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Machine-learning-inspired techniques have emerged as a new paradigm for analysis of phase transitions in
quantum matter. In this work, we introduce a supervised learning algorithm for studying critical phenomena
from measurement data, “neural network scaling,” which is based on iteratively training convolutional networks
of increasing (spatial) complexity and test it on the transverse field Ising chain and q = 6 Potts model. At the
continuous Ising transition, our scaling procedure directly reflects the hallmark of a continuous (second-order)
phase transition, divergence of a characteristic length scale. Specifically, we extract a classification length scale
by measuring the response of the classification accuracy while varying the largest convolution size (architecture
of the network). We observe empirically the scaling exponent of the classification length is consistent with
a power law with the correlation length exponent ν = 1. Furthermore, we demonstrate the versatility of our
algorithm by showing the universal scaling behaviors persist across a variety of measurement bases, including
when the order parameter is nonlocal. Finally, we show that the classification length scale remains finite for the
q = 6 Potts model, which has a first-order transition and lacks a divergent correlation length.
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Introduction. Machine learning techniques have emerged
as a new tool for analyzing complex many-body systems
[1–4]. A particularly well-studied application of such tech-
niques is that of the identification and classification of phase
transitions directly from the data, assuming little to no prior
knowledge of the underlying physics [5–21]. Typically, the
algorithms take as input labeled snapshot measurements
of the kind obtained in cold-atom and quantum simulator
experiments [22–33]. Recent efforts have expanded such ex-
plorations to a diverse range of systems, including disordered
[34–37] and topologically ordered systems [38–44], as well as
applications to experiments [45–47].

An often-voiced concern, however, is that machine learn-
ing methods appear as a black box and that it is difficult to
trust neural network classification without traditional support-
ing evidence. For example, in the study of phase transitions
with machine learning, the phase boundary identified by
a conventional approach may be affected by short-distance
correlations, which turn out to be irrelevant for the thermody-
namic phase of the system [10]. Instead, learning algorithms
should ideally focus on characteristic signatures of phase tran-
sitions which are insensitive to irrelevant correlations, such
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as power-law divergences near the critical point of a second-
order phase transition.

In this paper we develop a machine learning algorithm
inspired by this fundamental feature of critical phenomena,
i.e., the emergence of long-distance correlations and scale
invariance. We dub this method “neural network scaling,” as
it systematically analyzes critical behavior near a suspected
transition point, using only snapshot data, by scaling the func-
tional form of a neural network and looking at the response
of the classification accuracy (see Fig. 1). Specifically, we
restrict the architecture so the network can only access patches
of the snapshot at a time and then vary the largest patch size.
The resulting family of models is similar in architecture to
those in Refs. [12,48–51]. Critical scaling for varying patch
sizes has also been recently observed in Ref. [52] using con-
nected correlation functions.

Under these conditions we can extract information about
the structure of correlations in the underlying data. In par-
ticular, our main result is the identification of an emergent
classification length scale ξnet, which we argue on general
grounds reflects the underlying system’s correlation length.
Thus, for a second-order phase transition, ξnet should diverge
at the critical point according to a power law with a universal
exponent. We exemplify this on the one-dimensional (1D)
transverse field Ising model and see scaling of the classifica-
tion length consistent with known exponents. In contrast, for a
first-order transition in the two-dimensional (2D) q = 6 Potts
model, we see no scaling of the classification length, in line
with expectations.

The learning algorithm proves quite versatile and neither
requires prior knowledge of the order parameter nor the mea-
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FIG. 1. Conceptual illustration of our method for a 1D spin
chain. Snapshots near a second-order phase transition reveal a char-
acteristic length scale ξcorr over which spins are correlated and which
diverges at the critical point. The modules mk are designed to only
capture correlations in the data up to a certain length scale �k , and
their outputs are aggregated into Mk . On length scales shorter than
ξcorr, the algorithm cannot make a firm distinction between the two
phases. As the module size is increased, the prediction 〈Mk〉 is
improved until �k ∼ ξcorr, after which it quickly saturates.

surement data. The only information provided is the spatial
structure of the measurement data. We demonstrate this ver-
satility by considering data from projective measurements in
different measurement bases, without passing the information
about the basis to the algorithm. For conventional approaches
based on two-site correlation functions or local order param-
eters, this would make the detection of the thermodynamic
phase a tremendous challenge. Nevertheless, the algorithm
manages to distinguish the two phases with a high degree
of accuracy. This is especially promising in light of studying
phase transitions in measurement data, where the generator of
the dynamics, i.e., the Hamiltonian or the effective field the-
ory, are unknown. It also provides a promising route to design
machine learning approaches to identify phases with nonlocal
or hidden order, for which information on the structure of the
order parameter or the relevant correlation functions may be
unknown or inaccessible.

The algorithm. Neural network scaling is a supervised
learning algorithm that systematically adds complexity to a
machine learning model. The model is composed of a set
of independent computational units, termed modules. The al-
gorithm takes and trains modules iteratively, and, by design,
each new module learns correlations in the data that the prior
modules did not capture. Conceptually, complexity is added
by increasing the amount of correlations representable by the
model in each step. For any specific application, physical
understanding should inform the design of these modules. In
this paper the application is to scaling behavior near critical
points, so modules are designed to incorporate spatial locality,
and each subsequent module captures spatial correlations at a
larger length scale.

Each module mi : �x → R, labeled with an index i =
1, ..., N , takes as input a snapshot (projective measurement)
�x and maps it to a scalar. Then we apply an aggregation
function Mk that aggregates the outputs of the first k modules

Algorithm 1. Iterative training algorithm.

input: Sequence of modules m1, ..., ml

input: Aggregate models Mk (m1, ..., mk ), k � l
input: Labeled dataset {(�xi, yi )}
input: Loss function L
Result: Trained set of models {Mk}, k = 1, ..., l
for k = 1, ..., l do

train Mk on dataset (�xi, yi ) by minimizing
L(yi, Mk (xi ));
freeze parameters of mk

m1, ..., mk , where k = 1, ..., N . This results in a sequence of
N models Mk (m1, ..., mk ) with shared modules. In practice,
both the modules and the aggregation functions are imple-
mented through a neural network. This model is then trained
to minimize a classification loss function L using the iterative
training algorithm described in pseudocode in Algorithm 1.

The intuition behind this algorithm is that the improvement
of classification accuracy from model Mk to Mk+1 can only be
due to features captured by module mk+1. Thus in our appli-
cation the modular architecture along with iterative training
allows us to independently learn features at different length
scales.

The network. We develop a class of convolutional neural
networks for the modules, designed to probe the spatial struc-
ture of correlations. Each module mk takes the functional form

mk (�x) = 1

N

∑

j

mk
0

(
�x�k

j

)
, (1)

where mk
0 is a two-layer neural network that acts on a subset

�x�k
j of the data �x. The label �k indicates the size of a spatial

region corresponding to the subset (e.g., �k adjacent sites in
a one-dimensional lattice), and the index j enumerates all
N regions of size �k . Here we have assumed translational
invariance, but for systems with boundaries or disorder, the
network mk

0 → mk
j may also vary from region to region.

The aggregation function we choose is a linear classifier
LC, acting on the module outputs mk (�x):

MK (�x) = LC(m1(�x), m2(�x), ...mK (�x)). (2)

The linear classifier is defined by LC({mi(�x)}) =
σ [

∑
i wimi(�x) − b], where σ is the sigmoid function

σ (z) = 1/(1 + e−z ), and wi and b are free parameters. The
nonlinearity σ maps the linear combination of module outputs
to a value between [0,1], as expected for binary classification.
The loss function we use is the binary cross entropy,
L[yi, Mk (xi )] = 〈y log Mk (xi ) + (1 − y) log[1 − Mk (xi )]〉,
where yi is the target label yi ∈ {0, 1} and the expectation
value is taken over the training dataset.

Choosing a linear classifier ensures that the network cannot
capture additional, spurious correlations between regions. A
nonlinear classifier may also include products of local corre-
lations like m2(�x)m3(�x). These capture nonlocal information
about potentially disconnected five-site regions, which we
exclude on purpose. In the remainder of the text, we use M�

instead of MK to denote an aggregate classifier with largest
convolution length �K = �.
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The full model is naturally represented by a convolutional
neural network (CNN). The resulting CNN architecture, with
parallel convolutional modules, is similar to the network-in-
network architectures from Refs. [12,48,49], the correlation
probing neural network from Ref. [50], and to the EDNN from
Ref. [51]. Our work introduces the idea of scaling convolution
size iteratively and observing the response via classification
accuracy to extract a characteristic length scale.

Applications. We investigate neural network scaling for a
second-order phase transition in the 1D transverse field Ising
model (TFIM). The single-parameter Hamiltonian for the 1D
TFIM with open boundaries is

H (g) = −
L−1∑

i=1

σ z
i σ z

i+1 − g
N∑

i=1

σ x
i , (3)

where σ z,x
i are Pauli matrices for spin i. At critical value

gc = 1, the ground state of this model undergoes a phase
transition from a disordered (paramagnetic) to an ordered
(ferromagnetic) state, breaking the global Z2 symmetry. In
what follows we focus our attention on a region around g = gc.
To construct our dataset, we employ the matrix-product-state-
based iTEBD algorithm [53] to numerically determine the
ground state as a function of g and sample configurations
for a system size of L = 400. We then perform projective
measurements in multiple bases, including the z basis (mea-
suring σ z

i on each site), the x basis (measuring σ x
i ), and a few

intermediate bases, cos(θ )σ z
i + sin(θ )σ x

i . This illustrates that
the classification algorithm does not rely on the a priori choice
of an optimal basis, which for experimental measurements
may be unknown.

Each snapshot is labeled with the phase it is drawn from,
with ordered (g < gc) or disordered (g > gc), labeled as 1
or 0, respectively. The machine learning model is trained by
minimizing the binary cross entropy between the labels and
the prediction M�(x) (see The Network), on snapshots drawn
from the ground state of H (g) at 85 different values of g with
800 snapshots per g. Points were spread from g = 0 to 4.4
but concentrated in the critical region near gc = 1, with a
minimum separation of �g = 0.01. Module outputs 〈m�〉g

and phase classification 〈M�〉g are computed on a separate
validation dataset consisting of 200 snapshots per g and with
a minimum separation of �g = 0.002 in the critical region.
(Neural networks were built and trained using the Keras
package [54].) Training is fast, as network sizes are small
compared to state-of-the-art deep learning tasks, with a single
epoch (training once on each snapshot) taking approximately
3 s for the smallest networks (� = 2) and 24 s for the largest
(� = 18) on a Google Colab GPU instance. Typical training
runs require approximately 100 epochs per �. Once the net-
works are trained, 〈M�〉g measures how accurately the ground
state of H (g) can be inferred from local measurements with
spatial extent �, and henceforth we call this the classification
accuracy.

Empirically, we find the classification accuracy improves
as the convolution size � is increased, with the improvement
most dramatic for snapshots drawn near gc, see Fig. 2(a). The
continuous sharpening of the classification curve with increas-
ing convolution size is a robust signature of a second-order
phase transition. This is because identifying the phase from
local measurements is intimately connected to correlations

in the ground state. At the critical point, the ordered and
disordered phases are indistinguishable, and the system is
dominated by fluctuations with a divergent correlation length
ξcorr, resulting in an ambiguous prediction 〈M�〉gc = 0.5. As g
moves away from the critical point, characteristic correlations
indicating one of the possible phases build up at distances
larger than ξcorr, while shorter distances remain dominated
by fluctuations. Since ξcorr ∼ |g − gc|−ν decays as a power
law, farther from the critical point the classification accuracy
improves for fixed �. Similarly, as � is increased, the accuracy
of the classification 〈M�〉g will improve, saturating to either
1 or 0 depending on g < gc or g > gc, respectively. For an
infinitely large system, the classification curve approaches a
step function as � → ∞.

To quantitatively analyze the relationship between the clas-
sification and convolution size, we extract a characteristic
length scale associated with the improvement of 〈M�〉g via an
inverse exponential fit |〈M∞ − M�〉g| ∼ exp(−�/ξnet ), where
ξnet is a g-dependent length scale. Specifically, we set M∞ to
1 in the ordered phase and 0 in the disordered phase, the satu-
ration values in an ideal, infinitely large system. We consider
� < 20, which obtains convincing prediction probabilities for
data points with |g − gc| � 0.01. As our data is for an L = 400
chain, this emulates a thermodynamically large system. We
also exclude the smallest module (� = 1), which only captures
single-site observables. The resulting fit between 2 � � < 20
performs well in the z basis (2c). However, in other bases,
specifically, the intermediate θ = π/4 basis, the classification
accuracy exhibits erratic behavior for small �. Nevertheless, at
slightly larger � ≈ 5, scaling with � reappears, and the expo-
nential fit extracts a meaningful length scale ξnet capturing the
scaling of 〈M�〉g.

Near the phase transition we see that the fitted correla-
tion length ξnet diverges as g approaches the critical point
gc and is well described by a power law [Fig. 2(b)]. Re-
markably, the power-law scaling of the fitted classification
length ξnet ∼ |g − gc|−νnet is consistent with the known ex-
ponent for the 1D TFIM, νnet ≈ ν = 1. This includes
other bases where the phases cannot be reliably distinguished
from conventional two-point correlation functions [55]. These
observations suggest ξnet reflects the underlying correlation
length scale independent of measurement basis and hence can
be used to robustly probe the growth of correlations near the
critical point.

Above, we have assumed gc is known a priori, which is
not typically true. However, we could also consider neural
network scaling with a different partitioning of the training
labels—ordered (g < g̃c) or disordered (g > g̃c)—where g̃c is
not necessarily the true critical point gc. In such a case, the
classification curves 〈M�〉g still reveal information about the
correlations in the vicinity of g̃c. For example, as shown in
[55], for g̃c = 1.05 we see the classification curve stops im-
proving at some finite �. This is consistent with the underlying
system having a finite correlation length at g̃c. Thus if the criti-
cal point is unknown a priori, one could estimate it by training
a sequence of models for various g̃c and identifying gc with the
classification curves that continue improving for the largest
�, in the spirit of confusion methods for using supervised
learning in an unsupervised context [5]. In addition, farther
away from gc the correlation length is smaller so training can
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(a)

(c)

(b)

FIG. 2. (a) Average classification M�(x) as a function of the TFIM parameter g and the spatial extent � of the model. Classifiers
incorporating longer range correlations can more reliably identify the phase of snapshots taken near the critical point, as evidenced by
an increase in the slope. (Inset) Average module outputs 〈m�〉 also exhibit scaling with �, as one would expect from an order parameter.
(b) Fitted classification lengths ξnet on a log-log plot, from measurements in the z (basis = 0), x (basis = π/2), and two intermediate bases
cos(0.18π )z + sin(0.18π )x (basis = 0.18π ) and (z + x)/

√
2 (basis = π/4), plotted on a log-log scale. For each basis, points are separate for

approaching gc from above (blue) or below (red). Data for g near gc is consistent with power-law behavior with exponent μ = 1, which are
depicted by colored dotted lines. Error bars are an estimate of the standard deviation in the fitted ξnet. (c) Correlation lengths ξnet are extracted
by fitting the classification curves 〈M�〉g for each value of g to an inverse exponential form. Fits are performed for classifiers with the largest
module size between 2 � � <20 and are shown in the same four bases. Notice that in the intermediate bases, especially π/4, the classification
curves behave erratically at very small � but exhibit scaling at intermediate � > 5. The resulting length scales extracted by the exponential fits
are consistent with universal scaling near the critical point g ≈ gc (b).

be stopped at smaller �, reducing the computational resources
required.

To contrast the continuous Ising transition, we also exam-
ine the q = 6 Potts model. Specifically, we used the metropolis

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 3. Potts model data. (a) Predicted classifications 〈M�〉T for
the q = 6 Potts model do not exhibit scaling with system size, reflect-
ing the fact that the phase transition is first order. (b) The module
outputs 〈m�〉T , averaged over all snapshots at a given temperature,
are in sharp contrast to the second-order transition from Fig. 2.
(c) Zooming in on the classifications 〈M�〉T near zero demonstrates
the lack of scaling with �.

Monte Carlo algorithm with Wolff cluster updates [56] to gen-
erate samples for an 80 × 80 lattice with periodic boundary
conditions, drawing 1000 snapshots for every T . This model
exhibits a first-order phase transition in temperature (T ) and
hence does not feature a diverging correlation length [57].
As a result we expect that spatially local measurement data
should be sufficient to distinguish the two phases, since there
are no long-range critical fluctuations. Indeed, our numerical
data reflects this intuition, since the classification 〈M�〉T does
not exhibit improvement beyond � = 2 (Fig. 3), regardless of
distance to the transition point. Thus neural network scaling
can identify the absence of a divergent correlation length in a
first-order phase transition.

Discussion. We have presented a flexible method for iden-
tifying second-order phase transitions and for extracting a
characteristic length scale ξnet directly from measurement data
via neural network scaling. Furthermore, ξnet diverges with
the same scaling exponent as the physical correlation length
ξcorr. Above we gave physical arguments for why this occurs,
based on indistinguishability of the phase at short distances
dominated by critical fluctuations. These arguments are quite
general and reflect the emergence of universality at critical
points. Indeed, it is widely believed that at the critical point
the correlation length ξcorr is the sole contributor to singular,
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thermodynamic quantities [58,59]. As long as the model can
distinguish the two phases, the classification 〈M�〉g should
exhibit a discontinuity at the critical point g = gc in the
thermodynamic limit � → ∞, and ξcorr should be the only
length scale governing long-distance behavior of 〈M�〉g, in
agreement with our observations. As such, our scaling pro-
cedure makes few assumptions about the microscopic model
and could be used to study any system with a continuous phase
transition. However, it would be interesting to place our em-
pirical observations on a more rigorous theoretical foundation
using the theory of distinguishability near quantum critical
points [60,61].

Our analysis of the classification length scale ξnet has been
performed for relatively small module sizes � < 20 compared
to the size of the system L = 400. This mitigates finite-size
effects and yields a scaling of the classification only with the
correlation length. However, the method fundamentally can-
not know about behaviors at � > 20. This would be relevant
for more subtle cases such as weakly first-order transitions,
where new behaviors emerge at larger length scales [62].
Furthermore, in an experimental setting, the maximum cor-
relation length will often be cut off, due to, e.g., adiabatic
ramp time or finite system sizes. In such cases there may be
multiple relevant length scales for characterizing the classi-
fication curves, and a multiparameter scaling analysis could
be required. This scenario warrants further study, as it will
likely be relevant for near-term quantum simulators, where
resources are limited.

The framework presented here for analyzing continuous
phase transitions shows more broadly that for classifica-
tion tasks we can probe an underlying feature of interest

by systematically varying the functional form of the mod-
els and measuring the response in the form of classification
accuracy. In addition to the convolutional neural networks
used here, one could consider different classes of mod-
els, including kernel methods [8,63] or quantum machine
learning models [64,65]. Neural network scaling could also
be readily generalized to different kinds of order. For ex-
ample, dynamical critical exponents could be estimated by
looking at time-series data, and using a set of models
which can represent observables spanning a finite number
of time slices [36,66]. Similarly, phase transitions without
conventional order parameters could be studied, perhaps by
looking at looplike observables of different sizes [67] or
correlations between different snapshots [65,68]. The tools
developed here are especially timely, as quantum simulation
technologies are rapidly approaching the point where exotic
phases of quantum matter can be directly studied in the
laboratory.
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machine learning of competing orders in disordered interacting
systems, Phys. Rev. B 100, 155141 (2019).

[38] W. Zhang, L. Wang, and Z. Wang, Interpretable machine learn-
ing study of the many-body localization transition in disordered
quantum Ising spin chains, Phys. Rev. B 99, 054208 (2019).

[39] D.-L. Deng, X. Li, and S. Das Sarma, Machine learning topo-
logical states, Phys. Rev. B 96, 195145 (2017).

[40] J. F. Rodriguez-Nieva and M. S. Scheurer, Identifying topolog-
ical order through unsupervised machine learning, Nat. Phys.
15, 790 (2019).

[41] O. Balabanov and M. Granath, Unsupervised interpretable
learning of topological indices invariant under permutations of
atomic bands, arXiv:2008.07268.

[42] E. Greplova, A. Valenti, G. Boschung, F. Schäfer, N. Lörch,
and S. Huber, Unsupervised identification of topological order
using predictive models, arXiv:1910.10124.

[43] T. Vieijra, C. Casert, J. Nys, W. De Neve, J. Haegeman, J.
Ryckebusch, and F. Verstraete, Restricted Boltzmann Machines
for Quantum States with Non-Abelian or Anyonic Symmetries,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 097201 (2020).

[44] H.-Y. Hu, S.-H. Li, L. Wang, and Y.-Z. You, Machine learning
holographic mapping by neural network renormalization group,
Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 023369 (2020).

[45] B. S. Rem, N. Käming, M. Tarnowski, L. Asteria, N. Fläschner,
C. Becker, K. Sengstock, and C. Weitenberg, Identifying
quantum phase transitions using artificial neural networks on
experimental data, Nat. Phys. 15, 917 (2019).

[46] A. Bohrdt, C. S. Chiu, G. Ji, M. Xu, D. Greif, M. Greiner, E.
Demler, F. Grusdt, and M. Knap, Classifying snapshots of the
doped Hubbard model with machine learning, Nat. Phys. 15,
921 (2019).

[47] Y. Zhang, A. Mesaros, K. Fujita, S. D. Edkins, M. H. Hamidian,
K. Ch’ng, H. Eisaki, S. Uchida, J. C. S. Davis, E. Khatami
et al., Machine learning in electronic-quantum-matter imaging
experiments, Nature (London) 570, 484 (2019).

[48] C. Szegedy, W. Liu, Y. Jia, P. Sermanet, S. Reed, D. Anguelov,
D. Erhan, V. Vanhoucke, and A. Rabinovich, Going deeper with
convolutions, arXiv:1409.4842.

[49] M. Lin, Q. Chen, and S. Yan, Network in network,
arXiv:1312.4400.

[50] C. Miles, A. Bohrdt, R. Wu, C. Chiu, M. Xu, G. Ji, M. Greiner,
K. Q. Weinberger, E. Demler, and E.-A. Kim, Correlator con-
volutional neural networks: An interpretable architecture for
image-like quantum matter data, arXiv:2011.03474.

[51] K. Mills, K. Ryczko, I. Luchak, A. Domurad, C. Beeler, and
I. Tamblyn, Extensive deep neural networks for transferring
small scale learning to large scale systems, Chem. Sci. 10, 4129
(2019).

L022032-6

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.255702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.032142
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.060404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.075113
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03582-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24654
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1666-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.021060
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aal3837
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaf8834
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature22362
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24622
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0733-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature18274
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.021012
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2006373117
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.257204
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.224202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.060301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.155141
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.054208
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.195145
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0512-x
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2008.07268
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1910.10124
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.097201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023369
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0554-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0565-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1319-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1409.4842
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1312.4400
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2011.03474
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8SC04578J


LEARNING ALGORITHM REFLECTING UNIVERSAL … PHYSICAL REVIEW RESEARCH 4, L022032 (2022)

[52] D. A. Martin, T. L. Ribeiro, S. A. Cannas, T. S. Grigera, D.
Plenz, and D. R. Chialvo, Box-scaling as a proxy of finite-size
correlations, arXiv:2007.08236.

[53] G. Vidal, Classical Simulation of Infinite-Size Quantum Lattice
Systems in One Spatial Dimension, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 070201
(2007).

[54] F. Chollet et al., Keras, https://keras.io (2015).
[55] See Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/supplemental/

10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.L022032 for additional informa-
tion about network architecture, observables in different bases,
and different partitions.

[56] U. Wolff, Collective Monte Carlo Updating for Spin Systems,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 361 (1989).

[57] F. Y. Wu, The Potts model, Rev. Mod. Phys. 54, 235 (1982).
[58] M. Kardar, Statistical Physics of Fields (Cambridge University

Press, Cambridge, England, 2007).
[59] S. Sachdev, Quantum Phase Transitions, 2nd ed. (Cambridge

University Press, Cambridge, England, 2011).
[60] V. R. Vieira, Quantum information and phase transitions: Fi-

delity and state distinguishability, J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 213,
012005 (2010).

[61] S.-J. Gu, Fidelity approach to quantum phase transitions, Int. J.
Mod. Phys. B 24, 4371 (2010).

[62] P. Peczak and D. P. Landau, Monte Carlo study of finite-size
effects at a weakly first-order phase transition, Phys. Rev. B 39,
11932 (1989).

[63] K. Liu, N. Sadoune, N. Rao, J. Greitemann, and L. Pollet,
Revealing the phase diagram of Kitaev materials by machine
learning: Cooperation and competition between spin liquids,
arXiv:2004.14415.

[64] I. Cong, S. Choi, and M. D. Lukin, Quantum convolutional
neural networks, Nat. Phys. 15, 1273 (2019).

[65] H.-Y. Huang, R. Kueng, G. Torlai, V. V. Albert, and J. Preskill,
Provably efficient machine learning for quantum many-body
problems, arXiv:2106.12627.

[66] A. Seif, M. Hafezi, and C. Jarzynski, Machine learning the
thermodynamic arrow of time, Nat. Phys. 17, 105 (2021).

[67] Y. Zhang and E.-A. Kim, Quantum Loop Topography for Ma-
chine Learning, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 216401 (2017).

[68] M. Iqbal and N. Schuch, Entanglement Order Parameters and
Critical Behavior for Topological Phase transitions and Beyond,
Phys. Rev. X 11, 041014 (2021).

L022032-7

http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2007.08236
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.070201
https://keras.io
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.4.L022032
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.62.361
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.54.235
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/213/1/012005
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979210056335
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.39.11932
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2004.14415
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0648-8
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:2106.12627
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-1018-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.216401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.041014

