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There are some quantum algorithms on problems to find the functions satisfying the given conditions, such as
solving partial differential equations, and they claim the exponential quantum speedup compared to the classical
methods. However, they in general output the quantum state in which the solution function is encoded in the
amplitudes, and reading out the function values as classical data from such a state can be so time-consuming that
the quantum speedup is ruined. In this paper, we propose a general method to such a function readout task. We
approximate the function by orthogonal function expansion. Besides, in order to avoid the exponential increase
of the parameter number for the high-dimensional function, we use the tensor network that approximately re-
produces the expansion coefficients as a high-order tensor. We present the quantum circuit that encodes such a
tensor network-based function approximation and the procedure to optimize the circuit and obtain the approx-
imating function. We also conduct the numerical experiment to approximate some finance-motivated function
and observe that our method works.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum computing is an emerging technology that is ex-
pected to provide the speedup for various classically time-
consuming problems. Following its recent great advance, peo-
ple are now investigating its practical applications. Some fun-
damental quantum algorithms have evolved to the solvers for
more concrete numerical problems. For example, the Harrow-
Hassidim-Lloyd (HHL) algorithm [1] to solve linear equation
systems and its extensions [2–10] lead to the quantum solvers
for ordinary differential equations (ODEs) [11–14] and partial
differential equations (PDEs) [3, 15–19], including even non-
linear systems [20–25]. Then, the practical usage of these al-
gorithms have been proposed in the various fields such as epi-
demiology [20, 26], fluid dynamics [20], and financial deriva-
tive pricing [27]. Compared with classical methods, these
quantum algorithms achieve the exponential speedup with re-
spect to the size of the problem, which means, in the ODE
case, the number of equations in the system, and, in the PDE
case, the dimension d of the domain of the solution function
f , that is, the number of the variables of f . Thus, they are
considered as the promising candidates for the killer applica-
tions of quantum computing. Also note that, in addition to the
above algorithms that run on the fault-tolerant quantum com-
puter (FTQC), there are also some algorithms on the noisy
intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) devises for solving ODEs
and PDEs [28–42].

However, when we consider some quantum solvers in-
cluding the above ones and the speedup they provide, we
should pay attention to the meaning of the words “solve” and
“speedup”. That is, we have to resolve the issue of how to ex-
tract the function values from the quantum state, which might
ruin the quantum speedup.
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The detail is as follows. As pointed out in [43], we should
note that many quantum algorithms output not the solution as
a figure, which we eventually want, but the quantum state in
which the solution is encoded as the amplitudes. For example,
the quantum algorithms for PDE solving output the quantum
state in the form of | f 〉 := 1

C
∑Ngr−1

i=0 f (~xi) |i〉, where f is the so-
lution function, ~x0, ~x1, ..., ~xNgr−1 are the Ngr grid points in the
domain of f , |0〉 , |1〉 , ..., |Ngr − 1〉 are the computational basis
states, and C is the normalization factor. Then, the trouble
is that reading out the values of the function as classical data
from such a quantum state can be often the bottleneck. In the
above example on PDE solving, the grid point number Ngr is
exponentially large with respect to the dimension d: naively,
taking ngr grid points in each dimension leads to Ngr = nd

gr

points in total. This makes the amplitude 1
C f (~xi) of each ba-

sis state in | f 〉 exponentially small when the amplitude is not
localized on certain grids. This means that, when we try to
retrieve the amplitude and then the function value f (~xi) at the
point xi by some method such as quantum amplitude estima-
tion [44, 45], the exponentially large time overhead is added.
Therefore, even if there is a quantum algorithm that generates
the state | f 〉 exponentially faster than the classical algorithm
outputs the value of f (~xi), obtaining f (~xi) through the quan-
tum algorithm might not be faster than the classical one.

If we want the function values at many points to, for ex-
ample, know the functional form by plotting the values as a
graph, the situation becomes worse. That is, naively, to obtain
the function values at M points, we need to repeat the quantum
algorithm M times.

Motivated by the above background, this paper focuses on
how we can efficiently extract the function encoded as the
amplitudes in the quantum state | f 〉, given the oracle O f to
generate it. Although we can resolve this issue using the spe-
cific nature of the problem in some cases such as derivative
pricing considered in [27], where the martingale property of
the derivative price is used to calculate the function value at
one point, it is desirable to devise some generally applicable
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method.
The method proposed in this paper is two-fold. First,

we use some orthogonal function system. Orthogonal func-
tions such as trigonometric functions, Legendre polynomials,
Chebyshev polynomials and so on are the sequences of func-
tions orthogonal to each other with respect to some inner prod-
uct, which is defined as the weighted integral of the product
of two functions over the domain or the sum of the values of
the product at the specific nodes. Orthogonal functions are of-
ten used for function approximation. That is, any function f
satisfying some conditions on smoothness is approximated as
f ≈

∑
l alPl, the series of orthogonal functions {Pl}l, with the

coefficient al given by the inner product of f and Pl. We ex-
pect that orthogonal function expansion may be utilized also
in the quantum setting, since, as explained later, the coefficient
al is given by 〈Pl| f 〉 times a known factor, with |Pl〉 being the
quantum state in which Pl is encoded like | f 〉. Thus, by es-
timating 〈Pl| f 〉 for every l up to the sufficiently high order,
we get the orthogonal function expansion f̃ of f , and then the
approximate values of f at arbitrary points by evaluating f̃ .
This approach seems promising, since we expect that 〈Pl| f 〉 is
not exponentially small, unlike the amplitudes of the compu-
tational basis states in | f 〉.

However, in the high-dimensional case, the above approach
still suffers from the large complexity. If we use the D
orthogonal functions {Pl}l∈[D]0

1 for accurate approximation
in the one-dimensional case, the naive way to achieve the
similar accuracy in the d-dimensional case is using the ten-
sorized functions {Pl1,...,ld }l1,...,ld∈[D]0 , where Pl1,...,ld (x1, ..., xd) =∏d

i=1 Pli (xi). In this way, since the total number of Pl1,...,ld ’s is
Dd, obtaining the coefficients al1,...,ld for all Pl1,...,ld ’s and then
the orthogonal function expansion of f takes the exponential
complexity, and so does evaluating the resultant expansion.
Although the trouble is less serious than reading out the am-
plitudes in | f 〉 since we take D < ngr, the exponential depen-
dence of the complexity on d still exists.

Then, we leverage the second building block of our method:
tensor network (as reviews, see [46, 47]). Tensor network is
the approximation scheme for a high-order tensor as a con-
traction of lower order tensors. In some situations, it approx-
imates the original tensor well, reducing the degrees of free-
dom (DOF) and the data volume. It was originally invented in
quantum many-body physics to approximate wave functions
in intractably high-dimensional Hilbert spaces, but nowadays
it is utilized in various fields including function approxima-
tion [48–54], providing the reduction of the complexity. The
recent work [54] shows that the complexity of the tensor net-
work approximation of a d-dimensional function does not ex-
ponentially scale on d under some condition, which indicates
the powerful approximation ability of tensor network.

Another advantage of tensor network is its compatibility
with quantum computing. That is, we can generated a quan-
tum state in which a kind of tensor network is amplitude-
encoded by a simple quantum circuit [55]. Moreover, there

1 For n ∈ N, we define [n]0 := {0, 1, ..., n − 1}.

is a general procedure to optimize such a tensor network cir-
cuit so that the fidelity between its resulting state and a given
state is maximized [56]. Therefore, we reasonably reach the
following idea: given O f , we find a tensor network approx-
imation of the coefficients al1,...,ld in the orthogonal function
expansion of f and then an approximate function of f through
the quantum circuit optimization.

In the remaining part of this paper, we show how this idea
is realized concretely. We present the tensor network-based
quantum circuit and the optimization procedure for making
the generated state close to | f 〉, based on [56]. The parameters
in the tensor network are easily read out from the circuit. To
validate our method, we perform the numerical experiment, in
which we try yo approximate some finance-motivated multi-
variate function.

This paper is organized as follows. Sec. II describes our
method. Beginning with explaining the problem setting under
consideration, we present the quantum circuit we use and the
procedure to optimize it. In Sec. III, we conduct the afore-
mentioned numerical experiment and see that our method
works in this case. Sec. IV summarizes this paper.

II. OUR METHOD

A. Problem

As the approximation target, we consider a real-valued
function f on the d-dimensional hyperrectangle Ω :=
[L1,U1]×· · ·× [Ld,Ud], where, for i ∈ [d] 2, Li and Ui are real
values such that Li < Ui.

For any i ∈ [d], we also consider orthogonal functions {Pi
l}l

on [Li,Ui] labeled by l ∈ N0 := {0} ∪ N. The orthogonal
functions are characterized by the orthogonal relation that, for
any l, l′ ∈ N0, ∫ Ui

Li

Pi
l(x)Pi

l′ (x)wi(x)dx = δl,l′ , (1)

where the weight function wi is defined on [Li,Ui] and takes
the non-negative value, and δl,l′ is the Kronecker delta. How-
ever, we hereafter assume that Pi

l’s satisfy the discrete orthog-
onal relation as follows: for any D ∈ N, there exist ngr points
xi,0 < xi,1 < ... < xi,ngr−1 in [Li,Ui], where ngr ≥ D, such that,
for any l, l′ ∈ [D]0,

ngr−1∑
j=0

Pi
l(xi, j)Pi

l′ (xi, j) = ci
lδl,l′ (2)

holds with some ci
l > 0. We can consider Eq. (2) as the

discrete approximation of Eq. (1), with wi absorbed into the
spacing of the grid points xi, j. For some orthogonal functions
such as trigonometric functions and Chebyshev polynomials,
the relation like Eq. (2) holds even strictly.

2 For n ∈ N, we define [n] := {1, ..., n}.
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We define the tensorized orthogonal functions as follows:
for any ~l = (l1, ..., ld) ∈ Nd

0 and ~x = (x1, ..., xd) ∈ Rd,

P~l(~x) :=
d∏

i=1

Pi
li (xi). (3)

It follows from Eq. (2) that, with ~x~j defined as ~x~j :=

(x1, j1 , ..., xd, jd ) ∈ Rd for any ~j = ( j1, ..., jd) ∈ [ngr]d
0, they sat-

isfy the orthogonal relation∑
~j∈[ngr]d

0

P~l
(
~x~j

)
P~l′

(
~x~j

)
= c~lδ~l,~l′ (4)

for any ~l = (l1, ..., ld) and ~l′ = (l′1, ..., l
′
d) in [D]d

0, where δ~l,~l′ :=∏d
i=1 δli,l′i and c~l :=

∏d
i=1 cli .

Then, our goal is to find an approximation f̃ of f in the
form of

f̃ (~x) =
∑
~l∈[D]d

0

a~lP~l(~x) (5)

with D set sufficiently large. Here, for any ~l ∈ [D]d
0, the coef-

ficient a~l is given by

a~l =
1
c~l

∑
~j∈[ngr]d

0

f
(
~x~j

)
P~l

(
~x~j

)
, (6)

which follows from Eq. (2). It is known that this kind of
series converges to f in the large D limit for some orthogonal
functions (see [57] for the trigonometric series and [58] for
the Chebyshev series).

B. Oracles to generate the function-encoding states

In this paper, we assume the availability of the oracle O f
explained in the introduction. We now define it strictly. We
hereafter assume that the grid number ngr satisfies ngr = 2mgr

with some integer mgr. Then, we consider the system S con-
sisting of d mgr-qubit registers and the unitary operator O f that
acts on S as

O f |0〉⊗d = | f 〉 :=
1
C

∑
~j=( j1,..., jd)∈[ngr]d

0

f
(
~x~j

)
| j1〉 · · · | jd〉 . (7)

Here and hereafter, for any n ∈ N0, we denote by |n〉 the com-
putational basis states on the quantum register with the suf-
ficient number of qubits, in which the bit string on the reg-
ister corresponds to the binary representation of n. | j〉 with
j ∈ [ngr]0 in Eq. (7) is the computational basis state on a
mgr-qubit register. Besides, C in Eq. (7) is defined as

C :=
√√ ∑

j∈[ngr]d
0

(
f
(
~x~j

))2
. (8)

We also assume that the availability of the oracles
V1

OF, ...,V
d
OF, each of which acts on a mgr-qubit register as

V i
OF |l〉 = |Pi

l〉 :=
1√
ci

l

ngr−1∑
j=0

Pi
l(xi, j) | j〉 (9)

for any l ∈ [D]0. V i
OF |D〉 , ...,V

i
OF |ngr − 1〉 may be any states

as far as V i
OF is unitary. These oracles are in principle con-

structible because of the orthogonal relation (2). The more
concrete implementation of them is discussed in Appendix A.
Note that, for any ~l ∈ [D]d

0, we have

〈
Pi
~l

∣∣∣∣ f
〉

=
1

C √c~l

∑
~j∈[ngr]d

0

f
(
~x~j

)
Pi
~l

(
~x~j

)
=

√c~l
C

a~l, (10)

where
∣∣∣∣Pi
~l

〉
:= |P1

l1
〉 · · · |Pd

ld
〉. Since both C and √c~l are the root

mean squares of some functions over the grid points, we ex-
pect that their ratio is O(1) and that we can efficiently obtain a~l
through estimating

〈
Pi
~l

∣∣∣∣ f
〉
. However, we do not consider this

direction in this paper, since finding all the expansion coeffi-
cients suffers from the exponential increase of the coefficient
number in the high-dimensional case, as explained in the in-
troduction.

C. Matrix product state

Thus, we hereafter consider to use tensor network. Among
various kinds of tensor network, we use the matrix product
state (MPS), also known as the tensor train, which is sim-
ple but powerful and so widely used in various fields. In the

scheme of MPS, the order-d tensor a~l ∈ R

d︷        ︸︸        ︷
D × · · · × D is ap-

proximated by

ã~l :=
r∑

k1=1

· · ·

r∑
kd−2=1

U1
l1,k1

U2
k1,l2,k2

· · ·Ud−2
kd−3,ld−2,kd−2

Ud−1
kd−2,ld−1,ld ,

(11)
where r ∈ N is called the bond dimension, U1 ∈ RD×r, U i ∈

Rr×D×r for i ∈ {2, ..., d − 2}, and Ud−1 ∈ Rr×D×D 3.

3 Usually, the MPS representation of a d-dimensional tensor is in the form
of

ã~l :=
r∑

k1=1

· · ·

r∑
kd−1=1

U1
l1 ,k1

U2
k1 ,l2 ,k2

· · ·Ud−1
kd−2 ,ld−1 ,kd−1

Ud
kd−1 ,ld

, (12)

where, in comparison to Eq. (11), (Ud−1
kd−2 ,ld−1 ,kd−1

) is in not Rr×D×D but

Rr×D×r , and (Ud
kd−1ld

) ∈ Rr×D is added. We can consider that Ud−1 and Ud

in Eq. (12) is contracted to Ud−1 in Eq. (11). The reason of the form in Eq.
(11) is that it corresponds to the quantum circuit considered in Sec. II D.
Besides, although we can set the bond dimension r separately for each pair
of U i and U i+1, we set it to the same value for simplicity in this paper.
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Note that there are many ways of decomposition like the
RHS of Eq. (11) that gives the same tensor ã~l. For example,
if we can decompose U i as

U i
ki−1,li,ki

=

r∑
k′=1

Rki−1,k′Ũ
i
k′,li,ki

(13)

with some R ∈ Rr×r and Ũ i ∈ Rr×D×r, replacing U i−1
ki−2,li−1,ki−1

and
U i

ki−1,li,ki
in Eq. (11) with

∑r
k′=1 U i−1

ki−2,li−1,k′
Rk′,ki−1 and Ũ i

ki−1,li,ki
,

respectively, does not change a~l. Therefore, we hereafter as-
sume the following conditions: for any i ∈ {2, ..., d − 2} and
ki−1, k′i−1 ∈ [r],

D−1∑
li=0

r∑
ki=1

U i
ki−1,li,ki

U i
k′i−1,li,ki

= δki−1,k′i−1
(14)

holds, and, for any kd−2, k′d−2 ∈ [r],

D−1∑
ld−1=0

D−1∑
ld=0

Ud−1
kd−2,ld−1,ld Ud−1

k′d−2,ld−1,ld = δkd−2,k′d−2
(15)

holds. These can be always satisfied by QR decomposition of
U i’s and redefinition [59].

Also note that the representation like Eq. (11) actually
reduces the DOF compared with the original a~l as a d-
dimensional tensor. The total number of the components in
U1, ...,Ud−1 is

rD + (d − 3)r2D + rD2, (16)

which is smaller than that in a~l, Dd, unless we take r =

O(DO(d)). Besides, with the coefficients a~l in Eq. (5) repre-
sented as Eq. (11), the computation of the approximation of
the function f becomes efficient in fact. We now approximate
f by

˜̃f (~x) =
∑
~l∈[D]d

0

ã~lP~l(~x) =

D−1∑
l1=0

· · ·

D−1∑
ld=0

r∑
k1=1

· · ·

r∑
kd−2=1

U1
l1,k1

U2
k1,l2,k2

· · ·Ud−2
kd−3,ld−2,kd−2

Ud−1
kd−2,ld−1,ld P1

l1 (x1) · · · Pd
ld (xd). (17)

This can be computed as

˜̃f (~x) =

r∑
k1=1

· · ·

r∑
kd−2=1

D−1∑
l1=0

U1
l1,k1

P1
l1 (x1)

×
D−1∑

l2=0

U2
k1,l2,k2

P2
l2 (x2)

×· · ·×
 D−1∑

ld−2=0

Ud−2
kd−3,ld−2,kd−2

Pd−2
ld−2

(xd−2)

×
 D−1∑

ld−1,ld=0

Ud−1
kd−2,ld−1,ld Pd−1

ld−1
(xd−1)Pd

ld (xd)

 ,
(18)

that is, we first contract U i
ki−1,li,ki

and Pi
li

with respect to li
for each i ∈ [d], and then take contractions with respect to
k1, ..., kd−2. In this procedure, the number of arithmetic opera-
tions is

O(dr2D + rD2), (19)

which is much smaller than O(Dd) for computing (5) with
general a~l not having any specific structure.

D. Quantum circuit to generate the tensor network state

The quantum circuit to generate a MPS-encoded quantum
state is shown in Fig. 1. First, we prepare dmdeg qubits initial-

ized to |0〉, where we assume that D = 2mdeg holds with some
mdeg ∈ N. Labeling them by the integers 1, ..., dmdeg, for each
i ∈ [d], we denote the system of the ((i−1)mdeg+1)th to imdegth
qubits by S deg,i. Besides, assuming that r = 2mBD also holds
with some mBD ∈ N, for each i ∈ [d−2], we denote the system
of S deg,i and the first mBD qubits in S deg,i+1 by S ′deg,i, and the
system of the last 2mdeg qubits by S ′deg,d−1. Then, we put the
quantum gates V1, ...,Vd−1 on S ′deg,1, ..., S

′
deg,d−1, respectively,

in this order.

Let us denote by VMPS the unitary that corresponds to the
whole of the above quantum circuit. Then, VMPS actually gen-
erates the MPS-encoded state

VMPS |0〉⊗d = |ã〉 :=
D−1∑
l1=0

· · ·

D−1∑
ld=0

r∑
k1=1

· · ·

r∑
kd−2=1

U1
l1,k1

U2
k1,l2,k2

· · ·Ud−2
kd−3,ld−2,kd−2

Ud−1
kd−2,ld−1,ld |l1〉 · · · |ld〉 . (20)

In Eq. (20), |l〉 with l ∈ [D]0 denotes the computational ba-
sis states on S deg,1, ..., S deg,d. Besides, we have associated the

entries in U1, ...,Ud−1 with those in V1, ...,Vd−1 as unitaries,
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mdeg

mBD

mdeg−mBD

mBD

mdeg−mBD

mdeg

S ′deg,1

S deg,1

V1

S ′deg,2

S deg,2

V2

S ′deg,3

S deg,3

V3

S deg,4

FIG. 1: The quantum circuit VMPS that generates the MPS-encoded state (20) in the case of d = 4. All the dmdeg qubits are
initialized to |0〉. The subsystems consisting of a part of the qubits, which are indicated in the left end, are as described in the
body text.

respectively, as follows:

U1
l1,k1

= 〈l1 + Dk1|V1 |0〉 (21)

for any l1 ∈ [D]0 and k1 ∈ [r],

U i
ki−1,li,ki

= 〈li + Dki|V i |ki−1〉 (22)

for any i ∈ {2, ..., d − 2}, li ∈ [D]0 and ki−1, ki ∈ [r], and

Ud−1
kd−2,ld−1,ld = 〈ld−1 + Dld |Vd−1 |kd−2〉 (23)

for any ld−1, ld ∈ [D]0 and kd−2 ∈ [r], where |n〉 with
n ∈ N0 denotes the computational basis state on either of
S ′deg,1, ..., S

′
deg,d−1. Although V1, ...,Vd−1 have the other com-

ponents than those that appear in Eqs. (21) to (23), they do
not affect the state |ã〉 because of the initialization of all the
qubits to |0〉.

Note that U2, ...,Ud−1 in Eqs. (22) and (23) automatically
satisfy the conditions (14) and (15) because of the unitarity of
V2, ...,Vd−1. On the other hand, the unitarity of V1 imposes
the constraint

D−1∑
l1=0

r∑
k1=1

|U1
l1,k1
|2 = 1 (24)

on U1 in Eq. (21). This means the following: with such U1,
the MPS-based approximation ˜̃f in Eq. (17) does not have
the DOF of the overall factor, and therefore, although we can
express the functional form of f by ˜̃f , we cannot adjust the
magnitude of ˜̃f so that it fits f . Conversely, if we have some
estimate C for the ratio of f to ˜̃f , we can approximate f by
C ˜̃f . This issue will be addressed in Section II E.

E. Optimization of the quantum circuit

We now consider how to optimize the quantum circuit VMPS
and obtain the MPS-based function approximation.

We first extend the circuit VMPS in Section II D using {V i
OF}i

as follows. For each i ∈ [d], we add mgr −mdeg qubits after the
imdegth qubits in the original circuit, and denote the system
consisting of S deg,i and the added qubits by S gr,i. Note that
the resultant system is same as the system S for O f , which
consists of the d mgr-qubit registers. We then perform V i

OF on
S deg,i. The resultant circuit VApp is shown in Fig. 2. Note that
this circuit generates

VApp |0〉⊗d =
∣∣∣∣ ˜̃f

〉
:=

D−1∑
l1=0

· · ·

D−1∑
ld=0

r∑
k1=1

· · ·

r∑
kd−2=1

ngr−1∑
j1=0

· · ·

ngr−1∑
jd=0

U1
l1,k1

U2
k1,l2,k2

· · ·Ud−2
kd−3,ld−2,kd−2

Ud−1
kd−2,ld−1,ld P1

l1 (x1, j1 ) · · · Pd
ld (xd, jd ) | j1〉 · · · | jd〉 ,

(25)

where |n〉 with n ∈ N0 now denotes the computational basis
state on S gr,1, ..., S gr,d. That is, this is the quantum state that
amplitude-encodes ˜̃f in Eq. (17), the approximation of f by
the orthogonal function expansion and the MPS approxima-
tion of the coefficients. Therefore, if we obtain VApp that gen-
erates

∣∣∣∣ ˜̃f
〉

close to | f 〉, we also obtain {U i}i for which ˜̃f in Eq.

(17) well approximate f at least on the grid points, by reading
out their entries from the quantum gates {V i}i in VApp, except
the overall factor C.

We next consider how to obtain such VApp, especially {V i}i
in it. We aim at maximizing the fidelity

F =
〈

f
∣∣∣∣ ˜̃f

〉
. (26)
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...
...

mdeg

mgr−mdeg

mdeg

mgr−mdeg

S gr,1

S deg,1

VMPS

V1
OF

S gr,d

S deg,d

Vd
OF

FIG. 2: The quantum circuit VApp that generates the state (25)
in which the approximation ˜̃f in Eq. (17) of f is
amplitude-encoded. The circuit VMPS is that in Fig. 1, where
the lines going over this means that they are not used in it.
All the dmgr qubits are initialized to |0〉. The subsystems
consisting of a part of the qubits, which are indicated in the
left end, are as described in the body text.

Note that maximizing F is equivalent to minimizing the sum
of the squared difference between the two normalized func-
tions ∑

~j∈[ngr]d
0

 f (~x~j)

C
− ˜̃f (~x~j)

2

, (27)

which is, in the large ngr limit, equivalent to∫
Ω

 f (~x~j)

C
− ˜̃f (~x~j)

2

w1(x1) · · ·wd(xd)d~x, (28)

that is, the squared L2 norm of f
C −

˜̃f , the common metric in
function approximation.

The procedure of maximizing F is similar to that presented
in [56]. We try to optimize each of {V i}i alternatingly. That is,
we optimize V i with the others fixed, setting i to 1, 2, ..., d − 1
in turn. We may repeat this loop for the arbitrary times. In the
step to optimize V i, it is updated as follows. We define

Fi = TrS̄ ′deg,i
[|Ψi+1〉 〈Φi−1|] . (29)

Here, S̄ ′deg,i denote the system consisting of the qubits expect
those in S ′deg,i, and, for any subsystem s in S , Trs means the
partial trace over the Hilbert space corresponding to s. |Ψi+1〉

is defined as

|Ψi+1〉 =
(
V i+1 ⊗ IS̄ ′deg,i+1

)†
· · ·

(
Vd−1 ⊗ IS̄ ′deg,d−1

)†
(V1

OF ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vd−1
OF )† | f 〉

; for i = 1, ..., d − 2
(V1

OF ⊗ · · · ⊗ Vd−1
OF )† | f 〉 ; for i = d − 1

(30)

where IS̄ ′deg,i
denotes the identity operator on S̄ ′deg,i, and thus

V i ⊗ IS̄ ′deg,i
simply denotes the ith block in VMPS in Fig. 1.

|Φi−1〉 is defined as

|Φi−1〉 =


(
V i−1 ⊗ IS̄ ′deg,i−1

)
· · ·

(
V1 ⊗ IS̄ ′deg,1

)
|0〉⊗d

; for i = 2, ..., d − 1
|0〉⊗d ; for i = 1

(31)
We can regard this Fi as the M × M matrix, where M = rD
for i ∈ [d − 2] and M = D2 for i = d − 1. Its entries are given
by 〈l| Fi |l′〉, where |l〉 , |l′〉 ∈ {|0〉 , |1〉 , ..., |M − 1〉} are now the
computational basis states on S ′deg,i. Supposing that we know
Fi, we perform its singular value decomposition (SVD)

Fi = XDY, (32)

where X and Y are the M × M unitaries and D is the diagonal
matrix having the singular values of Fi as its diagonal entries.
We finally update V i by

V i = XY. (33)

We obtain Fi through the Pauli decomposition and the
Hadamard test [56]. We set m = log2 M, and, for any k ∈ [m],
we denote the identity operator, the Pauli-X gate, the Pauli-
Y gate and the Pauli-Z gate on the kth qubit in S ′deg,i by
σ̂k

0, σ̂
k
1, σ̂

k
2 and σ̂k

3, respectively. We also define

σ̂~α := σ̂1
α1
⊗ · · · ⊗ σ̂m

αm
(34)

for any ~α = (α1, ..., αm) ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}m. Then, we can always
decompose Fi as

Fi =
∑

~α∈{0,1,2,3}m′
F̃i,~ασ̂~α (35)

with F̃i,~α ∈ C. Since

TrS ′deg,i
[Fiσ̂~α] = MF̃i,~α (36)

holds, we obtain F̃i,~α through estimation of TrS ′deg,i
[Fiσ̂~α].

Noting that

TrS ′deg,i
[Fiσ̂~α] = 〈Φi−1| σ̂~α |Ψi+1〉 , (37)

we can estimate this by the Hadamard test, in which the circuit
VMPS with replacement of V i with σ̂~α is used. We refer to [56]
for its details.

After we optimize {V i}i and read out {U i}i from them, the
remaining task is just multiplying the factor C to ˜̃f constructed
from {U i}i. In this paper, we do not go into the details of
estimating this factor but simply assume that we have some
estimate of it. In fact, in some quantum algorithm for PDE
solving, the way to estimate this factor, the root of the squared
sum of the function values on the grid points, is presented
[19].

Now, let us summarize the whole procedure to obtain an
approximation of f as Algorithm 1.
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Algorithm 1 The proposed algorithm to obtain an
approximation of the function f : Ω→ R.

Input:
1: • D = 2mdeg with mdeg ∈ N: the degree of the orthogonal

functions

• r = 2mBD with mBD ∈ N: the bond dimension

• The oracle O f in Eq. (7).

• The orthogonal functions {Pi
l}i∈[d],l∈[D]0 satisfying Eq. (2).

• The iteration niter ∈ N of the optimization loop.

• The initial values of the rD × rD unitaries V1, ...,Vd−2 and
the D2 ×D2 unitary Vd−1, which may be chosen randomly.

• The estimate C̃ of C in Eq. (8).
2: for iiter = 1 to niter do
3: for i = 1 to d − 1 do
4: for ~α ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}m do
5: Estimate 〈Φi−1| σ̂~α |Ψi+1〉 by the Hadamard test, and let it

divided by M be F̃~α.
6: end for
7: Set Fi as Eq. (35).
8: Perform the SVD of Fi as Eq. (32).
9: Update V i as Eq. (33).

10: end for
11: end for
12: Set U1 ∈ RD×r, U i ∈ Rr×D×r for i ∈ {2, ..., d − 2}, and Ud−1 ∈

Rr×D×D as Eqs. (21), (22) and (23), respectively.
13: Define ˜̃f as Eq. (17).
14: Output C̃ ˜̃f as an approximation of f .

III. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENT

Now, we confirm the feasibility of our method by the
numerical experiment on approximating a finance-motivated
function.

A. Approximated function

As a reasonable instance for the target function of the ap-
proximation, we take the price of some financial derivative.

A financial derivative, or simply a derivative, is a contract
between two parties in which the amounts (the payoffs) deter-
mined by the prices of some widely traded assets (underlying
assets) such as stocks and bonds are paid and/or received be-
tween the parties. Under some mathematical model that de-
scribes the random movement of the underlying asset prices,
we can use the established theory to calculate the derivative
price (see [60, 61] as the famous textbooks).

Here, we consider the d underlying assets whose prices
~S (t) = (S 1(t), ..., S 1(t)) at time t obey the Black-Scholes
(BS) model [62, 63] characterized by the following stochas-
tic differential equation (SDE) in the risk-neutral measure: for
i ∈ [d],

dS i(t) = rRFS i(t)dt + σiS i(t)dWi(t). (38)

Here, rRF is the real parameter called the risk-free inter-
est rate and σ1, ..., σd are the positive parameters called the
volatilities. W1, ...,Wd are the Brownian motions and satis-
fies dWidW j = ρi jdt for i, j ∈ [d], where the correlation
matrix (ρi j) is symmetric and positive definite and satisfies
ρ11 = ... = ρdd = 1 and −1 < ρi j < 1 if i , j. t = 0 corre-
sponds to the present.

We also consider the derivative in which one party A re-
ceives the payoff from the other party B at the predetermined
time T > 0 and its amount fpay(~S (T )) depends on the underly-
ing asset prices at T . Under some technical assumptions, the
price of this derivative for A at time t ∈ [0,T ) with ~S (t) being
~s = (s1, ..., sd) is given by

V(t, ~s) = E
[
e−rRF(T−t) fpay(~S (T ))

∣∣∣∣ ~S (t) = ~s
]
, (39)

where E[·] denotes the (conditional) expectation in the risk-
neutral measure. This expectation can be calculated by
Monte Carlo integration, that is, generating many sample
paths of the time evolution of ~S (t) up to T and averaging
e−rRF(T−t) fpay(~S (T )) on the paths. It is also known that we find
V(t, ~s) by solving the BS PDE

∂

∂t
V(t, ~s) +

1
2

d∑
i, j=1

σiσ jρi jsis j
∂2

∂si∂s j
V(t, ~s)

+rRF

 d∑
i=1

si
∂

∂si
V(t, ~s) − V(t, ~s)

 = 0 (40)

backward from time T to t, with the boundary condition in the
time direction being

V(T, ~s) = fpay(~s) (41)

and those in ~s directions set according to the asymptotic be-
havior of V(t, ~s) in the small and large asset price limit. In
fact, solving the BS PDE by quantum computing has been
considered in some previous works [27, 32, 36–38].

For concreteness, we hereafter consider the worst-of put op-
tion, which has the payoff function

fpay(~s) = max{K −min{s1, ..., sd}, 0}, (42)

and is often incorporated in exotic equity derivatives. Here, K
is a positive constant called the strike.

Hereafter, we try to approximate V(0, ~s) as a function of
~s. Since we cannot evaluate this analytically, we compute its
values on the grid points, which are explicitly given later, by
Monte Carlo integration with 105 sample paths, and use them
in the following part of the experiment. In this calculation, we
have used TF Quant Finance library [64].

B. Orthogonal functions

We use cosine functions as orthogonal functions. Con-
cretely, for any i ∈ [d] and l ∈ [D]0, we set

Pi
l(xi) = cos

(
l

xi − Li

Ui − Li
π

)
(43)
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where Ui is set by

Ui = K exp

√2σ2
i T log

dK
ε

 (44)

with ε = 0.01, following the study [65] on the appropriate
grid setting for solving the BS PDE, and Li = 0.01K. The
orthogonal relation (2) is satisfied with the grid points set as

xi, j =
j + 1

2

ngr
(Ui − Li) + Li (45)

for j ∈ [ngr]0 and ci
l being

ci
l =

ngr ; for l = 0
ngr

2 ; for l ∈ [D − 1]
. (46)

C. Modifications on the algorithm to run the numerical
experiment

We use Algorithm 1 but made the following modification,
since we do all calculations on a classical computer, and thus
there is the memory space limitation. We try to maximize not
F in Eq. (26) but

F′ = 〈a | ã〉 (47)

Here, |ã〉 is given in Eq. (20) and

|a〉 :=

√
1∑

~l∈[D]d
0
|a~l|

2

∑
~l∈[D]d

0

a~l |l1〉 · · · |ld〉 , (48)

where we calculate the coefficients a~l for each ~l ∈ [D]d
0 by Eq.

(6), using the values of V(0, ~s) on the grid points computed by
Monte Carlo integration as f

(
~x~j

)
. We take the minimal grid

points to calculate the coefficients for given D, which means
ngr = D, although it is supposed that ngr > D when our algo-
rithm is used on the future quantum computer with the oracle
O f .

By this modification, the quantum circuit under considera-
tion becomes small and the calculation becomes feasible on a
classical computer. The gates {V i

OF} do not appear in our ex-
periment, with their roles absorbed into the aforementioned
preprocessing to calculate {a~l}. Besides, most importantly,
note that {U i} calculated under the above modification is same
as those output by our algorithm without the modification.

D. Result of the approximation

We then try to get the approximation of V(0, ~s). We set the
parameters as follows: d = 5,D = r = 16, niter = 5, rRF =

0, σ1 = ... = σ5 = 0.2,K = 100,T = 1. For the estimation C̃
of C, we use the root squared sum of the values of V(0, ~s) on
the grid points, which are calculated by Monte Carlo integra-
tion as mentioned in Sec. III A. We use ITenosr library [66]
for tensor calculation.
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FIG. 3: The five-asset worst-of put option prices V(0, ~s) for
s1 = ... = s5 = s calculated in the various ways. The
horizontal and vertical axes correspond to s and V(0, ~s),
respectively. The +, ×, and black line indicate those by the
MPS-based approximation, the cosine expansion
approximation and Monte Carlo integration, respectively.

We display the obtained MPS-based approximation of
V(0, ~s) in Fig. 3 along with the Monte Carlo integration
values and the cosine expansion approximation as Eq. (5).
Since it is difficult to plot the function value over the high-
dimensional space, we only show the values on the “diagonal”
line s1 = ... = sd. The figure shows that the MPS-based ap-
proximation well fits the Monte Carlo integration values ex-
cept the region near the lower end of the domain of the ap-
proximations. Note that the cosine expansion approximation
already has the error from the Monte Carlo values, and the
MPS-based approximation never has the better error than it.
We see that the MPS-based approximation almost overlaps the
cosine expansion approximation, which means that the MPS-
based approximation is working well.

In the current MPS-based approximation, the number of the
DOF is 12544, which is smaller than the number of the cosine
expansion coefficients 1048576 by two orders of magnitude.
Therefore, we have achieved the large parameter reduction
keeping the approximation accuracy.

E. Relationship between the approximation accuracy and the
degrees of freedom

In order to investigate the relationship between the DOF
and the approximation accuracy, we perform the following
additional experiment. We replace the circuit VMPS in Fig. 1
with the different one V ′MPS having the different DOF. Here,
with mbl ∈ {2, ..., dmdeg − 1}, V ′MPS consists of the gates
Ṽ1, ..., Ṽdmdeg−mbl+1 that act on the systems of mbl qubits dis-
placed one by one, as shown in Fig. 4. The DOF of this
circuit is

2mbl + 22mbl−1(dmdeg − mbl). (49)

We alternatingly optimize the blocks {Ṽ i} in the similar way
to Algorithm 1 so that 〈a|ã′〉 is maximized, where |ã′〉 :=
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FIG. 4: The quantum cirucit V ′MPS used in the additional numerical experiments in place of VMPS for mdeg = 4 and mbl = 3.

∑
~l∈[D]d

0
ã′
~l
|l1〉 · · · |ld〉 is the state generated by V ′MPS. Then, we

get the approximation of V(0, ~s) as ˜̃f ′(~s) := C̃
∑
~l∈[D]d

0
ã′
~l
P~l(~s).

In Fig. 5, we display the maximum difference of ˜̃f ′ from
the cosine expansion approximation on the diagonal line s1 =

... = sd, taking mbl = 2, ..., 6, along with that of the MPS-
based approximation. This figure shows that there is some
power-law relationship between the approximation accuracy
and the DOF in region with large DOF. This behavior is simi-
lar to that often observed in critical systems of MPS applied to
one-dimensional quantum systems or two-dimensional classi-
cal systems[67–73]. If this behavior also appears in the case of
d � 1, one might make a similar argument to the finite bond-
dimension (entanglement) scaling refined in the study of MPS
and evaluate f̃ with an appropriate extrapolations with respect
to DOF.

We also show the relationship between the accuracy of the
cosine expansion approximation and its DOF in Fig. 5. We
plot the maximum error of the approximated worst-of put op-
tion price by the cosine expansions of low degree D = 3, ..., 10

on the line s1 = ... = sd, taking that of degree D = 16 as the
reference value. We see that the error of the low-degree co-
sine expansion is much larger than that of ˜̃f ′ with comparable
DOF. This result is another evidence of the advantage of our
MPS-based approximation and the approximation by the cir-
cuit V ′MPS over the simple cosine expansion.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have considered how to extract the func-
tion encoded in the amplitudes of the quantum state as classi-
cal data. Such a task necessarily accompanies with quantum
algorithms such as PDE solvers, but there has not been any
proposal on the general way for it, despite its importance that
it might ruin the quantum speedup. We have proposed the
method based on orthogonal function expansion and tensor
network. Orthogonal function expansion is widely used for
function approximation, but suffers from the exponential in-
crease of the number of the parameters, the expansion coeffi-
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FIG. 5: The maximum difference ∆max of the various
approximations for the five-asset worst-of put option price
from the cosine expansion approximation of degree D = 16
on the line s1 = ... = s5. The circles indicate those of the
approximations based on the circuit V ′MPS in Fig. 4. From left
to right, the points correspond to mbl = 2, ..., 6, respectively.
The dotted line is the function ∆max(x) = axb of the degrees
of freedom x with a = e7.27 and b = −0.87, fitted with respect
to the data for mbl = 4, 5, and 6. The square indicates the
maximum difference of the MPS-based approximation. The
triangles indicate those of the cosine expansion
approximations of degree D = 3, ..., 10, which corresponds to
the points from left to right, respectively. The vertical and
horizontal lines corresponds to the maximum difference and
the DOF of the approximations, respectively.

cients, with respect to the dimension, that is, the number of the
variables of the function. We then use a MPS, a kind of tensor
network, to approximate the coefficients as the high-order ten-
sor and reduce the DOF. We have presented the quantum cir-
cuit that produces the state corresponding to such a function
approximation. Such a circuit is in fact constructible, since a
MPS is encoded in a quantum state by a simple circuit, and so
are orthogonal functions because of their orthogonal relation.
We have also presented the procedure to optimize the quantum
circuit and the MPS-based approximation, based on the alter-
nating method proposed in [56]. Finally, we have conducted
the numerical experiment to approximate finance-motivated
multivariate function and found that our method works in this
case.

We expect that the proposed method can be widely used
in combination with various quantum algorithms that output
function-encoding states, whether they are FTQC algorithms
or NISQ ones. In future works, we will try to combine this
method with concrete function finding quantum algorithms on
concrete problems and present the complete set of the algo-
rithms, along with more quantitative analysis of complexity.
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Appendix A: How to construct V i
OF

To implement V i
OF in Eq. (9), we need some building-block

quantum gates. First, for any i ∈ [d] and l ∈ [D]0, we assume
the availability of the gate VPi

l
that acts on a mgr-qubit register

as

VPi
l
|0〉 = |Pi

l〉 , (A1)

where |Pi
l〉 is given in Eq. (9). In fact, commonly used orthog-

onal functions such as trigonometric functions and orthogonal
polynomials are explicitly given as elementary functions, and
thus the state generation oracle like Eq. (A1) is constructed
by the so-called Grover-Rudolph method [74, 75]. Second,
for any n ∈ N0, we denote by Vn

set the gate that acts on a quan-
tum register having the sufficient number of qubits as

Vn
set |0〉 = |n〉 . (A2)

This can be constructed by putting the Pauli-X gate (resp.
nothing) on the ath qubit in the register if the binary repre-
sentation of n has 1 (resp. 0) at the ath digit.

Then, for any i ∈ [d] and l ∈ [D]0, using the controlled VPi
l

and V l
set, we can implement the following gate on the system

of two mgr-qubit registers

V ′Pi
l

:= |l〉 〈l| ⊗ VPi
l
+

∑
l′∈[ngr]0\{l}

|l′〉 〈l′| ⊗ I, (A3)

where I is the identity operator, as shown in Fig. 6. Combin-
ing the gates of this type, we obtain

V i
OF1 :=

D−1∏
l=0

V ′Pi
l
=

D−1∑
l=0

|l〉 〈l| ⊗ VPi
l
+

ngr−1∑
l=D

|l〉 〈l| ⊗ I, (A4)
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which acts as

V i
OF1 |l〉 |0〉 = |l〉 |Pi

l〉 (A5)

for any l ∈ [D]0.
Besides, for any i ∈ [d] and l ∈ [D]0, using the controlled

V l
set and VPi

l
, we construct the following gate on the system of

two mgr-qubit registers

V i,l
reset := (V l

set)
† ⊗ |Pi

l〉 〈P
i
l| +

∑
|ψ⊥〉

I ⊗ |ψ⊥〉 〈ψ⊥| . (A6)

Here, in the second term of the RHS, |ψ⊥〉 runs over the ngr−1
states that constitute the orthonormal basis of H, the Hilbert
space on the mgr-qubit register, in combination with |Pi

l〉. The
concrete implementation is as shown in Fig. 7. Note that, in
the circuit in this figure, (V l

set)
† is activated if the second reg-

ister takes |Pi
l〉 but not activated if it takes the state |ψ〉 orthog-

onal to |Pi
l〉, since (VPi

l
)† |ψ〉 is orthogonal to (VPi

l
)† |Pi

l〉 = |0〉.
We then get

V i
OF2 :=

D−1∏
l=0

V i,l
reset =

D−1∑
l=0

(V l
set)
† ⊗ |Pi

l〉 〈P
i
l| +

∑
|ψ⊥〉

I ⊗ |ψ⊥〉 〈ψ⊥| ,

(A7)
where, in the second sum, |ψ〉⊥ runs over the ngr − D states
that constitute the orthonormal basis of H in combination with
|Pi

0〉 , ..., |P
i
D−1〉.

Note that, for any l ∈ [D]0,

V i
OF2V i

OF1 |l〉 |0〉 = |0〉 |Pi
l〉 (A8)

holds. Therefore, V i
OF2V i

OF1 with a SWAP gate added at last is
V i

OF, with the second register deemed ancillary one.
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