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In order to gain a deeper understanding of complex systems and infer key information using
minimal data, I classify all configurations based on classical probability, starting from the dimensions
of energy and different categories of configurations. By utilizing the principle of maximum entropy,
it is concluded that all possible configurations with the same energy have equal probabilities of
occurrence. By using different representations of high and low energy, the emergence of a transition
point has been inferred. Finally, I take the Ising model as an example and calculate the transition
point of the thermodynamic phase transition, which is determined to be 2.25. This value is very
close to the simulation value obtained by Monte Carlo method, but I have only consumed a small
amount of computational resources in the process.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of phase transition points has always been
an important topic of strongly correlated systems, and
the algorithms proposed for strongly correlated sys-
tems have been applied to physics, chemistry and other
fields, providing great insight into understanding the
nature of these phenomena. In all these algorithms,
the main ones that have attracted attention are Monte
Carlo’s algorithm and the algorithm of tensor networks.
These two algorithms offer powerful tools for challeng-
ing strongly correlated problems in fields such as high-
energy physics[1], condensed matter physics[2, 3], nuclear
physics[4], and chemistry[5, 6], and the algorithm itself
has continued to develop in recent decades. However,
some of the problems faced by these two algorithms have
not been well solved.

As we use in physics simulations, any computational
technique have their limitations and drawbacks. For ex-
ample, Quantum Monte Carlo (QMC)[7–9] methods suf-
fer from the “sign problem”, which means that the proba-
bility distribution being sampled is not positive-definite,
leading to statistical noise and slow convergence. This
issue becomes particularly severe when simulating inter-
acting systems with fermions.[10] The accuracy of tensor
network algorithms decreases as the size of the system in-
creases. This limitation is due to the exponential growth
of the tensor dimensions, making it computationally in-
feasible to simulate large systems[11].

Here, instead of solving these problems, we have made
some attempts to develop new methods in order to sup-
plement existing calculation methods. Our research sub-
jects started with the Ising model. The Ising model ex-
hibits a phase transition at a critical temperature, where
the system undergoes a sudden change in its magnetic
properties. Below the critical temperature, the spins are
ordered and aligned in the same direction, producing a
net magnetization. Above the critical temperature, the
spins become disordered and randomly oriented, and the
net magnetization approaches zero.

The principles of quantum mechanics allow for explor-

ing a wide variety of possible states for microscopic par-
ticles. For Ising model, the spin of a particle can be in
a state called “spin up” or “spin down,” which describes
the orientation of the particle’s spin relative to a chosen
axis. In quantum statistical mechanics, the distribution
function is described by the Fermi-Dirac or Bose-Einstein
distribution, which applies to interacting particles with
integer or half-integer spin, respectively. So, could we
calculate the probability of multiple particles appearing
in various states directly? This way can be challenging
because it requires knowing the exact positions and mo-
menta of all the particles in the system, which is gener-
ally impossible. In addition, the probability of observing
a particular configuration of particles can depend on the
interactions between the particles and the system’s envi-
ronment, making the problem even more complex. How-
ever, by using the fundamental laws of physics, we can
categorize all possible states and directly calculate some
of these special classes. By combining these calculations
with our understanding of related physical laws, we can
then solve for phase transition points. This approach al-
lows us to keep computational requirements within an
acceptable range and provides us with a powerful tool
for studying complex systems and their behavior. In
the Ising model, we first classify all possible states based
on the average spin of all particles. We then categorize
the states further based on their energy levels. However,
when dealing with a large number of particles, it becomes
impractical to determine the number of configurations
possible for each energy level and spin state directly.

To address this problem, we discovered that the num-
ber of configurations possible for each energy level and
spin state is highest further away from the central point
in a lower energy location, and lower for higher energy
locations, where the number of configurations is highest
closer to the central point. However, at very low ener-
gies, the maximum value point may not necessarily ap-
pear at the furthest point from the center, it may be very
close. The transition between energy states is modeled
by moving from high to low energy, and each transition
corresponds to a change from one calculated situation to
another.
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As we move closer to the phase transition point, the
energy gap between the states becomes smaller, resulting
in an upper bound to the gap in the number of configura-
tions between the states. This means that there exists an
energy level at which the number of configuration changes
from edge to center most slowly compared to all energy
levels. We conjecture that this point is closely related to
the phase change point.

II. THOERY

In the Ising model, individual particles are typically de-
picted as spins that can be in one of two states, whereas
in Glass models, individual particles can possess a signif-
icantly greater number of states. However, observing the
state of individual particles in a real system is consid-
erably more challenging than observing the state of the
system as a whole. To establish a relationship between
the possible states of an individual particle and the pos-
sible states of the entire system, the approach taken here
is to average the possible states of all particles directly.
By utilizing the aforementioned method, we are able to
determine the range of potential states for the entire sys-
tem. When representing the spin direction as 1 and -1,
the overall average value for both the Ising model and the
spin glass model ranges from -1 to 1. Our algorithm ini-
tially categorizes the system based on the spin average,
which can also be interpreted as a means of distinguishing
based on upward magnetization strength, as illustrated
in the aforementioned examples Fig. 1-Fig. 4.

FIG. 1. In the case of J=1 and n=10, the lowest energy
configurations calculated for spin configurations of varying
proportions are not parallel to the x-axis, but rather exhibit
an initial increase with increasing x, followed by a convergence
towards parallelism with the x-axis. When approaching a
proportion of 1, the configurations initially exhibit a decrease
and ultimately exhibit symmetry with the configurations on
the left.(inside figure).

Periodic boundary conditions are particularly useful
for Monte Carlo simulations of systems that are large
enough to be affected by boundary effects, but for which

FIG. 2. When J=1 and n=100, the lowest energy configura-
tions calculated for spin configurations of varying proportions
are relatively closer to parallelism with the x-axis compared
to those in Figure 1.(inside figure) (inside figure).

FIG. 3. When J=1 and n=10, and an external magnetic
field of B=0.2 is applied, there is a small upward lift on the
right end compared to Figure 1.(inside figure).

FIG. 4. When J=1 and n=10, and an external magnetic field
of B=0.2 is applied, there is a small upward lift on the right
end compared to Figure 2.
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it is computationally expensive to simulate the entire sys-
tem. By assuming periodicity, the simulation can be run
on a smaller “unit cell” of the system, which reduces
the computational cost while still capturing the essential
behavior of the larger system. We use the same peri-
odic boundary conditions as Monte Carlo’s algorithm,
but only calculate the energy within the “unit cell”.

Given a Hamiltonian quantity, we can compute the
energy of various configurations and determine the range
of possible energy values. So, we subsequently categorize
the states that were previously classified based on their
energy magnitude. This provides the range of potential
values for all possible states in both the spin average and
energy dimensions.

Moving forward, let’s focus on the Ising model, begin-
ning with the scenario of zero magnetic field strength.

H = −J
∑
i,j

SiSj , (1)

In the preceding discussion, we categorized all potential
states based on the dimensions of spin average and en-
ergy. With J=1 and n=10, we are now able to generate
a diagram.as show in Fig. 1 When the value of n is con-
siderably large, When J>0 and n is significantly large,as
show in Fig. 2 the magnitude of energy is plotted on the
vertical axis, and the degree of spin up and down is repre-
sented on the horizontal axis, where 1 and -1 denote spin
up and down, respectively. The transverse axis is deter-
mined by calculating the sum of all spins and dividing the
result by the number of spins. As depicted in the above
figure, in the absence of an external field, the left and
right sides are symmetric, which means the state with
the lowest energy is when all spins are either up or down.
For n=10, a line can be observed near the horizontal axis.
The line, which is close to the horizontal axis and repre-
sents the minimum energy state, starts increasing slowly
from x=-1 as the horizontal axis increases, approaches
the straight line near x=1, and then gradually decreases.
For large values of n, this line almost overlaps with the x-
axis in the above figure. When a magnetic field strength
is present, the Hamiltonian changes to:

H = −J
∑
i,j

SiSj + B
∑
k

Sk;Sk = ±1 (2)

Given J=1 and n=10 with a magnetic field strength of
B=0.2, we can plot,as show in Fig. 3 . When n takes a
relatively large value,as show in Fig. 4.

Due to the applied magnetic field strength being
greater than 0, the energy of the system is higher when
all spins are facing up compared to that when they are
all facing down. The probability of energy in various
states will vary at different temperatures. At low tem-
peratures, the Ising model will tend to have lower values
on the vertical axis, while at higher temperatures it will
tend towards higher values. In the above figure, bosons
and fermions exhibit different characteristics.

We have classified all possible states that the model
can produce, and in order to link them to the phase
transition points, further analysis and calculations are
required. Once the ratio of the mean spin up and the
energy magnitude has been determined, corresponding
to the values of the abscissa and ordinate in the above
figure, further analysis and calculations are needed to es-
tablish their connection to the phase transition points.
When the ratio of mean spin up to energy magnitude
has been determined, which corresponds to the values
of the abscissa and ordinate in the above figure, further
analysis and calculations can be performed to understand
the phase transition points. Points on the horizontal and
vertical axes may have multiple solutions, which can be
calculated using classical probability. However, these so-
lutions are computationally intensive. To overcome this
problem, we propose to calculate the values correspond-
ing to only a small number of points, and then analyze
the overall distribution using the trend of the values in
different locations. A valid trend must incorporate the
maximum entropy principle[12–16].

The maximum entropy principle is a fundamental con-
cept in statistical mechanics, which is the branch of
physics that studies the behavior of large collections of
particles. It states that, when we don’t have complete
information about a system, the best way to make pre-
dictions about its behavior is to choose the probability
distribution that has the highest entropy, subject to any
constraints that we do know. We assume that all config-
urations with the same energy have an equal probability
of appearing in a quantum system.

III. ISING MODEL

Taking the Ising model as an example, we aim to in-
vestigate the number of corresponding configurations at
points located at different locations. To achieve this,
we calculate the number of configurations for the three
points of the triangle depicted above. The solutions for
the left and right points are obviously unique, whereas
the vertex has two possible solutions. Next, we consider
two cases to explore more general laws. The first case
involves selecting an energy near the bottom to calculate
the corresponding configuration. In the second case, an
energy near the vertex is selected to explore the distribu-
tion of states. Then, we demonstrate that the number of
configurations generated decreases towards the center as
the ratio of spin-up decreases, with the maximum value
being found at or near the boundaries.

When given a specific energy, the leftmost point be-
comes the extreme point, and in this scenario, every lat-
tice point with a spin-up orientation is encircled by points
with a spin-down orientation. If you move slightly to the
right, the number of lattice points with spin up increases
by 1, and two cases arise: three particles connected to-
gether, or two pairs of two particles. We set the prob-
ability of m particles with upward spin surrounded by
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FIG. 5. This figure is a schematic diagram illustrating the
principle. When the energy is very low and close to the min-
imum energy point, the different types of configurations that
can be generated for a given energy are mainly concentrated
at the two ends.

FIG. 6. This figure is a schematic diagram illustrating the
principle. When the energy is very high and close to the max-
imum energy point, the different types of configurations that
can be generated for a given energy are mainly concentrated
in the middle.

spins pointing downward as K. Additionally, we denote
the probability of a scenario where m-1 particles have up-
ward spin surrounded by downward spins as k1. In the
aforementioned scenario, we only need to flip another
lattice point with surrounding spins pointing upward to
satisfy the conditions required to obtain K. In the sce-
nario where there are m-2 particles with an upward spin
orientation, to maintain energy conservation, we can only
select to flip two lattice points around the m-2 particles
with an upward spin orientation. In the case of very low
energy as show in Fig. 5 , the number of possible config-
urations obtained in the former scenario is greater than
that in the latter. We can obtain the scenario in the
figure by mathematical induction.

And when the energy is relatively high we can get
Fig. 6.

When the energy takes its maximum value in the
Ising model, the lattice points with upward spin orienta-
tion and those with downward spin orientation alternate.
Each lattice point with upward spin is surrounded by
those with downward spin, while each lattice point with
downward spin is surrounded by those with upward spin.
Flipping the lattice points with upward spin orientation
in this configuration yields the same scenario as that in
the case of very low energy. Moving from the middle to
the left, the number of possible configurations obtained
while maintaining the same energy decreases.

When the energy difference is extremely small, the dis-
tribution difference of configurations will also be minimal
since flipping a spin induces an energy change less than
4. Thus, each configuration can be achieved by flipping
the spin with energy differences of either 2 or 4. There-
fore, when the energy magnitudes are relatively close, we
can infer that the distribution of configurations is similar.
We can infer the existence of a transition point between
the two situations described above. Below this point, the
configurations are mainly concentrated near the bound-
ary, while above it, the configurations are mainly concen-
trated at the origin.

Based on the above inference, assuming that the criti-
cal point occurs at a specific energy level, the configura-
tion exhibits higher symmetry at this level. Through the
use of detailed balancing and other rules, we are able to
calculate this point. Further, we believe that this point
is very close to the phase transition point, and we can
approximate the critical point by finding this particular
point.

IV. CRITICAL POINT

To compute all configurations for a given vertical axis
Ei, we can calculate the distribution type of Figure 3
and Figure 4, which corresponds to Ei. The configu-
rations presented are temperature-independent, and the
total number of these configurations, denoted as Ci, can
be counted. If we sum up the energy associated with
each Ci, we can obtain all possible configurations, and
the distribution of configurations corresponding to each
energy level can be recorded as Ci relative to the total.
The magnetic field distribution for each energy is repre-
sented by mi. The calculation of the average energy can
be expressed as follows:

E = E1C1 + E2C2 + E3C3 + ... + EiCi + ... (3)

And since Ci is a constant that does not change with
temperature, we can derive a new formula for calculating
energy. We can calculate the average value of different
quantities using the following equation.

M = E1C1M1 + E2C2M2 + E3C3M3 + ... + EiCiMi + ...
(4)

The next problem we face is how to calculate phase
transitions and other issues. Firstly, since the value of
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FIG. 7. As the energy increases, the spins change from being
mainly concentrated at the two ends to being concentrated in
the middle, where there is a transition point e0 that can be
approximated as the critical temperature of the phase transi-
tion.

Ci is determined, we can calculate it directly. The ra-
tio of each energy configuration can be calculated by the
partition function. When the temperature is fixed, the
ratios of these configurations are also determined accord-
ingly. For the Ising model with a scale of n, the value of
Ci can be calculated from the n x n matrix composed
of 1 and -1 representing the Ising model. However, this
method is computationally intensive.

Because I directly investigate the direct relationship
between the phase transition point and the transition
point between the two graphs found above. Firstly, we
derive M. Because the magnetic field strength above the
transition point is approximately 0, while below the tran-
sition point, the magnetic field strength has a larger
value.

We consider the strength of the magnetic field, and it
is evident that below the transition point, m decreases
as E increases. However, the strength of the magnetic
field has an image of values close to the edge. Above the
transition point, the value of m decreases as E increases,
but the magnetic field strength is close to the midpoint.
Similarly, below the transition point, m also decreases
with increasing E, but the magnetic field strength is close
to the edge. At the exact transition point, the value
of m is in the middle. It shows that the derivative of
m with respect to E reaches its maximum value at the
transformation point as show Fig. 7.

The size of the area can be approximately obtained
from the above figure as Ei*1, where Ei corresponds to
the energy at the transformation point. Therefore, the
result obtained in the previous section is the point Ei.
Therefore, the phase transition point is approximately
equal to the energy transformation point.

We are considering the configuration distribution of a
certain energy, where the x-axis is near 0. In this situa-
tion, the probability of the spin distribution being up and
down is almost equal. We want to obtain the derivative
of this point. Flipping a spin from up to down results in
an energy change of 4 if the flipped spin is surrounded by

FIG. 8. The four different types of spins are shown above,
distributed according to different energies. Figure 1(m2) rep-
resents a spin with four neighboring spins different from it-
self, with an energy of 4. Figure 2(m1) represents a spin with
three neighboring spins different from itself, with an energy of
2. Figure 3(m5) represents a spin with two neighboring spins
different from itself, with an energy of 0. Figure 4(m3) rep-
resents a spin with one neighboring spin different from itself,
with an energy of -2.

spins that are all pointing down. However, if there are
only three neighboring spins pointing downwards, the en-
ergy change is 2. Near the zero point, we summarized the
following five situations. The proportions of each situa-
tion are respectively marked as m1,m2,m3,m4 and m5

as show in Fig. 8.
If we flip the particles in the graph, we can obtain the

relationships shown in the table 1
The table 1 shows the situations where flipping parti-

cles in the five configurations results in other particles,
with the positive and negative signs indicating the in-
crease and decrease of particles, respectively. From the
table 1, we can easily obtain a particularly stable situa-
tion where

m1 + m5 = 1.5m3 (5)

TABLE I. The following table represents the relationship be-
tween different configurations. When m1 is decreased by 4,
m2 and m3 increase by 1 and 3, respectively. When m2 is de-
creased by 1, m4 increases by 1. When m3 is decreased by 4,
m1 and m5 increase by 2, respectively. When m4 is decreased
by 1, m2 increases by 1. When m5 is decreased by 4, m3 and
m4 increase by 3 and 1, respectively.

m1 m2 m3 m4 m5
-4 +1 +3

-1 +1
+2 −4 +2

+1 −1
+3 +1 −4
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and m2 and m4 does not existm2 = m4 = 0. By consid-
ering the principle of detailed balance. As a result, we
obtain

m5 = e−2/Tm1,m4 = e−4/Tm2 (6)

So by approximating temperature as the average energy
of particles, we can obtain the equation 7.

m1 + 2m2 − 2m4 −m5 = T − 2 (7)

m1 + m2 + m3 + m4 + m5 = 1 (8)

As a result, we obtain T=2.25

V. CONCLUSION

Using classical probability, we can categorize all possi-
ble configurations. For the Ising model, for example, we
can classify them based on the ratio of different particles
that may appear, which is the proportion of spins point-
ing upward. Similarly, when the Heisenberg equation is
given, we can obtain the energy of different configura-
tions. In this way, from the perspectives of energy and

configuration categories, we can classify all possible gen-
erated configurations. Furthermore, we also observed a
gap between the graph of the Ising model and the x-axis.
Based on this observation, we plotted the graph and con-
sidered two scenarios of different scales. We found that
as the scale increases, the gap almost disappears. We
further considered the case of an external magnetic field,
in which case one of the angles of the triangular shape is
slightly lifted. Next, we calculated two scenarios where
the energy is close to the highest and lowest possible val-
ues, and inferred that, under a given energy, the num-
ber of configurations that can be generated gradually
decreases as the proportion of spins pointing downward
decreases from 1 to 0.5 in the case of very low energy.
However, for cases where the energy is very high, the
number of configurations that can be generated continu-
ously increases as the proportion of spins pointing down-
ward decreases from 1 to 0.5.Because each configuration
can be generated by flipping the nearby energy, we infer
that the shape of the graph does not change dramati-
cally as the energy increases. Based on this, we infer the
existence of a transition point, which we associate with
the phase transition point. To determine this transition
point, we assume that this transition occurs at a given
energy. We take the Ising model as an example and solve
it specifically using detailed balance, and finally draw a
conclusion.
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