arXiv:2404.14021v1 [physics.chem-ph] 22 Apr 2024

Physics-Informed Neural Networks and Beyond: Enforcing Physical Constraints in Quantum Dissipative Dynamics

Arif Ullah,^{1, a)} Yu Huang,^1 Ming Yang,^1 and Pavlo O. Dral^{2, b)} 1)School of Physics and Optoelectronic Engineering, Anhui University, Hefei, 230601, Anhui, China 2)State Key Laboratory of Physical Chemistry of Solid Surfaces, College of Chemistry and Chemical Engineering, Fujian Provincial Key Laboratory of Theoretical and Computational Chemistry, and Innovation Laboratory for Sciences and Technologies of Energy Materials of Fujian Province (IKKEM), Xiamen University, Xiamen, 361005, Fujian, China

(Dated: 23 April 2024)

Neural networks (NNs) accelerate simulations of quantum dissipative dynamics. Ensuring that these simulations adhere to fundamental physical laws is crucial, but has been largely ignored in the state-of-the-art NN approaches. We show that this may lead to implausible results measured by violation of the trace conservation. To recover the correct physical behavior, we develop physics-informed NNs that mitigate the violations to a good extend. Beyond that, we introduce an approach enforcing the perfect trace conservation by design.

Open quantum systems are ubiquitous in nature and have versatile applications across various domains such as loss of coherence in quantum information,^1 quantum memory,^2 quantum transport,^3 proton tunnelling in DNA^4 and energy transfer in photosynthetic systems.^5 Being a multi-body problem, the exact characterization of open quantum systems is not feasible owing to exponential growth in Hilbert space dimension and a large number of environment degrees of freedom. However, the problem becomes more tractable by tracing out environment degrees of freedom Tr_E( · ) or treating the environmentm^6 and/or system within the classical phase space.^{7,8} To investigate open quantum systems, numerous approaches have been developed so far, spanning from entirely classical^{9,10} to fully quantum methods.^{11–18} While each of these approaches has been successful in its own right, they are hampered by many limitations, such as the inability to account for quantum effects, or demanding significant computational resources arising from the need of employing a very small descretization step due to stability constraints. Furthermore, the comprehensive integration of environmental effects, especially in highly non-Markovian scenarios, contributes significantly to the computational overhead.

Neural networks (NNs) present an efficient approach to learn complex spatio-temporal dynamics in highdimensional space. NNs and other machine learning (ML) methods have proven to be proficient at predicting future time evolution of quantum states as a function of historical dynamics.^{19–27} In addition, NNs can directly predict the future quantum states as a function of time and/or simulation parameters.^{28–32}

Notably, these ML methods were shown to successfully predict system dynamics to a good extent for unseen conditions in the interpolatory region. However, the performance of these methods was only measured based

a)Electronic mail: arif@ahu.edu.cn b)Electronic mail: dral@xmu.edu.cn

on prediction accuracy against known references. To the best of our knowledge, no study reported how well the NN methods for quantum dissipative dynamics adhere to the physical laws.

Here we look into this crucial question by investigating whether the NN methods conserve the trace Tr_S of the reduced density matrix (RDM, ρ̃_S) that should always be equal to 1 during the dynamics. This trace is calculated over system degrees of freedom

Tr_S(ρ̃_S) = N∑ n=1 ρ̃_{S,nn}, (1) where N is the number of states (sites), ρ̃_{S,nn} is the diagonal RDM element corresponding to the nth state (site). Upholding this conservation is crucial for any quantum dynamics approach as it ensures that the total probability (of finding the system in all possible states (sites)) remains constant.

Unfortunately, current research in ML-based simulations of quantum dissipative dynamics has largely ignored trace conservation.^{19–30,32} To the best of our knowledge, only one study has mentioned, albeit in the context of a relatively simple system (spin-boson), that ML models, given sufficient data, were able to implicitly learn trace conservation to a reasonable degree.^{21} However, we cannot expect that it always holds, especially in much more complex situations and when it is difficult to obtain ample amount of data for implicit learning of the trace conservation. In general, the ML models can implicitly learn physical laws from the data but if left unchecked (unconstrained) or applied for situations too far from the training data, they can also spectacularly fail.

We illustrate that physics-agnostic and unconstrained NNs, indeed, may predict non-physical RDMs that severely violate trace conservation for a specific example of recursive dynamics propagation with convolutional neural networks (CNN) for the 7-site Fenna–Matthews– Olson (FMO) complex (Fig. 1A and B). (In all cases, we employ the MLQD package^{33} and train the models on the data from the QD3SET-1 database^{34} see Supplemental Material (SM) for details). This approach is analogous to the state-of-the-art methods reported previously.^{20,21} In essence, for the physics-agnostic scenario, we train individual CNNs for each diagonal RDM element, employing a loss function that gauges the deviation of NN-predicted values ¯ρ̃_{S,nn} from their reference counterparts ρ̃_{S,nn}:

L_{nn} = M∑ m=1 (¯ρ̃_{S,nn,m} − ρ̃_{S,nn,m})^2 , (2) where M is the number of training points and m is the training point index.

FIG. 1. Trace violations in quantum dissipative dynamics using machine learning. Panel A shows trace violations in a physics-agnostic scenario, where individual CNNs are trained for each site. Panel B showcases the enhancement achieved with the unconstrained multi-output CNN, while panel C exhibits further refinement with the physics-informed CNN. In all cases, the initial 0.2 ps long dynamics with ideal trace conservation is the seed used for model’s predictions, sourced from reference calculations. The initial excitation is considered on site-1 and other adopted parameters are: γ = 475 cm^{−1}, λ = 10 cm^{−1}, and temperature T = 30 K.

As these models are not exposed to the dynamics of all states, they lack knowledge of trace conservation. We show that a much better solution is the unconstrained NN—a single, multi-output CNN designed to learn all RDM elements, incorporating a loss function that aggregates errors across all states (Fig. 1B):

L_{multi} = N∑ n=1 L_{nn}. (3) However, despite being exposed to the dynamics of all states, this solution still exhibits minor but noticeable trace violations.

Thus, as a better solution, we design the physicsinformed NN (PINN) which integrate physical constraints into the loss function inspired by similar ideas in the literature.^{35,36} In our case, we include the additional loss term L_{Tr} penalizing the NN for the deviations from the trace conservation:

L_{PINN} = N∑ n=1 L_{nn} + ω_{Tr}L_{Tr}, (4)

where

L_{Tr} = M∑ m=1 ( 1 − N∑ n=1 ρ̃_{S,nn,m} )_2

. (5)

In these equations, we can tune how much the deviations from trace conservation are penalized by the weight ω_{Tr}. Here we use ω_{Tr} = 0.8. Note that the multi-output CNN trained with the loss defined by Eq. (3) is a special case of the PINN with ω_{Tr} = 0.

Indeed, physically-inspired NN significantly improves the trace conservation (Fig. 1C). Nevertheless, there are still minor violations of the trace conservation, because the incorporation of the physical constraints are typically considered "soft", lacking strict enforcement.^{35,37} Finally, we also propose to enforce the trace conservation by design, going beyond physics-informed neural networks. Our approach utilizes a "hard-coded" (HC) constraint, guaranteeing adherence to physical laws. Unlike traditional physics-informed neural networks (soft constraints), our HC constraint is incorporated outside of the loss function, thereby rectifying trace violations during dynamics.

The key idea is as follows: After making predictions with machine learning models, there will inevitably be a deviation from perfect trace conservation. We can calculate this residual deviation for each time step as:

ΔTr(t) = 1 − N∑ n=1 ρ̃_{S,nn}(t). (6) We can redistribute the residual deviations between each state as:

ρ̃^{HC}_{S,nn}(t) = ρ̃_{S,nn}(t) + w_n(t)ΔTr(t). (7)

Here we need to make such a choice for state-specific weighting factors w_n that the trace is one. Also, it should be statistically motivated. Different states might be predicted with different uncertainty and for certain predictions we want smaller corrections (smaller weighting factors). Hence, we also need state-specific uncertainty quantification (UQ) of NN predictions. Here we introduce a new approach for UQ. We train an additional, auxiliary multi-output CNN with the same loss function as the main CNN but we shift the reference values by one, i.e., we train the CNN on ρ̃_S + I (I is an identity matrix) and the prediction by the auxiliary NN are given by:

ρ̃^{aux}_{S,nn}(t) = ρ̃^{aux-NN}_{S,nn} (t) − 1. (8)

The UQ metric is given then as the absolute deviation of the auxiliary from the main model predictions:

D_{nn}(t) = | |ρ̃^{aux}_{S,nn}(t) − ρ̃_{S,nn}(t) | |. (9) The state-specific weighting factors w_n can be now obtained as the normalized distances:

w_n(t) = D_{nn}(t) ∑_N n=1 D_{nn}(t) . (10)

The implementation of Eq.(7) with the weighting factors defined with the Eq. (10) ensures that Tr_S ( ρ̃^{HC}_S (t) ) = 1. The effectiveness of HC constraint is demonstrated in Fig. 2. Here, we revisit the scenarios depicted in Fig. 1, but with the application of HC constraint. As a result, perfect trace conservation is achieved throughout the simulations. This highlights the ability of HC constraint to conserve the trace during simulation.

In summary, our work addresses the crucial challenge of trace conservation in ML-based simulations of open quantum systems. We demonstrated that ML models, while efficient in capturing complex dynamics, may struggle to uphold fundamental physical principles. Our recommendation is to use multi-output NNs which better capture the intrinsic correlations between the statespecific populations. Additionally, physics-informed NNs are strongly recommended to further teach the NNs the physical laws. However, the ultimate solution is ensuring the physical laws by design like we did in our NNs with HC constraint. The latter leverages a newly introduced uncertainty quantification that allows for strategic redistribution of the residual deviations from the trace conservation. Consequently, it rectifies trace violations, ensuring the generation of physically plausible simulations.

FIG. 2. Enforcing trace conservation via HC constraint in ML-based simulations of excitation energy transfer in FMO complex. This figure complements Fig. 1 by demonstrating the applicability of our HC constraint for trace conservation. While Fig. 1 presented results without imposing the HC constraint, potentially leading to trace violations, here, we revisit the same cases and enforce perfect trace conservation throughout the simulations using HC constraint. Panel A replicates the scenario from Fig. 1A, but with the HC constraint ensuring trace conservation. Panel B and C follow the same logic, mirroring the corresponding panels in Fig. 1 but with the addition of HC.

Our findings underscore the significance of integrating physical constraints into ML models through robust methodologies like HC, rather than relying solely on soft constraints embedded within the loss function. Beyond its implications for trace conservation, the HC technique offers versatile applicability. It can be readily extended to enforce other essential physical constraints across various domains, such as ensuring total charge conservation in molecular systems, particularly when individual charges are learned for each atom.

P.O.D. acknowledges funding by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 22003051 and funding via the Outstanding Youth Scholars (Overseas, 2021) project), the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (No. 20720210092). This project is supported by Science and Technology Projects of Innovation Laboratory for Sciences and Technologies of Energy Materials of Fujian Province (IKKEM) (No: RD2022070103).

1H.-P. Breuer, E.-M. Laine, J. Piilo, and B. Vacchini, “Colloquium: Non-markovian dynamics in open quantum systems,” Reviews of Modern Physics 88, 021002 (2016).

2K. Khodjasteh, J. Sastrawan, D. Hayes, T. J. Green, M. J. Biercuk, and L. Viola, “Designing a practical high-fidelity long-time quantum memory,” Nature Communications 4, 2045 (2013). 3P. Cui, X.-Q. Li, J. Shao, and Y. Yan, “Quantum transport from the perspective of quantum open systems,” Physics Letters A 357, 449–453 (2006).

4L. Slocombe, M. Sacchi, and J. Al-Khalili, “An open quantum systems approach to proton tunnelling in dna,” Communications Physics 5, 109 (2022).

5E. Zerah Harush and Y. Dubi, “Do photosynthetic complexes use quantum coherence to increase their efficiency? probably not,” Science advances 7, eabc4631 (2021).

6Y. Wang and Y. Yan, “Quantum mechanics of open systems: Dissipaton theories,” The Journal of Chemical Physics 157, 170901 (2022).

7A. Jain and A. Sindhu, “Pedagogical overview of the fewest switches surface hopping method,” ACS omega (2022). 8H.-D. Meyer and W. H. Miller, “A classical analog for electronic degrees of freedom in nonadiabatic collision processes,” The Journal of Chemical Physics 70, 3214–3223 (1979).

9J. Liu, X. He, and B. Wu, “Unified formulation of phase space mapping approaches for nonadiabatic quantum dynamics,” Accounts of chemical research 54, 4215–4228 (2021).

10J. E. Runeson and J. O. Richardson, “Spin-mapping approach for nonadiabatic molecular dynamics,” The Journal of Chemical Physics 151, 044119 (2019).

11Y. Tanimura and R. Kubo, “Time evolution of a quantum system in contact with a nearly gaussian-markoffian noise bath,” Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 58, 101–114 (1989).

12D. E. Makarov and N. Makri, “Path integrals for dissipative systems by tensor multiplication. condensed phase quantum dynamics for arbitrarily long time,” Chemical physics letters 221, 482– 491 (1994).

13L. Han, A. Ullah, Y.-A. Yan, X. Zheng, Y. Yan, and V. Chernyak, “Stochastic equation of motion approach to fermionic dissipative dynamics. i. formalism,” The Journal of Chemical Physics 152, 204105 (2020).

14A. Ullah, L. Han, Y.-A. Yan, X. Zheng, Y. Yan, and V. Chernyak, “Stochastic equation of motion approach to fermionic dissipative dynamics. ii. numerical implementation,” The Journal of Chemical Physics 152, 204106 (2020).

15Y. Su, Z.-H. Chen, Y. Wang, X. Zheng, R.-X. Xu, and Y. Yan, “Extended dissipaton equation of motion for electronic open quantum systems: Application to the kondo impurity model,” The Journal of Chemical Physics 159 (2023).

16Y. Yan, M. Xu, T. Li, and Q. Shi, “Efficient propagation of the hierarchical equations of motion using the tucker and hierarchical tucker tensors,” The Journal of Chemical Physics 154 (2021).

17L. Chen, D. I. Bennett, and A. Eisfeld, “Simulation of absorption spectra of molecular aggregates: A hierarchy of stochastic pure state approach,” The Journal of Chemical Physics 156 (2022).

18H. Gong, A. Ullah, L. Ye, X. Zheng, and Y. Yan, “Quantum entanglement of parallel-coupled double quantum dots: A theoretical study using the hierarchical equations of motion approach,” Chinese Journal of Chemical Physics 31, 510 (2018).

19A. Ullah and P. O. Dral, “Speeding up quantum dissipative dynamics of open systems with kernel methods,” New Journal of Physics (2021).

20L. E. H. Rodríguez, A. Ullah, K. J. R. Espinosa, P. O. Dral, and A. A. Kananenka, “A comparative study of different machine learning methods for dissipative quantum dynamics,” Machine Learning: Science and Technology 3, 045016 (2022).

21L. E. Herrera Rodríguez and A. A. Kananenka, “Convolutional neural networks for long time dissipative quantum dynamics,” The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 12, 2476–2483 (2021).

22L. Zhang, A. Ullah, M. Pinheiro Jr, P. O. Dral, and M. Barbatti, “Excited-state dynamics with machine learning,” in Quantum Chemistry in the Age of Machine Learning (Elsevier, 2023) pp. 329–353.

23D. Wu, Z. Hu, J. Li, and X. Sun, “Forecasting nonadiabatic dynamics using hybrid convolutional neural network/long shortterm memory network,” The Journal of Chemical Physics 155, 224104 (2021).

24K. Lin, J. Peng, C. Xu, F. L. Gu, and Z. Lan, “Automatic evolution of machine-learning-based quantum dynamics with uncertainty analysis,” Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 18, 5837–5855 (2022).

25S. Bandyopadhyay, Z. Huang, K. Sun, and Y. Zhao, “Applications of neural networks to the simulation of dynamics of open quantum systems,” Chemical Physics 515, 272–278 (2018).

26B. Yang, B. He, J. Wan, S. Kubal, and Y. Zhao, “Applications of neural networks to dynamics simulation of landau-zener transitions,” Chemical Physics 528, 110509 (2020).

27D. Tang, L. Jia, L. Shen, and W.-H. Fang, “Fewest-switches surface hopping with long short-term memory networks,” The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 13, 10377–10387 (2022).

28A. Ullah and P. O. Dral, “Predicting the future of excitation energy transfer in light-harvesting complex with artificial intelligence-based quantum dynamics,” Nature communications 13, 1–8 (2022).

29A. Ullah and P. O. Dral, “One-shot trajectory learning of open quantum systems dynamics,” The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 13, 6037–6041 (2022).

30F. Ge, L. Zhang, Y.-F. Hou, Y. Chen, A. Ullah, and P. O.

Dral, “Four-dimensional-spacetime atomistic artificial intelligence models,” The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 14, 7732–7743 (2023).

31A. V. Akimov, “Extending the time scales of nonadiabatic molecular dynamics via machine learning in the time domain,” The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 12, 12119–12128 (2021).

32K. Lin, J. Peng, C. Xu, F. L. Gu, and Z. Lan, “Trajectory propagation of symmetrical quasi-classical dynamics with meyer-miller mapping hamiltonian using machine learning,” The Journal of Physical Chemistry Letters 13, 11678–11688 (2022).

33A. Ullah and P. O. Dral, “MLQD: A package for machine learning-based quantum dissipative dynamics,” Computer Physics Communications 294, 108940 (2024).

34A. Ullah, L. E. H. Rodríguez, P. O. Dral, and A. A. Kananenka, “QD3SET-1: A database with quantum dissipative dynamics data sets,” Frontiers in Physics 11, 1223973 (2023).

35A. Norambuena, M. Mattheakis, F. J. González, and R. Coto, “Physics-informed neural networks for quantum control,” Physical Review Letters 132, 010801 (2024).

36E. H. Müller, “Exact conservation laws for neural network integrators of dynamical systems,” Journal of Computational Physics 488, 112234 (2023).

37R. Wang and R. Yu, “Physics-guided deep learning for dynamical systems: A survey,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2107.01272 (2021).