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The qubits in a D-wave quantum annealer (D-wave QA) are designed on a Pegasus graph that is different from structure
of a combinatorial optimization problem. This situation requires embedding with the chains connected by ferromagnetic
(FM) coupling Jc between the qubits. Weak and strong Jc values induce chain breaking and enforcement of chain energy,
which reduce the accuracy of quantum annealing (QA) measurements, respectively. In addition, we confirmed that even
though the D-Wave Ocean package provides a default coupling Jdefault

c , it is not an optimal coupling Joptimal
c that maxi-

mizes the possible correct rate of QA measurements. In this paper, we present an algorithm how Joptimal
c with the maxi-

mum probability p for observing the possible lowest energy is determined. Finally, we confirm that the extracted Joptimal
c

show much better p than Jdefault
c in QA measurements of various parameters of frustrated and fully connected combina-

torial optimization problems. The open code is available in https://github.com/HunpyoLee/OptimizeChainStrength.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent progress in quantum technology has led to the
emergence of quantum machines. In addition, they are being
developed and built more frequently than before1. In particu-
lar, a D-Wave quantum annealer (D-Wave QA) is an example
of such a quantum machine2. Unlike gate-type quantum ma-
chines based on circuits, quantum annealing (QA) is imple-
mented in the parameterized Hamiltonian of a transverse-field
Ising model containing binary superconducting qubits3–5. The
primary advantage of this architecture quantum machine is
that qubits are added much easier than gate-type quantum
computers with maintaining the accuracy of the results, due
to short quantum coherence time. Thus, the D-Wave QA with
rapid increases of qubit capacity approaches computational
speed of classical digit machine. In addition, studying the
dynamic behaviors observed in real materials is a very inter-
esting research topic, as it is not easy to study using numerical
simulation methods. Ca3Co2O6 compound is an example with
unconventional dynamics that has remained a puzzle6. Recent
QA experiment on frustrated spin system reported that it can
be used as a programmable quantum simulator for both the
dynamic and equilibrium behaviors observed in Ca3Co2O6
compound7. Consequently, this quantum machine has been
not only employed in combinatorial optimization problems re-
quiring annealing process for the possible lowest energy and
for the research of Ising model, which exhibits the phase tran-
sition between unconventional phases at zero temperature, but
also used as programmable quantum simulator for exploring
dynamic behaviors shown in real materials7–18.

However, the D-Wave QA cannot technically describe the
exact couplings between long-distance qubits, and it retains
qubits designed on the specific architectures such as Pega-
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Unit cell of 2 × 2 qubits on a two-
dimensional (2D) square structure with the nearest-neighbor cou-
pling J1 and diagonal-neighbor coupling J2 as a combinatorial op-
timization problem. (b) Embedding on Pegasus graph for a unit cell
of 2×2 qubits on the 2D square structure. The chains with coupling
Jc to sustain ferromagnetic order of qubits are marked as dotted lines.

sus and Kimera graphs that depend on D-Wave QA hard-
ware types. These situations require physical embedding that
the architecture of the original problem topologically matches
that of D-Wave QA19,20. The auxiliary chains with ferromag-
netic (FM) coupling Jc between several qubits, represented as
one variable in the architecture of the original problem, are
required. Weak and strong Jc induce chain breaking and re-
inforcement of chain energy to sustain FM order of qubits
in chains, respectively, lowering the accuracy of the results
measured by D-Wave QA. In addition, even though the D-
Wave QA Ocean package provides a default coupling Jdefault

c ,
it is not an optimal coupling Joptimal

c . Therefore, determining
Joptimal

c is highly desirable for accurate QA measurements.
In this study, we first analyze the full energy spectrum on an

embedding of a combinatorial optimization problem of small
size to estimate Joptimal

c , through an exact approach that vis-
its all energy states. We confirm that Joptimal

c would be slightly
larger than the critical chain coupling J∗c between chain break-
ing and unbroken state without any chain breaking. Next, we
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explain an algorithm by which J∗c is extracted. We confirmed
that the maximum probability pmax with the possible lowest
energy in QA measurements of various combinatorial opti-
mization problems appears at a chain coupling value that is
1.2 times larger than J∗c .

As examples of the combinatorial optimization problems
to demonstrate the usefulness of Joptimal

c extracted by our
algorithm, we consider a J1 − J2 Ising system on a two-
dimensional (2D) L × L square lattice and fully connected
Ising system with all couplings determined by randomness on
N sites. We present p with the possible lowest energy in many
QA shots of both the combinatorial optimization problems.
Finally, it is confirmed that the extracted Joptimal

c showed bet-
ter p than Jdefault

c in both the combinatorial optimization prob-
lems.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II describes the Hamiltonian made by embedding with
chains of FM order between qubits. In Section III, we ana-
lyze the full energy spectrum on the combinatorial optimiza-
tion problem of the 2D 4× 4 qubits via exact approach. 9
qubits are artificially added in the chains. We roughly esti-
mate Joptimal

c from analysis of the exact full energy spectrum
result. We also account for the method how Joptimal

c is ex-
tracted. Section IV shows that Joptimal

c is better p than Jdefault
c

in QA measurements of J1 − J2 and fully connected combi-
natorial optimization problems. Finally, conclusions are pre-
sented in Section V.

II. HAMILTONIAN IN EMBEDDING

The Hamiltonian of the D-Wave QA is given by

H = Hcop +Hchain, (1)

where Hcop and Hchain are the parts of the combinatorial opti-
mization problem and of the chain, respectively. Here, Hchain
is expressed as follows:

Hchain =− ∑
ichain

nichain

∑
<k,k′>

Jc,ichain σ
z
ichain,k

σ
z
ichain,k′

, (2)

where Jc,ichain is the coupling of the FM order between k and
k′ qubits at the chain site ichain, and nichain is the number of
qubits. The total number of qubits Nchain in all chains is given
by Nchain = ∑ichain

nichain .

III. DETERMINATION OF THE OPTIMAL CHAIN
COUPLING

A. Hamiltonian

As an example to show an algorithm how Joptimal
c is deter-

mined, we considered a J1 − J2 combinatorial optimization
problem on a 2D L×L square lattice. The Hamiltonian Hcop
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Interval ∆c/J1 between the ground and the
first excited energies on the 2D 4 × 4 qubits of the combinatorial
optimization problem with 9 qubits in the chains as a function of
Jc/J1 for J2/J1 = 0.42, 0.46, and 0.48. ∆c/J1 are computed by the
exact method with visiting all energy states. Note that if any chain is
broken, we set that ∆c/J1 is 0.

of the J1 − J2 combination optimization problem is defined as
follows:

Hcop =−J1 ∑
<i, j>

σ
z
i σ

z
j + J2 ∑

<<i, j′>>

σ
z
i σ

z
j′ , (3)

where the nearest- and diagonal-neighbors are denoted by
< i, j > and << i, j′ >>, respectively21,22. J1 and J2 mean
the nearest-neighbor and diagonal-neighbor couplings respec-
tively, as shown in Fig. 1 (a). Here, the reason we chose this
J1 − J2 combinatorial optimization problem as the example is
because the interval ∆ between the energies of the ground and
of the first-excited states is systematically adjusted by J2/J1
value21,22. ∆ is an important variable that affects the accu-
racy of QA measurements, because the plausible local minima
close to global minimum in objective function of the combi-
natorial optimization problem increase with decreasing ∆. In
addition, another energy gap ∆c between the energies of the
ground and of the first-excited states in Eq. (1) of an embed-
ded combinatorial optimization problem on Pegasus graph is
occurred by chains with Jc. Figs. 1(a) and (b) illustrate the
unit cell of 2× 2 qubits on the 2D square structure with the
nearest-neighbor coupling J1 and diagonal-neighbor coupling
J2 as a combinatorial optimization problem and its embedding
on Pegasus graph, respectively. The chains with the coupling
Jc to keep FM order of qubits are marked as dotted lines in
Fig. 1(b).

B. Rough estimation of optimal chain coupling by analysis of
full energy spectrum

We analyze the full energy spectrum of J1 − J2 combinato-
rial optimization problem on a 2D 4× 4 square lattice in the
embedding, using the exact method with visiting all energy
states. 9 qubits are also added in the chains. We find that
when all chains are broken in weak Jc/J1, a stable state oc-
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Chain coupling Jc as a function of ∆/J1 on
the bottom label (and J2/J1 on top label) in J1 − J2 combinatorial
optimization problem on a 2D 8× 8 square lattice. Here, ∆/J1 in
the bottom label are approximately estimated by interval between
the lowest energy and the second lowest energy in many quantum
annealing (QA) shots. The top label is J2/J1, matching ∆/J1.

curs. As Jc/J1 increases, the stable state with all chain break-
ings changes into a state where chain breaking disappears in-
dividually, depending on the chain connecting shape between
the qubits of the combinatorial optimization problem and the
chain. This implies that the critical coupling for chain break-
ing at each chain depends on the chain connecting shapes. Af-
ter J∗c /J1, the state in which any chain is not broken becomes
a stable state.

Fig. 2 shows ∆c/J1 as a function of Jc/J1 for J2/J1 = 0.42,
0.46, and 0.48. Here, we assume that when all chains are
unbroken, the most stable state occurs to prevent deforma-
tion of the combinatorial optimization problem. So, if any
chain is broken, we set ∆c/J1 to 0. A stable state without
any chain breaking appears above the critical chain couplings
J∗c /J1 = 1.68, 1.84, and 1.92 for J2/J1 = 4.2, 4.6, and 4.8,
respectively. ∆c/J1 increases as Jc/J1 increases from J∗c /J1
until kink behavior is observed at J∗∗c /J1 = 2.96, 2.48, and
2.24 for J2/J1 = 4.2, 4.6, and 4.8, respectively. After J∗∗c /J1
for all J2/J1, ∆c/J1 converges to ∆/J1. We believe that the
chain breaking and dominant chain energy states that sustain
the FM order of the qubits in the chain would appear below
J∗c /J1 and above J∗∗c /J1, respectively. The range between J∗

and J∗∗ decreases with increasing J2/J1 (or decreasing ∆/J1).
Finally, we inferred three possibilities from exact result in
Fig. 2: (i) Joptimal

c /J1 might be between J∗c /J1 and J∗∗c /J1. (ii)
When ∆/J1 is tiny, it may be difficult to determine Joptimal

c /J1.
(iii) The accuracy of QA measurements will be poor with de-
creasing ∆/J1.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Probability p for observing the possible
lowest energies measured by 5000 times QA shots with Jdefault

c and
Joptimal

c on J1 − J2 combinatorial optimization problem on 2D 8× 8
square lattice.

C. Procedure for extracting the optimal chain coupling Jc
value

The D-Wave Ocean package provides the default coupling
Jdefault

c given as

Jdefault
c = 1.41∗ ( 1

Mc
∑

<i, j>
J2

i j)
1
2 ∗ ( 1

Nc
∑
i=1

deg(i))
1
2 , (4)

where Mc, Nc and deg(i) are the number of total connectivi-
ties between qubits, the number of total qubits and the coor-
dination number at i-chain, respectively. Even though Jdefault

c
gives not bad results in accuracy of QA measurements, we
confirmed that Jdefault

c is not Joptimal
c from estimation of the

exact result in Fig. 2 and from various results measured by
D-Wave QA.

Here, we design more sophisticated algorithm to obtain
Joptimal

c that provides better results than Jdefault
c . The procedure

of the algorithm is followed as: (i) In the first step, we set to
initial chain coupling Jc given as Jc = 0.1× Jdefault

c of weak
chain coupling. The stable state at initial Jc is when almost
all chains are broken. (ii) In the second step, we increase Jc
by 10 percent of Jdefault

c and perform QA measurements. The
chain breaking gradually disappears with increasing Jc. (iii) In
the third step, we set the critical chain coupling J∗c , when the
chain is no longer broken. (iv) Finally, we set J∗c multiplied by
1.2 as Joptimal

c . The factor 1.2 is obtained empirically from the
best results of QA measurements in various combinatorial op-
timization problems on D-Wave Advantage machine. In open
code we set annealing time to 1.0×10−3 second in QA mea-
surements, and perform a hundred of annealing shots to find
J∗c and Joptimal

c .
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Jc as a function of N on bottom label (and
NT on top label) in fully connected combinatorial optimization prob-
lem. Here, N on bottom label and NT on top label are the number
of qubits in fully connected combinatorial optimization problem and
the number of qubits in embedding, respectively.

IV. RESULTS

A. J1 − J2 combinatorial optimization problem

In order to demonstrate the superiority of the results in
Joptimal

c extracted by our algorithm, we first consider J1 − J2
combinatorial optimization problem on 2D 8×8 square lattice
expressed by Hamiltonian of Eq. (3). We compare Jdefault

c /J1

computed by Eq. (4) to Joptimal
c /J1 determined by our algo-

rithm. Fig. 3 shows Jdefault
c and Joptimal

c values as a function
of ∆/J1 in bottom label (and J2/J1 in top label). Here, ∆/J1
values in bottom label are approximately estimated by inter-
val between the lowest energy and the second lowest energy
in many QA shots. The top label is J2/J1, matching ∆/J1. We
observe that Jdefault

c /J1 values are larger than Joptimal
c /J1 in all

∆/J1. Jdefault
c /J1 increases slowly, while Joptimal

c /J1 increases
quickly as ∆/J1 decreases.

In addition, we plot p for observing the possible lowest
energies measured by QA shots of 5000 times with both
Jdefault

c /J1 and Joptimal
c /J1 in Fig. 4. p (or accuracy of QA mea-

surements) decrease with decreasing ∆/J1 in both Jdefault
c /J1

and Joptimal
c /J1, because many plausible local minimum that

are similar to the global minimum are created in tiny ∆/J1.
As a main result, we find that p values measured in Joptimal

c /J1

are higher than those in Jdefault
c /J1. We think that Joptimal

c /J1
provides the optimal compromise between chain breaking and
chain energy, while Jdefault

c /J1 lowers the accuracy of QA
measurements by the strong chain energy.

20 30 40 50 60
N

0.0

0.4

0.8
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Optimal Jc

FIG. 6. (Color online) Jc as a function of N in fully connected
combinatorial optimization problem. p are measured by QA shots of
5000 times with Jdefault

c and Joptimal
c .

B. Fully connected combinatorial optimization problem

Finally, in order to confirm a more general case we select
a fully connected combinatorial optimization problem, where
obtaining accurate results of QA measurements is more diffi-
cult than J1 − J2 combinatorial optimization problem because
it produces more plausible local minima than J1 − J2 com-
binatorial optimization problem, due to strong degeneracy in
energy states. The Hamiltonian Hcop is given as

Hcop =−
N

∑
<i, j>

J<i, j>σ
z
i σ

z
j , (5)

where < i, j > and N mean all couplings between qubits and
the number of qubits in the combination optimization prob-
lem, respectively. J<i, j> values are either −1.0, 0.0 or 1.0
determined by random number generator.

Same as J1 − J2 combinatorial optimization problem, we
plot Jc values and p as a function of N on bottom label in
Fig. 5 and Fig. 6, respectively. p are measured by QA shots of
5000 times with Jdefault

c and Joptimal
c . Jdefault

c values are always
bigger than Joptimal

c values in all N of Fig. 5. The number of
total qubits NT on top label in embedding is increasing with N
in Fig 5. It is also confirmed that Joptimal

c gives more accurate
results than Jdefault

c in QA measurements of Fig. 6.

V. CONCLUSION

The D-Wave QA displays significant potential due to the
recent rapid increase in qubit capacity. Moreover, the D-Wave
QA has been extensively applied to solving combinatorial op-
timization problems. However, as a limitation, physical em-
bedding with FM chains of several qubits is required to con-
sider the exact long-range coupling between qubits ignored
in D-Wave QA. The separation of FM qubits in the chains or
the dominant enhancement of the chain energy to sustain FM
order of qubits in chains lowers the accuracy of the results
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measured by D-Wave QA. In addition, we confirm that even
though the D-Wave Ocean package provides the default cou-
pling Jdefault

c , it is not an optimal coupling Joptimal
c . Therefore,

determining the optimal coupling Joptimal
c for maintaining the

appropriate FM ordered qubits in the chains is required to im-
prove accuracy.

In this paper, we present the algorithm how Joptimal
c is de-

termined. We confirm that the extracted Joptimal
c shows much

better p than Jdefault
c in various parameters of J1 − J2 and

fully connected combinatorial optimization problems. Fi-
nally, We believe that our method provides practical as-
sistance for D-Wave QA users to search for Joptimal

c with
decreased essential errors. The open code is available in
https://github.com/HunpyoLee/ OptimizeChainStrength.
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