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Quantum computing is a promising candidate for accelerating machine learning tasks. Limited by
the control accuracy of current quantum hardware, reducing the consumption of quantum resources
is the key to achieving quantum advantage. Here, we propose a quantum resonant dimension reduc-
tion (QRDR) algorithm based on the quantum resonant transition to reduce the dimension of input
data and accelerate the quantum machine learning algorithms. After QRDR, the dimension of input
data N can be reduced into desired scale R, and the effective information of the original data will be
preserved correspondingly, which will reduce the computational complexity of subsequent quantum
machine learning algorithms or quantum storage. QRDR operates with polylogarithmic time com-
plexity and reduces the error dependency from the order of 1/ϵ3 to the order of 1/ϵ, compared to
existing algorithms. We demonstrate the performance of our algorithm combining with two types of
quantum classifiers, quantum support vector machines and quantum convolutional neural networks,
for classifying underwater detection targets and quantum many-body phase respectively. The simu-
lation results indicate that reduced data improved the processing efficiency and accuracy following
the application of QRDR. As quantum machine learning continues to advance, our algorithm has
the potential to be utilized in a variety of computing fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

Machine learning has proven to be a remarkably pow-
erful tool with broad practical applications across various
fields of science and engineering, including finance [1, 2],
medical science [3, 4], and the simulation of classical and
complex quantum systems. It has shown notable success
in compressing high-dimensional data, where near-term
quantum devices may offer significant speed enhance-
ments [5]. Given the potential quantum advantage of
quantum computing, numerous quantum machine learn-
ing (QML) algorithms have been proposed [6], such as
quantum recommendation systems (QRS) [7], quantum
support vector machines (QSVM) [8], quantum princi-
pal component analysis (QPCA) [9], and quantum neural
networks [10, 11], among others.

In machine learning, dimensionality reduction (DR)
is a valuable technique for refining information and
significantly decreasing data processing time. DR in-
volves compressing high-dimensional datasets into lower-
dimensional representations while preserving key infor-
mation from the original dataset. Principle component
analysis (PCA) DR is the most representative example of
linear DR. It works by projecting the original data onto
the subspace of the covariance matrix with larger singular
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values while disregarding components with smaller val-
ues. These smaller principal components often represent
noise, so dimensionality reduction can enhance the accu-
racy of subsequent data processing. By applying kernel
methods, kernel principal component analysis (KPCA)
extends the concept of PCA to enable nonlinear dimen-
sionality reduction.

In recent years, several quantum dimensionality reduc-
tion (QDR) methods have been proposed. Here we focus
on an important type, the PCA-based QDR algorithms,
which can efficiently remove redundant information by
identifying orthogonal principal components, reducing
computational complexity, and enhancing model perfor-
mance, especially in high-dimensional datasets. Among
PCA-based QDR algorithms, the most renowned one
is quantum principal component analysis (QPCA) [9],
which uses density matrices to obtain their eigenvalues
and eigenstates. In QPCA, quantum amplitude estima-
tion and quantum phase estimation (QPE) are also nec-
essary for preparing data vectors after DR, but they de-
mand significant quantum resources. Following QPCA,
two approaches can achieve QDR, one is QPE-based
QDR [12, 13] and the other is variational quantum al-
gorithm (VQA)-based QDR [14].QPE-based algorithms
have reduced time complexity compared to QPCA. They
still face challenges related to the required number of
ancilla qubits and evolution time, posing difficulties for
current state-of-the-art quantum computers. In contrast,
VQA-based algorithms are generally seen as friendly for
noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) devices, but its
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complexity becomes increasingly challenging to analyze
as the number of qubits grows.

There are also many other types of quantum dimension
reduction algorithms, like based on autoencoders [15, 16],
A-optimal projection [17, 18], linear discriminant analy-
sis [19, 20] and locally linear embedding [21, 22]. These
algorithms are based on different data mining principles
and are used in different data sets and different demand
scenarios. We don’t go to details here.

To address these challenges, we introduce a novel quan-
tum dimensionality reduction algorithm called quantum
resonant dimensionality reduction (QRDR), based on
quantum resonant transitions (QRT) [23, 24]. By em-
ploying QRT instead of QPE, the number of ancilla
qubits is reduced from O(1/ϵ + logR) to O(logR) in
QRDR that is independent of the accuracy ϵ, offering
an advantage over other quantum DR algorithms such as
QPE-based methods [12, 13]. In contrast to VQA-DR,
our QRDR presents an exact time complexity. Comn-
pared to QPE-based DR algorithm and QPCA algorithm,
the time complexity of QRDR is reduced from the or-
der 1/ϵ3 to the order 1/ϵ. We simulate the QRDR al-
gorithm numerically and evaluate its performance using
quantum support vector machines and quantum convo-
lutional neural networks (QCNN). The results demon-
strate that our QRDR effectively reduces the dimen-
sion of quantum data, enabling various quantum machine
learning algorithms to process the data more efficiently
post-reduction.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows:
Sec. II provides the framework of the algorithm and de-
tails the quantum resources consumed. Sec. III presents
the simulation results of applying QRDR in quantum
support vector machines and quantum convolutional neu-
ral networks. In Sec. IV, we compare our algorithm with
existing approaches and conclude with a summary of our
findings.

II. THE FRAMWORK OF THE ALGORITHM

A. Principal component analysis dimension
reduction and its quantum expression

Principal component analysis for dimensionality reduc-
tion relies on linear transformations involving the covari-
ance matrix (or kernel matrix). In this paper, we focus
on the basic PCA method, leaving out advanced tech-
niques such as kernel methods and centering, which are
detailed in references [12, 13].

The original data before DR can be represented as a
matrix X ∈ RM×N , where the ith row of X corresponds
to the ith sample, xi = [x1i , x

2
i , . . . , x

N
i ], containing N

features. The covariance matrix of this data, denoted as
A ∈ RN×N = XTX. The data undergoes singular value

decomposition (SVD) as follows

X =

M∑
k=1

σku
T
kvk, (1)

where uk and vk are singular vectors corresponding to
singular value σk. It is usually assumed that the singular
values are ordered from largest to smallest. The matrix
A has eigenvalue decomposition

A =

M∑
k=1

σ2
kv

T
k vk. (2)

By definition, A is the Hermitian matrix and the k-th
eigenvalue is λk = σ2

k with eigenvector vk. When the
dimension is reduced from N to R, the data matrix Z ∈
RM×R after dimensionality reduction can be represented
by the formula Z = XV TR . The matrix VR is a projection
matrix composed of the first R singular vectors, with each
row j of VR corresponding to the jth singular vector vj .
Consequently, the value of the j-th feature for zi is given
by zji = xi · vTj .
For the QDR, the input is a quantum state that en-

codes the information from the original data

|X⟩ =
M∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

xji |j⟩|i⟩ =
M∑
i=1

∥xi∥|xi⟩|i⟩, (3)

where |i⟩ and |j⟩ represent quantum computational basis

states, and |xi⟩ = 1
|xi|
∑N
j=1 x

j
i |j⟩ with the normalized

coefficient |xi| =
√∑N

j=1 |x
j
i |2. The output state of QDR

is given by

|Z⟩ =
M∑
i=1

R∑
j=1

zji |j⟩|i⟩ =
M∑
i=1

∥zi∥|zi⟩|i⟩. (4)

The goal of QDR is to prepare the state |Z⟩ as described
in Eq.(4). In this section, the overall normalization coef-
ficients for the quantum states are omitted.

B. Quantum Resonant Dimensionality Reduction
Algorithm

We use quantum resonant transitions (QRT) to real-
ize the dimensionality reduction process, which includes
designing the Hamiltonian and implementing the time
evolution operator. Here we take one of the M samples,
N dimensional vector x, as the original data. Our al-
gorithm utilizes one probe qubit to find the eigenstate,
n = ⌈log2N⌉ qubits to store the state corresponding to
the original data, and r = ⌈log2R⌉ qubits to store the
state after dimensionality reduction. The Hamiltonian is
defined as follows

H =|0⟩⟨0| ⊗ (|0⟩⟨0|⊗r − I⊗r2 )⊗ I⊗n2 + |1⟩⟨1| ⊗Hp

+
cπ

2
σy ⊗B ⊗ I⊗n2 .

(5)
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Here c represents the resonant parameter, σy is the Pauli

matrix, and B =
√
2rH⊗r

d , where Hd = 1√
2
[1, 1; 1,−1]

is the Hadamard matrix. The three terms in Equation
(5) correspond to the Hamiltonian of the probe qubit, the
problem Hamiltonian, and their interaction, respectively.
Specifically, the second term, Hp, can be expressed as
follows

Hp = Hλ ⊗ I⊗n2 + I⊗r2 ⊗A, (6)

where Hλ is a diagonal matrix that encodes the R eigen-
values λk = σ2

k of the covariance matrix A. The diagonal
elements ofHλ are given by hk = −λk. Given the original
data x, the input state |ψ⟩in is represented as |0⟩|0⟩⊗r|x⟩.
This typically requires specialized quantum devices such
as quantum random access memory (QRAM) [25] to im-
plement. The state can also be expanded in terms of the
eigenvectors of A as

|ψ⟩in = |0⟩|0⟩|x⟩ = |0⟩|0⟩⊗r
N∑
k=1

zk|vk⟩, (7)

where zk = ⟨vk|x⟩. Setting t = 1/c, the state after the
application of the Hamiltonian evolution operator e−iHt

is

e−iHt|ψ⟩in = |1⟩
R∑
k=1

zk|k⟩|vk⟩

+ |0⟩
N∑

k′=R+1

|0⟩⊗rzk
′
|vk′⟩.

(8)

It is assumed that c is much smaller than the minimum
difference between eigenvalues of H, allowing us to ne-
glect the effects of off-resonance. A detailed analysis of
the dynamics, errors, and time complexity will be pro-
vided in the next section.

To obtain the low-dimensional state, the probe qubit
must be collapsed to state |1⟩ and the second and third
registers disentangled. It means that we need to per-
form additional operations to make the quantum state
evolve from |k⟩|vk⟩ to |k⟩|0⟩, for each k. We employ the
method proposed in Ref. [13], which utilizes a reference
state |ψ⟩ and its corresponding inverse unitary operator
U−1
ψ |ψ⟩ = |0⟩⊗n to achieve this step.The projection ϕk

of the reference state and each eigenstate vk needs to be
measured. Then, apply the inverse unitary operator and
controlled rotations to the ancilla qubits and work qubits
for different wave vectors k. The final state is obtained
in the second register is

|ψ⟩out = |1⟩
R∑
k=1

zk|k⟩|0⟩⊗n. (9)

According to the above derivation, we take |X⟩ that
defined in Eq. 3 as original data state, the input state
can be expressed as

|Ψ⟩in = |0⟩|0⟩⊗r|X⟩ = |0⟩|0⟩⊗r
M∑
i=1

∥xi∥|xi⟩|i⟩. (10)

The evolution operator does not affect the serial number
state |i⟩, so the state after applying the operator is

|1⟩
M∑
i=1

R∑
k=1

zki |k⟩|vk⟩|i⟩+ |0⟩|0⟩⊗r
M∑
i=1

N∑
k′=R+1

zk
′

i |vk′⟩|i⟩,

(11)
where zki = ⟨vk|xi⟩. After measuring the probe qubit
and disentangling the second and third registers, the final
state is consistent with Eq. (4)

|Ψ⟩out = |1⟩
M∑
i=1

∥zi∥|zi⟩|i⟩|0⟩⊗n = |1⟩|Z⟩|0⟩⊗n, (12)

which is the output state of the algorithm. The QRDR
process can be summarized in Alg.1 The different pro-

Algorithm 1: Quantum Resonant
Dimensionality Reduction

Inputs: Dataset state |X⟩, covariance matrix A and
its first R eigenvalues λk, k ∈ [1, R].
step 1: Prepare the initial state |0⟩|0⟩⊗r|X⟩.
step 2: Set appropriate resonant parameter c.
step 3: Simulate the Hamiltonian H for a duration
time of t = 1/c.
step 4: Measure the probe qubit and proceed if the
measurement result is |1⟩.
step 5: Disentangle the second and third registers
using U−1

ψ |ψ⟩.
Outputs: |1⟩|Z⟩|0⟩⊗n.

cedures for dimension reduction using QRDR, QPE-DR,
and QPCA are shown in Fig.[? ].

C. Errors and Complexity of QRDR

In this section, we give the details of the key step of
QRDR, implementing time evolution operator e−iHt [12,
13]. We provide the specific procedures that how does the
quantum state evolve from Eq. (7) to Eq. (8). Assuming
the input state is the eigenstate of matrix A

|Ψ⟩in = |0⟩|0⟩⊗r|vk⟩, (13)

where k ≤ R. Without considering interaction term
cπ
2 σy ⊗B ⊗ I⊗n2 , the other parts of Hamiltonian are

H′ = |0⟩⟨0| ⊗ (|0⟩⟨0|⊗r − I⊗r2 )⊗ I⊗n2 + |1⟩⟨1| ⊗Hp. (14)

|Ψ⟩in is the eigenstate of H′ with eigenvalue 0. For the
second part of H′, |1⟩|j⟩|vk⟩ are also the eigenstates with
eigenvalues λk−λj . If j = k, it has eigenvalues λk−λj =
0, which are same with |0⟩|0⟩⊗r|vk⟩.
Firstly, we consider the dynamics between |0⟩|0⟩⊗r|vk⟩

and |1⟩|j⟩|vj⟩ (j, k ≤ R) because of their same eigenvalues
0. For each pair of |0⟩|0⟩⊗r|vk⟩ and |1⟩|j⟩|vj⟩, H in this
subspace can be written as [26]

Hkj =

[
0 −idkj
id∗kj 0

]
, (15)
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FIG. 1. The procedures for dimension reduction using QRDR, QPE-DR, and QPCA differ significantly. The main distinction
between QRDR and QPE-DR lies in the use of the Hamiltonian, which replaces the need for QPE and controlled rotation
operators in QRDR. In contrast, QPCA requires the use of QPE and involves repeated measurements of auxiliary qubits.

where dkj = cπ
2 ⟨0|⊗rB|j⟩⟨vk|I⊗n2 |vj⟩ = 1

2cπδkj . δkj is
1 if and only if j = k, and 0 otherwise. It means that
resonant transitions just happens between |0⟩|0⟩⊗r|vk⟩
and |1⟩|k⟩|vk⟩. So the state in Eq. (13) after evolution
operator e−iHt is

e−iHt|Ψin⟩ = cos(
cπt

2
)|0⟩|0⟩⊗r|vk⟩+ sin(

cπt

2
)|1⟩|k⟩|vk⟩.

(16)
In setting t = 1/c, the state is |1⟩|k⟩|vk⟩ after this step.
The other case is off-resonance that happens between

|0⟩|0⟩⊗r|vk⟩ and |1⟩|j⟩|vk′⟩. Here j ̸= k′, and in this
subspace H is a little different with Eq. (15)

Hkjk′ =

[
0 −idkjk′

id∗kjk′ λk′ − λj

]
. (17)

Here dkjk′ = 1
2cπδkk′ , so the resonant transition just

happens when k = k′ and the amplitude of this small
off-resonance is

bkjk′ =
cπ|dkjk′ |√

(cπ|dkjk′ |)2 + |λk′ − λj |2

=
cπδkk′√

(cπδkk′)2 + |∆jk′ |2

≤ cπδkk′

|∆jk′ |
= O(c/∆min),

(18)

where ∆min denotes the min erengy gap ∆min =
min |Ei+1 − Ei|. For the other eigenstates that k > R,
they always fit k ̸= j and almost stay in original state
with a small off-resonance.

Therefore, considering the off-resonance error, the in-
put state in Eq. (7) after evolution operator e−iH/c is

|1⟩
R∑
k=1

zkαk|k⟩|vk⟩+
N∑

k′=R+1

|0⟩|0⟩⊗rzk
′
α′
k|vk′⟩

+O(c/∆min)|Ψ⟩e.

(19)

|Ψ⟩e is the error state here, and αk ≥
√

1−
∑
j ̸=k b

2
kjk.

Because the sum of 1/n2 sequences is converged, it has

|αk|2 ≥ 1−
∑
j ̸=k

|bkjk|2

≥ 1− (cπ)2
∑
j ̸=k

1/|∆jk|2

≥ 1− (
cπ

∆min
)2
∑
j ̸=k

1/|j − k|2

= 1−O(c2/∆2
min).

(20)

Defining the fidelity as

ϵ = 1− |⟨Z|Ψ⟩out|2 = O(c2/∆2
min), (21)

so that the query complexity for time evolution step is

O(d||H||maxpolylog(MN)t) =

O(d∥A∥maxpolylog(MN)/c) =

O(d∥A∥maxpolylog(MN)/∆minϵ
0.5).

(22)

Here d is the sparsity of A.
QRDR’s time complexity mainly consists of three

parts: obtaining eigenvalues, Hamiltonian evolution, and
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decoupling. Firstly, QRDR requires the eigenvalues of
matrix A. In previous work [27], it has been proved
that the error ϵ is proportional to accuracy of eigenval-
ues, so the complexity of obtaining the first R eigen-
values is O(Rd∥A∥maxpolylog(MN)/ϵ). For the ini-
tial state, it can be prepared in time O(poly log(MN))
according to the QRAM [25]. In step 4, the proba-
bility of success is constant if the first R eigenvalues

are enough to reconstruct A as
∑R
k=1 σ

2
k ≈

∑N
k′=1 σ

2
k′ .

Secondly, the query complexity for Hamiltonian evolu-
tion is O(d∥A∥maxpolylog(MN)/∆minϵ

0.5). Finally, the
query complexity of decoupling corresponding to step
5 is O(R1.5d∥A∥maxpolylog(MN)/ϵ) [13]. We use the
method in Ref.[28] to achieve the Hamiltonian time evo-
lution operator, and other approaches like VQAs-based
methods [29–31] are also appliable.

In conclusion, the total time complexity of QRDR is

O(Rd∥A∥maxpolylog(MN)/ϵ+

d∥A∥maxpolylog(MN)/∆minϵ
0.5+

R1.5d∥A∥maxpolylog(MN)/ϵ).

(23)

Under the condition that R = O(polylogN) eigen-
values can reconstruct the covariance matrix A, and
∆min = O(ϵ0.5/R), the time complexity is simplified to
O(d,polylog(MN)/ϵ). The following discussion of QPE-
based QDR and QPCA assumes the same conditions,
where R = O(polylogN). QPE-based QDR [12, 13] solve
the PCADR problem using quantum phase estimation,
which can prepare the eigenvalues in ancilla qubits. As
shown in Fig. 1, it applies QPE to data state |x⟩ and
obtained the state

|Ψ1⟩ = Ψ

M∑
i=1

N∑
j=0

zji |σ̂j⟩|vj⟩|i⟩. (24)

Then it uses control rotation operator like HHL method
to remove the eigenstate corresponding to the eigenvalue
after the R-th eigenvalue and applies the inverse opera-
tion of QPE, then the state is

|Ψ2⟩ =
M∑
i=1

R∑
j=1

zji |vj⟩|i⟩. (25)

|vi⟩ is the i-th eigenstate of XX†. QRDR can acheive
the same steps by simulating the Hamiltonian in Eq.
5. The runtime of this QPE-based DR algorithm is
O(d,polylog(MN)/ϵ3). The complexity of QRDR is
O(d,polylog(MN)/ϵ) under the assumption that ∥A∥max

is O(1) order. In the circumstances ∆min = O(ϵ0.5/R),
our algorithm provides the advantage of polynomial order
in accuracy ϵ compared to QPE-based QDR. Addition-
ally, QPE requires an extra O(1/ϵ) qubits to recover the
eigenvalues, whereas QRDR does not require this extra
quantum register. QPCA [9] and Resonant QPCA [24]
can reduce the dimension of the quantum state, but they
must solve each of the R eigenvalues and M samples one
by one, as shown in Fig. 1, resulting in a complexity of
O(MR). Detailed results are shown in the Table I.

III. NUMERICAL SIMULATION RESULTS OF
QRDR IN QUANTUM MACHINE LEARNING

In this section, we use the QRDR method to reduce
the dimensionality of data prior to its use in quantum
machine learning algorithms. First, we assess the preci-
sion of our quantum algorithm by comparing the results
of quantum dimensionality reduction with theoretical ex-
pectations. We then apply two distinct quantum classi-
fication algorithms to measure the efficiency of QRDR.
There are two primary reasons for choosing classifica-

tion as the subsequent task: First, classification tasks
allow for easy evaluation of data quality. If the data re-
sulting from QRDR cannot be effectively classified (e.g.,
through a decrease in final accuracy), it indicates that
some useful information may have been lost during the
process. Second, accuracy can be used to gauge the con-
vergence rate of quantum machine learning algorithms,
which are two key performance indicators for many ma-
chine learning tasks. The numerical simulation process
is summarized in Fig. 2.

A. QRDR FOR QUANTUM SUPPORT
VECTORS MACHINE

In this section, Connectionist Bench (Sonar, Mines vs.
Rocks) Data Set is used to evaluate our QRDR algo-
rithm. This dataset includes samples of mines and rocks.
First, we apply QRDR to reduce the dimensionality of
the dataset. Then, we use a quantum support vector
machine (QSVM) to classify the data before and after
QRDR. The algorithm simulation flow in this section is
consistent with that in Fig. 2, with taking QSVM as the
quantum classfier. The main steps of QRDR were dis-
cussed in the previous section, while the steps of QSVM
are briefly outlined here.
The input of the quantum support vector machine

(QSVM) is a data matrix A ∈ RM×N , containing M dis-
tinct sample vectors xi, each with N parameters. Each
i-th sample is assigned a label yi to classify this sam-
ple. The objective of QSVM is to train a quantum state
in N + 1 dimensions, enabling the classification of new
vectors x′ by determining their label y′.
The core step of QSVM is to solve the following linear

equation using a quantum computer(
η0
η

)
= A−1

(
0
y

)
, A =

(
0

−→
1 T

−→
1 K + γ−1I

)
. (26)

K is the kernel matrix with the element Kjk = xTj · xk.
y = (y1, . . . , yM )

T
and

−→
1 = (1, . . . , 1)T . The hyperplane

can be constructed by w =
∑M
j=1 ηjxj and w0 = η0.

There are several quantum algorithms available for solv-
ing this problem, such as the HHL method [32], varia-
tional quantum linear solvers, and others [33, 34]. Once
the state |η0,η⟩ has been prepared, the label of a new
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FIG. 2. The Schematic quantum circuits of simulating QRDR in quantum machine learning. The two blue parts are the
simulated result of quantum algorithms in the classical computer. Three orange dotted line parts are used to calculate precision,
convergence rate, and classification accuracy. |X⟩ and |Z⟩ are the quantum states of training data before and after QRDR.
Similarly, |q⟩ and |zq⟩ correspond to the data to be classified. yq is the predicted label of y.

TABLE I. Comparison of the complexity of several different quantum dimensionality reduction algorithms with QRDR.

Time complexity Space complexity
QRDR O(d,polylog(MN)/ϵ) O(logR+ log(MN))

QPE-DR [12, 13] O(d, polylog(MN)/ϵ3) O(log 1/ϵ+ logR+ log(MN))
QPCA [9, 24] O(Mpolylog(MN)/ϵ3) O(log(MN))

sample, yi, can be determined by calculating the inner
product of the state |η0,η⟩ with the new sample state.
This paper primarily focuses on dimensionality reduc-
tion, so the QSVM component is not covered in detail.
For more comprehensive information, please refer to prior
literature [27, 35, 36].

This dataset contains M = 208 samples, each with
N = 60 features. First, the unitary operator e−iHt is
directly applied to the states. The input state is

|Ψin⟩ =
M∑
k=1

N∑
j=1

xjk|j⟩|k⟩. (27)

We set R = 16 and varied c proportionately from 0.001
to 0.032. After applying QRDR to the input data, the
simulation error is shown in Fig. 2. The error defined in
Eq. 21 represents the deviation between the numerical
simulation results of QRDR and the theoretical results
of the classcial DR.

Simulation results indicate that the discrepancy be-
tween the QRDR output and theoretical expectations
aligns with the theoretical predictions based on the pa-
rameter c. By calculating the linear fitting coefficients of
log(1/c) and log(1/ϵ0.5), we can evaluate whether the two
parameters are linearly correlated. For R = 16, the cor-
relation coefficient is 0.9835, while for R = 8, it is 0.9948.
This strong linear correlation between c and ϵ0.5 confirms
the accuracy of our theoretical analysis. Next, we use
the quantum data processed by QRDR and the original

10 3 10 2

c

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

Er
ro

r

QRDR with R=8
QRDR with R=16
Linear fitting with R=8
Linear fitting with R=16

FIG. 3. The error of QRDR with different c. Red points are
simulating results of QSVM in classical computer in R = 16
and blue line is in R = 8. The dashed line is the result of a
linear fit of error and c.

quantum data as different input sets for the QSVM. By
comparing the training results and complexity of QSVM,
we can evaluate the performance of QRDR.
The data is divided into 8 groups, each containing 26

samples, following the standard K-fold cross-validation
procedure. Seven sets of data are used as the training set,
while one set serves as the test set. Eight QSVM models
are trained, and the average accuracy across these models
is taken as the final accuracy. For the original data with
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N = 60 features, the accuracy is 0.8625. For R = 16, the
accuracy improves to 0.8937.

Next, we select 20 random samples as the validation
set and use the remaining data to train the parameters,
repeating the process eight times to assess the perfor-
mance of QSVM with different reduced dimensions R of
input data. We observe that QSVM performs very well
with R = 8. When using higher dimensions like R = 16
and R = 32, there is only a marginal increase in accu-
racy. This suggests that only around 8 parameters are
necessary to capture the features of the samples in this
dataset. The accuracy of QSVM is illustrated in Fig. 4.

The complexity of QSVM is O(logMN), where N is
the dimensionality and M is the number of samples [8,
37]. If the dimensionality after QRDR is set to R =
O(logN), the complexity of QSVM with QRDR becomes
O(logM logN), providing a speedup at this stage.

4 8 16 32
Dimension

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

Ac
c

FIG. 4. The accuracy of QSVM is presented with varying
input data dimensions R. The dots represent the average ac-
curacy across multiple calculations, while the upper and lower
bounds of the error bars represent the maximum and mini-
mum accuracies observed across multiple calculations. Apart
from R = 4, QSVM is effective at classifying the data

By simulating the QRDR and QSVM, the error rate
of QRDR aligns with our expectations, while the accu-
racy of QSVM improves and complexity decreases. Our
QRDR algorithm enhances the accuracy and speed of
QSVM classification, demonstrating its practical value.
More details about QSVM, including its workflow and
parameter optimization process, can be found in prior
work [8, 35].

B. QRDR FOR QUANTUM MANY BODY
PHASE CLASSIFICATION

In this section, the quantum phase classification of 1-
D Transverse-field Ising model(TFIM) is performed to
verify the practicability of our QRDR algorithm.

1D TFIM is a fundamental toy model for quantum
phase trasition, which consider the nearest neighbor ZZ
interation as well as an extra x-direction tansverse mag-

netic field in a spin-half chain, with hamiltonian

H = −J
∑
i,i+1

σzi σ
z
i+1 + h

∑
i

σxi . (28)

This Hamiltonian is invariant under a global Z2 trans-
formation, τ =

∏
i σx. Because of the competition of

the two non-commute parts in Eq.(28), quantum phase
transition appears at the critical point h/J = 1. In the
region h > J , there is a unique ground state that pre-
serve the Z2 symmetry and this system is in a disordered
paramagnetic phase. In the region h < J , Z2 symmetry
is spontaneously broken in the thermodynamic limit, this
system is in an ordered ferromagnetic phase.
We first use QRDR to reduce the dimension of quan-

tum state, and then use a QCNN model based on Ref.
[38] to classify the quantum state before and after QRDR
respectively. In this case, we simulate a complete quan-
tum convolutional neural network model, including a di-
mension reduction layer, a convolutional layer, a pooling
layer, and a full-connected layer, as shown in Fig. III B.
Operator S is the ansatz to generate superpositon state

in the ancillary system. The ansatz[39] we used for the
four ancillary qubits contains 28 trainable parameters,
and is shown in Fig. 6(a). For the convolutional layer,
the nine operators Q0, Q1,· · · , Q8 consist of the convo-
lution operator. Qk is the tensor product of two of the
following three operators, E1 ,E2 and E3. E2 is the iden-
tity matrix and E3 = E1

†, where

E1(i, j) =

{
1 (i = j + 1), (i = 0, j = 2r)

0 Else.
(29)

We primarily need to provide the decomposition
method for E1. E1 can be constructed using a com-
bination of O(r3) CNOT gates and Pauli X gates, as
illustrated in Fig. 6(b).
The function of pooling layer after the convolutional

layer is to reduce the spatial size so as to reduce the
amount of parameters. Here we choose Ry(θ = 0). The
entire QCNN network consists of 3 layers with a to-
tal of 84 trainable parameterized quantum gates. The
loss function is related to the expectation value of the
parametrized Hamiltonian e(p) = ⟨p|H|p⟩. This Hamil-
tonian consists of identity operators I and Pauli opera-
tors σz,

H = h0I +
∑
i

hiσiz +
∑
i,j

hijσizσ
j
z (30)

where h0, hi, hij are the parameters, and Roman indices
i, j denote location of the qubit. On the other hand,
the classical neural network is composed of three fully
connected layers, each containing 128 neurons. In both
models, we randomly divided a total of 200 data points
into 160 training data and 40 testing data. The training
set utilized a batch size of 20, and the training process
was performed for 20 epochs. The optimizer used was
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FIG. 5. The simplified quantum circuit of QRDR-QCNN algorithm. The initial state |X⟩ is prepared in register A by operator
OX , and QRDR utilizes a probe qubit and state |X⟩ to prepare state |Z⟩ after DR in register B. Then, QCNN employs
ancillary qubits to process state |Z⟩ with the linear combination of unitary operators Q0, Q1,· · · Q8 which can act as a group
of convolution operator.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. (a) Quantum circuit for realizing operator S. (b)
Decomposition of operator E1 in the form of basic gates.

Adam, and the loss function employed was the cross-
entropy loss function. The numerical simulation is car-
ried out on ’MindSore Quantum’ platform and the results
indicate that QRDR can improve both the performance
of QCNN and CNN. Moreover, QCNN with QRDR can
extremly reduce the training parameter and computation
complexity, achieving higher accuracy. The simulation
results are shown in Fig. 7.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (28) can be directly linked to
a p-wave superconducting Hamiltonian via the Jordan-
Wigner transformation. In this context, two dangling
Majorana fermions can be found at the end of the chain
under open boundary conditions. This implies that our
QRDR method can be used to distinguish between dif-

0 3 6 9 12 15 18
Epoch

0.0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9
1.0

Ac
c

Quantum with QRDR
Quantum
Classical with DR
Classical

FIG. 7. The performance of QRDR plus QCNN. The blue,
orange, green, and red curves denote the average accuracy of
the QCNN with QRDR, QCNN, CNN with DR, and CNN,
respectively. The shadow areas of the corresponding color de-
note the accuracy fluctuation range in the 10 times simulation
results.

ferent symmetry-protected topological phases as well as
genuine topological phases. Topological states, which are
independent of local perturbations, have fewer dominant
components in the state vector, allowing for natural com-
pression of the state.
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IV. DISCUSSION

To summarize, we propose a novel quantum dimen-
sion reduction algorithm called QRDR for preprocessing
high-dimensional quantum data prior to the application
of quantum machine learning algorithms. In compari-
son to existing quantum DR algorithms, such as QPE-
based algorithms and VQA-based algorithms, it offers
distinct advantages in terms of computational complex-
ity and qubit resources by employing QRT. We employ
QRDR alongside two different quantum machine learning
models, QSVM and QCNN, to evaluate our algorithm’s
efficacy. Our method effectively accomplishes two crit-
ical tasks: classifying underwater detection targets and
analyzing quantum many-body phases. The simulation
results demonstrate its effective reduction of dimensional-
ity in quantum data, thereby enhancing the performance
and speed of subsequent algorithms. Given these afore-
mentioned advantages, QRDR is poised to play a signifi-
cant role in the future era of general quantum computing.
Despite our reduction in quantum resource consumption,
achieving large-scale algorithm demonstrations on NISQ

devices still presents many challenges.
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