-zero elements
in the weights. For example, if both adjacent layers have M neurons, the
dimension of the weight matrix is M ×M , with M2 non-zero elements in the
unconstrained case. After truncation, a neuron in the (n + 1)-th layer has
contributions from only 2d+1 neurons in the n-th layer, so its corresponding
weight is a vector with only 2d+ 1 components. It should be noted that the
weights corresponding to each neuron in a convolutional neural network are
”shared.” This means that for each neuron at position i in the (n+1)-th layer,
we can define a local neighborhood in the n-th layer that satisfies |j− i| ≤ d,
and use the values of the neurons in this local neighborhood (receptive field)

as inputs, with the same convolution kernel as weights, to obtain y
(n+1)
i ,

the value of the i-th neuron in the (n + 1)-th layer. Often, the receptive
field of a neuron extends beyond the boundaries of the previous layer. In
this case, different padding strategies are considered. For periodic boundary
conditions, we can use periodic padding, where the values of neurons beyond
the boundary are taken from the other end of the previous layer.
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Figure 2: The working architecture of convolutional neural networks [20]: The receptive
field of the convolutional neural network includes the nearest and next-nearest neurons in
the previous layer, without applying periodic boundary conditions. It can be seen that the
connections between neurons in convolutional neural networks are much sparser compared
to dense neural networks, allowing for larger numbers of neurons per layer and more layers,
which is crucial in extracting image features.

The two-dimensional case for convolutional neural networks is similar.
Simply put, the weights form an array with dimensions (2d+ 1)× (2d+ 1),
corresponding to each neuron in the receptive field.

Convolutional neural networks not only have translational invariance but
also split the transformation in (30) into multiple channels. Using c and c′

as channel indices, the indices of neurons are determined by their position i
in a certain layer and the channel index, (i, c). Thus, the transformation in
convolutional neural networks can be rewritten as

z
(n+1)
(i,c) =

∑
j

w
(n+1,n)
cc′ (i− j)y

(n)
(j,c′) + b(n+1)

c (42)

In the following chapters, we will discuss how to use convolutional neural
networks to compute the two-dimensional J1−J2 model with strong frustra-
tion.

2.2.4 Restricted Boltzmann MachinesThe basic purpose of a Boltz-
mann machine is to model the probability distribution P0(v) of the observed
data v. In other words, we do not know the form of P0(v) in advance, but
we let the Boltzmann machine approximate it by observing as many sam-
ples as possible. The starting point is to set up a statistical model whose
Boltzmann distribution can approximate the probability distribution P0(v).
For a Boltzmann distribution, energy plays a key role. Thus, the energy Eθ,
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Figure 3: The working architecture of a Boltzmann machine [21]: vi represents visible layer
neurons, hi represents hidden layer neurons. Each neuron in the visible layer is connected
to each neuron in the hidden layer, making the Boltzmann machine a dense network.

which depends on a series of parameters θ, is the quantity optimized during
the training of the Boltzmann machine. A Boltzmann machine has a layer
of visible units v and a layer of hidden units h. The Boltzmann distribution
we mentioned above is the joint distribution of (h, v):

P (v, h) =
e−E(v,h)

Z
Z =

∑
v,h

e−E(v,h) (43)

where Z is the partition function. Thus, we can summarize the goal of
training a Boltzmann machine as adjusting the parameters θ to achieve

Pv(v) =
∑
h

P (v, h) ≈ P0(v) (44)

where Pv(v) is the marginal probability distribution of v. A common ar-
chitecture is the restricted Boltzmann machine (RBM) [22], whose energy
is

E(v, h) = −
∑
i

aivi −
∑
j

bjhj −
∑
i,j

viwijhj (45)

Note that in (45), there are no v − v or h − h couplings, so this model is
called ”restricted.” A classic setup is to set the values of vi and hj to binary,
i.e., 0 or 1. In this case, the model is similar to the Ising model, with the
analogous magnetic field terms ai and bj also called biases, but the coupling
is between any vi and hj. The parameters θ of the model are ai, bj, and wij,
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which are continuously optimized during training. The goal of training is to
find a set of parameters θ that minimize the cost function. For RBMs, we
train them to make the marginal probability distribution of the visible layer
Pv(v) as close as possible to the target probability distribution P0(v). Thus,
the cost function is

C = −
∑
v

P0(v) logPv(v) (46)

This is also known as cross-entropy [23], which can only reach its minimum
when each Pv(v) exactly equals P0(v). The detailed derivation can be found
in Appendix A.1. Equation (46) appears simple in form, but in practice, we
find that for N visible units v, even if their values are only 0 or 1, summing
over them requires summing over 2N different results. Fortunately, when
performing gradient descent, we mainly consider gradient descent concerning
the weight components w, and the gradient of the cross-entropy concerning
the weights can be solved using sampling. The negative gradient of the cost
function concerning the weights is

− ∂

∂wij
C =

∑
v

P0(v)
∂

∂wij
logPv(v) = ⟨vihj⟩P0

− ⟨vihj⟩Pv
(47)

⟨vihj⟩P0
≡
∑
v,h

vihjP (h | v)P0(v)

⟨vihj⟩Pv
≡
∑
v,h

vihjP (h | v)Pv(v)
(48)

where

P (h | v) = P (v, h)

Pv(v)
(49)

is the conditional probability, i.e., the probability distribution of h given v.
To compute (47), we need a method to sample v according to the marginal
probability distribution Pv(v) and to sample h given a specific v according to
the conditional probability. Generally, sampling according to a specific prob-
ability distribution can be done using the Monte Carlo method, constructing
a Markov process that satisfies the detailed balance condition. If we want to
obtain a Boltzmann distribution, we need to replace the probability distri-
bution ρ(x) in (10) with the Boltzmann factor e−Ex (where kBT = 1), and
the remaining details are as discussed in 1.2.

Of course, the Markov process required in a Boltzmann machine differs
somewhat from the one discussed in 1.2. In a Boltzmann machine, there
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are visible layers v and hidden layers h, which differ. Consider a Markov
chain: from a configuration v in the visible layer to a configuration h in the
hidden layer, then to a configuration v′ in the visible layer, and so on. Each
step from the visible layer to the hidden layer, or vice versa, corresponds
to a transition probability which is the conditional probability T (v → h) =
P (h|v) or T (h→ v′) = P (v′|h). Thus, the detailed balance condition for this
Markov chain can be written as

T (v → h)

T (h→ v)
=
P (h|v)
P (v|h)

=
Ph(h)

Pv(v)
(50)

After a certain number of Markov processes, this Markov chain will converge
to a state where the visible and hidden layers conform to their respective
marginal probability distributions.

To specifically implement a Monte Carlo update step, we need to first
calculate the conditional probability

P (h | v) = e−E(v,h)

ZPv(v)
= Π

j

ezjhj

1 + ezj
(51)

where
zj = bj +

∑
i

viwij (52)

For details, see Appendix A.2. It can be seen that for a hidden layer unit,
the probability of hj = 1 is a sigmoid function. Thus, for RBMs, the Monte
Carlo sampling process of the hidden layer state can be roughly divided into
the following two steps:

• For each hidden layer unit, calculate the probability ezj

1+ezj
, just as we

calculate the value of a neuron in a dense neural network.

• For each hidden layer unit, assign it a value of 1 with probability ezj

1+ezj
,

and a value of 0 with probability 1
1+ezj

.

Then, to perform the Markov process from the hidden layer to the visible
layer, replace zj with

z′i = ai +
∑
j

wijhj (53)

and replace the conditional probability with

P (v′ | h) = e−E(v′,h)

ZPh(h)
= Π

i

ez
′
iv

′
i

1 + ez
′
i

(54)
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Starting from the initial visible layer state v, sample the hidden layer state h,
then sample the visible layer state v′, completing one Monte Carlo sampling
of the RBM.

Finally, we need to measure the quantities in (48) through Monte Carlo
methods to update the weights. It is relatively simple to calculate under
the probability distribution P0(v) because the samples we have in advance
are sampled from this distribution. Specifically, P0(v) is the empirical dis-
tribution function of the dataset used at the beginning as the visible layer
state v. In each Monte Carlo sampling, we obtain a pair (v, h) and its condi-
tional probability P (h|v). If we perform N Monte Carlo samplings, the first
equation in (48) can be written as

⟨vihj⟩P0
≈ 1

N

∑
v,h

vihjP (h | v)P0(v) (55)

Here, the sum over v and h no longer means summing over all visible and
hidden layer states, but summing over each pair (v, h) obtained from Monte
Carlo sampling. Thus, we again use the idea of random sampling to greatly
reduce the computational difficulty.

For Pv(v), the system needs to undergo a considerable number of Markov
processes before converging to this probability distribution. Hence, the sec-
ond equation in (48) seems difficult to calculate. However, if the marginal
probability distribution Pv(v) of the RBM is already quite close to P0(v), then
sampling based on P0(v) will be quite similar to sampling based on Pv(v).
Subsequently, starting from this sample v, a few more Monte Carlo sam-
plings can be performed to get closer to the probability distribution Pv(v).
In practice, a simple method is to add a few more steps: v → h → v′ → h′.
Here, v′ can be considered a good approximation of a sample drawn from
Pv(v). If we always use this approximation in Monte Carlo sampling, (47)
can be directly rewritten as

⟨vihj⟩P0
−
〈
v′ih

′
j

〉
P0

(56)

where the second term is〈
v′ih

′
j

〉
P0

=
∑

v,h,v′,h′

v′ih
′
jP (h′ | v′)P (v′ | h)P (h | v)P0(v)

≈ 1

N

∑
v,h,v′,h′

v′ih
′
jP (h′ | v′)P (v′ | h)P (h | v)P0(v)

(57)
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Similarly, the v, h, v′, h′ appearing in the second equation of (57) refer to
the state combinations that appear during Monte Carlo sampling. The ap-
proximation methods in (56) and (57) are also known as the contrastive
divergence method. In summary, the weight update method during the
training of an RBM is

w′
ij = wij − η

∂

∂wij
C (58)

where η is the learning rate.
Using this method, the training of an RBM becomes a process of first sam-

pling the visible layer state v using the empirical distribution P0(v), followed
by a few steps of Monte Carlo sampling. This is another clever application of
the idea of random sampling to solve the difficulty of exponential explosion.
Of course, the cost function we defined here applies to the context of unsu-
pervised learning with an input dataset. When solving for the ground state of
quantum many-body systems, we need to use reinforcement learning. In the
following chapters, we will use RBMs combined with reinforcement learning
to compute the ground states of several types of spin models.

3. Neural Quantum State in Variational Monte Carlo

3.1. Supervised & Unsupervised Learning, and Reinforcement Learning

Before introducing how to use neural quantum states as ansatz in varia-
tional Monte Carlo (VMC), we need to clarify the modes of machine learn-
ing: supervised learning, unsupervised learning, and reinforcement
learning, which will be used later in the VMC method to find the ground
state. Unsupervised learning involves data without explicit ”correct an-
swers,” aiming to discover structures, patterns, and relationships within the
data. Supervised learning relies on labeled training data, meaning each in-
put data has a corresponding output label (or ”correct answer”), and the
model’s task is to learn the mapping between these inputs and outputs. In
numerical calculations of quantum many-body systems, especially for large
or strongly correlated systems, we usually cannot know the desired ground
state in advance, so in the following calculation examples, we adopt the mode
of unsupervised learning. In the context of neural quantum states, we can
clearly distinguish the two learning modes by illustrating the corresponding
cost functions in quantum state tomography for both cases.

In supervised learning, the target wave function |Ψtar⟩ is given in advance.
Using |ΨNN(ααα)⟩ to express the variational wave function represented by the
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neural network depending on a series of parameters ααα, the cost function is
defined as [24]

L(ααα) = − log

[
⟨Ψtar | ΨNN(ααα)⟩
⟨Ψtar | Ψtar⟩

⟨ΨNN(ααα) | Ψtar⟩
⟨ΨNN(ααα) | ΨNN(ααα)⟩

]
(59)

The ultimate goal of training is to minimize this cost function value as much
as possible. Its calculation is completed through the Monte Carlo method:
sampling based on the probability amplitude of each configuration |x⟩ in the
target wave function and finally calculating the average result obtained from
several samples. We can then optimize the parameters using its gradient, for
example, in stochastic gradient descent

ααα → ααα− λ∇∇∇αααL (60)

where λ is the learning rate. As seen, in supervised learning, the cost function
makes the neural network imitate known rules.

In unsupervised learning, we do not pre-set a target wave function, mean-
ing we do not know the probability of each configuration |x⟩ in advance,
which is somewhat similar to the scenario in quantum state tomography
[25]. Quantum state tomography attempts to completely reconstruct an un-
known quantum state through a series of simple measurement results, but
it requires a lot of computational resources, making it applicable only to
smaller systems. Neural quantum states, due to their ability to represent
high-dimensional data in a low-dimensional manner, are applied in quantum
state tomography and have been proven to reconstruct quantum states with
many qubits and high entanglement [6]. In this scenario, the cost function
is defined as

L =
∑
σσσb∈D

log π
(
σσσbbb
)

π(σσσ) =
|ΨNN(σσσ)|2∑
σσσ′ |ΨNN (σσσ′)|2

(61)

where DDD is the given measurement data set, and the probability distribution
π(σσσ) is provided by the neural quantum state. For this cost function, the part
related to the data set is simple to calculate, while obtaining the probability
distribution π(σ) associated with the neural quantum state requires methods
such as Markov chain Monte Carlo.

By comparing the cost function settings in quantum state tomography
under known and unknown target quantum states, we can understand the
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logic of supervised or unsupervised learning for given measurement data.
However, for solving the ground state of many-body systems, we neither
know the physical laws in advance (understood here as the ground state
wave function) nor have corresponding measurement data, so the logic of
finding the ground state should be similar to reinforcement learning.

In VMC method to solve the ground state of quantum many-body sys-
tems, the goal is usually to minimize the energy expectation value corre-
sponding to the Hamiltonian H of the system. In the context of reinforce-
ment learning, we need to clarify its agent, environment, state, action, and
reward. The general case of reinforcement learning can be summarized as
the process where the agent learns to make optimal decisions to obtain max-
imum rewards through trial and error in an environment. In the context of
solving the ground state of many-body systems:

- Agent: The algorithm responsible for adjusting and optimizing the wave
function parameters.

- Environment: Composed of the quantum system’s Hamiltonian H and
the possible state space.

- State: The current wave function of the system Ψ(ααα).
- Action: Adjusting the parameters ααα of the wave function.
- Reward: Usually the negative of the energy expectation value (−⟨H⟩),

meaning the agent’s goal is to maximize the reward, thereby minimizing the
energy expectation value.

Specifically, the calculation formula for the energy expectation value is

⟨H⟩ =

∑
σσσ,σσσ′ Ψ∗(σσσ)

〈
σσσ|Ĥ|σσσ′

〉
Ψ(σσσ′)∑

σσσ |Ψ(σσσ)|2

=
∑
σσσ

(∑
σσσ′

⟨σσσ|H|σσσ′⟩ Ψ(σσσ′)

Ψ(σσσ)

)
|Ψ(σσσ)|2∑
σσσ′ |Ψ(σσσ′)|2

≈

〈∑
σσσ′

⟨σσσ|H|σσσ′⟩ Ψ(σσσ′)

Ψ(σσσ)

〉
σσσ

(62)

where σσσ represents different configurations, and Ψ(σσσ) = ⟨σσσ|Ψ⟩. The average
in the last line over different configurations σσσ refers to the average result
of a Markov chain generated according to the distribution ρ ∝ |⟨σσσ|Ψ⟩|2, as
discussed in 1.2. To achieve optimization, we need to take the Hamiltonian’s
expectation value as the cost function and calculate its gradient with respect
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Figure 4: The architecture of a restricted Boltzmann machine (RBM) [5], consisting of
a visible layer σz

1 , σ
z
2 , ..., σ

z
N representing the system’s many-body quantum state and a

hidden layer h1, h2, ..., hM . All neurons have binary values (−1 or +1) and there are no
intra-layer interactions; neurons between layers are densely connected.

to the parameters for optimization. For stochastic gradient descent, this
process can be expressed as

ααα → ααα− λ∇∇∇αααH (63)

In our subsequent calculations, we will base our work on the NetKet software
package [26, 27]. It uses stochastic reconfiguration as a preconditioner, which
can accelerate convergence and avoid local minima. Moreover, using multiple
different stochastic reconfigurations can serve as an ensemble learning strat-
egy, improving the stability and reliability of the solution by averaging the
results of multiple runs.

3.2. Spin Models and Restricted Boltzmann Machines

In 2.1, we discussed the mathematical essence of many-body wave func-
tions, which can be simply described as a mapping from a vector to a complex
number. In practical calculations, we can view the many-body wave func-
tion as a black box: input a specific configuration S, and the wave function
Ψ(S) outputs an amplitude and a phase. This black box can certainly be a
specific neural network. For spin-1/2 systems, where each lattice site’s value
is binary, a restricted Boltzmann machine (RBM) is a suitable neural net-
work architecture. The variational wave function form corresponding to the
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restricted Boltzmann machine is [5]

ΨRBM(S;W) =
∑
{hi}

e−E(W) =
∑
{hi}

e
∑

j ajσ
z
j+

∑
i bihi+

∑
ij hiWijσ

z
j hi = {−1, 1}

(64)
where W represents the tunable parameters in the neural network, namely
the weights wij and biases aj, bi. In 2.2.4, we discussed that the value of each
neuron in an RBM can be either 1 or 0. Here, we use ±1, which only affects
the form of equations (53) and (54). Using ±1 makes the equations more
symmetrical, and we will continue using ±1 to represent spins up or down
in the z direction. Since there are no intra-layer neuron connections in the
RBM, equation (64) can be directly written by separating the two cases of
hi = ±1 as

ΨRBM(S;W) = e
∑

j ajσ
z
j ×

M∏
i=1

Fi(S)

Fi(S) = 2 cosh

[
bi +

∑
j

Wijσ
z
j

] (65)

Note that the weights wij in the network are defined as complex numbers to
reasonably express both the amplitude and phase of the wave function.

This architecture has the following two main advantages [5]:

• One practical advantage of this representation is that, in principle, the
output quality of the neural network can be systematically improved
by increasing the number of hidden variables. The number of units in
the hidden layer M (or equivalently, the density of hidden layer units
α =M/N) plays a role similar to the bond dimension in matrix product
states. Additionally, the correlations induced by the hidden units are
essentially highly non-local in real space (i.e., the lattice), making it
suitable for describing quantum systems in any dimension.

• Another convenience of representing neural quantum states is that they
can be expressed in a way that preserves symmetry [28]. For exam-
ple, the lattice’s translational symmetry can be utilized to reduce the
number of variational parameters in the neural quantum state ansatz,
which follows the same idea as the translationally invariant RBM [29].
Specifically, for integer hidden layer unit densities α = 1, 2, . . ., the
weight matrix takes the form of convolution kernels W

(f)
j discussed in
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2.2.3, where f ∈ ([1, α]). These convolution kernels have a total of αN
variational elements, rather than αN2 elements in the case without
translational symmetry, as detailed in Appendix A.3.

Since we generally cannot provide exact samples of the Hamiltonian’s
ground state, constructing a supervised learning (supervised learning) for
the wave function Ψ(s) is impractical. However, using a series of variational
principles to find the ground state wave function can be achieved through
reinforcement learning [30]. The wave function optimization method here
is stochastic reconfiguration (SR) and stochastic gradient descent (SGD),
with SR details in Appendix A.4. Each method has its advantages during
optimization, so we can combine them. In practice, we usually choose SR as
the preconditioner [31] and SGD as the optimizer. SR can quickly approach
the optimal solution in the initial optimization stage and is good at escaping
local minima; SGD does not require the covariance matrix calculation, can
quickly process large amounts of data through gradient calculation, and has
some ability to escape saddle points [32] due to its inherent noise model.

3.2.1 Transverse-Field Ising ModelTo verify the effectiveness of the
RBM, we first use it to calculate two typical spin models - the transverse-field
Ising model and the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model, whose Hamiltoni-
ans are respectively

HTFI = −h
∑
i

σxi − J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

σzi σ
z
j (66)

where σl, l = x, y, z are Pauli spin operators, and ⟨i, j⟩ represents a pair of
nearest neighbor lattice sites.

For the transverse-field Ising model, we first calculate its ground state
energy on a two-dimensional square lattice with periodic boundary conditions
(PBC) and compare it with the results of exact diagonalization (ED). For
convenience, we choose J = 1 here.
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Figure 5: Comparison of the ground state energy results of the transverse-field Ising model
calculated using the RBM ansatz in the variational Monte Carlo method on a L = 5 square
lattice (PBC) with the results from exact diagonalization methods [33, 34], reflected by the
relative error εerr = |(EVMC − EED)/EED|. The horizontal axis α represents the density
of hidden layer units, and the vertical axis h represents the magnetic field strength. All
calculations were performed under the following parameter settings: preconditioner as
stochastic reconfiguration with a diagonal offset of 0.001; optimizer using SGD with a
linear schedule for learning rate adjustment, initial learning rate of 0.01, final learning
rate of 0.0001, and learning period of 100; the first 10 results of each Markov chain were
discarded. Specific ground state energy calculation results can be seen in Appendix B.1

As shown in 5, the RBM effectively calculates the ground state energy of
the two-dimensional transverse-field Ising model with a small hidden layer
unit density. However, the exact solution (quantum critical point) of the
two-dimensional transverse-field Ising model is still somewhat controversial
[35]. To further confirm the accuracy of the RBM in finding the ground
state, we can use this ansatz to calculate the quantum critical point of the
one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model through the variational Monte
Carlo method.

The quantum critical point of the one-dimensional transverse-field Ising
model can also be obtained by mapping the self-dual property of the two-
dimensional Ising model using the transfer matrix to the one-dimensional
transverse-field Ising model. The zero-temperature ground state magneti-
cally ordered and disordered boundary point is hc/J = 1 (see Appendix B.2
for details). Similarly, the two-dimensional transverse-field Ising model can
be mapped to the three-dimensional Ising model, and this correspondence
can be explained by finite-size scaling - the d-dimensional transverse-field
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Ising model and the (d + 1)-dimensional Ising model belong to the same
universality class (also connected through quantum-classical mapping [36]),
sharing the same set of critical exponents, as detailed in Appendix C.1.
According to the Mermin-Wagner theorem [37, 38], spontaneous breaking
of continuous symmetry in one-dimensional and two-dimensional systems is
generally not possible at finite temperatures, meaning the system will not
undergo a thermodynamic phase transition. However, the transverse-field
Ising model has Z2 symmetry, which is invariant under the transformation

σxj → Uσxj U−1 = σxj , σzj → UσzjU−1 = −σzj (67)

where the unitary transformation U is

U =
∏
j

σxj =
∏
j

(−i)eiπSx
j (68)

This symmetry is a discrete symmetry, meaning that for the transverse-
field Ising model, thermodynamic phase transitions can exist, but not in
the one-dimensional case [39]. To understand the differences between one-
dimensional and two-dimensional cases, we need to consider how domain
walls in the system affect the stability of thermodynamic phase transitions.
When considering macroscopic thermodynamic processes, we often need to
consider the system’s free energy F , which relates to internal energy U ,
thermodynamic temperature T , and entropy S as

F = U − TS (69)

The direction of spontaneous changes in the system always reduces the free
energy. Thus, we can estimate the change in free energy caused by the ap-
pearance of a domain wall excitation to roughly judge the preferred state
of the spin system, which is the basis of Peierls’ argument [40, 41]. Ac-
cording to this argument, in the one-dimensional case, the energy increase
caused by adding a domain wall is much smaller than the corresponding huge
increase in entropy. Therefore, the spin chain cannot resist the effects of ther-
mal fluctuations at finite temperatures. In contrast, in two-dimensional and
three-dimensional cases, the energy increase and entropy increase are com-
parable, allowing for the possibility of a magnetically ordered state at finite
temperatures.
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Figure 6: The results of the nearest-neighbor correlation function ⟨σz
i σ

z
i+1⟩ calculated using

the RBM ansatz in the variational Monte Carlo method for the transverse-field Ising model
on one-dimensional chains of L = 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 40 (PBC). It can be seen that there
is a significant drop in the nearest-neighbor spin correlation near the quantum critical
point hc/J = 1. All calculations were performed under the following parameter settings:
preconditioner as stochastic reconfiguration with a diagonal offset of 0.001; optimizer using
SGD with a linear schedule for learning rate adjustment, initial learning rate of 0.01, final
learning rate of 10−6, and learning period of 104; the first 3000 results of each Markov
chain were discarded.

To preliminarily test the reliability of the neural quantum state variational
Monte Carlo method, we first calculate the nearest-neighbor correlation func-
tion, which does not exhibit singular behavior near the critical point, to ob-
serve the response of the correlation function as the magnetic field strength
approaches the critical point. As shown in 6, when the magnetic field is near
0.001, 0.01, and 0.1, the ground state of the system is close to a completely
ferromagnetic state. As the magnetic field increases, the quantum fluctua-
tions introduced by the transverse field term σx (σx = 1

2
(σ+ + σ−)) become

more pronounced, leading to a significant decrease in the nearest-neighbor
correlation function near the critical point.
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Figure 7: The ground state energy E and its negative second-order derivative with respect
to the magnetic field −∂2E/∂h2 of the transverse-field Ising model on one-dimensional
chains of L = 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20, 40, 42, 44, 60 (PBC). It can be seen that near
h = 1.02, the second-order derivative of the ground state energy tends to diverge in
the thermodynamic limit, suggesting the existence of a second-order phase transition at
this point. Machine learning and Markov chain Monte Carlo related parameter settings
are the same as in Figure 6.

Figure 8: The results of the scaled average magnetization mLβ/ν (β = 1/8, ν = 1,m =
1
L ⟨
∑

i σ
z
i ⟩) and the magnetic susceptibility ∂M/∂h of the transverse-field Ising model on

one-dimensional chains of L = 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, 18, 20, 40, 42, 44, 60 (PBC). The parame-
ter settings for machine learning and Markov chain Monte Carlo are the same as in Figure
6. It is worth noting that in calculating the average magnetization, the absolute value of
the expected value of the sum of z-direction spins in each spin configuration is averaged.
As shown in the figure, the common intersection point of mLβ/ν for different scales is
around h = 0.90, which differs significantly from the exact theoretical value.

31



To further examine the phase transition behavior near the quantum criti-
cal point hc = 1, we need to observe the behavior of the second-order deriva-
tive of the ground state energy with respect to the magnetic field ∂2E

∂h2
, the

scaling of the average magnetization mLβ/ν , and the magnetic susceptibility
∂M
∂h

near the critical point. According to 7 and 8, it can be seen that ∂2E
∂h2

shows a significant tendency to diverge near h = 1.02 (this quantity tends to
infinity as the system approaches the thermodynamic limit L → ∞). How-
ever, the tendency for the magnetic susceptibility to diverge does not always
appear at a fixed point (the cases of L = 42, 44, 60 in 8 each give different
peak points), and the common intersection point of the scaled average mag-
netization for different sizes is around h = 0.90. Therefore, we can see that
these two methods of determining the critical point cannot give a consistent
critical point but only indicate the existence of a critical point.

3.3. Spin Models and Convolutional Neural Networks

3.3.1 Antiferromagnetic J1 − J2 ModelComputing the ground state
of frustrated magnetic systems has always been a concern, and the antifer-
romagnetic J1 − J2 model is a typical spin model with a highly frustrated
ground state. Its Hamiltonian is given by

H = J1
∑
⟨ij⟩

SSSi ·SSSj + J2
∑
⟨⟨ij⟩⟩

SSSi ·SSSj (70)

where SSSi ·SSSj = σxi σ
x
j +σ

y
i σ

y
j +σ

z
i σ

z
j , ⟨i, j⟩ represents a pair of nearest neighbor

lattice sites, and ⟨⟨i, j⟩⟩ represents a pair of next-nearest neighbor lattice
sites. We are particularly interested in the case where J1, J2>0, i.e., both
couplings are antiferromagnetic. In this case, when J1 ≫ J2, the system
does not exhibit frustration but rather long-range antiferromagnetic order
[42] (Néel order) with a pitch vector of (π, π) (in two dimensions, this means
spins are antiferromagnetically arranged in both the x and y directions).
When J2 ≫ J1, the system still shows magnetic order, with a striped order
corresponding to a pitch vector of (π, 0) or (0, π) [43]. However, in the
intermediate case where J1 and J2 are comparable, i.e., around J2/J1 ≈ 0.5,
the ground state is highly frustrated. As of the writing of this article, several
conflicting ground state proposals have been made for this situation: the
plaquette valence-bond state [44, 45] (PVBS), the columnar valence-bond
state [46, 47] (CVBS), and the gapless quantum spin liquid [48, 49]. However,
there is no clear answer yet.
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For such highly frustrated systems, various ad hoc ansatz used in tradi-
tional VMC, or different types of projectors, such as the Gutzwiller projection
[50, 51], seem subjective. Neural networks, by virtue of their large number
of parameters, can well compensate for the subjectivity of preconceived as-
sumptions about a system we do not fully understand. In theory, a network
with many parameters can achieve arbitrarily accurate solutions. However,
to complete the optimization in a reasonable time, it is necessary to add
some symmetry constraints to exclude invalid solutions. For lattice systems,
this corresponds to lattice point symmetries.

(a) Schematic of the square
lattice J1 − J2 model

(b) Possible magnetic ordered states in the square lattice
J1 − J2 model

Figure 9: Square lattice J1 − J2 model and its possible phase diagrams: (a) The square
lattice J1−J2 model has two types of links [52], namely nearest neighbor (N.N.) and next-
nearest neighbor (N.N.N.); (b) Possible magnetic ordered states in the square lattice J1−J2
model [53], from left to right: Néel state, plaquette valence-bond state, and columnar
valence-bond state. In the Néel state, each spin on the lattice is opposite to its nearest
neighbor, breaking the translational symmetry in the x and y directions (spontaneous
symmetry breaking, SSB), and SUSUSU(2) symmetry (breaking the isotropy of the 1/2 spin
breaks the SUSUSU(2) symmetry). However, it does not break the fourfold rotational symmetry
CCC4 (rotating four times by π/2 around the center of the square yields the same spin
configuration). In the plaquette valence-bond state, spins on four lattice sites form singlets
pairwise, and a singlet pairing is called a valence bond, breaking only the translational
symmetry in the x and y directions. For the columnar valence-bond state, singlets are
formed in the y (or x) direction, breaking only the translational symmetry in the y (or x)
direction and the SUSUSU(2) symmetry. Increasing J2 on the basis of forming a valence bond
solid (VBS) (generally refers to all quantum spin liquid states forming valence bonds,
breaking part or all of the translational symmetry but not the SUSUSU(2) symmetry, including
the three ground state proposals for J2/J1 ≈ 0.5), a striped state as shown on the far right
of the figure will emerge.
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The ground state and low-energy excitations of many-body systems often
conform more to lattice symmetries. Some studies have shown [54, 55, 56]
that adding symmetry constraints to neural networks can greatly improve
their ability to characterize system ground states, and even find low-energy
excitations (achievable by penalizing orthogonality of trial wavefunctions
with the ground state or directly training in different symmetry sectors).
Group convolutional neural networks [57] (GCNNs) build on convolutional
neural networks (CNNs) by implementing equivariant convolution, a com-
plex linear operation that preserves various discrete group symmetries. In
2.2.3, we have briefly understood the architecture of CNNs. Like all neu-
ral networks, their overall function can be expressed as a linear mapping
ΞCNN : {σσσ} → C, where σσσ is the basis of the Hilbert space. Thus, we set the
variational wavefunction as

ΨCNN(σσσ) = exp [ΞCNN(σσσ)] (71)

On this basis, we add considerations of lattice point group symmetries to
construct group convolutional networks. CNNs have equivariance under
translational groups, where the value of the neurons is determined by the
convolution kernel and the values of the neurons in the receptive field in the
previous layer [58]

Ci
x,y =

∑
x′,y′<L

WWW i
x′−x,y′−y · fffx′,y′ (72)

where the receptive field is required to satisfy periodic boundary conditions
when sweeping through the neurons in the previous layer, corresponding to
our physical system requirements. Here, i represents different channels, fff
represents the feature map of the previous layer, Ci

x,y represents the feature
map of the next layer with channel distinction, and x′, y′ indicate the recep-
tive field. Now we need to introduce more complex point group symmetries
beyond translational symmetry, which may be non-Abelian and may include
mirror symmetry operations and rotational operations. Let g denote an ele-
ment of such a discrete group G, then the group convolution operation can
be written as

Ci
g =

∑
h∈G

WWW i
g−1h · fffh (73)

Thus, the feature maps here are defined on the group space G generated by
the wallpaper group, not just on the translational group. By performing a
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group transformation u on the convolution kernel∑
h∈G

WWW i
g−1h · fffuh =

∑
h∈G

WWW i
g−1u−1h · fffh = Ci

ug (74)

we can see that the transformation applied to the input feature map fff is also
applied to the output feature map C, indicating that group convolution is
also an equivariant operation.

Now we need to use GCNN to make a new variational wavefunction
ansatz. Using Γ to represent the non-linear activation function on each
neuron, the first group convolution from the system configuration σσσ can be
expressed as

fff 1
g = Γ

(∑
xxx

W 0
g−1xxxσxxx

)
(75)

where the superscript of the feature map and the convolution kernel rep-
resents the corresponding layer number, and xxx represents the lattice site
position. It can be seen that there is a corresponding convolution kernel for
each symmetry operation of the wallpaper group, thus achieving the group
convolution operation from the input to the first feature map. Then, we need
to perform group convolution from feature map to feature map

fff i+1
g = Γ

(∑
h∈G

W i
g−1hfff

i
h

)
(76)

repeating this process until the final Nth layer, where the feature map fNg
corresponding to the group element g has only one neuron, representing a
complex number. Thus, our wavefunction ansatz can be written as

ΨGCNN(σσσ) =
∑
g

χg−1 exp
(
fffNg
)

(77)

where χg represents the character corresponding to the group element. In
the square lattice with C4 symmetry that we will calculate, it can be written
as [59]

ΨGCNN(σσσ) =
3∑
r=0

χrc4ΨCNN(ĉ
r
4σσσ) (78)

Here, the C4 group is an Abelian group, with χc4 = eiπ/2. In the subsequent
calculations, we will choose the activation function Γ as the SELU function
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[60] to handle the case where the input to the neurons is a complex number. It
was originally proposed to keep the output of each layer of the neural network
having the same expectation and variance during training, thus helping to
solve the gradient vanishing and gradient explosion problems in deep neural
networks. Its expression is

Γ(x) = SELU(Re(x)) + i SELU(Im(x)) (79)

where

SELU(x) = λ

{
x if x > 0

αex − α if x ⩽ 0
(80)

The parameter values recommended by the original paper [60] are λ ≈
1.0507, α ≈ 1.67326 to maintain the self-normalizing property of the net-
work.

For convenience, we set J1 = 1, and use the structure factor

S(qqq) =
1

Nsss

∑
i,j

eiqqq·(rrri−rrrj) ⟨SSSi ·SSSj⟩ (81)

to determine the magnetic order of the ground state of the system for different
J2, where qqq is called the pitch vector, and Ns is the total number of lattice
sites.

As can be seen from 10, 11, the structure factor clearly reflects the mag-
netic order of the ground state of the system away from the region around
J2/J1 ≈ 0.5. For the case with weak next-nearest neighbor coupling, the
ground state tends to be the Néel state; for the case with strong next-nearest
neighbor coupling, the ground state tends to be the columnar valence-bond
state. However, to determine which specific VBS state the ground state is
in, we need to calculate the dimer-dimer structure factor [61]

Mαβ
d (kkk, L) =

1

L2

∑
ij

eikkk·(rrri−rrrj)
(〈
Bα
i B

β
j

〉
− ⟨Bα

i ⟩
〈
Bβ
j

〉)
(82)

where α, β represent the unit vectors in the x or y direction, Bα
i ≡ SSSi ·SSSi+α.

VBS patterns are generally expected to be found at the pitch vectors kkkx =
(π, 0) or kkky = (0, π), so the above equation can be simplified to

m2
d,a(L) =

1

L2
Maa

d (kkka, L) kkk = kkka, a = x, y (83)
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Based on the above dimer-dimer structure factor, T. Senthil, Ashvin Vish-
wanath, Leon Balents, Subir Sachdev, and Matthew P. A. Fisher [62] pro-
posed a complex order parameter md,x + imd,y to distinguish between the
columnar valence-bond state and the plaquette valence-bond state (as shown
in 12). In simple terms, if the real or imaginary part of this order parameter is
particularly prominent, it means that the arrangement of the dimers is highly
correlated along one direction, suggesting that the ground state tends to be
a columnar valence-bond state. When both the real and imaginary parts are
evenly distributed, the ground state tends to be a plaquette valence-bond
state.

(a) Structure factor J2 = 0.2 (b) Structure factor J2 = 0.8 (c) Structure factor J2 = 0.5

Figure 10: Using GCNN combined with VMC to calculate the structure factor of the J1−J2
model on a square lattice with Lx = Ly = 4 for different J2: (a) J2 = 0.2, the peak of the
structure factor appears at qqq = (±π,±π), indicating the presence of Néel antiferromagnetic
order; (b) J2 = 0.8, the peak of the structure factor appears at qqq = (0,±π) or qqq = (±π, 0),
indicating that the ground state is a striped state; (c) J2 = 0.5 near the critical point, the
structure factor does not show very obvious peaks as in the previous two cases, but its
peaks are symmetrical in the x and y directions, mainly concentrated at qqq = (±π,±π),
suggesting that the ground state is more similar to the plaquette valence-bond state.
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(a) Structure factor J2 = 0.2 (b) Structure factor J2 = 0.8 (c) Structure factor J2 = 0.5

Figure 11: Using GCNN combined with VMC to calculate the structure factor of the J1−J2
model on a square lattice with Lx = Ly = 6 for different J2: (a) J2 = 0.2, the peak of the
structure factor appears at qqq = (±π,±π), indicating the presence of Néel antiferromagnetic
order; (b) J2 = 0.8, the peak of the structure factor appears at qqq = (0,±π) or qqq = (±π, 0),
indicating that the ground state is a striped state; (c) J2 = 0.5 near the critical point, the
structure factor does not show very obvious peaks as in the previous two cases, but its
peaks are symmetrical in the x and y directions, mainly concentrated at qqq = (±π,±π),
suggesting that the ground state is more similar to the plaquette valence-bond state.

Using the neural quantum state VMCmethod, we calculated the structure
factors of the J1 − J2 model at different J2 for L = 4 and L = 6. The results
show that for J2 = 0.2, the ground state of the system is essentially the same
as the ground state of the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model; for J2 = 0.8,
the ground state is a striped state. However, for J2 = 0.5, in the transition
region from Néel state to VBS state (or from VBS state to striped state), it
is difficult to determine the specific form of the ground state due to the less
clear peaks in the structure factor compared to the previous two cases.

Figure 12: Two possible VBS states [62]: (a) Columnar valence-bond state, breaking
SUSUSU(2) symmetry but breaking translational symmetry in one direction; (b) Plaquette
valence-bond state, breaking translational symmetry in both directions.
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Due to limited computational resources, the author cannot construct
larger lattice systems. For the training of neural networks, whether super-
vised, unsupervised, or reinforcement learning, the use of GPU acceleration
is very necessary, which is very apparent when training convolutional neural
networks, including group convolutional networks.

However, even large-scale simulations cannot explain the form of the
ground state in the region around J2 ≈ J1 so far. Strong quantum fluc-
tuations destroy the possibility of long-range order in the system, and it is
challenging to make reasonable predictions about the ground state wavefunc-
tion using perturbative methods in this region. The sign problem also poses
a significant challenge to quantum Monte Carlo methods. To date, exploring
the complete phase diagram of the J1 − J2 model remains an active research
area.

4. Further

Overall, the construction of neural quantum state variational Monte Carlo
can be summarized as follows:

1. Select an appropriate neural network and formulate the corresponding
ansatz Ψ(σ). For spin systems, this could be a restricted Boltzmann machine
(or its symmetric version) or a convolutional neural network (or a group
convolutional network), etc.

2. Use the neural network as the neural quantum state, i.e., the varia-
tional wavefunction |Ψ(α)⟩, and initialize its parameters reasonably. A com-
mon way to do this is using a normal distribution. Use this initialized wave-
function as the initial variational wavefunction to generate its corresponding
Markov chain.

3. Use the stochastic reconfiguration method to simulate imaginary time
evolution, changing the variational wavefunction to lower the energy expec-
tation value. This step acts as a preconditioner to help the subsequent neural
network optimizer (such as Adam, SGD) escape local minima and quickly
converge.

4. Optimize the parameters based on the Hamiltonian expectation val-
ues calculated from the Markov chain. For example, when using the SGD
optimizer, this process can be described as

ααα → ααα− λ∇∇∇αααH (84)
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where the learning rate λ can have different selection strategies. One strategy
is to let it decrease gradually during multiple optimizations, which is often
the method used in this paper.

The above process sounds straightforward, but in practice, the selection
of various parameters requires considerable experience. The results in this
paper correctly reflect some ground state characteristics of strongly correlated
systems, but compared to other numerical methods, particularly some other
quantum Monte Carlo methods, they seem lacking in precision and stability.

However, the low memory consumption characteristic of neural networks
compels us to consider their potential for addressing the computation prob-
lems of very large systems. Some large-scale numerical computations require
an overall grasp of the system’s phase diagram rather than higher precision
critical exponents. Perhaps in the future, when GPU performance improves
further, this method can also be effective on a larger scale.

We also need to note that there are still many features that cannot be
realized or are inconvenient to realize in the construction of the neural quan-
tum state variational Monte Carlo method described in this paper. The
most important one is calculating finite temperature systems. Fortunately,
this problem has been solved using the combination of imaginary time evo-
lution and time-dependent variational Monte Carlo (t-VMC) [63], but its
compatibility with neural quantum states remains to be evaluated. Another
challenge is calculating the low excitation spectrum of the system. The au-
thor envisions that this might be addressed by introducing an orthogonality
penalty to the previously found lower energy quantum state (by adding the
inner product of the variational wavefunction with the solved ground state
wavefunction to the cost function, to avoid the variational wavefunction ap-
proaching the ground state again, thereby obtaining the first excited state,
and repeating the process). This approach has some obvious drawbacks:
the penalty weight is difficult to determine, and it is challenging to handle
systems where the low excited state and the ground state are very close. Of
course, these problems require further exploration by subsequent researchers.
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Appendix A.

Appendix A.1. Minimum Value of Cross Entropy

When the predicted probability distribution q matches the true target
probability distribution p exactly, i.e., each qi = pi, it can be proven that the
cross entropy S(p, q) reaches its minimum value. Specifically:

The definition of cross entropy is

S(p, q) = −
∑
i

pi log qi (A.1)

The definition of information entropy is

S(p) = −
∑
i

pi log pi (A.2)

For all x > 0, the logarithm function satisfies Jensen’s inequality

log x ≤ x− 1 (A.3)
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Replacing x with qi
pi
, we get:

qi
pi

log
qi
pi

≥ qi
pi

− 1 (A.4)

Multiplying both sides by pi and summing, we obtain:∑
i

qi log
qi
pi

≥
∑
i

(qi − pi) (A.5)

Since
∑

i qi =
∑

i pi = 1, we have:∑
i

qi log
qi
pi

≥ 0 (A.6)

Rewriting (A.6):

−
∑
i

pi log qi ≤ −
∑
i

pi log pi (A.7)

Therefore, the cross entropy S(p, q) reaches its minimum value S(p) when
qi = pi, i.e.:

S(p, q) ≥ S(p) (A.8)

When qi = pi, the above inequality becomes an equality because qi
pi

= 1
makes log qi

pi
= 0. This shows that the cross entropy reaches its theoretical

minimum when the predicted distribution is exactly the same as the true
distribution. Due to this characteristic, cross entropy is used as the cost
function when training restricted Boltzmann machines.

Appendix A.2. Conditional Probability in Restricted Boltzmann Machines

To derive equations (51) and (54), a series of calculations is required,
which we present here. In a Restricted Boltzmann Machine (RBM), given
the visible layer state v, the conditional probability of the hidden layer state
h is derived from the joint probability distribution of the entire system. The
calculation process for the conditional probability P (h | v) is as follows:

First, the joint distribution of the RBM is given by

P (v, h) =
1

Z
e−E(v,h) (A.9)
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where Z is the partition function of the system, defined as

Z =
∑
v,h

e−E(v,h) (A.10)

According to the definition of conditional probability, we have

P (h | v) = P (v, h)

P (v)
=

1
Z
e−E(v,h)∑

h
1
Z
e−E(v,h)

(A.11)

Simplifying, we get

P (h | v) = e−E(v,h)∑
h e

−E(v,h)
(A.12)

Here, the denominator is the sum of e−E(v,h) over all possible hidden layer
states h given v, ensuring that the total conditional probability sums to 1.

For each hidden unit hj, we can write:

E(v, h) = −
∑
i

aivi −
∑
j

bjhj −
∑
i,j

viwijhj (A.13)

In an RBM, each unit’s value is either 0 or 1. Since the probability dis-
tribution of each hidden layer unit hj is independent, we first calculate the
probability distribution for a unit being hj = 1:

P (hj = 1 | v) = e−E(v,hj=1)

e−E(v,hj=1) + e−E(v,hj=0)
=

ebj+
∑

i viwij

1 + ebj+
∑

i viwij
(A.14)

And for hj = 0:

P (hj = 0 | v) = e−E(v,hj=0)

e−E(v,hj=1) + e−E(v,hj=0)
=

1

1 + ebj+
∑

i viwij
(A.15)

Here we use zj = bj +
∑

i viwij to re-express:

P (hj = 1 | v) = ezj

1 + ezj
, P (hj = 0 | v) = 1

1 + ezj
(A.16)

(A.16) can be summarized as

P (hj | v) =
ezjhj

1 + ezj
(A.17)

Thus,

P (h | v) =
∏
j

P (hj | v) =
∏
j

ezjhj

1 + ezj
(A.18)
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Appendix A.3. RBM Wavefunction Ansatz with Translation Symmetry

Hamiltonians on lattices often exhibit inherent symmetries, which must
be respected by their ground states and dynamically evolving quantum states.
These symmetries can be utilized to reduce the number of variational param-
eters in neural quantum states.

We consider a symmetry group defined by a set of linear transformations
Ts, where s = 1, . . . , S, such that the spin configuration transforms according
to Tsσ

z = σ̃z(s). We can require the neural quantum state to remain invariant
under the action of Ts, defined as:

Ψα(S;W) =
∑
{hi,s}

exp

[
α∑
f

a(s)
S∑
s

N∑
j

σ̃z(s) +
α∑
f

b(s)
S∑
s

hf,s +
∑
f

S∑
S

hf,s

N∑
j

W
(f)
j σ̃z(s)

]
(A.19)

where the weights of the neural network differ in dimension from those of
a general neural quantum state. Specifically, a(f) and b(f) are vectors in
the feature space, which is the space formed by the hidden units, with f =
1, . . . , αs. The convolutional kernel W

(f)
j contains αs × N elements. Note

that this expression is essentially equivalent to a general neural quantum
state with M = S × αs hidden variables. Summing over the hidden units,
we obtain

Ψα(S;W) = e
∑

f,s,j a
(f)σ̃z

j (s) ×
∏
f

∏
s

2 cosh

[
b(f) +

N∑
j

W
(f)
j σ̃Zj (s)

]
(A.20)

In specific cases where there is lattice translation invariance, we have
orbits of the symmetry group with S = N elements. For a given feature
f , the matrix W

(f)
j can be viewed as a convolutional kernel acting on the

N translational replicas of a given spin configuration. In other words, each
feature has a pool of N translation-related hidden units, which use the same
convolutional kernel to act on the spin’s symmetric transformations.

Appendix A.4. Reinforcement Learning Methods for Restricted Boltzmann
Machines

In 1.3, we discussed how to find the ground state of the system using a
method called ’stochastic reconfiguration’. For our variational wavefunction
|Ψ(S)⟩, the expectation value E(W) = ⟨Ψ(S)|H|Ψ(S)⟩

⟨Ψ(S)|Ψ(S)⟩ is a function of the neural

network weights W . To obtain the optimal solution that satisfies ∇E(W⋆) =
0, several optimization methods can be used.
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Here, we find it convenient to adopt the stochastic reconfiguration (SR)
method by Sorella et al. [64], which can be interpreted as imaginary time
evolution. Introducing the variational derivative with respect to the k-th
network parameter,

Ok(δ) =
1

⟨S|Ψ(S)⟩
∂Wk

(⟨S|Ψ(S)⟩) (A.21)

and the so-called local energy

Eloc (S) =
⟨S|H|ΨM⟩
⟨S|Ψ(S)⟩

(A.22)

the SR update at the p-th iteration is given by

W(p+ 1) = W(p)− γ(p)S−1(p)F (p) (A.23)

where we introduce a Hermitian covariance matrix

Skk′(p) =
〈
O†
kOk′

〉
−
〈
O†
k

〉
⟨Ok′⟩ (A.24)

The expression for the forces is

Fk(p) =
〈
Eloc O†

k

〉
− ⟨Eloc ⟩

〈
O†
k

〉
(A.25)

where γ(p) is a scaling parameter. Since the covariance matrix in equation
(84) may be non-invertible, S−1 represents its Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse.
Additionally, a more precise regularization can be used, which takes the form
Sreg
k,k′ = Sk,k′ +λ(p)δk,k′Sk,k, where λ(p) corresponds to a step size factor that

decays exponentially with the number of steps in the stochastic reconfigura-
tion. The author prefers the latter method in practical work.
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Appendix B.

Appendix B.1. Ground State Energy Calculations of 2D Transverse Ising
Model

Table B.1: Ground state energy values of the 2D transverse Ising model under different
magnetic fields h and hidden layer density α

L=5, Square Lattice h = 3 h = 1 h = 0.5 h = 0.01

Exact Diagonalization −80.1331 −53.1416 −50.7823 −50.0003

α = 1 −80.1390(97) −53.1486(60) −50.7869(32) −49.9886(100)
α = 2 −80.1268(84) −53.1398(46) −50.7785(55) −49.9957(68)
α = 3 −80.1320(78) −53.1520(37) −50.7697(83) −49.9750(140)
α = 4 −80.1194(71) −53.1373(69) −50.7780(59) −49.9955(68)
α = 5 −80.1366(65) −53.1324(69) −50.7852(38) −50.0022(1)
α = 6 −80.1305(68) −53.1505(58) −50.7763(51) −49.9885(98)
α = 7 −80.1216(65) −53.1407(48) −50.7740(80) −49.9750(140)
α = 8 −80.1315(68) −53.1434(63) −50.7769(75) −49.9883(98)

Appendix B.2. Analytical Solution of the 1D Transverse Ising Model

In this section, we will solve for the phase transition temperature of the
2D Ising model through its self-duality and map the 2D classical statistics
to the 1D quantum statistics using the transfer matrix, thereby deriving the
quantum critical point of the 1D transverse Ising model. First, we write the
Hamiltonian of the antiferromagnetic 2D Ising model as

H = −J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

SiSj, J > 0 (B.1)

where ⟨i, j⟩ represents a pair of nearest-neighbor lattice sites (i, j), and clas-
sical spins Si = ±1 are defined on site i. Considering the square lattice, we
can write its partition function and perform a series of transformations

Z =
∑
{Sj}

eK
∑

⟨j,ℓ⟩ SjSℓ =
∑
{Sj}

∏
⟨j,ℓ⟩

eKSjSℓ =
∑
{Sj}

∏
⟨j,ℓ⟩

1∑
r=0

Cr(K) (SjSℓ)
r , K = βJ

(B.2)

54



where C0(K) = coshK and C1(K) = sinhK. Now, we need to introduce a
Z2 variable, or in other words, a variable rµ taking values ±1, where µ ≡
(i, ⟨i, j⟩). Consequently, we further rewrite the partition function in terms of
rµ

Z =
∑
{Sj}

∑
{rµ}

∏
⟨j,ℓ⟩

Crµ(K)
∏
i

S
∑

⟨i,j⟩ rµ
i

=
∑
{rµ}

∏
⟨j,ℓ⟩

Crµ(K)
∏
i

∑
Si=±1

S
∑

⟨i,j⟩ rµ
i

=
∑
{rµ}

∏
⟨j,ℓ⟩

Crµ(K)
∏
i

2δ

mod2

∑
⟨i,j⟩

rµ


(B.3)

where the Kronecker delta function δ takes the value 1 when the variable is
even and 0 when it is odd. By analyzing the above equations, we can see that
the summation over rµ in the first equality actually includes the contributions
from the four bonds connected to the site i. The second equality transforms
the summation over spin configurations into a summation over spins at each
site. The third equality writes the partition function in terms of the variable
rµ defined on the bonds. Now we define the dual lattice of the 2D square
lattice as shown in B.13.

(a) Dual Lattice (b) Four Sites

Figure B.13: (a) The 2D square lattice and its dual lattice. The black solid dots represent
the 2D square lattice, while the white hollow dots represent its dual lattice. A pair of
nearest-neighbor sites ⟨i, j⟩ on the dual lattice intersects a bond of the original lattice,
where rµ, µ = (i, ⟨i, j⟩) is defined. New Z2 variables σi = ±1 are defined on the dual
lattice. (b) Four dual lattice sites corresponding to a single site of the original lattice.
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We define new Z2 variables σi = ±1 on the dual lattice. For each bond
of the original lattice, there exists a pair of sites i, j on the dual lattice, on
which we can define

rµ =
1

2
(1− σiσj) (B.4)

Next, we solve for the summation of rµ over the four nearest-neighbor bonds
of a site in the original lattice, writing its general form as∑

⟨i,j⟩

rµ = 2− 1

2
(σ1σ2 + σ2σ3 + σ3σ4 + σ4σ1) (B.5)

The 1, 2, 3, 4 dual lattice sites are shown in B.13(b). This summation has
four possible cases:

i) σi = 1, ∀i, with two equivalent configurations that can be found by
flipping all σi ∑

⟨i,j⟩

rµ = 0 (B.6)

ii) σ1 = σ2 = σ3 = −σ4 = 1, with eight equivalent configurations∑
⟨i,j⟩

rµ = 2 (B.7)

iii) σ1 = σ3 = −σ2 = −σ4 = 1, with two equivalent configurations that
can be found by flipping all σi ∑

⟨i,j⟩

rµ = 4 (B.8)

iv) σ1 = σ4 = −σ2 = −σ3 = 1, with four equivalent configurations∑
⟨i,j⟩

rµ = 2 (B.9)

Based on the four cases listed above, the delta function in (B.3) always
takes the value 1, so the partition function can be written as

Z =
1

2
2N
∑
{σi}

∏
⟨j,ℓ⟩

C[(1−σiσj)/2](K) (B.10)
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where ⟨j, ℓ⟩ is a pair of nearest-neighbor sites on the dual lattice, and the
factor 1/2 comes from the fact that each rµ corresponds to two configurations.
Now, we attempt to write the partition function in (B.10) as a summation
of Boltzmann factors. Here, we abbreviate (1− σiσj)/2 as r

Cr(K) = coshK[1 + r(tanhK − 1)]

= coshK exp{log[1 + r(tanhK − 1)]}
= coshK exp(r log tanhK)

= coshK exp

[
1

2
(1− σiσj) log tanhK

]
= (coshK sinhK)1/2 exp

(
−1

2
log tanh(K)(σiσj)

)
(B.11)

Substituting (B.11) into (B.10) and noting that in the product over bonds,
for a square lattice with N sites, there are 2N bonds in total. We can obtain
the form of the partition function of the dual lattice as

Z =
1

2
(sinh 2K̃)−N

∑
{σi}

exp

K̃∑
⟨j,ℓ⟩

σjσℓ

 (B.12)

where K̃ ≡ −1
2
log tanhK. From (B.12), we can see that the dual of the

2D Ising model gives a partition function of the same form as the original
model, thus it is called self-dual. Dual transformations are often used to
study the high-temperature region (here corresponding to relatively small
K) properties of a model to reflect the properties of its dual model in the
low-temperature region (here corresponding to relatively largeK). This is be-
cause the high-temperature region can usually be more conveniently studied
through techniques like high-temperature expansion, while the properties of
the low-temperature region are relatively more difficult to obtain (for exam-
ple, in Monte Carlo simulations, the low-temperature region often encounters
issues with local minima). Here, K → 0 corresponds to K̃ → +∞, and vice
versa. To find the critical point (or the phase transition temperature) of
the system, we need to find the singularity of the free energy of the system,
averaged over each lattice site, which is

f = − 1

N
logZ (B.13)
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From (B.12), we have

f(K) = log sinh 2K̃ + f(K̃) (B.14)

Since sinhK is an analytical function, and K̃(K) is a monotonous function,
the singularity of f(K) must be the singularity of f(K̃), i.e., Kc = K̃c. Thus,
we can solve for the critical point of the 2D Ising model

e2Kc =
e2Kc + 1

e2Kc − 1
⇒ Kc =

1

2
log(1 +

√
2) (B.15)

The above derivation is for the case where the coupling in the x and y di-
rections of the 2D Ising model is the same, i.e., Kx = Ky. For the case
of Kx ̸= Ky, it can be found that the x-direction coupling of the dual lat-
tice corresponds to the y-direction coupling of the original lattice, and vice
versa. Therefore, through the coupling relationship in the isotropic condition
K̃ = −1

2
log(tanhK), it can be generalized to the anisotropic case

K̃y ≡ −1

2
log tanhKx, K̃x ≡ −1

2
log tanhKy (B.16)

Thus, the critical point derived from (B.15) transforms into a boundary of
the phase transition from the paramagnetic phase to the ferromagnetic phase,
expressed as

sinh (2Kxc) sinh (2Kyc) = 1 (B.17)

Next, we will use the transfer matrix method to map the anisotropic 2D Ising
model to the 1D transverse Ising model. We still start from the form of the
partition function

Z =
∑
{Si}

e−S, S = −K
∑
⟨i,j⟩

SiSj (B.18)

Introduce coordinates (p, q) representing the positions in the x and y direc-
tions, respectively. Suppose there are N sites in the x direction and M sites
in the y direction, and decompose the action S as

S =
M∑
q=1

L(q, q + 1)

L(q, q + 1) =
N∑
p=1

(−KxSp,qSp+1,q −KySp,qSp,q+1)

(B.19)
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First, we consider the terms related to Ky. At this point, we can ignore Kx

and temporarily set it to 0

Zp =
∑

Sp,1,...,Sp,M

∏
q

T ypq, T ypq = eKySp,qSp,q+1 (B.20)

To express the four possible configurations, i.e., Sp,q = ±1, Sp,q+1 = ±1, we
introduce the eigenvectors of σz as basis vectors, i.e.,

Sp,q = +1 →
(
1

0

)
, Sp,q = −1 →

(
0

1

)
(B.21)

Then the transfer matrix can be written as

T yp,q =

(
eKy e−Ky

e−Ky eKy

)
= eKy1+ e−Kyσxpq = eKy

(
1+ e−2Kyσxpq

)
(B.22)

To write the transfer matrix in the form of a matrix exponential, we use the
exponential property of σx and the dual relationship of the coupling constant

exp
(
K̃yσ

x
)
= cosh K̃y + sinh K̃yσ

x = cosh K̃y

(
1 + tanh K̃yσ

x
)

tanh K̃y = e−2Ky

(B.23)

Thus, the transfer matrix can be written as

T ypq =
(
sinh K̃y cosh K̃y

)−1/2

exp
(
K̃yσ

x
pq

)
= (2 sinh 2Ky)

1/2 exp
(
K̃yσ

x
pq

)
(B.24)

Next, we solve for the transfer matrix T xpq related to Kx. Using ket and bra
vectors to represent the involved spins, we have〈

Sp,qSp+1,q

∣∣T xpq∣∣Sp,q+1Sp+1,q+1

〉
= eKxSp,qSp+1,q (B.25)

Thus, we have

T xpq |Sp,q = 1, Sp+1,q = 1⟩ = T xpq |Sp,q = −1, Sp+1,q = −1⟩ = eKx

T xpq |Sp,q = 1, Sp+1,q = −1⟩ = T xpq |Sp,q = −1, Sp+1,q = 1⟩ = e−Kx
(B.26)

It can be found that T xpq does not contain any information about the spin
state at q + 1. Combining the forms of the transfer matrices in the x and y
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directions, we can summarize the partition function of the 2D Ising model as
follows

Z = (2 sinh 2Ky)
NM/2TrTM

T = exp

(
Kx

∑
p

σzpσ
z
p+1

)
exp

(
K̃y

∑
p

σxp

)
(B.27)

With the complete transfer matrix, we can obtain an exactly solvable fermion
model through the Jordan-Wigner transformation. However, here we will use
another method—treating the transfer matrix as the evolution operator in
quantum mechanics [65]. In the transfer matrix in (B.27), multiply each
variable in the exponent by a small imaginary time interval ∆τ and expand
it to the first order, then rewrite it in the form of an exponent to eventually
obtain an equivalent Hamiltonian. The error of this process is of the order
O (∆τ 2), which is almost negligible when ∆τ → 0. Thus, we need

Kx ∝ ∆τ, e−2Ky ∝ ∆τ (B.28)

In other words, in this way, we focus on the region where Kx ≪ 1 and
Ky ≫ 1. In this region, the system has two phases: the paramagnetic and
ferromagnetic phases. Now treat the finite temperature [66] as the result of
imaginary time evolution

K̃y = ∆τ, Kx = λ∆τ (B.29)

where λ is an arbitrarily chosen constant. Substituting these settings into
(B.27), we can obtain the partition function in the form

Z ∝ Tr e−βQMH , βQM =M∆τ (B.30)

where the equivalent Hamiltonian H is

H = −
∑
p

σxp − λ
∑
p

σzpσ
z
p+1 (B.31)

Considering the thermodynamic limit, i.e., M,N → ∞, it can be found that
βQM → ∞, meaning that a quantum phase transition (which is independent
of temperature but related to the coupling constants in the Hamiltonian)
exists from the magnetically ordered to the disordered state only when the
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equivalent temperature of the system tends to zero (the system is in the
ground state). In the region we discuss, Kx, Ky, (B.17) can be expanded as

2Kxc
1

2
e2Kyc = 1 (B.32)

Combining this with the second equation of (B.23), we obtain

Kx = λe−2Ky (B.33)

Combining this equation with (B.32), we find that the quantum critical point
is λc = 1. When λ > λc, the ground state of the system is magnetically
ordered, dominated by the antiferromagnetic Ising interaction; when λ <
λc, the ground state of the system is disordered, mainly due to the large
transverse field term giving significant quantum fluctuations of the ground
state magnetization.

Appendix C.

Appendix C.1. A Brief Review of Phase Transitions and Scaling Laws

Scaling laws refer to the invariance of certain properties of a physical
system under changes in scale (for lattice systems, the size of the lattice).
In physics, especially in critical phenomena, scaling laws manifest as various
physical quantities, such as correlation length, magnetization, and specific
heat, exhibiting power-law behavior as system parameters (e.g., temperature,
magnetic field) change near the critical point. These critical exponents are
influenced by some universal properties, rather than microscopic details. For
spin systems, these properties might include system size, interaction range,
and spin dimensionality. Common scaling relations can be seen in C.2 and
C.3 [67].
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Table C.2: Physical Quantities in Critical Phenomena and Their Symbolic Representations

Symbol Description
Ψ order parameter
τ reduced temperature minus 1, T−Tc

Tc

f specific free energy

C specific heat; −T ∂2f
∂T 2

J source field

χ the susceptibility, compressibility, etc.; ∂ψ
∂J

ξ correlation length
d the number of spatial dimensions

⟨ψ(x⃗)ψ(y⃗)⟩ the correlation function
r spatial distance

Table C.3: Power-law Behavior of Physical Quantities Near the Critical Point

Critical exponents for
τ > 0 (disordered phase)

Critical exponents for
τ < 0 (ordered phase)

Critical exponents for
τ < 0 (ordered phase)

Greek letter relation Greek letter relation Greek letter relation

α C ∝ τ−α α′ C ∝ (−τ)−α′
δ J ∝ Ψδ

γ χ ∝ τ−γ β Ψ ∝ (−τ)β η ⟨ψ(0)ψ(r)⟩ ∝ r−d+2−η

v ξ ∝ τ−v γ′ χ ∝ (−τ)−γ′

v′ ξ ∝ (−τ)−v′

This universal behavior of systems leads to the concept of universality
classes. Systems with different microscopic structures and interactions ex-
hibit the same critical behavior if they have the same symmetry and spatial
dimension at the critical point. These systems display the same scaling be-
havior and critical exponents macroscopically.

Analysis of some experimental data has revealed certain constraint re-
lations among these critical exponents, known as scaling relations. For any
continuous phase transition system, the following three scaling relations hold:

α + 2β + γ = 2

γ = β(δ − 1)

(2− η)ν = γ

(C.1)
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These three scaling laws are known as the Rushbrooke scaling law [68], the
Griffiths scaling law, and the Fisher scaling law [69], respectively. For systems
with spatial dimensions less than the upper critical dimension, there exists
a hyperscaling relation, also known as the Josephson scaling law

2− α = νd (C.2)

For some common models or theories, the critical exponents can be found in
the table below [70].

Table C.4: Critical Exponents for Some Typical Theories or Models

Type α β γ δ ν η
Landau Mean Field 0 1

2
1 3 1

2
0

Gaussian Theory 2− d
2

d−2
4

1 d+2
d−2

1
2

0

2D Ising Model 0 1
8

7
4

15 1 1
4

3D Ising Model 0.110(1) 0.3265(3) 1.2372(5) 4.789(2) 0.6301(4) 0.0364(5)

The critical exponents of the 3D Ising model have not been analytically
solved yet, and these values are obtained through Monte Carlo methods. The
critical exponents of the 3D Ising model can also be obtained through the
operator product expansion (OPE) in conformal field theory (CFT) [71].
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