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Mean Centering (MC) is an important data preprocessing technique, which has a wide range of
applications in data mining, machine learning, and multivariate statistical analysis. When the data
set is large, this process will be time-consuming. In this paper, we propose an efficient quantum MC
algorithm based on the block-encoding technique, which enables the existing quantum algorithms can
get rid of the assumption that the original data set has been classically mean-centered. Specifically,
we first adopt the strategy that MC can be achieved by multiplying by the centering matrix C, i.e.,
removing the row means, column means and row-column means of the original data matrix X can
be expressed as XC, CX and CXC, respectively. This allows many classical problems involving
MC, such as Principal Component Analysis (PCA), to directly solve the matrix algebra problems
related to XC, CX or CXC. Next, we can employ the block-encoding technique to realize MC. To
achieve it, we first show how to construct the block-encoding of the centering matrix C, and then
further obtain the block-encodings of XC, CX and CXC. Finally, we describe one by one how to
apply our MC algorithm to PCA and other algorithms.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum computing surpasses classical computing by
taking advantage of the unique properties of superposi-
tion and entanglement in quantum mechanics, provid-
ing polynomial and even exponential speedups for spe-
cific problems, such as factoring integers [1], unstructured
database searching [2], Hamiltonian simulation [3–6], lin-
ear algebra [7–9], the subset sum problem [10], regres-
sion [11–13], classification [14–16], clustering [17], corre-
lation filter [18]. Since its inception, quantum computing
has become a booming research field. An introduction to
more quantum algorithms can be seen in Refs. [19, 20].

Mean Centering (MC) (also called zero centered or
mean subtraction) [21, 22] is the act of subtracting a vari-
able’s mean from all observations on that variable in the
data set such that the variable’s new mean is zero. It is
an important data preprocessing technique, which has a
wide range of applications in data mining, machine learn-
ing, and multivariate statistical analysis. For example, in
Principal Component Analysis (PCA), to better describe
the direction of the principal components [21, 23], it is
necessary to perform eigen-decomposition on the mean-
centered covariance matrix.

Driven by the progress in quantum computing, some
quantum algorithms with significant acceleration com-
pared with classical counterparts have been proposed to
solve the classical problems involving MC, such as the
well-known quantum PCA [24], quantum Linear Discrim-
inant Analysis (LDA) [25]. However, these quantum al-
gorithms assume that the original data set has been clas-
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sically mean-centered. In fact, MC is not a simple pro-
cess, and its complexity is O(n2), where n comes from
the size of the original data matrix X ∈ Rn×n. When the
data set is large, this process will still be time-consuming.
Therefore, it is meaningful to design an efficient quantum
MC algorithm and study its application in PCA, LDA
and other algorithms.

In Ref. [26], Li et al. adopted quantum inner prod-
uct estimation algorithm [27] and quantum multiply-
adder [28] to realize the MC process of the original data
set and successfully applied it to Discriminative Canon-
ical Correlation Analysis (DCCA) [29]. However, when
Li et al.’s algorithm is applied to the classical problems
involving MC, such as PCA, DCCA, these quantum algo-
rithm relies on a strong assumption that at least half of
the entries in the mean-centered data matrix have an ab-
solute value greater than m0, where m0 > 0 is a constant.
This limits the scope of application of the algorithm. In
addition, Li et al.’s algorithm perform the quantum inner
product estimation algorithm [27] to compute the mean
value of the original data set, which makes the quantum
algorithm highly dependent on the inverse of the error
ε. For example, the dependence of quantum DCCA [26]
is 1/ε3. Therefore, an efficient quantum MC algorithm
that does not require the above strong assumption and is
more suitable for algorithms such as PCA, DCCA needs
to be designed.

In this work, we propose an efficient quantum MC
algorithm, which can get rid of the above strong as-
sumption, and we successfully applied it to PCA, LDA,
Canonical Correlation Analysis (CCA) [36], DCCA, Or-
dinary Least Squares (OLS) [37], etc. Specifically, we
first adopt the strategy that the MC process of the origi-
nal data can be achieved by multiplying by the centering
matrix C [31, 32], that is, removing the row means, col-
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umn means and row-column means of the original data
matrix X can be expressed as XC, CX and CXC, re-
spectively. This allows many classical problems involving
MC, such as PCA, LDA, to directly solve the matrix alge-
bra problems related to XC, CX or CXC. Next, we can
employ the block-encoding technique [6, 33, 34] which
has been successfully applied in quantum regression [34],
quantum classification [35] and other algorithms to re-
alize MC. The core of our entire algorithm is to con-
struct the block-encoding of the mean-centered data ma-
trix. To achieve it, we first show how to construct the
block-encoding of C, and then further obtain the block-
encodings of XC, CX and CXC respectively. Finally,
we describe one by one how to apply our quantum MC al-
gorithm to PCA, LDA, and other algorithms. It is worth
noting that our algorithm obtains the block encoding of
the mean-centered data matrix, which makes our algo-
rithm more suitable for algorithms involving matrix al-
gebra problems, such as multidimensional scaling [38],
kernel machine learning [32, 39], and extreme learning
machine [40].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we give a brief overview of the process of mean
centering on the original data. In Sec. III, we propose a
quantum mean centering algorithm based on the block-
encoding technique. In Sec. IV, we present some appli-
cations of our quantum algorithm, such as PCA, LDA.
Finally, we present our conclusion in Sec. V.

II. REVIEW OF MEAN CENTERING

Given an original data matrix X = (x1,x2, · · · ,xn) ∈
Rn×n, it is shown as follows:

X =


x11 x21 · · · xn1
x12 x22 · · · xn2

...
...

...
...

x1n x2n · · · xnn

 , (1)

then we can obtain the column means of X:

u =

(
x11 + · · ·+ x1n

n
, · · · , xn1 + · · ·+ xnn

n

)T
≡ (x̄1•, · · · , x̄n•)T ∈ Rn,

(2)

and the row means of X:

v =

(
x11 + · · ·+ xn1

n
, · · · , x1n + · · ·+ xnn

n

)T
≡ (x̄•1, · · · , x̄•n)

T ∈ Rn.
(3)

Next, we can perform MC on X to remove the column
means, row means, and row-column means of X, respec-
tively. The specific form can be expressed as follows:

(1) Remove the column means of X: xij − x̄i•;
(2) Remove the row means of X: xij − x̄•j ;

(3) Remove the row-column means of X: xij − x̄i• −
x̄•j+x̄, where x̄ = (x11+· · ·+x1n+· · ·+xn1+· · ·+xnn)/n2

is the mean of all the entries of X, i, j = 1, · · · , n.
To simplify the MC process of X, scholars have found

that it is achieved by projecting a matrix onto the column
space orthogonal to the unit vector. Interestingly, this
can be done by multiplying by the centering matrix C ∈
Rn×n [31, 32], which is defined as follows:

C =


1− 1

n − 1
n − 1

n

. . . − 1
n

− 1
n 1− 1

n −
1
n

. . . − 1
n

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

− 1
n − 1

n − 1
n

. . . 1− 1
n

 = I − 1

n
e · eT ,

(4)
where e = (1, 1, · · · , 1)T ∈ Rn. It is worth noting that
C has many important properties, which can be seen in
Refs. [31, 32].

When X is pre-multiplied by C, the column means of
X can be removed:

CX =


x11 − x̄1• x21 − x̄2• · · · xn1 − x̄n•
x12 − x̄1• x22 − x̄2• · · · xn2 − x̄n•

...
...

...
...

x1n − x̄1• x2n − x̄2• · · · xnn − x̄n•

 . (5)

When X is post-multiplied by C, the row means of X
can be removed:

XC =


x11 − x̄•1 x21 − x̄•1 · · · xn1 − x̄•1
x12 − x̄•2 x22 − x̄•2 · · · xn2 − x̄•2

...
...

...
...

x1n − x̄•n x2n − x̄•n · · · xnn − x̄•n

 . (6)

When X are both pre-multiplied by C and post-
multiplied by C, the row-column means of X can be
removed:

CXC =
x11 − x̄1• − x̄•1 + x̄ · · · xn1 − x̄n• − x̄•n + x̄
x12 − x̄1• − x̄•1 + x̄ · · · xn2 − x̄n• − x̄•n + x̄

...
...

...
x1n − x̄1• − x̄•1 + x̄ · · · xnn − x̄n• − x̄•n + x̄

 .
(7)

The complexity of the MC process of X is O(n2).
This can be time-consuming when the original data set
is large. And many classical algorithms, such as PCA,
LDA, are related to the matrix algebra problems of XC,
CX or CXC. Therefore, it is meaningful to design an
efficient algorithm to realize MC.

III. A QUANTUM MEAN CENTERING
ALGORITHM BASED ON BLOCK-ENCODING

In this section, we design an efficient quantum MC
algorithm based on the block-encoding technique. The
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key point of this algorithm is to construct the block-
encodings of XC, CX and XCX, respectively. To
achieve it, we first construct the block-encodings of C and
X respectively, and further obtain the block-encodings of
XC, CX and XCX, respectively.

A. Review of the block-encoding technique

In this section, we review the block-encoding technique
which can be found in Refs. [6, 33, 34] for details.

Definition 1 (Block-encoding [6]) Assume that A is an
s-qubits operator, α, εA ∈ R+, and a ∈ N, then we say
that the (s + a)-qubits unitary U is an (α, a, εA) block-
encoding of A if it satisfies

‖A− α(〈0|⊗a ⊗ I)U(|0〉⊗a ⊗ I)‖ ≤ εA. (8)

Note that (1) when A ∈ Cm×n where n,m ≤ 2s, we can

construct an embedding matrix Ae =

[
A 0
0 0

]
∈ C2s×2s ;

(2) a unitary matrix is a (1, 0, 0)-block-encoding of itself,
which we call a trivial block-encoding.

Subsequently, András Gilyén et al. [33] showed how
to implement the block-encoding of a linear combina-
tion of block-encoded operators and the product of block-
encoded matrices respectively, as shown below:

Definition 2 (State preparation pair [33]) Let y ∈ Cm
and ‖y‖1 ≤ β. The pair of unitaries (PL, PR) is called an

(β, b, εy)-state-preparation-pair if PL|0〉⊗b =
∑2b

j=1 cj |j〉
and PR|0〉⊗b =

∑2b

j=1 dj |j〉 such that
∑m
j=1 |β(c∗jdj) −

yj | ≤ εy and for all j ∈ m+ 1, · · · , 2b, we have c∗jdj = 0.
Lemma 1 (Linear combination of block-encoded ma-

trices [33]) Let A =
∑m
j=1 yjAj be an s-qubits operator

and εA ∈ R+. Assume that (PL, PR) is an (β, b, εy)-
state-preparation-pair for y ∈ Cm, W =

∑m
j=1 |j〉〈j| ⊗

Uj + ((I −
∑m
j=1 |j〉〈j|)⊗ Ia⊗ Is) is an (s+ a+ b)-qubits

unitary such that for all j = 1, · · · ,m, we have that Uj
is an (α, a, εA)-block-encoding of Aj . Then we can im-
plement a (αβ, a + b, αεy + αβεA)-block-encoding of A,

with a single use of W,PR, and P †L.
Lemma 2 (Product of block-encoded matrices [33])

If U is an (α; a; δ)-block-encoding of an s-qubit opera-
tor A that can be implemented in time T1, and V is an
(β; b; ε)-block-encoding of an s-qubit operator B that can
be implemented in time T2, then (Ib ⊗ U)(Ia ⊗ V ) is an
(αβ; a + b;αε + βδ)-block-encoding of AB that can be
implemented in time O(T1 + T2).

More information about the block-encoding technique
can be found in Refs. [6, 33, 34, 41]. This technique has
been successfully applied to many algorithms, such as
quantum linear system [6, 42], quantum regression [34],
quantum classification [35]. In the following sections, we
will introduce how to use the block-encoding technique
to design quantum MC algorithm. For convenience, we
define the base of the logarithm function as 2, which can
be abbreviated as log x.

𝐻

𝐻

𝐻

𝐻

log𝑛
qubits

𝜎𝑥ۧ|0

ۧ|0

ۧ|0

ۧ|0

⋯

2 ൿ|0⊗log𝑛 ൻ0⊗log𝑛| − 𝐼

⋯ ⋯ ⋯ ⋯ ⋯
𝐻

𝐻

𝐻

𝐻𝐻𝐻

𝜎𝑥

𝜎𝑥

𝜎𝑥

𝜎𝑥 𝜎𝑥

𝜎𝑥 𝜎𝑥

FIG. 1. Quantum circuit for the unitary operator Uc. Here,
H and σx denote Hadamard gate and Pauli operator σx, re-
spectively.

B. A quantum mean centering algorithm based on
the block-encoding technique

The core of the whole quantum algorithm is to con-
struct the block-encodings of XC, CX and XCX, re-
spectively. To achieve it, we first construct the block-
encodings of C and X respectively.

We find that C can be express as

C =
1

2

(
I −H⊗ logn(2|0⊗ logn〉〈0⊗ logn| − I)H⊗ logn

)
≡ 1

2
(I − Uc),

(9)
where H is the Hadamard gate and 2|0⊗ logn〉〈0⊗ logn| −
I is the conditional phase shift operator, which can be
implemented using O(log n) quantum basic gates [43].
The quantum circuit of Uc is shown in Fig. 1.

According to the definition of block-encoding, we can
know that the unitary matrices I and Uc are an (1, 0, 0)-
block-encoding of their own, which can be implemented
with complexity O(log n). Thus, C can be regarded as a
linear combination of block-encoded operators.

Based on Definition 2, let yc = (1
2 ,−

1
2 ) ∈ R2 and

‖yc‖1 = βc = 1. And let bc = 1, cj = dj =
√
ycj , j = 1, 2,

we have PL = PR = SH, i.e., SH|0〉 = 1√
2
(|0〉 + i|1〉),

where S is a phase gate. Therefore, we can effectively
construct an (1, 1, 0)-state-preparation-pair (PL, PR) of
yc that satisfies the requirements of Definition 2. Ac-
cording to Lemma 1, we can construct an (1, 1, 0)-block-
encoding of C with complexity O(log n).

For the block-encoding of X, here we use the following
lemma to achieve:

Lemma 3 (Implementing block-encoding from quan-
tum data structure [6, 34]) If the data matrix X ∈ Rn×n
is stored in a quantum random access memory data struc-
ture [44], then there exist two unitary operators UM and
UN that can be implemented in time O(poly log(n/ε))

such that U†MUN is an (‖X‖F ,poly log n, ε)-block-
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encoding of X, where

UM : |i〉|0〉 7→ |i〉|xi〉 = |i〉 1

‖xi‖

n∑
j=1

xij |j〉,

UN : |0〉|j〉 7→ 1

‖X‖F

n∑
i=1

‖xi‖|i〉|j〉.
(10)

Note that if X ∈ Cn×m is also stored in the above data
structure, then the unitary operator U†MUN is also an
(‖X‖F , dlog(m + n)e, ε)-block-encoding of an extended
Hermitian matrix X̄ = X ⊗ |0〉〈1| + X† ⊗ |1〉〈0|, which
can be implemented in time O(poly log(nm/ε)). A more
detailed proof can be seen in Lemma 23 of Ref. [34]. In
addition, if X satisfies some specific conditions, such as
X is a sparse matrix or a purified density operator, we
can also obtain the block-encoding of X [6, 33].

According to the product of block-encoded matri-
ces in Lemma 2, we can get an (‖X‖F ,poly log n, ε)-
block-encodings of XC, CX, CXC with complexity
O(poly log(n/ε)), respectively.

Based on Refs. [6, 33, 34], we can solve the matrix al-
gebra problems related to XC, CX or CXC, such as
matrix vector multiplication, and singular value estima-
tion. Next, we will introduce the wide application of our
quantum algorithm in PCA, LDA, and other algorithms.

IV. APPLICATIONS OF OUR QUANTUM
MEAN CENTERING ALGORITHMS

The classical problems involving MC, such PCA, LDA,
CCA, DCCA and OLS, can be directly attributed to the
matrix algebra problems related toXC, CX or CXC. To
solve matrix algebra problems efficiently, scholars have
proposed a class of faster quantum algorithms based on
the block-encoding framework [6, 33, 34]. The core of this
quantum algorithm is to construct the block-encoding of
a specific matrix. Next, we will introduce one by one
how to use our quantum MC algorithm to construct the
block-encoding of matrices in PCA, LDA, CCA, DCCA
and OLS.

A. PCA

PCA is the most common method for data dimension
reduction, which can obtain low-dimensional data while
maintaining the dispersion degree (variance) of original
data as much as possible [23]. To better describe the
direction of the principal components [21, 23], PCA per-
forms eigendecomposition on the mean-centered covari-
ance matrix to capture effective low-dimensional data.
The existing quantum PCA algorithm [24] assumes that
X has been classically mean-centered. Here, we start
from X to design a quantum PCA algorithm to avoid
the above strong assumption. The optimization problem

in PCA is expressed as:

max
Up

Tr(UTp StUp), s.t., U
T
p Up = I, (11)

where

St =

n∑
i=1

(xi − v)(xi − v)T = XCXT ∈ Rn×n (12)

is the total scatter matrix (or called the mean-centered
covariance matrix), v is the row mean of the total data
points, and Up = [u1, · · · ,ud] ∈ Rn×d(1 < d� n) is the
the projection matrix whose columns {uj}dj=1 are the
principal component directions of PCA.

The above optimization problem of PCA can be re-
duced to solve the eigenproblem for St. Then the eigen-
vectors corresponding to the first 1 < d� n eigenvalues
of St are the principal component directions of PCA.

According to Lemma 2, we can obtain a unitary oper-
ator Q is an (‖X‖2F , poly log n, 2ε‖X‖F )-block-encoding
of St that can be implemented in time O(poly log(n/ε)).
Then we can employ the optimal Hamiltonian simu-
lation technique based on the block-encoding frame-
work [6, 33, 34] and quantum phase estimation algo-
rithm [43] to extract the eigeninformation of St, which
takes O([d‖X‖2Fpoly log(n/ε)]/ε) time complexity. Here,
for convenience, let the error caused by using the phase
estimation algorithm to estimate the eigenvalue is the
same as the error caused by constructing the block-
encoding of X, both of which are ε.

B. LDA

LDA is a data dimensionality reduction algorithm in-
volving data categories [45]. LDA has been shown to
be more effective than PCA in dealing with classification
problems, i.e., classification with reduced dimensional-
ity data [46, 47]. The goal of LDA is to seek the opti-
mal directions of projection on which the data points of
different classes are far from each other while requiring
data points of the same class to be close to each other.
To achieve the above goal, the optimization problem in
LDA can be expressed as follows:

max
Ul

Tr(UTl SbUl), s.t., U
T
l SwUl = I, (13)

where

Sb =

c∑
k=1

nk(vk − v)(vk − v)T ∈ Rn×n (14)

is the beween-class scatter matrix,

Sw =

c∑
k=1

nk∑
i=1

(xki − vk)(xki − vk)T ∈ Rn×n (15)

is the within-class scatter matrix, where nk is the number
of data points of the kth class, and n =

∑c
k=1 nk is the
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total number of data points, vk is the row mean of the
data points of the kth class, v is the row mean of the
total data points, xki is the ith data point of the kth
class, k = 1, · · · , c, i = 1, · · · , n, and Ul = [~µ1, · · · , ~µd] ∈
Rn×d(1 < d � n) is the the projection matrix whose
columns {~µj}dj=1 are the optimal projection directions of
LDA.

In particular, St can be considered as the summation
of Sb and Sw, i.e., St = Sb + Sw [48], therefore the opti-
mization problem in Eq. (13) can be written as

max
Ul

Tr(UTl StUl), s.t., U
T
l SwUl = I. (16)

Hence, the optimal projection direction of LDA can be
obtained by solving the generalized eigenvalue problem
(St;Sw). Here, we adopt a quantum algorithm based on
the block-encoding technology to solve the generalized
eigenvalue problem of (St;Sw), as follows:

Theorem 1 (Solve the generalized eigenvalue problem
of (A;B) based on the block-encoding technology [49])
Assume that A, B are n-by-n Hermitian matrices with
B positive definite. Let UA be an (αA; qA; εA)-block-
encoding of A that is implemented in time O(TA), and
UB an (αB ; qB ; εB)-block-encoding of B that is imple-
mented in time O(TB). Denote κB as the condition num-
ber of B, the generalized eigen-pairs of Ax = λBx as
{(λj , |Ej〉)|j = 1, · · · , n}. Given access to copies of the
state

∑
j βj |Ej〉 that is prepared in time O(Tin), there is

a quantum algorithm that returns a state proportional
to
∑
j βj |λ̃j〉|Ej〉, where |λ̃j − λj | ≤ ε, in time

O

(
κ0.5B Tin +

αAκ
1.5
B

‖B‖ε
(TA +

αBκB
‖B‖

)

)
. (17)

A detailed proof of this theorem can be seen in Ref. [49].
Note that when A and B are non-Hermitian matrices, we
can extend them to Hermitian matrices Ā = A⊗|0〉〈1|+
A† ⊗ |1〉〈0| and B̄ = B ⊗ |0〉〈1|+B† ⊗ |1〉〈0| respectively
and when B is non-positive definite, we get its pseudo-
inverse. Therefore, the above theorem can be extended
to the case where A and B are not Hermitian matrices
with B not positive definite.

The key to solving the generalized eigenvalue problem
of (St;Sw) by using Theorem 1 is to construct the block-
encodings of St and Sw, respectively. As far as we know,
we have obtained the block-encoding of St. Next we will
construct the block-encoding of Sw.

We find that Sw can also be expressed as

Sw =

c∑
k=1

[X(k)C(k)(X(k))T ], (18)

where X(k) = (x
(1)
k , · · · ,x(k)

nk ) is the original data sub-

matrix corresponding to each class, C(k) = Ink×nk
−

1
nk

enk
eTnk
∈ Rnk×nk is the centering matrix correspond-

ing to each class, k = 1, 2, · · · , c. Thus Sw can be viewed
as a linear combination of block-encoded operators.

Let yw = (1, · · · , 1) ∈ Rc and ‖yw‖1 = βw = c.
Let bc = log c, cj = dj = 1, j = 1, · · · , c, we have
PL = PR = H⊗ log c, i.e., H⊗ log c|0⊗ log c〉 = 1√

c

∑c
j=1 |j〉.

Therefore, we can effectively construct an (c, log c, 0)-
state-preparation-pair (PL, PR) of yw that satisfies the
requirements of Definition 2. According to Lemma
1, we can construct an (cf, poly log(cñ), 2cεf)-block-
encoding of Sw with complexity O(poly log(cñ/ε)), where
f = maxk(‖X(k)‖2F ) and ñ = maxk(nk).

In short, we can solve the generalized eigenvalue prob-
lem (St;Sw). Compared with quantum LDA [25], our
quantum algorithm does not require a strong assumption
that the elements and the norms of the column vector of
Sb and Sw can be accessed efficiently, respectively.

C. CCA

PCA and LDA are dimensionality reduction techniques
for one set of variable data, while CCA is one of the un-
supervised feature extraction techniques widely used in
data pairs of two groups of variables, aiming at finding
the optimal projection vectors pair to maximize the cor-
relation between the two groups of variables [36]. Finding
the optimal projection vectors pair in CCA can be trans-
formed into solving the following generalized eigenvalue
problem (Hx;Hy):[

XCY T

(XCY T )T

] [
wx

wy

]
= λ

[
XCXT

Y CY T

] [
wx

wy

]
≡ Hxw = λHyw,

(19)

where X ∈ Rn×n and Y ∈ Rn×n are the original data
matrices, C ∈ Rn×n is the centering matrix, w =
(wx,wy)T ∈ R2n is the projection vectors pair.

According to Theorem 1, the core of solving the gen-
eralized eigenvalue problem (Hx;Hy) is still to construct
the block-encodings of Hx and Hy respectively.

For the block-encoding of Hx, we can first construct
an (‖X‖F ‖Y ‖F ,poly log n, ε(‖X‖F + ‖Y ‖F ))-block-
encoding of XCY T with complexity O(poly log(n/ε)),
which is similar to St, where ε is generated by building
the block-encodings of X and Y . Then, according
to Proposition 10 of Ref. [41], we also can obtain
an (‖X‖F ‖Y ‖F ,poly log n, 2ε(‖X‖F + ‖Y ‖F ))-block-
encoding of Hx with complexity O(poly log(n/ε)) [41].

For the block-encoding of Hy, we also obtain the uni-
tary operator P that is an (‖Y ‖2F ,poly log n, 2ε‖Y ‖F )-
block-encoding of Y CY T , which requires time complex-
ity O(poly log(n/ε)). Furthermore, we can also generate
the unitary operator |0〉〈0| ⊗Q + |1〉〈1| ⊗ P which is an
(max{‖X‖2F , ‖Y ‖2F },poly log n, 2εmin{‖X‖F , ‖Y ‖F })-
block-encoding of Hy, where Q is the block-encoding
of St = XCXT and it takes O(poly log(n/ε)) time
complexity.
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In a word, we can also design a quantum algorithm to
solve CCA.

D. DCCA

Although CCA can represent the information of two
sets of variable data pairs to maximize the correlation be-
tween them, it ignores the difference between categories,
which results in constraints on the performance of the
algorithm. To solve the above problem, in 2008, Sun et
al. proposed DCCA [29], aiming at finding the optimal
projection vector pair to maximize the within-class cor-
relations and minimize the between-class correlations by
using the discriminant information of data points. Find-
ing the optimal projection vector pair in DCCA can be
transformed into solving the following generalized eigen-
value problems (Hd;Hy):[

XCECY T

(XCECY T )T

] [
vx
vy

]
= λ

[
XCXT

Y CY T

] [
vx
vy

]
≡ Hdv = λHyv,

(20)

where X ∈ Rn×n and Y ∈ Rn×n are the original data
matrices, C ∈ Rn×n is the centering matrix, E =
diag(en1e

T
n1
, · · · , ence

T
nc

) ∈ Rn×n is the similarity ma-

trix where enk
= (1, 1, · · · , 1)T ∈ Rnk , nk is the number

of data points of the kth class, and n =
∑c
k=1 nk is the

total number of data points, and v = (vx,vy)T ∈ R2n is
the pairwise projection vectors of DCCA.

Similarly, the core of solving the generalized eigenvalue
problem (Hd;Hy) is still to construct the block-encodings
of Hd and Hy respectively. As far as we know, the block-
encoding of Hy has been constructed. Next, we will show
how to construct the block-encoding of Hd.

According to the form of Hd and Proposition 10 of
Ref. [41], we only need to construct the block-encoding
of XCECY T , and it can be regarded as the product of
block-encoded operators. We have constructed the block-
encodings of X, C, and Y , and then we will construct the
block-encoding of E.

Since E is a block diagonal matrix, we will con-
struct the block-encodings of each diagonal block matrix
enk

eTnk
, k = 1, · · · , c. It is worth noting that enk

eTnk
=∑nk

j=1 Vj , where the unitary operator Vj =
∑nk

j=1 |(k− j)
mod nk〉|k〉 is a (1, 0, 0)-block-encoding of itself, and the
complexity is O(poly log n). Similar to Sw, we can get the
unitary operator Uek that is an (nk, log n, 0)-block encod-
ing of enk

eTnk
with time O(poly log n), k = 1, · · · , c. Then

we can get that the unitary operator
∑c
k=1 |k〉〈k|⊗Uek is

an (ñ, poly log(cn), 0)-block encoding of E, and the time
complexity is O(poly log(cñ)), where ñ = maxk(nk).

According to Lemma 2, we can also produce
an (ñ‖X‖F ‖Y ‖F , log(cñ), εñ(‖X‖F + ‖Y ‖F ))-
block-encoding of XCECY T with time complexity

O(poly log(cn/ε)). Similar to the method of Hx, we can
obtain an (ñ‖X‖F ‖Y ‖F , log(cñ), 2εñ(‖X‖F + ‖Y ‖F ))-
block-encoding of Hd with complexity O(poly log(cn/ε)).

Similarly, based on Theorem 1, we also designed a
quantum algorithm to solve DCCA. Compared with Li
et al.’s algorithm [26], our algorithm does not need to call
quantum inner product estimation algorithm [27] twice
to estimate the row mean of the original data set, which
makes the inverse of the error dependence of our quantum
DCCA algorithm drop from 1/ε3 to 1/ε.

E. OLS

OLS is usually necessary to first perform mean cen-
tering on the original data to alleviate “micro” multi-
collinearity problem [50, 51]. The purpose of OLS is to
find model parameters to minimize the sum of square de-
viations of the data in the model function [37]. Specifi-
cally, given the data points set S = {(xi, yi)|xi ∈ Rn, yi ∈
R}ni=1, the problem of OLS can be expressed as finding

the parameters β̂ ∈ Rn to minimize the following equa-
tion:

β̂ ≡ argminβ‖XCβ − y‖2, (21)

where X = (x1, · · · ,xn) ∈ Rn×n is the original data
matrix, C ∈ Rn×n is the centering matrix, y =
(y1, · · · , yn)T ∈ Rn is a vector. The above optimization
problems has the following closed-form solution:

β̂ = (XTCX)−1XTCy. (22)

Note that the above equation can be viewed as the prod-
uct of the matrix (XTCX)−1XTC and the vector y.

Combining with Theorem 34 in Ref. [34], we only
need to replace the weight matrix W with C to solve
OLS. The complexity of quantum OLS algorithm is

Õ(µ(A)κA

‖A‖ poly log(n/ε)), where A =
√
CX, µ(A) =

‖A‖F , κA is the condition number of A. Similarly, our
algorithm can be generalized to solve for weighted least
squares and generalized least squares problems [34].

It is worth noting that our algorithm obtains the block-
encoding of the mean-centered data matrix, which makes
our algorithm more suitable for algorithms involving ma-
trix algebra problems, such as multidimensional scal-
ing [38], kernel machine learning [32, 39], and extreme
learning machine [40].

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we presented a quantum MC for block-
encoding-based quantum algorithm. In particular, we
first constructed the block-encoding of C, and then fur-
ther obtained the block-encodings of XC, CX and CXC
respectively. Finally, our algorithm is successfully ap-
plied to PCA, LDA, CCA, DCCA and OLS, so that these
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corresponding quantum algorithms can get rid of the as-
sumption that the original data matrix has been clas-
sically mean-centered. Compared with Li et al.’s algo-
rithm [26], our algorithm can not only get rid of a strong
assumption mentioned in Sec. I, but also reduce the de-
pendence of the algorithm on the inverse of the error ε.
For example, in DCCA, our algorithm makes the error
dependence of quantum DCCA drop from 1/ε3 to 1/ε.
It is worth noting that Li et al.’s algorithm produces a
digital-encoded [52] quantum state that can access the
elements of the mean-centered data matrix in parallel.
This may have advantages in other studies in the future.

We found an interesting phenomenon that MC can be
achieved by calculating the mean value first and then
subtracting the corresponding mean value from the orig-
inal data, or by multiplying the centering matrix with
the original data matrix. The complexity of both clas-
sical algorithms is O(n2). Moreover, in many classical
algorithms, such as PCA, the complexity of this process
is often much smaller than the complexity of the algo-
rithm itself, thus it is often ignored. However, for quan-
tum algorithms, the strategy of multiplying the centering

matrix with the original data matrix allows us to directly
use the block-encoding technique to design the quantum
MC algorithm. This makes this algorithm more suit-
able for algorithms involving matrix algebra problems,
such as multidimensional scaling [38], kernel learning ma-
chine [32, 39], extreme learning machine [40]. This new
phenomenon may shed some light on the work of quan-
tum algorithms in other directions.
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