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The variational quantum eigen solver (VQE), has been widely used to find the ground state energy
of different Hamiltonians with no analytical solutions and are classically difficult to compute. In our
work, we have for the first time used VQE to identify the phase transition boundary for an infinite
order phase transition. Typically, in a finite order phase transition, finite-order derivatives of the
ground state energy would signal the phase transition. However, this is not the case for the infinite
order phase transitions, where a globally ranged order parameter is required. In this work, we use
long-range XXZ (LRXXZ) chain for our study. It has been observed that there exist two types of
phase transitions for this model. One of which is a first-order phase transition, straighforwardly
evaluated by the gradient of the ground energy. Second, an infinite order phase transition, which is
conventionally unfeasible to evaluate using the ground state energy. Therefore, it has been observed
that the ground state energy is not sufficient to probe both of these transition boundaries. However,
we propose a simple technique to utilise the ground state energy from VQE to identify both the
phase transitions. The idea rests on the argument that VQE requires an ansatz circuit; therefore,
the accuracy of the VQE will rely on this ansatz circuit. We have designed the ansatz circuit
such that the estimated ground state energy is sensitive to the phase it is evaluated in. It is
achieved by applying the constraint that the net spin remains constant throughout the optimization
process. Consequently, the ansatz works in a certain phase where it gives relatively small random
error, as it should, when compared to the error in ground state energy calculations of the other
phases, where the ansatz fails. Identifying these changes in the behaviour of the error in ground
state energy evaluation using VQE, we were able to identify the phase boundaries. Using exact
diagonalisation, we also compare the behaviour of the energy gradient and energy gap across both
the phase transition boundaries for this model. Further, by increasing the depth of the optimisation
circuit, we also accurately evaluate the ground energy of the LRXXZ chain for the value of coupling
constant, J = −1.

I. INTRODUCTION

Interacting many-electron systems have been at the
forefront of condensed matter physics1 and is pursued
as an attempt to design and understand properties of
useful materials2 and also to understand fundamental
science3. In this matter, studying long-range interac-
tions has gained a lot of attraction in recent times be-
cause of the many emerging setups in atomic, molecular,
and optical physics (AMO). There has also been several
experimental improvements in the cooling, trapping, and
controlling of many-body atomic and molecular quantum
systems possessing long-range interactions4–7. Theoret-
ically, it has also been extensively studied in condensed
matter physics8–10. Although the short-range systems
can be used to derive properties of their correspond-
ing long-range interacting system (in the limiting case),
many novel phenomena are exclusive to the long-range
interaction itself4,11,12. Experimentally, it has been pos-
sible to engineer 2D- Ising lattice with power-law decay-
ing interaction between spins13. In the study of ultra-
cold atoms, it has been observed that for fermionic and
bosonic isotopes of Cr, Dy, and Er, a coherent spin-
exchange has been induced by a large dipole-dipole in-
teraction in the range of 1

r3
14–19.

In our work, we have evaluated the ground-state energy
of the Long Range XXZ model (LRXXZ) with good ac-
curacy and evaluated its phase transitions using quantum
algorithms. Generally, phase transitions are usually stud-
ied using singularities or discontinuities in local variables

by varying these parameters along the critical point or us-
ing the two-point correlation function20. These methods
are sufficient for a finite-order phase transitions, how-
ever, such techniques fail when we have an infinite-order
phase transition or a topological transition. These tran-
sitions are only accessible through global parameters21

and can usually only be accurately obtained by quantum
Monte Carlo or density-matrix renormalization group
methods22,23. Entanglement properties can also be very
useful in this domain, von Neumann entropy24–28 and ge-
ometric entanglement29–33 have been shown to be good
candidates in detecting these quantum phase transitions.
This domain of phase transitions is yet to be explored
by quantum computing. In our work, we propose to use
Variational Quantum Eigensolver (VQE) to probe differ-
ent phase transitions of LRXXZ system. VQE is a very
powerful algorithm for condensed matter physics and has
been used to find the ground state energy of complex sys-
tems like the Fermi-Hubbard model34. The VQE is con-
ventionally designed to extract the ground state energy;
using this technique, we also obtain the ground state en-
ergy of the LRXXZ chain with good accuracy.

II. LONG-RANGE XXZ MODEL

In this section, we will start with the introduction to
our model under consideration, i.e., the long-range XXZ
chain, given by the Hamiltonian,

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

04
61

5v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 4
 D

ec
 2

02
5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.04615v1


2

H = −J

N∑
i̸=j

Sx
i S

x
j + Sy

i S
y
j +∆Sz

i S
z
j

|i− j|α
, (1)

where J is the coupling constant, ∆ is the anisotropy
term, whereas, Sx,y,z are Pauli spin- 12 operators. The i, j
represents site indices, with i ∈ Z (i ∈ [0, N ], N being
the system size), and the range of interaction is defined
by α, with α ∈ R. When α is small, the system is long-
range interacting, and as α tends to infinity, it transforms
to the short-range XXZ model, implying only nearest-
neighbor interaction. The one-dimensional short-range
XXZ has been extensively studied35 and its phases are
well known. It was observed that for J > 0, the param-
agnetic (PM) phase is obtained for −1 < ∆ < 1, whereas
for ∆ > 1, the system is in the ferromagnetic (FM) phase,
and for ∆ < −1 it is in the anti-ferromagnetic (AFM)35

phase. However, as the range of interaction is increased,
it has been observed that the transition point of AFM to
PM phase starts to shift towards more negative ∆ val-
ues. In contrast, the PM-FM transition point remains
the same36,37.

III. VQE AND THE ANSATZ CIRCUIT

The VQE is a hybrid quantum-classical method that
can be used to find the ground-state energy of a Hamilto-
nian. The expectation value of the Hamiltonian is com-
puted over a parameterized state using a quantum pro-
cessor, while a classical optimizer adjusts the parame-
ters to minimize energy38. An ansatz state or a guess
state is chosen for parameterization. We start initially
with the Neel state, which is prepared by applying the
Pauli-X gate alternatively to the initial default |000 · · · ⟩
state. The alternatively applied Pauli-X gates will flip
|0⟩ → |1⟩, leaving us with |1010 · · · ⟩ Neel state as shown
in Fig. (1). Once the |1010 · · · ⟩ is obtained, we apply
parameterized gates, as shown in Fig. (2), leading to
our ansatz state. Afterwards, we tune the parameters
of these gates to minimize energy, which leads the guess
state closer and closer to the actual ground state of the
system. In simple terms, through the circuit shown in
Fig. (2), we make a guess at a ground state i.e., the pa-
rameterized state. Thereafter, we vary the parameters
until the ground state is reached by minimizing the en-
ergy. We can construct our ansatz circuit such that the
total spin remains constant throughout. This approach,
combined with the choice of the initial state, will play
a crucial role in finding phase transitions, as we will see
later in the paper.

It is therefore clear that this approach heavily relies
on the initial guess for our ground state or the ansatz
state. The better our guess is, the easier we can reach
the ground state. There are several good guesses; one of
them is the HVA (Hamiltonian variational ansatz). In
HVA, one constructs the ansatz using the Hamiltonian

of the system; every term is written in the form of Pauli
matrices, and the matrix representation of these terms
can be found. Then, these matrices can be implemented
using the gates one wishes to use, depending on the hard-
ware of the system. These gates are parameterized, and
all terms that commute share parameters as they have
the same eigenstate. For the short-range XXZ Hamilto-
nian, the ansatz is constructed by separating it into odd
and even parts; all the odd parts and even parts are dis-
joint from each other, so they commute with each other
and can be run in parallel with the same parameter39.
The Hamiltonian can be separated in the following way

Heven =
∑
s

Heven
ss =

∑
s

N/2∑
i=1

σs
2i−1σ

s
2i,

Hodd =
∑
s

Hodd
ss =

∑
s

N/2−1∑
i=1

σs
2iσ

s
2i+1, (2)

where s ∈ {x, y, z} denotes the spin component. Each of
the spins has different parameters, but each even bond
and each odd bond will have the same parameter because
they are disjoint For N = 4,
Even bonds: (1, 2), (3, 4) →

∑
s∈x,y,z(σ

s
1σ

s
2 + σs

3σ
s
4).

Odd bonds: (2, 3) →
∑

s∈x,y,z(σ
s
2σ

s
3).

We can put all the terms in a single equation repre-
senting the implementation of the ansatz circuit as:

UXXZ(β,γ,θ) =

p∏
ℓ=1

G(θℓ, H
odd
zz )G(θℓ, H

even
zz )

×G(γℓ, H
odd
xx )G(γℓ, H

even
xx )

×G(βℓ, H
odd
yy )G(βℓ, H

even
yy ), (3)

with, G(θ,H) = e−iθH/2 (4)

Like HVA, we have also used the Hamiltonian for our
inspiration to construct the circuit. In the variational
ansatz, the Hamiltonian is decomposed into even and odd
parts, and these parts are parameterized separately. We
have used a different approach to construct the ansatz.
Let us first look at our Hamiltonian:

e−iHt → e−it(Sx
i S

x
i+1+Sy

i S
y
i+1+∆Sz

i S
z
i+1) (5)

Since [Sx
i S

x
i+1 + Sy

i S
y
i+1, S

z
i S

z
i+1] = 0, we can write:

e−it(Sx
i S

x
i+1+Sy

i S
y
i+1+∆Sz

i S
z
i+1) = e−iθ(Sx

i S
x
i+1+Sy

i S
y
i+1)e−iϕSz

i S
z
i+1

(6)
We parameterize time with θ and ϕ. Since we know the
matrix representation of Ss∈{x,y,z}, we can use them to
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find the matrix representation of each part as:

e−iθ(Sx
i S

x
i+1+Sy

i S
y
i+1)e−iϕSz

i S
z
i+1 =

1 0 0 0
0 cos θ −i sin θ 0
0 −i sin θ cos θ 0
0 0 0 1


×


e−iϕ 0 0 0
0 eiϕ 0 0
0 0 eiϕ 0
0 0 0 e−iϕ

 .

(7)
We further show in Eqs. (8) and (9) the circuit imple-
mentation for these matrices.

1 0 0 0
0 cos θ −i sin θ 0
0 −i sin θ cos θ 0
0 0 0 1

 →
q0 Rx(θ)

q1

(8)
e−iϕ 0 0 0
0 eiϕ 0 0
0 0 eiϕ 0
0 0 0 e−iϕ

 →
q0 Rz(θ)

q1

(9)
Afterwards, these gates are applied to all the qubits in
the system, connecting each of the neighbouring qubits,
which makes just 1 layer of the circuit (depth=1). The
ansatz circuit is repeated upto the desired depth (=2,
in our case). However, after implementation we found
that the ansatz circuit did not achieve the ground state
very effectively, so we modified the RZ gate with the
CRZ gate. These modifications are allowed because the
ansatz circuit is just a guess circuit for finding the ground
state energy and need not follow any particular rule, and
the guess that works the best may be chosen. The final
ansatz circuit after the application of an alternateX-gate
is represented in Fig. (2).

q0 : |↑⟩ |↑⟩

q1 : |↑⟩ X |↓⟩

q2 : |↑⟩ |↑⟩

FIG. 1: Circuit representation of initialisation using
three-qubits with alternate application of the X-gate.

We have parameterized every single gate with a dif-
ferent parameter. This is unlike conventional variational
ansatz, where commuting terms share the same param-
eters; however, doing this allows us to achieve the ex-
pected ground state energies with very low circuit depth
of p = 2, compared to previous studies39. Through this
method, we find the number of parameters required in
total is 4N , i.e. 2N parameters per layer. Convention-
ally, an even-odd variational ansatz has 2N parameters,
for example, the XXZ model requires 4 parameters per

layer with N/2 total layers. However, our circuit has a
much lower circuit depth, so the number of gates required
is also much less comparatively. The number of gates is
equal to the number of parameters, but for HVA, the
number of gates can be multiple times the number of pa-
rameters. The main advantage is that it works efficiently
with LRXXZ as well.
We have not only used this method to find the ground

state energy of LRXXZ efficiently for J < 0, but also, for
the first time, used a quantum algorithm to explore the
long-range phase transitions for the case of J > 0. In or-
der to do this, we exploited our initial state coupled with
the fact that the ansatz circuit is designed in a way that
it does not cause the net magnetization to change. We
evaluated the error between the ground state energy ob-
tained via exact diagonalization and the energy evaluated
by VQE. The error evaluated from this method showed
dependency on the phase in which it was evaluated. We
exploited this feature to mark the phase transitions. We
will take a closer look at these methods in the results
section.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we provide the details of our novel
scheme to probe different phase transitions in the
LRXXZ model. In Sec. (IVA), utilizing directional co-
herence, we probe the phase transition boundaries be-
tween FM-PM and PM-AFM phases and compare the
two phase transitions. Furthermore, in Sec. (IVB) we
also present our results of VQE for depth= 2, J = −1,
and plot the relative error for the whole phase diagram.
We start our discussion by introducing the idea of di-

rectional coherence as a useful probe for detecting phase
transitions.

A. Phase Transition of Long-Range XXZ chain

We start by analysing the energy difference of the exact
diagonalisation results and the ground energy computed
through VQE (Ed(∆, α) = Eexact − EV QE) at depth 1
as a function of ∆ and α. The depth is chosen to be
1 because, in this section, our goal was to obtain phase
transitions rather than to achieve ground energy with
accuracy. We further computed the gradient of this en-
ergy difference along α and ∆, and utilized it to compute
normalized gradient vectors represented as arrows in our
phase diagrams. The components of these gradient vec-
tors for each ∆ and α can be calculated as:

ux =
∂Ed/∂α√

(∂Ed/∂α)2 + (∂Ed/∂∆)2

uy =
∂Ed/∂∆√

(∂Ed/∂α)2 + (∂Ed/∂∆)2
. (10)
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|0⟩0 RZ(z0,0) RX(−xy0,0)

|1⟩1 RZ(z0,1) RX(−xy0,1)

|0⟩2

FIG. 2: Three-qubit ansatz circuit for a single layer.

The main objective in calculating the gradient vector is
to finally obtain the information of directional coherence.
For this purpose, we obtain the angle of the gradient
vector, as:

θ = tan−1(uy/ux). (11)

The directional coherence, then, has been calculated as:

Directional coherence =

√
˜sin

2
θ + ˜cos2θ (12)

where, ˜sin θ, ˜cos θ, are the means of sin θ, cos θ, over a
moving window. The size of the moving window has been
varied to get a smooth and accurate result.

The idea is that the ansatz state works particularly
well in one phase, leading to a random lower value of Ed,
and therefore, Ed is expected to be lower in one phase
as compared to that in the other phase. The directional
coherence, therefore, helps differentiate between the re-
gions where the nature of the Ed changes is owing to
the underlying phase transition. Graphically, directional
coherence represents the behaviour of arrows in a par-
ticular region. We exploit the pattern in the orientation
of these arrows. As an example, we observe that these
arrows representing gradient vectors point randomly in
one phase (AFM), whereas it show a systematic pattern
in another phase (PM/FM). The directional coherence
can capture this change in the behaviour of arrows, not
only between a random or systematic orientation but also
between two systematic orientations in two different di-
rections. This is evident in our phase diagrams where we
have overlaid the arrows on the pseudo-colour plots of the
directional coherence (Fig. (3a) and (4a)). We observed
that the direction of these arrows can be understood and
is in compliance to a good extent with the existing mean
field results36. For the subsequent subsections, we will
consider J = 1.

1. FM to PM phase

For comparison, we explore the behaviour of the energy
gap (between the ground and the first-excited state) and
the gradient of the ground state energy. These are excel-
lent indicators of any phase transition. The gradient has
been computed by finding the exact ground state energy
using the exact diagonalisation technique and taking the

derivative along ∆ and α as shown in Fig. (3b). The
Fig. (3b) shows the transition from the PM phase to the
FM phase at -137. Left of ∆ = −1 is the PM phase, and
right of it is the FM phase. This transition at ∆ = −1
can be observed in Fig. (3b), depicting the gradient of
the ground state energy, and in Fig. (3c) representing
the energy gap. It can also be observed from Fig. (3a)
that this PM-FM transition can also be probed using
the directional coherence. In Fig. (3a), we present the
behaviour of directional coherence over the whole phase
diagram overlaid by gradient vectors. It was observed
that the direction of arrows change abruptly from PM
phase (∆ < −1) to the FM phase (∆ > −1). Conse-
quently, we see a strip in this region in the directional
coherence phase diagram, indicating a phase transition.
One can also comment crudely on the direction of arrows
using mean-field theory36 in the FM phase. The energy
difference, Ed in this case can be represented as

Ed = |(EFM)exact − (EAFM)approx|
≈ |(EFM)MF − (EAFM)MF| , (13)

where, EFM and EAFM are energies for the FM and AFM
phases, respectively. The subscript approx is added to re-
flect that for depth=1, the actual ground state energy in
AFM phase can be slightly different from the one ob-
tained from VQE. However, from the mean-field point of
view, we can approximate Ed as the difference between
the energies in the FM and AFM phases. The reason Ed

is taken to be the difference between the EFM and EAFM

is because the ansatz is chosen such that the energy ob-
tained from VQE will be very close to that of the AFM
phase (for depth-1), whereas the exact diagonalization
would lead to EFM. Proceeding in the same line of argu-
ments as in Ref. [36], Ed for the case of FM phase will
be:

Ed =
|∆|
4

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i,j
i̸=j

(
1

|i− j|α

)
− ϵiϵj

|i− j|α

∣∣∣∣∣, (14)

where, ϵi = 1(−1) for i ∈ even (odd). Therefore, as α
is increased, the overall Ed will decrease, but as ∆ is a
multiplying factor, the arrows will deviate in the increas-
ing direction of ∆. To summarize, we started with an
AFM state in the z-direction and used a circuit that kept



5

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 3: Phase diagram of (a) directional coherence, (b) ground state energy gradient, and (c) energy gap. In (a) a
dotted line is plotted at the point where the direction of arrow changes, directly coinciding with ∆ = −1, which

marks the phase transition from PM phase to the FM phase.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 4: Phase diagram of (a) directional coherence, (b) energy gradient, and (c) energy gap, as a function of ∆ and
α shows the clear depiction of AFM-PM phase transition in (a) as compared to (b) and (c). The dotted line in (a)
separates the region of randomly oriented arrows (AFM phase depicted by blue region) with respect to the organised

region (PM phase shown in red).

the net magnetization zero in the z-direction. There-
fore, our algorithm will never reach FM ground energy
and will miserably fail because it will always stay in the
zero magnetization state and, which leads to an increase
in the error abruptly. The error will increase as ∆ in-
creases, and the arrows will start to point toward the
positive ∆ direction. This is a first-order transition, and
its clear identification using our technique of directional
coherence is a direct consequence of the initial state we
started with.

2. Paramagnetic phase to AFM phase

Now we will be looking at a more complicated phase
transition of infinite order. Fig. 4 shows a phase transi-
tion from the PM phase in the right to the AFM phase
in the top left corner. This phase transition is also visi-
ble in the pseudo-colour plot of the directional coherence

and is a consequence of our initial ansatz state, which
is an AFM state. Now, in the PM phase, the net mag-
netisation is still zero, but the AFM order is absent and
is more disordered. Our optimizer can still get to the
ground state, but since we started with an ordered AFM
phase, it is easier for the optimizer to find the ground
state in the AFM region than in PM region. However,
it still reaches some energy minima, which, as compared
to the case of FM phase, is impossible with the same
initial ansatz state. Therefore, the increase in error is
maximum and abrupt when transitioning to FM from
PM phase. However, this change in Ed is gradual during
the transition from the AFM to the PM phase. Since
this change in error is not very suitable in AFM-PM
phase transition case, we evaluated the gradient of the
energy difference at the each point and found it to be
randomly aligned in the AFM region and aligned in some
particular direction in the PM region. Consequently, we
found the direction coherence of the gradient that sepa-
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rated the region with a random direction gradient from
the region where the gradients were aligned in a partic-
ular direction. This allowed us to obtain a clear phase
boundary between the two regions, Fig. (4a). This aligns
perfectly with previously obtained phase transitions with
geometric entanglement37. The Ref. [37] has used an in-
verse α value, so the transition at ∆ = −3 is at inverse
1/α ≈ 0.56, which corresponds to α ≈ 1.78. In our case,
we find the critical α to be equal to 1.75. However, as
shown in Fig. (4b), this phase transition is not at all
identifiable in the gradient phase diagram since it is an
infinite order phase transition. Although it is possible
to observe it faintly in the energy gap phase diagram in
Fig. (4c), it is not very accurate, and even for that, one
needs to find the excited state energy.

FIG. 5: The plot of relative error of VQE energy with
respect to the exact diagonalization in the PM phase of

LRXXZ with J = −1.

B. Depth 2

In this section, depth 2 has been employed to accu-
rately determine the ground state energy. In the pre-
vious section, we used the error in the VQE algorithm
(with respect to the actual ground state), to study dif-
ferent phases of LRXXZ, but in fact we can also use the
same ansatz circuit at a higher depth to find the ground
state energy more accurately. In this case, we have taken
J < 0, for some unknown reason, changing the sign gave

us a better ground state energy when evaluated using
VQE. The ansatz circuit is the same as previously shown
in Fig. (9). A strategy for faster convergence is used,
where the parameters of the ground state energy at one
point have been passed on to the next point as the ini-
tial parameters for the next, and so on. We have used
the Cobyla optimiser with 4000 iterations. The Fig. (5)
shows that the maximum relative error is around 0.03,
which is around 3%and the minimum relative error is 0.
This reflects that our VQE works well for a wide range
of parameters, even in depth 2, which has never been
reported in previous studies39,40

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have shown that the VQE approach
is not just limited to finding the ground state energy of a
system, but can be used to identify phase transitions of
model Hamiltonians, which are rather difficult to identify.
We have been able to clearly identify both first-order and
infinite order phase transitions for the LRXXZ model,
using the difference between the exact ground state en-
ergy and the ground state energy evaluated via VQE,
referred to as the error in energy. We observe that the
gradient vector of the error showed a clear distinction
between different phases. Their behaviour and direction
are in compliance with the mean-field approach. This
method is advantageous as it only requires us to find the
ground state energy. Achieving an infinite order phase
transition using the ground state energy may seem coun-
terintuitive and impossible, but through this method, it
has been demonstrated to be achievable. This method
can be further utilised to identify other transitions where
the ground state symmetries change across the transition
boundary. Depending upon the type of system and tran-
sitions, one may design their ansatz to suit the problem,
and therefore, it opens up a completely new approach to
identifying phase transitions.
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