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Abstract
In this paper we present a quantum annealing algorithm for computation of homology of large
point clouds. It is designed to work on resizable cloud computing platforms. The algorithm takes
as input a witness complex K approximating the given point cloud. It uses quantum annealing to
compute a clique cover of the 1-skeleton of K and then uses this cover to blow up K into a Mayer-
Vietoris complex. Finally, it computes the homology of the Mayer-Vietoris complex in parallel.
The novelty here is the use of clique covering which, compared to graph partitioning, substantially
reduces the computational load assigned to each slave machine in the computing cluster. We de-
scribe two different clique covers and their quantum annealing formulation in the form of quadratic
unconstrained binary optimization (QUBO).
Keywords: homology, topological data analysis, quantum annealing, quadratic unconstrained
binary optimization, big data, resizable cloud computation, Mayer-Vietoris blow-up complex

1. Introduction

Homology is a topological invariant that consists of a sequence of vector spaces measuring the
shape of the given space. In topological data analysis (TDA), these measurements usually translate
into valuable insights about the data (the space) which are not available by other means; a survey of
TDA and its applications can be found in Carlsson (2009) and Zomorodian (2012). Also, we refer
to Massey (1991) and Hatcher (2002) for the basic notions of homotopy equivalence, simplicial
complexes and their homologies.

For large point clouds, homology computation can be parallelized as follows. First, we approx-
imate a given point cloud X with a witness complex K. This combinatorial structure reduces both
the dimensionality and size of the data while preserving the topology. We then construct a Mayer-
Vietoris complex on top of K as in (Lewis and Zomorodian (2014); Lewis and Morozov (2015)).
This consists of covering the witness complex K with smaller subcomplexes and then blowing up
their overlaps. The blow-up operation is a homotopy equivalence which implies that the two com-
plexes have the same homology. Now, the computation of the homology of the Mayer-Vietoris
complex is parallelizable.

In pactice, the success of the above parallel computation depends on the step of covering K,
which is done in two stages. First, cover the edges of the 1-skeleton of K and then extend this
cover to the simplicial complex K. The extension is a relatively inexpensive operation with com-
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plexity O(card(K)) and can easily be parallelized (Lewis and Zomorodian (2014)) - See also sub-
section 4.1. However, covering the 1-skeleton (such that the computation terminates in a reasonable
time frame) is a complex problem. This problem has two important parameters: the structure of
the covering subgraphs and their number. Here, we investigate the structure rather than the number
of subgraphs which is justified by the availability of resizable cloud computing (e.g., AWS EC21)
where the number of slave machines is not a practical constraint. The problem reduces then to cov-
ering the 1-skeleton with subgraphs whose structure minimizes the computational load assigned to
each slave machine. Solving this problem is NP-hard and is the focus of the present paper.

Contributions and Related Work We investigate this problem using quantum annealing (QA)
and D-Wave Systems’ D-Wave II quantum processor in particular. We begin by reformulating the
work of Lewis and Zomorodian (2014) in the language of quantum annealing, which is quadratic
unconstrained binary optimization (QUBO), a special case of quadratic pseudo-boolean optimiza-
tion (QPBO)—see Boros et al. (2007) and Boros and Hammer (2002) for more on the subject. This
does not solve the covering problem as it is stated above but provides a way to cover any simplicial
complex, not necessarily a witness complex. We then present two novel approaches that take advan-
tage of the clique-based structure of the witness complex. The first uses vertex clique covering and
the second is based on an iterative computation of maximum cliques. Since the scenario involves
a resizable computing cluster, the changing number of slave machines is not problematic. We ex-
press both methods as a QUBO problem formulations. We then explain that these two covering
approaches reduce the computational load assigned to the local machines of the computing cluster.

One can also see our work as a hybrid, quantum-classical pipeline for homology computation
of large and high-dimensional point clouds. The pipeline starts with a representation of the given
point cloud using witness complexes (see Figure 1). This reduces the dimensionality and size of the
data. The quantum processor is then used to cover the 1-skeleton of the represented complex. After
we have a valid cover, parallel computation of Betti numbers is carried out.

Our pipeline can be used in real-life applications, including subpopulation detection in cancer
genomics, fraud detection in financial transactions (Lum et al. (2013)), brain networks (Lee et al.
(2011)), and robot sensor networks (de Silva et al. (2005)), to name a few. It is worth mention-
ing that there are mathematical constructions for the parallel homology computation other than
Mayer-Vietoris complexes, including the spectral sequence algorithm introduced by Edelsbrunner
and Harer (2010) and further developed by Bauer et al. (2014).

Software We have implemented all algorithms and constructions as a complete package in
Python. We have also tested our algorithms on the D-Wave II quantum processor.

Outline In Section 2, we review the nerve and witness complexes. In Section 3, we discuss
Mayer-Vietoris complex and explain how the homology computation can be parallelized. Section
4 contains our quantum annealing-based solutions to the problem stated above. We have included
tests using the D-Wave II processor as well as a basic description of how it works.

1. Amazon Web Services Elastic Cloud Computing; http://aws.amazon.com
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Figure 1: Pipeline for homology computation of large high-dimensional point clouds.
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2. Background

We briefly review the notion of witness complex introduced by de Silva and Carlsson (2004). In
addition to the nerve complex, also described below, these complexes are important constructions
used in TDA to represent a point cloud X as a graph.

Let X be a topological space, and let U = {Uα}α∈A be a covering of X .

Definition 1 The nerve of the cover U , denoted by NU , is the simplicial complex with vertex set A,
where a family {α0, . . . , αk} spans a k-simplex if and only if the intersection Uα0 ∩ . . .∩Uαk

is not
empty.

This definition is important because of the nerve theorem which guarantees that complex NU is
homotopy equivalent to the underlying spaceX provided the overlaps between the covering sets Uα
are contractible.

An instance of the nerve complex is the witness complex. Suppose we are given a finite set
L ⊂ X , called the landmark set, and a parameter ε > 0. For every point x ∈ X , we let mx denote
the distance from this point to the set L, i.e., mx = minl∈L{d(x, l)}.

Definition 2 The witness complex attached to (X,L) is the complex W (X,L, ε) whose vertex set
is L, and where a collection {l0, . . . , lk} spans a k-simplex if and only if there is a point x ∈ X (the
witness) such that d(x, li) ≤ mx + ε for all i.

To see that this is just the nerve complex, it suffices to introduce the subset Li, of the point cloud X ,
defined by {x ∈ X | d(x, li) ≤ mx + ε}. It is then clear that the intersection ∩i∈ILi is not empty if
and only if there exists an x such that d(x, li) ≤ mx + ε for all i ∈ I .

One can relax the previous definition by considering the clique complex (or flag complex for
algebraic topologists) of the abstract graph defined by the 1-simplices as in Definition 2:

Definition 3 The lazy witness complex, denoted by WV R(X,L, ε), is defined as follows: the
1-simplices are as in Definition 2, but a family {l0, . . . , lk} is declared a k-simplex if and only
if all of the pairs (li, lj) are 1-simplices.

Due to its being a relaxation, WV R(X,L, ε) is not necessarily homotopy equivalent to X; however,
it works well in many cases with a careful selection of landmarks (an important topic which we will
not discuss here; see de Silva and Carlsson (2004) Section 2.3 for practical guidelines).

Figure 2 illustrates two witness complexes of the unit torus S1 × S1 and cancer genomic data.

3. Parallelization of Homology Computation

In this section we describe how the homology computation of the simplicial complex K, which
approximates a given point cloudX , is made parallel. We recall the key definition of Mayer-Vietoris
blow-up complex and then describe the parallelization via a simple example.

Let C = {Ki}i∈I be a cover of K by simplicial subcomplexes Ki ⊆ K. For J ⊆ I, we define
KJ = ∩j∈JKj .
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Figure 2: Left: 1-skeleton of the lazy witness complex of the unit torus S1 × S1 in R4, with 100
landmarks and 100 000 data points. Right: 1-skeleton of size 80 of the witness complex
of the NKI data set (van de Vijver et al. (2002)) that contains 24 496 gene expressions of
295 female patients diagnosed with breast cancer.

Definition 4 (Zomorodian and Carlsson (2008)) The Mayer-Vietoris blow-up complex of the sim-
plicial complex K and cover C is defined by

KC =
⋃
J⊆I

⋃
σ∈KJ

σ × J.

A basis for the k-chains Ck(KC) is {σ ⊗ J ∈ KC |dimσ + card J = n}. The boundary of a cell
σ ⊗ J is given by: ∂(σ ⊗ J) = ∂σ ⊗ J + (-1)dimσσ ⊗ ∂J.

We will not provide a proof here, but it is a fact that the projection KC → K is a homotopy
equivalence and induces an isomorphism H∗(K

C) ' H∗(K).
The simplicial complex KC is the set of “original” simplices in addition to the ones we get by

blowing up common simplices. These are of the form σ⊗J in the definition above. In Figure 3, the
vertex d common to the two subcomplexes {K1,K2} is blown up into an edge v ⊗ 12 and the edge
bc is blown up into the triangle-like bc⊗01. In Figure 4, the vertex a common to three subcomplexes
{K0,K1,K2} is blown up into the triangle a⊗ 012.

The key point is that the boundary map of the simplicial complex KC (which replaces K by the
homotopy equivalence) has a block form suitable for parallel rank computation.

A simple pseudocode of the parallelized computation is described below:

Algorithm 1 rank||
Input: a simplicial complex K, a cover C = {Kj}j∈J
Parallel for j ∈ J and a posint k

row-reduce the jth block
return the rank and remainders (almost zero rows)

call aggregate

As an example, let us consider again the simplicial complex K depicted in Figure 3. First, the
space C0(K

C) is spanned by the vertices

a⊗ 0, b⊗ 0, c⊗ 0, b⊗ 1, c⊗ 1, d⊗ 1, d⊗ 2, e⊗ 2.
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Figure 3: Top: The simplicial complex K is the depicted graph. Middle: K is covered with
K0, K1, and K2. Bottom: The blow-up complex of the cover depicted in the middle
image. After the blow-up, the edges b ⊗ 01, c ⊗ 01, d ⊗ 12, and the 2-simplex bc ⊗ 01
appear.

Figure 4: The triangle a⊗ 012 appears after blowing up the cover of the middle picture.
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Algorithm 2 aggregate
Input: a pair (list(int r), list(array a))
return

∑
r + rankMatrix(list(array a))

That is, all vertices of K take into account the partition to which they belong. The space of edges
C1(K

C) is spanned by

ab⊗ 0, bc⊗ 0, bc⊗ 1, cd⊗ 1, de⊗ 2, b⊗ 01, c⊗ 01, d⊗ 12.

That is, first the “original” edges (i.e., those of the form σ ⊗ j, with j ∈ J = {0, 1, 2} and σ being
an edge in K) are constructed. Then, the new edges that result from blow-ups (i.e., those of the
form v⊗ ij, where v is a vertex in Kj ∩Kj ; if the intersection is empty the value of boundary map
is 0), are constructed. The matrix ∂0 with respect to the given ordering is then:

−1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 −1 0 0 0 −1 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 −1 0

0 0 −1 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 1 −1 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 −1

0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0


We see that one can now row-reduce each coloured block independently. There might be remain-
ders, i.e., zero rows except for the intersection part. We collect all such rows in one extra matrix
and row-reduce it at the end and aggregate. For the second boundary matrix, we need to deter-
mine C2(K

C). The 2-simplices are of three forms: the original ones (those of the form σ ⊗ j with
σ ∈ C2(K); in this example there are none); those of the form σ × {i, j}, with σ ∈ Ki ∩Kj ; and
those of the form v ⊗ {i, j, k}, with v ∈ Ki ∩Kj ∩Kk (there are none in this example but Figure
5 has one). We get C2(K

C) = 〈bc⊗ 01〉 and thus there is no need for parallel computation.

4. Quantum Blow-ups

This section describes our methods for covering a given witness complex (or a Vietoris-Rips com-
plex) using quantum annealing. The first method is a reformulation of the work of Lewis and
Zomorodian (2014) in the language of QUBO. The two other methods benefit from the clique struc-
ture of the witness complex to minimize the local rank computation. Our proof-of-concept tests
were carried out on the D-Wave II processor. A short description of the processor’s inner workings
is given in the Appendix.

Let K be a simplical complex and G be its 1-skeleton, i.e., the set of all simplices of dimen-
sion ≤ 1.

4.1 Minimum k-cut-based Covering

In Lewis and Zomorodian (2014), the METIS graph partitioning library (Karypis and Kumar (1998))
has been used to cover the 1-skeleton G using heuristics to solve the minimum k-cut. This problem
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consists of partitioning the vertex set of G into k non-empty and fixed-sized subsets so that the total
weight of edges connecting distinct subsets is minimized. The minimum k-cut partitioning problem
is one of the problems known as Karp’s 21 NP-complete problems (Karp (1972)). Here we present
a new tensorial QUBO problem reformulation of the work of Fan and Pardalos (2010), presented in
details in Alghassi (2015).

For each partition Pi in the graph, for 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, we need k binary decision vectors of size
n. The row vector xi = (xi1, xi2, . . . , xin) is part of the solution that indicates that if the vertex
vj of G belongs to the ith partition, the xij is equal to 1; otherwise it is 0. The QUBO problem
formulation of the k-cut graph partitioning problem is

min XT (Q + αQorth + βQcard)X,

X = (x1,x2, . . . ,xk)
T ,

Q = (Jk − Ik)⊗A,
Qorth = (Jk − 2Ik)⊗ In,

Qcard = Ik ⊗ Jn − 2


s1 0 · · · 0
0 s2 · · · 0
...

...
...

...
0 0 · · · sk

 In.

The matrix Ik is the identity matrix, Jk is the k × k constant matrix with all entries 1, si is the
size (cardinality) of the ith partition, and α and β are the orthogonality and cardinality constraint
balancing factors, respectively.

The k subgraphs Pi, for 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1, in addition to an extra subgraph containing all of
the edges between them (now minimized), define a covering for G. The extra subgraph is needed
since the goal is to cover the simplicial complex K; hence the set of all edges should be covered.
For the same reason, one needs to complete this graph covering into a cover of K in terms of
subcomplexes for which we have K = ∪k0Ki. The procedure we use here is the same as in Lewis
and Zomorodian (2014), which assigns the subcomplex Ki to the simplex σ ∈ K if its vertices
belong to the subgraph Gi. Otherwise, the simplex is put in an extra cover Kk. In the covering
solutions that follow, and in the context of clique complexes, this completion step is simplified
substantially due to the fact that our covering consists mostly of cliques.

4.2 Clique-based Coverings

In this section, the simplicial complex K is assumed to be a witness complex (or a Vietoris-Rips
complex). Given the clique-based structure ofK, if we use cliques to cover its 1-skeletonG then the
rank computation fed to the local machines is substantially reduced. We do this using two methods.

The first method computes a vertex clique cover for the 1-skeleton G of K. Since the scenario
involves a resizable computing cluster (i.e., it has an arbitrary number of local machines), the chang-
ing number of slave machines is not problematic. Now, recall that the vertex clique cover problem
consists of covering the vertex set with cliques such that each vertex is assigned to a unique clique.
The problem can be translated as a colouring problem where we cover the complement of G with a
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given number of colours such that no edge connects two vertices of the same colour. Similar to the
minimum k-cut problem, graph colouring is among Karp’s 21 NP-complete problems.

Let Ā be the adjacency matrix of the graph Ḡ, the complement of G. A QUBO problem formu-
lation of the colouring problem is (Alghassi (2015))

min XT (Q + αQorth)X,

where Q = Ik ⊗ Ā, Qorth = (Jk − 2Ik) ⊗ In, and k ≥ χ(Ḡ) is a natural number greater than or
equal to the chromatic number of Ḡ.

The resulting covering U = {Ui}i=0...k consists of k cliques (colours) in addition to an extra set
(and possibly more if the size is too big for a single local machine) containing the edges between
those cliques. The blow-up boundary matrix of the Mayer-Vietoris complex has the form

A0 0 · · · 0 B0
0 A1 · · · 0 B1
...

... · · ·
...

...
0 0 · · · Ak Bk

 ,

where Ai is the boundary matrix of the covering subcomplex Ki (the extension of the covering set
Ui, which is a clique complex if Ui is a clique). Compared to partitioning-based covering, this time
the rank of k − 1 of the Ai is known, and the same for the passage matrix Pi, which makes Ai
upper triangular, i.e., AiPi is upper triangular. This is because the homology of an m-clique is the
homology of the m-dimensional ball Bm, which is always trivial except for the zeroth homology
where it is one-dimensional (this gives rank ∂` =

∑
α=0...`(-1)`−α

(
m
α

)
). We achieve the same

result via brute-force calculation performed offline once, and stored into a file for all future use.
Now, the remaining question is to find the remainders (see Section 3). Suppose ri = rankAi
is the precomputed rank of Ai. The remainder is then given by the product Bi[ri + 1, end]Pi,
where Bi[ri + 1, end] is the submatrix of Bi containing the rows ri + 1 downward. This is the only
computation assigned to the machine i for i ∈ {0, ..., k − 1}.

The second method uses maximum cliques. The algorithm takes as input the graph G and a
stopping criterion. The idea is to iteratively find the maximum clique and each time remove the
clique edges from the graph of the previous iteration. Each run gives one maximum clique. At
step i, we get a new graph Gi with adjacency matrix Ai. We stop when the clique is “small”
(stopping criterion 1) or after a certain number of cliques computation (stopping criterion 2).

Algorithm 3 maxCliqueCover
Input: the adjacency matrix A of a 1-skeleton of a simplicial complex, stopping criterion
i← 0
A(0) ← A
while stopping criteria is not met do

compute C(i), the adjacency of the maximum clique of A(i)

A(i+1) ← (A(i) − C(i))
i← i+ 1

return all computed maximum cliques and A(i+1)

9
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The QUBO formulation for finding the maximum clique (at iteration i) is

xT (A(i) − In)x,

where x = (x1, . . . , xn)T , A(i) is the updated adjacency matrix at step i, and n is the dimension
of A(i). The adjacency matrix of the maximum clique is then C(i) = x(i)x(i)T ◦ (Jn − In), where
◦ is the Hadamard product and x(i) is the solution of the QUBO problem at iteration i.

There is an obvious gain in terms of the size of the problems that we can handle. Indeed, the
number of variables involved here is n, compared to kn for the previous two coverings. Note also
that using stopping criterion 2, we have more control over the number of local machines, although
this is not particularly problematic, as explained earlier.

By construction, the covering subcomplexes {Ki}i=0...k intersect only at vertices; however, a
vertex can be blown up into a high-dimensional simplex if it belongs to several covering subgraphs.
This translates into a considerable reduction in the size of the matrices Bi which now involve only
simplices of the form v⊗J , where v is a vertex inG and J is the set of all subcomplexes containing
the vertex v. In fact, the matrix

B =

B0...
Bk


now reduces to the boundary map of N{Ki}i=0...k, the nerve of the cover {Ki}i=0...k. The matri-
ces Ai are as in the vertex cover and the same reduced computation can be carried out now with
smaller matrices Bi.

We have tested as a proof of concept our formulation on the D-Wave II machine over a large
number of instances. We only report here the statistics for the vertex clique covering method using
30 instances of the witness complex of the two-dimensional unit torus (from randomly generated
landmarks). Here, the chromatic number of all instances is equal to 3. Due to embedding size
limitation of the D-Wave II processor, some of our instances were not successfully solved (refer to
Appendix).

|G| solved average graph density
9 10 0.62

10 9 0.54
11 7 0.53

The “solved” column indicates the number of instances (out of 10) successfully partitioned with
D-Wave II for each size. For all of the solved cases, our algorithm successfully calculated the Betti
numbers.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we have presented three promising quantum annealing-based methods for parallel
homology computation of large high-dimensional point clouds. The first method is based on the
k-cut partitioning problem and is valid for any simplicial complex. This is an adiabatic (QUBO)
problem reformulation of the use of partitioning in the work of Lewis and Zomorodian (2014).
The other two methods, specifically designed for witness and Vietoris-Rips complexes, rely on our
proposed clique covering methods for which we presented two QUBO problem formulations. We

10
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have successfully tested our algorithms on the D-Wave II processor. We have also explained how
all of this fits in the framework of resizable cloud computing.
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Appendix A. Basic Description of the D-Wave Processor

Here we introduce the quantum annealing concept that ultimately solves a general Ising (QUBO)
problem, then talk about the important topic of embedding a QUBO problem into the specific quan-
tum annealer (the D-Wave II processor).

A.1 Quantum Annealing

Quantum annealing (QA), along with the D-Wave processor, have been the focus of much research.
We refer the interested reader to Johnson et al. (2011); Calude et al. (2015); Boixo et al. (2013,
2014); Lanting et al. (2014). QA is a paradigm designed to find the ground state of systems of
interacting spins represented by a time-evolving Hamiltonian:

S(s) = E(s)HP −
1

2

∑
i

∆(s)σxi ,

HP = −
∑
i

hiσ
x
i +

∑
i<j

Jijσ
z
i σ

z
j .

The parameters hi and Jij encode the particular QUBO problem P into its Ising formulation. QA is
performed by first setting ∆� E , which results in a ground state into which the spins can be easily
initialized. Then ∆ is slowly reduced and E is increased until E � ∆. At this point the system is
dominated by HP , which encodes the optimization problem. Thus the ground state represents the
solution to the optimization problem.

A.2 Embedding

An embedding is the mapping of the nodes of an input graph to the nodes of the destination graph.
The graph representing the problem’s QUBO matrix needs to be embedded into the actual physical
qubits on the processor in order for it to solve the QUBO problem. The specific existing con-
nectivity pattern of qubits in the D-Wave chip is called the Chimera graph. Embedding an input
graph (a QUBO problem graph) into the hardware graph (the Chimera graph) is in general NP-
complete (Choi (2008)).

Figure 5 shows a sample embedding into the Chimera graph of the D-Wave II chip, which
contains an 8× 8 lattice of 4× 4 bipartite blocks. The Chimera graph is structured so that the
vertical and horizontal couplers in its lattice are connected only to either side of each bipartite
block. Each node in this graph represents one qubit and each edge represents a coupling between
two qubits. Adjacent nodes in the Chimera graph can be grouped together to form new effective (i.e.,
logical) nodes, creating nodes of a higher degree. Such a grouping is performed on the processor
by setting the coupler between two qubits to a large negative value, forcing two Ising spins to align
such that the two qubits end up with the same values. These effective qubits are expected to behave
identically and remain in the same binary state at the time of measurement. The act of grouping
adjacent qubits (hence forming new effective qubits) is called chain creation or identification.

An embedding strategy consists of two tasks: mapping and identification. Mapping is the as-
signment of the nodes of the input graph to the single or effective nodes of the destination graph.
Solving such problems optimally is in general NP-hard, but one can devise various approxima-
tions and enhancement strategies to overcome the difficulties, for example, using statistical search
methods like simulated annealing, structure-based methods, or a combination of both. For a better

12



HOMOLOGY COMPUTATION USING QUANTUM ANNEALING

Figure 5: Top: 1-skeleton of the witness complex of the two-dimensional torus point cloud with
1000 points. Colouring represents the clique covering. Bottom: The actual embedding of
the corresponding clique cover QUBO problem inside the current Chimera graph (with
512 qubits). The QUBO problem has 30 variables and 102 quadratic terms. The coloured
nodes are the 228 qubits which have been used, which is approximatively 7 times the
number of variables in the QUBO problem. The colouring of the nodes (and edges,
respectively) represents the h parameter values (the J values) according to the colouring
scheme on the interval [-1, 1] represented by a colour interval [blue, red] in the D-Wave
II processor API.
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understanding of current embedding approaches, we refer the reader to Choi (2008), Bian et al.
(2014), Jun et al. (2014), Tomas et al. (2015), Zaribafiyan et al. (2015). In Figure 5 (bottom), the
blue lines indicate the identified couplers, the yellow lines indicates the problem couplers (i.e., the
edges of the problem graph), and the grey lines indicate empty couplers.
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