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ABSTRACT In this paper, we propose a low complexity quantum principal component analysis (QPCA)
algorithm. Similar to the state-of-the-art qPCA, it achieves dimension reduction by extracting principal
components of the data matrix, rather than all components of the data matrix, to quantum registers, so that
samples of measurement required can be reduced considerably. However, the major advantage of our gPCA
over the state-of-the-art qPCA is that it requires much less quantum gates. In addition, it is more accurate
due to the simplification of the quantum circuit. We implement the proposed qPCA on the IBM quantum
computing platform, and the experimental results are consistent with our expectations.

INDEX TERMS Quantum Computing, Quantum Principal Component Analysis, Quantum Singular Value

Threshold.

. INTRODUCTION

IUIPrincipal component analysis (PCA) [1]-[4] is widely em-
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ployed in signal processing and machine learning for dimen-
sion reduction, and has a time complexity of O(N?), where
N is the dimension of the data. When the dimension of
the data is large, the classical PCA becomes non-tractable.
Quantum principal component analysis algorithm (qPCA)
can reduce the time complexity to O(Nploy(log N)) [5]-[7]
because of the quantum computer’s parallelism [§].

The gPCA in [5] outputs the quantum state containing

all the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the data, and the
top-t components (principal components) are obtained by

= sampling. For instance, for a matrix Ay € CP*9, let A =

> ey Akurul be the eigendecomposition of 4 = AgAf,
where A{ is the conjugate transpose of Ag. The qPCA in
showed that phase estimation can be employed to extract all
eigenvalues )\, and eigenvectors wuj into quantum registers
with time complexity O(rploy(log p)), i.e. the qPCA outputs
the quantum state

[Wa) =) Ak [Ae) k) - (1)
k=1

However, since |14 ) contains all the  components of A, the
qPCA in [5] may need a lot of samples to obtain the principle
components. To avoid this disadvantage, [9] proposed an
improved gPCA as shown in Fig.[I} which yields a quantum
state containing the approximation of the components with

the top ¢ (¢ < r) largest eigenvalues only:

t
‘¢14> ~ ZJk |Ak) k) |vg) @)
k=1

where o}, are the singular values of Ag, uy, vy are the left and

right singular vectors respectively. As a result, the successful

probability of obtaining a principal component increases to

S _ A3/ S0, A2 times for each measurement, and the

time complexity is also reduced to O(tploy(l p)). The
[

quantum circuit for obtaining ‘1/}14> by the qgPCA al is shown

in Fig.[T}

However, there are still two concerns for state-of-the-art
gPCA in [9]. One is that the algorithm requires a lot of
quantum gates, and the other is that the approximation is
taken in two places, which may lead to a lower accuracy.
In this paper, we propose a low complexity qPCA algo-
rithm shown in Fig. 2] Compared with the state-of-the-art
gPCA [9], the quantum circuit of our algorithm requires
much less quantum gates, and the approximation is only
taken in one place. The paper is organized as follows: In
Section [[, we proposed a low complexity qPCA algorithm.
In Section[[II} we analyze the complexity and accuracy of our
qPCA algorithm compared with state-of-the-art algorithm. In
Section [IV] we implement the proposed algorithm on IBM
Quantum Experience, and verify the proposed algorithm.
Finally we conclude this work in Section

Il. THE PROPOSED QPCA
In this section, we introduce the procedures of our low
complexity qPCA algorithm and design the corresponding
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FIGURE 1: The quantum circuit of the qPCA proposed in [9], which consists of two parts: quantum singular values threshold
(@SVT) [10] and modified gSVT (MgSVT). The input of the circuit is |¢)4,), and the output is ‘¢:4>, where the principal

components are in the quantum registers. In the circuit y, = (1 — ;—k)+ y;c =1+ £)+ T is the threshold to filter out the

small oy,’s, and « is the parameter of rotation operation R, (o

fidelity of the algorithm.

), which can be adjusted to improve the success probability and

controlled operation
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FIGURE 2: The quantum circuit of the proposed qPCA. The input of the circuit is |1 4,) and the output is the quantum state

’¢:4>, where the principal components are in the quantum registers. In this circuit, y, = (1 — )\lk)+, and 7 is the threshold to

filter out small A\;’s. As we can see the quantum circuit of the proposed qPCA requires much less quantum gates compared

with the state-of-arts in [9]].

quantum circuit.
The quantum state of the matrix Ay = Y., _, opugvi is
given by [10]
[Wa) = > o [ur) [vr) - 3)
k=1
The purpose of qPCA is to extract the larger eigenvalues of
the AOA;{ from the amplitudes to the quantum register. For
instance, the qPCA in [9] extracts Ag from (3) to the quantum
register in (2). However, the algorithm in [9] requires a lot of

quantum gates and involves approximation in two places.
In this paper we show that

|1/)A0>

(IQUpE)(IRUN(CURI(IQU,-®I)(IQUPE) M >
A/

“4)
which corresponds to a low complexity qPCA algorithm
requiring less quantum gates and involving approximation in

2

only one place. The operations in (@) can be decomposed into
following building blocks.

1) Phase estimation I ® Upg

The purpose of the phase estimation Upg is to extract eigen-
values to the quantum register. Suppose a unitary operator U
has an eigenvector |u) with eigenvalue e2™*®, where the ¢ is
unknown [J8]. Phase estimation [13]] can extract the phase ¢
into a quantum register:

10) ) TEEs |6) [u) ©)

In our algorithm, the unitary operator 2™ has the eigen-
vecotrs uy, with eigenvalues e2™* ¢, and A can be estimated
as
A T
0) [40) “2255 3 ox i) ) [ow) . (©)

k=1
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(b) The quantum circuit of one Newton’s iteration [[11] for computing z,,

(H'l), which contains five QFT additions or QFT multiplications.

1) 1= 720
ADD
1) — — lyk)
[0) — —|721)— —| — |0y
|7y —yr=1-721 |— |7) =
|2k) —] L o) |7y — MULTI —7) MULTI! |— |7)

|2) —

—12k) — lz)

(c) The quantum circuit for computing y, = 1 — 72}, which contains three QFT additions or QFT multiplications.

FIGURE 3: The quantum circuit of the Unitary operation U} -, which contains eight QFT arithmetic operations [|12].

where
Upr(A) = (QFTT @ )™ o H®I). (7)

In addition, the register stored [i4,) requires m =
O(log(pgq)) qubits and the register stored |\) requires n =
O(log(x)) qubits, where & is the condition number of the
matrix A [14]]. The number of the quantum gates required by
the Up g operation is O(n?) [8].

2) Unitary operation I @ Uy, @ I

The purpose of the unitary operation U}  is to filter out the
small eigenvalues from the quantum register. This is achieved
by converting A to yx = (1 — §-)4+ = max{l — 5-,0}. We
first set the intermediate variable z;, = /\17’ which can be
obtained numerically by Newton’s iteration z,(jﬂ) = 2,2,(;) -
(z,(:) )2\g. This iteration can be implemented by the quantum
circuit Fig. After obtaining zj, yr = (1 — 72x)+ can
be obtained by the QFT arithmetic [15]], which shown in
Fig. In summary, the unitary operation U}, , for our low
complexity qPCA algorithm can be represented as:

100> o Ik ) [or) =25 3 ok fye) [ [ o)
k=1 k=1
(8)

and its quantum circuit is given in Fig. [3] In addition, the
registers stored |7), |yx) respectively requires the same n =
O(log(k)) qubits. The number of the quantum gates required
by the U(\, 7) operation is O(8 x (n+n)) = O(16n).

3) Unitary controlled operation CU ® I

The purpose of this step is to employ unitary controlled
operation [[16] and ancillary qubit to tell whether or not
the eigenvalue in the measured quantum bits corresponds to
a principal component. If the y, > 0(\p > 7), unitary
controlled operation will reverse the top qubit (ancillary
qubit), otherwise it will do nothing. This procedure can be
represented as:

100D o [yk) [Ak) [u) vr)

k=1
U0 ok lye) k) i) o)
k=1
+10) Y 0w 10) [Me) ) [or))- ©))
k=t+1

In addition, the number of the quantum gates required by the
CU operation is O(n).
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4) Unitary reverse operation I @ U

The purpose of this step is to remove the unnecessary reg-
isters that stored the |yx) and |A), we perform the reverse
operation of Uy » and Upg. The operation procedure can be
represented as:

(10> orlye) [Ae) lun) vk)

k=1
+10) 7 010} ) fun) foe))
k=t+1
L (11)10)10) S orp ) o)
k=1
+10)10)10) 3 oxlud o). (10)
k=t+1

In addition, the number of the quantum gates required by
the UT operation is O(16n + n?).

5) Measurement

When we measure the qubits, if the top qubit (ancillary
quibit) collapse to 1, it implies that the state of remaining

qubits s 17, ) = Shy o 1) ).

6) The second phase estimation I ® Upg

To obtain the quantum state ‘¢:4> = 22:1 ok | Ak) Jug) |vg)
from ‘7,/1:40> = 22=1 o |uk) |vg), we can perform another

phase estimation on ‘1/}:40> shown in Fig.El ie.

Y

¥, ) 5 [ula).

In addition, the number of the quantum gates required by
the second Up g operation is same O(n?).
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FIGURE 4: The quantum circuit of the second phase estima-
tion, where the input is ’w:40> and the output is ’w14>.

The whole procedure of the proposed low complexity
qPCA is shown in Algorithm[T]and the corresponding quan-
tum circuit is shown in Fig.[2]

lll. COMPLEXITY AND ACCURACY ANALYSIS

In this section, we analyze the circuit complexity and the
accuracy of the proposed qPCA algorithm, and compared
them with the state-of-the-art qPCA algorithm [9].

4

Algorithm 1 The low complexity qPCA algorithm.

Input:

A quantum state [, );

A unitary operation Upp(A) = €274,
A threshold constant 7.

Output:

A quantum state ‘1/1:4>_

Procedure:

1: Prepare quantum state
[¥1) = 10)10) [0) [¢4,)-
2: Perform the phase estimation Upg(A) to obtain
[12) =10} [0) 327 ok [Ak) [uw) [vw)-
3: Perform the unitary operation U} ; to obtain
t
[¥3) = 10) 2ok Ok [ye) [Aw) [ur) [vk) +
10) 2kt g1 O [0) [Ak) [un) [g)-
4: Perform the controlled operation C'U to obtain
t
[Va) = 21 0k [1) ye) [ M) [ue) ow) +
2 k=t4+1 Ok 10) 10) [Ak) |ug) |vk).
5: Employ unitary operation U; to obtain
[¥s) = >k Ok 1) Jur) o) +
Zk:t+1 0% |0) [uk) lvk)-
6: Measurement. When the measurement result of the top
qubit is 1, the quantum state will collapse to
4 t
[0 ) = Ths o ) Jon):
7: Extract eigenvalues |\ ) by performing the second phase
estimation Upg to get

W) = Yk o Ihe) ) o)

A. CIRCUIT COMPLEXITY

First, we analyze the number of qubits required for the
quantum circuit of our qPCA. As shown in Fig. [2] register
Anc. contains only one ancillary qubit, and the number of the
qubits in Reg. A, Reg. B and Reg. C are all n = O(log(k)).
Finally, to save |t 4,), it requires O(log(pg)) qubits in Reg.
M. Therefore the total qubits required for our qPCA is
O(log(pgqr)), which is the same as the gPCA in [9].

Then we analyze the unitary operations of our qPCA algo-
rithm contained in (E[), where each phase estimation Up g, re-
quires O(n?) quantum gates, and the operations U (A, 7), CU
and U requires O(16n), O(n), and O(n? + 16n) quantum
gates, respectively. Therefore, the number of the quantum
gates required by our qPCA algorithm is O(3n? + 33n). As
shown in Fig. [T} it requires much more quantum gates for
the qPCA in [9]. The operations U, , and U, :,’T both require
O(24n) quantum gates to compute the Newton’s iterations.
In addition, the three Upg operations, the two operations
R, (), and the two operations UT require 30(n?), 20(n),
and 20(n? + 24n) quantum gates, respectively. Therefore
the total number of the quanutm gates required for the qPCA
in [9] is O(5n? + 98n).
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In summary, the proposed qPCA requires the same number
of qubits and much less quantum gates compared with the
previous qPCA in [9].

B. THE PRECISION

The approximations of the qPCA in [9]] take in two places:
parameters estimation and Newton’s iterations. However, the
approximations of our qPCA only take in Newton’s itera-
tions, and even for the Newton’s iterations, the proposed
qPCA requires less quantum gates since its iterative function
has lower order. Therefore, the proposed qPCA has higher
level of precision.

IV. EXPERIEMENT

In this section, we perform experiments for our low com-
plexity qPCA algorithm on the IBM quantum computing
platform: IBM Quantum Experience [|17]—[|19].

A. THE EXPERIMENT FOR THE 2 x 2 MATRIX
Frist, we take the 2 x 2 matrix

15 0.5
A= [ 05 15 ] (12)

as an example, of which the quantum state is given by [20]
) = [0.6708,0.2236,0.2236,0.6708]%. (13)
Notice that the classical PCA should yield

A =2,
Xo =1,

up = [0.7071,0.7071] 7,
uy = [—0.7071,0.7071]T.

When we set the threshold 7 = 1, only the eigenvectors
uy with the eigenvalues \; are reserved, the vector of the
algorithm should be given by

A1 fug) ug)

¥ = [0.5000,0.5000,0.5000,0.5OOO]T. (14)
1

The implementation of the quantum circuit for our gPCA
algorithm on the IBM Quantum Experience is shown in
Fig. 5] Five qubits are required in total. The first qubit q[0]
is used as an ancillary qubit. The second to third qubits q[1-
2] are used to save eigenvalues |\ ) and |y ), and the qubits
q[3-4] are used to initialize the quantum state |1 4 ). When the
measurement result of q[0] is 1, gq[3-4] will collapse into the
quantum state ‘w;‘ .

Circuit Composer on IBM Quantum Experience lets us
see how quantum circuits affect the state of a collection of
qubits through the measurement probabilities visualizations
[21]]. As shown in Fig.[7(a)l when the top qubit measures 1,
the normalized vector of the statistical graph is given by

‘zp'A> — [0.5000,0.5000, 0.5000, 0.5000]7.  (15)
circuit

The QASM simulator simulates the execution of quantum
circuits and returns counts in histogram, then we run the

quantum circuit on the the QASM simulator, and the result
as shown in Fig. [7(b)]is given by

'1/’14>qa8m = [0.4859, 0.5245,0.5143,0.4735]7.  (16)

Similarly, when we set the threshold 7 = 0.8, the eigen-
vectors u, us With corresponding the eigenvalues Aj, Ao are
reserved, the vector should be given by

At |ug) Jur) + Az |uz) |uz)

17
NIYESY {17
—[0.6708, 0.2236, 0.2236, 0.6708]” . (18)

and the result of the Circuit Composer is given by
‘¢:4> = [0.6708, 0.2236,0.2236,0.6708]",  (19)
circuit
the result of QASM simulator is given by

’w:4>qasm = [0.6651,0.2296,0.2119,0.6782]".  (20)

B. THE EXPERIMENT FOR THE 4 x 4 MATRIX
Now we take the 4 x 4 matrix

C= ey

cocoo
S oo~ o
oo o
wo oo

as another example, of whic
state is given by

o) =[...,0.2673,...,0.5345,...,0.8018]",  (22)

where the values 0.2673, 0.5345, 0.8018 respectively repre-
sent the 6th, 11th, and 16th elements of the vector |¢¢), and
the rest are 0.

Notice that the classical PCA should yield

the corresponding quantum

A =0, wu=][1,0,0,0]T,
Ao=1, wuy=1[0,1,0,0]T,
A3 =2, uy=1[0,0,1,0]T,
M =3, wuy=1[0,0,01]".

When we set the threshold 7 = 1.8, only the eigenvectors us,
uy4 with corresponding the eigenvalues A3, A4 are reserved,
the vector should be given by:

Az ug) [uz) + Ag [ug) |us)

VAR + N

=[...,0.0000,...,0.5547,...,0.8321]",  (23)

where the values 0.0000, 0.5547, 0.8321 respectively repre-
sent the 6th, 11th, and 16th elements of the vector, and the
rest are 0.

The implementation of the quantum circuit for our low
complexity qPCA algorithm for the matrix C' with 7 = 1.8 is
shown in Fig. [6] The qubits q[0] and q[7] are ancillary qubits
and the qubits q[1-2] stored the eigenvalues. The qubits q[3-
6] are used to prepare the initial quantum state |1)¢). When

5
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FIGURE 5: The experimental circuit of our qPCA for the 2 x 2 matrix A with threshold 7 = 1 on IBM Quantum Experience.
The input of the quantum circuit is |14 ), and the output is ‘z/);‘>. The qubit q[0] is an ancillary qubit. Before the first dash line

of the quantum circuit, the qubits q[3-4] are used to initialize the quantum state |4 ). Between the first dash and the second
dash lines in the quantum circuit, the qubits q[1-2] are used to save eigenvalues from the phase estimation. Between the second
and the third dash lines in the quantum circuit, the eigenvalues |\x) are converted to |yy) on q[1-2]. Between the third and the
fourth dash lines is the controlled operation. The rest of the quantum circuit are the inverse operations and the measurement.
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FIGURE 6: The experimental circuit of our qPCA for the 4 x 4 matrix C' with threshold 7 = 1.8 on IBM Quantum Experience.
The input is the quantum state |¢¢), and the output is |¢;,). The qubits q[0] and q[7] are the ancillary qubits. Before the first
dash line of the quantum circuit, the qubits q[3-6] are used to initialize the quantum state |1)¢). Between the first and the
second dash lines in the quantum circuit, the qubits q[1-2] in are used to save eigenvalues from the phase estimation. Between
the second and the third dash lines in the quantum circuit, the eigenvalues |\;) is converted to |yx) on q[1-2]. Between the
third and the fourth dash lines is the controlled operation. The rest of the quantum circuit are the inverse operations and the

measurement.
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01001 19.99988%
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10001 20.00003%

11000 5.00003%

11001 20.00003%

(a) The probability histogram of our qPCA algorithm in the Circuit Composer
from IBM Quantum Experience.

(b) The probability histogram of our qPCA algorithm in the QASM simulator
from IBM Quantum Experience.

FIGURE 7: The Circuit Composer (theoretical) result and the
QASM simulator result of our gPCA for the 2 x 2 matrix A
with threshold 7 = 1 from IBM Quantum Experience.
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01010001 28.57143%

(a) The probability histogram of our qPCA algorithm in the Circuit Composer
from IBM Quantum Experience.
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(b) The probability histogram of our qPCA algorithm in the QASM simulator
from IBM Quantum Experience.

FIGURE 8: The Circuit Composer (theoretical) result and the
QASM simulator result of our gPCA for the 4 x 4 matrix C
with threshold 7 = 1.8 from IBM Quantum Experience.

the measurement result of q[0] is 1, g[3-6] will collapse into
the quantum state w/c . The initial quantum state |¢)¢') and
the phase estimation operation in the implementation are not
straightforward to construct. Therefore we design the binary
tree to prepare the initial quantum state, as shown in Fig. 9]
of Appendix [A] and the corresponding quantum circuit is
shown in Fig.|10] The quantum circuit of the phase estimation
on [¢)¢) is shown in Fig.[TT]of Appendix [-B}]
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As shown in Fig. [8] the result of the Circuit Composer is
given by

‘1/}/0> = [...,0.0000,...,0.5547, ...,0.8321]7, (24)
circuit
and the result of the QASM simulator is given by
\¢g> =[...,0.0000,...,0.5294, ...,0.8004]7, (25)
qgasm

where the values 0.0000, 0.5547, 0.8321 respectively rep-
resent the 6th, 11th, and 16th elements of the vector

’

’z/;c , the values 0.0000, 0.5294, 0.8004 respectively
represerrfi tfle 6th, 11th, and 16th elements of the vector

z//c> , and the rest are 0.
gasm

Similarly, when we set the threshold 7 = 0.5, the eigen-
vectors us, u3, u4 wWith the corresponding eigenvalues A2, As,
A4 are reserved, the vector should be given by:

Az |ug) [ug) + Az |ug) luz) + A2 |uz) |uz)
VA3 + A+ NS

=[...,0.2673,...,0.5345, .. .,

0.8018]7, (26)

where the values 0.2673, 0.5345, 0.8018 respectively repre-
sent the 6th, 11th, and 16th elements of the vector and the
rest are 0. The result of the Circuit Composer is given by

‘%>cmu —1[...,0.2673,...,0.5345,...,0.8018]7,
27

and the result of the QASM simulator is given by
’1/1/C> =1[...,0.2500,. ..,
qasm

where the values 0.2673, 0.5345, 0.8018 respectively rep-
resent the 6th, 11th, and 16th elements of the vector

’

0.5484, ...,0.7979], (28)

’1/)0 , the values 0.2500, 0.5484, 0.7979 respectively
represeﬁi the 6th, 11th, and 16th elements of the vector
wlc> , and the rest values are 0.

qgasm
Based on the the experimental results of 2 x 2 and 4 x 4

matrices with different threshold respectively, we can see
that the Circuit Composer (theoretical) results yielded by our
gPCA algorithm are exactly the same as that of classical
PCA. For the results yield by quantum computer simulator,
our algorithm can also obtain high accuracy. In short, the
experimental results meet our expectations.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a low complexity qPCA algorithm,
which outputs the quantum state only containing the principal
components. This is similar to the state-of-the-art qPCA [9]
algorithm. The advantages of the proposed qPCA are as
follows: The number of quantum gates required is only about
3/5 of that of the state-of-the-art; we also show that it has a
higher level of precision. Finally we implement the proposed
gPCA on IBM Quantum Experience, and the experimental
results support our expectations.
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FIGURE 9: The binary tree to prepare the state |¢)¢).

A. THE PREPARATION OF STATE |/ c)

The initial state [¢)¢) in (22)) is not straightforward to prepare
on IBM Quantum Experience. Therefore we design the bi-
nary tree [22]), [23]] as shown in Fig.[9to prepare the quantum
state, whose leaf nodes are the vectors of the quantum state,
and each branch is a R, (#) unitary operation, where

0 (8
_ cos(f) —sin 5)
no-[ S Sy @

The corresponding quantum circuit of the binary tree is
shown in Fig. [I0}

B. THE PHASE ESTIMATION OF MATRIX C

The quantum circuit of the phase estimation on the ma-
trix C' is not straightforward to design on IBM Quantum
Experience. Therefore we decompose the phase estimation
into several unitary operations which can be implemented by

simple quantum gates [24], [25]. The umtary matnceg in the
27i

phase estimation of C are U; = = [261,
[27], where
0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0
0 ¢« O 0 0 -1 0 0
U=1g 0 -1 o 7|0 0o 1 o
00 0 —i 0 0 0 -1
(30)
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FIGURE 10: The quantum circuit to prepare the state |1)¢).

(c) Unitary decomposition of By.

(d) Unitary decomposition of Ba.

FIGURE 11: The unitary operation of the phase estimation
of the matrix C.

The corresponding quantum circuits of C' — U;, C' — U, are
show in Fig.[TT]
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