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1.1 B8

=8

EE, R Oa Yy Ya—% (Hilary¥a—%) OFEMEEZZEEL S 2 XIEROFHEEE L
TETayVYa—&EHIATWS., BTaryPa—&& BT HEOFEAIZRAL, dta >
Ea— X TREHTELRWRERE (HELabEPRETOON) 2EHT LI LT, HoHEDME
ERIRINHRT 2 Z e PHI SN TWS. BEEANCIE 1982 412 Richard P. Feynman 73, d#ia >
Y2 — X CRIBHBRI R 20 2 BFROS I 2L —> a YERFHFACESVTEET S
IV 2 — X THERINATZ B OREMEZ 6 L [1], 1985 4F1Z David Deutsch 25& FEIHE O ER L%
To7z [2]. ZH LI, 1994 FE D Peter W. Shor (& & 2 ZRRB R OfETE (Shor’s algorithm [3];
BREETHBOINR) | 1996 D Lov K. Grover 12 &k % 7 — & X— 2K (Grover’s algorithm [4]; —
FHHE) | 2009 FED Harrow 512 & 2B AEXZROME (HHL algorithm [5]; F88UIE) 72y, &
a2 o — 2T 2 B BERAINS RSN D T ATV XA RRS . FIo 7 vT ) X4
WEECAI 72 FTERE D B  MIRE DG D> o 7203, K BEARI R EEZEICH AN AN 72 713 ) X 2
MERARZRSINS X512k b, B FL# (6, 7], &Rl (8, 9, 10], M= (11, 12, 13, 14] R EANDJH
MRS 7.

LA L, 2023 ERAETHIRETE T E58 70T X2 2 EANRERTAN— Ry = 75
THILRETERY. THE, THAARDHT kA% A ADHELRAZETE Y  OBHR
LRTWVWEZEDFERTHS. DX T N4 A%, 2018 12 John Preskill 1% NISQ (Noisy
intermediate-scale quantum) [15] & #4137z, NISQ i&, =7 —fTIEZITOTIMHEH T 2% H qubit
BORTr—NVOETEEKTH 2. —KiU% NISQ 734 2 (Il 2 I X@EFEER) T, single-qubit
gate DL 7 —H (X 1074 F2E, double-qubit gate DT —HFiZ 103 FEE, Hill L= 5 —RH» 1073 2
ETH5. ZOME»POHET 2L, T 2 qubit B2 B K5 53, error mitigation %2 error correction
ZITHRWEGS, B0 WE 100 8 (double-qubit gate DJEX) HED B FRIEEEITT S L, /
AR NTERDOD 25 AR LHTHAMT I ENTERLRS. TbOL, 7 —FlIEDTR
2N WD FillF 0 S EERINICEN T LTV XL TH->Th, ZOFEREIIIKERFIRIFE SN
5. N=FU 7 HOWTETFHEZITICHD, FICHENP K2 VOTEHBENHE 21T 5 BRICET
2/ A4ARXTH5. ZOFELR/NRICINZ DD, BTl BRONRZIERT 27012k 4 IrilAadi iz
EhTW3. ZOHTRIBNREBNRD ONESE T 712 ) X2 (variational quantum algorithm;
VQA [16]) TH 2. ZhFEFHERE HHEHERONA 7V v R 7 LTV XL THD, BT IR
M)A X THIBEI NS ETORETIT o 7 OFE R Z G EEANE L, ZHUCESWTEFETE
ORI RXRREFHEITO L VS Ze 2D DIRT Z & TRAENZMBIREZ KD 0WH 71—
LU= THYH, B LEHEADISA (variational quantum eigensolver; VQE [17]) ZIX U ®,
TEL DISHPMEINT VS, fcd, 7 4 XdH OREFRRDL S TTOEREHEE T 5 = 7 — R



(error mitigation) DF% (18], HIEEZ 7L TR O NLAERRZME S 2 2 & TR OEHREZ
Bt s 2 FiE (circuit cutting) [19] 72 &, NISQ % H W7 ERIR 72 & TR AN TR A R FIED
BIRXNTWE. £72, A— K927 ) 4 ZLOREEADOMER, NISQ DT L — AT — 2125
\F % PESRICH DRIREMEDIRIES L D 5T\ 5 [20].

1.2 [IRERE

AT, BTEIEZEBICITS 2 22 BICER T 2HEICOVWTE R %, B itE2ER
WMDY — e LTy IV Z 2, V—r77a—02ifE TA), T, , THh o 3%
RIHRTE S, EXEICHIIBOTEMMIELNZ XI5 RRNEEZ 2, 20O —HOMNI L L
THERMATZZ2REDH 5. AiRo@ED T OB L T, &< 25RO E L,
EFOMEICEVBE L OMENREINTED, BFEMELZFEL 5 2 504CHERE, 7— 28
i, 2 U TR R R EEEIR DB 2 EES G I T W3, —F, TAJ) % T i
BLTiE, MU ofEICHR, ZOEEEL2HEATHRECHELL TS THSS. dbIA, K
WROBED, KA T7 Ta—FDIREND 5. LrL, REFENZD DXV, T2, T O
WEL T, B BB RI N TOARD S RN - REMHICZLVWSDHFEEL TS

¥ 72, R TOEESEANTVER . L TR PRS2 H 5. B TEHEK 2 R
By Uy IRy 77— LTHWAZ T, BrREOMEEREH T2 0THS. LrL, —
RICRTFHETREIICRERS 2 e h b, 22E ONRMY, FRCHEHZEE TR IR LSS X ZEH
BITOREND 272012, inti L2 B3R ENEEICR . Wi, 20X 5 @tk %E
YN/ S 28 DTEZET N - 7TV XLDOBENTEIUL, ZIUIEMIEICERZ B N0WR 5.
BT RIEREM O RRECHIT D HAL LT, 20X RBEDERTILEND S

AT E DRI Z A TITDILz. AT, BESESHREEZEZEEB L7 LTV X L%,
F12 NISQ ITHEHATRER & DR FUINTHRET L7228, a v P REZ 2 WS 2 ¢ THE D ETIEZR R
e L7zBF a3 a—% (Fault Tolerant Quantum Computer; FTQC) 128 2 i HEAHRMED
M ECHIEHTE 2 E 2 5. HBICETFIIEZTIBICHMEL K2 ERIEIHEA H 25, Z 2T
T 5 EICERHT 3.

1.2.1 F—420-—F - {JEPREERFEDRE

BETEEZITOCHD, PHHL I NI BT 734 2120 L TRINSAT 5 DI, WHXRO 7 — &
DAN + T—=2a—RTH2. ANT—2PEFRETHIUL, TIHRBEROG G DS, H2E
24N T DI, ALy a—T 1 V7 - FEALFEIHEINATVS. ThHrH6HNDOY
NI ZLZECCHEYRd DR EIRT 20 ENH S, T—XTya— NH@ET 2 2 vk, B35
BEFATT 234 ARLLS “BTIRE  LTERILZREEER T 20ERHZ VI ETH 5.
HHEITE TR R BTRIEZHAWVZ —20F A, ZOEIOTERMEZIEH T2 TH . ERILZE
MIC BT 2 REZ BEYNCHIE T 2 720121%, 2 HUEIC OB NE L Z 2 3B HE < v, R,
WHW R Y a—7 4 ¥ ZFETH % amplitude encoding %17 5558, qubit B n 0 LT O(27)
DI RNE T Z e H33 o T\ B [21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32]. Z DRHE% Ak
$ % 7212 quantum random access memory (QRAM) [33, 34] BMREZNZ Z & hHd. THlX
EEORTREN O(n) DAT v 7 TR— R TELZEBTHZH, EEIHEHTE 2 TOMENK
FEEFFFH SN TORWV., RICFEENTE/2 LT, NISQ TIEEMAMNR R 7 — L TOFEEIF
JERAJRETH A 5. MU EREA 212, NISQ FIFICHEHATRE TR R T — &2 Ly a— ROFEDH
ZREE.



1.2.2 Oracle DERZEMDERE

iz, Oracle EWHINZ 7T v 7Ry Z ARABIZOWTEZS. 87703V XLTE, AT
LTRHTEOHNIDERONE XK T I v IRy VAMARERET 2D 5. ZNoDZ LI, &
HFHHE O BECHHIES - SRMEE 2R3 2 2 e THBRRERDDTH 503, B FitEHEE W T
T FEET 2B OHER Ty T2 ET 5. T74b5, NISQ TI3ZDFEEIHE LR
ARECH -7z D, FTQC ZHEL THEHE AR MDEW. o T, ZDXIRT T v 7Ry 7 X[
ZIEBGEC IO 7 e —F5 6 DFEEFEZME LD, (o0 Ofil OFFEFNC X - TEENEZ S
HDBEZCIWBEETHS. ZOE5BAFAEDO—2 LT, KIAETIEX, BDH28TF 713V XLDH
THRICHEZRDPDEER T LIV XL TH S Grover’s algorithm (GA) IZEEND 77 v 7Ry 7
A A& “Oracle” 1ICEH L7z, GA X, HEREDOEIREICH 2 B FIREBOH 2 6 FE D & FIREZ liH
T5720D0Y 7NV —F e LTIELEL HWLNTED, 220D & X 7128 L 72JE T Oracle 23
KEINZZWEH 5. LI L, RIFFETIIMRE L X7 05 IR B E WSS 2 THR
NS FEERRER 7 L3 ) X L DIREERLTS.

%

1.2.3 HEMET—25AHE LOEE

T—=RDAJ + Zra— PR, itBHROTRALN LDEETH 2. EBFRIEICBIT 2H5AHN
LFELE L TRDEERDDDO—2H, mFMEHEE (quantum phase estimation; QPE [35, 36])
TH3. ZHUZE Shor DRRESE 7 L2V X4 [3] R AR EHLMCH HHL 7129 X
L[5 O R B2 TN —F U TH D, EHIIAKREMNCIE, 2=V EEIZE T 2 EHHEZ A
TTNITYVALTH S0, BFLFEAEICBT 28 (ZALF %A DAL [6] RPETERIT
g (1] Z2 Wb Hwens. LaL, QPE O Controlled-unitary R FPET 77—V T
ZH#2 (quantum Fourier transform; QFT [36]) & W o 7 EDRRENICIR S, THHDFEEITIFIZ LD
gate BIEZ DL T 2720, ERMZHETIE NISQ TOEBRIIIEFICHETH 2. 2D L5 Rk
BT, NISQ Mo F—=XEAH LO7 7a—F & LTHEHIRTWS D0, GLRHIE (randomized
measurement [37]) TH 3. FHTHEHELR D DA “Classical shadow tomography”[38, 39] & F:ZN 5
TAITYVZALTHS. ZO7NLTY XLTE, AELEZVETFIRE p LT, 70X 2IGERL
=RV EET Upana ZEA S B THIEZITOHE b 2155, S5 0 120 U T Urang OHZHUTHHG
TOEREEHMa Y Y2 — R ETITH 28T, RF v F¥ay b p eMEh 2 0B FIREICE TN
BEMETTINCETS2HDEHEMTS. ZORFy T ay bEBEZLIED, 22 FEET 3
ZETILORETIREE p ~ mean[py, po, - | ZHEET 2. K D EHINCIZ, TCOIREE p 10T 2 &0
DF THENT NV ENRINHEE T2 2 e BN TE S, BARINCIE, M HDF 7T OHEE I TR
HIEEBIID T2 O(log M) &, NISQ 2T 2 12H 7 DIFEIZRN LY —VTH 5.

ZD & S1Z, NISQ THRANCE FIRREZ HiA T 7D DWIFEDIL ATHON T WS 28, RIFZETIE
ZhZe I IREIES. RIS, SURIEZ B THRWEENEH T 2 22 T, 20N EE Ry
FMEFT2E587V -7 -0 %2 RET 3.

124 FEBREOHRCOFE (FEIX LOER)

Ha YV a—7 4 7 OHEBTHEMYE (classical machine learning; CML) 233 % IXH T
WAD LRI, EFava—T7 4 Y 7OHEKRTH & FHEMFEE (quantum machine learning;
QML) 25EFFEHZINTWS. [, QML XAEEEZ AW FERED CML O 7 7 = v 7 £ dEH
HEDE L, 2L OEMDBHRAEIIOH IR TV S, BEHEEE TR, —RICEFAUVERICRERa X



FHHD, COARMEMZZIW@ET7ATY R LDOFEELFEETH S, FiC, BFitEICEDE
RICD DI DB N T — X 2 WS HE, EFADEFICEZ L DT X X EHEIBRBHEL D,
COMENR LAy 21K VBE. £3, 2ETEFHISOHNERHWT T X ZEHOLHRZ KD
235y, BHEY S HRHEZHEE T 2 FIETIE, T RBEZS 2 IS BOBIERBAHE Y
5. X512, QMLEFEORMEE L THISNTWS b DICFERE I 72 AFELHES: (barren plateau)
DHRDDH 2. MATHEZINZ2DIE, BT N—F V=27 EHWEGEORTIIEROEEHETH
3. EHEELERE XNZBEELRTH > TD, FIRT 103CLOPS #2E (CLOPS 31 #M&7-b
WCRITARERERD TH5. ZHCIAETE Yy Fofit, L, GflEHoHM oty 3o
WBECHERFEP EREINDZ I E2EZ D, KBBERET A EEE T2 23 H0ICE R IEE
2N [40]. DU EERBSE R B b, ERRTE R EBICEMEAE LN XS5 RFERTIL—b T —2
BRETHAS.

125 N=KROIT7DANIILAFTvIDFE (EFEEHRM)

BRI, "= F Y =2 72T 25EICEBERRIHMNATEL. I 2L —XTERIETANL R
AT 2B, T 274 APEE LB D ICEEST 2 Z R k5. ZAUIETHR
W) ARDEENS ZEZHHEL T3 NISQ THoTHRETH S, HlzIE, APHAFHL T
=Y Farra—& (PC) TH, RAM (XEV) oN—F74 A7 /SSDEDXA L —TD
TARMZITS Z LT, BYIREEOHERCIEFEORIM M 21T o TWa. FAKICEFRHERKHISIEL <
FELTW2 Z e 2HHET 22010, fiFERXZAZI2XD TAL ZDOZKZITODERH S, T%
DB, IPREI Z 5 ZFRICEZNEBRAT 5 “BERED DNRINATZ 2DEN D 5. BlicE
WKEENGE LEREMRH 7 AT ZL0, W OPIREINTWE D [41,42], BF bEF T 7 4 —
BER—ZWXZLEFETHY, BEEZZHT 2720108 OMERBBLETHZ. $/-, BTiIE
THEINIERTREWMD 2 2EZ 2L, ZOEIRGACEERTVES 7 74— W77
0 —FIFHENTIE R L, HOFAE» S D7 Ta—FBRETH %

1.3 SBREMRANDOT7 TO—FEEXBXDER

AelE, E7TEICE DRI 3.

B 1ETE, KX OMEE e FEREICOWTR L. AT, fido@h, B rilE s 5
TT2LEBICERT2HEICERL, 2o OMEZIRET 2. DIFETIE 1.2 i L& RIC)E
W7 7 —F L TWwL,

H2ETRE, BEFitBEORERFEHIZOWTHAT 2

HIETIE, 1.21 HizZI T, 7—&u—F - FIHIREEHEORECOVWTHRETT 5. B FafREIC
B 2R EBRERBED—O, WHAICHIERMNIZT —X 2 & TIREBICED AL TH 5. BIEFIET
BEHT 2R TEEDOY A XD T =1 Y I L, BREFITERT v I mL Tl
FOMERIZ TV COMEZBRT 27200 —20D7 7 —F L LT, EELICE > TIRREX
f17z TApproximate amplitude encoding (AAE)J [43] IZDOW AT 5. BIfFO 7 —&%u— K71
Y ALTE, ANT—ROEREEZETIRETERBE T2 22 1IENT 57012, RELRFHEaX
FPELT TV, ZZTARZLIY XLTHE, ARSIV IRBICAEROBREZTARTLIIEEZ 5.
TROE, WA EOFEZHWS Z 8T, AT =20 d 2 IREZ A MANCERT 2 12=4%1
HETZMNT 2. CUCXVEEX Ty P2 BIEFRICHARTHERBEIEANC 2 52 2 & A3 REEIC
2%,

B4 FETIX, 1.22 HiZ2 21T, Oracle DEZEDHFEICOVWTHE T 5. FHICEF—72 LT



Grover’s algorithm (GA) IZEH T %. GA ZEFIRIEHEIEY L3V X4 IFEN, BFFHHEICE
WCARAIRBTZ NIV AL TH 5. BELCHE LTHERAR BB FONS. ZOXRI T, &
REDBRETRIHAING T —AXR=XREBOHH» S, 7TV IZERT2E2FIREOATHBL, IR
IBOMIEZTS. LaL, BEFETE 7 ALVIY RLOFKICT 7y 7Ry 7 AMAEEEATED,
WHDOERMNRIENTERP o7z, EELIK Ko TRESINLART LY X4 [44] T, 3 &=
T L7 AAE ZIGHL, 2077 v 7Ry V7 RAZAREL Lz, XHI1T, T—XZR—RWREr /=
VIREEDOER D 2R, 77— X ZEZH OB EEZIS Z 8T, MYNICEF T —XERPITA5Z
Y. BRI EEG LT, & FEGHRRIC X 2 HREFMOMREE RS

HHETIE, 1.23 8k 1.24 {22 T, $hEWZ T —X5AN L OHE, ZEEEORILDOIH
BICOWTIHETT 2. ZHODOREEMRIL 27—V =22 LT, EEOLIREL INTK
ZRHALEEF-HEAL 7Yy F=a =12y bV =2 (qcNN)J [45] DWW TEHT 5. NTK
(neural tangent kernel) \&, L4 13& 8 ML O TH A SN DT, / — FEDERKDOHR T
RAZER2MEZDD. COMWHEICKY, FHBEDO X4 F I 7 X% 5lh$ 5 XD GRS 2
ok, IR FHEA R REIC R B, RETIE, 2D T 5 & 57 qcNN 242L L, Himi i
FRMTIC X D B FEMEZRL S 2582 im s 2. X OICHUEERIC X b B2 RS BIRR 12525
Blzils. EFAOMKE LTI, BiERORTFEETT —XORHEEZHME L, 2o ZELIRHE
W EDIRINCHE T —& e LTaANT. 2 2BRBEOHM NN ANANT 2 28T, L%
TV, BRAEE 2 R 7 %288 T 5. £z, RETMZ, 22T X 287 X RFAREO XG5 %2 BRI it
NN #ICRE L TED, &F ML TEAZMEETH 3 ABLHEE DO DR Y. X 51zl
ML OFEDEAAETH D, HALOPH X MIEFIT/NELTTL. —HT, ETADLLD
HJ1B8%D3, projected quantum kernel (PQK) OIFEE I 125 Z e Z/RT I TE %. PQK
BILHREDR D 2 BT A — AL LTHILATE D, ZOMRIZET ML OF| R & EEMEDWI %25
WL 2EKT 3.

96 FTIE, 1.25 €221 T, BEFRERANICOWTHRETT 2. A TIE, &SNS o R
TEREMRHZAZICBOTEWEREZRET 2 Z e H 6N TWAERTET L (generative model)
DEZFRICHT 22T, MBNLREFRERNOERZHKA L. BiEE LT, EFREBICHIGT
ZETIREO7 VH I N EETFIATEELTEE, BEREBICHICT 2 B TIRENAN T 2B,
MOPDT7FTENTEIeE2EZS. LoL, TNETIKE—OEFIREELYE T 2EMET LD
RRBFBEZ LI TW I, B FREOESZAMDOREOES L LTKZ % HDIFHRV». RET
X, BN ZET 5 7-DICE& FIRBICEE T 2 ¥ ik iR e 2L L, che¥PEIciHws 22T
MIRINCET VOB DTRZ B 2 2md (46] ODNE) . £3, HEIE LD &, oLz
FWTHEEEITOHEICRERY Y IAEIX, 2T L% 4 XTlE7% { R intrinsic dimension (&
DAEIFET 5 Z 2R T. - T, intrinsic dimension 73 FEEIER N ¥ W0 5 S5 R T, RoE A
HEDSEIOTRICB W TEN BRI D2 2 2 RL, TUEHAVWEETFERETLVERE S
5. ¥ T, BEEKD local cost (LOFEZEANT 2 Z T, ARHEAOMEZMEET 5. Hiin
T, BUEERZ O TTo B RE 72 ) X 2 OHREEHEOA R 2R3 . &RIC, ERICETFIREL
WRE LIBERIA R 7 2 FEL, BIEEBORRD» SIRE 7 LI XL 0EMMEZRT.

FBTETE, ARXOFLD I EERT.



E2E

BARNSFIEDGRA

AETIE, BTN 2 BARAEHC OV THIT 5. &b EMANRE, BTHE - Brat
HORENRERETH 5 [36] 75 B BIE A .

21 EFEvhk

AFTIE, BTy FOMEEREATS. o ¥ a—XTHEREZNS HBE, [HHROFEARBNIZ
'y b (bit) FRIN “07, “1"D2REBOEEL2rEIS. —/H, BETaY Y a—XTHERENS S
&, BROBEABMIETE v b (qubit) XN, H2EFIREX [v) DX S cKiLEhd. &b
BRI, b v IV REE LT,

) = ao [0) + a1 |1), (2.1)
ap, a1 € C, ‘00‘2 + ‘01‘2 =1 (22)

EREENS. HL, [0),]1) 1F 2 KT Hilbert ZEMICBIT 2 ELREKTH D “GHREK LI 5.
Thbb, K (2.1)1&]0),[1) WS 2IRED, ZRER |ag)?, |a1]? WO EATEREDINZIRE
YRZZENTES. X512, R (2.2) 2 5FHO, o, p1 ZHNT, ag = e cosg,al = et sing e
B, chER (2.1) KRAT 2 Z LT,
) = ao |0) + a1 |1)
= ¢ifo COSQ |0) + i sing 1)
: ’ 2.3
= gi%o (cosg |0) + i(1=%0) sing 1)) (2:3)

= ¢l%0 (cosg 0) + '? sing 1))

PELND. HL, ¢g=¢1 — g THDH, 0<0<m,0< ¢, 9 <27 TH3. i, R (2.3) DIRAKITD
TREL e IZEANTEE L 2\ (¢o 1 “global phase” ¥ RN 2Z) T BRT I ENTE, £L DI
BIXERE L TE X TRIER W, fiE- T, —fIIZ 1-qubit IR,

) = cosg |0) 4 ¢? sing 1)

rERED. M, B HEORE P ICEEN D 61T HIRIAE (relative phase) T & IR S, T
DFEFLETCIZ, 1-qubit DBETIREE 3 XITEMICBWTRIR LD DA 2.1 THD “7'a v kiR
(Bloch sphere) ” M-I 2. F7z, 70 v REROBEBIINIGST 5227 bLE “Ta v kX7 bL
(Bloch vector) 7 ¥ BESX.



2.1: Bloch Ek

— DB FEHE TIEERD qubit ZHWTITH 2, FETE vy MR 2581%, SIRED
7 > Y VA (tensor product) & UL TCRtiRE 5. fl 21X 2-qubit REEZ % &,

lp) = [¥h1) @ |[p2) = (aoo |0) + ao1 1)) ® (a10]0) + a11|1))
= agoQ10 |00> + apoag1 |01> + ap1a19 |10> + apra11 |11>

EWVWIHIEETHS. FARRIZ n-qubit TEE X % &, X3 % Hilbert ZZHDRITIX 2" £ 72 D, qubit
B U CHEBEABANICE R RIREER R Z 2 Z 212 5. ZHUZ n-bit DX E V) ZZ/MT n lD N4 F
V7= LR A BB Y o —& 2 3R TH Y, BEFHEOBMNMEDO—DODJFRTH D &
E25% (ETUHMN) . 2 qubit RTIE, ZOMKTFZ 78y RERD LS IKK/RT % Z L IdWE#ED, &
FIRREEBRDH 2 2 BIKICHE T2 2L THEERZIZ 222 TE S

(2.4)

22 EFEY MIXNTBIRE
AT, 2.1 HICEALLRT Ly b2 HOTRTAEET51CH 7 DB Y 72 5 KA 72 5 {E
COWTHAT 2. £, MOEMHHICT 272D RFIREEZRY FBRTIS 2L 2 £ 2 5. f
21z, % (2.1) % [v) = ZO LT A, FAY, CORBICEAT AHETIR2 x 2 DEEL= X
1

U —{THITRATE 2. BRI, HIMFHRET NOT HEIIHIGT % & 5 7R HEE,

()
xio= (1 6) () = (o)

DEIWCATKEBIEHALT|0) & [1) BREET 2. M, RFEy MHEAT 2HEETZ “— 1
(gate) "2 FERZ 223D 5. Bz X, LEEofITlX, X 7¥—F (X gate) EWHEATHB. 7=,
1-qubit 7213 T < B D qubit ITIEH T 2 BIEBFRICER T2 A TES. FIKEREZDDL
LT CNOT (Controlled-not) gate 23® %. T4 2-qubit gate TH D,

THEZBNS. Thbb,

CNOT =

S o o
(= el =]
_ o O O
o= o o



Thzohd. X (24) TEHEETAS L,

1 0 0 O aoo aopo

|10 1 .0 0 apr | _ | ao1

CNOT |90> - O 0 0 1 aio B ai1
00 1 0 arl aio

BEOND. TibB, 5 1lqubit 23 “1”DHE DA, 5 2qubit 2 KIET % & WHOERAME Sz, 2
DEIBIERADD, 207X —MICX F— e dMEh 3. §lfHl7r— MI23HTRT LI CE
bON (XY 7N XY b entanglement) Z4ERT 27-DICHERYT — N THY, BEFitHENA
DIFRUIEEITS 5 Z TR REBETH 2. £ 2.1 TRENREBETF— bR L.

#*2.1: RRWLEFS— 1

(=t | mEEm | amEm k|- | mmmm | 7515 |
0 1 z-HiJE b cos ¢ —isin 2 x-4hE D
X I R.(# R, (6 2 2
(1 O) D [ Hz ©) (ising cosg > D 0 [\lE
0 1 y-HhE D cosd —sind y-HlJE D
Y I R, (0 )
(—i O) D % v(0) (sing cos% D 0 [a]#z
1 0 2-HfiE e~0/2 2-HhE b
A 7 R, (0 R,(6 _ B
| ((°) | o e () e
1000
1 1 xz-lE D — 01 00
H iH L CcX e
] \/5<1 1) DL e 0001 e
0010
100 0
10 2-1iJE D —— 010 0
T lT L _ cz 8 Z
7] ﬁ(o e_”/4> /4 1Al — 001 0 i
000 —1
REI DRI, FIEIWCOWTHHAT 5. HEX S 2DEEADHF L LTbir s, 2 Z Tl

ZIE, FHEEEAOHE Y LT My =1(0) (0| #EZ 5. HL, (| 1& (| = () TEFRxNL 3. M, 1 1&
I MEEERL, R ) Ty N (R T ITeER S ZhEAVTR (2.1) DIk
RER G L7z BRIC “O" DY HIE S LB R Py 13,

Py = (| Mo|yp) = | 0]y) > = |ao|?

LEEEANS. 7, BRILR TIRER EEEET p = [0) (Y] TRL, “F 7H 7L (observ-
able) ” LIMENZ T I — MEETEAWTREENSE 2L 355, HIRIZFTHFATL O LLT
ZWETE Y 5 L, MESROBIE (0) 13,

2 _
©)=Tefpz) =T (20 %) —af - o}

aopaq —ai

LERIRENS.




2.3 E2FMEK

AREITIE, BEFIFFEORB L LT “EFEE (quantum circuit) "1ZOWTHEICET. &t
BRLET 712V XL 2MRBEMNICHEST 272005 LT, BFEIEEFIENRTWREREZHW
5. BEFEETIE, LLFO KL 51 qubit KT EF7 — M ZIECEES 2 2 e TR FHEHEZRIT 5.
Flp e LT, BRI 7 L) X ADRRESER LT WA, HEREEAHRE LT VRRY
MET BN, Rt LT, qubit HZ L 723 LitdhvEit: - WHic 25035 5. fle LT,
2.212 3qubit FO R T (GHZ-state £RKEEE) ZRL7z. ZORDEKT 2 & 2 A%, U TO#E
DTH53.

o (CHAHIAD MR DL qubit BUIHIEL TV 5.
o CEEAHIAND o oHGITIEICHEZ L T\ L.

1. ¥7, % 1qubit 12 Hadamard gate % {EH.
2. RIZ, 86 1, 8 2qubit [EIZ CX gate Z/EMH. HL, control bit X565 1, target bit (355 2qubit.
3. KT, 5 2, 5 3qubit I CX gate Z1ER. fHL, control bit (X5 2, target bit IX5 3qubit.
4. |FBIT 3 DR TD qubit ZEHEEETHIE.

0)

10) <> A

10) — A

2.2: &1 [EEO—fFl

70, REBERZETIRKETRHET 2L LITOED TH 5.
|0) + |1) 2, |00) + |11) 3, |000) + [111)

V2 V2 V2
ZZT, mAHADKREP VDR E T VI NBEZO DR TERVI L Z2IERMLTEBL. ZWETFHD
A (entanglement) 72 2KEEICHHIG L TW3. K22 2255 &, ZOEEDL CX gate (7 —
N ZHBZeBDh51E55.

1000) L |0)

|00)

24 IT>A—FTa4 Y - f351t

AETE, BFETHOWORAIREN Ry a—F 4 027 - fFELECOVWTRHT. TR
FEIEZT X, b h2BTFE Yy ML, 072w TF =X 2 ANTE2RBERDH S, T —X
DANZHTzo T, EFREOED IS BRHHEZHWTERZRAT 20 VWIHIBIRT, AR
F—XOHDIAASTHIRETH 3. BTFHETIE, BTy FOBET 2 HHE, BAMCERE, IR
Mg, fiAHE W o 72 DK L, il 5 DRANCES W TS T 2 2 & THEREZ R T 5. BERE
WEoTE, BFREZZDEEANE LTS 2 H 3P, & 2 CIREHIVEREZ B FIREEICHEA L
ZraEZZ. BEINCIE, MED N XTERZ ML x TREINSZ AIIKED = {x!,--- xM} %
n—qubit IZHEHDAL I E2FEZ 5.



2.4.1 Basis encoding

HEANAL F ) F =2 DfFEL2E 2 2B, &b BRI TEZEN R SLF1ED Basis encoding
(BE) T®%. Basis encoding Ti&, NA F VHIZFHRIEEKICISSETERT 5. IR, n—bit D
BLE y 31 (0011) & n—qubit D&FE v M [3) =(0011) e RIFT 2L WS I EETH 5. —&ik
ERR

) = bn -+ b1) <> &= (by -+ 1)

YERED. M, EHEERBETIEAICH, Flla a2 — X THOWLATWED LI AL F V5
BERZHOAUIEBRABETH 2. CNEBE X TRICEITEANRED -, N=127F
%) xELAGOEREL LTERET3 L,

T
D) = ﬁ mZ:1 |z"™)

5. HL, M EOEZRIZE T non-zero ¥ L 7. Basis encoding D%, & L~UL b ZZR DK
TE 2" WCHRTHDIAEN T WD T — XD M DN WIEEIIE, ZDIRIENKZ K 7 4 XMHEDE
WEWI AT oML, T, ALEDT — X2 RET 2 DITLEL qubit DA, fOTFE1L
FIRCHRTZVWE WS RED H 5.

2.4.2 Amplitude encoding

Amplitude encoding 1%, EE 7 — & 2 & IR @ﬁﬁ_:@ﬁﬁmmkﬂmé%fﬁ?fﬁj‘éiﬁfé E)
AN UERUCHE D & ETIREBOIRIED 2 TG T 5 REOBIHITERIINIGT 279, En
1IZRB2BEDND . ?Eb‘l’é, FRRRCHIERT R e ZDEEHDIADL ZIIHETH D, fﬁ*ﬁ
{LDOFHEPDBEL 5. L LS, HHL algorithm GRESERZHEEINEST 2 710310 X 4)
[5] % Grover’s algorithm [4] D X5 R ELER 7NV ITV XL ZHEDETELEL D7 AT X LTHO
BRTVREELRFS(LTETDH 5. HBILEROERRZ ML x € C, Silz? = 113, ETIRRE

) € HZHWT,
T
X = : Ans ij ij ‘]
ZTon

YRED. FARDOEZ T TRICETILANKED O L5 2RT S b LLIETH A e C272"
i,

|Yp) =

N
2,2 ol

eHREL.HL, N=2" M = 2m,2ij|a,~j]2 =1 ¥ L7z. Amplitude encoding ®Fi%, BE &%
RO RETZZ2HENEH T % qubit BUSKIF LR WARTH D, BE &L L TH U qubit 8T%
CDERMEHDIALZ N TES. —HT, {RIBL WS 7Fn &2 HVWTERERE T 272D

10



1/ 4 DMK L, REEHIEIC X » THERCIRBEEZFEE T 21213, Z < OHERBRBHETH 5.
B TIREEDIRIEZ SRANHEE T 272D DR D BAICKRINTEYD, 47 2 LD T Ik AR E
FIRBEHEE 7 LT ZADBMERI N TV AS.

2.4.3 Angle encoding

ZZETO 2 00 HLFER, FHEERESLHERRIEE WS> R T REDD ODHHEIIN LT, FiZ
HHEERZ DAL D Do 72, ZHUTH L Angle encoding 1%, % & FIREEICHT S 2 [BEEERIED
AEY L THEREHEDADFIETH 5. HlZIX, 1-qubit OFIHPIREE [ ) 1R LT, BEEHREE L
T R.(02)Ry(61) BZIRL, IR ML x € C2 R HDALHE, FFELBEDIRE [y 13,

|wx> = Rz($2)Ry(x1) |1/Jinit>
= U(x) [init)

EWHIREETRLS 5. HL, U(x) iF=>ya—&x— (FEdR) it ds2=4%1) —#HEFTDH
%. Z®dX 51T Angle encoding TlX, AT —RIINILET 25 (LROEFIRELZHET 235D
TR, Ty a—X RIS RO FRENFEEZNS. CHERATZZEZS L, TV a—
=%t T2 TCHMT -2 o B TFRENOBBRZHRIF L TVWDE I LIIRE. 72, Lol
T, Bl 21X RZ(GQ)Ry(Ol) N\ X %2)\733“5[4%3&:, DRI T 5 K5 (91,92) = ({L‘1,1L'2) LAz
Tolnd, KOOI S DBEZS U (01,02) = (f(21,22),9(x1,22)) £ T2 LT, ¥H0E
BICHIEZIEZ LD TES. ZOEIRIVA—X—OXRFTHHEDOE I H D, La~L bR
BT B F— X0 DRGNS, 74TV X ADMRICERT 2 B FHEWEE 0TI, Angle
encoding 23K LN TV 5.

iz d HINZIG U B b A EDN R EIER SN T WA D, KX CIIXFHHZEIZ T 5. M, 151k
WZBE U T BRANIC B U 7 2R E & LT [48] 23 5.
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E3E

MENLT—XO— FFE : Approximate
amplitude encoding (AAE)

B 3ETIE, NISQ ZRHE L LRI RRIEL Y a—F 1 Y 7 OFRICOVWTERT. fTWiewny
NI AL THLUEFBEFEEZEZ S 220, RO PHAMNICHVWLNE S DD—200, iRIET
> a—7 4 »7% (amplitude encoding; AE) TH 3. EELIX, 2O AEKEHL, (kD7 — 2 #H
DIAAFIRITLART, BREREFERE ORI ZHEHANCHITR U 72 FE% [49] TRE L. RETIZ,
RIEL > a—7 4 7T 26780 8 Z DMERICOWTRE L2, IBR 7 L3V X 4 DF %
WS 5.

3.1 FATRMORE : s REHNGT )Y —2R

INET, RBL>a—T 4 VI REHTI20DBEZEL D7 L) ZLPREINTE. KD
FA4 —77% 7 7Fr—F ¥ LT, multi-controlled rotation gate Z{#5 d DA3dH 5. ZAUINIET 55
EZ —D 3 OEIRL 26, TOHHEL TBWALAALEDIREIZNIGT 5 [Elizih & [lixH 2 A5 5
ZeT, HNOBTIREZEZ2FETHS. LrL, TOFEEZHVT n-qubit I L TF—& %1
DAL E®EZ DL, HLIZ O2") ODERSDHEEDPRLBERZ D DD 5. o T, RITT—&
ZHDIAATZHZED T VTV X LERD T, TR MR THEBEORFIENG oML LTS, £
DRERENTYa— P TEHELTLES. 22 CZoMERMET XL, 57 7 v —9 (ancillary
qubit ZE AT 572Y) OFEDHFEINLD, RES — A THEZ ancillary qubit 23 FEEUESEIC
%25 Z BN TWS [50, 51, 52, 53]. BHIZHID 7 7' —F & LTI, Black-box oracle ZH\ %
HDBIEINTWVWS [54, 55, 56, 57, 58]. L LA S, ThoZHWT S EWREERE R X 72
BT T — ZMDIABZTEI LT 2L, IFHCRERETHEEEPBREL IR D720, TR ER
WEEDMES Z e pFIB TV S,

CITHULEBEZRNEEZTAS. DEDO7 13V X LTI, BEREOHDAZZBIEL TV,
Lo L, ot okks ZBEICHZAT 2 &, #63 L b IEFITEH VAT B HEREFEIEX2 D T
W, (BRI, 2L OBUERTETIXAMEEDY 3 d DU T TH o7z b, FEEEIAZ R T SRl
TR K ELREHOMEA THRNIEZEE SN ERYE. ) T THRAW, HDATNE T —XICHRD
MERTARTAILT, Tya—XOEI Z KN Z 2 FEERF L.
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~{Ra(01.2) o Ry (021) [g— - —
4o TR \ .
! y(022) |

02,1
% R.(01,2) (02,2)

\
—4+1%z(91;3)%AT**'*+1?y(92,3)%‘T‘*

t
i
£
|3

t

4Rx<él,n> M{Rywz,n) %L Rz<9;vL,n>

3.1: R AR(fEREFEEEDO I

32 REFVILIVIL
321 aAvEFh

RBE7 L) ZLTIE, HIZIE, K31ICRIND LSBT X XFZRETFER (Parameterized
quantum circuit; PQC) ZHWT, FTEDEZ BMEICETT—XE LTANT 22 2ER 5 R
K BRYPRBERIYa—ZXERVEBTFREIECEMUMICRET2 2 2E 2 5. Flg, =va—X ik
BLZAT S =D B FEBEEOFEEH VT, PQC ORI XX E2RDZ L VWS HIEE L 3. Zhid
2—H Oy FFIN2MEEEZ, ROLNHFERE) G TPQC 2 LoD, £5ik% A
WCZya—XDBENAFEETH D, NISQ ITHEL-FETHI L EZX 5.

3.2.2 [ERERE
MSEIPDEFTLIYRLEZFTFTEILRMBEL, N RTOERZ PLADBFETICHEZET S

I H% n-qubit IIRIEL > a—7 4 > 7L, IKHE |Data) 24T 5. BRI Z DRI,

N-—1
[Data) = 3~ d, 1) (3.1)
=0

r#REND. HL, j I n-qubit ICBF 2FEEECHIE, d;j 13 d D j HEHORSZRL, N =27,
vd? =1 %ii7=T T 5. 22 TRADBEMR, UO)[0)" = 00 ay]5) &5 2= %V [EE U(6)
DRT

U(0)]0)®™ = |Data) (3.2)

ERASPX5

N

[

_ N
a;|j) =

=0 =0
DERMFZIMTT NI AR PV O ZRDHIETHS. (HL, kb 28D, ~fROKELE
Z5BIE (3.2) BZ VIR L TER 2R E DD 5. ) ZOMBEDKRAL > ME, K (3.3) DFEE
BHHEZ T TRAFESET RIS IRLENDH 2K TH 5. FHEE, [59] Tl Quantum generative
adversarial network (QGAN) ZH\2 Z & T, BMAEINCH LT — 2 OOt EE = > a—
R PEEZRELTVEH, TNTREARMEZT 2 LIFTERW.

d; [7) (3-3)

13



323 BIEFLEOMES FESHEETIETAHL

[59] Ti&, PQC 25 D1 U(8) [0) % FHEEECEN L - oORE N AFTEO MR 3 & 5
S U0) 2 IETVE. Tibb, FEERIL FOMGRE M- T 10k 3.

la;[> = [ (j|U(6) ]0) [* = |d,|?,Vj € [0,1,--- , N —1]
Soay = :Edj

DF D, BB RZ T EHAWTEE 2T 20T, IRIBOFEEZIBEETERVWILERLT
W3, [59] T, X (3.1) OFRPEREI B S 2 HER |d; |2 1ICOARBEKD D o 7o 72 DRIED 25 o
723, IV RS L FEE R T 2 12350 R X CTHRIE T 3D ENRDH 3.

324 RE7ZILIVIL

FITEAZ TFEEESL T TR, ZRUCER T3 REANDHE D S THHRLMFICER T 5
2o T, FRoMEZ AT 2 FIEEZRRE L. —BRNZIRNZEET 22, LFD 225075 —RI1C
FIITEZLZDENRD S.

Case 1) d D2EFHED2T non-positive L £ 1F non-negative DIGH
PQC D87 X 2% F B B IROMFGEMF LT, UMD 2 /2 AV 5.

[GIU@)[0)%" [ = ;> (V)

G (8) |07 ? = (Z_ d; (k] HE" |k>)

k=0
=aj'*  (¥))
ZZT df \& Walsh-Hadamard Z# [60] 12X D O(Nlog N) OFtEE T THRANCHMEIHETZ 2
ZeREFHLTBL. FCd PR —2ARGE, COHEBIEILIEMTE, K=N*0<a<1)
D RTO(Klog Klog(N/K)) £725 [61]. M, ZDfEIE N 2305 2 1 fEWHBERNIC 1 ~3E5K.
DX BMHEEFEDO R THE N PQC ZHWTTF — R 2B TIREAEDAAL, ZORITEORE
F7AATY R L%FETTS. (KM3.2 (a)

Case 2) Case 1 LULDOHE (IEANEL > TV H5E
¥3, FRBOFEICEH TS Z 2 T |Data) ZLLRD X SIS 5.

|Data) = [Data™) + [Data™) (3.4)
i, |Data®™) IZIED S D, [Data™ ) IFIEMHAD S DZEFET. Z ZT ancillary qubit ZEA L,
|4) = |Data™) |0) — [Data™) [1)
DIRFEEEZ X 5 Z L TETOIRME%E non-negative ICET I N TES. I TRIMEREEHWT
) = o251y |j) e EFT 22T B L, Case | DHHEIFIUTO X S ICHSHE 5.
|GlU©) 0" P =1d;1* (¥))
N-1 2
| (Gl HE U (0)[0)*H * = (Z d; (k| H®" |k>)

k=0
=[dj'[> (%))



Post select
to ™"

— mpP. —
— — Quantum —
i_l](e) | © | Algorithm i_l](e) E gﬁmﬁg
Data loading Data loading
(a) Case 1 (b) Case 2

3.2: 7Y RLDHEHAA X —3

Lo L, ZORETHMZERZITS L UBO)[0)°" T = £§) ¥ 2o TLES. 2 I TREICMUTD
WHEEITS . 3, FHEBEDOIREIZB W T, ancillary qubit 12 Hadamard Z#1%175 &

|Data™) — |Data~) |Data™) + |Data ™)
V2 V2

7%, fito T, TZ T ancillary qubit 23 |1) & 72 2IKEE%Z post-select T2 Z & IZ K> T, FIED
KETH2K (34) 2FoND. ZOXIBRIKFMFD T THEE SN PQC EZHWTT— X2 & T
KA DA A, Z D% ancillary qubit 2R < qubit I L TAHMEDOE T 713 ) XL E2EITT 5.
(3.2 (b))

I®" @ H ) = 0) + 1)

325 I>OA—4—U(0) DFTEHE

ARETIE, =>va—x—-U(0) OFEHFEO—Hle LT, A NETHVWHlZxRT. M, 54
BTOAFEEHWTER Ly a—X—2HT 2. &RAENEZITOCHD, RdDEER
DA FEHROERTH 5. RBEFRE T, BFEFKOHNOMERRICESVT, BTFINE
DIRMEZ AT OEICTHIR T 2 EH 5. TIabb, FERIAMME O MEREZ BN RS 2 B2 0 H
% . WEHRSA0 R o FEBE O I 12 13 A% & IRt R WS 2 8 23T & 308, ARBFFETlE Maximum Mean
Discrepancy (MMD) Z W7z [62, 63]. 24U, 1) > 7V ¥ 702 X D FRANCFHED T %= 2 5,
2)parameter shift rule 12 & D RRANCFHE D A[RER 72D TH 5. M HFELDFEF L LT, Steln
discrepancy (SD) % Shinkhorn divergence (SHD) [64, 64] ZFHH\W5 Z & TZ 3.

T, FENRDET VDO M ENDHERINZ qo(j), X—7 v N DHERIMZ p(j) £ T2L, 2
A MREEC Loarnip(qo(5), p(4)) BATFD X S ITERTZ 3.

Lyvp = Ymmp(ge.p)?, (3.5)
N-1 N-1

YMMD = Z 20(5)®(j) — p(7) ()
- =

ZZT®(G) I3 2RHUBEMABG T 2B THD, T TERSINDZ I — X VEE
k(j,k) = ®(5)T ®(k) % Gaussian I —FMSGERE T2 L, Lavp(qe(d),p(5) = 01& qo(5) = p(4)
CEMTHZ ZEHRINT VWS [62, 63]. Lyyyp BV TV THhOHET S Z 2 RFEITEL
&, X (3.5) 1 k(j, k) ZHWT
Ly =Ejng (65, k)] — 2Ejng, [6(4, k)] + Ejnp [£(4, k)] (3.6)
k~qo k~p k~p

ERBITE 3.
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I EARR R A2 AT 2. Bl LT 3.24THTRH L7z Case L IZDOWTEZR B &, 28R
DET IS XN RS

a0 (j) = | (jlU(8) [0)*" 2,
@' (j) = | Gl HE"U(9) |0)*" |2

L, chehnrhzh
p(j) =d?, p"(j) = (d¥)?
LB L0 EED D (Case 2 BIAEER) . EED2EE T,
£(0) = Lavin(qo,p) + Lanap (g, p™)

2
ZaAAMEBE LT, 2heR/MET 2 EDICRIXAXEHEZITS e THHNOKEEZRD 2 Z 228
T 5.
a X MEEL (3.7) AR NEEZHWTER/IMET 212H72 D, ¢ X X 0 5 single rotation gate D
[Bl#sf exp(—if,0,/2) ICHDAFNTOIRNERET 2. ZOHE, ¢ & ¢ff © 0, BT 24
I, parameter shift rule [65] 12X > T

20— ) - 4 )

(3.7)

06
M) — ) - = 0)

r#E5. AL, ¢y (j) = | (| Ur=(0)|0) 2,5 () = | (jI HU,+(0) |0) |> TH D, parameter shift
SN2 = XV EE T

Ur:t = Ur:ﬁ:(ela"' 797"71,07‘797‘%»1;"' 79R)
:U(ela 36’)"71707":‘:7‘—/2707“4»13“' 70R)

rBWVZ M, RIZRIXZBETHY, I PQCOEX L LTR=InTH%. ULEEEx K
(3.6) 2L, L OABEFIHET 2 &

oL . .
287& =E; o (K0 K)] = Ejng,_ [5(], k)]
k~qe k~qe

- Equg;t— [k(J, k)] + EjNQO; (K4, k)]
k~p k~p

+ EJNQQTA}H [k, k)] = Equegf (K4, k)]
k~qg ke~qg!

- Ej~q9£1+ [H(jv k)] + Equeij— [’Q(jv k)]
kNpH kNpH

ERTTEHTESD. THUR Gk BHERD g0, 95 4,00 05 0PI B YTV TTEIL
THHRMSEMTES. ZAUCED L(0) BRMET 287 RZNZ bV O = (61, ,0r) OEH %
R NATITS 2 TES.

16



3.3 #Em

% 3FETIE, NISQ ZHiE & LERNZIRBL Y 2 —7 4 Y ZOFRIZOWTRE L. AFIKIC
£ D, qubit £ n 10 U THRE DR S HIETE - JARIEE DA A D 72 0 D BT [FIEE D IR & 3, KT
BOFEZEAT ST RIEBICAROIRAEZFFEIE) O(poly n) TTL I ITkD. THEZL
DT —X%ELYa—RFFT3BICFIEFICBENIRKEZVD, —AHTREE LT, T a—XDERIH
BBEPRENI2 270, T—XDY 7 AXA LZBEIZIZE L TWiRWw., Lo L, BEiciEr — £
R=2ARRD & 5%, " BERBRT —ZRXR—AZMELTEE, Z2MELBRT 2 LB KR
WIXEHTH . 7, SBROBEOHAMEL LTE, 20X BT —ER—2ADF > 74 V¥EP
HREEDRDHNES. B S A, PQC ORI ETTIECHER N O Z S RANCHEE T 2F
EORFEREDOT 7NV —F VORI HIREINS. FA4ETIE, AFEZISHT S 2 LT, BRI
Kl & 2T &7 Grover’s algorithm (2313 % Oracle(7 7 v 7K v 7 A[EEE) H3IAE LT AT )
X LDIRFEITOVWTELTS.
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E4E

BEREY 7S Oracle M3 © Grover's algorithm

55 4 B TIX, Grover’s algorithm (GA) IZBWT Oracle(7' 7 v 7Ry 7 A[K) 2 RE L 2% Fik
ZRET 5. GA X, BFIRIEHEE & MEN, BFatHE OB 2RI IRAL S 2 BEE DR
BRETT7NVIAVAL/HTN—F e LTHIGNTWS. GA RCALZElE LT, FEEMRE [66], =
THEMCEE [67], FIRIAT = ZIEA A >V R [68], B TFIRIGHEE [47) RV H 5. TOHTHA
5T, 7—ZN—AMBIBEICEHT 2 [69]. 7 —XRX—2AMRIL, EERTHELIMONLE
BREETH 2 L FRIC, GADPHID TIREINEZBOEF—T7THH 5. “MREE X “REx—
Xy FUIHE LRSI DTE, LTOMEL S REEE LTRT LD TES. $7, 81V
Ty I ADPMRONTZHOER TR I N T —ER—AZ2HET 3. RADXX7IF THEZbhi
72V (query) 7T—RERDBIEVERZ DDA YTy 7 REMP? ) ZRHNFZZTHS. 7—X
RN=ANT TV T —=REZZATED, ZOA YTy 7 AZHFNE Z e “MEB LI 5. 1996 4F
WHELE N7 Grover DJFREFRL [69) TIE, 1 ¥ 7 v 7 ADAIZHEH LBt X iz b,
ZNEEF — 710D W 3 AREN LR TIRIEEEI N RSN 2 ks INHOT—&23H -
72356, OWN) HOMITTIZ ) F—RERRT S ZLHTEL L WS Z L AHRANCIEATE
5. [, HHFETIERD ROFETDS ON) HORITHREL %5, 20 Grover’s algorithm {2
LoTHOND 2FINMEDNRTH 5.

INEBRTT7LITYRLICHT 272012, GA DFEEFTENINETTHZIMEIRTNHS. L
L, FxOHIBRD, BEOBEKRTEACEZDDIFRY LRV, Thbb, BENLRBEREICE
WT GA ZFEEL NI ODTH 5. AWFETE, KREBERIP S K-~y F V7 GiAatH LI
E5MEEZ —KBEETRIRT 2703V XL Z2RET 5. KAETIE, FIDIIERD GA 2OV TEH
L7212, 2 DFEE FOMBERICOWTRLS. 20k, WO CTHEREZHLL 2181, R 7T
VAL ZNZHWETEY A ML= a YIZOWTEHET 5.

4.1 HERD Grover's algorithm ¥ FER
Grover's algorithm & &

RIATE, BRIENZ GA[69] ICOWTL 2 —F5. 73, YIHIKRE |U) & 7 VIREE |¢) ZDLF
DEIICERT .

|¥) = sinfq) + cosblqt), (4.1)
0= P ID). (1)
) = 35 (1 P)[¥) (13)
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GaGo|V)

20
V)

> |qt)

Go|'¥)

4.1: Grover’s algorithm D4 X =

ZZTlgh) id|g) RETT2RETHD, ChEHAVWZZET (V) BR (4.1) bR TE 3. M,
N=/(U|P|¥) & N = /(9] (1 - P) ) ZIEHELR, PIISFHERT, 0= (¢|¥) TH3. H
FNE 7 TV IREEDIRIE sin§ ZIIE T2 22 TH 3. TNEFEHT 2 DD, Grover HE T

G = G4Go,
ThHb. ZIZTG,, GyldZzhzih, Oracle HiE T ¥ Diffusion {HE T ¥ FRIX,
G,=1-2P,
Gq=2|W) (V] -1
YRTIEDTES. BREVE LTI, G, I & W HIENROREDONE KizXE (v—F>2)
Gg 2 XD |U) ZHMCMHEZITDIRT Z 2 s 2 (K4.1) . EE, FiohRXzisabe
52T
G lg) | [cos(20) —sin(20)] | |g)
lgt)] — [sin(20)  cos(26) lgt)

PELNE. CORDE®RTZ L2211 TG, |q),|¢b) TN FHENE A 20 7217 EH5T 3 |
EWS e THD. ZOFER, G %t [1 |U) IfEH X8R | U = G D) 1F

| = sin((2t + 1)0)|q) + cos((2t + 1)0)|¢™*)

ERINDG. [Eo T, WYIR t D3l |¢) DIRIEZ 1 FTHIET 22N TES. ZADED
BEAM GADEZHTH .

HERFOMBIES 1: Oracle ' BEFDIERK

R, TNEIRINCEE T2 e 2E R 5. RDEBEEROD, IREEIEONR L R 5 REE ~—
XUTTD G, 7H, TNEHET 2IE P yRbErRs. £ ZATPIEK (4.2) Z@EU T g),|V)
WWEkoTREEINS., 2, MBOMERE TEEEHEN, RS, MBHERICHEST 2 IR
RIEHEIE X2 WR) ISR T 21ERPFICICKR WY, Grover HE TR TERWI L 2 EKT 3
POTHE. THADNERD Grover’s algorithm ZFEH T 2ICEIT 2 1 DHOMERTH 5. H
L, “BZR7 LIS O &k, BARENZIET] 5 2 0 & FEt B OMRE o N REEZ 8 LU Tl L 72 vwWihE
& FIRIEHEE O R T, ancillary qubit @BMZ LI XD, TOBHROIRELXF|ITE 3 X
ST BRHREDTRIZED, GA DIRIEHIBOREZF2 e TES. LirL, ZA5OKET
NIV ZALZTCIATHORENRD D, BRI 22K Z .
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REROMER 2: KEERICHDNBHEE

FREWC TNV XL HHAT 21, Mor0EZITS 2 & THIHHRE |U) & |¢) 2%, b L
QBRBETI2HENRDHS. VWE V) ¥ LT n-qubit RERET &, ZORITIE 2" H 5. ZDIREEIC
FA—TWIREERDIAL Z v #E X % 2, 2°(= N) fl® multi-qubit-controlled gate A3 HE I %2
5 (3BT LI@ED, A RREBEHOFEIREINTVEY, Ehd O2") DY Y —ZAHH
) . o T, GAIT & b MTEEL (query complexity) 28 O(VN) TFL e LTH, F—X L DI
B n 20 U THREIICE RS 5. 2Tl GA Kiko TR ONLBTINENKE S BHEINATL
£5. IO 2 OHOMERTH 5.

42 REFE

AIETIE, DAL 72 2 DOMEZ RIS 2 71TV XL OWTHHT 5.

421 FIREERTE :2EFNE—2IIVvFT

%9, T Np RIEOEF— XX bbay, = |agp, - an,_14) BH2L$%. ZIT
k=0, N —13&T—RXZIRONIA VT v 7 RA%RT. $bH, 7—XRX—=XZ N @D
BRI NTVR WO RERETH . ZOKRWFT, Np RIEDHET—XXT b LTY
TV (query) b =[by, - ,by,_1]t B5ZBNS. ¥, ap, bIIIHICEBTRELY LTHEZHN270,
ERMESAE Y a0l = 1,55, 07 = 1 2iiife 3. Hx OB, 77— XN—- ALK SN BEROHPT
b bICEVWHODA ¥ 7y 7 R (target index; ky, = argmaxy|alb|) ZRDZZLTH3.

422 $REFE  Black box less Grover's algorithm
Stepl: IKREZE(H

AR LR R BE&FTANA RATITI 72D, T— 228 FIREE L THEDAODKEND 5.
BARINCIE, URD & 5127 — XX — 2 IRKE |database) & 27 = U IREE |query) Z AR THIX LW,
Amplitude encoding (AE) ZHW5 &

|database) = A|0)@(mp+nr) (4.4)
1 Np—1N;—1
=N > > aliolk): (4.5)
j=0 k=0
1
=5 > |data(k)) @ |k)1, (4.6)
k
(query) = BJ0)®"» (4.7)
Np—1
= > blip. (4.8)
=0

¥7%%. ZZTH|))p) & T —RITRIET B e AL 22 Hp ETER UatEREE V- K5
THY, {|k),} 134 ¥ F v 7 2CHIET 3 AL NER Hp BTHEKE LR EREE W RBT
H5. Bitozo, A qubit 8% np,ny & L, FZERMORITEE Np =2"°, Ny =21 5 5.
K (45) TR, k BHOF —&~Z MUSHIES 2 BTIRE |data(k)) = Y20 ali)p ZHALL.
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$Ib b, |database) HETDA T v 7 RIIHIET 27— X7 PVOEREGOEIREEZ £ o T
Bz eicnind . K (4.4),(4.7) T, Mcs 28 FREZERT22=2) —#HEFL LTAB
ZEALZ. BL, 41 ECTHERML7ED, A, B ZWIRANIHERR S 2 72 DII3458UE O 7 — b #1E2
WEY 755 [70, T1, 72, 73).

b 72 A2, Basis encoding (BE) Z W2 &

Np—1N;—1
|database) = a;rli)plk)r, (4.9)
j=0 k=0
Np—1
|query) = (4.10)

YD, 2T ap &b i3o84 FV1HE (e, 0 or 1) THD, Tk DIRKE aj), and b; »HRESH
%. al% N; D non-zero BFE% &#A, Ngp &7 TV % BE LIBOIEFLERTHZ. ZhzH
Wa Y, BlZIEn; =np =20 FT, 72U 1), B35, b=[by b1, b, b3]" =[0,1,0,0]7
EERED. MRS, T—EAR=ZANTT =X 1), D4 T v 72 |0); TEHZHATWE LT 5L,
a = [ago, G10, G20, @30, - - - , G23,a33] " = [0,1,0,0,---,0,0]7 ¥ E£E2.

Step2: 3ELIEFRE

BT —&ZRT Ml ag & b ORI, B FREZHOWARTIEA IO & 512 Fidelity & L T#
MTZ5.
(query|data(k)) = (0" | B |data(k)), (4.11)
ZZTIOM) =0 L WS RHEFEA L. ¥ IATR (4.11) oFELIEZ
|query’) = [0)"

¥ Bf|data(k)) ORI ® Fidelity £ #2222 dTE 3. 2 ZTAREFETIE, R (4.11) O
IZ inversion test [74] ZMH\ 5. inversion test & 2 REER D Fidelity Z515H 35 F 4 — 7 RFIET
H D, JREE B |data(k)) ZEHERETHE LI |query’) 23 5N 2R ZHEE T 5 2 L 1I2HE
55,

%, Fx OFICICEA |data(k)) TIE% < |database) = A[0)®M2 ) 435 2 = v IciEET 3 &,
inversion test IZ X o TIHELN 2 IKEER |U) & LT

v) = <B* ® 1) A[0)°"2F")
\/7 ZBHdata ) @ k)1

ERTIEDNTES. 2T B H XBIZEEFHEHEFTHS. ZORBIINLTI|T) DS Bk
#ID np—qubit ZEHEEERTHEL, 206 ORERRIET0 72 2 RE% post-select T5. Z
D &S BBIEDORIKMEERLZDDXK 4.2 THS. KNP T GIl3EART 2 Grover HETTH 3. MU E
DIEEDFERIT 5 N 2 IR

1
= C—Rzrkm[, (4.12)
k

yRTZLHATES. HL,

k

ri = (query|data(k)), Cr = \/Z |(query|data(k))|?.
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) = [w=0) |@d)
v

G, Gg4
4 A X -
e 0 HBT s -
A H XXy g G
[ —
ny -qubit | _| Z -

U=(BT®1,)A G = G,4G,

4.2: R =<y F2T5RTFEFEOLIRE. Reprinted figure from [44]. Copyright (©2022 by American
Physical Society. All rights reserved.

TH5. ftoT, K (4.12) DRI LT H BT 2FBERETHEETTS &, [(query|data(k))|?
WCHHIL7MERTA Ty 7 Rk OERDEH[FONZES TH L. Thbb, HABHKNE LTV
RR=2=2 v F ¥ 7ORBITHY T 2 ERVEOLNS.

L2L, 2ZCTRLE? u—F 3G BMERDS D 5. Z41UX target index k, ZHEE T 57
DITAT D & D post-select DINHER DS, 77— ZRX—2ADH A4 X N R EL 72310 T, IEFIC
INELX BT LES EWVWIRTH B, BEIRINCIX, post-select D3N L THEERMIZ target index k,
MEETE 2RI

P(index = k,) = |1 (k.|(0"?|¥)?
- l(aueryldata(k. ) ?
<L
<N
LRIND. ZORRIZ Ttarget index ZRIE T 5 7 DITHERFEREIZO(N) THh, HlFEL
f—Thd) ZZEKRLTWS. £ZTEAT 2DH Grover’s algorithm T 5. RUEEE DY
&, [T D55 (0)2"P k), iC—BT B IRIBOMIEZ1T S .

Step3: RIEIEE

WBUDIZAT LIV XLADKRA Y FELT. AREICBWTRIEHEIED HIIE, |database) =
A|0)®Emotnr ) 5% |query) = B|0)®"r Y ERD 2 bOEREWIET L2 THS. T D) =
(BT ® 1)A[0)®"2+ 5 % |query’) = [0)8"> ¥ DEAL D ZIIET 2 Z v L HMTH D, HiBT 3
X211, TOX TNV v 7 ZED Oracle HAFZHHRIICHER T 25 A TEEL RS, T
7255, Grover HE FITE £ % Oracle HEFOIEHD, =0 X2 7V U727 2V IKEE |query) T
37 <, BT EEEE (0" NOEHETHEL2LTH 2. ZhIZ ) OEREET B 2R
FNCHER T & X 2 34U, B inversion test THRBITX 2. Z DK T Oracle HE 11X, B
“Oracle(fFEMIK)” TIE72 <, RDZZWIRICBIE T 2 TEWDOF ISR THEKARETH S, —H)|
Grover HATHHETETLERR, T—EZRXR—ZANOEEZ L 7 ) OFLE (KX (4.12) 2B
% non-zero 7% rp X)) ITHHIT 2 XS ICIREEZHIETEZ 2. A7 13 ) XL, 1ERD Grover’s
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algorithm DILERIVEBEZ & 725 TE D, target state 2SFIIREEZ ML 3 2 HEKBE TR <, 710
ZHoTWBH WS MERE (75 L A2 e TES. K2, 22 ETOHRETERICHHAL TAS.
F3, PIIKAE |U) & target state|q) ZLATND X S ITERT 5.

¥) = (BT @ 1) A[0)*" "
o (0ol )
V([(jome)(0nr @ 17) )
[, [07) = |0)®™ THB. T T target state |¢) 1&, |¥) D55 Hp IZBWT |query’) = [0)®"0 ¥
FERD %L OBETH S, RN, [U) &
|T) = sinf |q) + cosd |gt),

YRIND. ZIZTlgH) dg) LERTZIRETHD, sinf = (¢|V) TH 3. T/, Tr OMMERE
BT Z T —&ZR—2JRAE L target state |F, ¥ FNIC—DODRIFIRETERINZRTIERL, &
BOWRBIZHHLTWE7D, UTDO XS ICHAREZHWTRSTONENTH 5.

N-1 N-1
=0 =0

[, N = NpNpiZe UL M 220 Hp @ Hy ORTTETDH D, {|z)} FHZREMITBIT 2 BEEOE
BTH5. £ ZAHT{g}FHKTD Ny D non-zero 77 L b 723, BFIRINCLL RO & 5ICRHT
x5,
0o = {%/<Q|¢> ifzeC,
v 0 if z ¢ C,
ZZTClZ
C={z| (z[(j0"")(0"?| @ 1j) |x) # O}
TEHFINBEATHS. HL, (g|U) = (U] (j0m2) (0" | @ 1) |¥)]V? TH 3.
RIS D HAYE Grover HETZ/EH S B THRE sind ZHiIET 2 2 & TH 5. Grover HE T
MFR®d & 51z, Oracle & T G, ¥ Diffusion {HE T Gy IZHfRTZ 5.

|q;(t+1/2)> — G0|\I/(t)>
= (1-2(0"2)(0">[ @ 1)|¥"),
|Gy = G | wtH1/2))
= U0~ 1)U )
= (2/U)(¥] — Lpp)|TH2),

M, U = (BY @ 17)A ZOIHIHREE |0O) = |0) = U]0)®otm 24K T 222 VHEETFTHS. %
7=, IRIEIEIE & 7= IR AE | OO \ZHIHIREE | W) 1I2H LT Grover HE T G = GG, % t FIfEH X € %
Z e THEMENS. Oracle HE T G, I3 target state|q) DAMHZ KIRS 2. ZDEE, |¢) ITER T A 1ih
DIRREIZZ L Z €720, Diffusion BT Gy 3 IREEO PRI Z2IRIE I LT |¢) OHRIEZ Kz S &
%. \HBEROD, R “Oracle” L HINT Wz G, 1, K713 X LTl target state(fiEIRER)
WS 2002 HERDLELET, FRICHEATRBLRATH . ¥ a—X—2 bIRIEEIEICE
2RTHEROEEEZRLIODPK 42 TH 5.

4.1 HiC/R L 720K D Grover’s algorithm & FIHRIZ, A7 A3V XL TH Grover AT % ¢ [BIfF
HEE7REZHRINCA IO XS5 ITRT e B TES.

1w®y = GHW) = sin((2t + 1)0)|q) + cos((2t + 1)8)|¢™),
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ZORDPSTD B Z ik, HMIEXNREIX ¢ 1T U TRIINICIREIT 2 E5 28 THS. (o T,
RELSHEES N |g) 28T 2 1@ YR B ¢ Z2RIRT 20N DH S, 2T TLIZOWTHENT
27012 [U0) 2R (4.13) L ABICHERECREMLTEZ 5.

o) = Z¢§ct)|$>7 Pl = A, sin (wt + 6,),

I Tw, Ay, 0 (705, B, R, FIIRERISX S 2 M) &

w = 2arcsin (q| V),

A = B2 Yete + Y7
’ 1— (q|0)?

Yo/ TP it dC.
Jd.. = arccos ( e — <q‘q/>1/’x )
’ V& = 20V beas + 02

_ Jarccos /1 — (q|V)? ifz €C,
) arccos (—(q|¥)) ite ¢C,

:{mew> ifzecC,

YRTIENTES. M, (g¥) = [(](j0m2) (0" | @ 1) W) V/2 TH B, BARAIC, v € CIHET
20 DAL 2 ¢ CITHET 2B ODMHIE, B x5 ¥ 7/2 FIEWIITATVS Z £ 246 L
THBL.

ZORERICE S, JZ VI LRI (x € C) PRSI NIAEREMBNTANCRITE 5. ¢
[ElD Grover JEEIC & » TR X N7 fER Pl

PO = ()’

V2
= e {1 - cos2<wt + arccos /1 — (q\@)zﬂ (4.14)
e
< .
~ (q®)?
¥i2%. X (4.14) TEHT 2L, 2 € CITH L THwRDEW P, DMF 5N 5 fIE7Z iteration [ ¢, 1%
B arccos(g|¥)
be=CI <2arcsin<q|\11>> ’ (4.15)

eRESND. W, Cl(2) 13 2z TRHILWVERLZ KT WIHET .

R (4.15) /R L TW 5 DX, 7R iteration M ¢, ZFIHIRBICBIF 2ERD (¢|¥) =
[(W[(Jome)(0me | @ 1) W) Y2 eikiE T 2 e WS e TH B, Thbb, MELERKECHKS 12
(q|U) Z @R ICHEE T 2 EN DB, F4—712F |U) 2 |0)°V° AHET 22 THITTES
D, TNTRIFNERTDH S, RERS, RICHEEEEE c KR LS T3, O(1/62) BORIEH
MBI DO TH L. 2RO ICHERS N RIEHECTEZ R T 2 Z 2T X 5 [47, 76, 77].
o ZHOVIIE T XEZ w = (q|P) 23 O(1/e) [MD Grover JHATHETZ 2. L2rLADNDL,
FEHNZBHEEZERZTAD L, T—EZRX=ZADH A X Ny BIEFWCRELRZ e TFHEINE. &5
KT —=ZR=ZANDL vy P TEREZOBDERDP T2 MPBTHAS. Z0HE, REH,ITE
we (qP) ~1/yN; LHHTE 3. 3% iR iteration 5 t, ~ Ny 242D, ¢2 = 1/N; D
TP o N2 o1 2%, COfRIE, K7 ATY XM EBAR—Y <y F ¥ P ITBERR
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TR HEH BRI HERTEARTHIRTZ 2 2 2R L TE D, KD Grover’s algorithm & [Alf
W22 RNEIFHNDE L ZRLTWVWS.

BBIC, BFRIEOFEEICOVWTEHT. K7L —247—2TIZ, Oracle HEF G, 1ZIEHICT v 7
LTHYH, —DD np-controlled Toffoli gate THEETE 3. ZDFER, Oracle H7r DIEXE O(nk)
T¥ ¥ [78]. —77, Diffusion #HE T Gg \2I1Z 7 — X X— 2L A, B 2&0L U U BRETH 5.
MoT, ThEF A —TRFETHBICHET 2I1ET AT 504 20 L THEHEBEEIIZZ O
= RREE B (nto ) | ZAUINISQ TRFIEEETERWEITHD, FTQC TH-T
SETIMEEKE S BET2REORELMES. ZOMBESEMRIRT 2720128 3 I L7z AAE %
HAT5.

Step4: AAE DEAIC K D%

F3FICH LA AAE ZHWS Z 2T, LRD & 5127 — & X—ZIKFE |database) & 7 = 1) JR7AE
|query) ZIBHNCAERT 2 Z B TE 5.

|database) ~ A(8,)|0)®"P+" (4.16)
1 Np—1N;—1

:\/]TI Z Z djk‘j>D|k>I

j=0 k=0

= \/% Z |data(k)) @ |k)r,
k

|query) =~ B(6,)[0)*"” (4.17)
Np—1

= > bjli)p.
§=0

ZZTA0,),B(Oy) 1F, Zhh T —2RXR=XREL 7 T VIRBOEKZITS T X 2{hahiza
SRVEETTHS. 04,0, 3, FHOHERESNFIEL ST A XNY FATHB. 2 LT, agn by
3, FE SN PQC A BIZX o THERSNZIRBITHICT 2 TH 5. 1 (4.16), (4.17) IZH 3
~ 3, BRI BHEDABLTH B L THLAEL 2RAEZRLTVWS. 256D AAE BT 2 AT
DRI Grover HEN R EINS. 7¥— MEEEZEOETHKOFMZX 4.3 1IT7RT.

B2, AAE 13 B3R X 5 7 amplitude encoding ® 472 53, R (4.9), (4.10) @ & 5 7% basis
encoding IZHHMHATE 2 Z & 24 L T <. MR ZZ 2 BRI, Toffoli gate & A7z
52473 straightforward 72728, FHZ [79] O & 5 RN L FEZHVW 255 H 55, AAE
S 2T — MERINCHIR T 2 2223 TE 5. AAE OE NI FEBREICBIT 2 BB DM
ZEDEET 5 NN DT 7D IAAIZIE IR > T L E 528, IRKBUTIE U THEWZIT 5 2 DEET
HA5.

4.3 SREF| : EFEGRE

BETNLIY X LEZ—RDOBTIREIZBII 2Ry F U IPITRB b, ZDOISHAHE
PEZIEF IRV, AETE, fle LTEZ LT Y ZADEBRDARE -2y F v ZENDEH L
TGRS, BAE, XD & REB CHEHGLIE X 2 7 M EH XN TWE D, Bl ETH-T
HREOERT — X 2/ GER, BIESR T F 2 N ORI 2 LEFEARAEWV. 20 X 572K
MEEAT, BETEEFEH LTI ORI EZERL LS 2 VWHIRADPRINTWVWS. HHLE
e LTRRXIN WG EZEFHETRS 201003, BEFIREB LT ya— FI30ENDH 30,
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[¥) = |p¢=0) ¢ D)

A(6,) B(6,) ¥ G, Ga

oo Latlaver Ly-layer

~HrGoh———H—— RO R He
o{o | @ RE - XX SN

B ——H-H— e - RHZHRHH U ER-BH U HH G

——| R, (B4) L S -E {Zl— . —
0] | R ] 4 H

R e—— o

U=(BT®1)4 G = G4G,

4.3: NE—rx v FETIBRTEBEOREGDOFHM (np,nr) = (3,3). Reprinted figure from [44].
Copyright (©)2022 by American Physical Society. All rights reserved.

INETEZLORBHEMERINTWS. LIRTIE, F3EFERICETIREN R a— R
BIZOWTHHRICHHT 2. Z20%, RZX—r~< v F v 72 —ROBERETHRT 2. &EZKE, 7
EVRAML—vare LT, BRI X — <y FRIBEEZREL, I a2l —>a v EEEE-
TAT o 12EBRICOWTER T

431 =2FREEZBV-EHROKRE | Quantum image representation

B IREE W B0 R T B O 775X [80] D X5 RXHkick b, MEMICE X
NTWVW3. FHICRBFEZOVTE, ITOARVWEHBGLHE X X 7 ONE - #HT 2 71310 XLIKZI0G
CTEZL OB REINT VBN, 2R 5IEKE 2T amplitude encoding Z X—ZIZL7zdH D
¥, basis encoding #RX—Z2IZL72bDIZHETE 5. AIZEDOREKMNLD DL LT flexible repre-
sentation for quantum images (FRQI) 23, #¥#& ORFEM R H D & LT novel enhanced quantum
representation (NEQR) 23% % . ARIETIE, HiFEIZOWTIEIZHAT 5.

Flexible representation for quantum images (FRQI)

FRQI & amplitude encoding ZX—ZIZ L7z > a— RFHETH D, FHEZE (pixel) 1ZEHDH YT
LNIEE (OMEER) ZELEDEEHAVTRET 5. FRQI 2MER X N7 FEEHL [81] Tk
V=27 = VEBPHV SN, Z0%H T —E [82] LEEEFADIGH [83] RSN T
5. ZZTREHDOLDIZT L —R 7 —)VEIRZHNCHLD | AN ZBERICOWTEHAT 2. wWkF
TCIZ Ny = 2" x 2" pixel D7 L —R 7 — VEENRH 2 L L, 7%z FRQL ZHWTERE T 2 &

Np—1
1 P
WA Z (cosf,|0) +sinb, 1)) |z)

P z=0

lIrrQI) =
(4.18)

L Mt
= \/Ni Z |fz>|z>7

P 2=0

ERBIENS. 2ZT|0), 1) 1& 1-qubit iIZB T 2FTHEEKRZRL, {|2)} & log N, = 2n-qubit 12
BII25IEEEOELSTHE. 0 = (90,91,- .- 7922"*1)791' € [0,71'/2] FHEEEZR IR bLTH b,
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|f2) = cosB,]0)+sinb, 1) 1%, (& 2 ITH B EZRDOMELE 2 KT, X (4.18) ITH 5 X 5 7% 2™ x 2"pixel
DEIRIZ, (2n + 1)-qubit TRT I MR TZE 3.

FRQI O, FERDOMEE OHSHEZTEDOHETR/IND qubit TR TE 28 THS. Z
D FRUF A EZE O E % [EHE amplitude encoding 12 & D HDALTFIE [84] IO BELTVWEEE R
5. FEE, (84 TRIATZ2DIEH FCTHEMOMEOHEMETH D, EHEZEET 5 & KE[MHW

W, BIZAR, 1 ERTO ABEE R K TZ NN DR T pixel 25HE 0 TH %7 — R, 2 EFTHHE
ERARKDr — A TENLUNDETD pixel EE 0 TH S5 —ATIHIREP 2HEHEZ->TLES>D
TH5.

—77, REE LT, RIEEZHEER SHEE T 272012382 L ORENLETH D, qubit ZLDIHEN
WAEWIERINC R E R I E RN T 2 2 WO DD 5. L LRSS, [85] THiEfMI LTS
X912, b LEX A7 O HNDHEREIREREZIZS b DOTIERL, RERBENZ Z 2 THDbZV
DTHIUE, ZORAIBERHITIER V. FIZIE, AR TEHL TWS X =2y F V7T, &
EROBEEEERE CIIHBE T, 22— -2 ELRREEIL U CHIERBEZ RS2 2 e
T&E 5.

Novel Enhanced Quantum Representation (NEQR)

NEQR IZBHZDBEEZ AL FVICEIDFIXNRETZ2Ta— FHETH 2 [86]. TOHOLE
TG RERE IS U T qubit D ERDTEL Z & T, il Z1F ¢-qubit HAUE 29 BEFHOHEENRET
5. WEFITIT N, = 2" x 2" pixel DL —R 7 —)VEIEHRH 5 & L, ik 21 FEHD NEQR %
HWTEET3 L

[ INEQR) = 2: 11l

sz

Zlf

sz

Y725, 22T e {0,1} i HiHDOE v MEREEL, f(2) = @ c € (0,27 — 1] 1318 2 1B
FREEOHEEICHET 2y MITHE. ZORE,S S, MEOMAMEHET 2 v biﬂu:ﬁ‘iﬁﬂ
T 27012, BREERERZITS5 I FEQRICHNRTEZL DLy NEDBRBERZ B8 0h 5. —7
T, BREDERZLTNWD Z 05, O(N,) BIOHIET N,-pixel ®$¥ﬁ1%’2£ﬁﬁk73— I\“C%

BRIBRELFRTH .

432 F—AR—RVI)DEFESHRR (—BR)

TCIRAHER DR DR [0, No — 1] OHEPH OB TR X L7z Np-pixel DG Z KGE S
5. IR 1 ROERERIT 27 —Z X7 M Np = NpNe ZotzeFoZ L iZHsd 6. 20

e, BB L7 NEQR 2E T2 & 24 —XIXW R 5.

F9, B O L ERBDOMBIIXINT % qubit Bz, ZOZNne,np B & Nog =2"¢ Np =
2P TH 3. PEo T, 1 ROEIR%ZERBT 2 DICHER qubit Bl np =nc+np &%, WE, 7T
VO jHEDHZEOMEE ZNA F Y TRLULBEERZ g; &£ LT, Mis 2 & FIKEE%Z NEQR ZHw
TERT DL

Np—1

|query) = Neli)p (4.19)
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Idatabasi) | l | | l |query)
0 1
[0)p [1)p E 1'1)c 10}» 11)p .
N 190) lg1)
|foo)c |fio)e — Jolc gilc
[2)p [3)p E 1_1)c 12)p 13)p L
— N = 1) 192) 93)
|f20)c |f30)c — ! ! 2/c 3/c
X=0 x=1

10);

4.4: Database state (/) & Query state (#5) . Reprinted figure from [44]. Copyright (©)2022 by
American Physical Society. All rights reserved.

Y%, ZAUFR (4.10) 1I2BWT by 28 ), DR (4.19) 2B 3 |g)oli)p KB LB DDA 1T
HHIREITHIET 5. M44E NP =4 DGEERLEDDTHS. 7—EZRX—ZARKEDL 7 LY LA
OEZTT TR %. 37405, 7—XX—AND kL HHOHERD j FHOEBEOMEE fj) &7
%, ZOEBITHIGT 2 & FIRER

1 Np—1

—= ik)ClJ)p-
EREIND. [, np =nc+np TH2. 7—XXN—ZIKHEE |database) 1%, R (4.6) D &k 512 |data(k))
DEQAGDLEE LTRHINS. K44 TIEZD X5 7% |database) DA X —=IB/RLTW5S. H,
SMT e & 0 g e BIEBHES T 5 Z iR E Az, Rx D B, |database)
DEZEDI B |query) EROBVELEZ D OA YT v 7 ARWET 22 TH 5. IRIEEELITH
BRWEEA VT v 7 Ak BEIS N B RN

|data(k)) =

P(index = k) = |1 (k|(0"? | %) 2

= L |(query|data(k))?
I

SIS

2
Np—1
[2:@%?1 (4.20)

=0

IN

ERINDZZLWEETS.

433 RERE

I TEZ TV T =& M d-pixel DAL FVEEDOGEEHNCE > TEKRNRZ R 7 %EZ 5. 14,
COFREE ne =1,np =21WEL, NEQR TH FRQI THRFEDREICHK 5. 4-pixel DA F
VEGICHE T 2 B TIRER 2 THIZET 2 & {|0h), [1h),--- ,|Fh)} o2 16 @ 235 % (K 4.5) .
i, -hiX 16 ERBHEZRT. D55, il LTSKOEBRBZNZTIDA > T v 7 RIZHEREI T
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(ny =31TMIE) UFRDTFT—RR—2A%2EZHZLICT 5.

{|data(0)), |data(1)), |data(2)), |data(3)), |data(4)), |data(5)), |data(6)), |data(7)) }
= {|0h), |2h), |4h), [6h), [8h), [Ah), |Ch), [Eh) }.

E-> T, 77— XN —IKAE |database) 1% 6-qubit DETFIRREL 72 5. WA, HE ne = 1, BEIRME
np=2(Xe€{0,1},Y €{0,1}), A T v 27 RAn; =3TH5%. TOT—XXR=RIMLT, Hkx7%
71V R5Z, E0 X5 BN RIE SN0 R L 72,

434 REROFFH

AREEBX, LRD 3 DDFKE (5 —R) Tro7. (i) IWEER (AAE) e XX —V~< v F V7D
Hed QASM I 2L —% (Qiskit [87]) , (ii) KA (AAE) 1 QASM I 2L —&, & —
Vv F U FER, (i) IREBAERN (Toffoli gate 1T &k 2 HEHIAAL) XX -V~ v F VT DM
QASM ¥ 2L —4%&. M, EHICITEEEE T2 ¥ 2—4% IBM Quantum (ibm_kawasaki) % fifi
HUL7Z.

BT, AAEICEDEBRZL Y a— FLEBOREZLU TR Y. 7 —2ZX—-2REZ2EKT 2
PQC A(0,) i12iZ, 6 J8D hardware efficient ansatz (HEA) (X14.3) ZHHL, 7 T VIKEEAERKT
% PQC B(6y) 12iX, 3D HEA ZHH L7z. &J813 parameterized single-qubit Y-rotation gate
Ry(0,) = exp(—ibro,/2) & CNOT gate THR SN TWS. H, 6, dr FHDORZ X XZ2EL, 0,1
Pauli Y operator Z R L TW5. 34D b5, A(0,) & B(Op) \ZFEITHITH 5. 0, 1%, FFLEHEOW)
DIZT YR LIt E NS, MMD Z&HE T 2D 5 — 2 VB, k7, y) = exp(—64(z —y)?)
ERWZe. a R MEBOD r EHD R X RS 2 HEEHEE T 21X H T > TEML 7P > T
&, B(6p) D¥EFITIE, qf g » qéi”“, qé{_ ZRZIUTH L 400 > Tz vz, FRRIC A(6g) D
FEIE, 2RI 10000 ¥ Fre v, &ERE NEAD 720 D optimizer 121X, Adam [88] %
L. FERIFHOBRICEDELXETED, &0 D 100iteration 121% 0.1 &, Z LU
130.01 & L7z, B ITHER iteration £, TROBE T X XEHOEEIL, B(0p) D¥E 12 300,
A(6a) DB 500 & L.

AAE O¥B O, SEX—V oy F Y77 ATY X AEETLE. MRS Pindex = k) %, %
(4.20) IZBWVWT Lk € {0,1,-- , THITHEFT 22 TORBIIHLTKRDZ Z T, 72V &t OFLUED
BRbEWA YT v 7 RAEHEE L. 2% Grover’s algorithm 12 X 2 IRIEMEIE 2 #EH L 758 & #
ALZWEEICH LT, MEZEE L. 0 I8 (ay D B ERFEE L C TR
THRZENTEDD, RIRL72DDIEETH Y IAVEDN 512 DFERTH 5.

Hldbhw™ 1%

Oh 1h 2h 3h 4h 5h 6h 7h
8h 9h Ah Bh Ch Dh Eh Fh

4.5: 4 pixel-binary data (“h”i% 16 #EEDE) . Reprinted figure from [44]. Copyright (€)2022 by
American Physical Society. All rights reserved.
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435 FERCER
RIS EE

FFEL DI, WEEBEZITORVEGES =0 DAL VT v 7 2ADMRSMiERTAS (K4.6) .
RS R ATV 2 DI, R (4.20) 1B 3 P(index = k) = |[(k[(0"?|¥)|? TH % 5 % FRERIIKE
ReY o TV I TEHALLETH D, fENTRENTVEDIE, T—ERXR=ZADA VT v 7
2N TWE T —&TH5 (index: 0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7)=(data: 0h,2h,4h,6h,8h,Ah,Ch,Eh). Z
ZTHEED 5 5, “Other” ¥ RENTWVS B DI, |U) % [0)°"P LIS DIREANGH L - BOMRDOR
M, 375 post-selection TEHI XN KBERTH 2. BI7I770EKT S 221, Fa (1),
e () Rt (F) zhei, 77— (i), (i), (i) RIS L TWS. 79 7HIBAI ATV S
INERIE, AL 2 ) F=21E LTV

CHLDFERDP S, AAE L XX —V 2w F 7 ATV RN, WAL S I KEELTVIRETIR
Tehd. Thbb, (1) TRENDI T I 2L — 3 YORE, (ii) TREN 2 FEEE V725852,
(iii) DEEH DA AL Z W ZAERICE S —BHLTWS. [iZ, 72V e —H LT —&ZX—
AHOBERIINIET 24 T v 7 ARG EOWHERTHREI XN 2K (KT “match” & KRB
A, HfEE D I o hTws. ZhEK (4.20) TREND KD, T—EAR—RERL 7T Y DHE
72 b (Fidelity; K 1/Np) DEAE L L CHVNICEHIATWS Z e Z/RLTWS. FHIARRME
RECBWTIE, BIHlX N 2 HERED 2 DDOEERO Hamming FHEEICHIE L TW2 Z 2 ZEMHL T
B o T, FRAMBGHEZEES 3 &, 2—¥ — 1 THEBE L2 80 » HW T 2 720 0 RIE
% Hamming BEEICEOWTEREER LTEL. ZOHEZHVWT, K713 ) X 60ERe LTHELH
FEEEFTAZ L. HlZE, K46 12BWT, 222 LT 2MEANLEGEEEZ S L, #
DfEff & LT (0h, 2h, 6h, Ah) 25102 DT, ZDOH D SRENREREITO WS 70 —%#F
HAUE, 73N ZLCDEREEEE LTI TE, $ U VBB E» SRR EXE 2
ZEeBTED. B, RIZT—ER=—AVBIT TV —HTE3T—XEZATVEIPo (KHTIX
“match”23%2\) & LT%, Hamming FEEEICIE U CHOBEMICR D E2 HEHEML T (i
MHTIE “closest” L/ RLTW3) . %7, bho@ b, (ii) EHITK 2 EBREER & (iil) Bimd © O
RE—BLT0ED, K46 DFERZ E, ETAL RLZBTF 2 7ak—L 2 2ROFED (i) I
BATWS Z e nhs. Bic (i) Tl (i) IR 2 LB ORER (097 L ko728 DR, 37z
OEWNIGLIZA Ty 7 AT 2EMREEZF > 0B RO BBTHEEDRTHNS. T
Db, Tab—L YRIZEDEREZ RV, MR LT “others” DIRRE L U THEHHI X L7z & T =
5. ZhHIEERPIREBOREI—HRICHLT 5, Bint /7 4 X (depolarization noise) 12X 2 b DT
»H5.

IRIEIEIER

K2, M URREDD DI L TIREEEZHEA L RICEZAT 2. R4T7TITRLED DD,
Grover {H % t = 5 FIWEH X B AR TH 2. M, V77 7OHRFGIEK 4.6 L[AETH 5. HL, / A
R & BHEPRELBAEBERPEINIL > 2720, RFAL ZDOFRIFEE TRV, HERE2R
%Y, KWERTH % “others” DIEMK 4.6 IZLERTRE LA L, post-select D RIIHER A3[A £ L
TEY, 71TV XLPEYNHEH L TWE 22230 h 5. R LT, KX (4.14) TRXhh B XS
12, g WRHIRS 2 BB 1/ (q|V) 2303200 o e AETIBEGR 2 HEHRR U 72 % %, AROIRESR D3 2 RRIC SR
Sz, 2R LT AAEICE > T ya—REdD (FED EED N—) ¥ Toffoli gate I
o THEEDAAZINTZD D (FBEDO FEDON=) B I—HLTWEHDD, —HTITEWVDH
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0.00.1020304 0.00.1020.304 0.00.1020304 0001020304 0.0 0.1 02 0.3 04 000.1020.304 0.0 0.1 020304 0.00.1020304

0(0h) : match :iclosest E i r i = i F i F i L

12n) B, Lo B match E. iclosest F ! bl L F

2(4n) W i i L ; 1 ; = match [ iclosest E : L i

3(6h) W= §1/N‘ ] - E E : : 1 E : match B iclosest
an) B (<0125 k I ] i o

san) B ! E " ' b
em-;.+ " W ﬁ:ﬂ:[l "
7(Eh) 1 oh ' : 2h 1 = . : F

:
Others  EESjE >0.55 = >081 = 2050 S -0 50 EESH -055 = >081 = >0.58 _ >0.80

0.00.1020304 0.00.1020304 0.00.1020304 000.1020304 0.00.1020304 0.00.1020304 0.00.1020304 0.00.1020304

o(n) B F i r 3 b
”z”“lﬂ‘E'U'EEE”E”E”D
26m b | | b ' B! L Lo b

3(6h) B 8h | | Fo : Ah ] Ch I Dh r Eh i Fh
4(sh) B match B (closest B ko gk B L P

5(Ah) B i E : :i match B ‘closest B i ] i B E b E

och) M | r r b B mateh K closest ol L

7€h) F I K E _oH ] -'. match = iclosest

Otners S -0.61 S >0 o0 SR -0 55 WSS -1 S 0.5 = 5001 -0 54 FS—— 051

4.6: IRIEEIEAT DX — > = v FOFER. HEE, 7— X N—2® index (index 0,1,2,3,4,5,6,7)=(data
0Oh,2h,4h,6h,8h,Ah,Ch,Eh). #2235 7%, Blllli#R P(index = k) = [ (k|(0"? | )| 2F£T. iF, & (L) »
r—2Z (i), KL () 37— (i), B () 23— (iii) %i%?‘. “Others” 1%, KRR, $hbb 0)2"P
DS DREBIC |O) DHE SN RO G EZRT. “match’iX, 7 —XRX—=XDHT Query & —HL TWV53
H DD index Z/RL, “closest” &, —FUI L TWRWA Query IR DIV HITHET % index 2RT. KHD
4 >ty ME Query 7—& %K 7. Reprinted figure from [44]. Copyright (©)2022 by American Physical
Society. All rights reserved.

0.00.1020304 0.00.1020304 0.00.1020.304 0.00.1020.304 0.00.1020.304 000.1020304 0.00.1020.304 0.00.1020304

0(Oh) EEEEESE. match [ 0L - | | = -

1(2h) — |5 I, match SN closest W k | |

2(4h) =, = | 5 b . match  [EEEN__closest ML, | SS9

3(6h) == r g | 5 ™ L. match L. closest
4(8h) . | 8 B 3 B h

5(Ah) | | . . h B B

6(Ch) M B ] . 8 | g r
Sl Ol - m—M SN
Others ™= Oh - 1h r 2h | 5 3h ! 4h r 5h I 6h I 7h

0001020304 0001020304 0001020304 0001020304 0001020304 0001020304 0001020304 0001020304

0(0h) e L - r g

SR -l U . L
2(4h) Ba = ' r | =S

8h 9h Ah Bh Ch

3(6h) = ! - - = =

4(8h) WL, match L. closest MR | . - - "

5(Ah) =, | IS match EEEENL__ closest M. B - -

6(Ch) = T g k L. match L. closest RN .

7(Eh) W r ] . g - N match  FEEEEEENL, closest
Others — ! — ™ | ] 1 |

4.7: WIFEIEZR D KX — V= v FOFER (teration ¥t =5) . X, F (k) 27— (i), & (F) 237 —
A (iii) Z33. Reprinted figure from [44]. Copyright (©2022 by American Physical Society. All rights

reserved.

NTW5. 2 AAE DHEMEEEN R FRC I o Ty a— KIS T 287 X X 2R LTV
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0.5

m index0 (Oh)

a index1,2,4 (2h,4h,8h)
e index3,5,6 (6h,Ah,Ch)

0.4 i
x index7 (Eh)
0.3
2 - - "
—3 \
o \ n / n
3 / \ |
/ \
002 M / |
o / \ { |
\ [N A i~
VAN / Ay / A
n/ \ I/ \
01 / AN I X
/ Y /i \
A o\ "
p \ ;
e N A
0.0 X TT*- 0 //fg/
0 1 2

Iteration ¢
4.8: IRIFBIEZEOBIHIMER L iteration MO, vy MIBUEEROBREZRL, BRI (4.14) 1tk 3
HERMRE R T, 77— X R— I 4.6, Query 7 —&Xi& “Oh” TH %. Reprinted figure from [44]. Copyright
(©2022 by American Physical Society. All rights reserved.

0.5
m index0 (Oh)
aindex1,2,4 (2h,4h,8h)
0.4 e index3,5,6 (6h,Ah,Ch)
’ . . x index7 (Eh)
N M e
/ \ / \ /
0.3
£
)
s . . .
50.2
o /
/& A o
/ N 7
I ! a N, ) \
01 / % e \ 2
./ \ s ‘! ./
/ J— NN / / P AVAN vl _—
£ g N e T W K T
0.0 & TragslecT R
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Iteration ¢

4.9: IRIEEIEZOBIRISH 2 ¥ iteration DBIfR. Query 7 —& 4 “1lh" TH H, ZHLNDEE X Fig. 4.8
L [A#k. Reprinted figure from [44]. Copyright (©)2022 by American Physical Society. All rights reserved.

CEWERLTED, BROBENELCTOVIRFERL TV, TO KD REEDRKNL X RS
WY OREEEE T 2 00%, 4.3.7HTHZH L TR 3.

BT, Grover HEDEE t &K (4.14) TREIND A VT v 7 A L IIWIET 2 IREHEINIF 2 ek
DRI OWTHEMm T 2. fle LTOh & 1h TR T 28R 2 M 4.8, 4.9 1R L. 2 D0HR%Z Rt
NTHH % D0, BlTEROIRE OIRIE & BB PRL 28 TH 5. UK (4.14) oD (q|¥) %
KMLUTW5. 422HTHMLED, fafik 4 7L — a Yt ZIERECHEE T 21203, (¢|P) %
IEFEICHEE T 2 REDDHD. ZDXAZIE, N (4.14) THEZA SN2 IRENDJAREL w = 2 arcsin (¢|¥)
PEWGEICIENETH S, LrL, Ny DREL KD &S RERMNZMERETIE, wid/hSRHEE
720, 1K (4.14) TREINSHERZ ¢ I U THHREMNST 2. ZORER, t L LTI 72EZEIRLTD
TR IRIESEIE O RIEON 2 Z e ARG TE S, FIORHEE LT, 80D YT v 7 AN 4DOD
TN—=F PN TR L TV ZeDRRTENS., ZAE 7TV 2T —XRXN—RADEZHEZDMED
Hamming fiff (HD) ZKMLTW3. $%bb, ZNZNERDOEH W IL—T 2 5HIC, K 4.8 T
13 HD=0,1,2,3, X1 4.9 TIZ HD=1,2,3,4 IZFIE LTV 3. ZDFERIE, ANBAAL FVEBRTHZ Z
LICHRERATIEIN, X =22 F U TOXRPHIEE->THARTH 5.
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43.6 [EIFEES L multi qubit gate DEIDLLE

AT, BET VTV XL 2RET ZBEOBFREBEOY A4 IOV M 5. £7, AAE 2H
W3 Z e TIERD 7 — XD IAATIEI LA THIFNCEFE R E & multi qubit gate D% HIJR T =
ZREBOHT. fiidOT7TEY A ML= a2 Y THOWERFRIRIEZ T — X X—2IRE% 6-qubit THE
U 7223, AERIAlE&iE 6 8D HEA & L& 30 ffld CNOT gate & Wz, ZAUINER D
IAABDFIEL BT 5 e BRE L7220 H 5. 6-qubit SRIC Toffoli gate % FWTIKREH DIAAZAT
5 &, 32D 6-qubit Toffoli gate XA E L 5. Z4UX 128 fld CNOT gate ¥ 96 fHlD auxiliary
qubit WY T 2 [89]. FlD X b EIRMLFIE [79] < KX, REBEEERD Hoh, 20
n-qubit gate 1Z (2" —n — 1) fld CNOT gate I & D [0---0) 2BHERTER L INTWVWS. Thb
5, n =6 DA, 57 CNOT gate iI2725. Lo L, ©EEE T4 RAEHET 5 L, CNOT gate
HEH T & 2 DIIBHE qubit DATH 5. - T, AafdD CNOT gate DE % [89] ITRENTWV D
10 {14/37 n even,

9" 4+ 9n?% — 12
3 +en ne 10/3, n odd,

WEOWTHE T 22, n =6 TlX 218 CNOT gate £ 72 5. DI ED S, BEHIAAZ qubit Buaxf L
THEBHNCZ K D CNOT gate ZREE T 25720, KFBERTT —&n— F2 3213 RERFEL L
DN ZES Z e 5.

—7, 7—&1u—FIZ PQC = AW 25813, FERED B IIZHEE R H2 200 A, 3
X ¥ multi qubit gate DL b ZHIT Y ERKICE R SRV, BARKINICIE, n-qubit RIZXT L, X
O(poly(n)), multi qubit gate B O(n) BETH 5. ito T, FHIIELEMHICHEZZEE, 7—XN—
ZREOERICENIZERE L2 EREINBROEEREZ k- 7. ERE, & —r<y FREITI T
)T —RZR= 2N I N T — X OB ES R T 2R W), I 21—
Ya UHERDRLUIZED, OB TH ToEESHEE T 272, KIZ PQC OFRIZOVWTH 5D L
EZATHD. AFETIES Y IV HEA ZWD o 7273, FERZMBET % &, O(poly(n)) DRZ D
PQC TRELNEE DM DIAADREREIE 2 3%at 5 2 72D DIEFH BN ETH 5. Bl Z1E, [90, 91] 12
MRENTWBEOR, T—ER—AWEZ 5 F 272 ansatz el HIER EDERICKR 5. T/, HEHE
BIZEDZya—ReAEMT 2 I eh o, BnEe M0 EHBRICE T 2 HEEHKME (Wb
% barren plateau i@ [92]) Z[ET 2 Z ¥ HHETH 5. [, ZAUIRLT W K D2 D[RR LA
RREINTETWS. fle LT, B E T RS 2757 (93], Fiil72 ansatz &z W2 Z &
94], $F X X DHDIABLT % T RS 21715 [95]| R EDD 5.

112 Grover HE FIZOWTEE Y. AHETIXF 1 — 772 Grover HE T OREEZ R L7223, FF
12 Diffusion {#E T Gg DEZETTEICOWTIL, EHEROD gate PRI 2R 570D, trx LZEE
BRI TS, BIZIZ, [96, 97, 98] iR Nz b DL LTIX[99, 100, 101] 23H 3. Z
NoZEHT 2 I e CIRBHIEE TEDLEETANAA REHWETEVA ML —2 a Y D3AJREL 74
LY SE RN

437 ITVOA—T 4 VJREDERHR

BRET7 LTV XLTE, BREENREEEEZETPQC TNy a—XD I X XK
PHRRT LI ERETS. ZO5E, FEORKIKETOEROEENET 20REENDH 5. F
72, EMC X 2EITERET S L, NISQ 2H T 2R 12X, ROV > ILFCERT 2> a v
F A RXRFak—L Y RICERKT B £ X7, 2L OREBERIEET S, —fKic, 3
HHREFSL - =20 a—FFT22%2EZL, EOXIRFEIERTIICE T, if/ 4 X1HERE
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DREL RS, AMETE, BFEBZEF -7 LTWVEY, BFEB{ROTY a— FHEE LT
(1))FRQI (Amplitude encoding X—2), (ii)NEQR (Basis encoding X—2R) @ 2 DZHFN L. K
T, 2heD 2200 ya— FHRERIBITE ) A ANDEEIZOWT, B I 2L —Yar®
FWTHERE S 5.

) AR T 2EEZHRDET2DDAT & LT “FEZHTFOT—X7[102) Z AWz, BRI
0225 7TETOSHED 1 HiDEFH, 8 x 8-pixel DFEBRIC 16 FEFHDHEEROESL LTEHEZ S
N2IRM%E# 2 5. Amplitude encoding ¥ Basis encoding #1795 Z 2 2 & 2 % &, FHERENE = D
FEEEIE R u, 1, udP € [0,1], LG uBP € {0,1}* 0 k3152605, EE—KOETINE
i, RHBOBEOELAADODE TREHINS. £y a— FAKRIIHIGT 22 FIREIE 4.3.1 HITR
L7zd, &Y a— RAEZHWEGEEICA YTy 7 R o PRI N 2R P(index = z) %,
BN D7 DITHHRAINCEE L THE L. N IE T —EZR= AN N TV L EHBGRORETH D, Np
WHEZRBTHS. EoT, HEBFETIEIN =8, Np=64Th 5.

(i)FRQI (Amplitude encoding X—2R) ZH\5% &,

2
1 NFRQI (4
Prgr(index =) = 3, (N() ,
Np—1
NiRQI(I) = Z (cos 0; cos 0, + sin 0 sin 9j$)7
j=0

ERIND. W, 0,137 TV EBO j FHOD pixel DIEEICHIGL, 0, 37— X X—XHAD z HFHD
{5 j #%H D pixel DIEEICHIET 5.
(ii))NEQR (Basis encoding X—X) ZH\ 2 &

2
1 [ NNEQR
PNEQR(index = x) _ (p(x) ’

N; N,
N,—1
=1y iy
NYEOR(z) = Y @1 (chlct,),
7=0

REIND. M, ¢ 137 2V EBRO jFHO pixel DIEEEZXTE Y MO S5 i HHOEISHIGL,
¢y BT —ZR—2ND z FHOERD j FHOD pixel DIEEZ KT Ly MO 55 i &FHOMHEIH
53 %.

G B u LT/ AR e, BDMb2ZRNEEZEZS. HL, / 4 XDHMAEIEHRTH N(0,0),
o = max({uz})oo ZIREFT 2. ZOFT/ A XHEME NIREDIRIER EHLT 2121, /4 X
FINEE DIRIE {uy + €z]x € all basis} & /Y, (uz + €)? THIAUT I V. U EOEEE 7— X R—2
FHRE 7TV DTN L TTo %, Z0%, B2 /74 XDKEZ g9 € {0.05,0.1,0.3,0.5} 1D
WTC, BA VT v 7 ADBRSI N RGN AT T/ A X0 ELMHA L. HL, R
D7z, WRIFHEEAT OIREZ AT, RIEEEZOIREEZE 2 5 101F, BIREOK = X OHNBEFRE
fRo7-E EXIRIEE 1/(q|¥) fEF U L.

BREER

Bon-ERE2X 4.10, 4.11 127 F. FRQI ¥ NEQR HICIELWA ¥ F v 7 A EHERCEIHIX
NTEHY, WYNTHEEEL TV Z bbb 5. BhlMEO# D 51X, NEQR OANENTE D, match
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LA YT 2 REFNLINDA VF v 7 Z2DENHIZ- 2D e HTHNS. L LRas, L,
TROBIZIV MBI TVE T =X EDRELTVE WS 7 ZHNRIEHRZ AR S
PWOHBESHIE, BLTWAEIEEARWV. SWZ 2L FRQLIZZ7 7Y —hvvF v 2% H3%
DIZELTE D, NEQR IZ5ZE—HROHFNBENDBEIH L TV, FlZiE, K4.10 DR a 712k
DY “F L BREIMPTVBLHW T2 TES. (Z2) “PITBIZA VT v 7R
Y, 7Z SBIIIBFBRA VT v 7R 4D

KL 7 —MifHEICOVWTEZ S &, NEQR D FBERTWE 2 E2%. FRQITIE, /4 XDK
XN 10% LR TR a7IicRERFZBIIAR SN W, —5TNEQR T, 5% EED /) 4 AT
HTERVWHENRROND., X5IZ30%BD /A X RTRRa 7RIS ZoTLE>TW
5. ZNHDOEMIRT +—~< v FORHED HHETX 5. FRQI T, BERFREEREICL ST
1-qubit THRBL (cos0|0) +sind|1)) LTHDH, — IR ERTIZZ < DEIZRLIM S 2 O HEEERE
FoTwad (AMRURLELIINIEIM) |, T2DOBEHRE DEED non-zero DIRIEZFF> T\, VWE,
TV a— RRFOREDNT VX AEL D EIRET 2251, ZNOOMBIEXEVVCTFHL, MELE
SrEZLNS. LLAEDXS, —HDNEQR T, RIBIERIZIEFICAS—RATH 3. Thbb,
Bl Z XL DREFTAD 16 BEFAIE o 712558 %2E 2 % &, HE 2RI T 2 HKIT 16 EH % 23, non-zero I
RBEZDEFHOITHP1IOTHD, BODI5MIZ0 7225, ZDXKS5IIEIE one-hot X7 bl o TW
% b DETONE» SFEMELEIE ST 2729, IR Y a— FREOREANDEEIZS VDO TH 5.

44 HEER

HABETE, 40OV TN —F Y LTHEREF7LIV XL TH S Grover’s algorithm 12
EHL, ZEELEZEZ 2BICEEL 25 Oracle (77 v 27Ky 7 X[ ZIRINCHEET 2 FHEIC
DWTiRL L. b8 T, 2EFEMERZEZ ETR LRy 7 2722 WK ICHER time
complexity %, AAE OJGHIC & D88 INIcE L2, Zhick b, NISQ 2B 3 EBIic—#4
WP W72 TR <, FTQC OFRICEB I 2 5 AN ZIER L 7=
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4.10: =¥ a—=FRIZ/ A X252 TE ==y F2{To MR (FRQD .
4 vty MIEROEFEZRL, BEWVEZ ) £ XDOKE S OEWITHIE L TWS. Reprinted figure from [44].
Copyright (©)2022 by American Physical Society. All rights reserved.
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[44]. Copyright (©)2022 by American Physical Society. All rights reserved.

36

fiefE 2 = U, R,

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15

o f

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15
o f
1

1

2 2

F
"
N
N
r
B

match

F
¥
r
ko |
. — i
L ) - match

. e 2 =Y A

g



EHE

FEONEIL : NTK Z2FH L 7-=F-H8/\
A7)y RZa—JILRxy D7 —2

BHETE, EF-HEAN, 7Yy F=2—F %y F7—72 (Quantum classical neural network;
qcNN) 1ZBWT, M HFHEITS 7L — L0V — 7 R4RER T % [45]. KEEZ FTQC OEBE T
R LTRSS 5 8 WnS Z e 2#ia b &, NISQ 2 W TANNCESERUENTE 20%5 2
DNEDND B, FDFFITRPBLZ WD, EFEE - & FFHE A T & BEH B 2 15 H
TEIMTH 2. AFEOERAZ, HRBEARZXZAZIZBWTIEFICHARMEREEEZRL TV it
—a2—71%v bV —2 (Classical neural network; cNN) | FHCIRIEZE OFifi - 7 oo &2 &
REICEH LD, B F=2—7 1%y bV —2 (Quantum neural network; gNN) @ & DI&LEH
REMNEED»T, LVWIRTHS. BT 2 L5112, BFOMETH R T MR HASDLEE 7 T
O—FIIFEELTVEH00D, RIRITNEMBERLD 5. AFKETIE, 200 OFEAZERL DD,
BlGH & BIEEBROWE D SH 78 7 L — 2V — 27 OFHA%ERT.

5.1 FEITHARC ENSDRER

ZNET, QNN % qcNN ZHWHENE AR S, A Z 27 THMFE X D & BVt
R RJREMEDVRIE X LT & 72 [103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 45, 115,
116]. L2 LARDS, LRD 2 00BENH 2. 1 DHOMED, BEFD qNN % qcNN X, 75 i#
FROMHR L LT “RUWEANPNGR T 2 BERI R REES TN WS RTH 5. FHIHEAR DD ARLHE R
(barren plateau) [ [117] TH 5. Z4UE qubit HEMT 21200 T, FERBIBINC A E R O 5
FBERZ PLDOREZIDPNEILBZZENIDBDTHD. AU L, IR RRR IIEE % 72D D3R
RENTWBA 118, 93, 119, 120, 121, 94, 122, 123, 124, 125], & 5 W ZIREEICHIET & 3 —f&H
RIRRER IR 2N, 2 OHDFRED, gNN D OEHR N OB X HK T 2 BN 2B D, il
FREZHARTREWREZRT 2N T 2 WS 2 L ICHGRHREPHENETH S, ZOMICELT
&, BT DS [126] 1I2& D, BT I —FVEDOXARICB VT, [T 7 2D EHMFRIZHERTE WY
MREZ R T REDH S IR > TE . ZHUTED X, projected quantum kernel (PQK) &\ 5 7
A F7REFEN, BNEERTEEICER L TOWAARENER D 2 Z e 0otz T THEEINE
X, BT H— I UIRIZBEICRE 2 ST [127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134] 23H5H & FEERO i
PHREINTVRIZHEDLL T, PQK &0 T, MR LRETF I — 2V OKEHEE 2R WIZIEAH
THZHTHD. £, BT - HHEED I — 2 VIEOFIEICIE Np O 7 — & %25 12id O(N3)
@ computational cost 23202 H b, KHEZKEZ 52 e RERBELTHS. —FD NN &, ¥
IZ MM Np ITH L TR — A LEWERETIUE, O(Np) TTEe. o T, Wik LizBFH— 3
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BB ZRT & 572 gNN + qcNN %, FZEPEZ B THEBE TSR, FH ERZEIFE L.

52 77O0—F INTKEHRODEALREETILDTILST1Y
oNN, FHIHW NN 2BV T, ¥#EBROICRIHE R &, BANZEHE WIS 25007%7 7

1 —F1Z Neural tangent kernel (NTK) ¥&i [135] 3% 5. WHNICE 21%, NTK 1& NN 0% 7o
L RZBITLZHENBEBOXA F I 7 R eEMT 2 RN BT 5 &5 k%, BB -2
NTH%. NTK BROFFEITRNEMEZHD. £7F, (NN IZBWT/ — FEBPKZ VMR (5%
MIRICHY) % & 2 EIFAZE (time-invariant) 12725, X 512, X7 X XOYHHEE T > & L1253
RT 2 TIEEIRRS. ZOME, FIZR/N_FREICES(HERHMEZEZ 5L, 8 Tut
2B OMS (b L LEAESD) HERTHRTE 2. 2 LT, R EEOMT IR R Z O IEEST
D RART FIIVDINTISRILT 2 Z e N TE 5.

AT, NTK AR CEERT TE2 X572 qe NN D7 FRIEHLDD, LFD X5 7L —
LU= %IRRT L. 273, HMT—XEETFREL L TINNIKZYa—F35. R gNN o)
REANBEY IR EZRITS 22T, BFH—FINMIC & o THHEBEZBIASE S W - FiERz, &
HTHMT—& e LTHIET 2. 1§67 bR ML ESEIX NNAASL, #YIR0LHEE T 5.
Tihhbb, A7 IZEbEa R MEREERE, FHEL, &/MET BT, 2D NN ZHIND XX
JWZEDOBTEEEIBE. AL Y FIBRTOWMTIEEINTE D, HAEHEEODENEVETH 3.
FERE LT, BIETET L2 DOREZRIRL 52 7L -7 =B H6N05.

SE L TICAMIICEED H 2 2 LIS THB L. AU 7 v Fat R e OBk [136], NTK
A7 I vk NN OICREHEDBR [137], 2 LT, ZHEMEDEE O NTK [138, 139, 140, 141].

5.3 PBEERZE

B NTK HEmICE 3 2 B OFFICOWT, UM IS T 2. 2061k, gNN o HiJ1IRE
BT 232 FEIEE NTK & LTERT 250 TH 5. £7° [142] T1F, NTK ASEEIZH LTA
ERBNMDPZVEVWIREDD L THRLNS R MBI LT, MBS R (Bik5 25K (5.5) 12
Y) OREEFEICHNTOW S, ZAUIERKIT [143) Kb B33 T M TH B, ML T,
HERAENT & BUEFEER Z VT, 85 X X OBDIIFFIZZ W, 37855 KD over-parameterization
regime I 3355, 2R +BBDIERBIBINCIRD T2 L WS XA F I 7 ZAPRENTVWDE. ZDZE
B [144] THRIEMHTORER L U ORI N, £z, [145] Tld, NTK & AEHEEDOBERICOW T
LTW3. T%bb, LD 5% NTK QUM 2 HB T 3 729113, qubit B n 2 LT, O(4")
DRTRAXDPRBEL 2D AFHKREFLT X5 RBERPIEZ 2 £ FIRLTWS. ZIUTH L [146] T
&, ZD XS BREBRERISH L TONTEER L. BARRICIE, 2" DRITE D L~UL b ZEfH
DB o7t LTH, ZOEMRITH deg THIUR, O(d%g) DT X X THEEMED XA F I 7 A5
BB 2R 2R3 Z e pRAES N7z, THH B TOMNREIR, (I X &b himTFRICEHT 2%
MTHD. —HT, AARTEEF-HIANS TV Y FOREWS SDTHD, Fa—=r T RT3 XX
ZHMEEEETICREL TWS. 7205, MO HEN 2 NTK b ZNHD 8T X XI5 H DT
H5. ZOEWVIFONIMERICH L TREREELEZ 5. AFFICEIT S NTK ZRAZETH D
(EH 5.5), HJ1BE%X over-parameterization regime (23T Gaussian {27 % (EM 5.3, 5.4). T
D &S BFROWE I BAROBEME T s TwRwv. KRS, NTK BRAETH 5 L WHHEE
W H B D ISR BRI IR SR 2 (RAE T 2 72 DIIXEETH 5. LIROMETIEZ DR % “IRE”
ELTEHERAETH@mZIToTWV5. RFKICEIT 2 NTK I, &b T2 et 7o/ b
WHIZ 220080 LRV, IRUTZ S5 TldRW. 5.1 ST projected quantum kernel 12 & -
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TR SN 2 IERERBER O T, B FEIEEH D OREELS NTK ICHA2DTH 5. 20D L, AECH
KHEZIOBRVWEWVWI FEMNELTEBL.

5.4 NTK B

Z U I NTK B2 R R I N7z D% [135) TH 5. ZHUIREARE FIAR— RO HEICET 3,
IEFRIED cNN DX A F I 7 A% T2 FETH 3. B, NTK Higd (7835 X 27— X
¥ b HKRIEIZZVHEE, 375 over-parameterization regime 2B W T, cNN X S HEES 5 D
. BARINCIE, BEA 2B E X R 7 1B W THEEREDOBETERTWE D, | ZHHT 2 Z
EMTES. 54 8T, NTK HEICOWTL 2 —F3%. 88T, BEELBSELLT, Yok>
72 NN Tl& NTK HFDHHET 2201220 THELT. AR TEAT 2 E7ME, NTK OB &E» 5
cNN OFER T i#im L1 BRONFTEr LTRET2DDTH 5.

541 FERERTE

NTK B TR D HICEHT 2. 22Tl Np HO#HAIT— 22 LT (x%,y%) (a =
1,2,--- ,Np) ZFZ 5. [, x* 1FASTIRZ bL, ¢y IZHMETH 2. 2 ZTEEHRD DI TIE
Y L LTCRAA 7 — 2B LTWBEH, 04D NTK BETIEINZ M HDBEZR->TWS. RKE
LT, 7—&ty MZEM T (Enk) BREED2HDE T 5.

ya = fgoal(xa)7 Va.

AREEDHINGET IV for) (NN QHINTHIGE) 235 2 DIHED T fooa 1AM K & 5 ITHFE
EIT5 2L THB. M, 0(1) 1355 X REH O iteration 23t DIFOFEIRD T XX TH 2. fo(
¥ fooal DEWVWZHIZHEIEE LT, FicHEEREICHW 55 8 EE (Mean squared error;
MSE)

ND ND
1 1

L7 =52 (o () = faou (x)* = 5 D _(fow (x*) = y)?, (5.1)

a=1 a=1
R, BWCHHEMEICHWSEZ AN, F Y 72y br ¥ — (Binary cross entropy; BCE)

Np

LY == (y*logos(for)(x*)) + (1 = ya) log o (for) (x))) , (5.2)
a=1

WHD. M, o 1ET7EA NBEE, y* 130012824 FYIRNLTDHS.

WE, BB for 13 LHORFEE Ry b7 — 2 THREATVE L L, ny 258 (HHD / — Fi
() £32%. (HL,l=0,Lidzhzeh, AHELWOEET2.) 28, ASTx® ZLLNCRT
BIRIZHE > T, 117 forr(x?) K LM E NS

a(O) (Xa) Xa’

a(x") = o0& (x")).

d(“‘l) (Xa) _ Lw(é)a(f) (XG) + é‘b(z)7
fa(t) (Xa) — &(L) (Xa)7

i, WO e Ruxm-1 ZEAITH], £ 13ANL 7T 2ADFE S X & b e R IZELEHD AL 7 AR
7 bV, o WM TTRERIE LT D 5. 22T, BRI X 2Rz LA 0(1) 2 {2 b0 o
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PEEATHMEINTVWSHICHRET 2. KA NEEHWTRIXAXEHREITO &,

a0;(t) 8£C B Z@fa(t) oLs
ot 89 8f9(t) (Xa) ’

r#RIXNDB. M, %E@f:mz@%wﬁ%ﬁﬁw_ e, n EEEE 0,12 BADATARTH S,
LTORFXZ W} L b0 1%, BWTHEL LA Y 29T 5% > 7 A S ETHit 3 1z
35,

542 NTK OES

NTK EHIBEE for) DEA T I 7 ZDHITLITD K5 12HNS. fo) DM ZEIH T 5 &,

Aoy (x) <= 9foq)(x) 06,
ot N Z a9, ot

_ Z Ofe( f) ) Ofo(r) (x) oLy
90, afe(t)(xb)

oL’
:-E KW (x,x" ) —t—
7 ) 3 o ()

vi2%. 22T, KB(x,x' 1) %

Ofo(t)(x) Ofa(r)(x')
(L) ray (t) (t)
KW (x,x',t) E 20, o,

LEFELZ. 20 KB (x,x,t) 78 NTK L FHEN 5. BUFTIE, foq) OB MR IE O R
(ni,ma, -+ ,ng_1 — 00) WBWT, NTK ZHWTHHTINCEIETZ 32 Z 2 2 RTWwL

543 FiE

NTK O b BEZFFHD, NTK 23 iEHERA ORI BT, R AL DD IR H 72 B 2L
OB (x,x) WILRT 2L WS HTHB. UFTIDHEIOVTRE T, ZDHNIC fo) BT
B ERL T

f78 5.1 (Proposition 1 in [135]) o % Lipschitz ZIFFRTEEA & Lz & =, IRMEE K O LR
ng — 00 (1 << L—1)BWT, IIHHLERDIN fo &, £IHATH =) (x,x) HLUTFOH
IR RN TE5 2 5415 X 5 % Centered Gaussian process IZHES .

»W(x,x) = iXTX’ + &2,
no (5.4)
D (x,x') = E) n(0.s0) lo(h(x)a (h ()] + &,
BL, HFEZHSE 2O % B Centered Gaussian process h IZOWTEHET 3.

FEFALE [135] @ Appendix A1 ISR SN T WS, FH TN XIMEREOBEE 2(h(x), h(X')) OHIFF
{23,

B, (o001 [2(h0x), h(x'))) = W

[ anxyinxyexn (<57 (£9) " n ) 20, ),
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YEETEZATHS. HL, ZO X2 x 2075 THD,

50 — 2(5)(x,x) E(Z)(X»X')
T\ 2O, x) 2O, x) )’

Eiz, X7 Ml hizh = (h(x),hx) 2%L, |20 13175 =O 0fFHIRTH 3.
ZLTC, i 5.1 5005 NTK ICB3 2 U ROEMMPE»NS.

EIE 5.1 (Theorem 1 in [135]) o % Lipschitz Z2IERREEIE L Lz & &, IEMFR K DOMIFR ny — oo
(1 <¢<L-1)1ZBWT, Neural tangent kernel K (x,x',t) 1%, LT ORI 2 BHRICH - T
HERZE 2 B O 1) (x, x/) 12N 3 5.

oW (x,x) = =W (x,x) = nixTx’ +¢&,

0

e (x x') = @ (x, x’)E(Z) (x,

x') + 2 (x,x'),
mL, 29 (x,x) = By, oz [(h(x)5 (h (X)), & & 0 OWHTH 3.
Z 2T, BF# 5175 (O (x4, x0)) EHF A ORIEETHZ 2 L IcHET 2L, UFHEZ3.

EH 52 (Proposition 2 in [135]) o % Lipschitz ZRIFREREBE Lz &, L > 2 22D ASIR
7 x B xTx =1 rEftah Tty —31 0 (x,x) IZEETH 3.

B R AR D NTK 123 2 Zh s DFEHZ VT fo) OB Z T TE 5 Z 8 %, XEITTRT.

EIH5.1, 5.2 5 DIREE
FERLS.1, 5.2 2 WS &, IEHER AR DMIR T, #0712 (5.3) 1&

dfor (%) _ e® b OLY 55
rEXEES. ZOHEROME LS ORRCL->TERZDIDITR S, FHCEER 7 —21Fa A b
B £F AP 8% (MSE) OBE7E 5 5. A DEN (5.1) ZHWIUZ, MSE O5& 3G
T 5 AR
0L <) — o (5.6)
Ofern () ~ O |
rEans. ek (5.5) %w\% mmﬂz ﬁfﬁzﬂ a:m ;.@ﬁﬁ'simi (147 125 %

Jo) (x Z (Vivfo(o)(x") — Vipy®) e =™ + 4, (5.7)

BL,V = (V) BEXITIITHD, 00 (x,x) %

&
S
&
S

V;a® P (x%, x)VE = X6 (5.8)

Il
—
o
Il
-

a

ratftT 20 TH 5. k7, O (x,x) BEIEETH S 2 L hoEEMH ), BIEATH 2.
L 5.2 OZMEAT Sz, W) (x,x) IZIEEE D, A > 0 BETD j IS L TRIIT 3.
WE>T, t = 00 DRTUE, i (5.7) IZFBTD a lTHLT, fou)(x?) = y* BHILT 2. 5T 2L, 2
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2 bR L DfElE global minimum £; = 0 ICEFET %. 2D global minimum ~OULHEMEIZ X D,
over-parameterized ¢cNN 25EUNCHEE TEX 2 L WO HEDFHHATE 5.

I MD x 2T 2EHZRAAE»NS. £3. K (5.5),(5.6),(5.7) AW &, EIHER
ROFRIZBWT,

8ﬂng):_”%;@wwxxﬁwaﬁﬁ—yﬂ
= 13" OB (X" Vi (Ve fa(o)(x7) — Viey®)e ™",
b,c,j
EhB. et
foq(x ZZ@@ %, X"V D; (Vie fa(o) (X°) — Viey©), (5.9)
e

»Eohs. HL,

nt (A =0) ~

TH5. 2T, ¥ F X% 0(0) % Gauss 57 X LT T, AT X X2 LT
fo(x) DI B &,

p={ Gme™N (2D

(for)(x)) = Z 0 (x, x") Vi D;Vjey©.
b,c,j
HEohs.

PR (5.9) EARHD T =T 2HNOFHICHWS 2223 TE 5. LHL, NTK ZxifakL T
V ZRD2I2E O(N) O EBRDPUETH 5. —7i, NN OBFE, B 25 HREE Np &%
X LTONpNp) BRETH 3. - T, Np BIEHICKE L O(N}) b 0GR R HEH
W5 A1k, R (5.9) R EHEM L OTIER L, Np < O(Np) 2722 X5 R ERED NN %
E k. 20 &5 B8, NTK HEE NN OFEB) 2 i@k 2 70 OB LY —L e LTHW S
TEWBTED.

BRI, aRXMEEAANAF Y 7n Ry brE— (BCE) TH2603558%%5%2 5. R (5.2)
263 A b ORBIM X

oLy - os(forr (x) (1 -y —05(fo(r) (x))
dfo(r)(x?) os(foer)(x)) 1 —o4(for)(x))
= —y" + o (fo)(x")), (5.10)
THZ o603, M, REDITTIEY 7E4 FEKOMI AR
ds(q) = (1 — 0s(q)) 05(q)-
ZHW. L (5.10) 12X (5.5) ZRAT S 2 & T
fo) (x*) = *77/ dt’ Z@ D (x®,x%) (—=y° + o foury(x2))) ,

PIEo R, FRRIC—D AT x ITR LT,
t
fotn(x) = -1 / it 32O ) (= + o) ()
NESNS. ZASEAMD TR TIEZ R W=D, MSE OI5E L 13572 D BTN BT v, L
ML, [147) D & 5 e — N2 BREICD 2 FEE AW TEEICHEL e BN TE 3.
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5.4.4 cNN DEYNCEZTEHRWVWIT—X (RHAEOEHE)

NTK B AU, EF 5.2 225 2R D IcBVTIE, 3 2 MREIZ t — oo DMIFRT global
minimum PR T 5. Lo L, BEMNIIERORE ¢ = 7 THEEREEKR T T 20ELH 5. fito
T, cNN OEF 2 @5 2 LT, DOGERENERERAICKR 5. AREHITIE, IERHE OB A S NN
DMEUNFETERNT — ROV Tikim 3 5.

ICHGE L, AT (A} 0 CRIE T 5 S LIS T 5. & LI NEHE A 25 H51C 0 Z DK
Z 13U, O(1/Amin) EJ#O) iteration TS HZ global minimum NHKT 2. Lo L, £5 TRV
LA, DOGEEIEEAHERARZ PAZTTIERES TR (5.7) bERT I2LEDD 5. FFE, #2472
REDD LATONTBUEFERRDZ 5 TH 2 Z &2 [137) TRENATWVS

%3, X (5.7) 2REGME N BOFGITTDODHL, UTFD XS5 ICEZET.

w;(t) = (w;(0) — g;) e ™" + g,
i, w; (1) = 32, ViaSow (@), g = 3, Viay” £BVE. & :f BEt =7 <O(1/Anin) THTT
5ZemERD. Sy = {_]|)\ < 1/m} DT, FEREIREE

T o 1 ifjesS,,
~ 1 0 otherwise ’

LT e,
| w(0) if j e Sy,
wj(T){ ;j otherwige ' (5.11)
BEoNS.
FIEEDUT L% iteration step 7 ICBIF 2 a2 M LO WCHEAT 22, LD XS ICEHE IS,
1 Np Np | Np 2
59 = Ny Z(f(a(f)( 72 Z )]
a=1 a=1 | j=1
2
o 9;)
1
= — Z +7 Z g] N Z 'l,U]
D JESy ]ES,T JESHr

Z 2T w;(0) 1EH T ZAGHHE D EBDOM DIz, w;(0) b F7=LUFDOHAHBITFNHES .
(w;(0)wy(0)) = Z ViaVio(fo0) (x*) foo) (x"))
a,b

= V3P (x,x") Vit
a,b
- T,

Z D V=P xt VT+7 > gl (5.12)

]ES”— b,c jeSUT
BRSNS, Fe, ST ITH V12 & 5 C

ij/bz(L) (Xb,XC)VvC/g _ >\;6jk7
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Rt 0T, K (5.12) OFE—HIZ

Np
NLD DD VB xS = NLD DY N vy

JESyr by JESyr k=1
rEEMZOND. AL, v; = {Vjo} 02y, v = {V,}02 TH 5.

72, X (5.12) OF IEIR
1 1
Np Z 9 = Np Z (¥ - vj)*,

€Sy, GESms
rEEmzons. AL, yidy = {y2})0, TEREINE 5 ARZ FLTHS. BRI

1 oo, 1
(LS) ~ NDjezS;, ;)‘k(vk Vi) + Njé%%()""jﬁ

HEohs.

a2 LEBKRELRZGE, BHLE HOKRE X K-> T, LURD 2 o TR 5 5.
(1) KEzEAEMECHST 2EER2 bV 20 (x0 x¢) /NS REEHEICHET 2EERY b L
OB (xb,x%) 2o TWRBE, H—HEAMNKEL LS. (il) TNLRY FAIPNE OEHEIHIS
THEAERZ P OB (xb x%) Lo TWaGE, HHANKEL 2%, FICEHERDD, 2200
HDOZM (i) BRI T 2HBETH 2. BT 212, TNARY FAIPWNSWEEHEICHET 2 EH XS
kv @) (xP x%) 1hii o TW BB EITIE, FEARRIFRPNIC NN 2 BBt TERVWDOTH 3. b L
HZDESRT—Rty M5 ZS5NBE, NN LD b EWHREERIHOFESRD SIS, =
NZED, ANRORRBEFEZEAT L2 RELFETDH 5.

AR 1: FEHT— XD I RNMIT ) A XH3b 25E120F, a2 BB B2 0 £ TR 2 6813 7%
W, B, JARARTZ ML ey =y +e2WVWIDTHETIELWI ALy ICHIME N 56, @
BEBT 270100, FHBRII Y g (e-v)? WNELLRBHDRA IV Tt =7 TKRTTZ L
PP E LW, R, NTK HARO R [135]) TE, @Y H 2RI 27-HD074 77 LTRIKT
(early stopping) ICER L TW%. ZOHE, NLMEREZHR T 5272012, Zjesm(y'v)Q Db b
I es, (V- V) DEE T T2 L5 FBELEDIRETH S,

55 REFX

AEITIE, NTK B X o TEHTATBEZ qcNN EF L2 HW=HEDH b 2E IOV THET 3.
I A BHIIZ, 2D qcNN OFRFEITANEZROMEZFLT. T D qeNN EX 5.11RF X 512, #/i
DETEFEEDT & B D NN pEf I Nz 5. 5AMTRLAEZDERL L5112, cNN Ol
R AR DOMR CIERAZD NTK 238561 5. 2 XD ZOROEF BRI S 2 Z 8B T
x5, HELRAX AETLONTK IZIE, EFREOT -2y a— N e KM LD 2HOE
FH—FINADENBHTHS. T qcNN o, BFREEZE (b~ M2/ TERX
N2RFREBOBEME LTRHEINZZZ2ERLTWVWS. o T, BEFTYa—X—ZHEYNCHKET
TENU, RETF VIR RO R ERE T 2 AJREEN D 5. LIKETI, 5.5.1 H» 5 5.5.2 H
TETILOFFMERML, 5.5.4 HTHFI N 2B OWTHERT 5.
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s 4 Quantum e FRICED 3 Classical —}fec(t)(fQ(xa))

' Randomizing

Uene ) o LD s (Fe)

5.1: 8% qcNN E7LOME. #iFOoRBFAA-—PET X x* 22> a—-F33002=XV
HT Uepe(x?) &, ZORICHL 7YX L2 =X VY EET U;, Z L T Observable O 12 & % HlllJE THERK X
n, BTIREE fO(xY);, ORMEZHMHT 2. n MOREZZETFRIKICIDRHMERY P f9(x) =
(FUXY) 1, FUXY) g, -, [RUXY) o) ZHEK L, #E D EHH S — MZANT 5. H#<— M ng / — KO multi-
layered NN TH{ 1 5. Reprinted figure from [45]. (©IOP Publishing. Reproduced with permission.
All rights reserved.

55.1 REFZ . EF-FHNIITVYRZa-=-FIILxyrcT7—9

MEREL LT, b4fitMLbDEEZRS. T4bb, Np HOHEMT -2 LT (x4y%)
(a=1,2,--- ,Np) 2EZ 5. M, x* IAIRT ML, y* ZHIETH 2. REL LT, T—Xtv
MZEUTO (BEhi) BERELRH2bDL T 5.

Y* = faoal(x?), Va.

AR HINZE TV fou) DS DIEED N T fyou [EM L ESICHEFRITI 2L THS. M,
O(t) 1337 X XFHD iteration 73 t DRFOFEENRD NI AR TH%. K qeNN fop) 1&, BT 3—
k9 iR — k fg(t) ELURD LS cHERashzs0r LTHREIR 2.

fG(t) = fec(t) o f@.

BT 2 X512, RETATIIFEEARI XA ZIERA-FDARICH B Z 2 ICERINLWV. EoT,
0(t) DIHRFIXEMA— P DARIZDH .

n-qubit TREK XN 2 BT = b TlE, FFT 2K VERET Ugpe KK D EHBMAIRZ ML x* 2R
FIREANZYI—FF3. 205 (X)) = Uenc(x?)|0)*" 72 2 BFIRENER I ND. ZDIX,
FYRAL=RVEBT U; REAEE, A 7HANTIL O THIET S Z 2T, &F¢— OO

RNk
FRUxY)s = (W |USOU[1p(x%)) = (0] Uene (x*) U OU; Uene (x%)|0) ™.

rHRINZ., ZZTIZOFIEEZ T = 1,...,n0 TTHEDIEL, ng XKILDORZ kL fO(x?) =
(fRUXY 1, FUXYg, -+, fUXY),,) 2R T 2. ThABRKNZBEF S— Ok, 20
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LR 7wt 212 X b, Classical shadow tomography [38, 148] Z H WM ZEH L FH U X 51,
[Y(x®)) pofEEZME T2 2N TES. HL, AFETIE snapshot & HIEN 5 tomography
density matrix Z KT 2 DB L, BEERFEENRZ PUVEEER L, B <— F T %2 1T
5. ZOE BT 5 X512, ng DIEIZ NTK BRAZICR 2BEICRKREFVEROEZHNTED,
A F 30 RERATNCHLS C L5 TED, —HT 5L ng JIEDEKBEAZ ML £9(x9) MR
ZFRITIERNRICHAZ 2000 LR WD, 5.6 HIOFIEFEBROFERD» S b 905 X 5 ICHEAMNZKE
D ng THHNITHKAET 5.

AHITE, RERL LTUTOREZ LS. HHANT 2 x4 1E, T3 =K Ugye 20 LT
n-qubit OEFIRE L L CHldAEN 2. FAEMICE, [127, 149] THRMEIATVWE X512, 87—
R OFEONMEL Y OB SR K LoDy a— FEE Upe 2RETTRETHS. SV XL
=X VEET U 1B LT, tensor product TRINZ D DEHEZ 5. BRI

U=Ul'oU?®---U'?,

%2BOEHWVS. HL, m & “locality” L FHZN 2B TH D, ng = n/m KL T2, UF
(k=1,2,--- ,ng) i& unitary 2-design 264> 7L &N/, BV K=& YV #EETFL L, %
EFBETIZFRIT D DEHW . M, unitary 2-design % B TR THEET 2121k O(m?) @ gate 345
BHTHD PRSI TWD [150]. &IRIZ, A7 NT O 1F ng D local operator DI THEEK
XNBrT5. Thbb,

nQ
0= I—1)m @O0 ® Itnp—tym;
k=1
THY, I, 1X 24 ZOrDEEHE T, O 1% 2™-RITD traceless RIEE T2 T 5.
RIS — | fg(t) AT, TARERZ LY ZANEL, A LT fg(t)(fQ) ZIRY
NNTHD, fou)(x?) = fo)(f9(x?)) LREZ. W, f,) & LEORKE NN & LTHRET 2
&, 5.4 HITEHALLD L FRIC

a® (x*) =o(& © (x%)),
N 1 (5.13)
(e+1) Lay _ @) - (0)(va ()
a x%) = W9 a7 (x%) 4+ £\,
(x*) N (x*) +¢

foun (E(x) = &P (x*),

DD IO, M, 0=0,1,--- ,L—1Tdh3. 57, 54HDOBELFEB, WO 3 nyy xng DEA
TFHICH D, bO 1 ng KTTDAL TARZ PATH 5. W e b OREZIZH TR AH 7 29
oYY TNENT AT AR TH 5.
6(t) 13k ik
80, (t) ore

ot o, (t) (5.14)

THEHENL., TIT LR fou) & foou PEHEERMT 22X FEBTH 2. F7, nid
FEER 0, (p = 1,2,---,P)1x 01t ® p EHOEETHY, WO W ... w1 ¢
bW 62 pED ST 5. RS AR EEFT B X 22 3H M — M LhBRh R WD, Np
87— & {(x%y*)} (a=1,2,--- ,Np), cNN fg(t) CEF—= oM RWT, HILE
WFE T INHEINEZYAN—2FHH TN TE 3.
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5.5.2 Quantum neural tangent kernel
5.4 HiITRE NI & 1T, BRAERETIE (5.14) Z AW 87 X ZEFHOBNIE, HIIBIEL fo() DORFH
ZALIZLLNICHES .
oLe
afe(t) (Xa).

HL, Kg(x,x,t) & “Quantum neural tangent kernel (QNTK)" T» D,

8 fon) (X) I .
% = —nZKQ (x,x%t)
a=1

(5.15)

~ Do (x) Do ()

Ko(x,x',t) = 0,(t)  90,(t)

p=1
TERINDE. THADPPEEMTHS I LIFRERRTIENTES. XEHTIE, REIhLD
“Quantum neural tangent kernel” ¥ FEX 2 0% 35 5.
55.3 QNTK ICB8T 2 FE
XITUDI L =1 DHFEDHT] fo0) PHERDAITE Y 5 EHZFL T

I 5.3 o % Lipschitz ZIFFIEBE L7z &, L =1 D FTng — co DMRTIX, 77 fo(0) 13,
HIEUTH ES)(X, x') BT ORTEZ 505 K 572 Centered Gaussian process 1€ 5 .

Tr(0?) 1
= 00x) = oo 3 (k) - 5 ) + €
k=1

BL, p? ELIFD & 5 ICEFE NS reduced density matrix TH 5.
pi = Try, (UenC(X>‘0>®n<0|®nUenC(X)T) ) (5.16)

i, Try & (km —m) HHED qubit 2256 (km — 1) HE D qubit ZFRWV7z B~V - 222205
I PL—RATH 3.

ATEB DG [45] O Appendix A 2B X hzv. 22T Y02, Tr(phpk,) offs 23, [126] TE
A E N7z projected quantum kernel (PQK) 1243 2 Z e ITHEE SNV, ZHZHWRZDITL
TOMMICE 3. AU, qubit BBKERIGE, 27 7 ADOFHE~ Yy 7O T [126, 134, 151] T
X, TROB AL N ZEBORITH K EREGE, FHIREE Tr(pxpx) = [(0(x)]0(x))[? DHNEEI
X o TR XN S 77 2ATHBEFETINEMF TV E WS HRMRZ . 15358, 20 kS
BAH—FINERANVD L BTEMEDNE ORI EREKLTWS. PQK 320 & 5 % [55E % [E58
L5323 NTW3. PQK X, BERICE L~V k22N DB EEITH 2 R RIT 2RI 15 (5.16) T3
XD, I EEETHEONBEIC X > TERINE H—2 VDT T 2THNX, [EFETH &
BAELELZMrOBTRFFAEOMEEZ DB 5 5.
HAIBTT5] B0 (x, ') 13 PQK OWH % KIS 2720, U FORA AR S,

5.1 GEH5.3 b 5151 2 BT 55 (x, x) 1%
[ ngTr(0?)
Ty o
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EBIHX

LRES.

ThDB, R (5.13) THRLAE A 7 AR FAOFREEBINSERT 2L, B (x,x) 135
BOAZ RO TIEREIC PQK 1T 5.

L=10RE0MRICEI e, ROEEPEPNL. £F, L =10DKD foo) DI, FHIFH
WKATDO LS ICEHHETE 2.

EI 5.4 o % Lipschitz BIEREEEE Lz &, L=1D N Tng,n1, - ,nr_1 — 0o DR TIZ,
A1 foq) 1&, LT HUTS 28) (x,x') BEFAINCLTORTE X 5415 & 572 Centered Gaussian
process 1€ .

Tr(0?) & 1
=) ,x) = gt 3 (Tolokek) - 5 ) + €2
k=1 (5.17)

260X =By (o w0y [ (B (B ()] + €2,

HU, BfHEI D EATY Zg) @ centered Gaussian process ICDOWTFHEAT 2D T 5.

AEFLDFEIHX [45] @ Appendix B 2 X /2. i, BT OHE (5.17) £ HHMOBEE (5.4) DE
Wi, BB—EEIOHE T 2 HHBITHI O A TH 5.
IR K OMIRICH1T 2 QNTK &, EE 5.1 LARICEZ S L UTD XS cRkE 3.

EIE 55 o % Lipschitz 2 IERREBEE LY L7128 ¥, ng,n1,--- ,np—1 — oo DR T, QNTK
Ko(x,x,t) &, LUROBIRIIZ BIRRICHE - TRARZA I 05 (x, x) 1R T 5.

Tr(0?) & 1
0 xx) = 2 (x.x) = i 0 S (Tolokk) - 51 ) +€2
k=1

@g+1)(x,xl) _ eg) (X,x/)zg) (x,x') + 2g+1) (x,x'),
BL, 25 (x,%) = B0 50 [0()6 (1 (X)), & & 0 OBATHS.

AEHDFEH I [45] @ Appendix C ZSHgX 72w, i, EFLD 2 DOEHIX [135] L IZIZFREDFE
FHEFEZ W T W 5.

L=10%4, QNTK 3BT — 3L OMiER 2D EE5| k. 2hd Ko(x,x',t) % “Quan-
tum” NTK EMEATWRHHTH 2. 51, TOXIRFE-BHOMEIZL > 1 DHEAEICHE =
MHEANTNWE, ZOERESN S D=2 PQK DIFEREE 25, BNBRET I —FIVDHK
RIAENRCICIEHHETH 2 2 e 2#A I, RFIETL > 1 OHBERENS X512, IERE D —
FUPHBMICERTES ZLIZKEEHTHS. Tz, IBHMHELBEEE LT ReLU ZHWHED
Oy (x, x') DMK FHIRIFF 713 [45] © Appendix D 2B S Ak,

OGS, EH 5.5 1% qcNN OFH @R O BB 2 EHTINICTHR 2 o O EBERFNTH 5. FHC
TR 5.2 LK (5.8) O oMM, THDBLA =41 O (x,x) OLIEEMENTEETH 2. FI,
ERLE2 LU LD BMRE/[L I ENTE 2.
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T2 5.6 o % Lipschitz ZIEBI L Lt &, QNTK ©)) (x,x') EMF D &5 % {c, )27, #8
FELBRVRD ZEEETH 2. (i) D, caplia =0 (VE) DY, e =022 cq # 0 (3a). (i) £ =0
DD Y, Caple = Iy /2™ (VE) 2D Y o = 1.

AEMDFELIZ [45] @ Appendix E ZZ I v, (i) O&ME, 77— X 28D IA AT reduced
density matrices 23RAIEIETH 258 LR TZ 5. bﬂ&iﬂ%ng X %R Z e THET X
5. —77, (i) OFMHICIIERNBERNEEZ 2 Z I3 LV, €20 X h RKEREISERZ & TH
I TE 5.

FEEOEHICED &, FEEER AR IR ERE 2 FER AT C 2 5. NN #B90 D SRR K D il
BRTi, 3 (5.15) THZX 6N HTT fou)(x) DXA F I 27 RF

dfe( t) (L %) &CQ
— 6 — 5.18
Z 5fe(t)(Xb) ( )
ThEzbhs. ZOHBEKXOERTFDHE (5.18) b HHMDGE (5.5) DEWIENTK O27bDATH
270, 5AHO@HEREZOETEHTE S, K, 22 MR LO BT FEE (MSE) (5.1)
Ha, X (5.18) Offl

foqy(x Z (Vﬁffo(o ") - Vidy ) TN 4y, (5.19)

THALNG. HL, B VO E, 0 (x,x) %

Np Np
YN vEeM x X VET = A6
a=1b=1
LRfLT 2 DTH. T, (A} 13 05 (x,x) OEHMTH D, M LEETHZ. b LE
B 5.6 BHALTAUE O (x, %) BIEETH D, (AP} R TEDMICES 2L L SMTH 2. Ol
K (5.19) 225t — 00 T foup)(x?) — y* L&D, FHBEDTEMT 5. £/, 2 X bEED binary
cross entropy (5.2) DFGE I

for(x") = —n /O dt’ > O (x" x") (=’ + o (fouy(x"))) - (5.20)
b

5.

5.5.4 RETETILOENMM
AHEITE, 28 qcNN 2D E 7 /U L THT 2 BMAEICOWT 220D F ) FIZDOWTET.

HRETILICH T BB

FIHDICHME T NI TS qcNN OB OWTH L 2. 2D, AR ICET 3
QNTK 25 PQK OIFFEBE D275 TR FIREBICHET 2R EEREA TV S Z e 2BV T (E
H5.5) . o T, PQK AHBEHETIIETREMAHNEE R Z ¥ [126] 225, 2D QNTK & HBEHETIIR
BPREETH 25X 5. ZORER, 71 (5.19), (5.20) 1F, HTHTFETIIERERATRER R 12534
ZRNREZMZ SN Z RN D 5. Z Z THEMARET D — 2V OFRFH—RIIZIFEHTD %
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CEeZEBRTDL, BAONLXAZITH U CHRTFIEEZEE T 2B — AVl =2 —F 1
2w M= R=—XATEKTEZLHHTHS.
FARDOREMD T 272010, FHEAZOBR TOBMMELE X TAHAS. BRI,

min (£7) > min - (LZ), (5.21)
DBHALT 2KMEEZEZ L. ZZTARAMDEMD LR RIZBEICEVWRE 7 2IRET 2. 72, F
Z W AIREZR Lipschitz B% e LC, FI I X Z2KIcOoVWTOFEEEE 2 5. LK (5.21) »
RAZLT 5751, 2D qecNN E7 M FEHREZOB N THHRETALIDDENTVWE EE X 5. &
f (5.21) ZENTHNCHRIR T 272012, aX P MSE TH2 2 bAbETRET 5. T3 44
(5.21) 13X (5.11) ZHVWTUFO X5 15EETE 3.

Np Np
eilL {J;SS l; AT jezSECT(y | V?)z} T e b {aez:sff kZ::l S L jezs;%(y Al

(5.22)
L, (DL ) (O AP (O, R ), (9 e v
Fenzh sH(x,x), 257 (x,x), @) (x,x), ) (x,x) OEHMELEHRZ FAORTTH
5. %72, G v S, zhen NS < 1/nr £ AF < 1pr iSHIBT 54 Y F vy 2 2THS. LUFT
i3, Sf]’; x S,?T DA VT v 7 ZXET BEEENRZ bL%E “bottom eigenvectors” & FER Z 2125
5. WE, & (5.21) 135 (5.22) A X, 2O HIFHAHBITTY . NTK OEHRZ L TRE
NT02. FCEEROW, MLO% JHHTH5. 0EE, 01 (x,x) % 04 (x,x) ® bottom
eigenvectors 78 7 NILRZ bl y IZ, ERUEETR > TVEDICDOAKIFEL TWS. [E->T, dLdH
HEFEEEZ2 QNTK @ bottom eigenvectors 28 y 122 < i > TWAR I AU, HHE O IGYD y 12
HoTWke LTH, R (5.22) EMiINEITHS. TR8DE, R qcNN B HEFIEIIN UTER
MeRbBR2 WS e ThHs. COHEmIER, BFEMELZERSZ LT —Xty  OMENE
BETHdZ LTV ([126] @ Supplemental Materials Section 7 S Z &) . Af#E
WEDHE, y & ZjeS,,% (y- V]-C)2 > ZJGSST (y- V]Q)Q L7225 &9 WBET UL, NN EFUH
M2 ET 27—ty r2fiohsd. BEFEMEZRTIERNGT -2ty PO, 20
WABT 2 LY a—X %2152 700G ML, BICEETH 50, SBOMET -~ LT
BL.

EFH—RILEICDODVWTODHE

BE qcNN E 7R, ZEBEICEB T 25 B BNEMTE ORISR 5, BT H — 2 VIR TENL
MDD 5. [132) 1H 5 X 512, & H— /i representer theorem [152] Z W53 Z & T, —fRic
BN ZE DRI &K o TIRER TG EICHRT, ZEBREOBRI BN TS Z B2V, W, Z
T BN LD, 2y a—X—2—ELrHAVWEVWR A TOFKETHY, Tra—X—
ZHREDIRLUMEHT 2, WbwWwd “re-uploading” # 4 7OFRIZEE RV, L LARBOEFH—3IL
HE, HHl Y —FOVE L FRRIC, A7 =V T4 B2 LWV, Thbb, BT -3V EHET S
&, F—ZBNp 1SN LT, O(N3) DFERSBETH S, ZAUK LT, 85 qeNN 3 —
HIMESERR K DOFEFR D ) — 3 UIEIC—E L, iteration % T & 374UR, BB OF IR ERFHERIX
O(NpT) TTL. $€-T, iteration 2 T < Np D R TUE, 28 qcNN ET VIR T —F TV &
FTH—FVETHDLERS.
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REETIIHHEF AHHETILEZEZET SHE

R, REET AR FICRHRTRFRBOREE FHIEICS VT, #HHREZOBLATHOET L
IO HENTMRELZRTAREEICOVWTEHRLE 5. 3, FE T —X 2 LT {p(x%),y.} BDFLICH S
35, HU, p(x*) & x* 722 A7~V (BIZIXRED X 57287 X &Z) TREO T 505 AR
BTIREE, y, 34 T AT (Bl OFFHMEL 3 5. L, Zo¥E 7 — X2,
WMo~ x, B LA p(x) BT % y DFHERZMKT 522 THS. WE, BEETNVITE
Hp(x)IZT7 7R TELLT 5. ZOBRE, (x4 ya} LT Z7EATEROVEMET VTS &,
HOLPICEWTHIERERZ 2N TES. T/, EHL.5 O NCHHKOED, HEEFNVEET I —
FIVOIEMEREE RE D Z e 25, p(x0) ICEET 7B RATE 2 2IEE R, p(x*) ORI L »ER
HTERWMETOET VLD BRI PHEITE 27255, 2o 0B 5.6.3 HOBUESFERTD
REND. FIT, [148] Tid p(x*) ZiELLT % 72D D classical shadow &4 KT % 7= D IZELIAIE %=
TOETARIBRELTED, BB AT p(x) 105 2 FTHIE y Z #3272 D shadow DRI %
AL L T\ 3. 2K L, AZFIETIE classical shadow % F W3 ICHELIRHIE DSR2 & E LI Ll 25
EHERR T 272, [148] TIRESIN 7 722 B0, o T, MiZHIBRELEE T 2L H 5. H
ZU2 U, [148] TREN TV A S DE TV THRANIMHEL Z e BT E BED 7 7 %, R
REETTFTNTHMRL 2D TEZETH 3. iR, [153] TIEFAKOFHHETFTHOME BN T, &
BEOYE T — X TRERFETATEMBT 201068 LT, HE 7 LTI D28 7 — X H3wb
B35 77 RAFAEL TV I 2EHLTEL. ZOROBIEFE T, REETAIE
FEOMEZRT O BRERFAET 22 HIET.

5.6 FMERER : QNN, CNN & Db
AREDOHINILI T OERNICBIENCEZ S Z 2 TH 5.

o QNTK DUNFIEEN L DREE R DH. £ 72, HERINIR S NIRER KD qeNN & R T, 5
FEHZARIED qcNN OFH XA F I 7 AR DREEZ D 2.

e Locality m 25 qcNN OFEEICE ORERZE ST 2 D0, [, m ZHDIA TN 7 — X DR ER
HOBEDOEIRZ=X2 VDY A XTH 3.

o 2% qcNN E 7L, fidiHLE 7L0HE FE TSN U TH O 2 REAED D 2 D 2.

NS DMEZHELD 270, UFD 3 DOREEF 21T/, £3, RYOEMIZOWTHRT
7e®iZ, 5.6.1 HTIX, EHIR qcNN L IEHE KD qcNN 2 HW TG /S R 7 21T- 7. FHic,
FAKRETT— Xy a—XEAVTHEREZERLZ. R OHOERIZOWTHERS 3272012,
5.6.2JHTIX, HAMIFEX R BfTo72. RIZIC=ZDOHDEBIZOWTHERES 572912, 5.6.3 THTIZ,
AIRIFED qcNN, #iE T NN(gNN) & it NN(cNN) 2 H W, [\l /282 2 2 OMEE%E i L
Jo. MEREL LT, 2R FIaLADLERINLG T -2ty PERELL. ZhsOBESE
BT, 7S I 21 —& & LT qulacs [154] Z#H L 7.

5.6.1 MEEPR qcNN EIEEPRA qcNN D LEE

AHITE, AR gcNN EIRERAK gcNN IS LT, fc x4 ToRFIya—X—%Z VT,
[Elff 2 227 & TR R Y Z2fTo 7.
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3

B TE

K

EFEROREIR BEF7—Xxra—Xe LT, K51, M52CR3N2E5%, 4EHEORET
A& Uone(x) Z AW, 5 FHYE 2T n-qubit THRXNTED, #1®I1Z Hadamard gate & i
Zho qubit NMEHZXE 5. Z20D1&, RZ-gate ZTHWTT =& z; € [1,2,--- ,n| ZETFIREAID
Ate. M, RZ(x;) = exp(—2miz;) TH3. TIT, T—ZXNZ MUI x = |1, 29, ,25) & L,
F—=RNXZ FVDORITIE qubit MEFELVWE T3, ZOHROMEKEMEE L, ITFD X 512 type-A ¥
type-BIZHFHLTEZ 5. £73, type-A DT> a— &KX Ansatz-A, Ansatz-A4, Ansatz-Adne
(Ansatz-A4 13 Ansatz-A Z 4 [F#EDIRL7ZdD) ZH DY TS, ZhbiZT—&ZEOI7n A% — 14
zixj (4,7 € [1,2,--- ,n]) & RZ-gate IZ & o THDIAL. —J7, type-B DL > 2 —XI21d Ansatz-B,
Ansatz-Bne ZE|D 4T3, Zhbnld type-A DX IR/ AX—41372 <, LD RZ-gate T
YINET = REMDAAIZDDTHS. fit> T, type-A DI type-B I AR TEWIERRIE % (i
ZATW5., rya—XEod 5 —2DE VD, CNOT-gate DIFETH 5. Ansatz-A, Ansatz-A4,
Ansatz-B 121& CNOT-gate 23® % 23, Ansatz-Adne, Ansatz-Bne 1213720, CNOT-gate I& qubit
Iy XTIy bbb b3, 2 FHEORRIEHNS (ne 1d “non-entangled” D) .
—%12, CNOT-gate DZVWERKZEFEERIIHELFS I 2 L — MOEITHEHENICHEE: Sh 379,
CNOT-gate % &r Ansatz-A, Ansatz-A4, Ansatz-B &, ZNLDIINCHRTRED X A 7 TIERW
MHEZ RS Z eI E S . BFEEICHEC H I NN ORI RDIA TR Y.

7 5.1: Uene(x) DL

Circuit type Cross-term CNOT Depth

Ansatz-A Yes Yes x1
Ansatz-A4 Yes Yes x4
Ansatz-A4ne Yes No x4
Ansatz-B No Yes x1
Ansatz-Bne No No x1

HE NN OEBAZE RBEI7L—2T7—2TiF, ZERIAXEHM =} (NN) 2L
BENT, EENLREELFRICID I XXEHEZITS. £, BTEKOHN fOx), =
W((x))|UTOU | ((x))), i € [1,2, ..., no] %, RFBF—& {(x%y")}, a € [1,2,..., Np] IR L
TEHE T 5. 11, locality m = 1 @ unitary 2-designs [155] 6% ¥ Iz ng @O > X
A2ZRY = {Uy,Us,...,Up} BN LTERES NS, & ZTHIRHE UTOU, 29> 7V > 7 Tidn
<, state vector simulator Z{# - CEIHE L7z, [, ¥ > 7V ¥ 72 S shot noise DL 5.6.3 IH
THERES 2. %72, ThHDOHEIZ (NN AZTFEENS (NN OHE—JFHDWED ng TH 2 Z &Ik
H) . NN OB IIEHEN R R M FETITON, FEBRHEDANA =T X R3M%BT 2 K 5I1TH#H
PNCRESIND. ¢ = 01T 200185 X ZIFIEM DM N (0, \/2/Nparam) 225 7 ¥ X W7
Vy7ENb. HL, Nparam FEED G X ZETH D, N(u,0) 13 p, BHERZE o O EHD M
ZRT.
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i Depth=1 | ' Depth=1 1
RZ(x) T | = RZ(x) )
«L{ RZ(x,x,) o : :

“{HH Rz(x;) : RZ(x,) HRZ(x;x,) | :
RZ(xs) {R2Z(x,x3) oo RZ(xy ) for - ———————— RZ(x3) RZ(ryg) HRZGrprg) |+ ——————+
HHHRZ(x) +{RZ(xp1xa) I
(a) Ansatz-A, Ansatz-A4 (b) Ansatz-Adne
RZ(x,/21) T RZ(x,/27) -
RZ(x,/2m) [o1— I- RZ(x,/21) -
RZ(x,/21) RZ(x5/2m) -
RZ(x,/2) RZ(x,/2m)
(¢) Ansatz-B (d) Ansatz-Bne

5.2: Ugne(x) DMK, & qubit I Hadamard gate Z{EH ¥ 721%, RZ-gates DEIEEA L TERLEH
JoF =&z (i=1,---,n) ZT>a— R332 XHIZ, (a) & (c) ITiF entangler & LT CNOT-gates Z1E
HE#2%. £7, (a) & (b) IZi1& RZ-gates DAL L T2 207 —&HOFE LY a—FF 25 (X5.1H
D “Cross-term”) . i, RZ(x) OFERAIC AT 2BRDOHRED (a) & (b) Tl 2 TH S5, Ansatz-Ad &
Ansatz-Adne TIIHHRCH 5 72[A# (shown as “Depth=1") % 4 [Hl# D 1K F mIC b FE S iz, Reprinted
figure from [45]. ©IOP Publishing. Reproduced with permission. All rights reserved.

R

BRR2 R [EFEXZ2712E, 1 RTTDR =5y FEBE UT feou(z) =sin(z) +e ZHW7. HL,
e WXIEF 1 N (0,0.05) 22 58 > I Iz Mz [H 501 (independent and identically distributed:;
iid) O/ AXTH2. ¥HTF—2ty {2 feou(z)}a=1,...,Np &, z € U(-1,1) 26 ¥
YINEND. AHL, Uug,u2) & [ur, us) DEO—FEDHTH 2. BETFEEEAD AN, 1 RILD
ANz % ARIERZ b x = (21,09, 23,24] = 2,22, 23,04 ¥ LTH X2, T2 T¥EF—REIX
Np =100 & L, qubit Blldn =4 & L. a2 X MEARKICIZR/DZFRZE (MSE) ZHW, optimizer
IR 1074 ORISR RiE (stochastic gradient descent; SGD) # W7z, cNN &, / —
FE1000 DFEE 18 (L =1, ng = 103) Z&ELT.

FEBRICBT 52X NERORBFEROIEZX 5.3 1R L. ERYIab—2ay (ng =
10%) DGR, £ NN OIRMER KO FTRIE L-HmRTH 2. > I 21— 3 VIR, (U}
E NN DRI XREZNZTNT VX LIZHIAE LTz 100 MORITDO S 5/ BVEREILELTH
5. THINEZRUE, ¥ 2= a YORRE O NICRIED, HEafET OfEROME e IFFICR AL
—HLTWEHTHD. ZHIREFIEICBIT S qcNN OMEEDS, B OO S S, TN
FHITZZ2Z 2 RLTWS. $4bDE, FICT—XEy b & qcNN O HIUL, FEIRITI 2
L—ay®T5 2k, MREDFITETE 20 TH 5. ZHFENR qcNN OGHE21T S ETIEIE
WICENETH 5.

R &2 OHFRDIR B FENITEH T 2. 32K, type-B DT> a— XD type-A KD b
NMEEEZRL TS, ZHEERSLL X =5y PREEIIH LT, typerA D> a—XxDbOREN
PEITELZNLTHDEZONS. BTFEFEDORIT DFNTIZONWTIX [156, 157] THRHEINCH
NHENTWS. TRbL, BT EEEO#HED IR LIRS, ZDEEOERBATRELREEBD 7 —V Z(R%
DR EREMTITVE I ERREINTWS. 2%, EF LB EWERENR S 2 & A THWR
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X, BrRREANZRH->TVWI e WR 5. ZOBA»6EZEZNE, SHOMERETIE, =va—Xx
Z1EDARE->TWS type-B 23, T a— X% 4 @ -> T3 type-A X b MHREDE W DIZHIC
Mo TV, Fiz, ZOMEANE, SXHIZIER L TWARWS, Ansatz-Ad ZHWTR—7 v B
fooal(®) = (x — 0.2)2%sin(12z) ¥ WS EHERBIBUCH L TRD EBWEREEZ R L2220 bR TE
7. U EOERID, = a—&id qcNN OMEEICER T2 20 5. BCERHoF 2 —=>
TR ELERE LU TR 2T O0EDL D 5.

0.5
Simulation —Ansatz-A E Theory ——Ansatz-A
——Ansatz-A4 | ——Ansatz-A4
5 04 - - -Ansatz-Adne . - - -Ansatz-Adne
= V
] \ ——Ansatz-B ' —Ansatz-B
T 03 " Ansatz-Bne A Ansatz-Bne
© \ B AP
2 e e 2 ]
»n 0.2 \
f=
©
[}
= 041 k
0
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 O 200 400 600 800 1000
Iteration Iteration

5.3: HIF&Z 27128 28R, 22 PEKORRIREE, BEY I 21— 2 Yid ng = 103, HaREhiR
& ng — oo TSN H D. Reprinted figure from [45]. (©IOP Publishing. Reproduced with permission.
All rights reserved.

DERRY PERXRAI7TE, 8FY K- bXR27 ML= 2 Y (quantum support vector machine;
QSVM) g FEMMZ R U [T4] KHWRALTF =&ty b [168] ZHWw. EASRZ b
X 2XETHD, BEFMFED qubit Bllgn =2 TH 3. cNNADANEIZL, cNN DR FEL L
no = 10> (F7xL ) TH3A, Ansatz-Adne [ZOWTlE ng = 102 & ng = 10* 3fTo7=.
72 NN OIEIZOWTIE L = 1 ¥ L = 2 120WTHAT:. NN OIEHLERICIZ U FE H v,
JBZOWTIE, L=12 L=20W&ET7EAL FEK o(q) =1/(1 +e79) ZHWVW]. —HT,
L =2 DANEIZIE ReLU o(q) = max(0,q) WA, /—FEIE, L=11&ny =103 2L, L=2
Bng=n =103 2 L7z, BHEDSAAVE vy 1227522 L, LFOAL =it TRIBT 3 5
NVEME L. 3bb, L fg”zt)(fQ(x“)) M0.5 XD HRETNIET, 25 THRITFNTZ0
L. 287 —281%, %2 5 X Np =50. 2 & IBIEUZ Binary cross entropy (BCE) (5.2) & L,
optimizer 21 % 1073 @ Adam [88] & A\ 7-.

FEHBRICBT 53X PERORHAERDO IR ZX 54 IR L. EBY I 2L —2 a Y DRER,
G253 NN ORISR R THAE L BRI TH 2. I 21—y a VR, {U;} £ (NN DT X
Rexheh 7 ¥ X LHIE L7z 100 EOFITO S biRdD ROWKIREZLLTHS. KT L =112
DWW, [ U ansatz [A L THANS &, BUEFEER & BEREFTEOBID L TH X —HL TV 2T
HTHNE. —HTHEHITANEIL Ansatz-A4 ¥ Ansatz-Adne DD KERENTHS. Thbb,
HERHAR D /7 TIRRETE 3R E & AR TROEEEANERZE L TV 5 DI, BEESR T3S L Tw
%. 22T Ansatz-A4 X CNOT 2 EATWS 72012, I REELIRELFE T 2 Z 2 ICER
SNz, ZOEKT (b)L =1 Theory DATH 2 I2H &, EFRAEOMIEZ DD Ansatz-Ad 23, Z
% b7 Ansatz-Adne OPEREZR 8 LT 2 sUBLRZR L.

X 51T, cNN DIRDOEWICEHT 5. 37405, (a) L =1 Simulation IZBWT, &FMIEEOEIT
% Ansatz-Adne Y [EE L7 £ T cNN OIEZ ng = 102,103, 10* ¥ Z{L I B AERICOVWTHARTA
%. (22T, HimmhfRIEIES R K OMR ng — 0o TH 2 Z L IERINZW. ) ZOMEER, ng 23
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REWZE, IHGHEE D HE L T RICRIED /N E K R 2P RTINS, Z4ud NTK Higo
HO DL RMRTH 5.

L =2 DfER%ZRLT (¢, d) TIZ, type-A ORMEAIL IR MENY I 2L —2a Y EHERT LS
—HLTW2E /T, type-B TIIKERENRZ 2. ZTHUXEEHRCBI 3 Z(LROBPN I 2
L—arTidE L {/PEL, Ansatz-B ¥ Ansatz-Bne Tl 10000 iteration T 3 & HINFE £ T
Lol l2dTH5. XHIERBDSIaL—a rATERUL, MEE—HT23FTH 3.

BRI, NEMEREIC DWW THERR T 2 72012, FHBEADET LI 100 HO T A b TF =2 %52 7.
5.5 12 ansatz BOPULMREDBIRA TORRERZ/R L7z, [159] TIEEHIA — 2 EZ HWBR DR
BRP A TH D LRINTED, Ansatz-Ad, -Adne 1ZZNEEE L TWS. 24U qcNN 23
PR R THAREBHNTZD o T0WE I ERLTWS., b5 —D0&EERA L LT, LM
MR MREICHE L T WA EBIT o5, Thbh, FHEED/NX R ansatz GFULFRZE D /M X
{7RoTW3. ZOMEANE, BWEE O—BRINLRHETH 2 220 EWRBNGEFE 25 Xk
L, A EOMEZIRFTIETLED ] 3R R->TWS. L2L, IBRE T /LTI projected
quantum kernel (PQK) ZH W TW2 Z xIZFEE SNV, ZHUT [126] 1I2BWTRWIEIEREZ
BI1§2 ZeIRBEINTZDDTHD, ZOMRE LTEWIMEERER RL TV EEIRT 2 Z 2T
3. BEETLE, MBTFETACMEHRET L DX 5 2 MRELLERIX 5.6.3 THTRENS.
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w ——Ansatz-B
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g o7 —
S
o
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T R R e —
[
*ng=102, **n,y=10%
0.5
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2 Simulation - AnsatzAdne Theory - _Ansatz-Adne
g 1 ——Ansatz-B ——Ansatz-B
iy Ansatz-Bne Ansatz-Bne
»n 0.8
[
2
o 0.6
2
_g 0.4
[
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0 T

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 O 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000
Iteration Iteration

5.4: WX A7 OFBIR. FNFND ansatz WKL THELE T — &2y bEAVEAER. Reprinted figure
from [45]. ©IOP Publishing. Reproduced with permission. All rights reserved.

5.6.2 Locality D¥HFEHERENDHE

AREITIX, 2R E 7B % randomizing unitary gate D% 4 X TH % Locality m IZIEH T 3.
Z DOEIXIREE T BT 5 reduced Hilbert space DRIT 2™ ZIRET ENANR—RT XX TH 5.
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5.5: TR M TF—RIHT BFER (L =1, ng = 10%). #2277 713 100 FH1TD median ZRL, =7 ——
DL CR) 3meE (&K EE2RT. BRE 2 7 9 A9 I2B % random guess DFREE 50% &RT.
Reprinted figure from [45]. (©IOP Publishing. Reproduced with permission. All rights reserved.

[126] TR EINT VWD X518, YAT LV A APKETE L LA EERENE TR T 2720, m D
FRIWFEBELPDETH 5. 72, m i QNTK OBEIEESMICHEEL 52 5 2 & T, S ERIcB
HUNHGEBICKRE S HET 5. 20 X5 REHNARBACA, BFEEPDOZ > X LRI & TR
Reb5Z22Ze2ZBRL, KETRED2R2HEL THRMEE X R 7 251735 Z & T, locality m
DGR & FE R M RBIC 5 2 2 s B 2 Tz, E L7 DId Heart Disease dataset [160] % H
WA RA I THE. ZOT7—2ty MEFRHED 125D, Thz& qubit i1 DFDLra—
R3 272912 12-qubit REZ AW, X227 OHNX, #E 7 — X HWTEENMEERETE-> TV
DT TE2ETVEHETLZILTHE. FET—FBI100 e L, FodrEEZE-oTWEHE
BT 27 —2TH5. FHTZ2ETME, BE NN O L=1%2H0, ALT7T—%t vy MIX
LTm=1,2,3,4,6 %KLL aXMEIRZELZOMDORER5.6.1 HIIBI 207 L
FRETH 5.

HEme LTiE, X (5.19) THRZ N2 EEBREORMFERZ AW, $4bb5, qcNN DIE I
BRAIWCHYS T 2. FonARMREX 5.6 12503, HIRRED, ICROHEE ¥ o 2 BB OIEHEIE m
CRECRIFL TV D, CORREMRT 272010, $ 358l QNTK 6} (x,x') pEH{ET
HzhezZe2B0HT. HL, x BANRZ FLTH 5. BRI, R (5.19) THRLELS
2, REREAMEN BT 24 07y 7R j OBERIELIPORL, —H OEHEI/ NS WD DIFE
IR T 2. 2R, QNTK OREHEDHH3FEEBROICRDOEE 2 XL T2 DTH 5. K, /b
SWVWEHEOHIEDIHEE Z BT 5. AMFEDS I 2L —a »TiE, RELRm I IZLEGEHES
EDOMEDNE L BBBEFPHEINT. ZOMBICED, mPBPRELRDDIFED S D EIEERL TV
BT 5.6 205 R THNS. —/T, m BPRERIZEEEMEDIHOTEUI/NE L R E2HT BB
ANz, ZORER m =2 OROR/NEBAER m =1 DO DI D b KEL Kotz Thbb, &
RELTUEM =202 m=1&0daXt2i/MbTE2RTIEENRTNS. ZHUI—KIZ, m D
RKEWVZEBTULHEWEREZRTIRTR L, 7RSO L@ LT m BFEET S 2 e RRL
TW3. BEARRS VA LBTFHRKEHMS I 2L — T3 ARBTHE I E2EETI L, 2h
IR qcNN O &R F - L OffilfR e H R X 5.

BRI, REMNZRa X MECEEH T 5. ZOMEIERAT — X O KEMRERIRD 2{ETH D | ansatz
DEAL FICKELEIEFET S, FRZEH TR Z=1E Ansatz-Adne ¥ Ansatz-Bne "2 TD m IZBWTH
ROBREERLTWAHETHS. ZHHD ansatz & CNOT-gate ZFATE ST, IRy HAE
AR REAIRBETH 5. ZHUL T %2 b B, Heart Disease dataset 1% qcNN D FEMERER &8 51213,
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entanglement Z & L& FHRFESRITRE L o2 ZRLTWVWS. ZOMERIT [126) DF
REHBEBLTWVWS. T4Db, RTCOEFEMAEE S AT AMPRED T — Xty MTHT 5 ke
[ EXBZRTERNDTH 3. KETIX, CNOT-gate =& qecNN H3EWHERE 2 7R 351 o R RERY
FIZOWTET.

1

= —Ansatz-A = —Ansatz-A = —Ansatz-A
(a) m=1 —Ansatz-A4 (b) m=2 —Ansatz-A4 (c) m=3 ——Ansatz-A4
o8 ¢{ - Ansatz-A4ne -----Ansatz-Adne ----Ansatz-Adne
——Ansatz-B ——Ansatz-B ——Ansatz-B
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W K
o 1 A \
o | \
0.4
0.2
0
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
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1
= ——Ansatz-A =
(d) m=4 ——Ansatz-A4 (e) m=6
o8| e Ansatz-Adne
——Ansatz-B
D Ansatz-Bne
0.6
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(%]
7]
0.4
—Ansatz-A
ssmis ——Ansatz-A4
02, ] e Ansatz-Adne
——Ansatz-B
0 Ansatz-Bne
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
Iteration Iteration

5.6: Heart Disease Data Set D77 & 2 27 DZEEFHIFR (qcNN OBGEmHHR) . & FF#IE 12-qubit, gcNN
DEHOS— T OEBIT L = 1. fOREF, 22 FEKEED 5.6.1 HE Rk Reprinted figure from [45].
©]IOP Publishing. Reproduced with permission. All rights reserved.

563 FIHBETFILEHEFETILICNT S qcNN DENLE

ZIZTIE54 Tt L qNN EFLOENMEEZ R27-012, BF a2 bR Eh s 7F—&
v FOMEE, BEXRXZIZOVWTHNG. KREEREX, 7—2ty POHEICOWTILEEL
7o E TR X N B TREMIAE £ 7 L THIUL, BV EERE e TULRER W TE 2 Z 2 Z2R LIS
52 2BRLUTHRENDDOTHS. Fig, FIZIX[127) D X512, BF 7t X 2/ L TAKRE
Nd7—%ty M T 2 EFEMEORKRIBLICV L DrRINT VWS, #8E qcNN T A%
DEIRIFFLWRMEEZ DS HIRICEWEREZRIET 2 22 2T, Lrd, ME T, Mibie sy
WEHART, DRI XZEH LN SIWEEHAXA N TCETFT—XDER T e A2¥E T 5L
ZIRT.

FIREERE

F—RERTOER 3, CITWIHIBT IO AN AERENEF—ROEKREHIT 2
M, DRI “B T 7 — XX ICT 5. — IS, BTFF—REANI V=7 ¥ H(xY), #l
ZIF p(x0) = e HE) ol X)) TR S 4 7EN 2 BTROMNIREL B2 2 e TE %, HL, A
N xF, FIZRREDO LS5, MIorDROFHEZ LT DL T 5. RE p(x2) 1F, Bl ZIXFERE
MZRHE T e 2D X5 7%, MBS FHRKEERERT, FLor—2Cks. Thbb,
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Y BBABHDF THEAT UL > TELENS. 5T, y? ETHEZR p(x?) 20 b DO E
FRLTWS. ZOEIR¥EEF—&ty b x4y} 0, 3B o7 LT, R RERAZIZRRY
W, RADANH L TRWINEEREZ RT K5 R AT~y ¥ 72 a3 2 BB ZHR T %
e THsd. ZoOMBX, EARYE [161] 1B % the general quantum phase recognition (QPR)
problem [162, 163, 114] L BARLTHB D, dHANCIIARENCHELS 22 2L, WL 20 D& T
MR FIE TR Z 2 Z e PREINTWVWS. [164, 165, 166]

IITLEOMER, LFOXS5RF—&tEy b {x%y} N0, 2 LTS, £3, AhF—%
(x40 %, n KTED R [0,27]" B BH Y TLENDZ DL TS, TIT p(x?) ZIHIRHO
BT 70U R Upe(x) = e HE mpEfahs LES. 32—y arTlE, K5.7(a) TR
N3ETEREHW. $hb5, RX-gate DIRIZ T ¥ X 472 multi-qubit 2 =& VU EHE T Uandom
ZEHS B 0TH 2 GEHIEMER A Z2Rahv) - By E X R 7 1Tik-o TR 5. %
F, \R R 27 EFIE, ¥ = cg(x®) + € & L7z HL, g(x) = Tr[p(x)0], € & Var[¢] = 107*
DAV T VI ARXTHS. WETRERZNL BHLDRENKL 5 EREL, RHLF 7THANT
VO PERT 22 Lz, ¥z, c ZIEHULERTH D Varg(x)] = 1 Wiz 3. K, 27X AW
FiZiE, g(x*) > n/2 THUX y* =1, 25 THRAUTy* =0 LA HL, g(x) = Tr[p(x)0O] T
BB vial—>arTiE 0=Q" () +10)/2 2 L HL, 0V 13 Pauliz #ETF, 10
1% i-qubit DIEFHEE T TH 5. 87— 2EE, BIFR 27 EFI12iE Np = 1000, 78X 2 7 1@
W& Np = 3000 & L7z, 2612 MEMREZMGEET 272D 7 X b7 — &8, [\lE/ 78 E H 12
Niest = 100 ¥ L7=.

____________________________

T U3(01.1,612,613) H
T 1Us(014, 615, 016) !

_'_| Uz (91,3n—2' 013n-1, 91,3n)

Uenc(x)

(c) gNN (d) pure classical neural network

5.7: 5.6 1 HHTHWAET V. (a) BF7—KZ2ENT 22 FMHE. (b) EBF-HEAL 7Yy F=a—7F
Nty b7 —2 (qeNN), (¢) @ F=a—7 1%y b7—7 (gNN), (d) &ifi==2—F 1% v b7 —2 (cNN).
()i EdLy=10L7% (10D gNN) . KD M WS FEIRHEZERL, Us(a, B,7) 1& 3 DD Euler I
B3 % single-qubit [Fl§£°— b T3 %. Reprinted figure from [45]. (©)IOP Publishing. Reproduced with

permission. All rights reserved.

FHETI FEEFNALLTRERRSTIORLESEZHAVE. 25, (b) IRLEDOBER
qcNN EFLTH 5. KA ¥ ME, T —ZOERFEFAL LY 3 =K Uge(x) EEHEATWVS R

58



TH%. Zhid NN BRFF— & p(x?) KEET 7 LA TES 2 LIHEL TS, T a—
X DKRIZIE 1-qubit gate, $2bE M =1 DI VX L2 RVEETFEERIE, A 79T
0=Q" (6 +10)/2 =", MO 2 X DHIEEITo 7 DDBERTF— bOHACRS. 2C
TAITIARTNVEFTFT—RERF LR LD DEHANTVWE I EIFEREINZW. LELENRS, FUX
A= X VHBEFREAIE TV 2800, F 7IANT VOB R T HKEZIERDR V. HIERKR
DOHIFHELX, 1 D cNN (L=1) iICAhEh 5. i/ — FOEHEBEBIZEZ X 7 BT D X512
Biz5. Thbb, AR A7 C3EFRRZ, 27X A 723 7EA, FEEo(q) =1/(1+€e79)
ZEIRL 72, BERIZ NN, e & 2 27 TR IME ypreq 1ZZ DX T DMHEZ HWV, DX R 7 TIIH
HO05 EDBREVDBDE yprea =1 &L, ZRLNE yprea =0 & L. T T T [148] E DEWZ
FEEIN V. [148] Tid p(x) ZiEMT % 72D D classical shadow DAEMIC T ¥ X AHE 21TV,
shadow 12 & o TR E N7z L7 — 2 2 D72 BB ZE B 1T K o TRHAD p(x) 1055 y 2§
HLTWS., —7, KL T, 7> X LHED S classical shadow & FETITHEM TS £ 7L %MK
LTED, HO D REITREMNEDLD 5.

ZOHDETFNIE, 5.7 (c) IZR L7 quantum neural network (qQNN) TH 3. ZDET I,
qcNN FIRRIC, ETIREE p(x) ZEEAN T 2. bbb, 321 —2aryTlE, 7—&ZX7 bL
x1EK (a) ERAIC T Y 3 =K Uppe(x) X o TANEINS. 208, IFDRRTRING T X
£t EETFEE (PQC) 23 L, FfEH E N5, QNN O ypea = wTr [ (x)0] LEHEESNS. H
L, p(x) ZEFEBE2OHITIRETHD, 0130 = oV Tthr 7 L T, w & scale factor TH
5. 3B, ORI T X & {0, ;} L FERICEREL SN, [ElFEE 22712803 5 I HEHZ2 %S
5. M, THARZ TR w=1t L% —2HDEF VLR, HRET VT yprea DEE ZDF
FHWV, DX R 7123 F UL L 7l 2 v,

“OHDOETFNVZE, K57 (d) ITRL7Z3ED NN THS. bbb, n/—FOANE, ng / —
FORENE, 1/ — PO IEZ b0, ANEERAEZISMELTED, HhEsENE L 2HE L
TWa. ANT—2x 3, i HHOER 2! F i HEHD / — FIT AT SN 5. GBI ZE & &
ZZWIECTHER S, [MIFX 27055, BAUEICEY 7 T4 FEBo(q) = 1/(1 +e79), HHEI
FEEREEE AW, 7227 DA, BAUEIZIE ReLU o(q) = max{0, ¢}, HAEICIEZS 7EA ¥
Bz e, 2% D, MEHMETVEETFT— X p(x) A THFANTIL 0 DHISLRWIRETDH 5.

FRE3ETAETIIBWVT, 4 D qubits B n = {2,3,4,5} TEEZITo7%. £, qcNN O
NN F3 D /7 — P, #lidi8 cNN @/ — FE e LT = 10° ZRE L. A TN T O HIRHE
\& statevector Z FHWTEIR L, 237 X X EHITIX optimizer £ LT Adam [88] ZHW\ .

ER

ElRFEEDFER X 5.8 \CEFHBEICE T 22 #EE L 7 X b ORRZ /R L. fitincix, FHlfE
Ypred & BAHE D7 % VPV ITRFEE (RMSE) %, Blllicid qubit B n ZHD , 5 HORITDF
¥J¥ RMSE OfE#ERAER 70y b LTH53. TIT, 3 DDETIIINT X RER T THEANT LM
EMBDORT, TNZTNEZD 20D 2 IFERSI NV, FEMlE T8 AR L TH 5. FHT qeNN
DRT X ZENZ, ng DIEHBFEITICHBEDH ST, cNN X h b KIEICDW. £/, qcNN TRERA 7
PN TV OREBENE QNN ITHAR 2 & KD T, RER S qeNN T RE(LOEFE THED
BLUERTEREERIES 20BN ENDLLTHS.

YED»S, qcNNIIMD 2 DIZLRTay 7 MRETLTHHEFER 5. ZHICHEDL T, K
5.8 5003 & 912, qcNN IEFEERF DL TD qubit D7 — A TEE, 7 2 b Ol 5 TEWIHEEE R
L7z, ZHEFEIZWDY S “inductive bias” [127] 125 & ZAKZFWV. 7205, qcNN EF L

AT =R EBEENZ 20V BT, BENREBMAEZMO TV EZX 5. L2LL, TONL T A
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X NN EF LB EED Z EDNFEZ 5D, 25 51F qubit X 21coNTHEET—X, 77X b
T =X HIGEUNTER LS B> TV, ZHud Hilbert space IZBF 2 R+ TldRVwWzZ ki
kzdoeEz26ND. LoL, bL NN ETADRTRRREANEZBEL TV LT, ZOMmD
i, 5l 21X, barren plateau SRHEB DN ', qubit BAOK Z WHEIHTOFEE IIINE#EL D 5.
%72, qcNN % NN TIE¥ERE 7 X MRETIZIER CHEEZ R LTV 2 AUFFEHIET 5. ZhiZ
R—7y P TF—=RIHLTBFEEEZEI L TVWARWIEEZRLTWS., — /4T, cNNEFILTIET A
FMRACHREDE R L TWS. ZOEEFERLL, BTFETMET—Xty boERFIREBICEEZ Y 712X
TEZZEDERTHA 5. FEE, inductive bias ZIEHT 2 Z e TEHWLEREEZEBE T2 220
[127] THRENT WS,

(b) Test

10!

(a) Training

10° 4

1071 4

RMSE
)

=3 L
10 K2

o pure classical

- aNN
- @+ qcNN

1074 § -

1075 4=

3 a 5
# qubit

RMSE

10t

10° 4

1071 4

103 4 f

107°

# qubit

5.8: [AllF X R 7 DfER. (a) FET— &, (b) 7 X b7 —&. #it#hld root mean squared errors (RMSE),
HfhE qubit #4. Reprinted figure from [45]. (©IOP Publishing. Reproduced with permission. All rights

reserved.

DHEMEOFER X 5.9 ICHHEMEICB Y 2R E/R L. M X EMRE ) Bl qubit #n
ZHLD, 5 HOITOFE L EROEHEFAZ 7oy L THS. ZDRAZTHENIRYL RO
RN 7205, qcNN IZEBF DL TOD qubit D7 —RATHE, 72 LD TEWE
RER/RL7z. ZHRBAETRLZE R [F U <, qcNN £ 71D inductive bias & qNN €7V DR
DRETHAS. £72, BEDDIZ qcNN IZDWTIE, Nige = 3000 222 ng = 3000 DFEER 1L
72 (5.9 D ‘qvNN(tuned)’) . HRAIZ, D HDIFELT Nie = 1000 222 ng = 1000 TH 3. Z
DAERIFEHI A= DI T DF 2 ==V WX D HREZA LSE LI ENTELZ I ZRLTVS.

shot noise MRE HKEKIC qcNN EFIL%E AW ZAEG /58X 2 27128\ T, shot . GRIE B
REZT ZIZE S MREDET 22Tz, M, K 5.8, 5.9 1IT7R L/ T statevector, 37
Db shot BB R TH o7 2 L IERSI LY. MEREZ, T—&ty FREFEFTALZED
T, IOEBREFALTH 2. BoNEREZR 510 1R L. (a) XEFEZ 227 DfER%Z RMSE T
Ty FL7EbD, (b) IDEX R OMBEEMRRTIay FLAEDBDTHS. Wi LD qubit B
n ZHHEHCED , qcNN OHBAR— FOBRIZ L =1TH2. HL, n =512V TIX L =2 ZHD,
BEHCE BHOEZE ) =n =102 2 L7,

O 2 227 D6, cNN DB ZJ@H 2 75— R ‘n = 5(L2) 2R ETDHI — T, RMSE ¢ ¥ shot
B Nopor DN & 20 2 IRETHI721E ] € ~ O(1/v/Nanot) R S 72. K2 51% 10%-shot HALL
statevector IZ & 2 HIARRBIC T W ERE LN TR RTINS, £/2, ]NN 2§D 7 —
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(a) Training (b) Test

1.00 P 1.00
* R - * B S S
_______ . i I
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> I < > 2
0] 9]
© 0.85 1 I ----- R o085 T
> “E > i
19 o
& 0.80 & 0.80 3
0.75 A 0.75
~%- gcNN(tuned)
~®- qcNN
0.70 1 pure classical 0.70 1
@ gNN
0.65 +— T T T 0.65 - T T T
2 3 4 5 2 3 4 5
# qubit # qubit

X 5.9: XA DR, (a) FHT—%, (b) 7 A M7 —&. HEEIIEMRHRE ML qubit 2. Reprinted
figure from [45]. ©IOP Publishing. Reproduced with permission. All rights reserved.

AT, FHZ qubit #AVNE WIEIET RMSE 23l 2 Tn 3 Z e iiEH kv, 2 NN OF
WIERRIEPEIC & D shot noise ZHK L TW2 XS5WICRZ 5. X510 D (b) WRLETEEZRAZ D
BE, \IFE &R 2 71N THER shot FAKIBI/NI W e RTERN S, BARRIZIE, 10%-shot
T statevector & [AFDIEMHRZ/RLTW5. Z4UX shot noise, d L {1 cNN »8— MZASTTEN 3
T—RIZHEEND noise 1X, TR AZIEZNUIEREREE L BIBRVWIEZEKRLTVWS

(a) Regression (b) Classification
< n=2
& n=3 1.0004
0.4 & n=4 I
n=5 0.975
%~ n=5(L2) )
w 031 0950 7=
n I
s S 0.925
o2 o
< 0.900
| & n=2
0.1 08751 F. n=3
0850 & :f:
10 10?2 103 104 State Vector 10 100 1000 State Vector
# shot # shot

5.10: (a) [EF X R 712B1F % shot noise DFE (FE 7 — &) . #EdiHlid root mean squared errors (RMSE),
L qubit 2. (b) DX X 71281 % shot noise DFEEE (FE7— %) . KNI ERE, B qubit £
Reprinted figure from [45]. (©IOP Publishing. Reproduced with permission. All rights reserved.

5.7 5@

AT, BF7—&xra—Xoihzhiil=a -5 13y v 7—2 (cNN) AT 3 Z
YT, H#o NTK BG@QEEREHATE32 7L — LAV —2 2R, BF-d#liNng 7Yy =2 —
FNAy bV =2 (qeNN) IZOWTHRz. 2L T, 87, HHOM - 25 VX 2L,
cNN @/ — F# (IR) 2B RKOMBICE S Z 2T, ZREERIH L TETF NTK NERTE, 20
time-invariant 1272 2 728, FEBEBEDO XA F I 7 AZHRNICHTTE 2 2 2R L7z, 51T,
qcNN D& 72 Hi 175 projected quantum kernel OIERFEREEIC R 2 Z v R L. Thbb, 2
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L qcNN ZHW2 Z & T, 1ERDEF I — 3 WTEITEEARTA 20 computational complexity “ClElF
RARNERR 7 RITA B IEARRBREF I — AN ZFHETZ 2. $, FHBEIBRNICIZ 2
5, qcNN PRI TEWEREZ RT T — Xt v MO T REZMEL2E. 51T,
B 7R ADRLEREINTT =X IIHT 2 E XA 7128V T, 2% qcNN 28 cNN % gNN 12kt
NTHEIZEWERZ RTZ e Z, B> I 21— 2 Y CHER L 7.

BFH =2 NEEAWE A ETOMRS 5.6 HIORMEIRT L 518, BFAE X X7 OMREE
T—RLYA—RDKEIRT — Xy FOMEIZHEIIKET S. itoT, 2a—¥F—-BE52oN7T—
Xty MZIGUT, zva—Xz2&FEAEIEON 2 KO WCHEREL THREIT20EDLDH 5. EER
77u—F LT, AETEEE L COWEET T — XLy a—XEn e FE iR ICE 2
Z, cNN OFERHC—HEICHRELT 2 e WO AN E R ONS. EE —RICHEEFECIET—&Xx
va—Xx (FEEmME) e 77— XUHEEErELbETEELTWS. DFD, 2D X5 7% qNN-cNN
NA TV R AT LEHEEEE CAROREN 2D 5 5. T48bb, 26745 FHIMREDM L
T, o0 TFEMEDESNZA[EEMDLD 2. L LR S, QNN 8= N 2¥H T 354,
27— ¥ ZRICIE— I AR O = 2 729, /N E W gNN Y] 7% ansatz, 2 &
FREBOZBEIR TS LELRDH 5. O HIESHROBEL T 5.
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E6E

MENDEFEBERDEE : Quantum

generative model with optimal transport

ARETIE, BETREEZWSERETNVERET S [46, 167]. ERE TIE, BRUES HARSE
MR OO E OB TR A R R 2 7 TEWERERZ R L TWS. ThsDETL
X, FERICHWE Y Y IV TF—ZBET 2500 “2 5 R BETANEE L, TFLOMARIC
WBZDIZFZARBLTWERY Y ILT =Xty MWEEEhRW, Hilekhs — X PERAJEETH
5. CTHEETFIHHEOIRTIIFICEREREREZRSE 5 5. T2bb, —fRICEXTRERK S B Fif
BT, ITEOREOERIC»»Z25E I NPEN. ZZREREFTAVZHWT Y 70 —F7 3.
BlzIX, B2 ETIIEOMOES (BTREOES) BT 27 7R TS, 7—XEy biC
EENLZY Y TINVEIERTH 2720, FILicd 2 DTN B FIRETHS. LrL, —HI
TNTF =Xty "HBET 3277 A E@YNCEE T ER, BEMIIFTLE DRSNS T % BT IKEE
BB BEABDETIADPOBGIERTE L X511k 5.

INET, W ODPDEITHRICBVWTEFIREEZERT 2713 ) AL REINTE. Ly
L, TR 513 SIPHRIEDES” OFBIZIZHIGE L TWARW., $42bb, [RAIREYL L TR IREE
B o TW720, B D & 5 ZEWHIZTE RV, KT, 22 MEEYE U THIRD F& I
L72boD, MiBIREED 7 % Y TV R EREN S 2 DT 2 iimiEiriiL 3 5. 4b¥ T, R
=0 ZWRAFTaX MEBD local (bR EZEBAT 5. HMOERET NVITEWTEHELRHRE
LTHILGANTWE DD —DIZ, BEMHX RN H 5. Z I TAETIE, BTERETLVOTFTEY
At —varvelTafREODEEMRIM R A7 E2RT. 2SR, BFarYa—T4 Y70
BIESTETTAAL ADBRERLEBOANNAF 2y 72 EICHWS Z e TE2R4Y, IHESE
Bl Th 5.

6.1 BA
6.1.1 Implicit Generative Model

ERE TG Z DNTEE T — 22 BT 2 RADOHERMOENEGE e LTHOWSR S, ERE
TNZ AT A EARNZEIEE, ITO@BDTH2. X 25 VX LRBREROZERE L, G250 ¥
BF—& {(x;}M, € xM OBRICH RN % a(x) LIRETS. TORT, 7 X 2L NTHE
R Bp(x) THEL, ¥E T — XN L TER SN2 BREKOALEZ R/ME$ 5 & 57885 X
RO EFEETS.

—fBeiz, AERE 7L prescribed models ¥ implicit models @ 2 DIZHFHIN 5. HiEIE, /8T X
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X OIZEDIGIT Bp(x) ZRT. T2 L& By(xi) DML EBIBDEIRTE 579, RAHEEIC X D&
BIRRT AR BZRET 25 Z e TES. ZHUd Kullback-Leibler divergence K L(«|fy) & &/ IMET
% ZEITIET 5. BRE, By(x) DBRIETIEEZONRVETLEH VWS, ZOETILVOEER
R L LT, BAERRICEHE LD F 0 X AZBOMERIMICKD, BHICRIHT 2L TES
RYH5. ki, T—R2ERT AL ZAPBEERD O T —ZAOYHNZ Tt X LTHRTE %
[168]. implicit generative model D& L TIiZ, Generative adversarial networks (GAN) [169] 7%
EWH D, KBFFETIX, O implicit generative model IZEH T 5.

Z 2T, implicit generative model IZDW T, & D BKAIZHE 2 TA . implicit generative model
&7 Y ZLREEL R 2 00 X NOBERL LTEEREINS. M, z &, ¥ ¥ INVERDXIT N, it
NCIEFEIWNI BRI N, b OBHELZEM Z BT 5. HU, BEEH z 1%, —H27= Gauss
DR E DBERID 04 ~v(2) ICHES D& T 5. T74D5, implicit generative model 1 Sy = Go#y
WEoThHZR BN, [, # 1 push-forward operator [170] & FEEN, ZDHE Z 2B %591
YELR Gy ITE D X ITBUIBHERDPMHABEIND Z e 2RT. 2O implicit generative model 13,
ETAGADROERENTH Tty PPEE T &ty PN XS I¥EEEINS. 2O,
REED & 512, 111 52 DEMIHBELBEE L D/ MET 2 X587 X 2 0 DR 2#ED 5.

0* = arg min E(&M,B&Mg). (6.1)
0

{EL, @M(X), BG,MQ = G@#’?Mg (Z) bi, YOIV T =KLy b {Xi}ij\il Z(’%Eﬁﬁ@%é\ {Zi}f\igl »n
LEFRS NSRBI IMZRT. W, ZRZENLUTD X 5 LHERDMAITHES .

1Y 1 &
Gar(x) = > o(x—xi), A, (z) = STA > 6(z - z). (6.2)
i=1 9 i=1

6.1.2 mEHXHEEE (Optimal Transport Loss; OTL)

OTL &, HEfRENT° BIAS B, S/l (171, 172, 170, 173] R EDMRIAWAE THWHNLTWS
metric TH 3. /=, ERETFNVOEELBEKE LTELHWSR TV S A, ZAUIRHIEKE DR
DHDHEICHWS Z B TE B EBARE W, OTL 1E, RS a ZRID0AR B 1T RO R/NER
DAAFNTERIND !

E& 6.1 (RBEHHXEERE [174])
Le(a,B) :H;in/c(x7y)d7r(x,y)7
subject to /7T(x7 y)dx = B(y),

/w(x, y)dy = a(x), w(x,y) >0,

HL, e(x,y) > 013, X x X LOx 20 y NOHiEa A M2 RITIFADEKTH D, ground cost &
IS, k72, Lo, B) ZR/MET 258E 7 Z R@fikstE (optimal transport plan) & FES.

F 7z, — I OTL \ZEERED N Z i 7 X 72023, ground cost Z LU R D X 5 72 metric function 12
BAUIERE D N2 G725 -

EF 6.2 (p-Wasserstein distance [175])  ground cost ¢(x,y) A3, metric function d(x,y) & IE&E
Bp 2T c(x,y) = d(x,y)P L REN B, OTL IXFRED A 272 L

W, (a, B) = Lav(ar, )P

64



% p-Wasserstein distance & 3.

p-Wasserstein distance [ZMER MBI OEREZ R I EM 223, THhOL, FED D o, B, WX
L, UNOF 2723 -

T/, — 2 OTL Leo(a, Bp) ZTEE D o, By KN L THR/MET 22 3LV, 20z, K
(6.1) IR L2 & 512, BRI (6.2) TOTL 2L 72dDERIMET 22 2EX 5.

E#E 6.3 (OTL DIEXERAIHERESS [175])

M M,

L (@wﬁe,n&) ={ min ZZC(Xi»Ga(Zj))WiJa

M, M,
iitij=1 i=1 j=1

M 1 1
subject to Zm,j = M’ Zﬂ—i’j = M7 4,5 > 0.
i=1 9 =1

RBRIHEE 82 Lo(anr, Boar) 13 M = My — 0o ORRT Lo(a, Bp) WWIURT 5. 22T, —fRICIUR
SREEASY > TR X DRTE Ny WS LT O(M—VN) v de 3 2 2 2 BN [176]. —77, [177) D
TEFE 4 TEFK SN2 upper Wasserstein dimension dy(a) ZH\\ 5 &, p-Wasserstein distance DUY
HIEEBRD K HITERES

TR 6.1 (p-Wasserstein distance DYNRERE)  upper Wasserstein dimension dj(a) iZXfL, s A3
dy(a) EDREVEWVS FJHDOTTE, LUNOBEGROKILT %:

]E[Wp(aadM)] 5 O(Mil/s)a
HU, HFRHE E 1 XEBR ay WL THIRZ DD T 5.

CHUFERANICE X % &, upper Wasserstein dimension dj () 1&, #ERDA o O K — b XoC & fE
R3 2 Z e TE, 2 implicit generative model DIEFEZERM DRIC N, WXL T % & fRRT =
%. T 51T, p-Wasserstein distance DFHEZTEH T2 &, EH 6.1 26U T EL IZIFME SN S ©

% 6.1 (p-Wasserstein distance DINRRE : A—DHHmH S TILENES) & B 2 f
Q1M Qo ZREI—O5T a b o¥ Y TLEINL OB T5. MEDY Y TAEE M &
L7z, s > d (o) [ L TR OBIROSRAZ S %

E Wy (61,01, G2,00)] S O(MY?), (6.4)
L, S B B G & dony 1S LTIRB SO LT 5.

% 6.2 (p-Wasserstein distance DURIRE : BRI 0HHSH U TILSNEIBE) RS o, By
@ upper Wasserstein dimension Z&|K dj £ 32 &, s > dy [ L TN DOBRARILT 5 !

E | [Wy(e, Bs) — Wy(anr, Boar)|| S O(M~#), (6.5)

L, HIRHE EAZRBRDE doar & Bopr WHLTIZ DL T 3.
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INBDRIZ, B 7 — XD intrinsic dimension ¥ IBFEZEB DXTT N, 23+ WHEIIE, £
BRIHEE SR (6.3) DRWHEERE L2 2 2RL TS, BRER S, Wasserstein dimension dj 73,
7 — & D intrinsic dimension & {EEZEMOXITL ZE—ET 6056 TH 5. 6.3 HITiX, OTL 23
p-Wasserstein distance TRWHETH > T, FEROPCRAIZRT Z & 2 HBUEERRIC X DR T 5.

6.2 REFZX
RECIE, RFREOSH R ESEIICHS 2o 0¥ OTL ¥, 2h kv BT ERET L%
RET 2.

6.2.1 Local ground cost & FLV7z Optimal transport loss

$9, BT RBOTMEZEENS 7200 OTL 2R3 5. BEOERIIT Y TLTHD, K (6.3)
ZHMT—ZRT ML e(x,y) TR L, B2FIRE c(|) , |6) ~NiEH L, ground cost Z3HH T2 Z &
BEZD. R, BT7 VY 7L {0} & {6} Bo OTL & LT, U FAEens :

Le({[¢a} {leat) = {Ijrlii_}ZC(Wﬁ @) i g,

subject to vaj = qj, vaj =p;, m; >0, 00
g J
BL, pi, q; 13 [0:), |¢s) DEBNZMREZRT. 20 OTL 1, [178] THHRMSNTWB X512, BA
IREERI DFREE, B 213 52, i ) (] & 305 4 |i) (0] DEEBERIRZ 2. L LA s, HERT 28T
REDOHFMEDE WSS (BIZIE, 70 v RER EOIRE LI —RICHMHREDS T 2554 Y) T
X, 7B 7Y T IERAREE, 2LOBEHRELKoTLEW, TORFIREED 7531 & K
TE5ZEIEAAEETH B. 1E-T, 2D OLT TlE, KR DODHWTH 2R T 7 V> 7LDl 4 D7
MERoTEEHEEEITO 2 LIETER.
I TEZDNEIZ, ground cost c(|Y),[¢) ZED XS ITHKT 200 TH L. HEHIZEZLND
BRI trace distance TH A5 .

EF 6.4 (WIRHIRRRICK 3 trace distance [179)])
c([¥),190)) = V1= [(Plo) . (6.7)

trace distance IXFEBEO NH 275720, BT 7 ¥ > 7T % p-Wasserstein distance %

Wy{lea} {len}) = Lar({va)}, (I VP,

CERTHIEDNTES. ZHRCEDHR 61 OFRARRMZAHT 22 TES. £z, trace
distance &, swap test [180] % inversion test [74] ZFH W% Z & T, & F3a ¥ ¥ a2 — &I X D LR
IR EDITR 5.

CITHEHERNEZREMT S, LT THRDTETH, AHEDOHNE, GAONERFT VYT
NZEROBEMTE2EIRBT 7 VI Y INZERTELIRTHEEZRITI2ILTHE. 20X
A 7%, parameterized quantum circuit (PQC) 120 L TiAE NEZEH T2 Z ¥ THITTE S
B, FA =T REETIIAEHERIEZ 5. TRDE, qubit BHBKE & 2 I12ONIEEBIEINIC ABD
N7 PLVORZIDNHEELTWL [92). IOz [EhE T 272Dk 4 2 FE (BIZIX [94] 2 E) HHRER
INTWBD, ZRSHIHIE T 2 BT “local cost” ZFHWR Z 2 ThHD. CHOEKT I LI A%
BT 27201, UTOREEEZS. 7, BETIRE |¢) 23 |¢) = U0)*" Ik 526h5sL T
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3. HL, Uda=xVEHET (BARIICIE, EREF LV EREOT % PQC U(0)) , n i qubit 5T
H%. Z T T trace distance % fidelity |(¢|¢)|? = (4| U [0)®" 2 1IcHESWTEHET 5. 24U, K
UT [) 1T LT, GHEEED R T “Global” #llE %47 » 72 BT 2T D qubit T zero 23 X 11 3 R
TRDOLNS. Tib5, trace distance 1 global cost D TH 5. Hit - T, fidelity-based 72 #EF
BRI HEHEKAHMENPETCTLES. 22T LI TERLLBERBEBC, LTOFEZEATL L
T, localized fidelity measurement (23D W7 BKBERIC AT 5.

£ 6.5 (local AIEDHTHEINS ground cost [181, 182])

Clocal(‘w> ) |¢>) = Cloca1(|¢> U |O>®n)

n

Z p*),

= (6.8)
) =Te [PFUT [y) (v| U],
k-th bit
k
PP=iolhbe - ®|0)0,2 - L,

fHL, n i qubit £, I, I3EZHE T, |0) (0], 1355 i HHD qubit ~MERA T 25 EE T, p*) 13, 5
k #F&H®D qubit T 0 XN 2 HERZRT.

X (6.8) 12T local cost IZ72 o TH D, 6.4 HiTh 52V O OBIGRA 281X, &
BLiHRRIEZ B L, IR FEE 2T e TES. LrL, 2SI THEENBREREDLD L. £
U local (| 4 |9)) FZDDEFIREEOERZEL TV ARTEMN L VWS HTHS. BERLID
metric [ZIFFED 2 <, ZARELZHmWI RV 6THS. HL, coca(|Y), @) IFEITIEAT

D, ) = |¢) DDA zero IZ725. TDD, clocal (V) , |¢)) DBIEUZL divergence D B 13 7=
3. —MRIZ, ground cost A% divergence DG, T ko TEFEEI NS OTL b divergence 12725
TERRT I EHMNTES. GEHIE [167] @ Appendix A ZZRE 0.

i 6.1 ground cost c(x,y) A3

c(x,y) >0,
cxy)=0 if x=y,

%723 divergence D&, OTL L.(«, ) with ¢(x,y)  divergence TH 2. T4K8bH, L.(«, B)
3, [EROMRM o & BT L, UREZT

LC(avﬂ) 207
Lo(a,)=0 iff a=4.

- T, K (6.8) TH X 545 local ground cost cipeal(|1) , |¢)) ZHWTEHE I 2K (6.6) 125
3 OTL L. ({|wi)}, {|#i)}) 1& divergence TH 5. UL, GRONIETFT V2 TN ERE
FAOMMT X BEEDEVEFES 2 D12, L. ({|i)}, {|¢)}) ERAVWE I TE S Z L2 EK
LTW3. [AFRHC, AEGHK D B3 2 B OD 72912, fidelity-based measurement D H & OTL D
FEEDORE R Ko F2miCER SNV, /o T, TNFTRNRNTELLTD &5 RiFE LR, &
HENIZEM 6.1, 2 6.1, 262 TH5. L2»L, 6.3HITBWT, ground cost A3 divergence T -

THHUDOHEZRT e Barb.
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622 FF7ILIVIL

KEZZ7OHME, Gronl7 vy I ()M, 2EMT 28T 7V I EMNT S &
5 7% implicit generative model #22% 3 % Z K’C@Z). BRI HIERET NG, 6.1.1 HTHHMOD
F—2BE LU TR L KD, BATRER 8T X X L ITEA R 2 &t BRENCIE, IR TRlEdh b
implicit generative model TH % :

EE 6.6 (BFMEBE%EM UL implicit generative model)  #IHIRAE [0)5" L85 X X & BF[H#
U(z,0) ZH\WT, implicit generative model %

|0(2)) = U(z,0)]0)°" . (6.9)

YEET S, AL, 0 ZIRTTHER NS X R ML, 2 ZERI ORI TICHES BEEHAR Y L%
£, ¥, 0L 2 ZEES— F Uz, 0) Olliifs r LCHDAZNS.

B AT, Pl FIEEE 712 meta-VQE [183] THIRRINTWS. ZIUIT ¥V X LRBEL 2z
DD DT, Bl ZXE PR R & OYH S X X2 DAL ET N TH 5. ¥z, [184] TREX
NTWBETLTIE, BIEER 2z % |0o(2)) = U(0) |z) DI TEHEEEICHS I TV, LAL, Z
DHLDIAARST TIE R 2 IBEERICHLT 2 IREHIHWICER LTE D, Hilbert ZZfH /NS 0%
LEBEEBOZLE LTRET 2 ZeNTERY. —F, RFFROREET L (6.9) T, HROIWK
BEDS 7 1S IE T 2 BTV ORBZERICE Th TV, HROKEDOE(A z DL LT
b5, THIT, ERET M, BT X X OB 755 parameter shift rule [105, 185] TEHET
ERRFTRL, BEEH z OMDDRRCHETE 2 WO RS0 H 5. ZOR#IE 6.4 BiTRE
N3, BEBRHZZ 7BV TEEREE 2R3
RIHFCH W R EEBEBICOVWTE X 5. OTL ORBRIHEESRY LT, MRz Hns. Zo
EXEE T — &ﬂmﬂylt#/7wémtﬁffﬁ{%}gk;bﬁ%émé

‘Cclocal ({|wl> i= 17{|¢9(ZJ >} ) = min chlocalz]ﬂz R

M, Mg
1}7111]1

M
) M 1 g 1
subject to Zﬂ'i,j = Zﬂ'i,j = mij = 0.
g j=1

(6.10)

i=1

{EL, Clocal,i,j =S

oo |t O
local,i,j — —Pp; ]

p) =Tr [P} U*(zj, 0) [vr) (03] U (25,0)] |
k-th bit

k y '
FF=hLelhe [0)0,® &L,

THZ 5645 ground cost TH 5. M, Clocalij (EFEH LIZARBIOHEIC L > THEES NS Z X kE
Bahizw. bfﬁmmk@qwmjfﬁé%@%JV@@NEK&OT%ELK%@%
LRI EICT S, F, 20 @OTLHZE(N) LY.

8% OTL(6.10) iITEDWT, HD X R~ 257130 X A0 pseudo-code % Algorithm 1
RS, NIXXBEHICHELRBETRE [¢) OBIL, step-3 D O(MMyN,) & step-5 D

(6.11)

local i,
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O(max(M, My)NsN,) TIRE 5. [, T HIZIE parameter shift rule [105, 185] ITHELRED & %
ns.

Algorithm 1 FlfiikiERE (6.10) ZHWZFEE 7T Y X A
Input: EFEIEEETIL U(z,0), FIIRT XX 0, 8L e, 7oH > TN {|¢) 1M
Output: AN7>H >INz X GEMT 27 %> 7retihd 2 &FEEK
1: repeat
2 BEREO ST Y Y TN SR {2, 1) BAER.
s N, HOREDSHSNE (v}, & {U(z;,0)};2 # 5 ground cost{él(é\é;)l)m}j?fg x5t (6.8) 1
FOWTHEE.
4 HUEEE (6.10) 2R < T & THROBEERGTE T, ; 2B

5 (N 1 MMoNy 5 N,
5: mij & {Wkélocgl,m} » & parameter shift rule % HWTHHD {(?Tﬁc'cclocal}kzl ZHEM.

6 R {55 L
7: until IR

i,5,k=1

NP
}H LR e VT {00}, REHT 5.

Clocal

6.3 FERER : AKEHR L £ DL

AT, 24 OTL(6.10) & ZDHBIR T bUIZOWTHN$ 2. £7, 6.3.1 JHIZT, OTL O
TERZICBI L7 — & O intrinsic dimension £ qubit # O S5 S FEFER ZE L THNS. K1, 18
% OTL 2 distance Tlx7 < divergence TH->Td, EH 6.1 % 6.1, £ 6.2 L FFEOMHEE RS
DEDPEMRT 5. KT, 6.3.2 HilT T, OTL OHEEFRAICB LHIERL (shot noise) DR 5 E
fESZER & FERfR T 208 L Tl 5. FRIT, 6.3.3 fillC T, 18R OTL BWfLHAZETZ 5 Z L %
BEFER 2@ L TR T 2. 37205, RO RIS XD, ARLAY qubit BUINT L THEEIEK
ANCTHR L2V Z 28T 5. 262 TOMNTE, ZEBRICHET 2 H 2 BHICE T 2 KEICE
HLTITS. ¥E R ERROMERE ORI RETTITS.

ZIZTI, NI X X E 2= VHET U(z,0) (K6.1) ZHWT implicit generative model (6.9)
BT 2. [92) L ITWV B, AIFEDETFNVICKIBEEK z DE TN 3 H0 R 5. BRI,
MR &5, fidoa=x2VEE %2 N, B#EDRLETAEZHWS (ZZTREL(HFEHDL=
R VEEFZH O MER) ¢

Np,
UN..en(2,0) = H W Ve, (z,00),
=1
fHL, 6, = {947]'}?:1, & = {@J}?:l’ Ne = {W,j}?:l WBEHELIEEHD n RITDORNT XA RZRT MLERT.
D7D, TNHDNZ MU, 0 = {0,3), § = (&5, n={n})y e RT LT 5. L, 0
WFHARENR T XX 2 IXBEERTH 5. W Z controlled-Z gate THE X 415 ladder B! D entangling
unitary gate TH 5. I72b5, W IIBHE qubit IZfEF 3 % two-qubit controlled-Z gate TH 5

n—1

W == H CZi7¢+1,

i=1

BL, CZiip1 EHi BHLE (i + 1) FHOD qubit IfEMH S % controlled-Z gate TH D, HET
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4{ Rfl,l(elylznl,l) }‘"—{ R£2,1 (92,13772,1) }‘"‘ T 4{ RENL,l (HNLJZ??NLJ) }“’7

4{ R§1,2 (91722771,2) } { R§2,2 (92,227]2,2) } to 4{ RENL,Q (GNL,QZWNL,z) }

UNL,&,?(Z,H) = 4{R§1,3(91:3z771,3) T »—{ R§2,3(92,3Z772,3) T "7.”4{R6NL,3(0NL73Z77NL,3) }—T—<
AR Ornzn ) AR O ) b R O, ) b

6.1: 6.3 81 6.4 I THWA$F X X{TEZR&TF M (ansatz) . Z D ansatz IR UHET O Z# DR
LTHRE N 2. 5 0B, MM {0, - 2y, }j—) CHEERTTIE {&;}7—) D single-qubit [HRIEHE T 235
qubit IZEf 2 7z1%, ladder #ED controlled-Z gate HMEFH L5, BIHEAT € = {&; }évj:q CIBTEE D
index 87 XX n = {W,j}gf:’q B EBROANC T ¥ X 2GER S, A BEREIIEE S b, Reprinted

figure from [46]. Reproduced with permission from Springer Nature.

?

Ve, . (2, 07) 13 single-qubit gate TR E N %:

Veone (z,00) = HR&,i(gﬂiZW,i),
=1

BL, Re,,(0rizy,,) &, B LJEHDEERA 0,2, , D single-qubit FHEFEFTH D, BRI
F & e {X\Y.Z} THB. PIZIE, Rx(0p325) = exp(—iblp3250;) D LI HRBETH S, index
parameterng; € {0,1,--- ,N,} & &, € {X,Y, Z} 3¥FHBEOYIDIT T ¥ X LTEIRS N, 6
BROHIZEEENS. £72, ansatz |¢p(z)) = U(z,0) |0)*" OXRBEHZED 27201, 20 =1 & L
THEZHDANA 7 ZARBA L. BIRIE, LA 7 REBRVIREET 29,...,28, ~0 2R 5 L,
|0p(2)) 13 |0)°" DELAICRESATLES. ) RTORTIREY I 21— =2 »I2F Qiskit [87] %
e,

6.3.1 T—REICKBELERE

6.1.2 i T, p-Wasserstein distance IZBWT, T — X OE L0 5 O BIEEZE O IR AN
OM~VNY Tigs <, OM V%) Thz e e R, L, MIEF—&8, N, &4 > 7 L%
X DRIT, s &7 — &K D intrinsic dimension ¥ 7IBEZEMDORITHTH 5. —RICs < N, TH 5
7o, THIHFF LVWRETH 5. & 255, #2% OTL (6.10) 1 distance Tid7% < divergence T&H
5729, [AREDRAT7 —V ¥ ZHIZYTIED 55 0 3HERINMIEIEEETH 5. L L, RIETIIH
fESEEEZE LT, 2D conjecture ZHR— b T 2RI T 4 7REREZRLTHL.

RIETIE, LMD 2 BEOBIEY T 21— a %175, 1 DHOFER (B A) OHIZ, #E
OTL 2R (6.4) L AR DUEE 2 F O I RFANL v TH 3. Thbb, A—00HihbH¥ >
NEINTZODRR BN DOEEFTAND Z i<k 3. 2 0HOEE (B B) oHMX, X (6.5)
CRIBRROMEZR O ZTARNE I THS. Thbb, BEFEOY > 7B 2 RE LRGSR S
HAE 2 OTL bR o Bl E N2 OTL OEZHFHNS Z iz . AFEBRTIE, MIEE DR
EAEICHY 3 5 statevector simulator W T OTL OFEHZ17WV, KIETHROHIEREIC X 5
HEICOWTHANS., RTOBEEBRTIZ NI AR E1,0,6,7,0 %5 > X LER L, Rz
[EELTITo 7.
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#6.1: 6.3.1HOFES T 21— a YIZBIF B 7 XXFE

HE [EE N, oo (statevector)
HEF—RM M (2 € {0,1,2,...,10}}
AT Nyonte 100
% 1,2,4 10} @ 55& A
qubit X n {1,2,4,6,8,10} : 58

{1,2,4,6,8) 1 £E B

‘ L 1,2,4,6,8) 1 8 A
BIEROIOTE N, { ) R A
{1,2,4,6,10,14} : B B

Eﬁ NL 3+|_Nz/nJ

RRA K (6.4 22F1CL T, K (6.10) TERS N2 OTL OHIFHEICEE T 5 -

&mﬂmw{yng@LaMﬂ, (6.12)

L l_/7
JCIOC’I (Z 9 ‘4z 6. M) ‘C a ({ 3 ~( ) |O> " { N ( ) |O> " )) (6' 3)
Emgm ) » Clocal [N[ ,E,M Zi, i= 1’ U L,&n\Zj, j=1 1

K (6.12) T, X (6.13) DFEA L., DEIFCENE —0oD2=Z VHEEFL LTE=£ L n =1
EERH. THER (6.12) O I (2,0 1 2,0, M) 5, ¥8F — XD ERK ORI (M — oo)
TERICRE ZEZEKT 3.

X (6.12) HOIIFFHEE, BEZR Z;, IS LTS, 2, 1& N, Zoto—k53 74 U0, 1)Y= o> 7
NENBD, AITEE Nyionte W EERTH D, T ThAad > 7Y A2 X DELL . MoStix
#£6.1DEDTH 5.

B 6.2, X (6.12) IKBWTEA 72 N, (BEZBDXIT) , n (qubit B) ZHWZEZ oy +
L7, P ORHE MYV S 2 i cdH 5. EHTREIL, qubit BUCBFRR L, 28 F— &
B RERERTIEZ IOy PRSI 2HTH 5. AL OTL 23, K (6.12) THEZ 50
BRI ZODT H YT NIBWT, qubit Bn IIXIXIFHREE S, FIKEBERIT N, KKFELT
WBRZeZRLTWS., ZHIE%R 6.1 T distance-based 72 8LBEEICH L TRENT-D L FEEOH:
BTH5.

EER B KR E OTL o fblEaz£23, K (6.5) L FAkkD R 7 — UV?W%%t?#%%Né.E%
NI, 8 7 — &8 M a3 2 LUK O BARFE O A7 %2 BUER IR 3

Es 2~0(0,1)N= [ lim J““’CZ‘ (2,0 :2,0; K) — Jgfl%czln(i, 0:z,0,M)|, (6.14)

K—o0o &M&m

HL, Jooea 133K (6.13) TERSINZETH 2. Z0HA, X (6.13) FOZOoD2 =K VEHET L L
T, BRBRIXREAEL N4 EERLD. ﬁﬁ%%fﬁmtﬁﬁﬂ7x&dﬁ6lcﬂbt

R (6.14) OFE—IHE, A D 7 — 2 80E W THEE LB S 0 MR & TH 2. 6 IHEE,
K (6.5) TREINZHIFETHD, MFD LS ITERKEINS !

Clocal (5 £ - . _ —1/b
E;.(0.1)N [Jgjﬁ;ftn(zﬂ : 2,0; M)} —aM~Y e (6.15)

NIRAXR b ZFAET H7-912, K (6.15) OFELET— 2B M OB LTEY TH LKk Dt
BL, BB aM VP itk 74 v T4 v Z L BREDZ L%, qubit B n REIEXTT N, HICHE
DIR U7z, iR EBERIEMR B 28R v. 7 X XEEDHBRIIK 6.3 1R L. Thb
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6.2: FEF — 2B OTL ORfR GES I 2L — a URER) | kg M-YN- cit 5 Rz £
3. Reprinted figure from [46]. Reproduced with permission from Springer Nature.
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12F 3N =1 12 —$—n=1
—4— N, =2 —+-n=2
1of —$Na=4 oL —#—n=1
—4—N.=6 —4=n=6
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n(# qubits) N (latent dimension)

(a) (b)

6.3: 74T AYITRIRARDbDYIal—a UiER (a)qubit BKIEM, (b) IBIEXRITCKEE.

Reprinted figure from [46]. Reproduced with permission from Springer Nature.

£6.2: 6.32THOHMES I 21— ayIiZBIF I XXHFE

HIE 15 N, {277 i € {0,1,2,...,7}}, oo(statevector)
FETF-2 M {2¢|i€{0,1,2,...,10}}
A TEEL Nuonte 256
qubit # n 8
BTEZEROXTT N, {1,2,4}

B, 74 9T 4 Y%7 XX b qubit B n IXFKREFEE T, IBIERIT N, 1IN U TRIBICA 7 —
VT 5. ZOFERIFFED 1K (6.5) IT—HT 5.
FhR A, B ORERIIRT Z 21X, BUFD conjecture TH 5 -

Conjecture 6.1 228 7 —Z¥ M 1233 % OTL(6.10) OIEMGERZE X, IBERIT N, IZOWTUTD
XORARTFr—=V 795

Es 0% | Lene ({U(20,0) 0121, {U(2,0) 007" 1)L, ) | S O/,
I72HH, qubit BUZIIKIF L 2w,

D ED#ERIX, 7— & D intrinsic dimension RIEERTLH T/ NS WHEX, > 7V 72k -
THEIRINCREZ OTL 25 HTE2 2 2EKLTWS. IHEHRINCIEAT 2 2 L I3fE T3k
W, T TRSBROFEL LTBL.

6.3.2 Shot #IC & BiELERE

6.3.1 HC B B AR, HIEMIEL (shot #) ZHR AL IREL TE D, 2 FIKRER D ground
cost WAEBICHEETELZHDE LTz, ZZTldshot BOABERTH 2 Z T PFREICE X2 28I
DWW S 5. ENTOIEESRE 2D, LLFOMmETH 5.
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6.4: PIE AR L BRI OTL OB Ml 2 2L —> a UHER) . EFIRIF o M—Y2 25e5 B

R &L, M N, = 128 DFER%Z

C1 IH(M)

+e T7 49747 LEMRERT. AHINP ORI

N; Y2124 5 BItR% % F. Reprinted figure from [46]. Reproduced with permission from Springer Nature.
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#6.3: 6.3.3HOES T 21— a VIZBIF BT XXFE

HE [E% N, oo (statevector)
¥EF-2H M {29 i e€{1,2,3,4}}

ARATEL Nuonte 300

qubit £ n {2,4,6,8,10,12,14}
IBHEZE O T N, {1}

JE% Ny, {10, 25,50, 75,100,200}

e 6.2 &, Clocal Z 3 (6.8) 128 % ground cost cocal &, N 43'/7}1/“('?&%1/7;{ L35,
THERRZ ZODOMERDIMDOY R — PDHECHBEI N TV LT 258, ERDi,j € {1,2,...,M}
129 % ground cost IZDWT g > 0722 FADHEIET 5. THDB, (clocar (i), Uz, 0) [0)5™) >
g,Vi,j) &5 5. ZOF, (ETEDIEDHE 6 1I22oWT, U FOARERNBIIT 5 :

P

Lo ({001 AU (23,0) 07" HL,) = Loy (116, {U (25,0 [0) " 1L, ) |

2M |1 — 1—g)? 1-
o Ny 4N2g 2Ns\/9

Z DFEAALE [167] D Appendix C 2SI X720. @i 6.2 1%, #2848 OTL O ERER, M > 15D
Ng>1 0)%1430)7:'6 O(\/M/Ng) DEBDB LR THZB e ZRLTWS. fit> T, Conjecture 6.1
DIEL WA, shot BN, ¥ F— 2 M BWHBTH 2 Z 212 X 20 MEED FRIE O(M—1/N=) +
0 (N/ /N) TH5. HL, N, ZBERTTH 5.

RIZ, T —=ZE M WM AZ T shot $4 Ny DRAE E LT, FFEIWNRELERZICOWTEEY I 21—
YaYORERERT. BREL LTI, 6.3.1 fioK 6.1 125 L7z hardware efficient ansatz % &[0}
ELTHWE., ZOoFMEY I 2L —>a YOHE, U TNOHIRHMED 7 — 28 M & shot £ N, 1Zht
TN R T2 THS.

BL, Joo 33k (6.13) K DA SN2 ETH 5. 6.3.1 HOKHES I 2L —va v TRLELD
i, BRI By oy [ RS U(0, 1)N: 5 I LM 7, 2 29> FABMLTL 52 LT, T
VFHINBY YT I DIEBTES. Fh, T RKREN,, 7,013 I 2L —a VEICT
VELIREL, YIal—yaryRREEEING. FOMDARTAXIZFER62DEY)THS. X6.4
W Ialb—yaliReERLE BHIREZAEUTO@EYTH 3.

— ZB M DN OVEEIRTIE, EREES BB L E M2 2 HElT 5.
? ZELM DR EVEB T, TR VerIn M + co TRENS. HL, c1, e [ TEH.
o WL shot BN, ML THEB X2 Ny V2 ickpls 2.

IS DFERDOERKAY A2 (R CICE s, FHCEER Z 2 X, BLEEE R 2 123y >
TNV EIRT 20BN DHLZ L VWIHIHTHD.

loual 5 0 - . __ JCocal (5 g . .
Jte (Z,@.Z,H,M) Jg’ﬁ;gyn(z,ﬁ.z,ﬁ,M)

‘ o

Ez 2~v(0,1)N= [

(0]
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(a) Global cost (b) Local cost (c) %87 — 2 RKAFM: (Local cost)

6.5: HHREHMOAR L qubit BOBKR BES I 2L —vay) . KFHOARE M1 > BfReRT.

Reprinted figure from [46]. Reproduced with permission from Springer Nature.

6.3.3 GEHKD[E)E

6.2.1 JHTIX, BIECHEED 7= DXRESEE L 72 % local measurement (2 & 2 HKEAREZEIR L /-, H
L, local cost Z3E&RT 2 721 TIIAEHA Z T RIIZE@ETE R W I L IZERENILETH 5.
Z1X [94] T, local cost IZMZ T alternating layered ansatz (ALA) 782 X4 TDRT X X fF & &
THEEEZHV S HEPRERESNTED, ZORFENEHRPERTE 5 2 LARENTVWS. L
LR, 2D XD BREHRBFMEZBEALRL &b, IBEFIEIT XD global cost IZEHEARTHED AL
DA DREM SN S Z & %, BUEEEZ W TRT.

£ b BRI, 128 OTL(6.10) DIRMD D8 OMRHES: , FHF— 2 D7 >3 > 7 {|i) L,
LERETNADOF Y TININTT —ZDT ¥ ¥ TN {U(z;,0) [0)" P e ESWTEHET 2.

Venna | ggLens (1000 Onsnlas )07} (6.16)

R 57 1% parameter shift rule [105] IC X DEIET 5. DB OMAREZ, 2, & n, 0 T 2E >
TANPERBEICEDIEMINICEE S 5. HL, 2 1 3—K0M U0,1) 6% > FLEh, £n,0 1
£e (X, v, 23V, € {0,1, NN oy Y TUER, 0 € [0,20]" £ T . AT 7L
U(z,0) 0)*" OffiZ, M 6.1 AL DEAW, M0, KOVWTIEbDL T 3. FHF—X
DT 2 T} BT D & 5 ICHE T 5

), = WV3(CHW'V](¢F) [0)*",

BL, ¢ = {111 & G ={G )= B8k [0,27] 25 5 ¥ X aTERE R, £ T A4 mGE
HoMEEExNZ. HET W, V], Vi BUTO XS ITERINS :



HL, CXj & controlled-X gate TH D, 5 j #HD qubit ZHlf#l qubit & LE k & HD qubit IZ
LT X gate ZfFHIE ¥ %. Ry, Rjz 1, 2O 2« Bll, y B8 D O single qubit Pauli [Al§5% %
3. ZOMDRT X RIF, £6.31TRT.

B 6.5 IZHE DM 7 DIRHED 77HL (6.16) OFtERRZ R L. ZHZR, (a) global cost (6.7)
ZHWZSE, (b) local cost (6.8) Z HHWAGETHS. FHT—XEII M =8 & L7 global cost
ZHWIGEE, B N SRS T, AL BATERBERANCHIEICHEA L Twa e 2R TIN
5. ZHEIIHIRAYIC local cost &2 WG EE, ARV EIEE (N, = 10,25) Tldn > 10 O
BTIRIEF—EWR>TWa. N > 50D &5 LEEVEFE TS, global cost DIHE & LR 2 & HECLTH
KOEEWVIFESLLTHD, n > 8DHEMTH RERMEZEH > TS, ZOHRIE, local 72 ground
cost ZHWAER OTL 28, ZOHWM D7D IZFiplz g 2 8 A Lk < & b HHLTHL o M@ % BT
B2 ERLTWVS. M, ZAUIARIHFICE W THE—O ground cost 12 & h IBEEEEE MK L 725
FIZOWTHN [121] DFERE BABL TV 5.

6.5(c) 113, SEK (6.16) BHBF— 2B M OB LT Ry FLE (h=14) . ZORTE
EYTHVAHEORERERT, A7y -V Y M LT M 2GR THLE. 2074974
THERIZ, BEH MK L TESLRAT — V) Y P IhE>TED, 87— X BHKEREHTD
RN EDRETH S Z e Z/R LTV,

6.4 FEVAFL—3y EFEERA
6.41 EFEBERMAERY

BERANZ, 52607 A F—& xU) H5@% L1382 55— & (anomalous, rare) 22 ¥ 5 H
B BEOYBRF— K x,, (i = 1,2,..., M) CESOCTHHT 2 X227 ThH 5. BEOHER R &
B3 A0, ZORETIHEE T — & (normal data) O E 2% 57— & (anomalous data) DD
RELAHE LR TH 2 (FIFEFREICHNTIEEICZ V) - o T, AN RPEFELTHWTS
ZDRAI % FFLIRL ZENTET, WO hORHE L FENFFEI LTV S [186].
BEMHNME, 27727 /78 —OXRTIIFICEETH 5. 3805, IR IRARUEfF < il 4
%%fﬂ?%t?@kbi Rt EBEFIREZMRAL, TE2RLTREID R DBEDND 5. BIFORERK
HFEEX, BEICE W7 — 2 [41, 42] ZfToTBY, FEFIMEZ 774 —FHVTWS
72DIZ L OHUERBZLEL T 5. —F, KR TRET 2 EEMRAMOFIEL, MELLERET
MR L TRFPIREBRZERANT 270, IEFITDLRWHIERKRTREOBZWIITZA 5.
FTLUNE, ERET VW (H#L7 — 21205 %) BEBRIOBHFEFE [187] il 3. Aifst
T, ZhzEFT7T—XITICHT 5.

1. (O OHEE): EHT—Xty b OWERMMHET NV EMET .
2. (BREEDF :d‘) Anomaly Score (AS; BEH) ZIEHIMHET MTHEIOWTERT 5.
3. (BMEOKE): BELHET27:00% AS OBIELZFET 5.

CZTRTy 1 IZBIIMERSMETINVOMPEIZ, 622K LEE 7LD Y XL %A T
5. ATy 7212815 AS OFREIZ, Y E O AnoGAN [188] 25123 5%. Tabb,
BB LT

#HH

£ (U(z.0)0)°", [))

ET AT =& [P0) SR UTERL, ERETL U(s, 0) FEH A7 X% 0 &2, FEHTF— 2%

7



JIOTHRE NS, 22T, AS BN DI ZINS & 5 RIBEL M 2 2 KD 5
(Anomaly Score) = min £ (U(z7 5) |0>®" , W,(t)>> )

BB L v AkIC, 22 TR (6.8) 125 3 local ground cost coeal (|1, U(z, 0) [0)2™) % Fw
%. bRLom/MEE, BELE 2 1SN L TREE MNEZHOTERITT 2 LA TE LM, 01T 5
W7 DEE L FIRRIC Z 2 T3 parameter shift rule Z#H 32 Z & 23 TE 5. Algorithm 2 OEH %
RLY

Algorithm 2 Anomaly Score ZEIEH T 5 7131 X 4
Input: #8323 B 7EE U(z,0), 72 7—% {[v®)}
Output: Anomaly Score

1z 240k

2: repeat

R (6.8) 1HE> T, {U(2,0)} & [v) 25 ground costL 25T 5.
N

4: parameter shift rule I Xk D, G {%}k_l BEET 3.

w

@

Nz
{%}H CHESCBABTEICKD 2z 2EHT 5.
until I{H

=

6.42 PELIET—20DEE

I1D2HOTFEVA ML —2ar T, 70y KRR EOIRERTMT 28T T VY IV 2¥HT 5
ERETNEMLT B, Thbb, FE7 YTV (ERET—2) {ju)l, e LTUFo &S5 %
bDEEZD !

[1;) = cos(m/4) [0) + > sin(r/4) 2" — 1),

BL, ¢ & [0,1] D—BED i HARE A, [2) 13 27 KITO Hilbert ZERIC B 555 « HHORE %
3. FEIREZE, 207 ¥ ¥ 70iE mixed-state-based DREF O & FEEMINTF1E [41, 42] T
BHEZRVETH 2. Thbb, ZORBICHET 2RAIREIE, I2ZE2REAIREBICR 2012, BE
BFETIITTO7? Y Y IR ETLT 2 DN TERVDTH D

Ansatz ¥ L TIE 633 HERALBDEZHWN, X7 XA RXIIEX64DREL L. £RETFTNVIZ
Algorithm 1 12> THER Lz, —H, IEE 7 ¥ 2 7Uxn s %2 7 ABHET UL, 20K
BEERIICHWS ZeMNTES. 72 F—& {|[uM)} ix

1)) = cos (ge@) |0) + e2mi¢ gin (%H(t)) 2" — 1), (6.17)

THz7. HL, 00, ¢ € {0,0.1,0.2,...,2} TH 3. AS & Algorithm 2 iIZfit > THH L. 2D
DT X ZFEIEE 6.4 DB TH 5

6.6, 6.712, T Zhn =2, n =10 DFREZR L. FHT7 YV ITLVOKRTZ (a) 1T,
generalized Bloch vector (2" XJt® Hilbert ZEfi % 2 XoTZEMAGH LM T) e LTHEVWRTY
ay bl GO8T, ARET LIS EINETIRE (2 €[0,1]IET2dD) & (b) i/
By bL7 () DHELHRO By MIF R I F—XOBTIRE (6.17) G LTV, (d) I3EH
SN ASZRLTED, BRROEH (¢) DBELXIELTWS. (d) HOBHZ, 28T —X 2%
B TELGE O TS 5.
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F6.4: 6A2THDOBES I 21— a VIZBIFDE 5 X XEE
BEmEE (8RN, 100 (n =2), oo (n = 10)
HIEES (572 M) Nag 50 (n = 2), 100 (n = 10)

T — 2 M 30

qubit % n 2,10
BTEXTTE N, 1
JE%L Ny 10

$7, 6.6 12BWT, Afixhi AS b HERHERAIEFIC IS —HLTWwa 2 ehnnrs. 2h
BIREFHRICED, BUNC ASHFHETETCVWE Z L EZRLTWS. ERANRGEHTE, 2—F =2
FIED XA G THEZREL, 2O HEH I AS KT 2 2t THE X bhi-& IR
BEEPESI2ZHHNTS. ZZTEAlE LT, BfEZ AS=03L7%. ZOEZHVWS L, X6.61C
BULTIE, 0.3 < 00 /1 < 0.7 OFERHAIER, ZhPEE L HBIEAS. XiT, 6.7 TREN
n=10 DFRERTAHS. (b) DFETHHIITERRFEIFEBML TS LSRR 2, (a) 12
RENTVRER TR AURZ e, H2REOHBEIIAR NS, Thbb, E7LOH KRR
010 ¥ 11)®10 TiE & 413 generalized Bloch sphere (251F 3 zy PHICIRE X TH D, Hilbert
ZERORTTS 2V RIEH 2 e 2 EZ D, TR D ICHYNEEPEATNS. £, (d) XH 3
ASOFETERZ &, (b), (c) DIREEDZIZIE U T AS BRIGHEYICEELNTETWE Z 00 5.
ZZTHEBETREE, n=10TH>Td, bTFH N, = 100 TEHEBRHLETTETVWEHTH 3.
ZAUIIREFIED qubit BUSIE L TR T =7 v 7°“C XZZeRLTED, EHHETIFEERAN
TH5.

|00> |00> oW /m
e —04 -0 00 o 0.4
\ \ 0.7
e A TN /
///‘J /“‘ S i 205
4 ] ' \ i[).l N
/\ ‘ :. / L] E s \ /
e e SN/
[ - WS 2
d o ! 0.1 V/
= 7 (
- |11> - |11> . 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
00/
(a) BT —% (b) EF AV (FHE; 2 € (d) Anomaly score
[0,1])

6.6: THWT — &, n=21BT L RAERAMOFE BUES I 21— 2>) . Reprinted figure from [46].

Reproduced with permission from Springer Nature.

6.43 RELLT—20DIHE

RIHELZBT 7 VP Y ITIADEFICOWTRTAS. 2T, EEREBICHIET2E&T T >
BTl e LT

= en (530)10 + 5 (50, 1,
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L] 0. = T
I 0 SEVA
N =
, LN TN
| el Wik
\ . \ . P y <§u.l \/ / \
X. X. o 7.7170/ /
. /" 0. / \
11> e 11> e : .1f> e 0 =10 —0.5 0.0 U.S\)T.U
00 /7
(a) ¥B7T—% (b) EF VN (HERK; 2 € (¢) 7TRAMF—%& (d) Anomaly score

(0,1])

6.7: THT — &, n =10 1281 2 RERMOKIR BfE> I 21— a>) . Reprinted figure from [46].

Reproduced with permission from Springer Nature.

FEZ5. HL, n 1% qubit HTH D, AG;, Ad; 1, ZHZNERS N(p,o) (0 13FH, o 1%
FED & —8kAM Ua,b) KHIET 25D T 5. RETIERDZODT7—Z;n =685
(1,0,a,b) = (0,0.02,0,0.1), n = 10 BT 3 (11, ,a,b) = (0,0.02,0,0.2) iDOWTHZ. b2
DOFER, K 6.9 (a, d) I2H 2 K 512, generalized Bloch sphere TIEIE 2 XITIZ/H AL TWVWS Z
IR EIN V. OFREIFEK 6.5 1R L.

ZD2RTCAAEFETHEMETNEMET 272012, IBELEBORITIEI N, =2 L. ¥
72, RIETIRABHEKLOB S EZMAEST 272012, LFO=2D 7 — A% N7, 1 DHMD, local cost
WA TWhbW % alternating layered ansatz (ALA) Z Wb D TH D, HELIHEKL % H# T % 5
(94, 189] Z & BFIHNT WA, 2 D%, global cost 2> hardware efficient ansatz (HEA) ¥ MEX
NTVEHDTHS. ZHoZFEREOBRALHHE L. K 6.8 ICHAKNZEHREZRL
7z. “local” & 7 XMW FH W T | v MiE, ALA %D local cost (6.8) IZ k2GR TH D, IR
TIE L-ALA Y IEXR. —F D “global” & 7 NUhffnizA L vy yo7ay ME, HEA 5D global
cost (6.7) DFERTH D, AN T G-HEA IR, HEROBICEEARERDOD, lia R DERD
BWTHS. EBRVELDZ2ARXMRHET 223 TERVWED, KHFDa X M, % iteration IZH
% ETFIREEICHIE ST 289 X X ZFHWTHEM L7 global cost THE—LTH 3. Thbb, KHIC
7uvy b UEIREZEEBR L TELXZRW. T3, L-ALA 23 G-HEA 1I2EERTHH & 2012 I3
EPENETFRRTHENS. ZOMERIZ6.3.3HOEMODNEL G L TED, local cost DENLPED
MR CE 5. 51, IREDES G-HEA IZHART L-ALA OFAV/NE . i, FETERRIAI Z >~
ELY— RICKELMRIET 720, G-HEA ICOWTIEEEDERICHNT 2% EE AT 2 Z e
TERholz. Thbb, ETOYHBEENRNRERICF 7y 7INTVWE LSRRI 2ok
5 %D S G-HEA QAR D57 HDY L-ALA ITHARTNEWZ & THAD O <.

R, BoNTERET NV ERHCTEERAIZ R 21To72. K6.9 D (b), (e) 12, TN Zin =6,
n=10D5EDT A MRETT—XZRL7. FREBITHIGL 7 ZFEEOMERZMX 6.9 (¢, f) ITRL
o W L HWYNFEEITRALE EA 5. S, {[v)} )L, OATONE, $72DB (a, d) KBTS
HT0 N OB (o, ) DRBTREINS dip DIRICHIELTHED, & HEAEZ HRT NS,
BRI, REDOFEICOWTAT. B T 21— 3 YiZZ QASM ¥ 2 2 L—& %W, HIEEEK
(shot ¥0) DEEDEDAERZRL TV, shot £, FEEFETIX 1000 & U, BEBRFOEIE 50
(n=108%) 2Lk ZOMEIETRENESZ I 74 —FHVIHEE LR L T, HS2ICKIEIC
Yl Fio, BEFRIFEBETHER shot e LTHARVWETT .
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6.8: FHHRE (BfE> I 21— 3 ) . Reprinted figure from [46]. Reproduced with permission from
Springer Nature.
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6.9: RIfE7—%, n =06, 10 XBI2EEMRIOMR BfE> I 21— a3 >) . Reprinted figure from

[46]. Reproduced with permission from Springer Nature.
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#£6.5: 643THDOHIES T 21— a VIZBIT BT XA XBE

HIE A (CEERE) N, 1000
BlEmEE (RERMOE)  Nig 50

FET -2 M 10
qubit & n 6,10
TR DT N, 2
B N 10

6.5 ¥5i@

B A T, 2L OERETAPBEHICHEZIN TS —HT, BF 7 — X205 L
ARETVICHET 2RIV ERLDETH 5. AIFETIE, iR LAEEOBEATREYF T V3T
W BT BEME T VOWEHEZHIICHRE L. 20BN, BIFEFED X 5 1ITREAK
RETIERL, ET A0S NAHPHREEDOERE & FH 7 — & & 72 2 MPEREB O LS O O R
W UNCHIE § % 720 DR dEEEE (optimal transport loss; OTL) Z42R L7z, X512, ¥
EFRIC B 2 AEERMEEZ R L, ZEEZHE2R EXE 272912, 188 OTL % local cost D
DIFIBEIELz. HL, 28 OTL X Z DBIED 72D IO N A /- X728 5. ZZT, 20
localized OTL 23R O divergence DHEHE %7z L, EMET L DFEH IR b & U THIET
HBHZrERLE Thbb, HAETEBEY I 21— 3 YOMED? 51258 OTL OHEIZDOW
TN Z T o7 HRE LT, ¥BT R R2ETT V¥ TAHNHEBREIITTOZHAE Ficbh 5
BEE, IBR OTL AR WIEABEMEMIKTE 2 Z e 0o/ EHRKHES I 2L —2a >0
FEER, cost D local TH B Z eh 6, R OTL ZHWS Z & THRLHEAMEZ F#TE 25 Z RS
N7z, miRIC, BEFETIEERATREZMEREICBT 5, R TIREBICHN T 2 BERR 2 X 7 51T
ZABZrZm~LT.
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ETE

oam & R

7.1 %5%

KX T, B TFRHERZEH T 212D 7 D BEARN OBEERFEICOVWTE R, ZOXIHIZDOWN
THET L 7z,

H2ETX, BFtEEEZ 2 ICH 1V REREFEHEICOWTHAL 7.

BIETIE, RAROFEDO—2 LTHIGATWDS “WIRZTF— & o — F - gIHIRAEHER 2 R
T22DDHED—DL LT, [49] TEELIC K> TIREIN TV R FEEFHH L. BEFIETIX
EHT2ETHEBEOY A X n DR T =0 X 7ITH L, RBRFTERT v I8 EIER O(2™) 1I2H
MUTLESHEZIZ TV, ZHUTH L, IBEFETH S Approximate amplitude encoding
(AAE)) T, BEIRFHERT v 7% O(poly n) BBEICHMZ 5 Z e N TES. KAFETE, =va—
X% PQC THE L, ZOMEBED T X ZEENTEMAENTFELZEA LKL, ZUT kD, ZHER
WIEARDRAENEEND T LT DD, ZOMRENFHFETENIT — X1 — F a X FHRIEICHITK
TZ5. ZhUE, FEMEZEZEZLGECEAEPREV. £, BT LHEWEED T — ZHAHINHE
BHEEE D TRV CITMA, 2=V —BHBREGREZ BN TE 2 JTRNERDH 5.

5 4 B TlX, Oracle DEEEDOMEICY 70 —FF 5 /HED—2L LT, [44] TEHELIT X - TR
REINTWEFEETHHAL. £F—7 LT, BHPOEERETT7LIY XL TH S Grover’s
algorithm Z3ER L, BARNLREEREL L TETHBIIBI 27T —2X—2AMB MR L. 22
TIE— Y72 Grover’s algorithm #N— 212, 5 3BT L7 AAE ZICH 3 2 Z & T, ILANZ
HRLZEE T I v 7Ry ZJ ALV U AJRER Z 8 2R L7z, AT, U NOB ATz IT-o 7.

o [MFEFEEDHH DS, CNOT gate DLEMZHERFEL LB L 72, FR, AAE OfFRHICLD
KIEIZ CNOT gate BAHITRTE 2 Z & /R L, K12 NISQ/early FTQC RfRIcB1F 2 %% -
DEMEZRRL 7.

o T—ARN—ZABROMBERECB T2 ya— KD/ 4 ZEREOB S D 5, amplitude
encoding (AM) ¥ basis encoding (BE) Z# U7z, iR, AE TIE/ 4 XM E N3
P <, BE TIEEAIMEA S WD 2 A XMEDE TEWZ L2830 o 7. fhiame LT, HIIZ
JG U EIRBNETH 5 Z D h o7,

B 5 BT, BEFEMEE 2 RNCEETZ7 70 —FT2H5EO—2L LT, 45 Ick->TH
EOIEoTIHRERLTWAFERZHALE., 22 TCIIHMRNTK g hEEEHTCE 32+ Hillo
NA TV 7L —AT— %R, UIFERLT.

o BT, DM — 2T U X2, HoS— b — FE (IE) % R KO MR 12 5L
28T, REKIIH L TET NTK BERTE, ZOADLRAEICR 2120, FHEREO XL+
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27 ARSI TR 5.

o E T 8— M DI HI 1A Gaussian process THE X 41, projected quantum kernel (PQK)
DIERMERERNC I 5. M, PQK X, MEHEZHZA 2 E&F -3 e 3N TED, #RE7 X
EWEEE M RE R R 5 Z e AR E NS,

ZULT, EBICBIEFER D S, 18R 7V v RETFAD, MBEF - fiGilo £ 7 XTI
EWEREZ R T HAI R MERR L7z, [HU, BIFEZE, S M I N TV S L 512, S 2 27 o
BT — 2Ty a—X7 =Xty b OMEICHIKEST 2 RICITEREDPRLETH 5. IBEET LV
Tk, AEHEEOMEZ NS 2 7-0ICE 78— MIEEE2TOT, H#S— MDA E(T - 7258,
T AES LTy a— R 2G5 DB T N—FDFEEBITIE VNI HD 5. Wih

W X, R OB TCTRB I N TV AHRA LM EE DR X — 220 RB5ET LD
BriT0o0, PQK 2IEHATE 32 7L — 2 v —236ERA%ELE V.

FOETIE, BN —F Y270~V ZAF = v 7 OFEFICHENT T, B FIREDEEBRA %25
RINATS FIEEBRE Lz, BRI, [167) IS > TEELICK > TIREINLFIEEHHAL 2.
MEHREE LT, BETREDO7 VI LTH Y AT —&ty hEHAEL, 205 2R E
DEABL LTH¥E T EEF—7 L, BHEABE G0 PQC TRHEINZ B FAEKRET LV EIE
Rl AETILDRA Y ME, LFO@EYTH 3.

o R LT, EFREDT U H Y 7N Z#EUNCEETE % X 5 RimEiiAiERE (optimal
transport loss; OTL) Z#H721CRE L 7=.

e inversion-test Z FHWT AN 7 =X & EFAVH DM D ground cost 23K, ZDfEZHWT
OTL zHH3 5.

e BROTL DEAIWCE D, HAFEELENT 2 72DITRBERY ¥ TV AT L% 4 X2
WEET, BEEZETOAMKIET 2 2 e 2R L. T80 5, MERE K> TEEKITR
THoTHDVEOY VT LHEYNHEEITAS I ZRL.

e cost D local {LZATS Z & T, ERITRICBIT 2 ARLIHAK (barren plateau) A TE 2 Z &
L7z,

ZLT, ZOETNLVDOEMMEZMER S 272012, BUEFEERIC X > TEFIREOEREMRMEZ A7 ZRL
7o FERE LT, BHEFRICHANTKRIBICDEOY Y TV TRERAPITA S Z 2 R L.

72 RBE

BBIC, SBROBYERZET. KARXTREFIV Y2 —X2IEH LSRRy —2 70— %2EH
TBDICHBERBERLMEZBRET L. L L, REZL OBENEET 3.

3, T—XANCOVWTET. 3 FEICH LIFE[49) &, FEOERZ +v (OELUE) 25
KT NS — N THERT 2 FIELZIRE T 225, [ OA IR RSN EE R -
B, U7 NRA LBWEIZAIRN. ZORERE X, SEROWRIIEIULTOHAMEELD 5.

o 1 OHIX, T—ARN—ZAMBD XS KRR CEEEMEDFEVEIT XX EEBRLIZHATH 5.
BT 2DINEILBRVEH AR NPRE 5T —ZX—2REDEHEEZ 2, AV
A 22 [190] REsE [191) 72 ¥, BEHF ORI 2 FHAH LooiEH OEZ L % 72 8 O i
BIRPEESEA 5. MAT, SIRMEE 2 EDZ-0DH 7L —F VORFEDMFHIN 5.

o 2 OHIX, NLEER b OEIEIEMEFIA ST 2 M H 5. EE SRR L FIEZ, RROMH
FEXEEN e A% Z e TE L. e ARTIBIRIZOWTIE T Z XY 72 4 LIZRhERE
BT —=ZRANDOREICR S, HOWB T T AT 5 LD/t TOHEBITITRKEoN—
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RADBH %05, FHNICER L 72D 2D AN THIUIATREMED H 2725 5.

MR LT, [49] O 27 7 AR ERORFIREANLIEIR L 72 [192) IC2O2WTHEE T 5. RFIETIE,
FEIWCHWS a X BRI fidelity ZERH L, %812 classical shadow tomography [38, 39] % Hw»
Jo. TROL, FEINNITEDAA T WEFIREN T2 > TOIUR, FEOT Y a—X 2B TE 2
X2 oT. =77, AR LTREB LT — 2 2mfETIZ Yy a— N ¥ 2EEE2MHEICART 512
BHLWTATT7BRETHS. GbET, TNOZHWEZRET TV r—v a Y ORKHWIFHFE
ns.

X2, Oracle DHEZ L Grover’s algorithm (GA) IZDWTEES. £ 4 T Oracle Z LA [
RERLE CHRIFRTRE R BRI 7R S22 2R LTz, 72, EF —7 2 LT GA ZHWz23, GA % NISQ
LTHEHT 21 3BRA R TRPIDETH 5. AFROERE LT, AT AL D 5.

o ARG TiC L7z Oracle OHTRINFELE T {E%, 17 L3 X LD Oracle ~NEB S 5 728 OET.
RWFFE T T — 2% EF LM LT Oracle #52E L7-. 37%b5, Oracle DB H -
LRy 7 — X R T OB, MER TR LT AR LSy a—RTEI e
TEXUEEEEER L. AEOE X CHENRET 27 —203Micd H 27255,

o BETEIEEZHWET —AXR—ZAMKRPIEnz2hE 7 7)) r—2 a Y OBRE., AR TIETEY
A ML= are LTHIRBRERZ1T - 7203, tHOHNCEI S 7 — X Z2MDA <, AREMT D34
BT TVr—a Y BFET S EZ 5. BARKICIE, DNA & —F e bsgzef (I
AR=R) ZBIFI2MRBREDDHNIES.

o N— RNV = 7T X2 RBIBEEEANNT - BEREINBAFE. GA FEXE LEELRHRIZ , ~N—
Ry = 712 &2 RHEBEPHGFIN TV S, FHT Grover HETFOEEN R LRy 7 7R
5. IO OFEHNAT 77 R RE T EOMGHIAERTH A 5. BEETITIN T TORH
WZE 2303 [193, 194, 195].

BWT, EF-HEANA 7Y v FEHEIZOWTET. BfE, Z2{DN—=FY =2 7R X =1 NISQ O
Zby MEEIK 4 Mk, ZLTZDECHZMDETIEOEE L FTQC OFEHAMII - K<y
TR NTWED, KK FTQC OEBNIEARS 10 E0 S 20 FEML EX 22 e bl Tnws. Z
D XS RM e B H KA EOHE £ LWRELZEEAIUL, LIXS O RS © &
FHEEZEDETUEHL TV 2 3ARESS. B H5ETIE, 20—o0flr LT NTK izt
FALEF-HEAL Ty FEMEO 7L — LV — 2 RIBR L. AIRICHEET 2 5% OEME L
T, UFOHED D 5.

o BETHENMNMEERTEAMNLZT—ZEy b« F—XHEL, ZHUHIET 5 > a— X DL,
AL TIRIBETEDOANY F— a YOOI T Y a— X 2R L7223, WHER
DT — ZREEIIE U7t v a — X OEHES OB LI, HaRE L THHEDID 5.
CHUCRL, REWXLTRUZ XD WETAREZ MITHNICERHMEC Z 2 2 v o A, & DD
FVWLYa—&K - ETVEMBEMNCHTT L2 LTHERTH 5.

o DMEME T T L D, RIS TIFERRINCIRVR T VR E LT NTK Bz Huviz2s,
S OEBTIEEH TR AR 7 L — LV — I DMERINTWVWS. T b L BTl E O
BIDOVWTHND Z 2 IFKEHBRZE. RS HRGE TRILECE 7L [196] 25 EH{FALIE S B S 58
IO Z FEEL TWED, BFEIHEANCHT 2 22 TED K 5 BRAEIAE F 2 0 3Bk
TRV,

MR LTRFI—FVECEIRHEZICHT 2 Z e TR =7 Y 7 4 LR L 72 [197] 2200
THEe 5%, B5ES54TETHMNZED, BT H—FNVIEDOREE LTT—XE Np I LT
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O(N3)~O(N3) OFtHEELR 22 503 ® 5. OB L “random Fourier feature” [198] &
A 2157 “deterministic quantum feature (DQF)” % “random quantum feature (RQF)” % Hw
52 TCitER% O(NpD?) IKilZ 3 Z e M TEBZFEERE L. 22T D(K Np) IFFHHEX
TLTH 2. TD& S 7%, BFHEWTE OB ZIGRS 2 RO EHELES 5.

RRIC, REBRANEBFERETAVCOVWTEY. BEFREBOREBNZEZL5E, 2Fa Y
Ea—RDALVZF =y ZIZMAT, fle LT ROMSED St A% oh 5.

o ARIFFETIXME L4 DEFIREZMEINCHIE T 2 L WO RHREZBE VT WS D, B FEAMEZ MG
3 FOREEEHSNTVWSak—L Y b7 7t 22 FF 3 RIERGE D BIEGE [199, 200]. #, 2
DYFVATE, BFL V-0 L5 7nty—hromE BEFREZLUHET 2 %
HELTED, FRIZtt2MNc b EHE R 26D D 5.

e X I % entropy regularized Wasserstein distance [201, 202, 203, 204, 205] "Lk 3 5 Z &
BRI, ZOaXPOEACKD, HHARKET LTI LD BRILO T — X Z 7RI
ZABE285. LPLEDML, ZOHEDARMTIL L7z & 912 localized cost D3EEHED N HE
Tl IR 7270, FHHR TR ETDH 5.

FHMZETEE (> a—%) OBE»S 5 ERDIRS, B ERERICHED S IEF
WEERHEREMZFICL TV, Lo L, stEEFOMEN O RZITHEL 2 D TERVHEENS
OHEBICFET S, TNLEMIRL, 47 - EED I LR IFEBICHBL 5 2 —D2DA[REMEE D
ZONETAVE2—XTHE. ZOFMPERICHEHEEIN, INTEHIN2I121EZ L OifiE -
WD D 208, BRA R S DDA KD | I WFERIRIRE N2 Z e 2 FT 5. BT, KA
WD ZD—BNck 3 Z e B IR 5.
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S

AHFFEE, ZLDITDBHERZ B LTRED LN TEZFHATLE. ZOEEBMED UL X
DAL EFEs.

FSEHE OIUREBBIZCE, N~ R 272y V=7 E s ERERR AL L T2 ANTHE
X BT 7LITVIXLDOMEEL LTHE IR, X4 L) = 0BERREPMGICES X THES
¥ U7z, IWARZEAE DRI DRI o SE R SRAF 7 DM E L, AR ZITD TN TE LS IEL
F5. ¥ HHE - ARKHICDT 4 RS v Y a YR OER - BEIoOICKRBZEWTHE, 3icd
DHBRLHITXVWE LI

R EREER, HP RS, EOH SHEERICRHIE2 BRZUTES, KEEH L 3. FEEFICE,
MEas S OHFEEHNZ X5 R ITHM, SO HFPXAL MAADTHMEZTEE, RKinIZdHZ
D74 =K RN ZRHEE L. HODPESTX0VE L.

AMEDEEWRTH Z2BEERBARFETI Va7 4 7YX — (KQCC) DX AN=05
X, HAZ L ORIMETEE, IR ED 2R AF 2R D L. BWEEF— L 2ES & o7
EPEM TR, JIORERK, @7 — 22 F5| FX o BAE—K, WOTHRL T4 Ay ay
WIBL TR - EFEER, BEHERICEHRHLET. 72, AR BEIOIRESINTZES
RMRBO 2 e &EeicL, 75 0 7 ICUERBLEA 2 8id, FAlCE o TREFEETL .
HHEBIR, &ECK, REEBHE, KHMAR, HAESFK, BHER, KIEHEK, IEEK, %
R SR, SERERAS G, THANLZERIS, EARIMSER, RTHFERKICEGH L 5. i KQCC TEEL, 4
TRAE L 72 2 REFEER, SIARERRICDERRLFEMOSGEHEZ L. BH L ES. HARIBM
O/NEFFRMEIFTE, EIH MR (4F) , Raymond Harry Putra Rudy [k (4FF) 128, BF5ED
LU T, MiA BEEED SR ETELS B2 4D E L. KEEH L 3. /2, KQCC #E
EXZTHOWTWAHEN S A, MEOHIREN XA, RKEEFXAICHREBHEEICR L.

Z LT, H£FEFAE TH 2 FEHEFK, PEREER, FREZSHEZRIIEHRLTH LEREETA.
WFEICN T 2R 7 T —F I 3HRE L LTORO e — LT WD T L. HICE#T2HT
ZL BHFETHEHWEZG TR, FEPTE CHRLVKHEZR X B CHEE XL B S
TXWVWE L.

51T, KQCC ANDZH % kD TIHW 2 88 sMaiitE il &, FILRIEEEEE: YR |, SHE—
ESCEOIF, EFava—T74 Y7 WS RMEEEREVT =< LT, 713 Y X LD
THo AEFEFRE L WOETEDH LT EIVELE. KERF YLV YO 52X CHE
Wl B REEH L TOWE S, 2L T, 2018 12 KQCC ZiKILEN, ZDHEMICSEH D Z1RE
Z LT RE o OBFENFRAE CYRETEIE, 280 - BLRMRORM) Tl BL2ET L,
519 10 FEHOHHICHKICED BTOMEICEDN-DIEWHBEEK X225 FHA. 2
NETORBERE L, SBREIDETIAVEa—T1 V7 -BTF727/0nd—0EECHZHIEL,
W72 H S REEOBIRICEI L TO L FIfETT.

BB, FIREOYA— ML SEH L 3. FICIRoREE L8, 5 MORL TRtk —HT
R BIRN TR, WObRETEL T NELE. BTV L.
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{FER

A 5.6.3 IROERER D

BHEDS5.6.3EH FHHMEFT L EMETET VT 2 qcNN OBNE) 2R TEBROZMZ T
T, ETMCEENERNTIXRXYN, &, FRICHELRBTRIEDOH Nye 2R ALITRT. 5B
TTHEHE 2/ THIZET VOB ICHEOWTEHEINLEZ DD TH D, H 3ITHIIARERREICBIT S
BRI X ZBN, THS. T TNy BETMI Lo TRRZRICER SNV, gNN D N,
WEMD ZDICHANRTIEFINI VWIS ICRZ 22, ZHIEEF - FDRITXAXZEDOFHE R b
TREMEZERLUTCERLIERTDHZ (BF TN RDARL =¥ a VEERRLHO O >
Vo —RIZHRZ CHRINGEWZ 2ICERE) . R A2, FZEFROD iteration £ Ny & # D{EE AW
THRALD Ny 2 HEtEE NI, BARIR Nye DIEZRL TWS. &IEIZ, 5.5.2 HOBIEER TH
W72 5 v B a2 =2 VAR ER A IR

FAL B5ES563HETHWEET AT XX

qcNN qNN cNN
T RBET N, no 3nL, (n+2)ng
FEREZEEE Nye  no 2N, Nite -
T REZET N, 1k 60-150  4k-Tk

THN = FDRT—U VT AL T ARG X RIZEET.
" ng = 1000, n = {2,3,4,5}, L, = 10.

FA2: 55 E5.6.3HOBUEEER TH W= iteration 21 ¥ 2238 12 72 IR AL

Task \ Model qcNN qNN cNN
i iteration £ Nite 2k-20k 1k 2k-20k
RN B FEE L Nye 1k 120k-300k -

iteration #X Nite 1k 500 1k
FECHE BB Nye 1k 60k-150k -

"ng = 1000, n = {2,3,4,5}, L, = 10.

YA = k%
pag !

*
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1
1
_i_| U3(91 1'912,913) I N4

|

é _i_| U3(914'915'916) T i L =4
S| T— |
_i_| U3(913n 2'913n 1'013n) E

{6,;} € u(0,2m)

MA: 7vyZra=x2Y[HEE. Us(a,B,7) &3 2DF A4 5 —MAIT X 3 single-qubit rotation gate TH D,
B, B,y & —FR0T0 U(0,27) 25 5 ¥ X LITEIRE 5. Reprinted figure from [45]. (©IOP Publishing.

Reproduced with permission. All rights reserved.
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B = (6.14) DY IalL—> 3 ViR

HOED6.31H 7 -2k 2EMERE OFBRBICET2YIaL—ya VERERLT. K
B3 (6.14) TR SN 2 REBRIALBEB O LERE L K (6.15) TRENSZ 7 4 v T4 Y 7 OfER%E
AT, ¥Ial—yaYITHVWERT X XIZR61LDEDTHS. 1, X 6.31EX B ZITIT/ERL 7.

C X 6.4 DERNLIBEE

BOED 6328 [F— 2T XBEMEE) 1TBITBK 6.4 TRENTWS, FHF— XL E
BRI LA DBARICO W T ERN R E 5.2 . 1, LURTIEHAERIE N, (30w
D ﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁ?&z—k’\jﬁ%m Y ERNET .

T, FHF - R M BV CGEOIRS EN M2 BT 5 2HAT 5. Z05A,
FRT =2 {x ) B& A TAHNTE D, ROl {m ;) GHEEE N, R
ROV EeHATHEEINS. ZL O%GE, REEXEE A = {(i, j)|7rw > 0} ® non-zero 72 EHFEDEIZ
MThHYH, FEROMEIZ1/M TH 3.

K (6.11) KBWTHIEMREZ N, & LD ground cost ciocari,; D HEE fEI1E gWNa)

Clocal i KN

\/% Sr N X tEAsRE. HL, X)) & Bernoulli 57 1 - p") it > 7> & a2
HCH5. CCTFHROMECEAL Y = 1y X, v 8. Ty, dOMRERC X b
J*Qzlz%W';m>~Nulpﬁwmmuﬁiﬁéfm/¢ﬂmg—2ka - ),
] =>r,01 pg? )pg J) TH%. 37%D5, Delta method [206] 5, ground cost DK
@ﬁ@%§m¢‘(%m” Clocatis) ~ N (0, 722 ) IHED Z e 593705
TR TOHEZO VLMD RE EDREE 1, ~ p, 0,5 ~ o Vi,j 12252k, HERBIC
il?‘éﬂiﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁo)ﬁunhiﬁequOJ XoITKES.

— § ~(Ns)
L <N ) T Clocal — aAr ( IOCdl g Clocal,i,j

Clocal
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