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Born machines are quantum-inspired generative models that leverage the probabilistic nature of
quantum states. Here, we present a new architecture called many-body localized (MBL) hidden
Born machine that utilizes both MBL dynamics and hidden units as learning resources. We show
that the hidden units act as an effective thermal bath that enhances the trainability of the system,
while the MBL dynamics stabilize the training trajectories. We numerically demonstrate that the
MBL hidden Born machine is capable of learning a variety of tasks, including a toy version of MNIST
handwritten digits, quantum data obtained from quantum many-body states, and non-local parity
data. Our architecture and algorithm provide novel strategies of utilizing quantum many-body
systems as learning resources, and reveal a powerful connection between disorder, interaction, and
learning in quantum many-body systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The computational power of quantum processors is the
subject of considerable amount of recent research, in par-
ticular with regard to scaling and a potential quantum
advantage1–7. While the advent of a fully error corrected
quantum computer requires yet another milestone, the
immediate application of noisy quantum hardware with
a clear advantage over classical computation becomes
even more crucial. In this regard, the interface of quan-
tum computing and machine learning has been increas-
ingly brought into focus. For example, the rise of hy-
brid variational algorithms, such as variational quantum
eigensolvers (VQE)8 and the quantum approximate opti-
mization algorithm (QAOA)9, which use a parametrized
quantum circuit as variational ans”atze and optimize the
parameters classically, has been considered particularly
promising as they aim to obtain heuristic and approxi-
mate solutions.

However, the exponential dimension of the Hilbert
space and the random characteristics of parametrized
quantum circuits makes their training very challenging
due to the existence of barren plateaus10. More recently,
yet another approach to quantum machine learning has
emerged, which is known as brain-inspired11–15. One in-
teresting category consists of quantum reservoir comput-
ing (QRC) where a fixed reservoir geometry scrutinizing
the unitary dynamics of an interacting quantum system
allows versatile machine learning tasks16–19. While QRCs
have shown many advantages, they are mainly appropri-
ate for discriminative tasks such as classification or re-
gression.

The goal of generative models, however, is to learn
an unknown data probability distribution pdata in or-
der to subsequently sample from pdata and thus gener-
ate new and previously unseen data. Such tasks can, for
example, be performed by the recently introduced Born
machines20,21. Born machines for many-body problems
have early on shown to be successful in conjunction with
tensor network state ansätze. The elements of these ma-

trix product states or tree tensor networks and their bond
dimensions can be optimized during training to effec-
tively approximate pdata

20–22. While Born machines have
also been tested with parameterized quantum circuits23,
we address here the question of whether there are other
quantum many-body states that can be used as anasatz
for Born machine to any advantage.
Quantum many-body systems display many phases in

the presence of disorder, in particular, the break-down of
thermalization and thus localization of the wavefunction
in the so-called many-body localized (MBL) phase. Here,
emergent integrals of motion can be utilized as quantum
memories24. The failure of such systems to anneal25 has
inspired their use in QRC19 for learning tasks, with par-
ticular enhancement close to the phase transition26.
Here, we extend quantum inspired generative models

into the MBL phase, and introduce a hidden architec-
ture to increase the representation power of our gener-
ative model. While recent work has also studied Born
machines in the MBL phase27, using a similar quenched
approach, our work differs in the hidden architecture and
the characterization of learnability and expressibility.
In this article, we introduce the hidden Born machine

in section II, and describe our training algorithm in sec-
tion IV. To illustrate the effect of hidden units, we in-
troduce the randomly driven Born machine in section
IVB and compare its performance with the hidden Born
machine by learning patterns of MNIST hand written
digits. Next, in section V we investigate the learning
power of the hidden Born machine both in the thermal
phase and the MBL phase, and numerically show that the
thermal phase fails to learn data obtained from quantum
systems either in MBL or in thermal phase. Tracking
von Neumann entanglement entropy and Hamming dis-
tance during training suggests that localization is crucial
to learning. In section VC we further show that while the
hidden Born machine trained in the MBL phase is able
to capture the underlying structure of the parity data, a
hidden Born machine trained in the Anderson localized
phase fails to do so, shedding light on the fact that the
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Figure 1. Illustration of the MBL hidden Born machine. (a) XXZ spin chain in 1D with periodic boundary condition. The faded
color spins are the hidden units hi, and the solid color spins are the visible units vi. (b) The probability distribution of finding
individual states in the z-basis represents the model distribution for the generative model, which are coded as normalized pixel
values of an image. (c) An illustration of the loss landscape defined by our hidden MBL Born machine. The training is done
by optimizing disorder configurations in the Hamiltonian during each quantum quench, which is then used to evolve the initial
state |ψ0⟩ over successive layers of quenches toward a final state |ψf ⟩ which gives rise to the desired model distribution.

interplay between interaction and disorder plays an im-
portant role in learning. Finally, we conclude and discuss
possible direction for future works.

II. HIDDEN BORN MACHINES

Born machine28–32 is a generative model that param-
eterized the probability distribution of observing a given
configuration z of the system according to the probabilis-
tic interpretation of its associated quantum wavefunction
ψ(z),

pBorn(z) =
|ψ(z)|2

N
, (1)

where N =
∑

z |ψ(z)|2 is the overall normalization of the
wavefunction. Note that N is only required in tensor
network ansätze but not in physical systems. Training of
the Born machine is done by minimizing the discrepancy
between the model distribution pBorn(z) and the data
distribution qdata(z).
In the language of Boltzmann machine33–35, the units

that are used for generating configurations are called
‘visible’. Meanwhile, adding ‘hidden’ units prove to be
a powerful architecture for the Boltzmann machine as
it provides a way to decouple the complex interaction
among the visible units at the expense of introducing in-
teraction between the hidden and the visible units36,37.

In Eqn.(1), all units of the system are used to gener-
ate configurations that are compared against data and
therefore all units are visible. In a similar spirit, we in-
troduce hidden units to the Born machine by defining
the probability distribution of observing a given visible
spin configuration z to be its expectation value in z-basis
after tracing out the hidden units,

phidden(z) = Tr ρvisΠZ , (2)

where

ρvis = Trh |ψ⟩⟨ψ|, (3)

is the reduced density matrix for the visible units, and
ΠZ = |z⟩⟨z| is the projection operator onto the z-basis of
the visible part of the system (see Fig.1(a) for an illustra-
tion of our model). Note that normalization is implicit
in Eqn.(3) for ρvis to be a density matrix.
The hidden units offer two main advantages:

• (1) when traced out, the hidden units provide an
optimization advantage by acting as an effective
heat bath for the visible units, in such a way that
the systems are less prone to get trapped in local
minima;

• (2) the hidden Born machine in Eqn.(2) offers ex-
pressive power advantage over the basic Born ma-
chine in Eqn.(1).
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We numerically confirm the mechanism in (1) by com-
paring the performance between the hidden Born ma-
chine and a regular Born machine with an artificially in-
troduced heat bath in Section IVB. For (2), the hidden
units provide additional degrees of freedom to parame-
terize generic probability distributions in an efficient way
(see more in Appendix A).

III. MANY-BODY LOCALIZATION PHASE

Previously, different ansätze for |ψ⟩ has been intro-
duced for the Born machine, notably tensor networks
states and states prepared by both digital quantum cir-
cuits and analog quantum many-body systems20,21,23,27.
In this paper, we will be adopting the latter approach,
and focus on a specific type of quantum many-body sys-
tems that admits a many-body localization (MBL) phase.
In the following, we show that the MBL phase has two
prominent effects on the training dynamics:

• (1) stabilizing training trajectories: On one hand,
the effective heat bath from the hidden units assists
the system in escaping local minima. On the other
hand, this noise might cause the wavefunction to
wander wildly around the Hilbert space, making
it difficult for the system to find optimal solutions.
Localization prevents such chaotic behavior and en-
hances the trainability of the model, as illustrated
in Fig.5.

• (2) resemblance to associative memory: Our quan-
tum generative model exhibits memory character-
istics such as pattern recognition ability, similar to
those observed in associative memory architectures
inspired by physical systems38–41. We illustrate
this in Fig.6.

A. Many-body localized ansätze

It is generally believed that, thermalization in quan-
tum system wipes out the microscopic information asso-
ciated with the initial state. Even in the case of closed
quantum system, the information of initial state quickly
spreads throughout the entire system, implying that no
local measurements can retrieve those information42,43.
However, it’s known that strong disorder leads to local-
ization, preventing the system to thermalize. Further-
more, the localization manifests itself in the form of mem-
ory associated with the lack of transport. While the local-
ization in the presence of strong disorder was first intro-
duced in non-interacting systems by Anderson44, more
recently, it was shown that the localization and break
down of thermalization can also happen in strongly in-
terating systems, leading to new dynamical of phase of
matter known as many-body localization (MBL)45,46.
In the MBL phase, eigenstates of the system do not

satisfy Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH) and

the wavefunctions become localized in the Hilbert space.
Such ergodicity breaking renders the system to retain
memory of its initial state, and offers advantage in
controlling and preparing desired quantum many-body
states and has been also realized experimentally47. The
XXZ model of quantum spin chain is well-known to de-
velop a MBL phase when the disorder strength exceeds
the MBL mobility edge48.
We perform numerical simulation with the XXZ-

Hamiltonian ĤXXZ defined as:

ĤXXZ =

L−1∑
i

Jxy(Ŝ
x
i Ŝ

x
i+1 + Ŝy

i Ŝ
y
i+1) +

L−1∑
i

JzzŜ
z
i Ŝ

z
i+1,

(4)

where Ŝα
i (α ∈ {x, y, z}) are Pauli spin 1/2 operators act-

ing on spins i ∈ 1, .., L, and L = Lv + Lh consists of
Lv visible units and Lh hidden units. Jxy and Jzz are
couplings in the xy plane and z direction, respectively.
Then, we consider a series of M quenches Ĥquench(Θm)
in the z-direction:

Ĥtotal = ĤXXZ + Ĥquench(Θm), (5)

where Ĥquench(Θm) =
∑

i h
m
i Ŝ

z
i and we have denoted

the tunable parameters in the system collectively as
Θm = {hmi }. During each quench m, hmi are drawn i.i.d.
from the uniform distribution over the interval [−hd, hd],
where hd is the disorder strength. Notice that when
Jzz = 0, the model reduces to non-interacting XY model
with random transverse field exhibiting single particle
localization. Once we turn on the Jzz interaction, the
spins couple via Heisenberg interaction and MBL phase
emerges when hc ∼ 3.5 (for Jzz = Jxy = 1)48–50. See
more details in Appendix B.

In section IV, we will explain the training algorithm
under the time evolution implied by series of quenches
in Ĥtotal, and learning through optimizing the values of
disordered field hmi at each site.

IV. TRAINING OF HIDDEN MBL BORN
MACHINE

A. Learning algorithm

The basic idea behind the training of Hidden Born ma-
chine is the following: given target distribution qdata,
and a loss function L(pmodel, qdata) that measures the
discrepancy between model distribution and data distri-
bution, training of the MBL Born machine is achieved
through time-evolving the system with the Hamiltonian
in Eqn.(4), then optimizing Θm over N different disorder
realizations for each quench m. After obtaining the final
state at the M -th quench, we evaluate the model distri-
bution of the MBL hidden Born machine from Eqn.(2)
and use it as our generative model (see Fig.1(c) for an
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illustration of the learning process). We use Maximum
Mean Discrepancy (MMD) loss as our loss function:

LMMD =

∥∥∥∥∥∑
x

p(x)ϕ(x)−
∑
x

q(x)ϕ(x)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

, (6)

where x is samples for estimating the MMD loss, and
ϕ(x) are kernel functions that one can choose (see more
details in Appendix C).

The learning algorithm is summarized by the pseudo-
code in Alg.1 and illustrated in Fig.2.

Algorithm 1 Training of MBL hidden Born machine

Initialize the system in some initial state |ψ(Θm=0)⟩ ≡ |ψ0⟩
and choose Θ0 = 0;
while m < M do

while n < N do
Sample Θ

(n)
m uniformly from the interval [−hd, hd];

Time-evolve the state |ψ(n)
m+1⟩ = Û(Θ

(n)
m )|ψm⟩ with

Û = T̂ exp
(
−i

∫ T

0
dtĤtotal

)
;

Trace out the hidden units
ρ
(n)
m+1 = Trh |ψ(n)

m+1⟩⟨ψ
(n)
m+1|;

Compute L(Θ(n)
m ) from

p
(n)
hidden(z) = Tr ρ

(n)
m+1ΠZ ;

n← n+ 1
end while
Θm = argmax

Θ
(n)
m
L(Θ(n)

m );

|ψm+1⟩ = Û(Θm)|ψm⟩
m← m+ 1

end while
Denote the training outcome as pmodel(z) = Tr ρMΠZ .

. . . . . . 

. . . 

. . . . . . 

. . . 

. . . . . . 

. . . . . . 

Figure 2. Schematics of the learning algorithm as in Alg.1.
At the m-th quench, we independently evolve N copies of

the state |ψm⟩ with different time-evolution operators Θ
(n)
m

sampled from the same distribution. At the (m+1)-th quench,

we pick the |ψ(n)
m ⟩ with the lowest loss value (based on the

loss function Eqn.(6)) from the previous quench as our new
starting point and evolve again. As we repeat this process,
the learning resembles a directed random walk in the Hilbert
space.

Given the reduced density matrix ρM of the Lv visible

spins at the final layer of the quench m = M , we com-
pute the model distribution from Eqn.(2), which gives
the probability pmodel(z) of finding each of the 2Lv basis
states z in the visible part of the system. For learning im-
age data, we then interpret the probabilities as pixel val-
ues (normalized to be within 0 and 1), and reshape it into
an image of size 2Lv/2 × 2Lv/2 (see Fig.1(b)). For quan-
tum data, we interpret these probabilities as measure-
ment outcomes obtained from the quantum state. For
more details, see Appendix D.

B. Randomly driven MBL Born machine

In classical machine learning, stochasticity is found
to have the effect of smoothing out loss landscape and
helps to avoid local minima36,51,52. When introducing
the hidden Born machine in Eqn.(2), the hidden units
are traced out and effectively act as a heat bath for the
remaining visible units and provide a source for stochas-
ticity. To understand the source of the learnability
advantage provided by the hidden units, we construct
a Born machine with an artificially introduced heat
bath in this section. We then compare its performance
with that of the hidden Born machine, which operates
within an effective heat bath induced by the hidden units.

Let’s consider the Hamiltonian Eqn.(4) with applied

external random drives ĤRD in the x−direction (we can
also apply random drives in the xy−plane and the result
will be similar),

ĤRD(t) =
∑
i

dmi (t)Ŝx
i . (7)

To model the heat bath, we would like {dmi (t)} to be like
a white noise,

⟨dmi (t)dmi (0)⟩ = 2Dδ(t), (8)

where D is the amplitude of the white noise and is pro-
portional to the temperature of the bath. In the sim-
ulation, we split the driven interval T into intervals of
auto-correlation time τ , and require that Eqn.(8) holds
for t > τ . Outside of this correlation time, dmi (t) is drawn

i.i.d. from N (0,
√
2D). We refer to this model as Ran-

domly Driven Born machine (RDBM).
To illuminate on the learning power of the hidden Born

machine, here, we compare the three models: the basic
Born machine (BM), the RDBM, and the hidden Born
machine (hBM). We task all three models with a toy
dataset constructed from the images of MNIST dataset53

(downsampled to 2Lv pixels). Our toy dataset consists
of mean pixel values across all different styles within a
single type of MNIST digit, see ‘target patterns’ in Fig.3
(also see Appendix D).
We perform the training of the hidden Born machine

using the algorithm described in Alg.1, and show the cor-
responding learning outcomes in Fig.3. Our results indi-
cate our hidden model is able to learn different patterns
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Target 
patterns

Learned 
patterns

Figure 3. Learning toy MNIST digit patterns. The top two
rows are different data instances qdata in our toy MNIST digit
patterns dataset. The bottom two rows are the corresponding
learning outcome pmodel from our MBL hidden Born machine
(each digit trained separately).

of MNIST digits accurately (the result of basic BM and
RDBM are omitted).

0 50 100 150
m
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0(
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M
D

)

hBM
BM
RDBM

Figure 4. Model comparisons. (a) Basic Born machine (BM),
Randomly Driven Born machine (RDBM), and hidden Born
machine (hBM). Log-MMD loss as a function of quench layer
number m. The solid curves are averaged over 100 differ-
ent realizations, with one standard deviation included as the
shades. The hidden Born machine achieves the lowest MMD
loss throughout and at the end of the training.

In Fig.4, we compare the performance of three models
by plotting the MMD loss on the toy MNIST dataset as
a function of the number of quenches, m. We find that
both the RDBM and hBM outperform the BM, with the
RDBM and hBM converging to a similar terminal loss
value (although the RDBM slightly underperforms the
hBM). This observation suggests that the stochasticity
introduced by the heat bath indeed improves learning,
and the learnability advantage of hidden units is of a
thermal nature. However, the RDBM is more computa-
tionally intensive. Modeling the white noise as expressed
in Eqn.(8) requires discretizing the quench time T into

small intervals of τ , which generally increases the total
runtime by a factor of T/τ . Therefore, the hBM is more
efficient than the RDBM while being more trainable than
the basic BM.

V. LEARNABILITY IN DIFFERENT PHASES

We have already seen that the hidden Born machine
in the MBL phase can properly learn the toy MNIST
dataset (Fig.3). An important question arises that
whether learning can happen in the thermal phase. In
the thermal phase, information spreads throughout the
system, which makes it difficult to extract. In the
quenched approach as in Eqn.(5), the state of the system
in the thermal phase changes wildly between successive
quenches and effectively only parameters in the last layer
of the quench would be trained. In contrast, as the sys-
tem become more disorderd and enters the MBL phase,
the breakdown of thermalization and emergence of local
integrals of motion leads to local memory, which is use-
ful for directing the state toward a target corner of the
Hilber space (Fig.1(c)). We aim to understand the effect
of disorder in learning by comparing the learning abil-
ity of the hidden Born machine in the MBL and thermal
phases.
In Fig.5(a), we show a log-log plot of the final quench

layer MMD loss on the toy MNIST dataset as a func-
tion of disorder strength hd. By varying the disorder
strength, the system in Eqn.(4) can exhibit both a ther-
mal phase (denoted as ETH) and an MBL phase depend-
ing on whether the disorder strength exceeds the critical
value hc ∼ 3.5 (for Jzz = Jxy = 1). We observe that the
loss value has a significant change at the transition from
the thermal phase (corresponding to hd < 3.5 indicated
by pink shade) into the MBL phase (indicated by blue
shade). The relatively high value of MMD loss in the
thermal phase indicates that the hidden Born machine
fails to learn. As we increase the disorder, the MMD loss
deep in the MBL phase decreases significantly, indicat-
ing better learning power of the MBL phase. We can
attribute the better learning power in the MBL phase
to the quantum memory and the emergent local integral
of motions. In contrary to the thermal phase, the ther-
malization mechanism wipes out all the information from
the initial conditions, as observed similarly in the case of
quantum reservoir computing in the MBL phase19.
To better quantify the learning mechanism in the MBL

phase, we investigate the time evolution of quantities un-
derlying MBL physics during the quenched steps. First,
we investigate the Hamming distance (HD) defined as

D(t) =
1

2
− 1

2L

∑
i

⟨ψ0|σz
i (t)σ

z
i (0)|ψ0⟩, (9)

which gives a measure of number of spin flips with respect
to the initial state ψ0 normalized by the length of chain
L. It’s expected that in the long time the HD approaches
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 5. Training hidden Born machine in thermal and MBL phases. (a) The terminal (at the final layer of quench) MMD
loss of hidden Born machine on the toy MNIST task is plotted as a function of disorder strength hd. The results are averaged
over 100 realizations and one standard deviation is included as shade. (b) Hamming distance with respect to the initial state
(normalized by L) as a function of quenches m. In the thermal phase, states change discontinuously over successive quenches,
whereas in the MBL phase states change gradually toward the target state that gives rise to the desired distribution. (c)
Entanglement entropy per site as a function of quenches m, confirming that our system evolves under dynamics distinctive in
the thermal/MBL phases.

0.5 in the thermal phase and decreases as one increases
the disorder54. In Fig.5(b), we show the trajectory of HD
at the end of each quench Dm(t = T ). We observe that,
evolving in the thermal phase the HD fluctuates around
the value of 0.5 as expected, while in the MBL phase
the HD reaches a lower value about 0.33. The more sig-
nificant fluctuations in the thermal phase indicate that
the system retains little information about the most re-
cent quench, and therefore is difficult to be manipulated
toward a target state that gives desired probability dis-
tribution. In contrast, the relatively small fluctuations
in the MBL phase suggest that system changes gradu-
ally between successive quenches and is more amenable
to directed evolution by quenches.

One hallmark of MBL phase is the logarithmically slow
growth of von Neumann entanglement entropy (Sm

ent =
−Trρm ln ρm) due to the presence of strong interaction.
Notice that ρm is the reduced density matrix at quench
m, obtained by tracing over the complementary part of
system with respect to the subsystem of interest. This
can be considered as slow dephasing mechanism imply-
ing that not all information of initial state survives55–57.
In order to confirm that our system indeed evolves un-
der MBL/thermal dynamics when trained in these two
phases, in Fig.5(c), we track the value of Sm

ent over dif-
ferent quenches. In the MBL phase, Sm

ent shows a quick
saturation, while in the thermal phase the entanglement
entropy changes significantly from successive quenches, a
behavior expected from the thermal phase.

A. Pattern recognition

Pattern recognition has been implemented in a vari-
ety of analog classical systems ranging from molecular
self-assembly to elastic networks40,41,58–63. It is inter-

esting to ask whether quantum systems possesses sim-
ilar power. In this section, we demonstrate the pat-
tern recognition ability of the MBL hidden Born ma-
chine. Here, we take the same toy dataset of MNIST

digit patterns as in Fig.3. Each pattern ξµ ∈ [0, 1]2
Lv

is a (normalized) vector in the pixel space, where Lv is
the length of the visible units, and µ = 1, 2, .., P de-
notes the pattern index. We encode the patterns into
the hidden Born machine by setting pdata =

∑
µ ξ

µ64.
Again, we perform the training of the hidden Born ma-
chine using the algorithm in Alg.1 (see first column of
Fig.6 for the learned patterns from pmodel). After train-
ing, we obtain the target final state |ψM ⟩, along with

a series of unitaries {Û(Θm) ≡ Ûm}Mm=0 that defines
the entire history of intermediate states during succes-
sive quenches, |ψm⟩ =

∏m
i=0 Ûm−i|ψ0⟩, which upon trac-

ing out hidden units becomes intermediate model distri-
butions, pm = TrTrh |ψm⟩⟨ψm|ΠZ . Now given a par-

tially corrupted pattern ξ̃µ and the state |ψ̃µ⟩ that gives
rise to this corrupted pattern, |ψ̃µ(z)|2/N = ξ̃µ (see sec-
ond column of Fig.6 for examples of corrupted patterns),
we can identify the ‘closest’ intermediate state |ψm∗⟩
where m∗ = argmaxm MMD(ξ̃µ, pm). Then we apply

unitary time-evolution to the corrupted state |ψ̃µ⟩ using
the series of learned unitaries starting from m∗ and ob-

tain the ‘retrieved’ state |ψ̂µ⟩ ≡
∏M−m∗

i=0 ÛM−i|ψ̃µ⟩. We
can then compute the corresponding retrieved pattern as

ξ̂µ ≡ TrTrh |ψ̂µ⟩⟨ψ̂µ|Πz (see last column of Fig.6 for the
retrieved patterns).

As shown in the top row of Fig.6, in the case of a sin-
gle pattern (a digit ‘0’), the MBL hidden Born machine
is able to retrieve a complete pattern from a corrupted
pattern (a partially corrupted digit ‘0’). As shown in the
bottom row of Fig.6, in the case of multiple patterns (a
superposition of ‘0’ and ‘1’), the MBL hidden Born ma-
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Unitary time-evolution

Learned 
pattern

Corrupted 
pattern

Retrieved 
pattern

Single 
pattern

Multiple 
patterns

Figure 6. Pattern recognition task by the MBL hidden Born
machine. Given a corrupted pattern ξ̃µ and its corresponding
corrupted state |ψ̃µ⟩, we find the quench layer number m∗

such that the intermediate model distribution p∗m resembles
the corrupted pattern most. Then we time-evolve |ψ̃µ⟩ with
the series of learned unitaries Ûi starting from m∗ to obtain
the retrieved state |ψ̂µ⟩, from which we can then obtain the

retrieved pattern ξ̂µ. Top row: after learning a single pattern
(digit ‘0’), a complete ‘0’ can be retrieved from a partially
corrupted ‘0’. Bottom row: after learning multiple patterns
(superposition of digit ‘0’ and ‘1’), complete ‘0’ or ‘1’ can
be selectively retrieved from partially corrupted ‘0’ and ‘1’,
respectively.

chine is able to selectively retrieve complete patterns (‘0’
or ‘1’) based on the input corrupted pattern65.

B. Learning quantum dataset

We have demonstrated the power of MBL Born ma-
chine in learning classical data of the toy MNIST digit
patterns, now we explore the ability of the MBL Born
machine in learning data obtained from measurements
of quantum states. While quantum state tomography
is the standard method for state reconstruction, it be-
comes a daunting task as the system size increases. In
this respect, quantum machine learning has shown great
success in learning quantum states from limited amount
of data66–72. In this section, we use the hidden Born ma-
chine to learn data obtained from quantum many-body
states prepared by Eqn.(5) subject to a single layer of
quench, but with disorder strengths hd different from the
phases that the hidden Born machine is trained in.

In Fig.7, we demonstrate the learning ability of Born
machine in the thermal and MBL phase. In Fig.7
left/right, we compare the measurement outcome sam-
pled from the exact simulation qdata in MBL/thermal
phase (denoted as ETH) (shown in purple), with those
learned via hidden Born machine trained in MBL phase
(shown in blue). In the insets we show the classical fi-
delity between the model distribution p and data dis-

tribution q, F (p, q) =
(∑

i

√
piqi

)2
. We see that the

hidden Born machine trained in MBL phase is able to
capture the underlying probability distribution obtained
from both the MBL and thermal phases with high fidelity
(∼ 0.98), while the hidden Born machine trained in ther-
mal phase fails to learn either. Notice that in order to
learn the quantum state, one needs to perform measure-
ment in the informationally-complete basis as reported
in Ref.72.

C. Learning parity dataset

In the previous sections, we have discuss the role of
localization and emergent memory in learning various
datasets, however, the role played by interaction in the
many-body localized phase remains unclear. To shed
light into the role of interaction and its interplay with
disorder, here, we investigate the power of MBL phase in
learning parity dataset and compare it with both ther-
mal and Anderson localized phase which can be obtained
by setting Jzz = 0 in Eqn.(4). Here, we consider the
even parity dataset, which is defined as set of bit-string
(b1, b2, .., bL) of length L with bi ∈ {0, 1}, such that

the parity function Π(b1, b2, .., bL) :=
∑N

i=1 bi mod 2 is
equal to 0. While this is a classical bitstring, it appears
as measurement outcome of particular quantum observ-
ables in certain basis such as measurement outcome of
GHZ state in the x−basis.
Previous studies has indicate challenging learning

on this dataset, in particular training the Born ma-
chine based on MPS with gradient descent optimization
schemes has encountered failures73, while quantum in-
spired optimization schemes such as density matrix learn-
ing has shown great success with the caveat in their
scaling74. Here, we investigate the power of our hidden
Born machine across various phases in learning the par-
ity dataset. Our numerical results (Fig.8) demonstrates
the interesting fact that both the MBL phase and An-
derson localized phase show better performance compare
to the thermal phase. The better learning performance
in these two phases suggest that the emergence of inte-
gral of motion and memory plays an important role in
learning. We further notice that the MBL phase has a
better performance even though the Anderson localized
phase is known to have better memory. In the latter
the strong localization prevents the transport of infor-
mation across the system, leading to a lesser learning
power. While the value of fidelity around FMBL = 0.75 is
not too high, reflecting the hardness of learning the par-
ity dataset, our MBL hidden Born machine still shows
a better performance compare to MPS Born machine
which was reported a fidelity of FMPS = 0.4873. Our
numerical results indicate that both disorder and inter-
action are crucial for the successful learning of our model.
The MBL phase enhances the learnability of the hidden
Born Machine because it incorporates these two proper-
ties. However, given that the XXZ model is not the only
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Figure 7. Learning quantum dataset. Left/right: MBL hidden Born machine trained in MBL phase learns the probability
distribution corresponding to an MBL/thermal (denoted as ETH) target state. Insets: classical fidelities between the model
and the data distributions. Model trained in the MBL phase has better learning capability than model trained in the thermal
phase.
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Learning parity data

Figure 8. Learning parity dataset. Different bars in the
horizontal-axis correspond to model trained in the MBL, ther-
mal, and Anderson localized phases, respectively. Vertical-
axis shows the classical fidelity of the model. Model trained
in the MBL phase exhibits the highest fidelity despite the
dataset is highly nonlocal. Comparing model performances
in three phases suggest that both disorder and interaction
are important for learning.

one with such characteristics, we anticipate that the hid-
den Born Machine, when evolved under other Hamilto-
nians with disorder and interaction - such as spin-glass
Hamiltonians75 - would exhibit similar learnability. In-
tuitively, one can think of the Hidden Born Machine as
carving a path through the Hilbert space, capitalizing on
both local memory and interaction to reach the target
state.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have introduced the hidden MBL
Born machine as a powerful quantum inspired genera-
tive model. Although parameterized quantum circuit has
become one of the focal point in the realm of quantum
machine learning, their training scheme poses many chal-
lenges as one requires to search in an exponential Hilbert

space, which resembles finding a needle in haystack10.
While other variational algorithms such as QAOA offer
a different scheme of finding solution in Hilbert space
which is akin to adiabatic computing, here, by utilizing
unique properties of MBL phase such as localization and
memory, we develop a Born machine evolving under MBL
dynamics such that by optimizing over values of disorder
at each site we can reach a desired target state in the
Hilbert space.
In this work, we aimed to answer two key questions,

namely, whether MBL phase and hidden units can be
used as resource for learning, and what is the underlying
mechanism of learning. By performing various numerical
experiments in different phases, with and without hidden
units, we show that successful learning relies on three key
factors, hidden units, disorder, and interaction.
Our work opens up a new horizon in utilizing exotic

quantum phases of matter as quantum inspired genera-
tive models. While we have explored the role of disor-
der in the MBL phase, an immediate question that fol-
lows is whether other disordered quantum phase would
be capable of learning, which is left for future work.
In addition, although we show that our model contains
states that cannot be simulated in polynomial time by
classical computer, it remains an important question of
designing efficient quantum algorithms to prepare such
states. Similarly, it remains an open question whether
the MBL hidden Born machine can learn other classi-
cally intractable distributions32,76,77, such as the distri-
bution generated in quantum supremacy experiments2–6.
Furthermore, our quenched Born machine resembles spe-
cific adiabatic schedule, and whether we can utilize our
model as quantum variational algorithm awaits further
investigation. Although we have quantified the learning
mechanism during the training by tracking both local
and non-local quantities such as Hamming distance and
entanglement entropy, more quantitative studies such as
the existence of Barren Plateau and over-paramtrization
in the context of quantum kernel learning remains an
important question for future study10,78,79.
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Appendix A: Expressibility of MBL hidden Born
Machine

1. Expressibility of hidden units

The hidden Born machine Eqn.(2) generalizes the basic
Born machine (BM) defined by Eqn.(1), in the sense that
the class of probability distributions expressible by the
basic Born machine is a subset of that of the hidden Born
machine.

Proposition 1. For the same set of visible spins v, let
pBM(z) denote the model distribution realized by the ba-
sic Born machine, and phBM(z) denote the model dis-
tribution realized by the hidden Born machine, then
{pBM(z)} ⊆ {phBM(z)}.

Prop.1 further suggests that the minimum achievable
training loss for the hidden Born machine is less than or
equal to that of the basic Born machine, a property that
we will confirm numerically in section IV.
In the following, we assume only that the visible and

hidden part couple through an interaction term in the
Hamiltonian.
Let’s consider a basic Born machine consisting of only

visible units v = {vi}, with Hamiltonian Ĥv. Now con-
sider adding hidden units h = {hj} to the system with

Hamiltonian Ĥh and the hidden units couple with the vis-
ible ones through an interaction Hamiltonian Ĥint. The
full Hamiltonian can be written as

Ĥvh[v,h] = Ĥv[v] + Ĥh[h] + Ĥint[v,h], (A1)

where all the Ĥ’s in general can be time-dependent. Let’s
assume that the basic Born machine model is described
by just the visible part of Hamiltonian in Eqn.(A1),

ĤBM = Ĥv(Θ
BM), and the hidden Born machine is de-

scribed by the full Hamiltonian, ĤhBM = Ĥvh(Θ
hBM),

where ΘBM and ΘhBM denotes the parameters in the
Hamiltonian to be optimized during learning.
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Proof. Let’s denote the initial state for the BM as |ψv
0⟩ ∈

Hv. Let Ûv = T̂ exp
(
−i

∫ T

0
dtĤv

)
. Then, the final state

of BM is |ψv
f ⟩ = Ûv|ψv

0⟩. Choose an initial product state

for the hBM, |ψvh
0 ⟩ = |ψv

0⟩ ⊗ |ψh
0 ⟩ ∈ Hv ⊗ Hh for some

|ψh
0 ⟩ ∈ Hh. Choose Θ

hBM to be such that ĤhBM
v = ĤBM

v ,

and ||ĤhBM
v || ≫ ||ĤhBM

int ||.
Then, we have

|ψvh
f ⟩ ≈ Ûv|ψv

0⟩ ⊗ Ûh|ψh
0 ⟩ = |ψv

f ⟩ ⊗ |ψh
f ⟩ (A2)

where we have defined |ψh
f ⟩ ≡ Ûh|ψh

0 ⟩. With this

choice, now ρvis = Trh |ψvh
f ⟩ = |ψv

f ⟩⟨ψv
f |, and phBM(z) =

Tr ρvisΠZ = |ψv
f (z)|2 = pBM(z), where pBM is automati-

cally normalized (N = 1) for physical systems as in our
case. Therefore, the class of probability distributions de-
scribed by BM is contained in hBM.

2. Mapping XXZ chain into Ising model

There has been extensive studies on the expressive
power of quantum models. In particular, quantum com-
putational advantage for sampling problem has been
proved (based on standard computational complexity as-
sumptions) in a translation-invariant Ising model80. In
particular, we show that the XXZ model in 2-dimension,
with proper choice of disorder parameters, can be re-
duced to an Ising model that contains brickwork state
that is classically intractable Ref.80.

Proposition 2. The XXZ model in 2D subject to quench
in z-direction can be reduced to an Ising model.

We have recovered the case in Ref.80. Note that for the
proof in Ref.80 to work, one also need to initialize the sys-
tem in all |+⟩ states and subsequently perform all mea-
surements in the x−basis. While our numeric are mostly
restricted to the 1-dimension case as it can be studied
by exact diagonalization, the XXZ model can be realized
in any dimensions. This classically-hard instance implies
that our model cannot be simulated in polynomial time
by a classical computer and therefore offers an advantage
in its expressive power.

Proof. In 2D,

ĤXXZ =
∑
⟨i,j⟩

Jxy(Ŝ
x
i Ŝ

x
j + Ŝy

i Ŝ
y
j ) +

∑
⟨i,j⟩

JzzŜ
z
i Ŝ

z
j , (A3)

where the interactions are between nearest neighbours.
During a quench Ĥquench of duration tm, we can di-
vide the disorder into a time-dependent and a time-
independent part,

hmi (t) = Jm
i (t) +Bm

i . (A4)

In the case of bipartite lattice, we can partition the
vertices into two partitions, and denote the sites in one
partition as K = {k1, k2, .., kL/2} and another partition
as N = {n1, n2, ..., nN/2} (assuming N even). For exam-
ple, in the case of a square lattice, K and N correspond
to the blue and white sites of the checkerboard coloring
(Fig.9).

Figure 9. Checkerboard partition of the 2D lattice. We apply
π-pulses at the K sites (shown in blue) to effectively turn off
the interaction in the x and y directions upon time-averaging.

For the set of K spins, we turn on a π-pulse in the
middle of the quench (k ∈ K), such that:

Jm
k (t) =


0 if 0 ≤ t < tm

2
π

2∆t if tm
2 ≤ t < tm

2 +∆t

0 if tm
2 +∆t ≤ t < tm

(A5)

where ∆t ≪ tm is a short duration of time. With this
choice of disorder, the time evolution operator reduces to

Û = e−iĤXXZ∆t(ΠkiẐk)e
−i

∑
k Bm

k Ẑk . (A6)

Now the Pauli Z’s effectively flip the signs of the ŜxŜx

and ŜyŜy terms in the XXZ-Hamiltonian, and upon inte-
grating over the duration of a quench cancels out with the
corresponding terms in first half of the quench. There-
fore, after time evolution of a quench, the effective Hamil-
tonian is left with only Ising interactions,

H̄m
eff =

∑
⟨i,j⟩

JzzŜ
z
i Ŝ

z
j +

∑
i

Bm
i Ŝ

z
i (A7)

Appendix B: MBL phase transition

In this section, we present the details of the numeri-
cal simulation of XXZ model (Eqn.(4)) and confirm the
thermal to MBL phase transition. We simulate the XXZ
model using exact diagonalization methods provided by
the QuSpin package81,82. Throughout the paper we use
parameters Jxy = Jzz = 1.
One hallmark of the MBL phase is the Poission dis-

tribution of level spacings in the eigenspectrum of the
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Hamiltonian.83–85. The level statistics Pr(rα) is defined
as the normalized distribution of

rα =
min(∆α+1,∆α)

max(∆α+1,∆α)
, (B1)

where ∆α = Eα+1 − Eα are the level spacings in the
eigenspectrum. In Fig.10, we show the level statistics
in a simulation of L = 16 spins described by Eqn.(5)
subject to a single quench M = 1, at two different dis-
order strengths: hd = 0.1 and hd = 3.9 (the critical
disorder strength is hc ∼ 3.5 for Jzz = Jxy = 1). We see
that indeed the level statistics in the thermal phase obeys
Wigner-Dyson statistics (⟨rα⟩ ≈ 0.391), and in the MBL
phase obeys Poisson statistics ( ⟨rα⟩ ≈ 0.529), confirming
the existence of thermal-MBL phase transition.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
r

0.2

0.4
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1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

Pr
(r

)

level statistics of HMBL and HETH

MBL_L=16
ETH_L=16

Figure 10. Level statistics of L = 16 XXZ model subject to
quenches in the z-direction. The thermal phase (denoted as
ETH) is simulated with hd = 0.1, with resulting ⟨rα⟩ ≈ 0.391;
the MBL phase is simulated with hd = 3.9, with resulting
⟨rα⟩ ≈ 0.529. Results are averaged over 1000 different real-
izations.

Another hallmark of MBL phase is the area law scal-
ing of von Neumann entanglement entropy (Sent =
−Trρ ln ρ), compared to the volume law scaling in the
thermal phase. We numerically calculate the half-system
entanglement entropy in the middle of the spectrum for
the Hamiltonian in Eqn.(5), and perform a scaling anal-
ysis for different L and different disorder strengths h (see
Fig.11). Our numerical results agrees with those reported
in48.

Appendix C: Training MBL hidden Born machine

1. MMD loss

Previously, KL-divergence has been suggested for
training MBL Born machine as a generative model27.
However, KL-divergence does not capture correlations

Figure 11. Scaling analysis of entanglement entropy. We plot
the entanglement entropy per site Sent/L as a function of sys-
tem size L for different disorder strengths h. Volume law scal-
ing in the thermal phase (small h) leads to constant Sent/L,
while area law scaling in the MBL phase (for large h) leads
to decreasing Sent/L.

within data, and suffers from infinities outside the sup-
port of data distribution. Moreover, KL-divergence re-
quires full knowledge of data distirbution which is often
unrealistic. To remedy these situations, the Maximum
Mean Discrepancy (MMD) loss has been proposed for
training Born machines28. The MMD loss measures the
distance between model distribution p and target distri-
bution q, by comparing their mean embeddings in the
feature space, and one can use samples to estimate the
loss. The (squared) MMD loss can be written as

LMMD =

∥∥∥∥∥∑
x

p(x)ϕ(x)−
∑
x

q(x)ϕ(x)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

= Ex,x′∼pk(x, x
′) + Ey,y′∼qk(y, y

′) (C1)

− 2Ex∼p,y∼qk(x, y),

where we have employed the kernel trick and write
k(x, y) = ϕ(x)Tϕ(x). In our model, we use a Gaus-

sian mixture kernel k(x, y) = 1
c

∑c
i=1 exp

(
− 1

2σ2
i
|x− y|2

)
of four channels c = 4, with corresponding bandwidths
σ2
i = [0.1, 0.25, 4, 10]. The bandwidths are chosen such

that our Gaussian kernels are able to capture both the
local features and the global features in the target distri-
bution.

2. Parameters

In the training of our MBL hidden Born machine, we
use N = 6 + 2 (6 visible spins and 2 hidden spins), and
M = 100 quenches and search over N = 500 different
disorder realizations.
Generally, we found that more hidden units lead to

better learning outcome. However, for the tasks consid-
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ered in this study, further increasing the number of hid-
den units beyond two does not result in substantial im-
provements in the results. Nonetheless, we expect that
increasing the number of hidden units may prove ben-
eficial for more complicated tasks, as suggested in the
future directions.

3. Runtime scaling

The runtime complexity of our learning algorithm is
primarily determined by its use of Monte Carlo searches,
resulting in an overall complexity of O(TNM). Here,
T represents the evolution time of the system during
each quench, N is the task-dependent number of Monte
Carlo samples, and M denotes the constant number of
quenches. Notably, the specific influence of T depends
on the simulation method employed. In the case of ex-
act diagonalization, T scales exponentially with system
size, leading to substantial computational requirements
for larger systems. However, it is anticipated that near-
term analog or digital quantum computers will signifi-
cantly enhance the efficiency of these operations, miti-
gating the impact of this scaling behavior.

Appendix D: Data encoding

Here, we describe the detailed data encoding scheme
and our toy dataset of MNIST digit patterns in this sec-

tion. Given a reduced density matrix ρvis of L visible
spins, we compute the distribution of finding each of the
2L basis states in our computational basis, and interpret
the result as pixel values. We then reshape this proba-
bility vector into an image of size 2L/2 × 2L/2.

On the other hand, given an image x⃗µ ∈ Rn×n, where
n × n is the number of original pixels in the image, we
first downsample it to 2L/2×2L/2 pixels, then normalized
the pixel values to be within 0 and 1.

Our toy dataset of MNIST digit patterns are con-
structed as follows: we take all the training images
x⃗µ from a digit class, downsample to 2L/2 × 2L/2 pix-
els, and compute each pixel as the average value x̄i =

1/P
∑P

µ=1 x
µ
i across different styles within this digit

class, where i = 1, ..., 2L. We then normalized the pix-
els to x̄i → x̄i/

∑
i x̄i and interpret the result as qdata.

We take caution that this is different from learning the
MNIST distribution in generative models. The latter
refers to learning the joint probability distribution over
all pixels in the image, and our toy data set corresponds
to taking the mean-field limit of this joint probability
distribution, which ignores the complicated correlations
among pixels. This is akin to learning a single pattern
(the averaged MNIST images shown in Fig.3), and the
reason for taking the average pixel value is such that we
will be able to perform pattern recognition with imper-
fect initial states.
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