arXiv:1712.00371v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 1 Dec 2017

Journal of the Physical Society of Japan

Deep Neural Network Detects Quantum Phase Transition

Shunta Arai^∗, Masayuki Ohzeki and Kazuyuki Tanaka

Graduate School of Information Sciences, Tohoku University, Sendai 980-8579, Japan

We detect the quantum phase transition of a quantum many-body system by mapping the observed results of the quantum state onto a neural network. In the present study, we utilized the simplest case of a quantum many-body system, namely a one-dimensional chain of Ising spins with the transverse Ising model. We prepared several spin configurations, which were obtained using repeated observations of the model for a particular strength of the transverse field, as input data for the neural network. Although the proposed method can be employed using experimental observations of quantum many-body systems, we tested our technique with spin configurations generated by a quantum Monte Carlo simulation without initial relaxation. The neural network successfully classified the strength of transverse field only from the spin configurations, leading to consistent estimations of the critical point of our model Γ_c = J.

In recent years, the technique of deep learning has become well established and has shown outstanding performance in various fields. For instance, GoogLeNets is a deep neural network (DNN) that won a prize at the ImageNet Large Scale Visual Recognition Competition in 2014 (ILSVRC14).^{1)} AlphaGo is a DNN designed by Deep Mind that is trained using a novel combination of supervised learning from human expert games and reinforcement learning from games of self play.^{2)} AlphaGo has successfully beat many human Go players.

In general, DNNs can be used extract unclear features of a given input dataset or to identify hidden relationships between input and output. DNNs have been applied to various problems in physics.^{3–5)} In addition, a theoretical assessment of a DNN has been performed using several tools in the theoretical physics.^{6)} In the previous study performed by Tanaka and Tomita,^{7)} they have utilized convolutional neural networks (CNN) for detecting the phase transition of a classical two-dimensional Ising model on a square lattice using only the spin configurations obtained by the Markov-chain Monte Carlo method. The sharp change of weights in the resulting CNN signified the phase transition and successfully computed a

∗arai@smapip.is.tohoku.ac.jp

1/11

reasonable value of the critical point of the two-dimensional Ising model on a square lattice. This neural network (NN) approach is not restricted to the case of the classical Ising model. In general, NNs have the capability of being applied to various types of data. Thus, in the present study, we applied the technique established in the previous study to a quantum manybody system. In a quantum many-body system, we can observe the microscopic state through measurement. To obtain the expectation value of a physical observable, the measurements must be repeated. In particular, one of the typical measurements of physical observables in the quantum spin systems is the direction of the spin variables.

In the present study, we consider the one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model, which shows a quantum phase transition. The present study is intended to serve as a test study for the use of NNs in quantum many-body systems. We also investigate the significance of the NN structure. Unlike the previous study,^{7)} we employ multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs), which are the simplest form of a NN. Despite their simplicity, MLPs can be used to provide a robust NN. In particular, CNNs can capture complex features on images by introducing the convolution process to MLPs. This process functions as a kind of real-space renormalizationgroup analysis,^{9)} which enables elucidation of the critical behavior of the system.^{10)} However, through our analysis, we confirmed that the process of the convolution does not necessarily affect the extraction of critical behaviors. The simple MLP can also be used to estimate the precise value of critical points.

We consider a one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model, defined by the following Hamiltonian:

H = H_0 + H_1, (1) where we define

H_0 = −J L� i=1 σ^z_i σ^z_{i+1} − h L� i=1 σ^z_i , (2) and H_1 = −Γ L� i=1 σ^x_i . (3)

Here, h stands for the strength of the longitudinal magnetic field, Γ represents the strength of the transverse magnetic field, σ^z_i is the z component of the Pauli matrix at site i, and σ^x_i is the x component of the Pauli matrix at site i. The symbol L is the number of spins in the one-dimensional chain. This model has a quantum phase transition at Γ_c = J. The ordered phase occurs when J > Γ, and the disordered phase occurs when Γ > J. However, we cannot

2/11

directly simulate the quantum many-body system because the Hamiltonian includes noncommuting operators. We then employ the Suzuki–Trotter decomposition^{11)} to express our model in terms of the c numbers: exp(−βH ) = lim_{τ→∞} � exp � − β τ H_0 � exp � − β τ H_1 �τ , (4) where β is the inverse temperature and β = 1/T . The Trotter number is defined as τ. The onedimensional transverse-field Ising model is then mapped onto a two-dimensional classical Ising model using Eq. (4). The effective Hamiltonian is given by

H_{eff} = − J τ τ� t=1 L� i=1 σ_{it}σ_{i+1t} − h τ τ� t=1 L� i=1 σ_{it} − γ τ� t=1 L� i=1 σ_{it}σ_{it+1}, (5)

where γ = − log(tanh(βΓ/τ))/2β and σ_{i,t} = {−1, 1}. We impose the periodic boundary conditions σ_{L+1,t} = σ_{1,t} and σ_{i,τ+1} = σ_{i,1}. Therefore, our model becomes a classical model. In the classical expression, one dimension is the original spatial dimension, while the other dimension expresses imaginary time. Imaginary time can be interpreted as repeated observations on the quantum system. We regard the two-dimensional expression of our model as a sequence of measurement results of spin configurations on the one-dimensional chain. The following analysis is not restricted to the case of the one-dimensional Ising model with a transverse field. In general, our analysis can be applied to any quantum many-body system. In the present study, we demonstrate the procedure for detecting the quantum phase transition and reduce the complexity in constructing the NN to simplify this process, making it more accessible than the previous study.

The technique can be applied to the so-called non-stochastic Hamiltonian, on which quantum Monte Carlo simulation cannot be applied in a straightforward manner.^{12)} Therefore, the use of classical computer simulation for obtaining the microscopic state is not useful except for several special cases.^{13)} In order to obtain the spin configurations, we may also utilize a quantum simulator such as the D-Wave machine, which is a well-known system that has performed manipulation of a 2000-bit Ising model using quantum annealing by tuning the strength of the transverse-field on the chimera graph.^{14–16)}

Here, we show the process of training the MLP in detail for those who may be unfamiliar with machine learning. The MLP utilizes a complicated function to relate input to output by repeated linear and nonlinear transformations. We prepare the pairs of input and output data and fit the MLP to these data, while we optimize the structure of the MLP. This technique is known as supervised learning.^{17)} We set the discretized values of the transverse fields as the

3/11

input and the spin configurations as the output:

D_{Transverse} = {σ^d, Γ^d}_{d=1,2,...,D}, (6)

where the spin configurations σ^d are denoted

σ^d = � � � � � � σ^d_{11} . . . σ^d_{1τ} . . ... . . σ^d_{L1} . . . σ^d_{Lτ}

� � � � � � . (7)

The first subscript denotes the index of the space and the second subscript denotes the index

of imaginary time in the quantum Monte-Carlo simulation or that of the sequence of repeated

measurements from an actual experiment.

To utilize the output data in training the MLP, we employ the following flattened repre-

sentation of σ^d as

⃗σd = f_{Flatten}(σ^d) = (σ^d_{11}, σ^d_{21}, ..., σ^d_{L1}, σ^d_{12}, ..., σ^d_{Lτ}). (8)

Here, τ is the Trotter number. Detecting the value of the transverse field from the spin con-

figurations is considered a multi-classification problem. We discretize real-value Γ ∈ [0, 2) to ⃗Γ by using the function

⃗x = f_{class}(x) =

� � � � � � � � � � � � �

(1, 0, ..., 0, 0) for x ∈ [0,^2_{Nclass} )

(0, 1, ..., 0, 0) for x ∈ [^2_{Nclass} ,^4_{Nclass} ) ... (0, 0, ..., 1, 0) for x ∈ [2 ×^{Nclass−2}_{Nclass} , 2 ×^{Nclass−1}_{Nclass} )

(0, 0, ..., 0, 1) for x ∈ [2 ×^{Nclass−1}_{Nclass} , 2)

, (9)

where N_{class} is the number of classes. This discretization is often called the one-hot represen-

tation.

Unlike the previous study,^{7)} we consider a very simple three-layer MLP in the present

study, consisting of the input, hidden, and output layers. We stack these layers to design a

nontrivial function.

From the input layer to the hidden layer, we compute

u^{(1)}_k = W^{(1)}_k ⃗σ + b^{(1)} (10)

z^{(1)}_k = f_{ReLU}(u^{(1)}_k ) (11)

for k = 1, 2, ..., N_h, where W^{(1)}_k is the weight parameter connecting to unit k in the hidden layer,

N_h is the number of hidden units, and b^{(1)} represents the bias in the input layer. The weights

4/11

and bias perform the linear transformation. We use the rectified linear function (ReLU)^{18)} as the nonlinear transformation, which is often called the activation function. The ReLU function is defined by f_{ReLU}(x) = max(0, x). (12) This type of activation function is employed to prevent the gradient from vanishing, which hampers efficient learning by use of the gradient descent method. From the hidden layer to the output layer, we compute u^{(2)}_k = W^{(2)}_k ⃗z^{(1)} + b^{(2)} (13)

y^{(2)}_k = f_{softmax}(u^{(2)}_k ) = exp(u^{(2)}_k ) �_{Nclass}

k=1 exp (u^{(2)}_k )

(14)

for k = 1, 2, ..., N_{class}. We represent (z_1, z_2, ..., z_{Nh} )^T as ⃗z^{(1)}. The activation function (14) is called the softmax function. These processes are are known as f orward propagation. We then calculate the loss function, which is given by

E(⃗y, ⃗Γ) = −

N_{class}�

k=1 Γ_k log(y_k), (15)

where Γ_k is the kth element of ⃗Γ. This loss function is called the cross entropy. We optimize the summation of the loss function over all components of the dataset and update parameters W, b using gradient descent. One efficient algorithm for optimizing the weights while avoiding a learning plateau at the saddle point of the loss function is the Adam method.^{19)} To obtain generalized performance, we employ mini-batch learning^{20)} in which the summation of the loss function is approximated by a partial summation over the mini-batch of randomly chosen components from the dataset. When the batch size is small, the MLP tends to attain generalized performance.^{21)} We utilize the weight decay^{22)} via L_2-norm regularization to avoid overfitting to the training data. This technique is a standard method for achieving more generalized MLP performance.

The process of calculating the loss function and updating the weights is called back propagation. We show the MLP learning protocol in Algorithm 1. The epoch is the step of learning. The symbol N_m represents the mini-batch number.

Before discussing our experimental results, we describe our experimental environment. We perform the quantum Monte Carlo simulation^{23)} (MCS) of the effective Hamiltonian (6),

5/11

J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

Algorithm 1 Learning protocol for MLP

Input: D_{Transverse}, W, b, N_h, N_{class}, N_m,epoch Set Parameters W, b epoch for i = 1 to epoch do

for all D_{Transverse} do 1: Randomly pick up N_m data in D_{Transverse} 2: Compute the output (14) for k = 1, 2, ..., N_{class} (forward propagation) 3: Calculate the loss function (15) and update parameters using Adam (back propagation) end for end for

while tuning the transverse field from its maximum Γ_{max} to minimum Γ_{min} by δΓ = 2/N_{class}. We then set the parameters J = 1, Γ_{max} = 1.99, Γ_{min} = 0.01, D = 10^4, τ = 40, β = 50, L = 40, and h = −10^{−3}. We generate 100 spin configurations σ for each class k, and we take 100 MCS for each sample using the Metropolis method.^{24, 25)} We do not discard spin configurations generated in the initial relaxation. Starting from the random initial configurations, we obtain 100 spin configurations at each k. Therefore, the spin configurations are not necessarily in equilibrium around the critical point. In this sense, MLP might be able to infer the strength of the transverse field from non-equilibrium behavior such as the nonequilibrium relaxation.^{26)} In this regard, we do not have any definite conclusion about the effectiveness of the nonequilibrium behavior. However, when the equilibrium spin configurations, which are the output from the system, result in similar behavior of the weight in the MLP, we cannot obtain the precise estimation as shown below. We will discuss this point in more detail later.

In the present three-layer MLP, the number of units in the input layer is L × τ, the number of units in the hidden layer is N_h = 2000, and the number of units in the output layer is N_{class}. According to Algorithm 1, MLP learns the dataset D_{Transverse}. We show the heat map of weights from the hidden layer to the output layer after 50 learning epochs in Fig.2. We observe a sharp change in the weights near Γ_c. Figure 2 indicates that the distribution of weights changes near the critical point Γ_c = 1.

6/11

Fig. 1. (Color online) Heat map of MLP from the hidden layer to the output layer. The horizontal axis represents class k, which corresponds to the transverse field (18). The vertical axis illustrates the weight of the MLP, which is connected to unit k in the output layer.

Similarly to the previous study,^{7)} to extract a characteristic point for weights, we define W_{mean}(Γ̄(k)) = 1 |W^{(2)}_k |

1^TW^{(2)}_k , (16)

where k represents the class of the discretized transverse field and W^{(2)}_k is the weight connected to unit k in output layer. The weight can be interpreted as a type of magnetization order parameter.

The notation |W^{(2)}_k | indicates the number of W^{(2)}_k . The vector 1^T is defined by 1^T = (1, 1, ..., 1) and has N_h components. In the present study, we introduce the variance of W^{(2)}_k as

W_{var}(Γ̄(k)) = 1 |W^{(2)}_k |

(W^{(2)}_k − W_{mean}1)^T(W^{(2)}_k − W_{mean}1). (17)

This is the variance of the order parameters, which can often signify the phase transition in the Markov Chain Monte Carlo method by computing the binder parameter for estimating the precise critical point location. We substitute Γ̄(k) for class k as Γ̄(k) = � 2k − 2 N_{class} + 2k N_{class} � × 1 2 = 2k − 1 N_{class}

, (18)

where Γ̄(k) represents a transverse field corresponding to a certain class k.

Similarly to the previous research,^{7)} we fit two of the defined quantities to the following function using the non-linear least square method: Ŵ(Γ̄(k)) = a tanh b(Γ̄ − Γ̂) + c, (19)

where a, b, Γ̂, c are parameters, and Γ̂ is the estimation of the critical point. The point Γ̂ indicates the location where this function sharply changes, as shown in Figs. 2 and 3. We obtain

7/11

Fig. 2. (Color online) Quantity (16) and fitting curve (19). The green point represents the quantity (16). The horizontal axis is the transverse field (18), while the vertical axis denotes the quantity (16) at each transverse field. The blue straight line is the location of the predicted solution given by (19), while the blue dotted line is the exact solution of the transverse-field Ising model Γ_c = J. The error bar is given by the standard error among 100 datasets D_{Transverse}

Fig. 3. (Color online) Quantity (17) and fitting curve (19). The green points are the quantity (17). The vertical axis denotes the quantity (17) at each transverse field. The horizontal axis and curves are the same as those used in Figure 2.

the estimation of Γ̂ = 0.9870 from (16) and Γ̂ = 0.9544 from (17). The error rate between the exact solution Γ_c = 1 and the Γ̂ estimation from (16) and (17) is 1.3% and 4.56%, respectively. The order parameters (16) and (17) change slowly, unlike those in Figs. 2 and 3 when we take 10000 MCS to equilibrate the system. Therefore, the MLP can determine the change of phase from the correlations between spin configurations of different transverse field values. In other words, MLP captures the nonequilibrium behavior of the system. However, the weight of the MLP shows different distributions, even for equilibrium spin configurations. Thus, increasing

8/11

the number of data D may lead to a better estimation. This is still a remaining problem.

In conclusion, we have shown that the MLP can be used to detect quantum phase transition by observing changes in the weights. The results show fairly good estimations of the critical point location in the transverse-field Ising model. The technique used in the present study can be applied to sequential observations of experimental results instead of the imaginarytime distribution of the quantum systems. Typically, the Monte Carlo simulation requires a lot of computational time to precisely estimate the location of the critical point because of the number of relaxation times required to obtain an equilibrium distribution. On the other hand, our estimation is accurate even without long relaxation times. In addition, unlike the previous study,^{7)} which tested the CNN on the two-dimensional Ising model on a square lattice, we utilized simple MLPs in this study. We showed that the one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model is essentially the same as the classical two-dimensional Ising model. We further confirmed that the MLP has sufficient performance to detect critical behavior. Therefore, it is not necessary to utilize the convolutional process to detect critical behavior. We emphasize that this method has the potential to be applied to models with non-trivial order parameters. In our future work, we plan to expand this method to models with topological phases such as XY models.

Acknowledgments

We acknowledge the help of Shun Kataoka and Yuya Seki for many fruitful discussions about the numerical simulation. M.O. was supported by KAKENHI No.15H0369, No.16H04382, and No.16K13849 and JST-START. This work was partly supported by JST- CREST (No.JPMJCR1402).

9/11

References

1) C. Szegedy, W. Liu, Y. Jia, P. Sermanet, S. Reed, D. Anguelov, D. Erhan, V. Vanhoucke, and A. Rabinovich: ArXiv e-prints (2014).

2) D. Silver, A. Huang, C. J. Maddison, A. Guez, L. Sifre, G. van den Driessche, J. Schrittwieser, I. Antonoglou, V. Panneershelvam, M. Lanctot, S. Dieleman, D. Grewe, J. Nham, N. Kalchbrenner, I. Sutskever, T. Lillicrap, M. Leach, K. Kavukcuoglu, T. Graepel, and D. Hassabis: Nature 529 (2016) 484.

3) A. Morningstar and R. G. Melko: ArXiv e-prints (2017). 4) K. Mills and I. Tamblyn: ArXiv e-prints (2017). 5) J. Carrasquilla and R. G. Melko: Nature Physics 13 (2017) 431. 6) M. Ohzeki: Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 84 (2015) 034003. 7) A. Tanaka and A. Tomiya: Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 86 (2017) 063001. 8) L. Onsager: Physical Review 65 (1944) 117. 9) M. Pankaj and J. S. David: stat.ML/1410.3831 (2014). 10) M. Ohzeki: Phys. Rev. E 79 (2009) 021129.

11) M. Suzuki: Progress of Theoretical Physics 56 (1976) 1454.

12) S. Bravyi, D. P. Divincenzo, R. Oliveira, and B. M. Terhal: Quantum Info. Comput. 8 (2008) 361.

13) M. Ohzeki: Scientific Reports 7 (2017) 41186.

14) M. W. Johnson, P. Bunyk, F. Maibaum, E. Tolkacheva, A. J. Berkley, E. M. Chapple, R. Harris, J. Johansson, T. Lanting, I. Perminov, E. Ladizinsky, T. Oh, and G. Rose: Superconductor Science and Technology 23 (2010) 065004.

15) A. J. Berkley, M. W. Johnson, P. Bunyk, R. Harris, J. Johansson, T. Lanting, E. Ladizinsky, E. Tolkacheva, M. H. S. Amin, and G. Rose: Superconductor Science and Technology 23 (2010) 105014.

16) R. Harris, M. W. Johnson, T. Lanting, A. J. Berkley, J. Johansson, P. Bunyk, E. Tolkacheva, E. Ladizinsky, N. Ladizinsky, T. Oh, F. Cioata, I. Perminov, P. Spear, C. Enderud, C. Rich, S. Uchaikin, M. C. Thom, E. M. Chapple, J. Wang, B. Wilson, M. H. S. Amin, N. Dickson, K. Karimi, B. Macready, C. J. S. Truncik, and G. Rose: Phys. Rev. B 82 (2010) 024511.

10/11

17) C. M. Bishop: Pattern Recognition and Machine Learning (Information Science and Statistics) (Springer-Verlag New York, Inc., Secaucus, NJ, USA, 2006).

18) V. Nair and G. E. Hinton: In J. Fürnkranz and T. Joachims (eds), ICML, 2010, pp. 807– 814.

19) D. P. Kingma and J. Ba: ArXiv e-prints (2014).

20) M. Li, T. Zhang, Y. Chen, and A. J. Smola: Proceedings of the 20th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, KDD ’14, 2014, pp. 661–670.

21) N. Shirish Keskar, D. Mudigere, J. Nocedal, M. Smelyanskiy, and P. T. P. Tang: ArXiv e-prints (2016).

22) A. Krogh and J. A. Hertz, A Simple Weight Decay Can Improve Generalization, In J. E. Moody, S. J. Hanson, and R. P. Lippmann (eds), Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems 4, pp. 950–957. Morgan-Kaufmann, 1992.

23) J. Gubernatis, N. Kawashima, and P. Werner: Quantum Monte Carlo Methods: Algorithms for Lattice Models (Cambridge University Press, 2016).

24) M. Newman and G. Barkema: Monte Carlo Methods in Statistical Physics (Clarendon Press, 1999).

25) D. Landau and K. Binder: A Guide to Monte Carlo Simulations in Statistical Physics (Cambridge University Press, 2014).

26) N. Ito, T. Matsuhisa, and H. Kitatani: Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 67 (1998) 1188.

11/11