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We investigate the critical properties of the Anisotropic Next-Nearest-Neighbor Ising (ANNNI)
model using a feedback-based quantum algorithm (FALQON). This approach allows us to com-
pute both ground and excited states without relying on classical optimization methods. We study
the quantum phase transitions using the Finite Size Scaling method, analyze correlation functions
through spin correlations in the ground state, and examine magnetic structure by calculating struc-
ture factors via the Discrete Fourier Transform. Our results demonstrate the algorithm’s capability
to identify quantum phase transitions and efficiently map the ANNNI model’s magnetic phases,
establishing FALQON as a powerful tool to study complex magnetic systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Calculating ground and excited states of Hamiltonians
in many-body quantum systems is intrinsically related to
elements of interest analyzed through quantum simula-
tion algorithms. Algorithms that enable the acquisition
of these states are a central focus of quantum simulation
research [1–5]. Despite the inherent complexity of search-
ing for generic ground states, even on quantum comput-
ers [6], recent advances in technology have ushered in the
era of noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) comput-
ers [7]. This progress has driven substantial research into
the application of NISQ devices, particularly in quan-
tum simulation [8, 9], focusing on determining ground
states of physical, chemical, and material systems using
the Variational Quantum Eigensolver (VQE) Algorithm
[10–12] and the Quantum Approximate Optimization Al-
gorithm (QAOA) [13]. However, VQE and QAOA face a
significant practical challenge, the need for classical opti-
mization of quantum circuit parameters to minimize an
objective function, a task that becomes increasingly com-
plex as the search space dimension grows.

In this study, we explore an alternative approach that
eliminates the need for optimization, thereby avoiding
this complexity. Unlike classical optimization of a pa-
rameterized circuit, our proposed strategy utilizes a feed-
back law principle to sequentially establish quantum cir-
cuit parameter values, layer by layer, based on feedback
from measurements of qubits in the preceding layer. This
feedback principle is based on Lyapunov quantum control
theory [14] and has been developed to ensure that the ob-
jective function value monotonically decreases with cir-
cuit depth. This approach represents an innovative appli-
cation of Feedback-based Quantum Algorithms (FQAs),
extending principles from the Feedback-based Quantum
Optimization Algorithm (FALQON) [1, 15, 16], recently
developed for combinatorial optimization. Our study
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specifically focuses on the development of FALQON, ex-
ploring symmetries to achieve excited states. This ap-
proach enables a detailed investigation of the phase dia-
gram, correlation functions, and structural factors associ-
ated with the one-dimensional Anisotropic Next-Nearest-
Neighbor Ising (ANNNI) model.

Investigating the phase diagram of the ANNNI model
is essential for understanding the magnetic behavior of
matter at microscopic levels. This configuration provides
significant understanding of the fundamental magnetic
characteristics of the system. Once the ground state is
known, spin correlation functions can be examined to
show how spins at different positions in the lattice are
related to each other. Another important aspect is the
analysis of structural factors through the discrete Fourier
transform, which allows us to study spin oscillation pat-
terns at different wavelengths. This is crucial for under-
standing the spatial organization of magnetic moments
and how magnetic oscillations propagate along a chain.

The structure of this article is organized as follows:
Section II provides a detailed review of the ANNNI model
Hamiltonian, discussing its construction and phase dia-
gram. Section III offers an in-depth review of FALQON.
The results of quantum simulations are presented in Sec-
tion IV. Conclusions and future perspectives are dis-
cussed in Section V.

II. ANNNI MODEL

A. Hamiltonian

The ANNNI model is a fundamental theoretical model
in statistical physics that describes the behavior of spins
in a one-dimensional magnetic system. This model is par-
ticularly interesting due to its anisotropy in interactions
between nearest and next-nearest neighbor spins [17, 18].
Here, we are interested in the stability of phases present
in the model and the phase transitions driven by quantum
fluctuations at zero temperature. Quantum fluctuations
can be further influenced by the presence of a transverse
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field. Therefore, we consider the properties of the ground
state of the ANNNI model in a transverse field at zero
temperature. Frustration is expected to arise due to the
presence of next-nearest neighbor interactions, leading to
interesting quantum phases. The model can be described
by the following Hamiltonian:

Hp = −J
L∑

j=1

(
σz
jσ

z
j+1 − κσz

jσ
z
j+2 + gσx

j

)
, (1)

where σa
j , with a = x, y, z, are the Pauli matrices act-

ing on site j of a one-dimensional lattice (chain) with
L sites. For a chain with L sites, the Hamiltonian H
acts in a Hilbert space of dimension 2L, which is the ten-
sor product of L two-dimensional spaces. The coupling
constant J(> 0) represents the ferromagnetic interaction
strength between nearest neighbors, defining the energy
scale (we set J = 1), while κ(> 0) and g(> 0) are dimen-
sionless coupling constants associated with next-nearest
neighbor interactions and the transverse magnetic field,
respectively.

B. Phase Diagram

Ferromagnetic Antiphase

Paramagnetic

𝜅

𝑔

0.5

Figure 1. Schematic phase diagram of the transverse ANNNI
model. [19]

The phase diagram of the ground state of the ANNNI
model reveals four distinct phases: ferromagnetic, anti-
ferromagnetic, paramagnetic, and incommensurate float-
ing, each separated by three quantum phase transitions,
as shown in Figure (1).

Understanding the phases of the ANNNI model is
essential for comprehending its interactions [18, 20,
21]. Spins at different sites interact via coupling pairs
−JijSz

i S
z
j , where Jij are exchange integrals. The spin

arrangement is determined by the nature of these inter-
actions. When Jij > 0, spins prefer to align in the same

direction, whereas for Jij < 0, they prefer opposite di-
rections.

In the ANNNI model, nearest neighbors interact ferro-
magnetically (J1 = J > 0), while second-nearest neigh-
bors interact antiferromagnetically (J2 < 0). When the
interaction between nearest neighbors predominates, the
system is in the ferromagnetic phase. However, when
second-nearest neighbor interaction becomes significant,
the system exhibits a staggered solution, leading to the
antiphase [22]. Furthermore, the inclusion of a trans-
verse field in the ANNNI model introduces a tendency
towards disorder, resulting in the paramagnetic phase,
where spins do not exhibit a characteristic alignment
with respect to the z-direction.

III. FALQON: FEEDBACK-BASED
ALGORITHM FOR QUANTUM OPTIMIZATION

In this section, we introduce the concept of Feedback-
based Quantum Algorithms (FQAs) and their relation-
ship with the continuous Lyapunov quantum control
framework. This approach is aligned with the content
presented by [15], who introduced FALQON as an FQA
for solving combinatorial optimization problems. Addi-
tionally, we further develop FALQON to find ground and
excited states of the ANNNI model. As proposed by Ma-
gann et al. in their manuscript, we begin with a quantum
system whose dynamics are governed by

i
d

dt
|ψ(t)⟩ = (Hp +Hdβ(t)) |ψ(t)⟩ . (2)

The general solution of this equation is expressed as:

|Ψ(t)⟩ = τe−i
´ t
0
(Hp+Hdβ(t

′))dt′ |Ψ(0)⟩, (3)

where τ denotes the time ordering operator, Hd is re-
ferred to as the control Hamiltonian, and β(t) is a time-
dependent control function. The goal of the numerical
method is to infer a dynamic by adjusting β(t) such that
the resulting quantum state tends towards the ground
state of Hp.

Before outlining the strategy to compute the appro-
priate function for β(t), we will first demonstrate how
to implement the aforementioned dynamics in a quan-
tum circuit. For this purpose, we discretize the evolution
into two steps. First, time is divided into a sequence of
l steps, and the Hamiltonian is approximated as time-
independent in each step:

|Ψ(t+∆t)⟩ = e−i(Hp+β(t)Hd)∆t|Ψ(t)⟩. (4)

The second step involves approximating the evolution in
each time step using trotterization. This sequence of ap-
proximations aims to decompose the complex unitary op-
eration into a product of simpler exponentials:
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Figure 2. Illustrative diagram of the FALQON quantum algorithm. The process starts with an initial state |ψ0⟩. At each
layer k, the unitary operators e−iHp∆t and e−iHd∆tβk are sequentially applied to the current state, adaptively adjusting the
parameter βk. This process is iteratively repeated to approximate the target state, representing the evolution of the state |ψ⟩
across the layers until reaching the desired solution.

|Ψl⟩ = e−iβlHd∆te−iHp∆t · · · e−iβ1Hd∆te−iHp∆t|Ψ0⟩ = Ud(βl)Up · · ·Ud(β1)Up|Ψ0⟩, (5)

representing the discretization of Eq. (3) into a form
suitable for study on a quantum computer. Here, βk ≡
β(k∆t) with k = 1, 2, . . . , l, |Ψk⟩ ≡ |Ψ(k∆t)⟩, Up ≡
e−iHp∆t, and Ud(βk) ≡ e−iβkHd∆t. This provides us with
a straightforward method to implement the desired dy-
namics on a quantum computer.

Given this approach, we will now consider an appropri-
ate form for β(t), a function that drives the initial state
to the ground state of Hp. We seek β(t) in a way that

d

dt
⟨ψ(t)|Hp|ψ(t)⟩(t) ≤ 0, ∀t ≥ 0. (6)

Indeed, there are various functions for β(t) that can guide
the quantum state to the ground state, and one possi-
ble choice is given by β(t) = −i⟨Ψ(t)|[Hd, Hp]|Ψ(t)⟩ [15].
Given this, we can now describe the mechanics of imple-
menting FALQON as illustrated in Figure (2). The first
step is to select an initial state |Ψ0⟩ and a time step ∆t,
and start the algorithm with a value for β1. FQAs then
use the feedback law:

βk = −Ak−1, (7)

where Ak = i⟨Ψk|[Hd, Hp]|Ψk⟩, to determine the val-
ues of the quantum circuit parameters βk at steps k =
2, . . . , l. The term in Eq. (7) is termed as the feed-
back law because at each step, Ak−1 is “fed back” to
establish the subsequent value of βk. For sufficiently

small ∆t, this procedure ensures that the cost function
Jk = ⟨Ψk|Hp|Ψk⟩ monotonically decreases with respect
to layer k, i.e., J1 ≥ J2 ≥ · · · ≥ Jl, following a dis-
cretized version of Eq. (C3). It is important to note that
a positive limit for ∆t ensuring the maintenance of this
property can be obtained based on the steps described
in Appendix A of [23], and is expressed in terms of the
spectral norms of Hp and Hd as

∆t ≤ 1

4 ∥Hp∥ ∥Hd∥2
. (8)

In each step k of an FQA implementation, the quantum
state |Ψk⟩ is prepared by applying the k-layer quantum
circuit Uk(βk)Up · · ·Ud(β1)Up to the fixed initial state
|Ψ0⟩. At the end of this circuit, the value of Ak can be es-
timated, for example, through repeated measurements of
the observable i[Hd, Hp], decomposed into a linear com-
bination of Pauli operators, in the state |Ψk⟩.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we show how a quantum computer
can be used to study complex magnetic systems using
FALQON. This section is divided into four subsections.
First, we demonstrate how to use FALQON to calcu-
late the ground and excited states. Following this, we
illustrate how this tool can be employed to study quan-
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tum phase transitions, spin correlation functions, and the
magnetic structure factor.

A. Calculating Ground and Excited State Energies
Using FALQON

To use FALQON as a tool to study magnetic systems,
we first define the Hamiltonian Hd as:

Hd =

L∑
j=1

σx
j . (9)

This is the standard way the mixer is defined in the litera-
ture. Although it is not strictly necessary to define it this
way, we adhere to this convention in our work. Figure 3
shows the numerical simulations of FALQON applied to
the ANNNI model for chains of 3 to 12 sites, with differ-
ent values of κ and g. The simulations use ∆t = 0.02.
Each panel illustrates the convergence of the cost func-
tion, J = ⟨Ψk|Hp|Ψk⟩, as a function of the number of
layers, for different chain lengths. The expected value
of the objective function monotonically decreases with
the number of layers, demonstrating the convergence of
FALQON to the ground state, even for values close to
the transition lines where quantum fluctuations are more
intense.
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Figure 3. Numerical simulations of FALQON applied to the
ANNNI model for chains of 3 to 12 sites with different val-
ues of κ and g. Simulations use ∆t = 0.02. In the pan-
els, the curves show the convergence of the cost function,
J = ⟨Ψk|Hp|Ψk⟩, as a function of layer k, when qubits are
initialized in the ground state of Hd.

It is worth noting that the value of ∆t is directly re-

lated to the chain size L, and an appropriate choice re-
sults in satisfactory performance. Good performance can
be achieved in practice for ∆t values significantly exceed-
ing the limit presented in Eq. (8). However, when ∆t is
too large, we observe that the algorithm does not con-
verge. In this regime, the parameters βk oscillate drasti-
cally, and the objective function does not decrease mono-
tonically (for more details, see [1]). In practice, FALQON
does not require evaluations of the objective function at
every step; it only needs the estimation of Ak to define
each βk value. Thus, signs of oscillatory behavior in βk
(or equivalently, in the record of Ak measurements) may
indicate that ∆t is too large and the algorithm is not
converging.

In addition to the ground state, it is also possible to use
FALQON to calculate the energy of the excited states.
We demonstrate that this can be achieved by consider-
ing the symmetry of the initial state in the FALQON
algorithm. We have found that, depending on the initial
conditions, if the initial state shares the same symmetry
as the excited states of the Hamiltonian, the algorithm
converges to these excited states rather than the ground
state. This is significant because we aim to calculate the
energy of the excited states. The idea is to first determine
the symmetry of the excited states, which can be done
using a small lattice, and then initialize the algorithm
with a state that has this symmetry. This enables us
to calculate the energy of the excited states for systems
with many qubits, providing a method to study different
properties of magnetic systems.

To account for different symmetries, we investigate the
convergence of FALQON under various initial conditions,
each corresponding to a different eigenstate of Hd and
characterized by specific quantum numbers. Each state
is identified by the following expression:

|χi, pI , pR, pT 2 , pT ⟩ (10)

where χi represents the i-th lowest energy eigenstate of
the Hamiltonian Hd, and pI , pR, pT 2 , and pT are the
corresponding quantum numbers for inversion, reflection,
translation squared, and translation, respectively, which
are explained in Appendix A.

Some initial states may not have certain quantum num-
bers; in such cases, we use the symbol (−) in the corre-
sponding position for that quantum number. For exam-
ple, |χ1, 1, 1, 1,−⟩ denotes the first excited state of Hd

with pI = 1, pR = 1, pT 2 = 1, and pT = − indicating
that this state is not an eigenstate of the translation op-
erator. Figure 4 presents the convergence results for pa-
rameters κ = 0.2, g = 0.2 (Figure 4(a)), κ = 0.8, g = 0.2
(Figure 4(b)), and κ = 0.5, g = 0.8 (Figure 4(c)), cor-
responding to different phases of the model. In Figures
4(a, b, c), the state |χ0, 0, 0, 0, 0⟩ reaches the ground state
of the Hamiltonian, while the state |χ1, 1, 0, 0, 0⟩ reaches
the first excited state in (a), and |χ1, 1, 1, 1,−⟩ in (b, c).
It is worth noting that, as shown in Table I in Appendix
A, the initial states possess the same symmetries as the
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states they converge to. With these results, we are now
ready to begin the analysis of the ANNNI model.
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0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
3.32

3.30

3.28

3.26

3.24

3.22

3.20

3.18

3.16

k|H
p|

k

E0

E1

= 0.8, g = 0.2, t = 0.03 Initial states
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| 1, 1, 1, 1,
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3.3
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3.1

3.0
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2.8

k|H
p|

k

E0

E1

= 0.5, g = 0.8, t = 0.04 Initial states
| 0, 0, 0, 0, 0
| 1, 1, 1, 1,

Figure 4. Numerical simulations of FALQON applied to
the ANNNI model for a chain with 4 sites, for parameters
κ = 0.2, g = 0.2 (a), κ = 0.8, g = 0.2 (b), and κ = 0.5 and
g = 0.8 (c). In the figures, dashed lines indicate the energy
levels of the ANNNI Hamiltonian, while curves represent the
convergence of the cost function J = ⟨Ψk|Hp|Ψk⟩ as a func-
tion of layer k, when qubits are initialized in different eigen-
states of Hx.

B. Quantum Phase Transition

Since we have presented a strategy to calculate the
energy of the ground and excited states of the ANNNI
model, we can now explore various properties of the
model. We begin by examining the quantum phase tran-
sitions. For this purpose, we used the Finite Size Scaling
method to detect the phase transition (for more details,
see Appendix B). Through FALQON, we calculated the
energy gap between the ground state and the first ex-
cited state by varying the chain sizes. For fixed values of
g, the parameter κ was varied, presenting the energy gap
∆E as a function of κ. From the intersection between
two adjacent chain sizes, L and L + 1, we performed a
linear extrapolation to 1

L → 0. Figure 5(a) depicts the
relationship between the energy gap of the first excited
state with respect to the ground state (∆E · L) and the
next-nearest-neighbor parameter (κ) for different chain
sizes, with the external field parameter g fixed at 0.4. To
obtain the first excited state, considering these crossings
occur in the ferromagnetic phase, we initialize FALQON
with the state |χ1, 1, 0, 0, 0⟩.

The behavior of energy gap crossings as a function of
the parameter κ provides crucial insights into the phase

0.300 0.305 0.310 0.315 0.320 0.325 0.330 0.335 0.340
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

E
L

(a)

L = 7
L = 8
L = 9
L = 10
L = 11
L = 12

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35
1/L

0.26

0.27

0.28

0.29

0.30

0.31

0.32

0.33

0.34

0.35
(b)

Exact
500 layers
1000 layers
3000 layers

Figure 5. Application of the Finite Size Scaling method using
FALQON. In (a), the energy gap ∆E is presented as a func-
tion of κ for various finite lattices near the critical region, with
g = 0.40 and 3000 layers of FALQON. In (b), the Finite-Size
dependence of the parameter κ as a function of 1

L
is shown,

as obtained in (a), for different layers of FALQON, compared
with the exact value. Each point represents the intersection
between two adjacent chain sizes, L and L+1, where a linear
extrapolation to 1

L
= 0 is performed.

transition of the system under study. Finite Size Scal-
ing (FSS) method is used to extrapolate these crossings,
allowing estimation of the critical point of the phase tran-
sition. As 1

L tends to zero, the crossings converge to the
critical point, marking the phase transition point, as il-
lustrated in Figure 5(b), which shows the relationship
between the parameter κ and 1

L . The data are plotted
for different numbers of FALQON layers: 500 layers, 1000
layers, and 3000 layers, compared against the exact value.
Extrapolation to 1

L → 0 is crucial for determining the
critical point of the phase transition. The convergence
point of the crossings from different datasets provides a
reliable estimate of the system’s critical point.

The combined analysis of Figure 5(a) and the extrap-
olation in Figure 5(b) reinforces the effectiveness of FSS
method as a robust tool for identifying and characteriz-
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Figure 6. Global phase diagram obtained through FALQON.

ing phase transitions in various systems. This approach
allows for accurate estimation of the critical point of the
phase transition.

Figure 6 shows the phase diagram obtained with the
current approach using FALQON. For κ < 0.5, the
methodology illustrated in Figure 5 was employed. How-
ever, the method described above is capable only of char-
acterizing second-order transitions. Transitions between
floating phases, i.e., for κ > 0.5, are challenging to ob-
tain within the current scheme, mainly because we can
only use finite systems, which restricts the possible num-
ber of states with different modulations in these phases.
Nonetheless, a finite-size estimate for first-order transi-
tions can be obtained by calculating points for a fixed
size network.

To identify the transition line for κ > 0.5, we con-
ducted an analysis of points at which the first excited
state changes its quantum number, indicating a phase
configuration change. We initialized FALQON with two
different states: |χ1, 1,−, 1, 7⟩ and |χ1, 1, 1, 0,−⟩. The
first state converges to the first excited state of Hp in the
paramagnetic phase in an 8-site chain, while the second
state converges to the first excited state in the antiphase.
Keeping g values constant, we varied the parameter κ to
find the point at which the two states converged to the
same expected energy value, indicating the crossing point
and hence the phase transition.

C. Correlation Functions

In this section, we used the ground state obtained with
FALQON to calculate the correlation functions, consid-
ering different values of κ and g that represent various
phases of the model. Figure 7 shows the spin correlation
functions in real space according to Eq. (B2), calculated
using the ground state obtained through FALQON for a
12-site chain (L = 12), varying the number of algorithm
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0.30
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(r)

= 0.2, g = 0.2

(a)
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0.3
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0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3
= 0.8, g = 0.2

(b)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

r

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

SXX
(r)

= 0.2, g = 0.2

(c)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

r

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30
= 0.8, g = 0.2

(d)

Exact 200 layers 400 layers 600 layers 800 layers

Figure 7. Real-space spin correlation functions of the ANNNI
model for an 12-site chain, varying the number of layers of
FALQON, for different values of κ and g. The simulations
use ∆t = 0.02. In (a) and (b), spatial dependence of the zz
correlation function, (a) κ = 0.2, g = 0.2, and (b) κ = 0.8, g =
0.2. In (c) and (d), spatial dependence of the xx correlation
function, (c) κ = 0.2, g = 0.2, and (d) κ = 0.8, g = 0.2.

layers and comparing with exact diagonalization. In Fig-
ure 7 (a, b), we have the spin correlation function Szz(r)
calculated for parameters (a) κ = 0.2, g = 0.2 and (b)
κ = 0.8, g = 0.2. In Figure 7 (c, d), we have the spin
correlation function Sxx(r) calculated for parameters (c)
κ = 0.2, g = 0.2 and (d) κ = 0.8, g = 0.2. It can be
observed that as we increase the number of layers, the
correlation function approaches the exact value.

Spin correlation functions provide crucial information
about how spins are correlated at different positions
along the chain. They describe the probability of finding
two spins along the chain with specific orientations at a
given separation r. To understand the magnetic prop-
erties, it is essential to analyze the behavior of correla-
tions in different magnetic phases of the system. Distinct
changes in these characteristics can indicate magnetic
phase transitions, where the system transitions from one
magnetic configuration to another. The analysis of spin
correlation functions in real space allows not only to iden-
tify magnetic phases but also to understand the long-
range properties and magnetic order present in the sys-
tem.
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Figure 8. Magnetic structure factors of the ANNNI model for
an 12-site chain, varying the number of layers of FALQON,
for different values of κ and g. The simulations use ∆t = 0.02.
In (a) and (b), magnetic structure factor S̃zz(K), (a) κ = 0.2,
g = 0.2, and (b) κ = 0.8, g = 0.2. In (c) and (d), the sum of
the magnetic structure factors. In (c) κ = 0.2, g = 0.2, and
in (d) κ = 0.8, g = 0.2.

D. Magnetic Structure Factors

Finally, we studied the magnetic structure factors and
their sums. Using the ground state and Equations (B3,
B4), we calculated the structure factors and their sums
for K = 0, ..., L (see Appendix B). The magnetic struc-
ture factors in Figure 8 provide a description of the spa-
tial distribution of magnetic correlations along the one-
dimensional chain, calculated for a 12-site chain with
varying layers of the FALQON algorithm. In Figure 8
(a, b), we have the factor S̃zz(K) calculated for the pa-
rameters (a) κ = 0.2; g = 0.2 and (b) κ = 0.8; g = 0.2.
In Figure 8 (c, d), we have the sum of the factors S̃(K)
calculated for the parameters (c) κ = 0.2; g = 0.2 and
(d) κ = 0.8; g = 0.2.

The magnetic structure factors S̃µµ(K) provide infor-
mation about how spins at different positions along the
chain are correlated, with different K revealing different
length scales relevant to the magnetic properties of the
system. Meanwhile, the sum of the magnetic structure
factors provides an aggregate view of the global magnetic
properties of the system, highlighting aspects common to
all spin directions, crucial for understanding magnetic or-
der patterns that may arise in the model’s ground state.
By studying the dependencies of S̃(K) on K, significant
variations can be identified, indicating different magnetic
characteristics of the system. For example, peaks may

suggest specific oscillation modes or magnetic orders,
while valleys may indicate regions where magnetic cor-
relation is weaker.

The magnetic structure factors and their sums are cru-
cial tools for characterizing the magnetic properties of
models such as the ANNNI model. Through the analysis
of these quantities, valuable insights can be gained into
the local and global magnetic behavior of the system in
its ground state, revealing information about magnetic
phases and phase transitions that the system may un-
dergo.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we explored the potential of a feedback-
based quantum algorithm to analyze the critical prop-
erties of the ANNNI model. Our approach successfully
computed both ground and excited states without clas-
sical optimization methods, highlighting the efficiency of
the FALQON algorithm. We studied how FALQON re-
sponds when initialized with different eigenstates of Hx,
utilizing the symmetries present in the ANNNI model,
including inversion, reflection, and translation. By ini-
tializing with different eigenstates, we demonstrated that
the algorithm allows us to reach excited states by start-
ing from initial states that share their symmetries, thus
enabling us to calculate the energy of these higher energy
configurations.

Our detailed exploration included the phase diagram,
correlation functions, and structure factors. We em-
ployed the Finite Size Scaling method to study quan-
tum phase transitions, analyzed spin correlations in the
ground state to understand correlation functions, and
used the Discrete Fourier Transform to examine mag-
netic structure factors. Our findings establish FALQON
as a powerful tool to study magnetic systems, offering
valuable insights into the magnetic behavior and crit-
ical properties of the ANNNI model. Future research
may extend this approach to other quantum systems, fur-
ther validating the robustness and versatility of feedback-
based quantum algorithms in studying many-body quan-
tum phenomena.
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Appendix A: Symmetries

The analysis of the one-dimensional ANNNI model
with a transverse field is facilitated by investigating its
symmetries. A symmetry is a transformation that, when
applied to a physical system, does not alter its observ-
able properties, making it invariant under this transfor-
mation.

Consider an operator P representing a transformation
acting on a chain of L spin-1/2 sites. If this transforma-
tion is a symmetry of the system, then P commutes with
the system’s Hamiltonian H ([P,H] = 0). This implies
that all subspaces of P are invariant under the action of
H [24], allowing the construction of a set of eigenvectors
common to both H and P . The eigenvectors of H can
be identified by the eigenvalues ϕp of P , providing an
additional identification to the eigenstates of H beyond
their energy Eh. For simplicity, we refer to the eigen-
value ϕp simply as p, which will be the quantum number
associated with P .

If the system has more than one symmetry
{P1, P2, . . . , Pn} and the operators representing them
commute with each other, it is possible to construct a
basis from the eigenvectors common to H and these op-
erators. In this basis, the representation of the Hamilto-
nian matrix takes a block-diagonal form [25], where each
block corresponds to a vector subspace characterized by
the quantum numbers p1, p2, . . . , pn. This subspace is re-
ferred to as the sector of quantum numbers p1, p2, . . . , pn.
The vectors belonging to these subspaces are eigenvectors
of the operators, represented by:

|h, p1, p2, . . . , pn⟩ . (A1)

The invariance of P under the action of H also extends
to the temporal evolution of the system. If a system is
in an eigenstate of P at an initial time t0, it will remain
in that eigenstate with the same eigenvalue until a later
time t [26]. This is represented by the equation:

P U(t, t0) |p⟩ = U(t, t0)P |p⟩ = ϕp U(t, t0) |p⟩ (A2)

where U(t, t0) is the time evolution operator from t0 to
t. Thus, if at time t0, the system is in a state belonging
to a specific sector of quantum numbers, then after the
temporal evolution up to time t, the state of the system
will continue to belong to the same sector.

If P is a cyclic symmetry of order n (Zn) [27], meaning
it has a period n, where applying P n times to a specific
state results in the same initial state:

P n |ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩ (A3)

where |ψ⟩ is any state. Then the eigenvectors of P can
be expressed as:

|p⟩ = C

r−1∑
j=0

(ϕpP )
j |ψ⟩ (A4)

where C is a normalization constant. The eigenvalues of
P are expressed as:

ϕp = ei
2π
L p, p = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1 (A5)

If |p⟩ = 0, then it is not possible to form an eigenvector of
P with eigenvalue ϕp from the state |ψ⟩. In the ANNNI
model, three main symmetries are identified: spin inver-
sion, spatial reflection, and translation. The spin inver-
sion symmetry, represented by the operator I, acts on a
state by flipping the spins at each site:

|++−+−−+⟩ → | − −+−++−⟩.

Being a cyclic symmetry of order two, it has eigenvalues
ϕpI

= ±1, with corresponding eigenvectors:

|j, pI⟩ = C[1 + ϕpI
I] |ψ⟩ (A6)

where C is a normalization constant and j is a degeneracy
index.

The reflection symmetry is represented by the operator
R and flips the spin order about a central reflection point
in the chain:

R|d0 d1 · · · dL−2 dL−1⟩ = |dL−1 dL−2 · · · d1 d0⟩.

Similar to I, R is a cyclic symmetry of order two. Its
eigenvalues are ϕpR

= ±1, with corresponding eigenvec-
tors:

|j, pR⟩ = C[1 + ϕpR
R]|d0 d1 d2 · · · dL−1⟩. (A7)

The translation symmetry is represented by the op-
erator T . When acting on the chain, it shifts the site
positions cyclically:

T |d0 d1 · · · dL−2 dL−1⟩ = |d1 d2 · · · dL−1 d0⟩. (A8)

T is a cyclic symmetry with an order equal to the
chain size. Its eigenvalues are ϕpT

= ei
2π
L pT , where

pT = 0, 1, · · · , L − 1. The corresponding eigenvectors
are:

|j, pT ⟩ = C[1 + ϕpT
T + · · ·+ (ϕpT

T )L−1]|ψ⟩. (A9)

We could use the operators I,R, and T to form a set
of commuting operators. However, this is not possible
because the reflection operator R does not commute with
the translation operator T for all chain sizes. To resolve
this issue, we can instead use one of the powers of T
in place of T directly. In chains with an even number of
sites, we can use the operator TL/2 as a substitute, which
has eigenvalues ϕp

TL/2
= ±1 with eigenvectors:

|j, pTL/2⟩ = C[1 + ϕp
TL/2

TL/2] |ψ⟩ . (A10)

This way, we can identify the eigenvectors of the
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Hamiltonian by the quantum numbers h, pI , pR, pTL/2 :

|h, pI , pR, pTL/2⟩ . (A11)

In some sectors of the system, the translation operator
commutes with the inversion and reflection operators. In
these cases, the sectors can be further subdivided into
smaller sectors, also characterized by pT . Thus, by con-
structing a common basis for the operators I,R, TL/2

through successive applications of Eqs. (A6, A8, A10),
we can obtain a block-diagonal representation for the
Hamiltonian of the ANNNI model. Table I presents the
spectrum of the Hamiltonian of the ANNNI model for a
chain of 4 sites, obtained through exact diagonalization
of each block of the block-diagonal representation. Two
distinct parameter sets are considered: κ = 0.2, g = 0.2
and κ = 0.8, g = 0.2. Each row in the table represents a
specific configuration of quantum numbers characterizing
the sector, along with the energies of the eigenstates as-
sociated with these configurations for the two parameter
sets.

Table I. Spectrum of the Hamiltonian of the ANNNI model
for a 4-site chain, with different parameter sets (κ and g). The
quantum numbers pI , pR, pT2 , and pT indicate inversion, re-
flection, translation squared, and translation transformations,
respectively. The energies of the eigenstates associated with
these configurations are shown for the two parameter sets.
When a quantum number is not present, it is represented by
"-", indicating the absence of that transformation for the cor-
responding state.

pI pR pT 2 pT E(κ = 0.2, g = 0.2) E(κ = 0.8, g = 0.2)
0 0 0 0 -3.2516 -3.2994
0 0 0 0 -1.0829 -0.9493
0 0 0 2 -0.8000 -3.2000
0 0 0 0 0.3008 0.2263
0 0 0 0 4.8336 7.2223
1 0 0 0 -3.2492 -0.9657
1 0 0 0 0.0492 0.1657
0 1 0 2 0.0000 0.0000
1 1 0 2 -0.0331 -0.0222
1 1 0 2 4.8331 7.2222
0 0 1 - 0.0000 0.0000
1 0 1 - -0.9657 -3.2492
1 0 1 - 0.1657 0.0492
0 1 1 - 0.0000 0.0000
1 1 1 - -0.9657 -3.2492
1 1 1 - 0.1657 0.0492

Appendix B: Finite Size Scaling and Magnetic
Properties

The Finite Size Scaling (FSS) method, introduced by
Fisher and Barber [28, 29], is a powerful tool in statistical
physics and the theory of critical systems. It is often used

to study the behavior of physical systems around critical
points in finite dimensions, especially in systems with
phase transitions. The fundamental idea behind FSS is
that the physical properties of a system depend on its
size in a predictable and universal manner.

The energy gap of the quantum Hamiltonian ∆(κ, g) as
a function of parameters (κ, g) is inversely proportional
to the correlation length ξ. Thus, in the thermodynamic
limit, as the chain size L → ∞, the energy gap tends
to zero at the critical point, ∆(κ, g) → 0, leading to a
singularity where the correlation length diverges, ξ → ∞.
At the transition point, we have ξ ≈ L, so that we obtain

L

ξ
= L ·∆(κ, g) = L · (E1(κ, g)− E0(κ, g)) → 1, (B1)

where E0(κ, g) is the ground state energy and E1(κ, g) is
the energy of the first excited state calculated at point
(κ, g) for a chain of L sites. An estimate for the criti-
cal point (phase transition point) can be obtained when
the function L · (E1(κ, g) − E0(κ, g)) coincides for two
adjacent chain sizes, L and L + 1. In practical terms,
we plot the function L · (E1(κ, g)−E0(κ, g)) while fixing
one parameter and varying the other. When the plots for
two adjacent chain sizes overlap, the intersection point of
these curves provides the estimate of the critical point.
By repeating this process for successive pairs of larger
chains, we obtain a sequence of estimates that converge
to the value of the critical point as L→ ∞.

To investigate the magnetic properties obtainable ex-
clusively from the ground state in the context of the
ANNNI model, our aim was to explore the intricate rela-
tionships of the correlation functions that emerge, high-
lighting the nuances and implications these correlations
have on the magnetic properties of the system.

Understanding the ground state allows us to compute
the magnetic properties associated with each of the mag-
netic phases of the system, characterized by spin corre-
lation functions in real space,

Sµµ(r) = ⟨Sµ
i S

µ
i+r⟩, µ = x, y, z , (B2)

and their corresponding magnetic structure factors via
the Discrete Fourier Transform,

S̃µµ(K) =
1

L

L∑
i,j=1

eıK(i−j)⟨Sµ
i S

µ
j ⟩, µ = x, y, z , (B3)

as well as their sums,

S̃(K) =
∑

µ=x,y,z

S̃µµ(K) , (B4)

where ⟨. . .⟩ ≡ ⟨ψ0| . . . |ψ0⟩ denotes the average value in
the ground state, Sµ

i = 1
2σ

µ
i is the spin operator compo-

nent at site i (assuming ℏ = 1), r is the distance between
the sites where the correlation is being measured, and K
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(in units of 2π/L) is the wave number characterizing the
periodicity of magnetic ordering.

Appendix C: Quantum Lyapunov Control

The quantum Lyapunov control framework is utilized
to design one or more time-dependent controls aiming to
asymptotically guide a quantum dynamical system to-
wards a desired state [30]. To introduce this framework,
we start with a quantum system governed by the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation (assuming ℏ = 1),

i
d

dt
|Ψ(t)⟩ = [Hp +Hdβ(t)]|Ψ(t)⟩, (C1)

where Hp represents the time-independent part of the
Hamiltonian, referred to as the problem Hamiltonian.
On the other hand, Hd denotes the control Hamilto-
nian, which couples a time-dependent control function
β(t) to the system; this is termed the driver Hamiltonian.
The extension to cases with multiple control functions is
straightforward, as discussed, for example, in Ref. [16].

The quantum control problem addresses the projection
of β(t) to guide |Ψ(t)⟩ towards a state that minimizes an
objective function J . Quantum Lyapunov control has
been developed for various distinct objective functions,
such as capturing the distance to a target state [31–33],
the error relative to the target state [34], and the ex-
pected value of a target observable. In this context, we
focus on the observable case and define J as the expected
value of Hp,

J = ⟨Ψ(t)|Hp|Ψ(t)⟩. (C2)

To solve the control problem, the Lyapunov control
method seeks a function β(t) that leads to a monoton-
ically decreasing objective function J over time t. This
method is asymptotic, eliminating the need to specify an

endpoint in advance. Particularly, we seek a β(t) func-
tion that satisfies the derivative condition:

dJ

dt
≤ 0,∀t. (C3)

Evaluating the left-hand side of Eq. (C3) using Eqs. (C1)
and (C2), we obtain:

dJ

dt
= A(t)β(t), (C4)

where A(t) abbreviates the time-dependent expecta-
tion value A(t) ≡ ⟨Ψ(t)|i[Hd, Hp]|Ψ(t)⟩. The deriva-
tive condition in Eq. (C3) can be satisfied by choos-
ing β(t) = wf(t, A(t)), where w > 0 is a positive
weight and f(t, A(t)) is chosen such that f(t, 0) = 0
and A(t)f(t, A(t)) > 0 for all A(t) ̸= 0. The specific
formulation used in this article considers w = 1 and
f(t, A(t)) = A(t), resulting in the following control law:

β(t) = −A(t). (C5)

This control law satisfies the condition set by Eq. (C3),
resulting in dJ

dt = −(A(t))2 ≤ 0 for all A(t).

The convergence of quantum Lyapunov control has
been analyzed using the LaSalle’s invariance principle
[35], which identified a set of sufficient conditions to en-
sure asymptotic convergence to the global minimum of
Eq. (C2). However, these conditions are often strin-
gent and rarely met in practical applications. Nonethe-
less, convergence to the global minimum is frequently ob-
served in practice, as demonstrated by numerical simula-
tions [1, 15], even in scenarios where theoretical conver-
gence criteria are not satisfied. Better understanding the
necessary conditions for the convergence of quantum Lya-
punov control, in order to bridge the gap between math-
ematical results and numerical observations, remains an
open and intriguing research challenge.
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