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The classical XY model has been consistently studied since it was introduced more than six
decades ago. Of particular interest has been the two-dimensional spin model’s exhibition of the
Berezinskii–Kosterlitz–Thouless (BKT) transition. This topological phenomenon describes the tran-
sition from bound vortex-antivortex pairs at low temperatures to unpaired or isolated vortices and
anti-vortices above some critical temperature. In this work we propose a novel machine learning
based method to determine the emergence of this phase transition. An autoencoder was used to map
states of the XY model into a lower dimensional latent space. Samples were taken from this latent
space to determine the thermal average of the vortex density which was then used to determine the
critical temperature of the phase transition.

I. INTRODUCTION

Besides its application to a plethora of fields in the phys-
ical sciences [1], machine leaning based techniques has
had a profound influence in the study of condensed mat-
ter systems [2]. Of importance in these systems is the
characterisation of phases of matter. Recently, Car-
rasquilla and Melko [3] used a simple supervised learning
approach to identify phase transitions and almost simul-
taneously, Wang [4] proposed unsupervised learning tech-
niques for discovering phase transitions in many-body
systems. In the latter’s work, the order parameter and
structure factor was used as indicators of phase transi-
tions. Since then, there has appeared numerous papers
on using machine learning to identify and classify phase
transitions, including topological phase transitions[5–10]
which proves to be more difficult since these are defined
in terms of non-local properties.

There are several existing machine learning methods
for studying the Berezinskii–Kosterlitz–Thouless (BKT)
transition in the XY model. Zhang, Liu, and Wei [10]
used supervised machine learning to determine the phase
boundary. A fully connected neural network was trained
on Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) samples gen-
erated at temperatures before, near and after an esti-
mated critical temperature, Tc. Once trained, this model
was able to identify the transition temperature based on
the switching in the models predictions. Ng and Yang
[11] also used autoencoders in their study of the classi-
cal XY model as we did in this paper. However, they
used the mean-square-error loss function as a measure
of the disorder in the given system. Phase transition
points (including first-order, second-order and topolog-
ical ones) could be detected by the peaks in the stan-
dard deviation of the loss function. Shiina et al.[12]
adopted a similar technique to [10] but instead of using
the spin configurations, they utilized long-range correla-
tions, gi(r) = sisi+r, as the inputs to a fully connected
neural network. Again, the switching in the predicted
output was used to determine the transition tempera-
ture. Miyajima and Mochizuki [13] proposed two ma-
chine learning methods for the detection of phase tran-

sitions in Heisenberg, Ising and XY -like models. They
first used a supervised learning technique similar to [10]
whereby inputs are labeled according to there phase.
Once the neural network is trained, it can be sampled
near the Tc point. This point can be determined once the
neural network’s output changes (ie. a phase transition
has been detected). The second method is a temperature
prediction neural network. The input is a spin configu-
ration s⃗ = (s1..sL×L) for an L×L lattice and the output
is a 200 dimensional dimensional vector, o⃗ = (o1, ..o200),
where each entry on is a probability that the spin con-
figuration is at temperature Tn = n∆T = n0.01J where
J is the coupling strength of the spin-spin interaction.
The phase changes are detected by studying the distinct
patterns in heat maps of the weights of the neural net-
works for T < Tc and T > Tc. The change in the pattern
indicates a change in the phase.
Instead of training a neural network to predict the

phase of a given state, we propose a method to more
efficiently sample the space of states. We train an au-
toencoder to map the large space of states to a lower di-
mensional latent space. This latent space may be much
smaller but each element still contains the required in-
formation to reconstruct the original state. We can then
sample from this space in constant time to calculate cer-
tain quantities that show a phase transition has occurred.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we provide

the details for how the autoencoder works and how the
latent space samples are taken. In Sec. III we revise the
classical XY lattice model and explain why it is advanta-
geous to study the continuous analogue, θ(x, y), with lo-
cal U(1) symmetry removed. This is done by introducing
an auxiliary field A(x, y) that is derived from the contin-
uous θ(x, y) field. This field is analogous to the average
energy of a spin and its neighbours. In Sec. IV we use
the concept of vortex density to determine at which tem-
perature, Tc, after which the vortices in the XY model
become unbounded. The conclusion follows in Sec. V.
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II. AUTOENCODERS

An autoencoder is a type of neural network that is used
in supervised learning to provide efficient codes (com-
pressed representation) to unlabelled input data [14, 15].
An autoencoder is made of two sections called the en-
coder and decoder with a “bottle neck” in between as
can be seen in Fig. 1 below.

FIG. 1. The input vector (x1, x2, x3, x4) is compressed into a
lower dimensional latent space representation vector (z1, z2)
by the encoder. The decoder then attempts to reconstruct
the original vector, ie. the vector norm |x− y| is minimal for
all input vectors x.

This can be described mathematically by the function

f : X → Z (1)

which embeds the vectors from X into a lower dimen-
sional space Z and the function

g : Z → X (2)

which reverses the action of f . The aim is for the au-
toencoder to “learn” these functions such that

∀x ∈ X, (g ◦ f)(x) = x (3)

The neural network is trained through back propagation
in order to minimize a loss function. A typical loss func-
tion for an autoencoder is given by

L =

n∑
i=1

1

2
(yi − xi)

2 (4)

where xi are the inputs and yi are the reconstructed
output [16, 17]. This loss functions ensures that the
neural network correctly reconstructs the inputs by
minimizing the difference between them. The narrowing
of the network to a “bottle neck” is essential for the
neural network to learn the required compression. The
set of vectors produced from this compression, Z, is
called the latent space. This latent space is a lower
dimensional representation of the input space.

Before we show two use cases for physical systems,
we demonstrate the use of autoencoders for generating
a coordinate system for the sphere. Consider the set
of points {(x, y, z) ∈ R3|x2 + y2 + z2 = 1} embedded
in R3. We know that this is a unit sphere which is
two-dimensional, however, this definition requires three
parameters. We could easily use spherical polar coordi-
nates (θ, ϕ) but we use an autoencoder to find a different
coordinatization. This autoencoder, shown in Fig. 2, is
designed with three inputs (x, y, z) and three outputs
(x′, y′, z′). These represent the points on the unit sphere
embedded in R3. The latent space has two nodes since
we require a two-dimensional coordinatization of the
sphere.

FIG. 2. A schematic of an autoencoder designed to map an
embedded unit sphere into R2.

The loss function was set to

L =
1

2

(
(x− x′)2 + (y − y′)2 + (z − z′)2

)
. (5)

The autoencoder was trained by passing in randomly
sampled points from the unit sphere. After training, the
latent space, as depicted in Fig. 3 and Fig. 5, was anal-
ysed by passing in paths on the sphere and observing
these paths in the latent space. This was used to deduce
the mapping that was learnt by the autoencoder.

FIG. 3. Several paths around the sphere were used to analyse
the latent space. These were a circle around the sphere in the
xy (red) plane, the xz (blue) plane and the yz plane (green).
The intersections of these curves in the latent space are shown
as labelled points in black.
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We see from this latent space that the autoencoder has
flattened the unit sphere, as seen in Fig. 4, into two di-
mensions, as seen in Fig. 5. The regions bounded by
three different curves represents the octants of the origi-
nal unit sphere.

FIG. 4. The unit sphere in R3 with the first octant high-
lighted. Below the latent space with the region corresponding
to the first octant on the unit sphere coloured in yellow.

FIG. 5. The latent space with the region corresponding to
the first octant on the unit sphere coloured in yellow.

III. THE MODEL

The classical XY model is a lattice model in which
each site is occupied by a two dimensional unit vector
s⃗ = (cos θ, sin θ). The configuration, S = {s⃗i}, is an as-
signment of each s⃗i, or equivalently, an angle θ ∈ [−π, π]
to each lattice site. The total energy of the configuration
is given by the Hamiltonian

H = −
∑
i ̸=j

Jij s⃗i · s⃗j −
∑
i

h⃗i · s⃗i (6)

where Jij is the strength of interaction between the ith

and jth site, and h⃗i is a site dependent external field.
For our purposes, we will use a simplified version of the
Hamiltonian, however it should be noted that the general

case can be handled in a similar way. We will make
three simplifying assumptions. Firstly, the strength of
interaction will be taken as site independent. Secondly,
we will not include an external field and lastly, we will
only consider nearest neighbour interactions. Eq. (6) will
therefore read

H = −J
∑
<i,j>

cos(θi − θj), (7)

where summation is over nearest neighbours. The an-
gles θi and θj are the angles of the vectors si and sj re-
spectively. The Mermin–Wagner theorem [18] states that
continuous symmetries cannot be spontaneously broken
at finite temperature. The fact that this theorem does
not apply to discrete symmetries was seen previously in
the 2D Ising model. Since the XY model has a continuous
symmetry (θi → θi+δθ), we do not expect a typical phase
transition. Instead, we see a topological phase transition
known as the Berezinskii–Kosterlitz–Thouless transition
[19–22]. This transition can be studied by first taking
the continuum limit of the lattice model. The continuum
Hamiltonian is given by

H(θ) =

∫
J

2
(∇θ)2dxdy, (8)

where the field θ replaces the discrete angle assignments
θi. The field configurations that give stationary H can
be found using

δH

δθ
= 0 =⇒ ∇2θ = 0, (9)

which give two solutions. The first solution is the uninter-
esting ground state given by θ(x, y) = constant and the
second, more interesting, solution involves the addition
of vortices and anti-vortices which are topological defects
in the θ field. These vortices are singular solutions to the
equation

∇2θ = 0 (10)

with ∮
C

∇θ · dl = 2πq, q ∈ Z (11)

The integral is taken around a closed loop surrounding
the singular point of the vortex. This integral gives an
integer multiple of 2π because the net change in the spin
vector must be some multiple of a full revolution. The
integer q is the “charge” of the vortex/anti-vortex. Vor-
tices have charge +1 and anti-vortices have a charge of
−1. Illustrations of these voticies and anti-vortices as
they would appear on a lattice are shown in Fig. 6.



4

FIG. 6. Here we have examples of vortex (left) and anti-
vortex (right) configurations on the lattice. In the continuum
limit, these become the singular solutions (topological defects)
mentioned above.

To calculate the energy of a vortex, we first note that the
angular symmetry of θ allows us to write θ = θ(r). We
can then use Eq. (11) to find |∇θ|.

2πq =

∮
C

∇θ(r) · dl = |∇θ|2πr =⇒ |∇θ| = q

r
(12)

Eq. (8) can be used to calculate the energy of a
vortex/anti-vortex. This gives

E =
J

2

∫
(∇θ)2dxdy = Jq2π ln

(L
a

)
, (13)

where L is length of the system and a is a lower cut-off
value that can be taken as the lattice spacing from the
original problem. This energy diverges in the thermody-
namic limit so we do not have single vortex or single anti-
vortex excitations. Instead, dipoles consisting of vortex
and anti-vortex pairs can exist since they have finite en-
ergy. This is due to the fact that a closed loop surround-
ing the dipole contains no charge, qnet = (+q)+(−q) = 0.
As already stated, there is no spontaneous symme-

try breaking at finite temperature, however, there is a
transition between long-range correlations at low tem-
perature and short range correlations at high temper-
ature. Kosterlitz and Thouless[21] showed that at low
temperatures the vortices occur in tightly bound pairs.
As the temperature increases past a transition point,
TKT /J ≈ 0.893, the pairs undergo deconfinement which
results in a change in the order parameter from a power-
law to exponential.

IV. GENERATING AND SAMPLING THE
LATENT SPACE

We investigate the unbinding phenomena by studying
the density of these vortices (number of vortices per unit
area) as a function of temperature. We expect that the
vortex density is almost zero for low temperatures and
then increases after the transition temperature. In or-
der to calculate the thermodynamic average of the vor-
tex density, we can generate samples from the associated
Boltzmann distribution [23]. This can be rather com-
putationally expensive. We instead use an autoencoder,

illustrated in Fig. 7, to generate a lower dimensional
latent space from the full configuration space. We can
then easily sample points from this latent space, pass
these points through the decoder and thus generate as
many field configurations as we need.

FIG. 7. The autoencoder was designed with a 60-dimensional
latent space.

However, more work needs to be done if we simply
use θ(x, y) field configurations. This is because these
fields have internal U(1) symmetry which needs to be
taken into account. We can either design a neural net-
work that would respect this symmetry or we could over
specify the training data in order for the neural network
to learn the symmetry from examples [24, 25]. Instead of
doing either of these, we propose the introduction of an
auxiliary field, A(x, y), that removes the symmetry from
the θ(x, y) fields. We define the auxiliary field A(x, y),
given θ(x, y), by

A(x, y) =
1

σ
√
8π

∫
D

N(u, v)
[
1−cos

(
θ(x, y)−θ(u, v)

)]
dudv

(14)
where D(x, y) is a disk of radius σ centred at (x, y) and
σ is a length on the order of the width of a vortex/anti-
vortex. This field quantifies the average variation of
θ(x, y) around a local neighbourhood of radius σ. N(u, v)
is a Gaussian centred at (x, y). This term ensures that
only field values close to (x, y) are considered in the aver-
aging process. The cosine term is analogous to the term
in Eq. (7) and is used to remove the unwanted symmetry.
This term also ensures that the field is bounded which
will be important when implementing the autoencoder.
An example of this θ(x, y) field and its corresponding
A(x, y) field are illustrated in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9 re-
spectively. Vortices and anti-vortices will have large field
variations in their neighbourhood and so will result in a
large field value. Regions with no vortices or anti-vortices
will have little to no variation in the field. This will result
in a very small field value. We can thus characterize the
vortex/anti-vortex density by the magnitude of A(x, y)
across the extent of the field.
The autoencoder is then trained using these fields that

are derived from θ(x, y) fields generated using standard
MCMC methods. We generate a lattice where each site is
given a random value θ(x, y) ∈ [0, 2π]. A single MCMC
step involves choosing a random site, proposing a new
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site value and then accepting this change if the energy
decreases or if a uniform random variable is less than
exp(−∆E/T ). This is the Metropolis-Hastings algorithm
that allows us to sample from the required Boltzmann
distribution. This is done for each temperature value.

FIG. 8. This θ(x, y) field was generated using MCMC at a
temperature T = 0.6. The field is given by the vector field
(cos θ, sin θ). The background colours show the local energy
at each point. A vortex can be seen in the lower left corner.

FIG. 9. This A(x, y) field was generated from the θ(x, y) field
in Fig. 8. A low field value corresponds to little variation in
the original field and a large field value corresponds to large
variation.

Once trained, the latent space was analysed by pass-
ing in A(x, y) fields and generating histograms from the
produced latent space values. These histograms were
then used to determine the mean and standard devi-
ation of the latent space variables. New fields can be
generated by passing in a sampled latent space vectors,
z = (z1, z2, z3, ..., z60), into the decoder portion of the au-
toencoder. Each zi is sampled from the respective Gaus-

sian with mean µi and standard deviation σi. The par-
ticular Gaussian distribution for z1 is shown in Fig. 10
below.

FIG. 10. Histogram of z1 values from the latent space point
(z1, ..., z60). Similar distributions can be obtained for the
other dimensions of the latent space.

This sampling process is very computationally inex-
pensive compared to the standard MCMC algorithm.
These sampled fields can then be used to calculate the
thermodynamic average of the vortex density at a given
temperature. We cannot directly count the number of
vortices so instead we use the average,

⟨A⟩ = 1

L2

∫ L

0

∫ L

0

A(x, y)dxdy, (15)

as a proxy which is plotted in Fig. 11. A(x, y) is anal-
ogous to the energy at and around the point (x, y). If
each “vortex” has energy ϵ then 1

ϵ ⟨A⟩ = n gives the av-
erage number of unbound votices over the extent of the
field. This will not be exact but will allow us to see cer-
tain trends that give an approximation to the transition
temperature.

FIG. 11. ⟨A⟩ is zero up to the transition temperature after
which it increases rapidly. This transition temperature agrees
well with that found in the literature, kbTc

J
= 0.8935 [26].
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V. CONCLUSION

It was shown that an autoencoder can be a useful tool
in reducing a given configuration space to a lower dimen-
sional latent space that may be much easier to sample
from. In this case, it was found that the latent space
could be sampled using various Gaussian distributions.
This latent space was sampled to calculate the thermal
average of the vortex density and from this, one could
determine the critical temperature (TKT ) at which this
vortex density becomes non-zero. This method of latent
space sampling is very general and so can be applied to
many systems. The only requirement is that the systems
need to contain a large enough amount of correlation be-

tween its constituents in order for the autoencoder to
learn how to compress it with little loss. A large amount
of correlation results in a large amount of redundant in-
formation can be removed during the compression stage
of the autoencoder. With this in mind, one can extend
this method to systems of large particles with solid-liquid
phase transitions or systems with topological phase tran-
sitions [27] since one does not need any order parameters
during the training process. Systems with very little to
no correlations (like an ideal gas) cannot be mapped to
a lower dimensional space since the knowledge of the be-
haviour of part of the system gives no information on
the behaviour of another part. The specification of the
system cannot be reduced.
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