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A BSTRACT
Recent years have witnessed an increased interest in recovering dynamical laws of complex systems
in a largely data-driven fashion under meaningful hypotheses. In this work, we propose a method for
scalably learning dynamical laws of classical dynamical systems from data. As a novel ingredient,
to achieve an efficient scaling with the system size, block sparse tensor trains – instances of tensor
networks applied to function dictionaries – are used and the self similarity of the problem is exploited.
For the latter, we propose an approach of gauge mediated weight sharing, inspired by notions of
machine learning, which significantly improves performance over previous approaches. The practical
performance of the method is demonstrated numerically on three one-dimensional systems – the
Fermi-Pasta-Ulam-Tsingou system, rotating magnetic dipoles and classical particles interacting via
modified Lennard-Jones potentials. We highlight the ability of the method to recover these systems,
requiring 1400 samples to recover the 50 particle Fermi-Pasta-Ulam-Tsingou system to residuum of
5 × 10−7 , 900 samples to recover the 50 particle magnetic dipole chain to residuum of 1.5 × 10−4
and 7000 samples to recover the Lennard-Jones system of 10 particles to residuum 1.5 × 10−2 . The
robustness against additive Gaussian noise is demonstrated for the magnetic dipole system.
Keywords Dynamical laws recovery · machine learning · tensor trains · block sparse tensor trains · tensor networks ·
gauge mediated weight sharing
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Introduction

example, if the range of interaction between the degrees
of freedom is limited, one expects a local structure of the
function dictionary that give rise to meaningful hypothesis
classes. As a guiding analogy, within the context of quantum physics, tensor networks [CPGSV21, Oru14] have
been used with overwhelming success to capture the meaningful quantum states that one is expected to find in local
quantum systems [ECP10] – in instances even provably so
with all rigour [SWVC08] – arriving at scalable methods.
In the light of these observations a highly plausible way to
do that in the present setting of learning dynamical laws
is to use tensor network decompositions of the coefficient
tensor Θk in
X
fk (x) ≈
Θk,i1 ,...,id φi1 ,...,id (x)
(3)

Coming-up with dynamical laws that govern the behaviour
of a complex physical many-body systems has been a
daunting and challenging task of great practical importance for centuries. The availability of large amounts of
data and the increase in today’s computing power has drastically changed our perspective on these types of problems,
shifting the focus to automated or largely ‘data-driven’ approaches [SL09, BPK16, GKES19, GGR+ 20, IMW+ 20,
CPSW21, KBK22, CDA+ 21], augmented by meaningful
hypotheses about the general form of the underlying dynamical laws. In this way, one can think of ‘discovering
physical laws’ from data.
One prominent recent approach is the sparse identification of non-linear dynamics (SINDy) algorithm [BPK16,
SBK21, dSCQ+ 20]. The state of a dynamical system is
described by a set of d real variables (x(1) , . . . , x(d) ) =: x,
which evolve along smooth trajectories t 7→ x(t) ∈ Rd , as
given by a set of d ordinary differential equations (ODE),
such as
ẋ(t) = f (x(t), t)

or ẍ(t) = f (x(t), t).

i1 ,...,id

and begin the search starting with low-rank decompositions. More generally speaking, locality motivates the use
of multi-linear parametrizations [CSS15, SS16, LYCS17]
introduced to the context of identifying non-linear dynamics by the multidimensional approximation of nonlinear
dynamical systems (MANDy) method of Ref. [GKES19].

(1)

In Ref. [GRK+ 20] the idea of the starting from the physical corner has been realized by limiting the search space to
different low-rank tensor-network models and using a rankadaptive optimization algorithm. For one-dimensional systems, which are the focus of this work, tensor networks embedding tensor trains [BSU16] are a suitable ansatz. In this
case low-rank decompositions of local systems provably
exist [GRK+ 20]. Note that tensor trains have also been
used to overcome the curse dimensionality in the context
of many-body quantum physics, in this context referred
to as matrix product states (MPS) [VC06, VMC08, VC04,
HMOV14, CPGSV21, Oru14]; in fact, tensor trains have
first been studied precisely in this context. In the manybody quantum physics introducing symmetries, such as
particle number conservation, further restricts the ansatz
space. In the context of tensor trains this leads to the concept of block-sparsity, see, e.g., Ref. [SPV10]. Intriguingly,
bringing this concept to the multi-linear parametrizations
of multivariate functions leads to natural restrictions of the
function space such as bounding the polynomial degree of
the approximation [BGP21, GST21].

The first form can be thought of as a Hamiltonian system,
where f = {x, H} with H the Hamiltonian and {·, ·} the
Poisson bracket; the second form can be interpreted as
Newton’s equations, in which case f are the forces. In this
formulation, learning dynamical laws means obtaining an
approximation of f : Rd × R → Rd from data, i.e., given
M data pairs (xi , yi ) ∈ Rd×d for i = 1, . . . , M , with the
relation yi ≈ f (xi ). From now on we restrict ourselves
to the case where f does not explicitly depend on time.
In the SINDy approach, the learning task is phrased as
a linear inversion problem. Introducing a dictionary of
functions, the problem reduces to finding the coefficients
that linearly combine functions in the dictionary to f . By
promoting sparse solution one favours simple models and
yield interpretable and generalizable results.

When applied to complex many-body systems, however,
the linear parametrizations typically suffers from a drastic
incarnation of the infamous curse of dimensionality. A
naturally starting point is to generate the dictionary for
each component fk (x) : Rd → R of f as the product of
local ansatz functions Ψi : R → R, i = 1, . . . , p, that In this work, we make use of block-sparse tensor trains
depend on single degrees of freedom. The multivariate for learning dynamical laws and combine them with the
concept of self-similarity between the modes x(i) . Selfdictionary is then the set of functions
similarity manifests itself as a redundancy of entries in the
φi1 ,...,id (x) = Ψi1 (x(1) ) · · · Ψid (x(d) ),
(2) block-sparse tensor train decompositions of fk and can be
straight-forwardly enforced in our ansatz. We show that
where x = (x(1) , . . . , x(d) ). As a result, we are exploring
carefully exploiting the gauge freedom of the tensor train
a search space of dimension exponential in d. The sparsity
decomposition yields a highly scalable and numerically
constraint of the SINDy approach restricts the search space
stable algorithmic approach for recovering dynamical laws.
to a union of lower dimensional subspaces but run-times of
To this end, we introduce a new method coined gauge
the original algorithm still scale with the overall dimension.
mediated weight sharing. The term is borrowed from a
Another approach to overcome this hurdle is to identify a related concept in machine learning [RCR+ 20]. The key
physical corner to start the search from such that one does observation leading to gauge mediated weight sharing is
typically not explore the entire space [GRK+ 20]. By no that imposing equality between tensor train components
means do we regard all functions as equally plausible. For to enforce self-similarity is not well justified if we do not
2
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ensure that these components are written in the same basis.
We overcome this obstacle by performing an extra gauge
fixing optimization. This properly ensures self-similarity,
while at the same time introducing little overhead. Compared to the previous algorithm of Ref. [GRK+ 20], gauge
mediated weight sharing has significantly better numerical
stability, run time and requires fewer random initialization.
It allows us to recover laws for systems with 50 degrees
of freedoms in a few minutes on desktop hardware. The
underlying reason is that block-sparsity and self-similarity
effectively reduce the polynomial degree of the objective
function in the optimization problem while staying the
physical corner.

1. Choose a suitable finite product basis.
2. Determine the block sparse structure.
3. Limit the block sizes (low-rankness).*
4. Choose the selection map for gauge mediated
weight sharing (self-similarity).*
The steps labeled with an asterisk can potentially be automated using data, as discussed below.
2.1

Choosing the basis

By choosing a basis we mean identifying a suitable pThe structure of this work is as follows. We first explain in dimensional univariate function dictionary
Section 2 the various steps involved in limiting the ansatz
{Ψi : R → R}pi=1 ,
(4)
class to the problem at hand. In Section 3, we then describe
in detail our proposed gauge mediated weight sharing where Ψi are linearly independent. Potential choices
2
p−1
method. Section 4 then gives four examples of dynamical are, e.g., monomials x 7→ {1, x, x , . . . , x }, Legendre
systems that are well suited for the proposed method and polynomials, Chebyshev polynomials, or trigonometric
d
their specifics are discussed. We analyze three of these functions. Using these, we construct p multivariate basis
numerically in Section 5, demonstrating the effectivity and functions
feasibility of the proposed approach in practice for ‘discovφi1 ,...,id (x) = Ψi1 (x(1) ) · · · Ψid (x(d) ),
(5)
ering dynamical laws from data’. Methods in this work are
discussed for one-dimensional systems and tensor trains, where i` = 1, . . . , p. This basis spans a finite dimensional
however, we believe that they are generalizable to more di- subspace of the whole multivariate function space. Learnmensions using tensor networks containing loops, such as ing f is now reduced to finding coefficient tensors Θk ,
projected entangled pair states [CPGSV21, Oru14]. Some such that to a good approximation
preliminaries of this are discussed in Section 4.
X
fk (x) ≈
Θk,i1 ...id φi1 ...id (x).
(6)

2

i1 ,...,id

Finding the ansatz class for a specific
problem

Expert knowledge is needed to choose the right dictionary
and hence the right subspace, such that the relation Eq. (6)
can be satisfied.

The SINDy algorithm identifies sparse dynamical laws
with the goal of making the result interpretable. This is
well motivated in the case of low d, when terms occurring
on the right hand side of 1 have clear physical meaning.
For many-body systems with large d though, this is not
necessarily the case. Our proposal gives physically motivated ansatz class focusing on relevant features of the
system. It is suitable for local, self-similar systems. We
will now give the necessary steps to find this ansatz for a
specific system.

2.2

Block sparse structure

To parametrize the coefficient tensor Θk,i1 ,...,id we use
the tensor train decomposition [BSU16, BC17], which
allows us to sharpen our ansatz towards the physical corner
[ECP10] of local dynamical systems. The tensor train
decomposition of the tensor θk,i1 ,...,iD can be written in
Penrose tensor network notation1 as

The zeroth step is to identify the right coordinates x ∈ Rd
to parametrize the state space. These should be chosen
so that locality of the system is manifested in them. This
means that they can be ordered in such a way that there is
only negligible interaction between variables beyond some
interaction range, which is independent of the system size.
Note that this allows for some more exotic locality concepts, such as, e.g., locality in the momentum space. These
variables should also give rise to sparse description of the
system. Expert intuition is the most important resource
here, although methods like principle component analysis
(PCA) may be useful in some cases [CLKB19]. Given
such a coordinate system with locality structure, we proceed in the following four steps that we will explain in
detail in the remainder of the section.

Θk,i1 ,...,id =

Ck,1

Ck,2

i1

i2

...

Ck,d−1 Ck,d
id−1

id

(7)

This format can be achieved for any tensor Θk,i1 ...id by repeated singular value decomposition (SVD) of the matricisation of the tensor, where one blocks the indices ij for j =
1, . . . , ` and the remaining indices ij̃ for j̃ = ` + 1, . . . , d
onto rows and columns of a matrix respectively, before performing (SVD) to create the link between Ck,` and Ck,`+1 .
1
In this notation, tensors are represented by nodes of a graph
and indices by its edges. If two tensors are connected by an edge,
they are contracted along the corresponding index.

3

A PREPRINT - AUGUST 5, 2022

For each k, the tensors Ck,` ∈ Rri−1 ×p×ri are called the
tensor train components. They carry a single physical index i` , which is called a mode, of dimension p and for
i = 2, . . . , d − 1 two virtual indices of dimensions ri−1
and ri , which are contracted over to recover Θk,i1 ,...,id .
For i = 1, d they have just one virtual index. The virtual
dimensions (r1 , . . . , rd−1 ) are called the rank of the tensor train. We can adjust the ansatz class to the problem
at hand by varying the rank [DHZ+ 21]. Local dynamical
systems can be well approximated by a low rank tensor
train.2 By locality we mean that the representation of fk
in the product basis chosen in Section 2.1 depends nontrivially only on variables xi with |i − k| < R, where R is
a d-independent interaction range. This is shown in Theorem 5 of Ref. [GRK+ 20]. The locality does not need to be
as strict though and good approximations can be obtained
even for systems with decaying unbounded interactions, as
shown by Proposition 5.1 in Ref. [BSU16], discussed in
Appendix A and demonstrated by our numerical examples
in Section 5.

Suppose for a moment that we have a tensor train representation Θk (where we are suppressing the physical
indices) of a function fk , which is an eigenvector of L
with eigenvalue µ. Consider the virtual index connection
in Equation 7 between Ck,` and Ck,`+1 , which we will
call the interface at `. By splitting the tensor train at this
interface, we obtain the the left interface vector

≤
τ`,m,i
(Θk ) =
1 ,...,i`

7→

Ck,2

i1

i2

...

Ck,`

m

i`
(11)

and the right interface vector

≥
τ`+1,m,i
(Θk ) = m
`+1 ,...,id

Ck,`+1

...

i`+1

Given a function dictionary as in Section 2.1, we can reduce the number of parameters, simplify operations on
the tensor train and further sharpen our ansatz class towards the physical corner by exploiting the unitary gauge
freedom
Ck,`
Ck,`
U
7→
Ck,`+1

Ck,1

Ck,d
id

. (12)

In general, for a given choice of index m, the interface
vectors will not have a well defined degree. However, by
exploiting the gauge freedom Eq. (8), we can always find
a unitary U , such that we can assign to the resulting tensor
≤
train a well defined degree. This means that τ`,m
and
≥
τ`+1,m will become eigenvectors of the partial operators

U † Ck,`+1

`

`

p
p
L≤
→ Rp and L≥
` :R
` :R

d−`

→ Rp

d−`

defined by
(8)
to put the tensor train into the block sparse format, as we
L≤
` =
now demonstrate. In the following discussion we restrict
`
X
ourselves to the case where each physical index is assigned
Idp ⊗ · · · ⊗ diag(w(1), . . . , w(p)) ⊗ . . . ⊗ Idp ,
the same dictionary, but the discussion follows with little
j=1
modification even for more complicated choices. The main
idea here is to partition the values i = 1, . . . , p of the L≥ =
`+1
physical index into groups and label them with a nond
X
negative integer. This is a generalization of the concept of
Idp ⊗ · · · ⊗ diag(w(1), . . . , w(p)) ⊗ . . . ⊗ Idp .
a polynomial degree, extended to other dictionaries. This
j=`+1
defines a function w : {1, . . . , p} → N0 , which assigns
(13)
each dictionary element a degree. We can use w to assign
a degree also to each product basis element φi1 ,...,id by
d
Suppose we follow this procedure for all ` = 1, . . . , d − 1.
X
w̃(i1 , . . . , id ) :=
w(ij ).
(9) Consider now the component Ck,` and write the matrix
corresponding to the physical index i as i M k,` . Let µm and
j=1
≤
≥
µn be the eigenvalues of τ`−1,m
and τ`+1,n
respectively.
We can use this to define the Laplace-like operator
Because
Θ
is
an
eigenvector
of
L
with
eigenvalue
µ,
d
k
X
i
k,`
L=
Idp ⊗ · · · ⊗ diag(w(1), . . . , w(p)) ⊗ . . . ⊗ Idp , the element ( M )m,n will be identically zero whenever
µm + µn + w(i) 6= µ. This leads to block sparsity of the
j=1
(10) tensor train components.
which satisfies Lφi1 ,...,id = w̃(i1 , . . . , id )φi1 ,...,id and Block sparsity is particularly familiar in the case of a
hence counts the degree of a function in the span of the monomial dictionary, which is the example discussed in
product basis by acting on its coefficient tensor.
Ref. [GST21]. In this case let w(i) = i − 1, so that the
2
What is really meant here is that the rank of the tensor train operator L and its partial operators count the polynomial
is independent of d. This is equivalent to the area law scaling of degree. This is analogous to the particle number operator
entropy in quantum many body systems. For a discussion of this in quantum physics. The block sparse structure of the comconnection, see Appendix A.
ponents for p = 4 and degree 3 monomial tensor train now
4
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becomes
k,`

0

M

1

M k,`

2

M k,`


∗
0
=
0
0

0
0
=
0
0

0
0
=
0
0

0
0
=
0
0

0
∗
0
0
∗
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

0
0
∗
0
0
∗
0
0
∗
0
0
0
0
0
0
0


0
0
,
0
∗

0
0
,
∗
0

0
∗
,
0
0

∗
0
,
0
0

for each mode of a block sparse tensor train is the sum of
its block sizes. Ref. [GST21, Lemma 3.3] gives bounds
on these in the case of full-rank tensor trains, which are
strongly d-dependent, manifesting the curse of dimensionality. However, as discussed in the previous section, if the system has approximate d-independent locality, it can be well-approximated by a tensor train with
d-independent rank. Therefore, also the block sizes have
d-independent bounds. See Ref. [GST21, Theorem 3.4]
for a formal prove for monomial bases and strict local(14)
ity. For further discussion on approximate locality, we
refer to [BSU16] and Appendix A. Given a maximum
block size, we then choose for the size of a specific block
max(maximum block size, d dependent general bound).

The block sizes can be tuned until desired accuracy of the
approximation Eq. (6) is achieved. This process can also
M
be automated by using rank adaptive methods, such as
SALSA [GK19]. However, in this work, we refrain from
doing so and use plain alternating least squares (ALS) opThis can be straightforwardly extended to Legendre poly- timization. Notice that using higher rank approximations
nomials.
increases the number of samples needed in order to achieve
In this work, we will also need trigonometric dictionary, the desired accuracy. This can be seen in the numerical
which needs a slight adjustment of the block sparse struc- experiments in Section 5.
ture. E.g., for p = 3 and dictionary x 7→ (1, sin x, cos x),
we have chosen w(1) = 0, w(2) = w(3) = 1, so that the
eigenvalue counts the number of sines and cosines, which
can be coined trigonometric degree. Now for trigonometric
2.4 Choosing the selection map
degree 2 the block sparse structure becomes
!
!
∗ 0 0
0 ∗ 0
0
The final decision we need to make before turning the hanM k,` = 0 ∗ 0 , 1 M k,` = 0 0 ∗ ,
0 0 ∗
0 0 0
dle and learning the system, is to choose the selection map.
!
In many systems, structural similarities between equations
0 ∗ 0
2
k,`
M = 0 0 ∗ .
(15) allow us to reuse the same tensor train component in multiple equations, which is a principle we call self-similarity.
0 0 0
This reduces the number of parameters to be learned, while
also potentially making the method more robust against
To extend the ansatz class beyond eigenvectors of L while
noise in the data, since it allows us to use data of multiple
preserving block sparsity, we can use sums of eigenvectors
equations to learn a single component. This is the basis of
of L with eigenvalues ≤ µ. We do this by introducing
gauge mediated weight sharing, our algorithmic approach
an extra tensor train component Ck,d+1 = Idν with a
detailed in Section 3. First, we need to choose n, the numdictionary Ψd+1 = (1, . . . , 1) of dimension equal to the
ber of distinct components per mode that are required. This
number ν of eigenspaces we wish to include. The resultant
means that we need components C̃k̃,` for k̃ = 1, . . . , n and
tensor train becomes
` = 1, . . . , d and an extra component C̃1,d+1 = Idν due
Ck,1 Ck,2
Ck,d Idν
to block sparsity, as described in Section 2.2.
...
Θk,i1 ,...,id =
The selection map S ∈ Rd×(d+1) then has elements Si,j ∈
i1
i2
id Ψd+1
(16) {1, . . . , n}, which determine the precise way, in which the
components are reused
where the final component just sums over the terms with
different eigenvectors. Limiting the degree of the ansatz
class in this way can be in many cases well physically
justified. For example in the case of monomial dictionary
Ck,` = C̃Sk,` ,` .
(17)
we get polynomials of degree bounded by µ.
0

2.3

k,`

Limiting the block size

Note that we need Sk,d+1 = 1 for all k. As an illustration,
In case of block sparse tensor trains limiting the rank let us give a concrete example. Consider a d = 6 system
amounts to limiting the block sizes. The maximum rank with n = 3. This means that the unique components that
5
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are needed to describe such a system are
C̃1,1
C̃2,1
C̃3,1

,
,
,

C̃1,2
C̃2,2
C̃3,2

,

···

,

,

···

,

,

···

,

C̃1,6

Here we describe in detail the new method of weightsharing used to utilize self-similarity. This proposal
replaces the usage of an explicit selection tensor in
Ref. [GRK+ 20], which has turned out to be numerically
badly conditioned for higher orders (i.e., d > 20). This
issue did not become apparent in the previous work, since
systems up to only d = 18 were considered. The problem
with the selection tensor approach is that it does not properly take into account the gauge freedom, neglecting the
fact that each equation has its own gauge condition, as elaborated on below. Both of these approaches use the ALS
algorithm. While the previous approach solves in each
sweep n optimization problems per mode, gauge mediated weight sharing solves O(n2 ) optimizations per mode
in each sweep in the worst case. However, as shown in
Section 5 and justified theoretically in this section, gauge
mediated weight sharing leads to much better numerical
conditioning of the algorithm. In the following, we have
chosen to perform the ALS sweeps from left to right.

C̃2,6
C̃3,6
.
(18)

There is also the order 2 component C̃1,7 = Idν , which
is due to block sparsity and where ν gives the number of
eigenspaces of L we wish to include. This component is
not learned and is determined by the block sparse structure.
Now let the block sparse tensor train representations of all
the equations be
C̃2,1

C̃1,2

C̃1,3

C̃1,4

C̃1,5

C̃1,6

C̃1,7

C̃3,1

C̃2,2

C̃1,3

C̃1,4

C̃1,5

C̃1,6

C̃1,7

Alternating least-square optimization
with gauge-mediated weight sharing

Tensor train components of the same mode, which have
equal corresponding entries in the selection map (see Section 2.4), i.e., with S`,k = S`k
˜ , are of the “same type”.
This alone however, does not guarantee that they really
C̃3,1 C̃3,2 C̃3,3 C̃2,4 C̃1,5 C̃1,6 C̃1,7
have equal entries, because they can be written in different bases. The choice of these bases is determined by
C̃3,1 C̃3,2 C̃3,3 C̃3,4 C̃2,5 C̃1,6 C̃1,7
their left neighbouring component (i.e., by CS`,k−1 ,k−1
and CS`k−1
,k−1 , which can be different) and is completely
˜
C̃3,1 C̃3,2 C̃3,3 C̃3,4 C̃3,5 C̃2,6 C̃1,7
arbitrary, because of the unitary3 gauge freedom left after
.
orthogonalization in the previous ALS step. The gauge
(19) mediated weight sharing approach fixes this unitary gauge
This structure is compactly captured by the selection map freedom to ensure that components of the same type really
do have equal entries. We do this by optimizing a given


2 1 1 1 1 1 1
component based only on data of equations in which the
3 2 1 1 1 1 1
left neighbour is equal. The newly found component is


3 3 2 1 1 1 1
S=
(20) then used in the remaining equations, where we perform
.
an extra optimization to find the basis transformation to
3 3 3 2 1 1 1
3 3 3 3 2 1 1
the basis, in which this component is written. The formal
3 3 3 3 3 2 1
steps are given in Algorithm 1 and we further illustrate it
below by going explicitly through one ALS step.
The precise form of the selection map has to be chosen
by and large based on expert intuition. In this work, all Consider optimizing the 4th mode in the system described
examples have the same kind of selection map, which takes by Eq. (19). I.e., we intend to optimize the components
C2,4 , C1,4 and C3,4 . Since C1,4 is only used once, it can
the form


be optimized as usual using available data of the fourth
ñ
ñ − 1
...
2
1
1
...
1
1
ñ + 1
ñ
ñ − 1
...
2
1
...
1
1
equation. The component C3,4 is used in the fifth and sixth


...




...
n
n−1
...
1
...
1
1 , equation, but its left neighbours are C3,3 in both equations.
S = n


...


These have equal entries, as ensured by gauge mediated
 n
...
n
n−1
...
ñ
ñ − 1
1
weight sharing in the previous ALS step. Therefore, we
n
...
n
n−1
...
ñ + 1
ñ
1
(21)
can optimize C3,4 using data of the fifth and sixth equations
where ñ = dn/2e is on the diagonal of each row. Physi- together. The component C2,4 is problematic, since it has
cally, this means that the kth mode interacts strongly only different left neighbours in the equations where it occurs.
with modes, which are not too far in the locality order. The We use data from just the first two equations to optimize
rest of the interactions are combined into a single effective it, which we can do since S1,3 = S2,3 = 3. However, in
component. In this case, we call n the interaction range.
3
Now it is possible to learn n from the data, however, in our
In this work, we are only working with real tensor trains, so
numerical examples we do not exploit this option.
this reduces to orthogonal freedom.
C̃3,1

C̃3,2

C̃2,3

C̃1,4

C̃1,5

C̃1,6

C̃1,7

6
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where the newly found component C2,4 is used. We then
update C1,3 to
C1,3
U
.
(23)
This idea of backward correction of the basis is methodically similar to the algorithm in Ref. [HLO+ 16] for solving
the time-dependent Schrödinger equation using the timedependent variational principle (TDVP).

Algorithm 1: Calculation of tensor train components
to recover the dynamical system.
input :Data pairs (xi , yi ) ∈ Rd × Rd , i = 1, . . . , M ,
maximal number of sweeps maxSweeps,
number of different components per mode n,
Selection Matrix S, maximum block size m
output :nd Block sparse tensor train components.
For k = 1, . . . , d, ` = 1, . . . , n initialize block sparse
C`,k with maximum block size m;
for j = 1, . . . , maxSweeps do
for k = 1, . . . , d do
for ` = 1, . . . , n do
if C`,k is used only once then
Optimize component C`,k ;
end
else
Let eqs be the indices of the equations
where C`,k is used;
Divide eqs into sets Ei for
i = 1, . . . , m according to the value
of Sek−1 for e ∈ eqs and sort them
so that |Ei | ≥ |Ej | for i < j.;
Optimize component C`,k using the
data of all e ∈ E1 ;
for i = 2, . . . , m do
With the updated C`,k , use the data
of all equations in Ei to find the
optimal Ui according to Eq. (22);
Update CSik−1 k−1 using Ui
according to Eq. (23);
end
end
end
end
if termination criterion is met then
break;
end
end
return Ck,` , k = 1, . . . , d, ` = 1, . . . , n.

4

Example systems and discussion

In this section we will introduce four examples of dynamical systems, which are well suited for our method. The
starting point in Ref. [GRK+ 20] has been the Fermi-PastaUlam-Tsingou (FPUT) system, described by
fk (x) =κk+1 (xk+1 − xk ) − κk (xk − xk−1 )
+ βk+1 (xk+1 − xk )3 − βk (xk − xk−1 )3 (24)
k = 1, . . . , d,
where we allow for the different springs to have different
spring constants κk and different non-linearity constants
βk . This is a dynamical system, where each equation can
be exactly represented by a tensor train of rank at most 4,
for polynomial dictionary of degree at least 3. Hence we
can choose the monomial function dictionary with p = 4,
with block sparsity given in Section 2.2. We can limit the
rank to 4 independent of d. Self-similarity can be easily
seen from fk (x) = f˜(xk−1 , xk , xk+1 ), which means that
we can choose n = 5 for any d to represent the system
exactly. This concludes the first and simplest example. In
Section 5 we give numerical evidence showing that with
gauge mediated weight sharing we can model systems of
sizes > 20.
The second example is a model of classical magnetic
dipoles along a 1-dimensional line, which are free to rotate
in the plane perpendicular to it. This system is given by
X
M`
sin(xk − x` ), (25)
fk (x) = Ik Mk
|Xk − X` |3
`6=k

where Ik , Mk and Xk are the moment of inertia, magnetic dipole moment and position along the line of the
kth dipole respectively. The X’s should be chosen so that
X1 < X2 < . . . < Xd , which ensures that the dynamical
system admits a local structure and hence can be well approximated by a low rank tensor train. For our experiments,
we have chosen the dipoles to be identical and equally separated, i.e., Ik = I = 1, Mk = M = 1, Xk = sk for
all k = 1, . . . , d. The distance s controls the locality of
the system and can be tuned to ensure that it can be well
approximated by a low rank tensor train. Structural similarity and decaying interaction implies self-similarity as
specified at the end of Section 2.4 with interaction range
n < d (n is independent of d). In Section 5 we give numerical evidence for different p, n and d, showing that
this is indeed the case. An important point to make for

the third equation S3,4 6= 3, so here we may need a change
of basis before we can use the newly found C2,4 as it is.
To find the correct change of basis, we look for an (ideally
orthogonal4 ) matrix U minimizing the least square error
of the third equation data with
C3,1

C3,2

C1,3 U C2,4

C2,5

C2,6

C27

,
(22)

4

This matrix will be orthogonal in theory, but our code performs optimization over all matrices to find it. Using optimization
over the orthogonal group is possible and could potentially improve numerical stability.
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this example is the choice of basis. While sin(x) can be
well approximated by odd polynomials on the interval
[−π, π] using Taylor’s theorem, we already need degrees 7
or higher to recover the system up to relative error of order
1e−3. Due to the trigonometric identities one can also use
much smaller dictionaries of trigonometric functions. As
discussed in Section 2.2, we have to use an appropriate
block sparse structure, which differs slightly from the polynomial case. This system can be exactly described using
dictionary (1, sin x, cos x).

dynamically. On the other hand ordering of the particles
does not change, because the potential is infinite at zero
separation. If the positions x are ordered initially, one can
therefore still expect to learn this model efficiently.
The final example is a chain of massive particles interacting
via gravitational potential. This system is described by
X
m`
sign (xk − x` ), (29)
fk (x) = −Gmk
|xk − x` |2
`6=k

where mk are masses of the particles and G the gravitational constant. This example is very similar to the previous one, however, the potential is bounded from above at
zero separation, so the ordering of the particles will change
in time, varying the locality structure dynamically. This
makes learning of this model even more difficult. To proceed, we suggest to use tensor trains with different ordering
of the variables for each configuration. One now learns
each of these using data that correspond to configurations
with the correct ordering. To limit the computational effort
required, one should only learn the orderings that are of
practical interest. We do not explore this method further in
this work.

As a third example we will look at a one dimensional
chain of atoms, interacting via a modified Lennard-Jones
potential. The system is given by
X
εk,`
fk (x) =6mk
sign(xk − x` )
σk,`
`6=k

2q+1 
q+1 !
σk,`
σk,`
2
−
,
|xk − x` |
|xk − x` |
(26)
where q = 6 for the standard Lennard-Jones. Here Mk is
the mass of the kth atom and σk,` , εk,` are parameters of
the interaction between the kth and lth atom, which need to
be symmetric, σk,` = σ`,k , εk,` = ε`,k . In particular, εk,`
controls the depth of the potential and σk,` the equilibrium
distance. Notice that we can remove the sign function
and the absolute values for even q, which is beneficial
to the learning. High inverse powers are hard to learn
using polynomial bases on an ordinary personal computer,
so we only use q = 2 for our numerical examples. Our
experiments use the case where k,` = σk,` = mk =
1. To deal with the problematic divergence at vanishing
separation, instead of the function f itself we learn

Although, we only discussed one dimensional dynamical
systems, which can be captured well by tensor trains, we
believe that these ideas can be extended to 2 and 3 dimensional dynamics using tensor networks containing loops.
Here one deals in many cases with variable switching as in
the last example. Our proposed method for dealing with
this difficulty can be utilized here.

5

Numerical experiments

To numerically test our method, we slightly simplified
gk (x) = (xk − xk−1 )2q+1 (xk − xk+1 )2q+1 fk (x), (27) the setting. Instead of simulating the actual dynamics,
computing ẋ or ẍ from data and using these values to
which improves the numerical performance. This is in- learn f , we sample randomly from the function f subject
spired by the approach suggested in Ref. [MBPK16] for to some conditions on the sample points determined by
learning rational functions. Some care needs to be taken the system. For example, while for the magnetic dipole
when drawing the initial conditions of this model, so that system we can draw any x ∈ [0, 2π)d , the Lennard-Jones
the atoms do not fly off to infinity. Besides working in example requires that x1 < · · · < xd and also that a ≤
the zero momentum frame, we have to limit the amount of xi − xi−1 ≤ b for all i = 2, . . . , d and carefully chosen
energy in the system, which is given by
positive constants a, b. The second condition comes from
h

conservation of energy, where if there is not too much
X
2q
σk,`
−
E=
εk,`
energy in the system initially, its dynamics would never
|xk (0) − x` (0)|
k<`
explore states violating this condition.
(28)

q i X 1
σk,`
2
The experiments are initiated with a random tensor train
+
mk ẋk (0).
|xk (0) − x` (0)|
2
and trained using Algorithm 1 on a varying number
k
of samples. The model is then benchmarked against
The restriction E < 0 prevents all atoms from separat- the true functions f evaluated at 2 × 104 random saming and is the obvious first step, but it can still happen ples, drawn subject to the conditions mentioned above.
that atoms separate into clusters that fly off. Limiting We calculate the residuum using the relative `2 -norm
E < −(d − 2)/4 prevents this from happening, but it is
kf˜(x) − f (x)k2 /kf (x)k2 , where f˜(x) is the vector of
too restrictive to be practical. Better bounds are difficult
model evaluations on the testing points and f (x) the vecto find. We have chosen a monomial basis for this model.
tor of true values on these points. The residuum is then
Decaying interaction allows us to use a low rank represenused to evaluate the success of the recovery.
tation and limit the interaction range n in this system just
as in the case of magnetic dipoles. This model is, however, We have performed numerical experiments on the FPUT
substantially harder to learn, since this time locality varies system, magnetic dipoles and modified Lennard-Jones.
8
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Figure 1: Recovery of a 50 particle FPUT system with
identical non-linear springs with κk = 1, βk = 0.7. We
use Legendre polynomial dictionary of degree 3, maximum
block size 2 and interaction range n = 5. The maximum
number of sweeps has been set to 10.

Figure 2: Recovery of the 50 particle FPUT system with
varying spring constant κk , chosen from the uniform distribution on [0, 2] and non-linearity coefficient βk , chosen
from the uniform distribution on [0, 1.4]. We use Legendre
polynomial dictionary of degree 3, maximum block size
m = 3, interaction range n = 5 and maximum number of
sweeps 10.

All of the experiments were performed on an ordinary
household computer and the code has not been optimized
for speed. Therefore it serves mainly as a proof of concept, varying size between d = 10 and d = 50 dipoles, with
interaction ranges n = 5 and n = 9. In Fig. 3 we use a
showcasing the capabilities of the suggested approach.
trigonometric dictionary {1, sin x, cos x} and demonstrate
In Fig. 1, we display the results for the FPUT system Equa- recovery down to residua of 1.5 × 10−3 for n = 5 and
tion 24, where we have chosen κk = 1 and βk = 0.7. The 1.5 × 10−4 for n = 9. We can see how the number of
figure shows recovery of a system of d = 50 particles, samples required for recovery with increases with the size
demonstrating the improvement gauge mediated weight of the system.
sharing gives over the previous method of selection tensor
used in Ref. [GRK+ 20], which showed severe numerical Fig. 4 shows a similar experiment, but now using Legenissues for systems with ∼ 20 particles. We used degree 3 dre polynomials of degree 9 instead of the trigonometric
−3
Legendre polynomials dictionary, interaction range n = 5 dictionary. We were able to achieve residuum of 3 × 10 ,
selection map, maximum block size of 2 and maximum but we required about 30 times more samples to recover a
number of ALS sweeps 10. The figure demonstrates recov- d = 30 system than when using trigonometric dictionary,
ery of this system, achieving residua of the order 5 × 10−7 while obtaining a larger residuum.
when training on at least 1400 sample points.
Robustness of the method against noise is demonstrated
We have also performed an experiment on the FPUT sys- in Fig. 5. We corrupted the learning data with additem with varying κk , which we have chosen from a uniform tive unbiased Gaussian noise with standard deviation
we plot the residuum
distribution on [0, 2], and βk , which we have drawn from σ = 0.1, 0.01, 0.001. In this case
5
the uniform distribution on [0, 1.4]. This choice has been averaged over 5 different runs. Trigonometric dictionary
a
made so that the two experiments on the FPUT system has been used and we demonstrate the ability to recover
about 3 × 10−2 for
both have the same expectation value of the parameters. chain of d = 50−3dipoles to residuum
−3
Fig. 2 shows similar recovery to the symmetric case, but σ = 0.1 and 10 for σ = 10 .
here we require at least 1800 samples, demonstrating that The final experiment has been performed on the modified
this system is slightly harder to learn.
Lennard-Jones system Eq. (27) with q = 2. The results
The main part of the experiment has been performed on are plotted in Fig. 6. This system is significantly harder
the chain of magnetic dipoles given by Eq. (25). For all to recover, as demonstrated by the outliers in recovery.
the following experiments we set the maximum number of
5
ALS sweeps to 8 and maximum block size to 3. We demonEach run has newly drawn learning data and a newly initiated
strate the recovery abilities of our method on systems of tensor train.
9

A PREPRINT - AUGUST 5, 2022

Order

10

Order

Interaction range: 5

20

Order

Magnetic dipole chain

20

Order

Magnetic dipole chain with noise

20

10−1
10−2

50

10−1

20
30
40
50

10

−2

10

−3

10−1
10−2

50

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
2

×10 Number of samples

Interaction range: 9

Order

10

4

6

8

10 12 14 16 18

2

×10 Number of samples

30

10−2

40

10−3 with standard deviation σ, trigonometric dictionary. The

50

Figure 5: Magnetic dipoles with additive Gaussian noise
top plot is for σ = 0.1, the middle plot for σ = 0.01 and
the bottom plot for σ = 0.001. The shading displays the `2
residuum after recovery against 2 × 104 random samples.
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Figure 3: Recovery of the magnetic dipoles chain using
trigonometric dictionary {1, sin x, cos x} for varying sizes
of system and interaction ranges. The shading displays
the `2 residuum after recovery against 2 × 104 random
samples. Maximum number of sweeps has been set to 8
and maximum block size 3.
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This is because the Lennard-Jones potential is not easily
expressible in polynomial bases and also because the locality varies dynamically. Nonetheless, we demonstrate
the ability to recover a system of d = 10 particles down
to residuum of about 1.5 × 10−2 using 7000 samples. We
set the interaction range to n = 5, maximum number of
sweeps to 8 and Legendre polynomials of degree 8 have
been used.
We compare the performance when using varying maximum block sizes. The figure clearly shows that higher
rank tensor trains are more expressive (achieve lower final
residuum), but require more data to learn. The outliers
signalize that this problem is not as well numerically conditioned as the previous examples. This can be also seen
from the fact that a given ALS sweep occasionally leads
to an increase in the training residuum, before decreasing
again towards a different minimum. Hence we observed an
improvement when we removed residuum increase from
the stopping criteria and only relied on the specified maximum number of sweeps.

3

×10 Number of samples

6

Figure 4: Recovery of the magnetic dipoles chain with the
dictionary of Legendre polynomials degree 9. The shading
displays the `2 residuum after recovery against 2 × 104
random samples. We can see a significantly worse recovery
than using the trigonometric dictionary. Maximum number
of sweeps has been set to 8, maximum block size to 3 and
interaction range to n = 5.
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Conclusions

In this work, we have proposed a new method for recovering dynamical systems from data using tensor networks, extending the SINDy algorithm [BPK16]. Our
method uses block sparsity [GST21] and a new approach
to self-similarity, which we call gauge mediated weight
sharing, instead of the selection tensor approach used in
Ref. [GRK+ 20]. Gauge mediated weight sharing exploits
the unitary gauge freedom of the tensor train decomposi-
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It is the hope that this work substantially contributes to
the growing body of literature displaying in what versatile
fashion tensor networks can be used in settings beyond
capturing quantum many-body systems, specifically in the
context of learning tasks and in probabilistic modelling
[IMW+ 20, GSP+ 19, SS16, KG19, GPA+ 18].
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A. Shashua. Deep learning and quanapproximation in the TT-format for ranktum entanglement: Fundamental connecadaptive tensor completion. Numerische
tions with implications to network design.
Mathematik, 143:855–904, 2019.
arXiv:1704.01552 [quant-ph], 2017.
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A

of the reduced state ρη := trη |ψi hψ|, where the subscript
on the partial trace indicates that it is performed over the
second part of the system, when the it is split according to
the edge η. Since, following the usual Schmidt decomposition procedure, the eigenvalues of ρη are just the squares
of the singular values σ η (u), we get
Sα (ρη ) =

2α
log kσ η (u)k2α .
1−α

(34)

We set D := maxη∈E rankη (ũ). This quantity is often
referred to as the bond dimension in the physics literature.
We set also L(η) ∈ N to be the length of the first part of
the system corresponding to the edge η.

Conditions on low-rankness

Now consider a whole family (|ψd i) of such state vectors
on systems of increasing d. For the tensor train formulation
to be useful we require that for any δ > 0 we can find a
family (|ψ̃d i) such that k |ψd i − |ψ̃d i k2 ≤ δ for all d,
such that D(d) = polyδ (d). Rearranging Eq. (30), using
Eq. (34) and the fact that

k.kw`p ≤ k.k`p ,
(35)
In this appendix, we will discuss conditions on lowrankness and connect the ideas occurring in the mathematics and physics literature. We will hence provide evidence we get this is always possible if for some 0 < α < 1
and a mathematical underpinning why the local function
A0
max Sα (ρα
(36)
dictionaries picked often capture locally interacting physiη ) ≤ A log √ + B log [polyδ (d)],
L
d
cal systems exhibiting natural correlation patterns.
0
Let u(x1 , . . . , xd ) be a multivariate L2 function. Its co- where A, A and B are positive constants given by C, δ
efficient tensor in a suitable product basis can always be and α. This is precisely the first row of Table 1 in
written exactly in a tensor train format by iteratively per- Ref. [SWVC08].
forming a singular value decomposition (SVD) on its matrifications. Proposition 5.1 in Ref. [BSU16] furthermore
states, that it can be approximated by a lower rank tensor
train ũ(x1 , . . . , xd ) with error bounded by
√
s
ku − ũk2 ≤ C dkukw`p∗ max rankη (ũ)
(30)
η∈E

for 0 < p < 2, where C > 0 is a constant,
1 1
s := − ,
p 2
E is the set of edges of the tensor train,
kukw`p∗ := max kσ η (u)kw`p
η∈E

(31)

(32)

with k.kw`p the weak-`p -norm and σ η (u) the tuple of singular values of the matrification of u’s coefficient tensor corresponding to the edge η. In particular, we are
interested in approximations ũ, such that as d increases,
the number of coefficients in the tensor train does not
scale exponentially. This is closely related to entanglement entropy scaling, ubiquitous in the physics literature
[SWVC08, ECP10].
Abstracting away from the L2 space to a general pd dimensional Hilbert space, we can think of u as a pure quantum
state vector |ψi of d qudits, which each have an associated
p dimensional Hilbert space. This allows us to relate the
lp norm corresponding to the edge η to the Rényi entropy
tr(ρα
η)
Sα (ρη ) :=
(33)
1−α
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