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In this work, the global white-noise model is proved from first principles. The adherence of
NISQ hardware to the global white-noise model is used to perform noise mitigation using CLAssical
White-noise Extrapolation (CLAWE).

I. GLOBAL WHITE-NOISE MODEL

Universal quantum computation involves the encoding
of algorithms into sequences of local gates. The noise
processes in Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum (NISQ)
hardware do not exhibit such locality, resulting in qubit
crosstalk [1–25].

This non-locality suggests a global description of the
average noise dynamics. The global white-noise model
[26–29] presumes that the noise dynamics associated with
entangling operations [30–66] can be approximated by
depolarizing events that span the entire Hilbert space
(Figure 1). The global white-noise model is now derived
from first principles using quantum channel technology.

A. Introduction to Superoperators

Rigorously treating noise dynamics requires a density
matrix representation [67–69], because the evolution of
open quantum systems generates mixed quantum states.
Vector representations cannot describe such processes, as
they only characterize pure quantum states: |ψ〉.

Mixed quantum states have interacted with unknown
degrees of freedom. They are composed of an ensemble of
pure states {|ψk〉}, with observational probabilities {αk}.
The corresponding density matrix is the following:

ρmixed =
∑
k

αk |ψk〉〈ψk| (I.1)

In the density matrix representation, d×d-dimensional
operators that act on wavefunctions, generalize to d2×d2-
dimensional quantum channels known as superoperators.
Each superoperator can be represented by sets of Kraus
operators {Mk} [70]:

Ê =

R∑
k=1

Mk ⊗M†k (I.2)

Meaningful density matrices are positive semi-definite,
with Tr(ρ) = 1. To map such density matrices onto one
another, superoperators must be completely positive and
trace-preserving (CPTP):

∑
kMkM

†
k = 1 [71].

In this work, hat-notation is reserved for the action of
superoperators in matrix representation:
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FIG. 1. Depolarizing channels follow CNOT gates.

Matrix
Representation: Êρ (I.3)

Operator-Sum
Representation: E(ρ) =

∑
k

Mk ρM
†
k (I.4)

B. The Depolarizing Channel

Depolarization results in the mixing of a quantum state
with the infinite temperature Gibbs state, one for which
all micro-states are equally likely [72]. Such processes are
described by the n-qubit depolarizing channel :

D̂ε,n ρ = (1− ε)ρ+ ε In (I.5)

where In = 1/2n is the infinite temperature state (ITS)
and ε is the noise strength.

The repeated action of the depolarizing channel is the
following:

D̂kε,nρ = (1− ε)k ρ+ f(ε, k)In (I.6)

f(ε, k) = ε

k−1∑
n=0

(1− ε)n (I.7)

The input state is suppressed exponentially, indicating
a signal-to-noise problem. After its qubits are saturated
by the ITS, a Quantum Processing Unit (QPU) can no
longer perform meaningful computation (Figure 2).

C. Proving the Global White-Noise Model

A QPU is composed of qubits coupled to the environ-
ment and a measurement apparatus:
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HQPU = Henv ⊗Hq ⊗Happ (I.8)

In the QPU’s expanded Hilbert space, noise dynamics
map onto unitary time evolution [73].

Consider a QPU that performs digital computations
with CNOT gates. It is examined throughout a quantum
computation obeying the computational cycle:

(I.) state preparation: The qubits are prepared in a
pure initial state.

(II.) quantum computation: The target computation is
performed by applying CNOT gates to the qubits.

(III.) measurement : An observable on Hq is measured.

The computational cycle is repeated Nm times. Within
the QPU, the entire computation is described by unitary
evolution for time texp = Nm tcycle:

ρ
(t)
QPU = Û

(t)
QPUρ

(0)
QPU (I.9)

A location metric is required to identify the occurrence
of CNOT gates in a computation. In this work, the scalar
depth (χ) is used: the number of entangling operations
applied after state preparation.

The state of the QPU during the computation can be
parametrized by the scalar depth χ(t):

ρ
(t)
QPU → ρQPU[χ(t)] (I.10)

The qubits will be acted on by the χ′ th CNOT gate at
times {tσ} satisfying χ(tσ) = χ′. The state of the QPU at
times {tσ} defines a set of encountering states:

ρ
(tk)
QPU [χ′] = ρQPU[χ′(tk)] (I.11)

Encountering states at times tl and tk are related by
unitary evolution on HQPU, represented by encountering
transformations:

Ûlk = Û
(tl)
QPU Û

†(tk)
QPU (I.12)

ρ
(tl)
QPU[χ′] = Ûlk ρ

(tk)
QPU [χ′] (I.13)

The action of the χ′th CNOT gate on the encountering
states is treated with quantum channel technology. The
native CNOT gate coupling qubits {i, j} is the following:

Ĉ
ij
χ′ = Êχ′ Ĉijx (I.14)

Êχ′ is a superoperator describing the noise dynamics of
the native gate. Cijx is the ideal CNOT gate.

To treat the noise dynamics in a unitary fashion, a
Stinespring dilation [74] is performed:

Hq → HQPU, Êχ′ → V̂χ′ ξ̂ (I.15)

FIG. 2. The time evolution of the Fermi-Hubbard Model is
computed numerically (solid). Depolarizing noise dynamics
(circles) cause saturation with the ITS (grey).

ξ̂ is a unital homomorphism that takes Hq→ HQPU. V̂χ′
is a unitary transformation acting on HQPU.

The action of Ĉijχ′ on the kth encountering state is as
follows:

ρ
(tk)
QPU [χ′+1] = V̂χ′ Ĉijx ρ

(tk)
QPU [χ′] (I.16)

The expectation value of Oq is obtained by averaging
the contributions of the encountering states:

〈Oq〉 =
1

Nm

Nm∑
k=1

TrQPU

[{
V̂χ′ Ĉijx ρ

(tk)
QPU [χ′]

}
Oq

]
=

1

Nm

Nm∑
k=1

TrQPU

[{
V̂χ′ Ĉijx Ûk1ρ

(t1)
QPU [χ′]

}
Oq

] (I.17)

In the second line, ρ(tk)QPU [χ′] is expressed in terms of an

encountering transformation on ρ
(t1)
QPU [χ′].

In the ideal limit, the target computation is applied
identically for all cycles. This implies the following:[

Oq, U
ideal

lk

]
= 0 (I.18)

Uk1U
†
k1 is now inserted into Equation I.17:

〈Oq〉 =
1

Nm

Nm∑
k=1

TrQPU

[
U†k1

{
V̂χ′ Ĉijx Ûk1ρ

(t1)
QPU [χ′]

}
OqUk1

]
≈ 1

Nm

Nm∑
k=1

TrQPU

[
U†k1

{
V̂χ′ Ûk1 Ĉ

ij
x ρ

(t1)
QPU [χ′]

}
Uk1Oq

]
(I.19)

This allows Equation I.19 to be expressed as follows:

〈Oq〉 ≈
1

Nm

Nm∑
k=1

TrQPU

[{
Û†k1 V̂χ′ Ûk1 Ĉijx ρ

(t1)
QPU [χ′]

}
Oq

]
(I.20)
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Note the following identity [75]:

Eaveρ =

∫
dU Û† Ê Û ρ

= (1− ε)ρ+ εIn

(I.21)

Applying this relation yields the following:

〈Oq〉 ∼
∫
dU TrQPU

[{
Û† V̂χ′ Û Ĉijx ρ

(t1)
QPU [χ′]

}
Oq

]
= Trq

[{
(1− εg) Ĉijx ρq[χ

′] + εg In

}
Oq

]
(I.22)

The averaged noise dynamics of the CNOT gate ap-
proximate a global depolarizing channel with global noise
strength εg.

The noise dynamics of the CNOT gate can be modified
using noise tailoring (NT) algorithms (Appendix I).

II. CLASSICAL WHITE-NOISE
EXTRAPOLATION

The objective of CLAssical White-noise Extrapolation

(CLAWE) [29], is the extraction of ideal observables from
their noisy counterparts. This extraction requires the
noise dynamics to obey the global white-noise model.

A. Model-Based Extrapolation

CLAWE is a model-based extrapolation algorithm.
Model-based extrapolation [76–79] can be represented
schematically in three stages:

I. Modeling: Find a suitable model that describes a
class of systems {Pσ}, using parameters {λα}. The
model must relate accessible observables to target
observables: {〈Oacc

µ 〉} → {〈Otarg
ν 〉}.

II. Calibration: Determine the model parameters
{λexp

α } for a system Pphys, by measuring calibration
observables {〈Ocal

γ 〉}.

III. Extrapolation: Use the model to estimate target
observables of Pphys.

1. Modeling

Model Inversion: It is possible to exactly invert the
global white-noise model due to the unitary invariance
of the depolarizing channel:

D̂ε,n Û ρ = Û D̂ε,n ρ (II.1)

Consider a target computation of scalar depth χ: Uχ .
There are χ global depolarizing channels dressing the
ideal gates, which can be moved to the end of the com-
putation, such that they act on the perfect output state:

ρ
n

= (1− εg)
χ
Ûχ ρ+ f(εg, χ) In. (II.2)

This relation can be used to express a noisy observable
in terms of its infinite temperature value ΩITS = Tr[InO]:

〈O
n
〉 = (1− εg)

χ Tr
[
ÛχρO

]
+ f(εg, χ) Tr

[
InO

]
= (1− εg)

χ Tr
[
ρ Ûχ
†
O
]

+ f(εg, χ) Tr
[
InO

]
= (1− εg)

χ
〈
Ûχ
†
O
〉

+ f(εg, χ) ΩITS

= (1− εg)
χ 〈Ou 〉+ f(εg, χ) ΩITS

(II.3)

Apply the geometric sum formula to f(εg, χ) (Equa-
tion I.7), to isolate the ideal observable 〈Ou〉:

〈O
n
〉 = (1− εg)

χ 〈Ou 〉+
[
1− (1− εg)

χ]
ΩITS

〈O
n
〉 − ΩITS = (1− εg)

χ [〈Ou 〉 − ΩITS
] (II.4)

To obtain a simple relation, the rescaled observable is
defined Ω ≡ O − ΩITS×In:

〈Ωn〉 = (1− εg)
χ 〈Ωu〉 (II.5)

2. Calibration

A calibrating unitary is a secondary computation that
mimics the noise dynamics of the primary computation.
It must have a calibrating observable: a quantity whose
ideal observable 〈Ocu〉 is known for a calibration state ρc .

To obtain 〈Ocn〉, the calibrating observable is measured
after applying the calibrating unitary to ρc . Taking the
ratio of the noisy observable to the ideal observable after
rescaling, yields the contamination C(χc):

C(χc) =
〈Ωcn〉
〈Ωcu〉

(II.6)

The secondary global noise strength is given in terms
of the contamination:

εsg = 1− C(χc)
1/χc (II.7)

3. Extrapolation

The ideal map is the estimate of the ideal observable
obtained from CLAWE:

〈Ωmap

u 〉 = (1− εsg )−
χ 〈Ωn〉 (II.8)

〈Ωmap

u 〉 = (1− εsg )−
χ

(1− εg)
χ 〈Ωu〉 (II.9)

The viability of CLAWE is determined by the ratio of
the ideal map to the ideal observable:

3
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〈Ωmap

u 〉
〈Ωu〉

=

(
1− εg
1− εsg

)χ
(II.10)

The ratio scales super-polynomially as the scalar depth
increases. The ideal map becomes unstable beyond the
gate cutoff : χg ∼O(1/εg). This comes as a result of the
depolarizing channel’s signal-to-noise problem.

B. Calibration Algorithms

In the following algorithms, motion-reversal (Û†Û) of
the target computation is used as the calibrating unitary
[26].

1. Variant I

An implicit assumption of Equation II.5 is that εg is
relatively constant during the course of the computation.
The Variant I calibration algorithm is designed to extract
this constant, by applying motion-reversal in powers of
the target computation (Figure 3):{

Û†kχ Ûkχ
∣∣ for ∀ k, from 1 to Nc

}
(II.11)

2. Variant II

The Variant II calibration algorithm partitions the tar-
get computation into unitary fragments of scalar depth
{χi} [26]:

Uχ → UχNp · · · Uχ2
Uχ1

(II.12)

Throughout a computation, εg will modulate across
the unitary fragments. This allows εg to be modeled as
a global noise vector ~εg = {εg1 , ... , εgNp }.

Memory Window : Calibrating the unitary fragments
in a vacuum will not capture the true noise dynamics
of Uχ. The qubits retain memory of past interactions
with the environment. The noise dynamics of a unitary
fragment depend on those of its predecessors.

Due to quantum memory loss, this dependence can be
mimicked by a memory window : a portion of the unitary
fragment’s predecessors. Applying the memory window
to the calibration state will imprint noise dynamics onto
a memory state (Figure 4).

After constructing the memory state, motion-reversal
is performed to generate εsgs . Repeating this procedure
for every unitary fragment yields ~εsg.

The ideal map is the following:

〈Ωmap

u 〉 = (1− εsg1)−χ1 ... (1− εsgNp )−
χNp 〈Ωn〉 (II.13)

FIG. 3. Variant I : A series of noise-tailored, motion-reversal
experiments is performed. Measuring the contamination gen-
erates estimates of εg.

FIG. 4. Variant II : [Upper panel] A target computation
is partitioned into unitary fragments. A memory window
(dashed) is used to generate the memory state. [Lower panel]
Applying motion-reversal to the memory state with U4 gen-
erates estimates of εg4 .

III. HARDWARE APPLICATIONS

CLAWE and Zero-Noise Extrapolation (ZNE) [80, 81]
are applied to two computations that lie squarely within
the perturbative noise regime (PNR) [82]:

χ
PNR .

n

2
χ
g (III.1)

A. Quantum Simulation

A sensible choice for a benchmark computation is one
that is expected to exhibit a quantum speedup. Rigorizing
computing advantages is a key concern of computational
complexity theory, which aims to classify computational
problems by their difficulty [83–86].

Postulated by Alan Cobham [87] and Jack Edmonds
[88], Cobham’s thesis states that feasible computations
have known polynomial-time algorithms (PTAs) [89].
PTAs are run on either classical [90–92] or quantum [93–
95] Turing machines. This distinction is used to organize
feasible computations in complexity classes.

Classically feasible computations are placed in the
class bounded-error probabilistic polynomial time (BPP)
[96]. Quantumly feasible computations are placed in the
class bounded-error quantum polynomial time (BQP) [97].

4
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Computations that exhibit quantum speedups are those
∈ BQP and /∈ BPP [98].

Local quantum simulation is a computation thought to
be /∈ BPP [99–104]. Calculating the time evolution of
an n-qubit system involves multiplying 2n × 2n matrices.
Because classical algorithms manipulate matrix elements,
computing the dynamics will take exponential time:1

time-complexity ∼ O(22n)2 (III.2)

Seth Lloyd proved that local quantum simulation is ∈
BQP by deriving the Product Formula Algorithm (PFA)
[100]. It is tailored to k-local theories [115], which have
interactions coupling ≤ k qubits:

H =

Ni∑
σ=1

Hσ (III.3)

The PFA applies a Trotter-Suzuki expansion [116–118]
to the evolution operator:

e−iHt ≈

(
Ni∏
σ=1

e−iHσt/nt
)nt

(III.4)

Approximating the dynamics to accuracy ε will take
the following time:

time-complexity ∼ Ni4
k t2
/
ε (III.5)

This will scale polynomially, provided Ni ∼ poly(n) and
k ∼ polylog(n). For such theories, the PFA generates an
exponential quantum speedup over classical approaches.

B. Simulating the Fermi-Hubbard Model
on a Quantum Computer

The benchmark computations involve digital quantum
simulation using the PFA.

1. Simulation Prescription

The benchmark computations require time-dependent
quantum simulation of the Fermi-Hubbard Model:

Hf (t) = −h(t)
{
σ1
x + σ2

x

}
+
u(t)

2
σ1
z ⊗ σ2

z (III.6)

The Hamiltonian becomes dimensionless when
rescaled with h(t). The dimensionless interaction is
ũ(t) = u(t)/h(t):

1 Some theories possess a poly(n) representation in the low-
entanglement regime, enabling efficient computation [105–114].

2 Time-complexity is the amount of computer time required to run
an algorithm. It is usually approximated by counting the number
of elementary operations.

H̃f (t) = −
{
σ1
x + σ2

x

}
+
ũ(t)

2
σ1
z ⊗ σ2

z (III.7)

The initial state is prepared with a pair of Hadamard
gates (Figure 5):

|ψ
init.
〉 =

{
|0〉+ |1〉√

2

}
⊗

{
|0〉+ |1〉√

2

}
(III.8)

2. Computation Parameters

Theoretical Result : To compute the theoretical result,
quantum simulation is performed numerically.

The digitization error is estimated by permuting terms
in the PFA. Each PFA step contains 3 unitaries, of which
two mutually commute (Figure 5). As such, there are 4k

total permutations for the kth PFA step.

3. Electronic Overlap Dynamics

The presence of electrons occupying shared lattice sites
is indicated by the electronic overlap:

Eo = |00〉〈00|+ |11〉〈11| (III.9)

The electronic overlap is measured during quantum
simulation of the Fermi-Hubbard Model.

a. NISQ Computation

QPU Interfacing : The IBMQ-Vigo is accessed via
QisKit, which enables preparation of quantum circuits
within an intuitive framework [119]. Quantum circuits
are packaged into a job object, and sent to the QPU. Each
job object can contain up to 75 individual circuits.

Data Acquisition: The benchmark computation re-
quires 10 quantum circuits. The circuits are evaluated
with a single call to the IBMQ-Vigo. A bootstrap algo-
rithm [120–122] is run on the measurements to generate
the electronic overlap and its uncertainty.

b. ZNE Noise Mitigation

ZNE is used to establish a performance baseline for
CLAWE.

ZNE is performed with a polynomial fit and a Richard-
son extrapolation.

In both approaches, errors are modulated using the
quartic-cycle noise amplification (QCNA) prescription.
QCNA amplifies the noise dynamics by injecting pairs
of CNOT gates in four rounds of computation (Figure 6).
In this work, a (×7)-QCNA is utilized: χ→ 7χ.

5
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FIG. 5. [Upper Panel] The PFA is used to perform quantum simulation of the Fermi-Hubbard Model. [Lower Right Panel] The
Rényi entropy is computed using the Bell-Basis Algorithm.

ZNE Viability : ZNE is designed to treat computations
that remain within the PNR after error amplification is
performed. Applying (×7)-QCNA to the PFA-expansion
probes noise dynamics outside of the PNR (χ : 20→ 140):

IBMQ-Vigo: χPNR ≈ 111 (III.10)

As such, ZNE should reliably correct 7/10 time-steps.

Polynomial Fit : Performing ZNE with a third-order
polynomial fit demonstrates theoretical agreement for
2/10 points (Figure 7).

Richardson Extrapolation: Performing ZNE with a
second-order Richardson extrapolation demonstrates
theoretical agreement for 6/10 points (Figure 8).

c. CLAWE Noise Mitigation

Variant I and Variant II are applied to the electronic
overlap computation.

Variant I : Performing Variant I demonstrates theoret-
ical agreement for 8/10 points (Figure 9).

Variant II : Performing Variant II demonstrates theo-
retical agreement for 8/10 points (Figure 10).

Variant I Calibration: The global noise strength is
used to perform extrapolation (Figure 11).

Variant II Calibration: The global noise vector is used
to perform extrapolation (Figure 12).

4. Rényi Entropy Dynamics

The Rényi entropy is measured during quantum sim-
ulation of the Fermi-Hubbard Model.

a. Rényi Entropy

The Hilbert space of the Fermi-Hubbard Model is bi-
partite in the electron spin:

H = H↑ ⊗H↓ (III.11)

For a state ρ, the reduced density matrix for each elec-
tron spin species is obtained by applying a partial trace:

ρ↑ = Tr↓
[
ρ
]

(III.12)

ρ↓ = Tr↑
[
ρ
]

(III.13)

The Rényi entropy of ρ↑ is the following:

S (ρ↑) = −1

2
log
{

Tr
(
ρ2
↑
)}

(III.14)

b. NISQ Computation

The Rényi entropy can be computed using the Bell-
Basis Algorithm (BBA) [123].

Bell-Basis Algorithm: Quantum simulation is applied
to two copies of the initial state. The quantum stage
of the BBA is applied using a CNOT gate between the
spin-up qubits (Figure 5).

Data Acquisition: The Rényi entropy computation re-
quires 10 quantum circuits, which are evaluated with a
single call to the IBMQ-Santiago. A bootstrap algorithm
is run to generate the Rényi entropy and its uncertainty.

c. ZNE Noise Mitigation

ZNE is applied to the Rényi entropy computation.

Polynomial Fit : Performing ZNE with a third-order
polynomial fit demonstrates theoretical agreement for
1/10 points (Figure 13).
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Richardson Extrapolation: Performing ZNE with a
second-order Richardson extrapolation demonstrates
theoretical agreement for 4/10 points (Figure 14).

d. CLAWE Noise Mitigation

Variant I and Variant II are applied to the Rényi entropy
computation.

Variant I : Performing Variant I demonstrates theoret-
ical agreement for 3/10 points (Figure 15).

Variant II : Performing Variant II demonstrates theo-
retical agreement for 7/10 points (Figure 16).
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APPENDIX

I. Noise Tailoring Algorithms

Coarse-grained decoupling [124–127] can be used to
alter noise dynamics using gate-level control. Oliver
Kern, Gernot Alber, and Dima Shepelyansky first
demonstrated this using Pauli Random Error Correction
(PAREC) [124].

In PAREC, the computational frame is toggled during a
computation by inserting randomized pairs of Pauli oper-
ations. This leaves the computation logically equivalent.
Toggling the computational frame generates a dynamical
decoupling-like effect without the need for rapid time-
modulation [128].

The NT algorithm used in this work is Randomized
Compiling (RCo) [126]. RCo applies coarse-grained de-
coupling across a sequence of circuits.

FIG. 6. Error-amplified dynamics (gray), are extrapolated to
the zero-noise solution.

FIG. 7. The ZNE polynomial fit (red) is compared with the
theoretical result (indigo) for the electronic overlap.

FIG. 8. The ZNE Richardson extrapolation (golden) is com-
pared with the theoretical result (indigo) for the electronic
overlap.
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FIG. 9. Variant I (red) is compared with the theoretical result
(indigo) for the electronic overlap.

FIG. 11. The global noise strength (red) is shown alongside
its mean value (blue).

FIG. 13. The ZNE polynomial fit (red) is compared with the
theoretical result (blue) for the Rényi entropy.

FIG. 15. Variant I (red) is compared with the theoretical
result (blue) for the Rényi entropy.

FIG. 10. Variant II (golden) is compared with the theoretical
result (indigo) for the electronic overlap.

FIG. 12. The global noise vector (purple) is shown alongside
its mean value (blue).

FIG. 14. The ZNE Richardson extrapolation (golden) is com-
pared with the theoretical result (blue) for the Rényi entropy.

FIG. 16. Variant II (golden) is compared with the theoretical
result (blue) for the Rényi entropy.
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dynamics in spin- 1

2 chains with adaptive time-dependent density
matrix renormalization group, Phys. Rev. E 71, 036102 (2005).

[113] A. E. Feiguin and S. R. White, Time-step targeting methods
for real-time dynamics using the density matrix renormalization
group, Phys. Rev. B 72, 020404 (2005).
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