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Abstract. Regardless of the domain, forecasting the future behaviour
of a running process instance is a question of interest for decision makers,
especially when multiple instances interact. Fostered by the recent ad-
vances in machine learning research, several methods have been proposed
to predict the next activity, outcome or remaining time of a process au-
tomatically. Still, building a model with high predictive power requires
both – intrinsic knowledge of how to extract meaningful features from
the event log data and a model that captures complex patterns in data.
This work builds upon the recent progress in inter-case Predictive Pro-
cess Monitoring (PPM) and comprehensively benchmarks the impact of
inter-case features on prediction accuracy. Moreover, it includes quantum
machine learning models, which are expected to provide an advantage
over classical models with a scaling amount of feature dimensions. The
evaluation on real-world training data from the BPI challenge shows that
the inter-case features provide a significant boost by more than 4% in
accuracy and quantum algorithms are indeed competitive in a handful
of feature configurations. Yet, as quantum hardware is still in its early
stages of development, this paper critically discusses these findings in
the light of runtime, noise and the risk to overfit on the training data.
Finally, the implementation of an open-source plugin demonstrates the
technical feasibility to connect a state-of-the-art workflow engine such as
Camunda to an IBM quantum computing cloud service.

Keywords: Predictive Process Monitoring · Quantum Machine Learn-
ing · Inter-case · Design Science Research

1 Introduction

Today, enterprises, universities or public institutions track large amounts of time-
stamped data stored in event logs. Propelled by the ongoing advances in machine
learning (ML) research and based on the domain knowledge of business process
management (BPM), Predictive Process Monitoring (PPM) is a collection of
techniques that aim to predict the future behaviour of business processes us-
ing historical data as features [22]. As business processes in applications such
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as logistics, airport operation or hospital management, are based on complex
interactions, the outcome of a single process instance also depends on other con-
currently executing instances and their states [6]. Therefore, several attempts
have been made to incorporate the inter-case dependencies [5,13,25,33].

Based on theoretical computer science and quantum physics, the idea of using
quantum systems for computation has been developed since 1982, when Feynman
published the idea of ’simulating quantum physics with quantum physics’ [10].
What Feynman means is to use real quantum systems such as electrons or pho-
tons to perform calculations. Since then, it has been shown that quantum com-
puters can solve combinatorial problems in complexity classes beyond the clas-
sical ones. The most prominent example is Shor’s algorithm, which efficiently
derives the prime factorisation for large composite integers exponentially faster
than classical implementations [35]. Apart from this algorithm, which has the po-
tential to revolutionise cryptography, applications of quantum algorithms range
from chemistry [19,42] to finance [7,8,24] to industrial optimisation [36]. In short,
the advantage of using a quantum computer lies in its higher dimensional vector
space to perform calculations.

The novelty presented in this paper is to solve the inter-case PPM problem
with a variational quantum algorithm and the implicit quantum kernel estima-
tion on a support vector machine [14,30], which - to the best of our knowledge -
has not been tested ever before. In our evaluation, we can empirically show that
the quantum kernels were able to inherently capture the PPM-specific patterns
between cases, thus significantly outperforming classical kernel-based approaches
in terms of accuracy. Since training time is an important decision factor in pro-
duction scenarios, we also tested stratification sampling and were able to show
that training time can be reduced by 85% while maintaining the same accuracy
by considering only 50% of the features. All prototypical implementations can
be found in an open source library4 and follow standard industrial library in-
terfaces, so cross-validation and model selection methods are supported and the
classifiers work with all common open-source Python-based frameworks.

Even though recent publications might draw an overly optimistic picture of
the ongoing hype around quantum technology and the European Union equipped
the initiative Quantum Flagship with an enormous budget of 1 billion euros 5,
we would like to keep the expectations on a realistic level. Quantum systems
in their current dimensions are called noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ)
devices and are still in their early stages of development [26]. To give an ex-
ample, [1] claim to be able to solve a problem in 200 seconds on Google’s 53
qubits processor Sycamore, which would take at least 10,000 years to be solved
on a classical computer while a Chinese research group at the University in Hefei
reports achieving first promising results on a photon-based QPU with 76 qubits
[44]. Yet, the most advanced systems like the IBM Eagle QPU consist of 127
noisy qubits, and a 433 qubit processor was released in October 2022 6 which is

4 https://gitlab.com/stefanhill/qppm
5 https://qt.eu/about-quantum-flagship/introduction-to-the-quantum-flagship/
6 https://www.ibm.com/quantum/roadmap

https://gitlab.com/stefanhill/qppm
https://qt.eu/about-quantum-flagship/introduction-to-the-quantum-flagship/
https://www.ibm.com/quantum/roadmap
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more than enough to run the algorithms that we are using in our experiments.
Thus, to demonstrate the technical feasibility of running the algorithms on IBM
hardware, we additionally implemented an open-source plugin that connects the
workflow engine Camunda to the IBMQ cloud service. By establishing this link
between emergent scientific fore-front prototypes and solution-oriented mature
business tools in an industrial-grade environment, we argue that the combination
of quantum computing and BPM serves as an ideal draught horse for fundamen-
tal research in both areas.

This is why the paper is structured as follows. First, we introduce the inter-
case PPM problem and we will give a brief introduction to quantum computing.
Second, we explain the pipeline for our experiments that includes both the fea-
ture extraction from the event log and the quantum kernel classifier. Next, we
present the improvements in accuracy and runtime for our selection of classifiers.
In light of our findings, we discuss how they contribute to the current landscape
of research in quantum kernel methods. We conclude by showing directions for
research at the intersection of quantum computing and BPM and present a
demonstration of the prototype.

2 Background

In this section, we will briefly explain the terminology of the inter-case PPM
problem followed by an introduction to quantum computing. Furthermore, we
will sketch how quantum circuits are plugged into common ML models, to build
the so-called hybrid quantum-classical ML models for our experiments.

Fig. 1. Example process with running instance (orange dot). An exemplary predictive
process monitoring problem is the prediction of the next task (blue) based on historical
events (orange arrows) and case attributes (orange box).
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2.1 Predictive Process Monitoring

Processes can be extracted and stored in a so-called event log. Such an event
log consists of a set of traces that refer to a business case which consists of an
arbitrary number of distinct events.. In practice, machine-readable formats such
as the eXtensible Event Stream (XES) XML-based standard are used7.

Consider for example the process model of a hospital as in Figure 1. In that
scenario, the patient would be assigned a case and takes part in several activities
which will be logged as trace σx of events e ∈ E , where E is the universe of all
events. The first event of a new patient could be lunch. This event would carry
some information like the case id, the activity with its corresponding activity
name (standard concept:name) and the timestamp. These three main properties
of the event are usually called the control flow. An exhaustive formal description
of the event log can be found in the appendix and in [37]. This allows us to
formulate the problem of predictive process monitoring [33].

Definition 1 (Predictive Process Monitoring (PPM)). Given a (possibly
running) case σx, the predictive process monitoring problem (PPM) is to find a
function f : E∗ → Y that accurately maps σx to the corresponding label y(σx).

The label refers to anything that is called a prediction type, e.g. the next
activity or remaining time a business case until completion [6]. In that manner,
the PPM problem becomes a supervised learning task (SLT) [33].

Casting the PPM problem into a SLT requires a function g which trans-
forms sub-traces (also called prefixes) from an event log to features for the ML
algorithm. Moreover, a prerequisite to solve the SLT is that observations are in-
dependent identically distributed (i.i.d.) feature-outcome pairs (xi, yi). However,
the event data in a prefix log L∗ is highly correlated for prefixes of the same case
(intra-case dependency) and for every two prefixes that run at the same time or
share limited resources in the same environment (inter -case dependency). [33]
define the Sequence-To-feature Encoding Problem (STEP) as follows.

Definition 2 (Sequence-To-feature Encoding Problem (STEP)). Let L∗

be an extended event log that contains all prefixes of the sequences in L. Solving
the STEP problem is to find a function g : E∗ × Y × 2L → X × Y such that
the result of its operation, {g(σi, y(σi), L∗)} ⊂ X × Y, is an i.id. sample of
feature-outcome from X × Y.

Recently, a number of STEP encodings for the function g have prevailed [38].
The most simple ones are the static and the last state encoding, which only take
the attributes of an instance and the last state into account. These two encodings
do not include historical information about the business case. Aggregation-based
encodings count the number of occurences of an activity or indicate by a boolean
whether the activity was included in the past execution of an instance [21]. While
the aggregation-based encodings include the number of past events, they still do
not contain the development of variables over the history of the case. This is

7 http://www.xes-standard.org/

http://www.xes-standard.org/
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where the index-based encoding comes into play. It appends all states into a
feature vector, thus, is lossless by design. To ensure that the feature vectors are
of same length, missing values are padded with a default value.

The challenge in PPM is to combine sequential and contextual case informa-
tion. Hence, the encoding must reflect the order of events, as well as dynamic
and static case attributes assigned to the case. As cases that are executed at the
same time or share resources are highly inter-related, it is important to encode
this information as well. Some approaches incorporate the inter-case dependen-
cies into the encoding by appending aggregated features [13,33,34], or capture
the temporal dynamics by grouping instances in batches [20,25].

Table 1. Inter-case features of our experiments.

peer cases Counts the number of concurrently executed cases in the time window.

peer act Counts the total number of triggered activities of all cases during the
time window.

res count Counts the number of resources working in the time window.

avg delay Calculates an average delay from the activity transitions in the time
window relatively to the average transition times of the training log.

freq act Returns the topmost frequent activity in the time window.

top res Returns the topmost frequently used resource in the time window.

batch Returns an indicator of how prone the upcoming possible events are
to end up in a batch. A batch, here, forms when there is a task such
as taxes that is only performed once in a cycle, thus, all instances
have to wait until a specific date irrespective of their arrival time at
their current activity.

We build our features based on the central concept introduced by [13], which
is to span a time window that moves alongside the current event to be encoded.
All events inside the window are called peer events and the respective cases
are defined to be peer cases of the current running instance. Using this notion
of peer cases, we delineate the set of inter-case features in Table 1 based on
suggestions by [13] and [34]. In contrast to the intra-case features such as the
aggregation or the index-based encoding, these inter-case features do not encode
information of a single sub-trace. They rather aggregate metrics that depend
on the concurrently executed process instances. Now, an inter-case feature is
defined as STEP solution where the feature space X is replaced a bi-dimensional
space X1 × X2. Here, X1 represents the intra-case part of the solution i.e. the
event sequence and X2 consists of the inter-case features, which are aggregated
relative to the last event. An example for such a feature vector could be the last
four activities of the patient in the hospital plus the total number of doctors
(resources) and the total number of other patients in the hospital during the
last two hours. Whether the patient proceeds with an operation or has to be
scheduled for lunch depends on his medical record as well as on the staffing of
the station and the load. A more detailed introduction to how inter-case features
are assembled can be found in the supplementary materials 8.

8 Supplementary material A: https://bit.ly/qppm-supplementary

https://bit.ly/qppm-supplementary
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2.2 Quantum Computing

Quantum computing is a fundamentally different approach of computation, which
takes advantage of manipulating properties of quantum mechanical systems. The
constitutional difference between classical and quantum computation is that the
quantum bit is represented as a two-dimensional tensor whereas a classical bit
lives in one dimension only. This circumstance implies an exponential increase
of the state space. Instead of using high and low voltage on a transistor to repre-
sent 0 and 1 in a classical bit, quantum bits are represented by utilizing quantum
properties like the spin states of an electron or the polarization states of a pho-
ton [15]. Mathematically the state of these two-level quantum systems with a
ground state |0⟩ and an excited state |1⟩ is denoted by the state vector:

|ψ⟩ = α|0⟩+ β|1⟩ =
(
α
β

)
(1)

where α and β are complex numbers satisfying |α|2 + |β|2 = 1. In this matter,
unlike a classical bit, the qubit has infinitely many possible states - all super-
positions of |0⟩ and |1⟩. A measurement on the qubit state using basis |0⟩ and
|1⟩ will return 0 with probability |α|2 and 1 with probability |β|2 [9]. Here, the
Bloch sphere is used as a tool to represent the state of a qubit. An arbitrary
superposition of a qubit |ψ⟩ can be written as |ψ⟩ = cosϕ2 |0⟩+ eiθsinϕ

2 |1⟩.
If there are N qubits in a system, the total state of that system can be a

superposition of 2N different states: |000...00⟩, |100...00⟩, ...|111...11⟩. A classical
system can be in one of these 2N states but not in a superposition of several
of them. The superposition of a qubit can be enforced by applying a Hadamard
gate. Likewise classical gates such as an AND or an OR gate, quantum gates
manipulate the state of one or multiple qubits. A brief introduction into quantum
gates can be found in the supplementary materials 9.

2.3 Quantum Kernel Methods

The idea behind quantum kernel methods is to take advantage of the higher
dimensional Hilbert space when calculating the inner products for the kernel
trick [28,29]. It can be shown that the embedding of a data vector x into a quan-
tum state |ϕ(x)⟩ fulfils the definition of a feature map ϕ : X → F with F being
a quantum feature space [31]. Instead of using the notion of an inner product, a
linear model in the quantum representing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) is defined
in Dirac notation:

f(x;w) = ⟨w|ϕ(x)⟩ (2)

with |w⟩ ∈ F being a weight vector living in the feature space. The concept of
interpreting x→ |ϕ(x)⟩ as feature map opens up all possibilities of classical ker-
nel methods for the quantum world. The backbone is a feature-embedding circuit
Uϕ(x) that acts on a ground state |0...0⟩ of a Hilbert space F as Uϕ(x)|0...0⟩ [31].
9 Supplementary material B: https://bit.ly/qppm-supplementary

https://bit.ly/qppm-supplementary
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Fig. 2. Bloch sphere to visualise the states of a qubit. States ẑ = |0⟩ and −ẑ = |1⟩ are
the most common measurement bases where ẑ is the ground state with zero energy [12].

The real benefit of a quantum kernel is hidden in non-Gaussian feature maps
that are not easy to simulate classically. [14] propose such a n-qubits feature
map based on Hadamard and z-gates, called zz feature map:

Uϕ(x) = Uϕ(x)H
⊗nUϕ(x)H

⊗n (3)

with

Uϕ(x) = exp

i ∑
S⊆[n]

ϕS(x)
∏
i∈S

Zi

 (4)

To gain a better understanding of how the feature map looks like, Figure 3
visualizes the underlying circuit. Qubits are prepared by the Hadamard and ro-
tational z-gates and entangled in the section with zz-gates. The circuit is also im-
plemented in the evaluation framework. Additionally, we were using an adapted
variant of the circuit that encodes on the y-axis instead of the z-axis.

Fig. 3. Feature map based on rotations along the z-axis and Hadamard gates as pro-
posed by [14] on an exemplary circuit with 3 qubits.

While implementing the feature map is only the first step to embed a data
vector x into the circuit, the second one is to integrate the kernel into a classifica-
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tion model. Here, the two most prominent approaches were developed indepen-
dently by [31] and [14]. Both articles show that it is feasible to either implement
the kernel explicitly as variational quantum classifier (VQC) or to build a hybrid
model with a circuit called quantum kernel estimator (QKE) which is plugged
into a classical SVM and calculates the kernel matrix implicitly [39].

In the implicit approach, the quantum computer is used to estimate the
inner products κ(x, x′) = ⟨ϕ(x), ϕ(x′)⟩ for a kernel-dependent model. Thus, the
quantum computer is required to implement the state preparation routine Uϕ(x)
for any x ∈ X [31]. The decision boundary is determined classically using a
SVM. Formally, the kernel circuit is described by:

κ(x, x′) = ⟨0...0|Vϕ(x)V †
ϕ (x

′)|0...0⟩ (5)

where the function Vϕ is implemented twice, once to encode the training sample

x and once in its adjoint form V †
ϕ to encode the sample x′ to which we want to

measure the distance. The idea behind the variational classifier is to perform the
classification explicitly in the quantum Hilbert space. Similar to a perceptron,
the algorithm relies on a parametrized weight matrix, which is updated by an op-
timizer after determining the classification error. Formally, there exists a weight
matrix W = W (θ) which learns a model |w(θ)⟩ = W (θ)|0...0⟩ that is evaluated
by the linear model function f(x;w) = ⟨w|ϕ(x)⟩. The simplest circuit with one
weight layer is given by W (θ)Uϕ|0...0⟩ [31]. [32] also introduce circuits with
multiple layers and find that a higher number of parameterized weight matrices
increases the model capabilities to approximate an arbitrary function.

3 Experimental setup

The goal of our experiments is threefold. First, we aim to compare quantum
and classical methods to solve the inter-case PPM problem. Second, we want to
investigate properties of the quantum kernels. Third, we want to build our test
framework as reusable as possible which allows us to integrate it into existing
software. Thus, the pipeline for our experiment is straightforward: Intra-case fea-
ture vectors are built from the event log augmented by the inter-case features as
in Table 1. Next, a selection of ML models is trained. Features are encoded on the
quantum circuit, if applicable to the algorithm. Forthwith, we will briefly justify
the choice of our training data and state the configuration of our simulator.

Table 2. Statistics about the raw event logs and the version preprocessed by variants.

Dataset no. cases no. events no. activities no. variants median case time

BPIC17 31,509 1,160,405 26 15484 19.1d

BPIC17-P 18,112 507,161 25 2087 20.4d

RTFM 150,370 561,470 11 231 28.8w

RTFM-P 150,270 560,551 11 131 28.3w
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A well-known source for evaluation datasets in process mining is 4TU Center
for Research Data10 which provides event logs for the Business Process Intelli-
gence (BPI) Challenge. Therefore, the following two logs will be used as raw data
for the evaluation (see Table 2 for some general statistics about the dataset).

Loan Application (BPIC17) This log comprises loan applications of a
Dutch financial institute. It is selected for the evaluation as it contains informa-
tion about resources working on the tasks.

Road Traffic Fine Management (RTFM) The log is extracted from an
Italian police office and contains all events related to the fine collection process. It
is included in the evaluation because there are inherent inter-case dependencies.
For example, unpaid fines are collected once a year, which means that all cases
of the same year depend on this event.

Because the quantum algorithms will be simulated on a classical computer,
the datasets must have been reduced to conduct tests in time. Hence, the number
of cases will be reduced by first removing all variants that occur only once. The
RTFM log does not seem to be affected that much by the filtering as most of the
cases depict mainstream behaviour. Also, the BPIC17 dataset still contains more
than 500.000 events which will be too large for the quantum kernel simulation.
Thus, secondly, all datasets will be shortened by picking a random timeframe.

Table 3. Statistics about the datasets with reduced sample sizes.

Dataset no. cases no. events no. activities no. variants date range

BPIC17-S 1,940 57,107 24 731 20160215-20160415

RTFM-S 3,321 12,406 11 27 20030501-20040430

This procedure is similar to what one would expect in a real-world setting:
Often classifiers are trained on historical data of a certain timeframe and used for
predictions in the following period. To ensure there are enough cases inside the
time window, a period of around two to three times the preprocessed median
case time will be chosen. The resulting global statistics about the remaining
datasets are shown in Table 3 in the appendix. Furthermore, all experiments
will be conducted on cross-validation with three folds which is a typical value
used in other benchmarks for PPM [27,38].

The experiments are conducted on a classical computer that simulates the
quantum circuits using the default qubit simulator11 from pennylane with
1000 measurement shots12. Circuits are accelerated using jaxlib which requires
the operating system to be Linux-based. Experiments run on a server with

10 https://data.4tu.nl/
11 Although we are using the simulator, interfacing to an actual quantum computer is

possible with pennylane. In our implementation, one can define a connection to a
cloud-hosted machine from https://quantum-computing.ibm.com/

12 https://bit.ly/3WB0Nb8

https://data.4tu.nl/
https://quantum-computing.ibm.com/
https://bit.ly/3WB0Nb8
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Ubuntu 18.04.6 LTS and Python 3.8.13 installed13. The CPU is an Intel i9-
9820X with 10 cores and 20 threads on 4.20 GHz and there is 64 Gb of RAM.

4 Evaluation

In our experiments, we focus on three aspects. First, we measure the influence of
adding inter-case features. Next, we investigate to which extent quantum kernel
methods improve the prediction’s accuracy compared to classical kernels. And
third, we present ways to accelerate the training for quantum kernels against the
backdrop that our experiments are still simulated and real hardware currently
runs on a limited number of qubits. For reference, we also include common
classification models from PPM and the VQC into our pipeline.

First, we run a grid search with to find the length for the intra-case feature
which saturated for index-based encodings with more than four steps. Conse-
quently, a four-step index-based encoding forms the baseline for inter-case sce-
narios (see left graph in Figure 4). In the following, all intra-case features are
augmented with exactly one inter-case feature. As all seven inter-case encoders
share the hyperparameter of the peer cases window, we try three configurations
– 0.15, 0.30, and 0.5 – and multiply by 20.4 weeks, which is the median case
duration on the RTFM dataset. [13] choose the window to be 20% or sometimes
even less of the average case length on other datasets, but do not explain in
detail which criteria to take into account when determining the window size.
The parameter has an influence on the information gain of the features. If set
too small, no dependencies were captured. If set too large, dependencies were
taken into account that would not have existed in the real world.

Fig. 4. Increase in accuracy when adding inter-case features. The quantum kernels
(brown and pink) lead to a more extreme increase than the classical kernel (red) and
compete with XGBoost (orange).

As there are plenty of encoding combinations to be simulated, we decided to
conduct the tests on the RTFM-S dataset, which is the optimal trade-off for the

13 A list of libraries and dependencies can be found in the requirements.txt file
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number of training instances. On the BPIC17-S dataset, it would not be possible
to conduct tests in bearable time. The tree-based algorithms will be random
forests with tree depths 3 and 4 as well as the standard XGBoost algorithm.
We chose these hyperparameters because we found them to be ideal in previous
experiments. Moreover, the linear and radial base (RBF) kernel of the classical
SVM will be evaluated against the angle, zz and the angle zz feature map with
one and two kernel layers. Also here, we chose the zz feature map, because it
delivered competitive results in a quick intra-case evaluation and is an upcoming
standard kernel in the quantum community [14]. We include variational quantum
circuits and try several number of layers as this hyperparameter is expected to
be the most influential [30].

The results of the benchmark can be found in Table 4 and Figure 4. Note-
worthy, the quantum kernel with a zz feature map delivers throughout higher
accuracies than the SVM with RBF kernel. Still, one can see that XGBoost
achieves high accuracies for all features. To mention the importance of the inter-
case features in comparison to intra-case features only, for XGBoost, the increase
is about 3.6% and for the quantum kernel accuracies are about 1.7% higher than
on an index bsd 4 baseline encoding. The VQC delivers comparably low accu-
racies – it might be possible that the optimizer found a local, but not a global
minimum of the error function.

Table 4. Accuracies on the RTFM-S event log. Values are averaged for three config-
urations of the inter-case feature extraction. Best classical and quantum classifier in
bold.

peer cases peer act res count avg delay freq act top res batch

rf 4 0.7031 0.7026 0.6945 0.7051 0.6952 0.6971 0.6960
xgboost 0.7384 0.7351 0.7247 0.7298 0.7157 0.7036 0.7018
svc linear 0.6880 0.6859 0.6848 0.6906 0.6951 0.6850 0.6843
svc rbf 0.7063 0.7080 0.7073 0.7076 0.7106 0.7031 0.7023
vqc zz 2 0.0816 0.0672 0.1159 0.1355 0.1233 0.1237 0.1257
qke angle 2 0.6917 0.6903 0.6923 0.6942 0.7011 0.6876 0.6875
qke zz 2 0.7175 0.7270 0.7108 0.7196 0.7113 0.7029 0.7021
qke zz a 2 0.7184 0.7274 0.7097 0.7190 0.7112 0.7027 0.7021

To further boost accuracy, we test a combination of multiple inter-case fea-
tures on the RTFM-S dataset. As the top res and the batch encoding did not
provide any advantage in the previous inter-case experiment they are neglected.
The time window parameter is deliberately set to 10.2 weeks which is 50% of
the median case time. In that way, a total number of ten combinations is tested
on each classifier. As the dataset is still relatively small (12,406 samples), we
do not test more than two inter-case features to avoid overfitting. For further
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details about overfitting and the exact values for the accuracies, we refer to the
regression analysis and the tables in the respective supplementary materials 14.

While XGBoost was still far ahead with only one inter-case feature, this is
no longer the case with two inter-case features. On the one hand, XGBoost de-
livers the highest overall score (74.55%) on the feature peer cases+freq act while
72.90% is the highest score for the quantum kernel with zz feature map on the
same encoding. On the other hand, quantum algorithms achieve a high accuracy
on the encoding peer act+avg delay (74.51%) where the maximum score for XG-
Boost is 73.51% and 70.33% for the RBF kernel. As five out of ten results are
higher for a quantum kernel than XGBoost and all results of a zz feature map
outperform RBF, we conclude that quantum kernels are a competitive choice for
the inter-case PPM problem.

Fig. 5. Accuracies and fit times for a selection of algorithms on the BPIC17-S dataset
with 57,107 samples. Quantum algorithms in the lower part of the figure, classical
algorithms in the upper part.

Because the bottleneck of quantum simulations is the training time, it is in-
teresting to find out how to reduce the number of kernel evaluations. The most
simple approach is in resampling the training dataset and using only a certain
percentage of the training features. Figure 5 shows accuracies and fit times for

14 Supplementary material D+E: https://bit.ly/qppm-supplementary

https://bit.ly/qppm-supplementary


Quantum Machine Learning for Predictive Process Monitoring 13

quantum and classical methods on the BPIC17-S dataset when we applied strat-
ification sampling. There is no decrease in accuracy for all selected algorithms
when only 50% percent of the training samples are taken into account. However,
runtime decreases from 40683 seconds to 4886 seconds for the qke angle 2 which
is less than 15% of the original train time.

5 Directions

When taking a closer look to research in QML, there are mainly two approaches
to show a quantum advantage of specific algorithms. First, by proving that cer-
tain advantages exist theoretically due to the structure of a problem. Second, by
investigating the quantum advantage in an exploratory way and simply apply
quantum algorithms on any kind of classical data where their classical counter-
part already established as the common way to solve the problem. An example
for this approach is be the application of a quantum neural network on an image
recognition task [3]. Our work definitely belongs to the latter group of articles
and is to best of our knowledge the first one in the domain of PPM.

During our experiments, the applications of QML developed rapidly. A num-
ber of similar approaches explore QML algorithms in domains where data fol-
low complex patterns. These include quantum kernel methods for high energy
physics [40] or in aircraft design [43] as well as in image recognition for manu-
facturing defects [3]. Classically, convolutional neural networks achieve high ac-
curacy on image recognition tasks, which is why [23] investigate the advantage
of quantum neural networks. On a more theoretical side, the work by [11] shows
experiments on synthetic data while [17] and [18] work with the MNIST-fashion
dataset [41]. Since the number of papers in QML is exploding over the last three
years, there is a need for a more comprehensive review of recent applications.

The biggest issue with quantum computing is, that nowadays quantum hard-
ware is in its very early phase of development [26]. There is still a need for more
high quality research on the theoretical side of the algorithms such as in [16].
Also, one has to see the full pipeline from hardware to end user and build applica-
tions that provide added value as a whole. To show, how a practical implementa-
tion of a QML pipeline to real hardware could look like, we further implemented
an interface to the workflow engine Camunda in the form of an extension to
the PPM plugin presented by [2]. The inter-case classifiers are implemented as
a wrapper that connects to the Python evaluation framework and the quantum
algorithms. It is then possible to connect a real IBM quantum computer hosted
in the cloud. We believe that possible advantages and grievous limitations of
current NISQ systems will become more aware when quantum technology finds
its way out of academia and establishes in real-world applications. We hope
that this work could show how quantum technology can be used in the process
sciences, thereby serving as a draught horse for such applications [4]. Those ap-
plications are not restricted to belong to the machine learning domain, but can
also contain SAT solvers to find inconsistencies in business processes or apply
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the quantum approximate optimization algorithm (QAOA) to optimization such
as assigning resource priorities to tasks.

Fig. 6. Quantum kernel estimator in the Camunda Cockpit during initialization.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we proposed implicit quantum kernel methods to solve the inter-
case PPM problem. Overall, the experiments showed, that quantum kernels
achieve a practical improvement in accuracy compared to similar classical meth-
ods. While the robust quantum hardware still needs to scale, a first prototypical
implementation proves that integration into existing workflow engines is feasible.
For the intermediate time, we have shown empirically that undersampling to a
certain amount leads to faster simulations of the quantum kernels without loss of
accuracy. Conclusively, supported by our findings and a working demonstrator,
we confidently call for courage to conduct further exploratory investigations on
quantum algorithms in process sciences. Because BPM is an always evolving,
but already a mature field of research, we claim it is the ideal candidate to take
a leading role paving the way towards a new family of reliable quantum business
applications.
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