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A Machine Learning study of the two-dimensional antiferromagnetic ¢-state Potts
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The critical phenomena of two-dimensional (2D) antiferromagnetic g-state Potts model on the
square lattice with ¢ = 2,3,4,5 and 6 are investigated using the technique of supervised neural net-
work (NN). Unlike the conventional NN approaches, here we train a multilayer perceptron consisting
of only one input layer, one hidden layer, and one output layer with two artificially made stagger-like
configurations. Remarkably, despite the fact that the MLP is trained without any input from these
considered models, it correctly identifies the critical temperatures of the studied physical systems.
Particularly, the MLP outcomes suggest convincingly that the ¢ = 3 model is critical only at zero
temperature and ¢ = 4,5,6 models remain disordered at all temperatures. Previously, this MLP
has been successfully applied to uncover the nature of the phase transitions of 2D antiferromagnetic
Ising model with multi-interactions. Therefore, it will be interesting to examine whether the already
trained MLP can detect other models with untypical critical phenomena.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, the ideas of Machine Learning techniques have broadened their applications impressively. The usage of
these advanced methods is found those days in basically every fields of science, from fundamental research to industry
applications. Omne such scientific field is the physics. In particular, neural networks (NN) are employed to study
critical phenomena of many physical models [1-13].

Potts models are extensions of the Ising model [14-22]. Instead of taking only two possible values 1 and -1 as that
in Ising model, the Potts variables can be ¢ discrete consecutive positive integers, namely, 1, 2, 3,...¢q —2, ¢ — 1, and gq.
Due to this, the Potts models have very rich critical phenomena in various geometries and dimensions, see Ref. [19]
for the details.

Depending on the sign of the interactions between any pairs of nearest Potts spins, the g-state Potts model can
either be a ferromagnetic or an antiferromagnetic system. The antiferromagnetic Potts models are more challenge
to study than their ferromagnetic counterparts due to the fact that the antiferromagnetic systems have extremely
highly degenerated ground states [19]. Consequently, investigating antiferromagnetic Potts model using NN methods
requires huge amount of computing effort. Apart from the computational complexity, the critical phenomena of
ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic Potts models are quite different as well. On two-dimensional (2D) square lattice
and ¢ > 2, while the critical temperatures T, for g-state ferromagnetic Potts models exist and fulfill T, > 0, only
q=2 (T, =1.1346) and ¢ = 3 (T, = 0) antiferromagnetic Potts models can be ordered [19, 23].

While compared to the traditional methods, the use of the NN techniques have the advantage of requiring no
information of how the system is ordered, to train a NN with real physical configurations, like those typically done in
the literature [2], take a lot of time. Moreover, performing the NN predictions needs quite amount of storage space
as well. Therefore, to promote the widely adoption of NN approach in reality, a much more efficient NN procedure is
highly desirable.

Instead of using real spin configurations to train a NN, here we follow a similar idea of Ref. [26] to conduct the
training procedure. Specifically, on a square area, two artificially made configurations for which the associated spins
have their values in 1 and -1 alternatively in both the rows and columns are used as the building unit of training set.
This method of constructing the training set is used in Ref. [24] to study the critical behaviors of 2D antiferromagnetic
Ising model with multi-interactions on the square lattice.

Remarkably, the NN constructed here, namely an extremely simple multilayer perceptron (MLP), which is trained
with two artificially made stagger-type configurations is capable of computing the critical behaviors correctly for the
antiferromagnetic Potts models considered in this study. In particular, the MLP outcomes clearly demonstrate that a
certain order is established for ¢ = 3 model close to zero temperature. Moreover, evidence showing that ¢ = 4,5 and
6 models are always disordered at any temperatures including the zero temperature is revealed from the MLP results
as well.
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In Ref. [24], the MLP used in this study has also been considered to uncover the critical phenomena of 2D an-
tiferromagnetic Ising model with nearest and next-to-nearest interactions successfully. Hence, this MLP may be
applicable to other complicated systems than the models studied here and in Ref. [24]. The same MLP but trained
with ferromagnet-like configurations are shown to be universal, i.e. it can compute the critical points and even the
critical exponents of many models differing significantly among themselves [27-33]. It will be intriguing to examine
whether this is the case for current MLP.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. After the introduction, the studied model, the employed NN, the
associated training and testing sets, and the considered quantities associated with NN are described in detail in Sect.
IT and ITI. Then the NN outcomes are presented in Sect. IV. In particular, the evidence demonstrating the fact that
the used NN can identify the critical phenomena of the studied models correctly is shown. Finally, we conclude this
investigation in Sect. V.

II. THE CONSIDERED MODEL

The Hamiltonian H of the 2D antiferromagnetic g-state Potts model on the square lattice considered here can be
expressed as [19, 21, 22]

BH =B 05,0, (1)
(i5)

where f is the inverse temperature (1/7), ¢ stands for the Kronecker function (d,p = 1 for a = b, and d.q = 0 if
¢ # d), and the Potts variable o; at each site i takes an integer value from {1,2,...,q — 1, ¢}.

III. THE EMPLOYED NN

The NN used in this investigation is a multilayer perceptron (ML) and has been described in detail in Ref. [24]. For
completeness, in this study we introduce this MLP for the benefit of the readers. As a result, the NN-related sections
demonstrated here are (largely) overlapping with the related materials of Ref. [24] since in principle the same MLP
is used in both here and in Ref. [24].

The NN considered here (and in Ref. [24]) is a simple MLP which consists of one input layer, one hidden layer
of two neurons or any other number of neurons, and one output layer. Fig. 1 is the pictorial representation of one
of the employed NNs (The figure is taken from Ref. [24]). Similar to the standard training strategy, the activations
(nonlinear) functions used for the hidden layer and the output layer are ReLU and Softmax, respectively. The
procedure of one-hot encoding is considered between the input and hidden layers. Lo regularization with the input
parameter being 1 is considered as well to avoid overfitting. The algorithm and optimizer employed are minibatch
and adam, respectively. Finally, the MLP outputs are two-component vectors.

A. Training procedure

Instead of using real spin configurations obtained from the Monte Carlo simulations, two kinds of artificially made
(stagger-types) configurations are considered as the training set. Fig. 2 shows the two building units of the training
set employed in this study (The figure is from Ref. [24]). Specifically, the training set consists of N (N = 200 or 400
in this study) copies of both the left and the right panels of fig. 2. Here each building unit is made up of L; by L;
sites and the value of L; can be varied. Moreover, the MLP output labels for the training configurations resulting
from the left and the right panels of fig. 2 are (1,0) and (0, 1), respectively. Finally, we use 800 to 1600 epochs for
the trainings.

B. The construction of testing set

For a configuration on a L by L squared area generated from the Monte Carlo simulations, the spins belonging
to the first L by L; squared sub-area are considered as one of the testing set for that given Li, see fig. 3 and the
associated caption for a detailed explanation. For a given g-state configuration with ¢ being even, the substitution
rules 1, 3,5, ... ,¢q—1 — -1 and 2,4, 6, ... , ¢ — 1 are used to create a configuration suitable for the NN prediction.
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FIG. 1: A graphical representation for one of the MLP considered in this study. Here, the value of N, i.e. the number of each
type of configurations included in the whole training set, is either 200 or 400. The figure is taken from Ref. [24].
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FIG. 2: The building units of the training set employed in this study. The value of L; can be varied. The figure is taken from
Ref. [24].

For a given g-state configuration with ¢ being odd, the same rule applies for 1,2,3,...,¢g — 1, and ¢ — 1 or -1 with
equal probabilities.

For convenience, when the NN outcomes are presented in the following, L and L; will be used to stand the linear
system sizes of the configurations generated by the Monte Carlo calculations and the configurations of the training
set, respectively. Notice the testing set has the same linear system size L; as that of the training set.

C. The magnitude R of the MLP output vectors

In the testing stage, if the input configuration is highly similar to the training set, then the output vector is
close to (1,0) or (0,1) which would result in R ~ 1. On the other hand, if the input configuration is in strong
contrast to the training set, then the output vector is close to (0.5,0.5) which would lead to R ~ 1/+/2. Inspired
by this, for raw spin configurations from MC simulations with a given L, the temperature where the associated
R take the value of (1+1/v/2) /2 is defined to be the pseudo-critical temperature T.(L) corresponding to that L.
This approach in conjunction with certain semi-experimental finite-size formulas lead to accurate determination of
the critical temperatures T, for many different physical models. For a detailed explanation of how this works, see
Refs. [26, 27, 29-33].
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FIG. 3: The construction of a configuration for the testing set related to a given linear box size Li from a spin configuration
on a L by L square area.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To examine the critical behaviors of the studied models using the NN approach, we have conducted large scale
Monte Carlo calculations (MC) using the Swendsen-Wang-Kotecky algorithm [21, 22] for ¢ = 2,3,4,5, and 6. For
every considered L, the simulated spin configurations at many various temperatures T are recorded. In the following
subsections, the MLP outcomes will be presented.

A. The MLP outcomes related to @Q =2

First of all, we would like to examine whether a MLP trained with a fixed L; = 32 can be applied to compute the
pseudo-critical temperatures related to configurations with linear system sizes L > 32.

R as functions of T for several values of L are shown in fig. 4. The vertical solid and the horizontal dashed-dotted

lines in the figure are the expected T, = 1.1346 and 1+12/ \/5, respectively. The used L range from 32 to 128. Fig. 4

shows that the obtained values of pseudo-critical T stay almost the same for L > 48. In other words, no useful
information regarding the finite-size effects are obtained. This indicates the MLP trained with a fixed L; = 32 is not
capable of determining T, of the ¢ = 2 model.

Interestingly, if one considers the cases of L1 = L, namely the training set has the same linear system size as that
of the raw spin configurations from MC simulations (In this case, the configurations in the testing set are in one to
one correspondence with the raw spin configurations), then finite-size effects relevant for carrying out fits to compute
the bulk T, do appear. R as functions of T for several L are shown in fig. 5. In that figure, the results of R associated
with a given L are obtained by a MLP trained with the training set shown in fig. 2. In particular, the configurations
in the training set(s) have the same linear system size as that of the raw spin configurations from the MC simulations
(and the testing set(s)).

As can be seen from fig. 5, the pseudo-critical temperatures approach the expected T, = 1.1346 (the vertical solid
line in the figure) as L increases. With these pseudo-critical temperatures, one can conduct fits using certain forms
to compute the bulk T,, like the ones typically performed in the literature. Here we do not attempt to carry such
calculations since we are more interested in examining whether our MLP can determine the critical behaviors of
q = 3,4,5 and 6 models correctly. The critical behaviors of these models are intriguing and are more challenge when
NN techniques are employed for the computations.

It should be pointed out that even with the same trained MLP employed here, the estimated values of T.(L) for
different testing sets may differ slightly. For example, fig. 6 shows that MLP outcomes of two different testing sets
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FIG. 4: R as functions of T" for various L. The vertical solid and the horizontal dashed-dotted lines are the expected T, = 1.1346

and %, respectively. The results are determined by a MLP trained with a fixed L1 = 32 using the building units of fig. 2.
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FIG. 5: R as functions of T for various L. The vertical solid and the horizontal dashed-dotted lines are the expected T. = 1.1346
and 1+127/\/§7 respectively. For each considered L, the results are determined by a MLP trained with a fixed L1 = L using the

building units of fig. 2.

(associated with ¢ = 2 model and L = L; = 96). The horizontal dashed-dotted and vertical solid lines represent
(1+1/4/2)/2 and the true T, of ¢ = 2 model, respectively. While the estimated values of T, for these two different
testing sets agree very well, these two data set at some temperatures are off slightly. This indicates the NN-determined
T. may be influenced by the considered testing sets. It has been demonstrated in Ref. [31] that using different random
seeds to train CNNs with the same architecture can lead to statistically different T;. In addition, the number of epochs
used also has mild impact on the estimated T, [25]. To conclude, to obtain a NN-calculated T, (and the related critical
exponents) with the most robust error(s) (which take into account the statistical and systematic uncertainties), several
NNs with various random seeds, epochs, batchsize and architectures should be trained. Moreover, different training
and testing sets must be considered as well.

These statistical and systematic effects may also occur for traditional methods such as the Monte Carlo simulations.
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FIG. 6: R as functions of T for two different testing sets. The vertical solid and the horizontal dashed-dotted lines are the
expected T, = 1.1346 and %7 respectively.

B. The NN outcomes related to QQ = 3,4,5,6

For each of ¢ = 3 and 4 models, two linear system sizes L are considered and two trainings with L; = 32 and
L, = 64 are performed. The obtained MLP outcomes are demonstrated in fig. 7. The results shown in the figure
reveal the message that when one moves from high-T' region to low-T region, the values of R corresponding to the
¢ = 3 model rise from a value near 1/v/2 to a value around 0.9. In addition, for ¢ = 4 model, R stay quite close to
1/ V2 even at very low temperatures.

For the ¢ = 3 model, the rising of R from 1/4/2 to 0.9 when one approaches the very low temperature region from
the high temperature region indicates that certain kind of order similar to the training set, namely the staggered
order, establishes at very low-T region. Moreover, the observation that the values of R quickly decrease to a value
near 1/4/2 for T > 0.25 (For the case of L = 256 and L; = 64) implies that the system is already in the disordered
phase for T" > 0.25. Combining all these outcomes, one concludes that for ¢ = 3 model a phase transition takes place
at a very low temperature. This is consistent with the theoretical prediction that ¢ = 3 model has T, = 0.

For the ¢ = 4 model, at high temperature, it is known that the system is disordered and the corresponding
configurations are in strong contrast to the training set. Hence, one expects R ~ 1/4/2 at the high-T region and this
is exactly what’s found. As one lowers the temperatures, the resulting R still stay close to 1/v/2 even for the case of
T ~ 0.001.

For a g-state antiferromagnetic Potts model on the square lattice, the Potts variable at a site has strong tendency
of being different from those of its nearest neighboring sites if the model is ordered at the low temperature region.
Hence, for this case, after the procedure of constructing the testing set from the raw spin configurations, a generated
configuration in the testing set should have a pattern similar to the training set. This will lead to a scenario that R
will rise from 1/4/2 to a value close to 1 when one moves from the high-T region to the low-T' region.

The behaviors of R as functions of T" shown in the figure suggest strongly that for ¢ = 4 model, no order is
established at any finite 7. This conclusion is in agreement with the theoretical result that ¢ = 4 model is always
disordered at any finite T

For ¢ = 5 and ¢ = 6 models, we have carried out the calculations for L. = 64 and L, = 32. The associated results
together with those related to ¢ = 3 and ¢ = 4 models are depicted in fig. 8. The outcomes in the figure clearly imply
strongly that only ¢ = 3 model is ordered at very low temperature, and ¢ = 4,5 and 6 models are disordered at any
finite T.

Since ¢ = 3,5 are odd and ¢ = 4,6 are even, namely, at least two even ¢ and and two odd ¢ are considered in this
study. Hence, the fact that only the R of ¢ = 3 model rise to a value close to 1 at the low-T region is a consequence
of an intrinsic feature of the g-state antiferromagnetic Potts models on the square lattice, not an artificial effect due
to our procedure of conducting the NN computations.
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V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we explore the critical behaviors of 2D antiferromagnetic g-state Potts models for ¢ = 2,3,4,5 and
6 on the square lattice. It is well-known that the ¢ = 3 model is ordered only at zero temperature and ¢ = 4,5,6
models are always disordered at any temperature.

The method of NN approach considered here is adopted from Ref. [24]. In particular, the used MLP consists of one
input layer, one hidden layer of 2 or 512 neurons, and one output layer. In addition, the MLP was trained previously
using two artificially made stagger-type configurations in Ref. [24] and no training is conducted here.

Remarkably, the MLP with such a simple architecture and is trained without any real physical configurations can
be applied to compute the critical temperature of the 2D antiferromagnetic 2-state Potts models on the square lattice.
It also uncover the critical behaviors correctly for the 2D antiferromagnetic 3-, 4-, 5-, and 6-state models on the
square lattice. Specifically, these models are disordered either at any finite temperature (¢ = 3 model) or even at zero
temperature (¢ = 4,5,6 models).

Previously, a MLP with the same architecture was trained by two artificially made ferromagnet-type configurations
consisting of 200 sites (using 0 and 1 as the values for these 200 sites). With dedicated way of building the testing set
from the raw spin configurations, the obtained MLP can successfully compute the critical points of several models,
such as the three-dimensional (3D) classical O(3) model, the 2D classical XY and the 3-state generalized classical
XY models, and the 2D ferromagnetic g-state Potts models with ¢ = 2,3,4,5,6,8,9,10. It can determine the critical
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FIG. 9: R (left) and their associated standard deviations STD (right) as functions of T with L = 128 and L; = 32 for the ¢ = 4
ferromagnetic Potts model on the square lattice.

exponents of the 2- and 4-state ferromagnetic Potts models and the non-equilibrium Ising models with reasonable
precision. In summary, this mentioned MLP is universal to a very large extent. It should be pointed out that, using
the standard deviations of R, the MLP can also identify the critical temperatures of antiferromagnetic 2-, 3- and
4-state Potts model on the square lattice as well. For the case of ¢ = 2 model, due to the fact that STD is a quantity
with small magnitude compared to that of R, the computed T, is less accurate and can be influence by several
NN-related parameters. The use of R will suffer milder effects from the mentioned tunable parameters. Hence, the
unconventional training approach shown in this study would lead to more stable results than that using the strategy
of Ref. [26] when antiferromagnetic systems are considered.

The simple MLP with the training strategy considered here has been applied successfully to study the critical
phenomena of 2D antiferromagnetic Ising model with nearest and next-to-nearest interactions. It is demonstrated
convincingly that these investigated phase transitions are first order and the signals for the two-peak structure in the
probability distributions of the relevant quantities are much stronger than that related to the Monte Carlo method.

An immediate examination of the applicability of present MLP trained with the configurations of fig. 2 is to
see whether it can be employed to determine the critical temperatures and the critical behaviors of the g-state
ferromagnetic Potts models on the square lattice. Figs. 9 and 10 are the associated outcomes with such investigations
for the 4-state and 8-state ferromagnetic Potts models on the square lattice. In all panels of the figs. 9 and 10, the
vertical dashed lines are the expected T..

As can be seen from both panels of fig. 9, the curves of R and STD of R turn sharp upwardly around T ~ 0.9.
This scenario is consistent with the fact that the value of T, for the 4-state ferromagnetic Potts model on the square
lattice is T, ~ 0.9102. Moreover, these curves do not show any discontinuity, implying the transition is second order.

The curves of R and STD of R corresponding to the 8-state ferromagnetic Potts model are shown as the left and
the right panel of fig. 10, respectively. Apparently, sudden jumps occur exactly at the theoretical T,. In addition,
the large gaps shown in both panels of the figure suggests convincingly that the phase transition for the 8-state
ferromagnetic Potts model is first order. This agrees with the expectation. While further studies are needed, the
outcomes demonstrated in figs. 9 and 10 are encouraged.

In this study, the MLP considered correctly identifies the critical behaviors of the 2D antiferromagnetic 3-, 4-, 5-,
and 6-state Potts models on the square lattice. Its applicability to study the phase transitions of the 2D g¢-state
ferromagnetic Potts models on the square lattice is promising as well. In other words, the built MLP here likely has
potential to explore other models with untypical critical phenomena. This will be left as a future work.

Funding

Partial support from National Science and Technology Council (NSTC) of Taiwan is acknowledged (Grant numbers:
NSTC 113-2112-M-003-014- and NSTC 114-2112-M-003-004-).



Ferromagnetic Q = 8 Potts model, square lattice Ferromagnetic Q = 8 Potts model, square lattice
0.7110 ‘H 0.005 - "
0.7105 B # # . R R
i‘lﬂﬁlﬁ ! 0.004 et
- . 1 - ey
0.7100 ;&‘# - aer
0.7095 8_?“
() 0.003 I
QC 0.7090 [
wn
0.7085 - L] 0.002 4 H
0.7080 1 // | L=128,1,=32 P . L=128,L,=32
] 0.001
0.7075 _..lff
_..—-'"
o7o704 L] e
06 07 08 09 10 06 07 08 09 10
T T

FIG. 10: R (left) and their associated standard deviations STD (right) as functions of T' with L = 128 and L, = 32 for the
q = 8 ferromagnetic Potts model on the square lattice.

Acknowledgment

The first two authors contribute equally to this project. The MLP used in this study are implemented using the
library Keras of TensorFlow [34].

[1] Akinori Tanaka, Akio Tomiya, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 86, 063001 (2017).

[2] Juan Carrasquilla, Roger G. Melko, Nature Physics 13, 431-434 (2017). (2017).

[3] Evert P.L. van Nieuwenburg, Ye-Hua Liu, Sebastian D. Huber, Nature Physics 13, 435-439 (2017).

[4] Dong-kyu Kim and Dong-Hee Kim, Phys. Rev. E 98, 022138 (2018).

[5] C.-D. Li, D.-R. Tan, and F.-J. Jiang, Annals of Physics, 391 (2018) 312-331.

[6] Kelvin Ch’ng, Nick Vazquez, and Ehsan Khatami, Phys. Rev. E 97, 013306 (2018), 1-10.

[7] G. Carleo, L. Cirac, K. Cranmer, L. Daudet, M. Schuld, N. Tishby, L. Vogt-Maranto and L. Zdeborové, Rev. Mod. Phys.
91, 045002

P. Mehta, M. Bukov, C.-H. Wang, A. G.R. Day, C. Richardson, C. K. Fisher and D. J. Schwab, Phys. Rep. 810, 1 (2019).
Xiao-Yu Dong, Frank Pollmann, and Xue-Feng Zhang, Phys. Rev. B 99, 121104(R) (2019).

Kimihiko Fukushima and Kazumitsu Sakai, Prog. Theor, Exp. Phys. 2021, 061A01.

Vladislav Chertenkov, Evgeni Burovski, and Lev Shchur, Phys. Rev. E 108, 1032102 (2023).

D. D. Sukhoverkhova and L. N. Shchur, Jetp Lett. 120, 616-621 (2024).

Vladislav Chertenkov and Lev Shchur, Phys. Rev. E 112, 034104 (2025).

R. B. Potts, Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 48, 106 (1952).

E. Domany, M. Schick, and J. S. Walker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 38 1148 (1977).

J. R. Banavar, G. S. Grest, and D. Jasnow, Phys. Rev. Lett. 45, 1424 (1980).

G. S. Grest and J. R. Banavar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 46, 1458 (1981).

Y Saito, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 15 1885 (1982).

F. Y. Wu, The Potts model, Rev. Mod. Phys. 54, 235 (1982).

I. Ono, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 87, 102 (1986).

J.-S. Wang, R. H. Swendsen, and R. Kotecky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 109 (1989).

Jian-Sheng Wang, Robert H. Swendsen, and Roman Kotecky, Phys. Rev. B 42, 2465 (1990).

. Salas and A. D. Sokal, Journal of Statistical Physics 92, 729-753 (1998).

hang-Wei Li, Yaun-Heng Tseng, Kai-Wei Huang, and Fu-Jiun Jiang, arXiv:2511.14081.

hang-Wei Li, Yuan-Heng Tseng, Ming-Che Hsieh, Fu-Jiun Jiang, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2025 113A02.
D.-R. Tan and F.-J. Jiang, Phys. Rev. B 102, 224434 (2020).

Y.-H. Tseng and F.-J. Jiang, Res. Phys. 33, 105134 (2022).

J.-H. Peng, Y.-H. Tseng, and F.-J. Jiang, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2023, 073A03 (2023).

Y.-H. Tseng and F.-J. Jiang, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 138, 1118 (2023).

Y.-H. Tseng and F.-J. Jiang, Res. Phys. 56, 107264 (2024).

Y.-H. Tseng, S.-W. Li, and F.-J. Jiang, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 139, 776 (2024).

F.-J. Jiang, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2024, 103A02 (2024).

Y.-H. Tseng and F.-J. Jiang, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2025 033A02.

Martin Abadi et al.,, TensorFlow: Large-scale machine learning on heterogeneous systems, 2015. Available at:



https://tensorflow.org.

10



