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Rydberg atom array experiments have demonstrated the ability to act as powerful quantum simu-
lators, preparing strongly-correlated phases of matter which are challenging to study for conventional
computer simulations. A key direction has been the implementation of interactions on frustrated
geometries, in an effort to prepare exotic many-body states such as spin liquids and glasses. In
this paper, we apply two-dimensional recurrent neural network (RNN) wave functions to study the
ground states of Rydberg atom arrays on the kagome lattice. We implement an annealing scheme
to find the RNN variational parameters in regions of the phase diagram where exotic phases may
occur, corresponding to rough optimization landscapes. For Rydberg atom array Hamiltonians
studied previously on the kagome lattice, our RNN ground states show no evidence of exotic spin
liquid or emergent glassy behavior. In the latter case, we argue that the presence of a non-zero
Edwards-Anderson order parameter is an artifact of the long autocorrelations times experienced
with quantum Monte Carlo simulations. This result emphasizes the utility of autoregressive models,
such as RNNs, to explore Rydberg atom array physics on frustrated lattices and beyond.

I. INTRODUCTION

Rydberg atom arrays have emerged as a rich play-
ground for quantum simulation of many-body prob-
lems [1]. A key property of these arrays is their high
degree of programmability, which enables the realization
of multiple Hamiltonians on different lattice geometries
and parameter ranges. This programmability facilitates
the simulation of a wide array of phases of matter [2, 3]
and enables the solution to challenging combinatorial op-
timization problems [3–5]. Remarkably, the preparation
of spin liquid phases—disordered phases of matter char-
acterized by the presence of anyonic excitations, topolog-
ical invariants, and long-range entanglement—has been
demonstrated in programmable Rydberg arrays, poten-
tially serving as building blocks of future generation of
fault-tolerant qubits [6–8].

Recent numerical studies have investigated the physics
of the ground state of Rydberg atom arrays in different
lattice geometries, in particular in one [9] and two spatial
dimensions in various geometries [10–16]. In lattices such
as ruby and honeycomb lattices, strong numerical evi-
dence favours the existence of a spin liquid phase in agree-
ment with experiments [14, 16]. Another recent example
is the kagome lattice, where Density Matrix Renormal-
ization Group (DMRG) [17, 18] studies provided evidence
that Rydberg atom arrays host a liquid-like regime [13],
while Quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) simulations pre-
dicted the existence of a spin glass phase [19]. These
systems display frustration arising from lattice geometry
and Hamiltonian interactions, leading to the existence of
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a large number of quantum states with nearly degenerate
energies but markedly different properties. This makes it
computationally difficult to accurately approximate the
ground state of these systems.

Here we focus on applying recurrent neural network
(RNNs) wave functions [20, 21] to a Rydberg array
of atoms on the kagome lattice. The effectiveness of
RNNs and Transformer language models has already
been demonstrated in Rydberg atom arrays on the square
lattice [22–24]. RNNs possess two key properties that
make them particularly well-suited for studying frus-
trated systems. Firstly, their ability to perform exact
sampling helps mitigate frustration-induced ergodicity
issues in quantum Monte Carlo. Secondly, the abil-
ity to define them in any spatial dimension without in-
curring additional computational intractability helps ad-
dress challenges faced by techniques like DMRG, such
as the increased computational cost stemming from in-
creased entanglement in higher dimensions [20, 25].

Our findings reveal that in the highly frustrated and
highly entangled regimes of the system, the RNN pre-
dicts a paramagnetic phase without topological order,
consistent with earlier QMC simulations [19]. However,
in contrast to the QMC results in Ref. 19, the RNN sug-
gests the absence of a spin-glass phase. Nevertheless, in
agreement with QMC, our numerical simulations indi-
cate the emergence of a rugged optimization landscape,
necessitating more optimization steps and thermal-like
fluctuations to mitigate local minima in the RNN’s pa-
rameter landscape.

Overall, our results showcase the remarkable applica-
bility and advantages of machine learning-based wave
functions, particularly RNNs, in tackling challenging
problems at the forefront of Rydberg atom array physics.
These findings pave the way for further exploration of ex-
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otic phases and phenomena in highly frustrated quantum
systems, harnessing the power of modern machine learn-
ing techniques to advance our understanding in this field.

II. METHODS

We focus our attention on an array of neutral atoms
on the kagome lattice, interacting via laser excitation to
atomic Rydberg states. We consider a lattice with pe-
riodic boundary conditions (PBC). The Hamiltonian of
this system is given by [1, 13]:

Ĥ = −
N∑
i=1

Ω

2

(
|g⟩i ⟨r|i + |r⟩i ⟨g|i

)
− δ

N∑
i=1

|r⟩i ⟨r|i

+
1

2

∑
i,j

V (||xi − xj ||) |r⟩i ⟨r|i ⊗ |r⟩j ⟨r|j .

Here |g⟩i , |r⟩i are respectively the ground and excited
states of the Rydberg atom i. Ω is the Rabi frequency
and δ is the laser detuning. V (R) = C/R6 is the re-
pulsive potential due to the dipole-dipole interaction be-
tween Rydberg atoms, which is responsible for the block-
ade mechanism [1]. In practice, we define a blockade ra-
dius Rb such that V (Rb/a) = Ω, where a is the distance
between two neighbouring Rydberg atoms. Finally, we
note that the sum over all possible pairs is truncated
to a sum over neighbors separated by a distance cutoff
Rc = 2 or Rc = 4. The choice Rc = 2 is taken to compare
with the DMRG results reported in Ref. [13] as well as
with the QMC findings in Ref. [19].

A. Two dimensional RNNs

The Rydberg Hamiltonian is stoquastic in nature [26],
which implies that the ground-state wave function con-
tains only positive amplitudes. This offers the oppor-
tunity to model the ground state with an RNN wave
function with only positive amplitudes [20] which we
adopt below. Complex extensions of RNN wave func-
tions for non-stoquastic Hamiltonians have been explored
in Refs. [20, 21, 25]. To model a positive RNN wave func-
tion, we can express our ansatz in the computational ba-
sis as:

Ψθ(σ) =
√
pθ(σ),

such that θ corresponds to the variational parameters of
the ansatz |Ψθ⟩, and σ = (σ1, σ2, . . . , σN ) is a configura-
tion of the Rydberg atoms. The main advantage of using
RNN wave functions is the possibility of estimating ob-
servables through autoregressive sampling, which allows
obtaining uncorrelated samples by construction [20]. To
do so, we model the joint probability pθ(σ) by construct-
ing the conditionals pθ(σi|σ<i) by taking advantage of
the probability chain rule

pθ(σ) = pθ(σ1)pθ(σ2|σ1) · · · pθ(σN |σN−1, . . . , σ2, σ1).

These conditional probabilities are obtained through a
Softmax layer as follows:

pθ(σi|σ<i) = yi · σi.

Here yi = Softmax(Uhi + c) where U and c are, respec-
tively, trainable weights and biases, and ‘Softmax’ corre-
sponds to the normalizing Softmax activation function.
Additionally, the memory (hidden) state hi is obtained
recursively as [27]:

hi = f(W [hi−1;σi−1] + b), (1)

such that [.; .] is a concatenation of two vectors, while
σi−1 is a one-hot encoding of σi−1. These computations
are illustrated in Fig. 1(a). W and b are also trainable
weights and biases, and f is a user-defined activation
function.

By virtue of the ‘Softmax’ activation function, the con-
ditionals pθ(σi|σ<i) are normalized to one. This property
implies that the RNN joint probability pθ is also nor-
malized [20]. Furthermore, by sampling the conditionals
pθ(σi|σ<i) sequentially, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b), we can
extract exact samples from the joint RNN probability pθ.
An attractive property of this scheme is the possibility
to efficiently generate uncorrelated samples from differ-
ent modes present in pθ, whereas traditional Metropolis
sampling scheme may get stuck in only one mode.

The atom configurations of a Rydberg atom array on
a kagome lattice can be seen as an L × L × 3 array of
binary degrees of freedom where L is the size of each side
of the lattice. As illustrated in Fig. 1(c), we can map our
kagome lattice with a local Hilbert space of 2 to a square
lattice with an enlarged Hilbert space of size 23 = 8 which
we can study using our two-dimensional (2D) RNN wave
function [23, 28].

To construct a 2D RNN ansatz that can handle PBC,
we modify our RNN recursion in Eq. (1) to a two-
dimensional recursion relation as:

hi,j = f
(
W [Neighbours(hi,j); Neighbours(σi,j)] + b

)
.

(2)

hi,j is a memory state with two indices for each atom in
the two-dimensional lattice. Here ‘Neighbours(σi,j)’ re-
turns a concatenation of the neighbours of σi,j . The same
observation goes for ‘Neighbours(hi,j)’. These neigh-
bours correspond to incoming vectors indicated by the
black and blue arrows as illustrated in Fig. 1(d). More
specifically, we define

Neighbours(hi,j) ≡ [hi−(−1)j ,j ;hi,j−1;0;0]

on the bulk. On the boundaries, we take

Neighbours(hi,j) ≡ [hi−(−1)j ,j ;hi,j−1;

hi+(−1)j ,j ;hi,j+1].

Note that PBC on the indices is assumed. The additional
inputs σi+(−1)j ,j , σi,j+1 and hidden states hi+(−1)j ,j ,
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Figure 1. (a) An illustration of a positive RNN wave function. Each RNN cell receives an input σn−1 and a hidden state
hn−1 and outputs a new hidden state hn. This vector is taken as an input to the Softmax layer (denoted S) that computes
the conditional probability Pi. (b) RNN autoregressive sampling scheme: after obtaining the probability vector yi from the
Softmax layer (S) in step i, we sample it to produce σi. The latter is taken again as an input to the RNN along with the hidden
state hi to sample the following degree of freedom σi+1. (c) Mapping of a Kagome lattice to a square lattice by embedding
three atoms in a larger local Hilbert space. (d) A two-dimensional (2D) RNN with periodic boundary conditions for a 3 × 3
lattice for illustration purposes. A bulk RNN cell receives two hidden states hi,j−1 and hi−(−1)j ,j , as well as two input vectors
σi,j−1 and σi−(−1)j ,j (not shown) as illustrated by the black solid arrows. RNN cells at the boundary receive additional hidden
states hi,j+1 and hi+(−1)j ,j , as well as two input vectors σi,j+1 and σi+(−1)j ,j (not shown), as demonstrated by the blue curved
and solid arrows. The sampling path is taken as a zigzag path, as demonstrated by the dashed red arrows. The initial memory
states of the 2D RNN and the initial inputs are null vectors, as indicated by the dashed black arrows.

hi,j+1 allow to take PBC into account and to introduce
correlations between degrees of freedom at the bound-
aries. During the autoregressive sampling procedure, the
input and hidden vectors are initialized to a null vector
if not previously defined to preserve the autoregressive
nature of our scheme, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). Also,
note that the particular choice of the indices is motivated
by the zigzag sampling path. In this study, we use an
advanced version of 2D RNNs incorporating the gating
mechanism as previously done in Refs. [25, 29, 30]. More
details can be found in Appendix. A. Finally, since hi,j

is a summary of the history of the generated σ<i,j , it is
used to compute the conditional probabilities as follows:

pθ(σi,j |σ<i,j) = Softmax(Uhi,j + c) · σi,j . (3)

B. Supplementing RNN optimization with
annealing

To reach the ground state of the Rydberg atoms array
Hamiltonian on the kagome lattice, we minimize the en-
ergy expectation value Eθ = ⟨Ψθ| Ĥ |Ψθ⟩ using the Varia-
tional Monte Carlo (VMC) scheme [31] (see Appendix B).
Due to the frustrated nature of the kagome lattice which
can induce local minima in the VMC scheme, we lever-
age annealing with thermal-like fluctuations to mitigate
local minima. This technique has been suggested and
implemented in Refs. [21, 25, 28, 32–34]. In this case, we
obtain a free-energy like cost function, defined as

Fθ(n) = Eθ − T (n)Sclassical(pθ), (4)

where Fθ is a variational pseudo Free energy and Sclassical

is the classical Shannon entropy:

Sclassical(pθ) = −
∑
σ

pθ(σ) log (pθ(σ)) . (5)

The previous sum goes over all classical Rydberg con-
figurations {σ} in the computational z-basis. Note that
Sclassical is a pseudo-entropy that can be efficiently esti-
mated using our RNN wave function as opposed to the
quantum von Neumann entropy. Additionally, T (n) is
a pseudo-temperature that is annealed from some initial
value T0 to zero as follows: T (n) = T0(1 − n/Na) where
n ∈ [0, Na] and Na is the total number of annealing steps.
We present more details about the hyperparameters of
our training scheme in Appendix. C.

C. Topological entanglement entropy

To investigate the existence of a topological property in
the Rydberg atom arrays on the kagome lattice, we com-
pute the topological entanglement entropy (TEE) [35–
41]. For a gapped phase of matter, where the area law
is satisfied, the Renyi-2 entanglement entropy follows the
scaling law S2(A) = aL−γ+O(L−1), assuming A and B
is partition of the system, L is the size of the boundary
between A and B and S2(A) ≡ − log(Tr(ρ2A)). In this
case, γ is the so-called TEE. In this paper, we use the
swap trick with our RNN wave function ansatz [20, 42, 43]
to calculate the second Renyi entropy S2 to extract the
TEE γ.
We extract γ using two different strategies, namely the

Kitaev-Preskill construction [38] and the Levin-Wen con-
struction [37], illustrated in Fig. 2. The Kitaev-Preskill
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Figure 2. (a) A sketch of the parts A, B, and C that we
use for Kitaev-Preskill construction to compute the TEE. (b)
Levin-Wen construction using the regions A,B,C and D. For
the Rydberg atoms Hamiltonian on a kagome lattice, each dot
on the square lattice corresponds to a block of three binary
degrees of freedom, as shown in Fig. 1(c).

construction consists of choosing three subregions A, B,
C with geometries as shown in Fig. 2(a). The TEE can
be then obtained by computing

γ = −S2(A)− S2(B)− S2(C) + S2(AB)

+ S2(AC) + S2(BC)− S2(ABC),

where S2(A) is the second Renyi entropy of the subsys-
tem A, and AB is the union of A and B and similarly
for the other terms. It is worth mentioning that finite
size effects on γ can be reduced by extrapolating the
size of the subregions [38, 44]. Finally, note that this
approach combined with RNN wave functions was suc-
cessful in extracting a non-zero TEE on the toric code
and the hard-core Bose-Hubbard model on the kagome
lattice [28].

The Levin-Wen construction allows to extract the TEE
γ by constructing four different subsystems A1 = A∪B∪
C ∪D,A2 = A∪C ∪D,A3 = A∪B ∪D and A4 = A∪D
as illustrated in Fig. 2(b) such that [40]:

γ =
−S2(A1) + S2(A2) + S2(A3)− S2(A4)

2
.

Note that finite size effects on γ can be reduced by ex-
trapolating the width and thickness of A1, A2, A3 and
A4 [40, 44].

Finally, we would like to highlight that our ability
to study quantum systems with fully periodic boundary
conditions is key to mitigating boundary effects, as op-
posed to cylinders used in DMRG [45, 46], which can
introduce boundary effects in the TEE value [13].

III. RESULTS

According to the RNN numerics, our results show that
the ground state at Rb = 1.95 and δ = 3.3, which is
suggested to be in the spin-liquid phase according to
Ref. [13], is rather a disordered state with no topological

order. We first plot the correlations ⟨n0nr⟩ in Fig. 3(a).
The results indicate that the extracted state has short-
range correlations. To confirm the correctness of our
variational implementation, we perform a sanity check
and compare our ground state energies with QMC and
DMRG as shown in Appendix D. We found a good agree-
ment between our RNN energies and QMC as well as
DMRG energies. Most importantly, we observe that our
RNN results using only dh = 100 are more accurate com-
pared to DMRG with a bond dimension χ = 1000 in the
highly entangled regime at Rb = 1.95 and δ = 3.3.
To investigate the existence of a spin liquid in this

regime, we calculate the TEE γ using the Kitaev-Preskill
construction [38] for a system size L = 8 (see Fig. 2(a)),
and for different values of δ ∈ [2.0, 3.7] and Rc = 2, 4 at
Rb = 1.95. We also do the same using the Levin-Wen
construction [40] in Fig. 2(b). Our results, illustrated in
Fig. 3(b) suggest that the TEE extracted by the RNN is
consistent with zero and different from ln(2) within error
bars. These results suggest the non-existence of a spin
liquid within our settings and also suggest that the state
we find in this regime is a disordered state. Our findings
are further corroborated by a recent QMC study [19] and
also by previous results in the literature suggesting that
the paramagnetic ‘liquid’ phase in Ising systems on the
kagome lattice is not exotic [47–49].
In this QMC study [19], it was suggested that the re-

gion, around Rb = 1.95 and the values of δ used in our
study, contains an emergent spin-glass phase instead of
a paramagnetic state. To verify this claim, we compute
the Edwards-Anderson (EA) order parameters [50, 51],
defined as:

qEA =

∑N
i=1⟨ni − ρ⟩2

Nρ(1− ρ)
, (6)

where N is the system size, ni is the occupation num-

ber of site i and ρ = (
∑N

i=1 ni)/N . Deviations of this
order parameter from zero values are signals of the ex-
istence of a spin-glass phase. In Fig. 3(c), we plot this
order parameter as a function of δ with Rc = 2, 4 and
Rb = 1.95. We find that the values of the order pa-
rameter are consistent with zero, as opposed to the re-
sults of QMC in Ref. [19]. Furthermore, we report in

Fig. 3(d) the density-density overlap 1
N

∑N
i=1 n

(1)
i n

(2)
i

and the spin-spin overlap 1
N

∑N
i=1 S

(1)
i S

(2)
i between dif-

ferent RNN samples at Rb = 1.95, δ = 3.3, and Rc = 2.
Here labels (1) and (2) correspond to two independent
sets of samples, which are obtained from optimized RNNs
with 10 different training seeds. The Gaussian nature of
the overlap distribution in both representations is an-
other indicator that there is no static signature of a spin-
glass order [52].
The discrepancy in our results and previous QMC find-

ings [19] could be related to emergent glassy dynamics in
the QMC simulations, which results in very long auto-
correlations times and thus in a non-ergodic behavior. To
corroborate our findings, we run QMC simulations [53]



5

Figure 3. In these panels, we focus on the Blockade radius Rb = 1.95. (a) Plot of two point correlations ⟨n0nr⟩ with δ = 3.3 and
for a system size N = 8× 8× 3 and Rc = 2. (b) Plots of the topological entanglement entropy versus δ for two different values
of the cutoff radius Rc, using the Levin-Wen (LW) construction and the Kitaev-Preskill (KP) construction, for N = 8× 8× 3.
(c) A plot of the Edwards-Anderson order parameter qEA defined in Eq. (6) as a function of δ for N = 8 × 8 × 3. (d) A plot

of the density overlaps 1
N

∑N
i=1 n

(1)
i n

(2)
i and the spin overlaps 1

N

∑N
i=1 S

(1)
i S

(2)
i at δ = 3.3. Here Si = 2ni − 1, and (1) and (2)

are labels for two sets of samples obtained from our optimized RNN, that are aggregated from 10 different training seeds, for
N = 6× 6× 3 and Rc = 2. For each seed, we generate 2× 105 independent samples and divide them into two sets.

for larger inverse temperatures compared to Ref. [19],
namely for β ≥ 200 and using 2.2 × 106 Monte Carlo
samples. We find that the QMC prediction for the EA

order parameter is given as qQMC
EA = 0.0000018(5) for

Rb = 1.95, δ = 3.3, a system size 8× 8× 3, and for a ra-
dius cutoff Rc = 2. The previous result agrees very well
with our RNN findings in Fig. 3(c). This result is also
confirmed by the good agreement between the RNN ener-
gies and the QMC energies as shown in Appendix. D. Our
findings are further supported by the results of Ref. [54],
which suggests the possibility of transition in a quantum
dimer model between nematic to paramagnetic to stag-
gered states. In conclusion, our numerical investigation
suggests that the long auto-correlation time could be a
limiting factor in the QMC results reported in Ref. [19].

We note that the emergence of a long autocorrelation
time in QMC coincides with the emergence of a rugged
optimization landscape, which in our simulations implies
a longer number of annealing steps in our RNN simula-
tions to achieve convergence. To demonstrate this point,

we compute the structure factor

S(q) =
1

N

∑
i,j

⟨ninj⟩ eiq·(xi−xj) (7)

to extract the nature of the states obtained by our RNN
ansatz and investigate their dependence on the number
of annealing steps Na. We expect the optimization land-
scape to be rougher as Na required to converge increases.
Figs. 4(a-d) at Rb = 1.95 and δ = 3.3 show that the RNN
finds different states for different numbers of annealing
steps Na, until it converges to a state without ordering
peaks, i.e., the paramagnetic state. In contrast, the ne-
matic state at Rb = 1.7, δ = 3.3 can be reached without
the need for annealing, as illustrated by the structure
factors at different Na in Fig. 4(e-h). These observations
suggest an emergent rugged optimization landscape when
optimizing our ansatz in the highly entangled regime. Fi-
nally, to find the optimal number of annealing steps Na

in the highly entangled regime, we note that we conduct
a scaling study as shown in Appendix E.
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Figure 4. Plots of the structure factor for different values of the number of annealing steps Na at Rb = 1.95, δ = 3.3 in panels
(a-d) and at Rb = 1.7, δ = 3.3 in panels (e-h). The color bars represent the magnitude of the structure factor S(q). Additionally,
these results correspond to a system size N = 6 × 6 × 3. Note that we observe convergence to a paramagnetic state without
ordering peaks beyond Na = 1000 for Rb = 1.95, δ = 3.3. For Rb = 1.7, δ = 3.3, we find that the nematic state is not affected
by the choice of Na and can be obtained without a need for annealing.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOKS

In this paper, we demonstrate a successful application
of recurrent neural network (RNN) wave functions to the
task of investigating topological order on Rydberg atom
arrays on kagome lattice. We use these architectures
to estimate the second Renyi entropies using the swap
trick [20]. The latter allows us to compute the TEEs us-
ing the Kitaev-Preskill [38] and the Levin-Wen [37] con-
structions. Furthermore, with the possibility of handling
periodic boundary conditions in RNNs, the boundary ef-
fects on the TEE are reduced compared to DMRG, which
has challenges with boundary effects on cylinders [46].

Our main finding, suggested by the two-dimensional
RNN wave functions results, points out that Rydberg
atom arrays on the kagome lattice do not establish a Z2

spin liquid in the highly entangled regime. This obser-
vation is also consistent with previous QMC studies [19].
Our RNN numerics also suggest that the highly entan-
gled region corresponds to a trivial paramagnetic state
and that there is no signature for spin glass order as
opposed to the observations outlined in Ref. [19]. We be-
lieve that the ability of RNNs to generate uncorrelated
samples from a multimodal distribution is a crucial fac-
tor in ruling out the spin-glass phase. Furthermore, sup-
plementing RNNs with annealing turns out to be a valu-
able tool for mitigating local minima induced by the frus-
trated nature of the kagome lattice in the highly entan-
gled regime. Additionally, we conclude that autocorrela-
tion could be the main factor behind the observed spin
glass phase observed in previous QMC simulations [19].

Finally, we note that our method can be generalized
to study other systems with potential topological or-
der, such as the Rydberg atom arrays on the Ruby lat-
tice [14, 55, 56]. One could also use quantum state to-
mography with RNNs [57] in a wide variety of quantum
simulators and also combine data with VMC to improve
the variational results [22, 24, 58]. We also believe in
the potential of RNN wave functions ansätzes in the dis-
covery of new phases of matter with topological order.
Overall, these results highlight the promising future of
RNN wave functions [20, 21], language-model based wave
functions, and neural quantum states [59] for investigat-
ing open questions and discovering new physics within
the condensed matter community and beyond.

CODE AVAILABILITY

Our code is made publicly available at “http://
github.com/mhibatallah/RNNWavefunctions”. The
hyperparameters we use are given in Appendix. C.
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Appendix A: Two dimensional periodic gated RNNs

In this Appendix, we share more details about our 2D
gated RNN wave function implementation for periodic
systems, which is used in this study to target the ground
states of the Rydberg atom arrays on the kagome lattice.
If we define

h′
i,j = [hi−(−1)j ,j ;hi,j−1;hi+(−1)j ,j ;hi,j+1],

σ′
i,j = [σi−(−1)j ,j ;σi,j−1;σi+(−1)j ,j ;σi,j+1],

then our gated 2D RNN wave function ansatz is based
on the following recursion relations:

hi,j = tanh
(
W [σ′

i,j ;h
′
i,j ] + b

)
,

ui,j = sigmoid
(
Wg[σ

′
i,j ;h

′
i,j ] + bg

)
,

hi,j = ui,j ⊙ h̃i,j + (1− ui,j)⊙ (Ugh
′
i,j).

A hidden state hi,j can be obtained by combining a

candidate state h̃i,j and the neighbouring hidden states
hi−1,j ,hi,j−1,hi+1,j ,hi,j+1. The update gate ui,j deter-

mines how much of the candidate hidden state h̃i,j will
be taken into account and how much of the neighbor-
ing states will be considered. With this combination,
it is possible to mitigate some limitations of the van-
ishing gradient problems [62, 63]. The weight matrices
W,Wg, Ug and the biases b, bg are variational parameters
of our RNN ansatz in addition to the Softmax layer pa-
rameters in Eq. (3). Note that we choose the size of the
hidden state hi,j , which we denote as dh, before optimiz-
ing our ansatz parameters. We note that the choice of
the gated 2DRNN is motivated by its superiority com-
pared to the non-gated 2DRNN on the task of finding
the ground state of the 2D Heisenberg model [25].

Since we use an enlarged local Hilbert space with three
atoms at each recursion step, the size of the Softmax layer
output is defined as 23. Additionally, each input σi,j is
defined as a concatenation of the one-hot encoding of
each of the three atoms. This means that σi,j is a six-
dimensional vector.

Appendix B: Variational monte carlo (VMC)

To optimize the energy expectation value of our RNN
wave function Ψθ, we use the Variational Monte Carlo
(VMC) scheme, which consists of using importance sam-
pling to estimate the energy expectation value Eθ =
⟨Ψθ| Ĥ |Ψθ⟩ as follows [20, 31]:

Eθ =
1

M

M∑
i=1

Eloc(σ
(i)),

where the local energies Eloc are defined as

Eloc(σ) =
∑
σ′

Hσσ′
Ψθ(σ

′)

Ψθ(σ)
.

Here the configurations {σ(i)}Mi=1 are sampled from our
ansatz using autoregressive sampling. The choice of M
is a hyperparameter that can be tuned. Similarly, the
gradients can be estimated as

∂θEθ =
1

M

M∑
i=1

∂θ log
(
Ψ∗

θ(σ
(i))

)(
Eloc(σ

(i))− Eθ

)
.

Subtracting the mean energy Eθ is helpful to achieve
convergence as it reduces the variance of the gradients
without biasing its expectation value [20, 28]. The gra-
dient descent steps are performed using the Adam opti-
mizer [64]. Similarly to the stochastic energy estimation,
we can implement a similar procedure for the estima-
tion of the variational pseudo-free energy Fθ in Eq. (4).
Ref. [32] provides more details in the supplementary in-
formation.

Appendix C: Hyperparameters

For all models studied in this paper, we note that
for each annealing step, we perform Ntrain = 5 gradi-
ent steps. Concerning the learning rate η, we choose
η = 10−3 during the warm-up phase and the annealing
phase and switch to a learning rate η = 10−4 in the con-
vergence phase. To train RNN on the 8×8×3 lattices, we
pre-train using the optimized RNN on the 6×6×3 lattice
without using annealing, since the RNN is expected to
start from a variational energy that is close to the ground
state energy in the new system size.
In Tab. I, we provide further details about the hyperpa-

rameters we choose in our study for the different models.
For the estimation of the RNN energy, we use 2×105 in-
dependent configurations. We also use M = 2×106 inde-
pendent samples for the estimation of the entanglement
entropy along with their error bars. For the estimation
of the TEE using Kitaev-Preskill or Levin-Wen construc-
tions, we use the expression of the standard deviation of
the sum of independent random variables to estimate the
one standard deviation on γRNN.
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Figures Parameter Value

Fig. 3 (N = 6 × 6 × 3)

Number of memory units dh = 100
Number of training samples M = 500
Initial pseudo-temperature T0 = 2
Number of warm-up steps Nw = 1000
Number of annealing steps Na = 10000

Number of convergence steps Nconv = 10000
Number of samples for TEE estimation M = 107

Number of samples for qEA estimation M = 2 × 105

Fig. 3 (N = 8 × 8 × 3)

Number of memory units dh = 100
Number of training samples M = 500
Initial pseudo-temperature T0 = 0
Number of warm-up steps Nw = 0
Number of annealing steps Na = 0 (pre-trained from N = 6 × 6 × 3)
Number of training steps Ntrain = 10000

Fig. 4 (N = 6 × 6 × 3)

Number of memory units dh = 100
Number of training samples M = 500
Initial pseudo-temperature T0 = 2
Number of warm-up steps Nw = 1000

Number of convergence steps Nconv = 10000
Number of sample for two-point correlations estimation M = 2 × 105

Fig. 5 (N = 6 × 6 × 3)

Number of memory units dh = 100
Number of training samples M = 500
Initial pseudo-temperature T0 = 2
Number of warm-up steps Nw = 1000

Number of convergence steps Nconv = 10000
Number of samples for energy and density estimation M = 2 × 105

Number of samples for S2 estimation M = 2 × 107

Table I. A summary of the hyperparameters used to obtain the results reported in this paper.



9

Appendix D: Numerical comparisons

In Tab. II, we show a comparison between QMC’s and
RNN’s energies per site for a system size 8 × 8 × 3 and
for a detuning δ = 3.3 and at the blockade radiuses
Rb = 1.7, 1.95. These points correspond to the nematic
and disordered phases, respectively. We note that our
RNN-based ansatz provides energies with a relative er-
ror of less than 0.2% compared to the QMC energies.
The QMC simulations we run for Rydberg atom arrays
are introduced in Ref. [53]. We use a finite-temperature
QMC scheme run at several different values of β until we
observe convergence to the ground state. For each β, five
independent simulations are taken and the convergence
of observables is observed at β = 200. Thus, to com-
pute observables, we treat simulations with β ≥ 200 as
additional independent chains, giving us a total of 25 in-
dependent Markov chains at each parameter point. Each
chain is allowed to warm-up for 104 steps, after which 106

sequential measurements were taken. With respect to the
computation of the Edwards-Anderson order parameter,
qEA, we note that the analysis given in Ref. [19] can
give different results in the case of imperfect sampling.
Ref. [19] computes the order parameter independently for
each Markov chain and then averages the results. This
procedure can produce different results as each chain will
only explore a subset of the QMC configuration space due
to the presence of frustrated interactions. As a result,
each chain’s estimate of the one-point function can be bi-
ased. Since qEA is a non-linear function of the one-point
function, we must first aggregate the one-point functions
generated by each Markov chain, and then compute qEA.
Lastly, to compute an estimate of the error in qEA, we
must account for auto-correlations and non-linearity si-
multaneously. This step is done by combining jackknife
resampling with a binning procedure. To deal with auto-
correlations, we first compute the one-point function on
sequential “bins” of data; we found a bin size of 104 to
be sufficient, giving 100 bins for each chain. Thus, we
can consider each bin’s one-point function to be nearly
uncorrelated, allowing us to directly apply the jackknife
resampling procedure to these approximately indepen-
dent bins.

To compare our RNN wave function (dh = 100) re-
sults with DMRG, we perform DMRG simulations us-
ing PastaQ [65] and ITensor [66] to further check the
consistency of our RNN energies. In Tab. III, we com-
pare with DMRG using periodic boundary conditions. In
the nematic phase Rb = 1.7, δ = 3.3, we find an excel-
lent match of the energies. For the disordered phase at
Rb = 1.95, δ = 3.3, our RNN energies are lower within
an error of about 1% and with orders of magnitude fewer
parameters compared to DMRG. Furthermore, we choose
the YC12 geometry used in Ref. [13]. We optimize our
2DRNN wave function (dh = 60) at Rb = 1.95 and
δ = 3.5. Our estimated energy is −151.959(8) which
is within 0.3% error compared to the DMRG energy pro-
vided in Ref. [13].

Appendix E: Annealing and local minima

In Fig. 5, we demonstrate the importance of incorpo-
rating annealing in the training of RNNs applied to Ry-
dberg atom arrays on the kagome lattice. These experi-
ments are carried out in the highly entangled regime at
Rb = 1.95 and δ = 3.3. In panel (a), we observe that
the ground state energy improves with more annealing
steps Na. We also highlight that the density saturates
close to 1/6, which raises the possibility of an odd quan-
tum spin liquid [13, 19]. However, it is not a sufficient
condition as this phase is found to be the paramagnetic
state according to our RNN numerics. We also outline a
saturation of the second Renyi entropy to a large value
in the asymptotic limit of Na. All these numerics suggest
that Na = 10000 is a good choice to converge our RNN
training.



10

QMC (Rc = 2) 2DRNN (Rc = 2) QMC (Rc = 4) 2DRNN (Rc = 4)
Rb = 1.7, δ = 3.3 -0.79056(1) -0.790964(5) -0.77546(1) -0.775412(4)
Rb = 1.95, δ = 3.3 -0.59785(1) -0.59657(1) -0.56445(1) -0.56401(3)

Table II. A table of the energies per site obtained by QMC and 2DRNN for a system size 8×8×3 with fully periodic boundary
conditions and for different values of the cutoff radius Rc. The error bars in parentheses correspond to the one-standard
deviation uncertainty in the QMC and RNN energy estimates.

Rydberg parameters DMRG (Rc = 2) 2DRNN (Rc = 2)
Rb = 1.7, δ = 3.3 -0.790957 -0.790934(7)
Rb = 1.95, δ = 3.3 -0.593828 -0.59700(4)

Table III. A table comparing DMRG (with bond dimension χ = 110 for Rb = 1.7 and χ = 1000 for Rb = 1.95) and the 2DRNN
ansatz in terms of the energies per site for a system size 6×6×3 with fully periodic boundary conditions and for a cutoff radius
Rc = 2 and δ = 3.3. Note that a DMRG run on Rb = 1.95, δ = 3.3 for χ = 1500 was not successful with a memory allocation of
120 GB. To run our RNN simulations, an 80 GB memory allocation was sufficient. The error bars in the parentheses correspond
to the one-standard deviation uncertainty on the RNN energy.

Figure 5. Plots of the energy density ⟨Ĥ⟩/N , density ρ = (
∑N

i=1 ni)/N and the second Renyi entropy S2 as function of the
number of annealing steps Na for a system size N = 6× 6× 3 and Rb = 1.95 and δ = 3.3. We observe a saturation of all these
observables in the asymptotic limit, which justifies the use of Na = 10000 in our numerical simulations in Fig. 3.
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ing topological spin liquids on a programmable quantum
simulator,” Science 374, 1242–1247 (2021).

[56] Giuliano Giudici, Mikhail D Lukin, and Hannes Pichler,
“Dynamical preparation of quantum spin liquids in ryd-
berg atom arrays,” (2022), arXiv:2202.09372 [quant-ph].

[57] Juan Carrasquilla, Giacomo Torlai, Roger G. Melko,
and Leandro Aolita, “Reconstructing quantum states
with generative models,” Nature Machine Intelligence 1,
155–161 (2019).

[58] Elizabeth R. Bennewitz, Florian Hopfmueller, Bohdan
Kulchytskyy, Juan Felipe Carrasquilla, and Pooya Ron-
agh, “Neural error mitigation of near-term quantum sim-
ulations,” (2021), 2105.08086.

[59] Giuseppe Carleo and Matthias Troyer, “Solving the
quantum many-body problem with artificial neural net-
works,” Science 355, 602–606 (2017).

[60] Mart́ın Abadi, Ashish Agarwal, Paul Barham, Eugene
Brevdo, Zhifeng Chen, Craig Citro, Greg S. Corrado,
Andy Davis, Jeffrey Dean, Matthieu Devin, Sanjay Ghe-
mawat, Ian Goodfellow, Andrew Harp, Geoffrey Irving,
Michael Isard, Yangqing Jia, Rafal Jozefowicz, Lukasz
Kaiser, Manjunath Kudlur, Josh Levenberg, Dande-
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