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A main task in condensed-matter physics is to recognize, classify, and characterize phases of
matter and the corresponding phase transitions, for which machine learning provides a new class
of research tools due to the remarkable development in computing power and algorithms. Despite
much exploration in this new field, usually different methods and techniques are needed for different
scenarios. Here, we present SimCLP: a simple framework for contrastive learning phases of matter,
which is inspired by the recent development in contrastive learning of visual representations. We
demonstrate the success of this framework on several representative systems, including classical and
quantum, single-particle and many-body, conventional and topological. SimCLP is flexible and free
of usual burdens such as manual feature engineering and prior knowledge. The only prerequisite
is to prepare enough state configurations. Furthermore, it can generate representation vectors and
labels and hence help tackle other problems. SimCLP therefore paves an alternative way to the
development of a generic tool for identifying unexplored phase transitions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The problem of classifying phases of matter has lasted
for centuries and more and more states of matter have
been discovered. [1] In recent years, various types of ma-
chine learning methods have been applied on this sub-
ject [2–8]. According to whether or not the data need to
be labeled, they are mainly divided into two categories:
supervised and unsupervised methods. The data usually
consist of state configurations (e.g. samples from a Monte
Carlo) or some other information deliberately prepared
(e.g. entanglement spectra derived from wave functions),
which serve as input to machine learning. The labels
are usually our target, namely to which phases the data
belong. Supervised methods can indeed learn phases ef-
ficiently when the labels are available, [9–21] but their
applications are limited since in most cases the labels
are unavailable. In contrast, unsupervised methods do
not require labels. They recognize phases by extract-
ing features or clustering the data. Some unsupervised
methods, such as principal component analysis (PCA)
and variational autoencoder (VAE), are easy to imple-
ment and work well for simple systems (e.g. the two-
dimensional Ising model), but fail for complex systems.
[22–26] Some other unsupervised methods are tricky and
technically difficult to implement. [22, 27–38]

Inspired by recent progress in contrastive learning of
visual representations, [39–41] in this paper we propose
a simple framework for constrastive learning phases of
matter (dubbed as SimCLP). It contains two identical
neural networks (with same architecture and parameters)
and does not require labels. The outputs of one of them
serve as labels for the other and vice verse. Therefore,
SimCLP is unsupervised but its two neural networks can
be trained like doing a supervised machine learning. In
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such a way, SimCLP combines the merits of both super-
vised and unsupervised methods and circumvents their
drawbacks.

Furthermore, the output of each neural network is a
representation vector to the input. The input data from
physical systems with the same conditions should be
physically similar, hence the corresponding representa-
tion vectors should also be similar. Therefore, the train-
ing target is to maximize the similarity between these
representation vectors. After the two neural networks
are fully trained, we can readily predict phases and their
transitions by quantifying the similarity between repre-
sentation vectors for input data from physical systems
with different conditions.

We would like to emphasize a number of points. Our
framework is flexible. The architecture of the involved
neural networks is not restricted, and various excellent
neural networks in the AI area can be adopted straight-
forwardly. SimCLP does not require any prior knowl-
edge, such as data labels, Hamiltonians, order param-
eters, how many phases are involved, etc. Preparing
enough training data (i.e. state configurations) is the
only prerequisite and is key to avoid overfitting in the
training. As valuable by-products, SimCLP can gen-
erate representation vectors and labels and help tackle
other problems. For example, they can be utilized
to set up other supervised learning for other purposes.
[7, 10, 12, 21, 42]

We demonstrate our framework and practical imple-
mentation with several representative model systems:
(1) the two-dimensional Ising model, which is a classi-
cal system developing a long-range magnetic order ac-
companied by spontaneous symmetry breaking below a
certain temperature; (2) the quantum compass model,
which is a quantum many-body system spontaneously
breaking a directional symmetry below a certain tem-
perature; (3) the Aubry-André model, which is a disor-
dered fermion system with quasi-periodic potentials ex-
periencing a metallic-to-insulating Anderson transition;
(4) the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model, which features
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a topological phase transition protected by chiral sym-
metry. We predict correctly all the phases without using
any prior knowledge. The only prerequisite is to prepare
enough state configurations as input data to the neural
networks, which are routinely generated with standard
Monte Carlo simulations.

II. THE SIMCLP FRAMEWORK

Maximize agreement

𝑥𝑗𝑥𝑖
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FIG. 1. A framework for contrastive learning of phases of
matter. Two samples xi and xj are drawn from a training
data set, which are a positive pair if drawn from the data set
with the same model parameter η, otherwise a negative pair.
An encoder network f(·) is trained to maximize agreement us-
ing a contrastive loss of the two corresponding representation
vectors zi and zj .

Inspired by the recent contrastive learning algorithm
SimCLR [39], our SimCLP framework learns phases of
matter by maximizing agreement between two samples
from a training data set with the same model parameter
η via a contrastive loss of the two corresponding repre-
sentation vectors. As illustrated in Fig. 1, this framework
comprises the following four major components.

• For a specific physical model with a variable model
parameter η, which may encounter a phase transi-
tion at certain point η = ηc, we generate a series of
training sets {Ωk} and testing sets {Θk} (e.g. sam-
ples of state configurations drawn from a Monte
Carlo simulation) with model parameter η = ηk,
k = 1, 2, . . . , N . To avoid overfitting in the con-
trastive learning, each training set has to be large
enough. The best performance will be achieved
when every sample in each training set is used only
once. This is not a hard task as a Monte Carlo
algorithm usually can generate samples easily.

• Two samples xi and xj are drawn from the training
data sets, which are a positive pair if drawn from
the data set with the same model parameter η = ηk,
otherwise a negative pair.

• A neural network encoder f(·) that extracts repre-
sentation vectors (zi and zj) from data examples
(xi and xj). Our framework allows various choices

of the network architecture without any restric-
tion. For simplicity we adopt multilayer percep-
tron (MLP) and LeNet [43] to obtain zi = f(xi) =
MLP(xi) or LeNet(xi), where zi ∈ Rd is the output
of the neural network. A contrastive loss is defined
on zi’s.

• Following SimCLR [39], a contrastive loss function
is defined for a contrastive prediction task. Given a
set {xl} (l = 1, 2, . . . , 2N for example) including a
positive pair of examples xi and xj , the contrastive
prediction task aims to identify xj in {xl}l 6=i for a
given xi.

We randomly sample two examples from each traing
set with model parameter η = ηk, resulting in a mini-
batch of 2N data points, on which a contrastive pre-
diction task is defined. Similar to SimCLR [39], we
do not sample negative examples explicitly. Instead,
given a positive pair, we treat the other 2(N − 1) ex-
amples within a minibatch as negative examples. The
cosine similarity is defined for two vectors u and v as
sim(u, v) = uT v/ ‖u‖ ‖v‖, which is the dot product be-
tween `2-normalized u and v. Then the loss function for
a positive pair of examples (i, j) is defined as

`i,j = − log
exp(sim(zi, zj)/τ)

2N∑
l=1,l 6=i

exp(sim(zi, zl)/τ)

, (1)

where τ denotes a temperature parameter for the neural
network, which should not be confused with the temper-
ature T for a physical system. The final loss (the normal-
ized temperature-scaled cross entropy loss (NT-Xent)) is
computed across all positive pairs, both (i, j) and (j, i),
in a mini-batch. Algorithm 1 summarizes the proposed
framework.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND
DISCUSSIONS

A. Contrastive learning phases of the Ising model

First, we apply our method on the prototypical exam-
ple of the square-lattice ferromagnetic Ising model,

H = −J
∑
〈ij〉

σz
i σ

z
j , (2)

where the Ising variables σz
i = ±1. We set J = 1 as

the energy unit. For a system with linear size L, there
are Ns = L2 lattice sites and hence the state space is
of size 2Ns . There is a well-understood phase transi-
tion [44] at temperature Tc = 2.269, separating the high-
temperature disordered phase and the low-temperature
ferromagnetic phase. The standard Monte Carlo method
is employed to generate enough uncorrelated state config-
urations to constitute the training data sets and testing
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Algorithm 1: SimCLP’s learning algorithm

preparation: generate a series of training sets {Ωk}
and testing sets {Θk} (e.g. samples of state
configurations drawn from a Monte Carlo simulation)
for a specific physical model with model parameter
η = ηk, k = 1, 2, . . . , N .
input: batch size N , constant τ , structure of f
for sampled minibatch {xk}Nk=1 do

for all k ∈ {1, . . . , N} do
draw two samples x2k−1 and x2k from
the training data set with model parameter

η = ηk
end for
for all i ∈ {1, . . . , 2N} and j ∈ {1, . . . , 2N} do

si,j =
z>i zj
‖zi‖‖zj‖ # pairwise cos similarity

end for

define `(i, j) = − log
exp(si,j/τ)

2N∑
l=1,l 6=i

exp(si,l/τ)

L = 1
2N

N∑
k=1

[`(2k − 1, 2k) + `(2k, 2k − 1)]

update networks f to minimize L
end for
prediction: quantify the similarity between two
differently conditioned systems with model parameters
ηk and ηk′ by averaging the cos similarity of pair
samples xk and xk′ drawn from the testing sets with
model parameters ηk and ηk′ to predict phases and
their transitions.

data sets with N = 51 temperatures Tk = 1 + (k− 1)∆T
and ∆T = 0.05. We adopt an MLP with one hidden
layer (consisting of 10 neurons) as the encoder neural
network to obtain zi = f(xi) = W (2)σ(W (1)xi) where σ
is a ReLU nonlinearity and W = {W (1),W (2)} are learn-
able parameters. The Adam algorithm is used for neural
network optimization. To avoid overfitting, each example
in the training sets is used only once.

After the neural network is trained, we try to pre-
dict possible phase transitions by calculating the adja-
cent similarity and mutual similarity with the testing
sets. The adjacent similarity at a temperature T is the
averaged cosine similarity of the representation vectors
of pair examples from two testing sets with T −∆T and
T+∆T , which measures the similarity between state con-
figurations with the two temperatures T±∆T . Similarly,
the mutual similarity is defined for any two temperatures
T and T ′ and hence measures the similarity between state
configurations with any two temperatures.

As shown in Fig. 2(a), the adjacent similarity is close
to 1 (saturation value) for temperatures far away from
Tc and presents a V-shape around T ∼ Tc. The mutual
similarity for two temperatures T and T ′ decreases as
|T − T ′| increases. This is because physically the state
configurations are similar in the same phase, but not sim-
ilar (qualitatively different) in different phases. Near the
phase transition point, the structure of the state config-
urations varies quickly and hence the adjacent similarity
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FIG. 2. Cosine similarities estimated for the two-dimensional
Ising model. (a) Adjacent similarity, which measures the sim-
ilarity between state configurations with temperatures T−∆T
and T + ∆T . The linear size of the model L = 10, 20, 30, and
40. (b) Mutual similarity with L = 10, which measures the
similarity between state configurations with any two temper-
atures T and T ′.

drops, implying a phase transition point (Fig. 2(a)). As
shown in Fig. 2(b), the mutual similarities are high for
state configurations from the same phase and low other-
wise, successfully discriminating different phases of mat-
ter. In such a way, our method successfully captures this
structural varying feature and leverages it to predict cor-
rectly the phases and their transition point.
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FIG. 3. Representation vectors of the state configurations of
the Ising model with different temperatures, which are of di-
mension 2 and hence are located on a circle when normalized.
(a) Before training the encoder neural network, the represen-
tation vectors are located randomly on the circle. (b) After
training, the representation vector moves on the circle as the
temperature varies.

Further, we examine details of the representation vec-
tors zi of the state configurations, which is visualized
in Fig. 3. The dimension of a representation vector is
not limited. For simplicity and visuality, we choose two
dimensions in our demonstration and hence the repre-
sentation vectors are located on a unit circle when nor-
malized. Before training the encoder neural network, the
representation vectors are located randomly on the cir-
cle, while after training, they move on the circle as the
temperature varies and the high- and low-temperature
ones cluster, respectively.
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B. Contrastive learning phases of the quantum
compass model

As above, our method works successfully for a classical
physical system. Now, we test our method on a quantum
system—the quantum compass model

H = −1

4
Jx
∑
j

XjXj+ex −
1

4
Jz
∑
j

ZjZj+ez , (3)

where ex and ez are unit vectors along x and z directions,
respectively, and Xj and Zj represent Pauli x and z op-
erators at lattice site j, respectively. An order parame-
ter is proposed in Ref. 45, Q =

∣∣〈XjXj+ex − ZjZj+ey

〉∣∣,
which is zero when the temperature T > Tc = 0.0585(3)
[46] and nonzero when T < Tc. The system is dis-
ordered and the x and z directions are symmetrically
equivalent at high temperatures. However, at temper-
atures below Tc, the system spontaneously breaks the
directional symmetry and the x and z directions are no
longer equivalent and hence the order parameter is fi-
nite. We set J = Jx = Jz = 1 as the energy unit.
The stochastic series expansion (SSE) quantum Monte
Carlo method [47] is employed to generate enough un-
correlated state configurations to constitute the training
data sets and testing data sets with N = 51 tempera-
tures Tk = 0.01 + (k− 1)∆T and ∆T = 0.003. Here, the
LeNet [43] is used as the encoder neural network, which
consists of a two-layer convolutional neural network and
followed by a two-layer fully connected neural network.

As shown in Fig. 4, similar to the Ising model case,
the adjacent similarity is close to 1 (saturation value) for
temperatures far away from Tc and presents a V-shape
around T ∼ Tc. As L increases, the position of the dip
moves towards the true transition point (noting the se-
vere finite-size effect in this model [46]). Our method
successfully predicts the phase transition point and works
also for this quantum many-body system.
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FIG. 4. Cosine similarities estimated for the quantum com-
pass model. (a) Adjacent similarity, which measures the simi-
larity between state configurations with temperatures T−∆T
and T + ∆T . The linear size of the model L = 12, 16, 24, and
32. (b) Mutual similarity with L = 32, which measures the
similarity between state configurations with any two temper-
atures T and T ′.

C. Contrastive learning phases of the Aubry-André
model

In both the above examples, the phase transitions are
driven by temperature. Here, we study the Aubry-André
model of spinless fermions [48], which is a quantum disor-
dered model and experiences a quantum phase transition
driven by a quasiperiodic potential λ,

H = −J
∑
i

(c+i ci+1 + h.c.) + 2λ
∑
i

cos(2πφi)c+i ci, (4)

where φ is the golden ratio, λ is the amplitude of a
quasiperiodic potential coupled to the fermionic density
ni = c+i ci, and c+i and ci are standard fermionic opera-
tors. In this system the noninteracting fermions transi-
tion from a metallic to an Anderson localized phase at
the critical value of the quasiperiodic potential λc/J = 1.
We set J = 1 as the energy unit. Standard varia-
tional Monte Carlo provides us with state configurations
weighted by the amplitude squared of the single-particle
ground state wave function. The training data sets and
testing data sets are prepared for N = 51 λ’s, λk = k∆λ
and ∆λ = 0.04. The two-layer MLP is used as the en-
coder neural network, the same as the Ising model case
above.
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FIG. 5. Cosine similarities estimated for the Aubry-André
model of spinless fermions. (a) Adjacent similarity, which
measures the similarity between state configurations of the
single-particle ground state with disorder strength’s λ − ∆λ
and λ+∆λ. System sizes L = 128, 192, 256, and 384. (b) Mu-
tual similarity with L = 384, which measures the similarity
between state configurations with any two disorder strength’s
λ and λ′.

As shown in Fig. 5, similar to the Ising model and
the quantum compass model cases above, the adjacent
similarity is close to 1 (saturation value) for λ’s far away
from λc = 1 and presents a V-shape around λ ∼ λc. Our
method successfully predicts the phase transition point
and works also for this quantum model with a disorder-
driven quantum phase transition.

D. Contrastive learning phases of the
Su-Schrieffer-Heeger model

As the last example, we study the Su-Schrieffer-Heeger
(SSH) model [49], which features a one-dimensional topo-
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logical insulator characterized by a global topological
invariant—the winding number, and protected by chiral
symmetry. [50] The Hamiltonian reads

H =− (J + κ)
∑
i

(c+i,Aci,B + h.c.)

− (J − κ)
∑
i

(c+i,Bci+1,A + h.c.), (5)

where c+i,A(B) and ci,A(B) are the creation and annihila-

tion operators of the spinless fermions on the A(B) sub-
lattice site in the ith unit cell, respectively. Each unit cell
consists of two sites, (i, A) and (i, B). The hopping terms
always connect two adjacent lattice sites, an A sublatice
site and a B sublattice site. The hopping amplitude in
the unit cell is −(J+κ), and that between two neighbor-
ing unit cells is −(J − κ). We set J = 1 as the energy
unit. As is well known, the half-filled system is a trivial
insulator when κ > 0 and is a topological insulator when
κ < 0. A topological phase transition occurs at κ = 0.
Standard variational Monte Carlo provides us with state
configurations weighted by the amplitude squared of the
ground state wave function in the real space. The train-
ing and testing data sets are prepared for N = 51 κ’s,
κk = −0.75 + (k − 1)∆κ and ∆κ = 0.03. The two-layer
MLP is used as the encoder neural network, the same as
the Ising model case above.
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FIG. 6. Cosine similarities estimated for with the SSH model.
(a) Adjacent similarity, which measures the similarity be-
tween state configurations of the ground state with κ − ∆κ
and κ+ ∆κ. System sizes L = 16, 24, 32, and 48. (b) Mutual
similarity with L = 48, which measures the similarity between
state configurations with any two model parameters κ and κ′.

As shown in Fig. 6(a), similar to the previous models,
the adjacent similarity is close to 1 (saturation value) for
κ’s far away from κc = 0 and presents a V-shape around

κ ∼ κc. Our method successfully predicts the topological
phase transition point.

From a conventional (local) point of view, the topologi-
cally insulating phase (κ < 0) and the trivially insulating
phase (κ > 0) are difficult to discriminate because the
two phases are similar locally. On the other hand, they
can be evidently discrminated through the topological in-
variant, i.e., they are different globally. Remarkably, as
shown in Fig. 6(b), SimCLP can readily discriminate the
two topologically different phases. The mutual simmilar-
ity is close to 1 (maximal simmilarity) for state configu-
rations in the same phases and is close to −1 (maximal
difference) for state configurations from the two different
phases. It is worth emphasizing that SimCLP has done
this only by learning from state configurations, without
complicated mathematics or phase-specific tricks in other
methods, showing the simplicity and broad applicability
of our framework.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, we have proposed a framework for con-
trastive learning phases of matter and shown that it can
encode phases of various systems, no matter whether
classical or quantum, single-particle or many-body, con-
ventional or topological, and can predict phase transi-
tions readily when enough state configurations are pro-
vided. Our framework is simple and flexible. It does
not need any prior knowledge such as data labels and
order parameters. As valuable by-products, it can pro-
vide representation vectors and labels for state configu-
rations, which may be used for other purposes, such as
ground state representation, [51–53] accurate determina-
tion of phase transition points and critical exponents,
[14, 18, 54] quantum error correction protocols, [55] and
quantum state tomography [56].
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nonequilibrium quantum states through snapshots with
artificial neural networks, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 150504
(2021).

[9] J. Carrasquilla and R. G. Melko, Machine learning phases
of matter, Nature Physics 13, 431 (2017).

[10] K. Ch’ng, J. Carrasquilla, R. G. Melko, and E. Khatami,
Machine learning phases of strongly correlated fermions,
Phys. Rev. X 7, 031038 (2017).

[11] M. J. S. Beach, A. Golubeva, and R. G. Melko, Ma-
chine learning vortices at the kosterlitz-thouless transi-
tion, Phys. Rev. B 97, 045207 (2018).

[12] J. Venderley, V. Khemani, and E.-A. Kim, Machine
learning out-of-equilibrium phases of matter, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 120, 257204 (2018).

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

[14] T. Sancho-Lorente, J. Román-Roche, and D. Zueco,
Quantum kernels to learn the phases of quantum mat-
ter, arXiv:2109.02686 (2021).

[15] G. Driskell, S. Lederer, C. Bauer, S. Trebst, and E.-A.
Kim, Identification of non-fermi liquid physics in a quan-
tum critical metal via quantum loop topography, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 127, 046601 (2021).
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