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We propose and demonstrate a nonlinear optics approach to emulate Ising machines con-

taining up to a million spins and with tailored two and four-body interactions with all-to-all

connections. It uses a spatial light modulator to encode and control the spins in the form

of the binary phase values of wavelets in coherent laser beams, and emulates the high-order

interaction with frequency conversion in a nonlinear crystal at the Fourier plane. By adap-

tive feedback control, the system can be evolved into effective spin configurations that well

approximate the ground states of Ising Hamiltonians with all-to-all connected many-body

interactions. Our technique could serve as a new tool to probe complex, many-body physics

and give rise to exciting applications in big data optimization, computing, and analytics.
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1 Introduction

A wide range of modern applications across biology 1, medicine 2, finance 3, and social networks

4 benefit from efficient processing and optimization of big data with complex structures and corre-

lations. However, many such tasks are non-deterministic polynomial time hard (NP-hard), which

could take existing supercomputers years to solve 5. In this challenge, intense research efforts are

underway to pave alternative approaches for computing and information processing. Among them,

Ising machines have been shown to offer viable solutions for important NP-hard problems such as

MAX-CUT 6, protein folding 7, and traveling salesman 8, among others 9–15. To this end, a variety

of Ising machines have been demonstrated in effective spin systems of trapped atoms 16, 17, polari-

ton condensates 18, superconducting circuits 19, coupled oscillators 20–22, nanophotonic waveguides

23–25, randomly coupled lasers 26–28, and time-multiplexed optical parametric oscillators 29, 30.

For the tasks of finding the ground states of many-body Hamiltonians, photonic systems en-

joy the distinct advantages of high connectivity and speed 31–36. For example, a fast coherent Ising

machine can be realized in a looped optical parametric oscillator with temporally multiplexed

pulses 37, 38, albeit with limited spin numbers 37 or relying on photodetection and electronic feed-

back to emulate the spin-spin interaction 39, 40. In contrast, a linear-optical Ising machine based on

spatial light modulation was shown to subtend about 80,000 spins by coding them as the binary

phases of pixels on a spatial light modulator (SLM) 41. The far-field optical power of a modu-

lated beam gives the expected energy of spin-spin interaction. The relatively simple setup yet high

connectivity and scalability make this approach attractive to Ising machines with fully connected
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two-body interaction.

Yet, there are physical systems and numeric models whose dynamics cannot be fully cap-

tured by two-body interactions, and proper descriptions of multi-body interaction are required

42–46. This poses a significant computational challenge, whose complexity and volume exceeds by

far that of Ising problems with only two-body interaction, even for a moderate number of spins

47, 48. While a small class of many-body interaction can be decomposed onto a series of two-body

interactions via some recursive or algebraic means 49–51, they often subject to strict constraints 52, 53

or require tedious error corrections 54, 55. For simulating complex systems and processing data with

high-order correlation, suitable Ising machines remain desirable that support simultaneously high

connectivity, multi-body interaction, and a large number of spins.

In this paper, we propose and experimentally demonstrate such an Ising machine hosting ad-

justable two-body interaction, four-body interaction, and all-to-all connections over a large number

of spins. It realizes the spins as the binary phases of wavelets in a coherent laser beam, and im-

plements effective multi-body interaction through nonlinear frequency conversion. Using SLM’s

(or equivalently, digital micromirror devices), one million spins are easily accessible. The fully

connected two-body interaction is emulated with the optical power of the modulated light in the

Fourier plane. The four-body interaction, also fully connected, is realized effectively by passing

the modulated light through a lithium-niobate crystal in the Fourier plane for second harmonic

(SH) generation. By simultaneously measuring the optical powers of the modulated light and its

SH coupling into a fiber, complex Hamiltonians with all-to-all connected two-body and four-body
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interactions can be emulated over nearly one million spins. Through feedback control, the system

can be evolved into the vicinity of the ground state of its Hamiltonian, exhibiting ferromagnetic,

paramagnetic, and other novel nonlinear susceptibility phase transitions.

The present Ising emulator could pave a pathway to otherwise inaccessible territories of big

data analytics and quantum simulation 45, 46. The high-order, many-body interaction can also serve

as powerful activation functions for all optical machine learning 56, 57. For example, an immediate

application is to use this machine as the q-state Potts model with two-body and four-body interac-

tions on a square lattice 58. Finally, while the current setup uses SH generation, even richer physics

and controllability can be achieved by using other nonlinear optical processing like sum-frequency

generation 59, and four-wave mixing 60, where other types of spin interaction and connection can

be engineered.

2 Theoretical Analysis

The basic idea of the present Ising machine is illustrated in Fig. 1, which emulates chemical po-

tential, two-body interaction, and four-body interaction over a large number of spins. Each spin is

encoded as the binary phase of a pixel on a SLM. The total chemical potential energy is represented

by the weighted sum of all spins. To realize the interactions, a coherent Gaussian pump beam is

reflected off the SLM, focused using a Fourier lens to a nonlinear crystal for SH generation. The

resulting beams at the original fundamental wavelength and the new SH wavelength are then sep-

arated at a dichroic mirror and captured by optical fibers. The pump power in the fiber is then
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measured to emulate the energy associated with spin-spin interaction, and that of the SH beam

is to capture the four-body interaction among spins. Incorporating all three, a Hamiltonian de-

scribing the chemical potential, two-body interaction, and four-body interaction can be effectively

constructed.

Figure 1: Illustration of an Ising machine with adjustable chemical energy, all-to-all two-body and

four-body interactions.

To derive the effective Hamiltonian, we consider a Gaussian input pump beam of wavelength

λp, peak amplitude E0, and beam waist wp. It shines a SLM whose phase mask consists of pixels

(m,n) centered around (x′m, y
′
n), each giving 0 or π phase modulation. The transverse electric field

immediately after the SLM is approximately 41

Ep(x
′, y′) =

N∑
m=1

N∑
n=1

ξmnσmn
1

a2
Π

(
x′ − x′m

a

)
Π

(
y′ − y′n
a

)
. (1)

Here ξmn = E0 exp
[
−(x′2m + y′2n )/w2

p

]
is the amplitude at pixel (m,n), Π is the rectangular func-

tion of width a, and σmn = ±1 for the 0/π binary phase modulation.

The electric field is then transformed using a Fourier lens of focal length F and coupled into

a periodic-poled lithium niobate (PPLN) crystal of length L, so that it reads at the center of the
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crystal (z = 0):

Ep(x, y, z = 0) =
N∑
m=1

N∑
n=1

ξmnσmnηmnsinc

(
axπ

λpF

)
sinc

(
ayπ

λpF

)
exp(iκpz). (2)

Here, ηmn = exp
[
−2πi(xx′m + yy′n)/λpF

]
, κp = (2πnp)/λp, and np is the refractive index of

the pump in the PPLN crystal. For simplification, we introduce contracted notations ξi and σi,

with ξi=m+(n−1)N ≡ ξmn, and σi=m+(n−1)N ≡ σmn, with i = 1, 2, ...N2 to index the N ×N spins

(pixels). In our setup, only near-axis light is fiber coupled and measured, so that sinc(axπ/λpF ),

sinc(ayπ/λpF ) ≈ 1, giving

Ep(x, y, z) ≈
N2∑
i=1

ξiσiηi exp(iκpz). (3)

In the PPLN crystal, the pump creates its SH according to the following dynamics,

2iκp
∂Ep
∂z

+

(
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

)
Ep = −2

ω2
p

c2
χ(2)E∗pEhe

i4κz, (4)

2iκh
∂Eh
∂z

+

(
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

)
Eh = −ω

2
h

c2
χ(2)E2

pe
−i4κz, (5)

which evolves from −L/2 to L/2. Here, κh = (2πnh)/λh is the wave number of the SH wave

in the crystal with refractive index nh. ωp and ωh are the angular frequencies of the pump and

SH waves, respectively. ∆κ = 2κp − κh − 2π/Λ is the phase mismatching, with Λ being the

poling period. Equations (4)–(5) can in principle be solved by using split-step Fourier and adaptive

step-size methods. However, the numeric solutions consume significant computational time and

resources that increase exponentially with the spin number 61, whose inefficiency calls for the

present optical realization. Only under the conditions of phase matching (∆κ = 0), undepleted

pump approximation, and negligibly small diffraction terms in Eqs. (4) and (5), the transverse
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electric-field of the output SH wave can be obtained analytically as

Eh(x, y, L/2) = i
ω2
hχ

(2)L

c2κh
E2
p(x, y,−L/2). (6)

At the crystal output, the pump and SH waves are each coupled into a single-mode fiber for

detection, whose optical power is given by

Pp,h =

∣∣∣∣∫∫ Ep,h(x, y)Ep,h
f dxdy

∣∣∣∣2 . (7)

where

Ep,h
f =

√
2

π

1

wp,h
f

exp

(
−x

2 + y2

(wp,h
f )2

)
, (8)

are the normalized back-propagated fiber modes of beam waist wp
f and wh

f for the pump and SH

waves, respectively.

Substituting Eq. (3), (6) and (8) in Eq. (7), the detected power for the pump and SH waves is

given in the form of

Pp =
N2∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

Jijσiσj, (9)

and

Ph =
N2∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

N2∑
s=1

N2∑
r=1

Jijsrσiσjσsσr, (10)

where Jij and Jijsr prescribe the strength of the two-body and four-body interactions, respectively.

As an example, Section 1 of the Supplementary Material presents the analytic results of Jij and

Jijsr under the approximation of Eq. (6).

With Eq. (9) and (10), we can define a single parameter E to characterize the “energy” of the
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whole system, as

E = αC + βPp + γPh, (11)

where C =
∑N2

i=1 µiσi is the weighted sum of spins that represents their total chemical energy,

with the local chemical potential µi ∈ [−1, 1]. In this equation, α, β, and γ are free parameters

defining the contribution of the chemical potential, two-body, and four-body interaction energy,

respectively, to the total energy.

The total energy E can be minimized by optimizing the binary phase mask on the SLM

through adaptive feedback control (see Fig. 4). This is equivalent to finding the ground-state solu-

tions of the effective Hamiltonian

H = αĤ1 + βĤ2 + γĤ4, (12)

where Ĥ1 is the Hamiltonian describing the chemical potential, Ĥ2 for the two-body and Ĥ4 for

the four-body interaction, respectively, with

Ĥ1 =
N2∑
i=1

µiŜi, (13)

Ĥ2 =
N2∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

JijŜiŜj, (14)

and

Ĥ4 =
N2∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

N2∑
s=1

N2∑
r=1

JijsrŜiŜjŜsŜr. (15)

The two-body and four-body interactions can be tailored by modulating the input pump wave,

varying the fiber optical modes, and modifying the phase matching conditions for the nonlinear
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Figure 2: A toy Ising model with 4 spins, where the second spin σ2 does not interact with the rest

by blocking the input pump wavelet on the corresponding pixel. (a) shows the two-body interaction

term Jij , with Ji2 = J2j = 0 for any i, j (grey squares) and all other Jij = 1 (white squares). (b)

shows the four-body interaction term Jijsr by the same color scheme. (c) and (d) plot the PDF of

the energy and magnetization, respectively.
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process. As an example, Fig. 2 considers a toy system of four spins, with the input pump partially

blocked and the output pump and SH light across the remaining pixels coupled equally into the

fiber mode. The resulting interaction coefficients Jij and Jijsr are shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b). For

α = β = γ = −1, the system’s ground state is simply with all spin up. For all the possible

spin configurations, we plot the probability distribution function (PDF) of the energy (E) and

magnetization, defined as M =
∑N2

i=1 σi/N
2, in Fig. 2 (c) and (d), respectively. As shown, the

many-body interactions can be tailored into complex forms by simple linear optics operations.

3 Experimental Setup

The experimental setup for the present nonlinear optical Ising machine is shown in Fig. 3. We use

an optical pulse train at 1551.5 nm as the pump. Each pulse has 5 ps full-width at half-maximum

(FWHM) and 50 MHz repetition rate. The pump’s average power is about 40 mW and its pulse

energy is ∼ 0.8 nanojoules. The transverse FWHM of the pump beam is 2.6 mm incident on the

SLM (Santec SLM-100, 1440 × 1050 pixels, pixel pitch 10.4 × 10.4 µm) at a 50◦ incidence angle

59. Initially, a random binary phase mask with phase value 0 or π is uploaded onto the SLM. A

lens focused the beams (focus length F =200 mm) inside a temperature-stabilized PPLN crystal

with a poling period of 19.36 µm (5 mol.% MgO doped PPLN, 10 mm length, 3 mm width, and 1

mm height from HC Photonics) for SH generation. The pump beam waist inside the crystal is 45

µm. The output is then filtered with a dichroic mirror to separate the SH and pump light 62. Each

arm is coupled into a single-mode fiber (SMF-28) using a fiber collimator consisting of aspheric

lens (Thorlabs C220TMD-C and A375TM-B) and then detected by power meters (Thorlabs PM-
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Figure 3: Experimental setup for the present nonlinear optical Ising machine. Pump laser pulses

at wavelength 1551.5 nm with 5 ps pulse width and 50 MHz repetition rate are incident on a

SLM, and focused into a PPLN crystal to generate SH light at wavelength 775.75 nm. After the

crystal, the pump and SH beams are coupled into separate optial fibers and measured using power

meters. SLM: Spatial Light Modulator, PPLN crystal: Magnesium-doped Periodic Poled Lithium

Niobate crystal, PD: Photodiode, PM: Power meter, IR: Infrared, CCD: Charged Coupled Device

and HWP: Half waveplate.

11



100D with sensors S132C and S130C). The measurement results are sent to a computer through

a MATLAB interface for feedback control, which updates the phase mask on the SLM to find the

ground state of the customized Ising Hamiltonian.

4 Results and discussions

As shown in Eq. (13), the chemical potential of each spin is flexibly defined by µi and their col-

lective contribution to the total energy is controlled by α. This provides the knob of studying the

magnetization under a variety of local and global single-spin parameters. For this paper, however,

we will focus on the many-body interaction and consider only µi = 1 in all of the following results.

Meanwhile, we will leave fine tuning two and four-body interaction to our future work, but only

control each’s aggregated contribution to the total energy by varying β and γ, respectively.

To find the ground states of the total Hamiltonian, the SLM’s initial phase mask is prepared in

small clusters with randomly chosen 0 or π phases. The resulting pump and SH waves are coupled

separately into single mode fibers, whose optical power is measured for feedback control. To

minimize the total energy, we adaptively flip the spins within a randomly chosen cluster, following

the standard Monte Carlo approach 63. A flow chart of this procedure is shown in Fig. 4, where the

spin flipping during each iteration is accepted or rejected according to a Boltzmann’s probability

function P = exp[−U/τ ], with U = Enew − Eold being the change in energy and τ the thermal

energy. To avoid trapping into a local minimum, we vary both the cluster size s and τ during

iterations. Note that this algorithm is not necessarily the most efficient, but nevertheless adequate
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Figure 4: A flow chart of the adaptive feedback control algorithm using a Monte Carlo method.

Step 1: generate an initial random binary phase spin pattern on a SLM. Step 2: define the total

energy of the system. Step 3: define the range for s and τ and run t random trials for each. Step

4: detect the pump and SH powers. Step 5: find the energy difference U = Enew − Eold (where

Eold is the previous minimum energy), Boltzmann’s probability function P = exp[−U/τ ] and a

random variable F ∈ [0, 1]. Step 6: check if the optimization criteria, U ≤ 0 or P > F , is met.

Step 7: check the number of iterations. Step 8: if the criteria is not satisfied in Step 6 and Step 7,

flip the spins within a randomly chosen cluster and update the binary phase mask on a SLM. Step

9: repeat Steps 3-8 if optimum criteria is not satisfied. Step 10: stop the feedback loop and collect

the results.
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for our current demonstrations as the first case study in this new Ising platform. A machine-

learning based Monte Carlo method could be utilized in the future to speedup this optimization

64, 65.

Figure 5: Measured pump power (a) and magnetization (b) over optimization iterations for

800×800 spins with α = 0, β = −1, and γ = 0.

Figure 5 illustrates the process of optimization for 800×800 spins with eight initial random

phase masks. Figure 5 (a) shows how the optical pump power is increased, thus the decrease of

total energy E to approach the ground state of the system. With α = 0, there is spontaneous

symmetry breaking, as the system energy remains unchanged if all spins are flipped. As such, the

feedback control will optimize the spins toward either positive or negative magnetic states with

equal probability 41. This is clear in Fig. 5 (b), where the magnetization trends both ways. For all

initial phase trials, the absolute value of average magnetization can reached to ∼ 0.75.

In Fig. 6, we show the two sets of measurements for 400 × 400 and 800 × 800 spins, re-

spectively, with purely four-body interaction, i.e., α = 0 and β = 0. (a) and (c) plot the SH
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Figure 6: Measured SH power (in log scale) evolving during the feedback-control optimization. (a)

shows the decrease in power over iterations for 400×400 spins and an Ising machine with α = 0,

β = 0, and γ = 1. (b) shows the increase in SH power, which corresponds to approximate the

ground state of an Ising machine with α = 0, β = 0, and γ = −1. (c) and (d) show similar results

but for 800×800 spins. Here, curves in different colors are for the results obtained from different

initial random phase masks.
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Figure 7: (a) and (b): Resulting images of the SH and pump lights at the crystal output upon

different numbers of iterations. The system contains 800×800 spins and the goal is to find the

ground state of the Ising Hamiltonian with α = 0, β = 1, and γ = 1. The blue and red circles

indicate the coupling areas of the SH and pump light into the single mode fibers, respectively. (c)

Shows the measured SH (blue dashed curve) and pump (red solid curve) power over iterations.
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power evolution for γ = 1, for which the system ground states correspond to the minimum SH

power. In both figures, different initial spins are optimized to give similar minimum SH power,

which indicates the robustness of our optimization method. For γ = 1, the system evolves into a

paramagnetic-like state that minimizes the SH power in the fiber. In Fig. 6(c), the values are close

to the minimum detectable power of our optical sensor (∼5 nW). Because of a smaller pixel size

in (c), the spin disorder is stronger to give lower SH power in (a). In opposite, (b) and (d) are for

γ = −1, where the ground states are obtained at the highest SH power. In this case, the system

exhibits a ferromagnetic-like behavior. For 400× 400 and 800× 800 spins, the optimization leads

to similar maximum SH power despite different initial spin conditions. The convergence is slower

for the latter case, as there are four times more spins to be optimized. Overall, our system can

reliably and efficiently evolve into the vicinity of its ground state.

To further understand the optimization mechanism, we take images of the pump and SH

beams at the crystal output by splitting them using flipping beam-splitters, as shown in Fig. 3.

Through 4f systems, the pump is imaged on a NIR-IR camera (FIND-R-SCOPE Model No. 85700

with pixel resolution of 17.6µm), and the SH on a CCD camera (Canon Rebel T6 with pixel pitch of

4.3µm). Figure 7 (a) and (b) show the pump and SH images, respectively, under different iteration

numbers as they minimize the energy of 800×800 spin system with α = 0, β = 1, and γ = 1. As

shown, both light beams become scattering and show speckle patterns as the optimization goes.

The resulting fiber-coupled SH and pump power is shown in Fig. 7 (c). Both decrease with the

iteration numbers, dropping by orders of magnitude to minimum values after 150 iterations. Note

that the final SH power level is very close to the detection level of the sensors, which prohibits
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further reduction via the present feedback control.

As seen in Eq. (12), the two-body and four-body interaction energies are dependent only

on the relative alignment of the spins, but not on each’s absolute orientation. Thus spontaneous

symmetry breaking could occur during the optimization, leading to bifurcation 41. To avoid this

symmetry breaking, one could set a non-zero α to control the convergence direction of spin op-

timization. As an example, in Fig. 8, we compare the results with α = 1 and −1, both with

β = −0.5 and γ = −1. As shown, α can indeed dictate the spin alignment to result in either

positive or negative magnetization states. In both cases, starting from a rather randomized phase

mask, the spins become relatively aligned to increase the SH and pump power, but magnetization

can have positive or negative orientation as can be seen Fig. 8(b) and (d). The inset of Fig. 8(b,d)

shows the final phase mask of the optimum solution, where black and white colors represents the

positive and negative orientation of the spins, respectively. Similar results are shown in Section 2

of the Supplementary Material for β = −1.

We last consider the cases where two-body and four-body interactions contribute oppositely

to the total energy of the system. For instance, the two-body interaction can be attractive but

four-body be repulsive, or vice versa. Such systems can be conveniently configured by defining

the pre-factors β and γ in Eq. (12). The optimization will maximize one while minimizing the

other. As an example, Fig. 9 plots the optimization trajectory for opposite two-body and four-body

interactions. In Fig. 9(a), β = 1, and γ = −1, so that the system energy is maximized by reducing

the pump power while increasing the SH power. Its opposite configuration is in Fig. 9(b), where
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Figure 8: (a) Experimentally measured evolution of the SH power (blue dashed curve) and pump

(red solid curve) power during optimization, set to find the ground state of the Ising machine with

α = −1, β = −0.5, and γ = −1. (b) shows the evolution of magnetization. (c) and (d) are similar

results but with α = 1, β = −0.5, and γ = −1. Insets show the initial and final phase masks

in each case, respectively, where the black and white pixels indicates the positive and negative

orientated spins, respectively.
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β = −1, and γ = 1 so that the same optimization increases the pump power while reducing the

SH power. This example suggests that the nature of two-body and four-body interactions can be

conveniently maneuvered in our Ising machine, which makes it versatile for simulating various

systems in solid state physics 66–69, chemical engineering 70, and so on. This Ising machine is

efficient because it calculates the many-body interaction energy during a single pass through a

nonlinear crystal, realizing simultaneously matrix multiplication, Fourier transformation, etc., of

large-size data.

Figure 9: Experimentally measured evolution of the SH (blue dashed curve) and pump (red solid

curve) power during optimization for (a) α = 0, β = 1, and γ = −1, and (b) α = 0, β = −1, and

γ = 1.

5 Conclusion

Using spatial phase modulation and second-harmonic generation, we have constructed Ising emu-

lators with all-to-all connections and tailored chemical potential, two-body interaction, and four-

body interaction. Their ground-state solutions can be effectively and reliably approximated by
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adaptive feedback control, whose speed is currently limited by the processing time of the spatial

light modulator. A significant speedup is achievable by using ferroelectric liquid-crystal based

spatial light modulators or programmable plasmonic phase modulators 71, 72. At the present, the

maximum number of accessible spins is about 1 million, and can be further increased by using

modulators with more pixels or combining multiple modulators. While this study considers only

second-harmonic generation, it can be straightforwardly extended to other nonlinear processes,

such as sum-frequency generation, difference-frequency generation, four-wave mixing, for other

interesting Ising machines 59–62, 73. Such nonlinear optical realizations of Ising machine could con-

tribute as supplements for big data optimization and analyses that remain challenging for classical

super-computers or forthcoming quantum machines but with a limited number of qubits.

Competing Interests The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

References

1. Liu, Q. et al. DNA computing on surfaces. Nature 403, 175–179 (2000). URL http:

//www.nature.com/articles/35003155.

2. Granan, L.-P. The Ising Model Applied on Chronification of Pain. Pain Medicine 17, 5–9

(2016). URL https://doi.org/10.1111/pme.12933.

3. Mantegna, R. N. & Stanley, H. E. An Introduction to Econophysics: Correlations and Com-

plexity in Finance (Cambridge University Press, New York, NY, USA, 2000).

21

http://www.nature.com/articles/35003155
http://www.nature.com/articles/35003155
https://doi.org/10.1111/pme.12933


4. Stauffer, D. Social applications of two-dimensional Ising models. American Journal of

Physics 76, 470–473 (2008). URL http://aapt.scitation.org/doi/10.1119/

1.2779882.

5. Garey, M. R. & Johnson, D. S. Computers and Intractability; A Guide to the Theory of NP-

Completeness (W. H. Freeman & Co., New York, NY, USA, 1990).

6. Haribara, Y., Utsunomiya, S., Kawarabayashi, K. & Yamamoto, Y. Quantum Computing with

Non-classical Light: A Coherent Ising Machine for Maximum-Cut Problems. In Lindon,

J. C., Tranter, G. E. & Koppenaal, D. W. (eds.) Encyclopedia of Spectroscopy and Spec-

trometry (Third Edition), 824–831 (Academic Press, Oxford, 2017). URL http://www.

sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780124095472121122.

7. Aksel, T. & Barrick, D. Analysis of repeat-protein folding using nearest-

neighbor statistical mechanical models. Methods in enzymology 455, 95–125

(2009). URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

S0076687908042043?via%3Dihub.

8. Applegate, D. L., Bixby, R. E., Chvatal, V. & Cook, W. J. The Traveling Salesman Problem: A

Computational Study (Princeton Series in Applied Mathematics) (Princeton University Press,

Princeton, NJ, USA, 2007).

9. Lucas, A. Ising formulations of many NP problems. Frontiers in Physics 2, 5

(2014). URL http://journal.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fphy.

2014.00005/abstract.

22

http://aapt.scitation.org/doi/10.1119/1.2779882
http://aapt.scitation.org/doi/10.1119/1.2779882
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780124095472121122
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780124095472121122
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0076687908042043?via%3Dihub
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0076687908042043?via%3Dihub
http://journal.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fphy.2014.00005/abstract
http://journal.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fphy.2014.00005/abstract


10. Xia, R., Bian, T. & Kais, S. Electronic Structure Calculations and the Ising Hamiltonian. The

Journal of Physical Chemistry B 122, 3384–3395 (2018). URL http://pubs.acs.org/

doi/10.1021/acs.jpcb.7b10371.

11. Goto, H., Tatsumura, K. & Dixon, A. Combinatorial optimization by simulating adiabatic

bifurcations in nonlinear hamiltonian systems. Science Advances 5, eaav2372 (2019). URL

https://advances.sciencemag.org/content/5/4/eaav2372.abstract.

12. Chou, J., Bramhavar, S., Ghosh, S. & Herzog, W. Analog Coupled Oscillator Based Weighted

Ising Machine. Scientific Reports 9, 14786 (2019). URL https://doi.org/10.1038/

s41598-019-49699-5.

13. Yoshioka, N., Akagi, Y. & Katsura, H. Transforming generalized ising models into boltzmann

machines. Physical Review E 99, 032113 (2019). URL https://journals.aps.org/

pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.032113.

14. Dlaska, C., Sieberer, L. & Lechner, W. Designing ground states of hopfield networks for quan-

tum state preparation. Physical Review A 99, 032342 (2019). URL https://journals.

aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032342.

15. Hamerly, R. et al. Experimental investigation of performance differences between coherent

ising machines and a quantum annealer. Science Advances 5, aau0823 (2019). URL https:

//advances.sciencemag.org/content/5/5/eaau0823.abstract.

23

http://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jpcb.7b10371
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.jpcb.7b10371
https://advances.sciencemag.org/content/5/4/eaav2372.abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-49699-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-49699-5
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.032113
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.032113
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032342
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032342
https://advances.sciencemag.org/content/5/5/eaau0823.abstract
https://advances.sciencemag.org/content/5/5/eaau0823.abstract


16. Labuhn, H. et al. Tunable two-dimensional arrays of single Rydberg atoms for realizing

quantum Ising models. Nature 534, 667–670 (2016). URL http://www.nature.com/

articles/nature18274.

17. Adams, C. S., Pritchard, J. D. & Shaffer, J. P. Rydberg atom quantum technologies. J.

Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 53, 012002 (2020). URL https://iopscience.iop.

org/article/10.1088/1361-6455/ab52ef/pdf.

18. Ohadi, H. et al. Spin Order and Phase Transitions in Chains of Polariton Condensates. Physi-

cal Review Letters 119, 067401 (2017). URL http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/

PhysRevLett.119.067401.

19. Heras, U. L. et al. Digital Quantum Simulation of Spin Systems in Superconducting Circuits.

Physical Review Letters 112, 200501 (2014). URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.112.200501.

20. Mahboob, I., Okamoto, H. & Yamaguchi, H. An electromechanical Ising Hamiltonian. Science

Advances 2, e1600236 (2016). URL http://advances.sciencemag.org/lookup/

doi/10.1126/sciadv.1600236.

21. Wang, T. & Roychowdhury, J. OIM: Oscillator-Based Ising Machines for Solv-

ing Combinatorial Optimisation Problems, vol. LNCS 11493 (Springer Nature Switzer-

land AG, 2019). URL https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/

978-3-030-19311-9_19.

24

http://www.nature.com/articles/nature18274
http://www.nature.com/articles/nature18274
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1361-6455/ab52ef/pdf
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1361-6455/ab52ef/pdf
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.067401
http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.067401
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.200501
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.200501
http://advances.sciencemag.org/lookup/doi/10.1126/sciadv.1600236
http://advances.sciencemag.org/lookup/doi/10.1126/sciadv.1600236
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-030-19311-9_19
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-030-19311-9_19


22. Bello, L., Calvanese Strinati, M., Dalla Torre, E. G. & Peer, A. Persistent Coherent Beating in

Coupled Parametric Oscillators. Physical Review Letters 123, 083901 (2019). URL https:

//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.083901.

23. Harris, N. C. et al. Quantum transport simulations in a programmable nanophotonic processor.

Nature Photonics 11, 447–452 (2017). URL http://www.nature.com/articles/

nphoton.2017.95.

24. Pitsios, I. et al. Photonic simulation of entanglement growth and engineering after a spin

chain quench. Nature Communications 8, 1569 (2017). URL http://www.nature.com/

articles/s41467-017-01589-y.

25. Roques-Carmes, C. et al. Integrated Nanophotonic Ising Sampler. In Conference on Lasers

and Electro-Optics, SF1N.1 (OSA, San Jose, California, 2019). URL https://www.

osapublishing.org/abstract.cfm?URI=CLEO_SI-2019-SF1N.1.

26. Nixon, M., Ronen, E., Friesem, A. A. & Davidson, N. Observing Geometric Frustration with

Thousands of Coupled Lasers. Physical Review Letters 110, 184102 (2013). URL https:

//link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.184102.

27. Pal, V., Tradonsky, C., Chriki, R., Friesem, A. A. & Davidson, N. Observing Dissipative

Topological Defects with Coupled Lasers. Physical Review Letters 119, 013902 (2017). URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.013902.

25

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.083901
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.083901
http://www.nature.com/articles/nphoton.2017.95
http://www.nature.com/articles/nphoton.2017.95
http://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-017-01589-y
http://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-017-01589-y
https://www.osapublishing.org/abstract.cfm?URI=CLEO_SI-2019-SF1N.1
https://www.osapublishing.org/abstract.cfm?URI=CLEO_SI-2019-SF1N.1
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.184102
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.184102
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.013902


28. Babaeian, M. et al. A single shot coherent Ising machine based on a network of injection-

locked multicore fiber lasers. Nature Communications 10, 3516 (2019). URL http://

www.nature.com/articles/s41467-019-11548-4.

29. Inagaki, T. et al. A coherent Ising machine for 2000-node optimization problems. Science

354, 603–606 (2016). URL http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/doi/10.1126/

science.aah4243.

30. Takesue, H., Inagaki, T., Inaba, K., Ikuta, T. & Honjo, T. Large-scale coherent ising machine.

Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 88, 061014 (2019). URL https://journals.

jps.jp/doi/full/10.7566/JPSJ.88.061014.

31. Kirkpatrick, S., Gelatt, C. D. & Vecchi, M. P. Optimization by Simulated Annealing. Science

220, 671–680 (1983). URL http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/doi/10.1126/

science.220.4598.671.

32. Santoro, G. E. Theory of Quantum Annealing of an Ising Spin Glass. Science

295, 2427–2430 (2002). URL http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/doi/10.1126/

science.1068774.

33. Puri, S., Andersen, C. K., Grimsmo, A. L. & Blais, A. Quantum annealing with all-to-all

connected nonlinear oscillators. Nature Communications 8, 15785 (2017). URL http://

www.nature.com/articles/ncomms15785.

26

http://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-019-11548-4
http://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-019-11548-4
http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/doi/10.1126/science.aah4243
http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/doi/10.1126/science.aah4243
https://journals.jps.jp/doi/full/10.7566/JPSJ.88.061014
https://journals.jps.jp/doi/full/10.7566/JPSJ.88.061014
http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/doi/10.1126/science.220.4598.671
http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/doi/10.1126/science.220.4598.671
http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/doi/10.1126/science.1068774
http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/doi/10.1126/science.1068774
http://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms15785
http://www.nature.com/articles/ncomms15785


34. Xue, P., Zhan, X. & Bian, Z. Experimental linear-optics simulation of ground-state of an

Ising spin chain. Scientific Reports 7, 2183 (2017). URL http://www.nature.com/

articles/s41598-017-02571-w.

35. Takata, K. & Yamamoto, Y. Data search by a coherent ising machine based on an

injection-locked laser network with gradual pumping or coupling. Physical Review A 89,

032319 (2014). URL https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/

PhysRevA.89.032319.

36. Takata, K. et al. A 16-bit coherent ising machine for one-dimensional ring and cubic

graph problems. Scientific Reports 6, 34089 (2016). URL https://www.nature.com/

articles/srep34089.

37. Inagaki, T. et al. Large-scale ising spin network based on degenerate optical parametric os-

cillators. Nature Photonics 10, 415–419 (2016). URL https://www.nature.com/

articles/nphoton.2016.68?draft=journal.

38. Haribara, Y., Utsunomiya, S. & Yamamoto, Y. A coherent ising machine for max-cut prob-

lems: Performance evaluation against semidefinite programming and simulated annealing.

Lecture Notes in Physics 911, 251–262 (2016). URL https://link.springer.com/

chapter/10.1007/978-4-431-55756-2_12.

39. Clements, W. et al. Gaussian optical ising machines. Physical Review A 96, 043850 (2017).

URL https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.

043850.

27

http://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-017-02571-w
http://www.nature.com/articles/s41598-017-02571-w
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.032319
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.032319
https://www.nature.com/articles/srep34089
https://www.nature.com/articles/srep34089
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphoton.2016.68?draft=journal
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphoton.2016.68?draft=journal
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-4-431-55756-2_12
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-4-431-55756-2_12
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.043850
https://journals.aps.org/pra/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.043850
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Supplementary Materials

SM1 Theoretical description for two-body and four-body interaction terms

To present the analytic results of Jij and Jijsr, Eq. (9) and (10) of the main text are described in

this section. The detected pump power and SH power, each coupled into the single mode fiber, are

given by

Pp,h =

∣∣∣∣∫∫ Ep,h(x, y)Ep,h
f dxdy

∣∣∣∣2 , (S.1)

respectively, where

Ep(x, y, z) ≈
N2∑
i=1

ξiσiηi exp(iκpz), (S.2)

is the electric field of the pump wave,

Eh(x, y, L/2) = i
ω2
hχ

(2)L

c2κh
E2
p(x, y,−L/2), (S.3)

is the electric field of the SH wave under the condition of undepleted pump approximation with

phase matching and negligibly small diffraction, and

Ep,h
f =

√
2

π

1

wp,h
f

exp

(
−x

2 + y2

(wp,h
f )2

)
, (S.4)

is the normalized back-propagated fiber modes for the pump and SH waves, respectively. After

substitute Eq. (S.2), (S.3) and (S.4) into Eq. (S.1). The detected optical power of pump wave is

Pp = 2π(wp
f )

2

N2∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

ξiξjξ
f
i ξ

f
j σiσj, (S.5)

and the detected optical power of SH wave is

Ph = 2π(wh
f )2A2

N2∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

N2∑
s=1

N2∑
r=1

ξiξjξsξrξ
′f
is ξ

′f
jrσiσjσsσr, (S.6)
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where

ξi={m+(N−1)n} = E0 exp
[
−(x′2m + y′2n )/w2

p

]
, (S.7)

ξfi={m+(N−1)n} = exp

[
−
π2(wp

f )
2

λ2pF
2

(x′2m + y′2n )

]
, (S.8)

ξ
′f
i={m+(N−1)n}s={l+(N−1)k} = exp

[
−
π2(wh

f )2

λ2pF
2

(
(x′m + x′l)

2 + (y′n + y′k)
2
)]
, (S.9)

and A = (iω2
hχ

(2)L)/c2κh. wp
f and wh

f are the beam waists of the normalized back-propagated

fiber modes for pump and SH waves, respectively. It gives

Pp =
N2∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

Jijσiσj, (S.10)

and

Ph =
N2∑
i=1

N2∑
j=1

N2∑
s=1

N2∑
r=1

Jijsrσiσjσsσr, (S.11)

where Jij = 2π(wp
f )

2ξiξjξ
f
i ξ

f
j and Jijsr = 2π(wh

f )2A2ξiξjξsξrξ
′f
is ξ

′f
jr are the two-body, and four-

body interaction terms, respectively.

SM2 Results for the evolution of the pump and its SH with magnetization

As an example, in Fig. S1, we compare the results with α = 1 and −1, both with β = −1 and

γ = −1. The results are shown in linear scale of power vs iteration number. In both cases, the

spins are start aligning as the SH and pump power increases. However, magnetization can have

positive or negative orientation as can be seen in Fig. S1(b) and (d). Insets show the initial and

final phase masks in each case, respectively, where the black and white pixels indicates the positive

and negative orientated spins, respectively.
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Figure S1: (a) Experimentally measured evolution of the SH (blue dashed curve) and pump (red

solid curve) powers during optimization, set to find the ground state of the Ising machine with

α = −1, β = −1, and γ = −1. (b) show the evolution of the magnetization. (c) and (d) are

similar results with α = 1, β = −1, and γ = −1. Inset in (a,c) and (b,d) are initial and final phase

masks for 800 × 800 spins, respectively, where the black and white pixels indicates the positive

and negative orientated spins, respectively.
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