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A Simple Quantum Blockmodeling with Qubits and
Permutations

Ammar Daskin

Abstract—Blockmodeling of a given problem repre-
sented by an N × N adjacency matrix can be found
by swapping rows and columns of the matrix (i.e.
multiplying matrix from left and right by a permutation
matrix). Although classical matrix permutations can be
efficiently done by swapping pointers for the permuted
rows (or columns) of the matrix, by changing row-
column order, a permutation changes the location of
the matrix elements, which determines the membership
of a group in the matrix based blockmodeling. There-
fore, a brute force initial estimation of a fitness value
for a candidate solution involving counting the mem-
berships of the elements may require going through all
the sum of the rows (or the columns).

Similarly permutations can be also implemented ef-
ficiently on quantum computers, e.g. a NOT gate on
a qubit. In this paper, using permutation matrices and
qubit measurements, we show how to solve blockmodel-
ing on quantum computers. In the model, the measure-
ment outcomes of a small group of qubits are mapped
to indicate the fitness value. However, if the number
of qubits in the considered group is much less than
n = log(N), it is possible to find or update the fitness
value based on the state tomography in O(poly(log(N))).
Therefore, when the number of iterations is less than
log(N) time and the size of the considered qubit group
is small, we show that it may be possible to reach the
solution very efficiently.

Index Terms—Quantum machine learning, quantum
blockmodeling, quantum permutations

I. Introduction

The research for quantum machine learning and data
analysis started almost as early as the quantum computing
theory around the 1990s (see e.g. Ref. [1]–[5] and Ref.
[6]–[8] for an introduction). Because of the limitations
in the number of controlled qubits, later studies, where
quantum computing and machine learning are interleaved,
are mostly related to quantum control where machine
learning is used to better design (or control) qubits [9]
or adiabatic quantum computation [10] where a version
of the adiabatic global optimization algorithm is used to
design machine learning models [11] and solve quadratic
binary optimization problems [12], [13].

Later machine learning approaches are generally based
on some form of parameterized quantum circuits which
can be broadly categorized into the following two different
models:

adaskin25@gmail.com

i) For a given data in the forms of a group of vectors:
x1, . . . ,xN; quantum machine learning models in gen-
eral use the following parameterized equation [8]:

U(θ) |xi⟩ (1)

Here, θ is a vector of angle values that determine
the parameters of the circuit. And |xi⟩ represents the
encoded ith data which is either a quantum state
vector that represents the vector of data vector xi
or one qubit used for each data point of the vector.

ii) There are also models that use the following:

U(θ,x) |ψ⟩ (2)

Here, |ψ⟩ is an initial state which has some simple
implementation: i.e. in most cases an equal super-
position or zero state, or a random separable state.
The difference from the generic variational circuit is
that the data is no longer a quantum state and used
to determine the angle values of the gates with the
parameters (e.g. [14]–[17]).

The latter models in most cases can be converted into the
former one by using an extra ancillary quantum control
register that uses the data [8]. There is also an idea of
the context aware quantum computation proposed in [18]
which can be used to convert data entries into control
qubits.

Intuitions from quantum computing and algorithms tell
us quantum computers provide advantage when the su-
perposition principle and faster sub-routines such as the
quantum Fourier transform are fully employed. In machine
learning problems, the quantum Fourier transform can
play the same role as in classical machine learning and
provide a mechanism to do data analysis tasks in the
frequency domain. Furthermore, in current variational
quantum circuits, the superposition is believed to provide
a better way to find the intricate relations in data. In
certain models, it can also play a role to represent specific
classical neural networks more efficiently on quantum
computers [14].

Although these machine learning models are able to
mimic classical neural networks perfectly and some more
accurate results specialized to certain problems are re-
ported, to the best of our knowledge, quantum machine
learning models proposed so far in the literature are
not proved to be more powerful or efficient in general
theoretical comparison to classical machine learning when
applied to classical data. There is also a barren-plateaus
problem in the training of huge dimensional data where the
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gradient value disappears (the optimization converges) be-
fore the model scans the whole solution space. In addition,
for successful learning, the number of required-parameters
may be exponentially large. Therefore, there is still a need
to find a better way of modeling quantum machine learn-
ing where the advantage over classical machine learning is
clear.

We believe the superposition can parallelize data and
decrease the training time drastically. In this paper, in-
stead of considering data individually, we consider the
blockmodeling problem as a single quantum state and
show that by using different versions of the permutation
matrices, the solution to the blockmodeling problem can
be obtained more efficiently in comparison to the similar
classical approaches. This paper is organized as follows: In
the following sections, we first describe blockmodeling and
show how qubit encoding and measurements on a group of
qubits can be used to describe the blockmodeling. Then,
we present different algorithms based on permutations
and describe their classical and quantum implementations
with their complexities. In addition, we show numerical
examples on the Barbell graph, discuss and give future
directions in the applications related to clustering and
classification and finally conclude the paper.

II. Blockmodeling
Graphs with random connection probabilities can be

generated by following the Erdős–Rényi model where two
nodes are connected with probability p. One can also
generate the same model by following percolation theory
and removing connections with probability p from a fully
connected graph. It is shown that not only the graphs
representing some real world data but also these random
models exhibit a high level of modularity. A module
is defined as a highly connected subgraph with fewer
connections with other parts (modules) of the graph. In
networks, the modularity is used to measure the fraction
of the edge assignments to an estimated community (a
subgraph) which are better than a random assignment
[19]. Modularity of a graph can be also mapped into spin
Hamiltonian where the ground state energy represents the
modularity [20].

Finding communities, components, clusters, cliques and
many similar graph problems have applications in different
fields of science and technology. Blockmodeling is used
to remove perplexities in highly connected large networks
and turn them into a comprehensible structure where
meaningful relationships or clusters can be obtained easily
[21]–[23] (These models are studied in different fields with
different names. For unfamiliar readers we recommend
Ref. [24] for an introduction.). There are many extensions
and versions of blockmodeling or block clustering models
[25]–[30]: e.g. stochastic generalization of the model (i.e.
stochastic block model) used in machine learning and
network science [23], [31], [32], Bayesian based models [33],
or hypergraph clustering [19]. Blockmodeling in general
can be formulated as an optimization problem based on i)
local optimizations (direct blockmodeling) by iteratively

removing cluster members from one group to another or
ii) a matrix where dissimilarities among the considered
clusters are maximized (indirect blockmodeling) [34]–[36].

In terms of network analysis, a network is composed
of units (actors, individuals) and links (relationships): In
graph representation the units are vertices and links are
the edges. The general idea of blockmodeling is to form two
or more set of units into clusters where units in the same
clusters are considered to have some form of an equivalence
such as structural equivalence where the connection of the
units to the rest of the network are similar or regular
equivalence where their connections with each other are
similar [37]–[39].

A blockmodel can be considered as a mapping of the
units in a network onto the positions: In matrix formu-
lation, this means finding a permutation of the rows and
columns of the matrices in a way that the final structure
of the matrix forms blocks. Based on the density and the
connections to other blocks the blocks can be categorized,
which are called building blocks. Therefore, the second
step is to assign labels to the formed blocks based on the
considered building blocks [30]. Note that there are also
multi-layered versions of the problem [40].

III. Quantum Version of the Problem
Definition and Qubit Encoding of a Data Matrix

Given similarity correlation matrix, or connection (ad-
jacency) matrix; our goal is to find a sequence of permuta-
tion operations (row or column) that maps data vector in a
state |y⟩ so that ⟨clusters|y⟩ ≈ 1 or maximized. After this
training, a cluster of data can be learned by measuring the
group of qubits. For this reason, we analyze qubit encoding
and show how the states for the group of qubits can be
used to measure the solution of a blockmodeling problem.

A. Qubit encoding of a data matrix
We consider a clustering problem (it could be similarly a

classification problem in supervised learning or a pattern
recognition problem), where we are given a data in the
forms of a group of vectors: x1, . . . ,xN. The task is to
find similar data vectors and indicate which data points
are in the same group (cluster or class).

In quantum computing, let us first convert data into a
quantum state as follows:

|x⟩ =

 |x1⟩
...

|xN⟩

 (3)

The information about a quantum state is gained through
the measurement of qubit states. In general, a qubit
state is defined with the vector elements where each half
determines the zero and the one probabilites. If there is
no pattern or structure in the data, we can expect to see
almost equal probabilities in most cases. That means when
a vector of uniformly random values is generated, a regular
q-encoding will preserve the distribution in probabilities.
Moreover, it is very likely to have qubit-states defined with
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probabilities that are almost equal (an equal superposition
state). Although all qubit probabilities are determined
with the equal number of states, the involved vector
elements are different. Therefore, our goal is to use qubits
to distinguish different clusters in the data.

To see how qubit probabilities are determined and how
different vector elements are involved in determining them;
in Fig.1, we show for a given matrix X if we consider its
vectorized form |x⟩, how different elements falls into the
categories to determine the probability of a qubit. In the
figures the dark color indicates the elements where a qubit
is in |0⟩ state and the white color indicates where it is in
|1⟩. As seen from the figure, half of the elements indicate
|0⟩ and the other half indicates |1⟩. If we have two groups,
the probabilities of |0⟩ and |1⟩ for any chosen qubit can
be used to measure the accuracy of blockmodeling for the
problem vector |x⟩.

We can also consider a group of qubits together: In that
case, for a group of two qubits, we have the states |00⟩,
|01⟩, |10⟩, and |11⟩ as shown in Fig.2 and Fig.3 for 4 × 4
and 8 × 8 data matrices (|x⟩ is of dimensions 16 and 64,
respectively.).

These figures show that the involved elements in de-
termining the state of a qubit or a group of qubits form
a pattern in the matrix. We shall consider our machine
learning model as overlapping the real clusters with these
patterns so as to a qubit or a group of qubit to indicate the
clusters. And the overlap-amount will be the measurement
of the model.

In many machine learning models, the data is converted
into different forms and the number of dimensions are
increased (e.g. kernel methods) or decreased (e.g. redun-
dancy removal) to make the model more efficient. Here,
in a general sense, the data is considered to be mapped
by using a function Ψ. Then, we solve a blockmodeling
(or clustering) problem by asking the following: Find a
sequence of matrix permutation operations,

∏p
i=1 Pi, and

a possible Ψ so that the probabilities of at least a group
of qubits in the following quantum state can distinguish
the clusters in the data:

|x̂⟩ =
p∏

i=1
Pi |Ψ(x)⟩ . (4)

Pis only change the order of elements in a way that in the
matrix form rows and columns are swapped. Since we do
not change matrix elements, and the model in general does
not directly depend on a single amplitude, we can expect
it to be more resilient to errors/noises from measurements
and gates. Furthermore, since the model is simple, it is
easier to implement and do theoretical analyses which may
be useful in certain applications.

Here, note that one of the difficulties is that if the
clusters are not equal to the number of elements, then
we need to have dummies to swap them. Also, note that
we can use a combination of many groups to decide the
solution (similarly to random forest and boosting models).
In that case each of the subgroups of qubits can be
considered a model. In the training, if there are k number

of clusters, we will use all possible group of k qubits for
optimizing the parameters.

As a result, the blockmodeling problem can be formu-
lated as:

Definition 1. Finding a sequence of permutation opera-
tions that maps the data into the form so that a group of
qubits represents the most clusters with best accuracy.

Note that each qubit can play a role in the decision
with or without a grouping. In addition, as in the decision
trees, the number of possible groups can be as many as
O(n!). Therefore, based on the considered groups, the data
space can be divided until reaching single data points. This
decision making and structure is similar to the decision
trees in classical machine learning.

qubits-0 qubits-1

qubits-2 qubits-3

0

1

Figure 1: Qubit states in 16×16 matrices: While blue rep-
resents |0⟩, white represents |1⟩ states for the considered
qubit.

IV. Algorithms Based on Permutations
Blockmodeling can be solved by swapping the same

column and row pairs: This way only the node orders
change without changing their connections. For a problem
in N × N matrix form of |Ψ(x)⟩, if we choose indices a
and b so that 0 ≤ {a, b} ≤ N , we can define the following
permutation that swaps ath and bth columns when applied
from left and rows when applied from right to data matrix:

Pab =
N−1∑

j=0,j ̸=a,b

|j⟩ ⟨j| + |a⟩ ⟨b| + |b⟩ ⟨a| , (5)

where |j⟩ represents the jth vector in the standard basis.
We also describe a fitness value for the candidate solu-

tion by first determining an expected probability vector,
|expected⟩ which represents expected blockmodeling. For
instance, if we expect two blocks represented by 00, and
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qubits-(0,1) qubits-(0,2)

qubits-(0,3) qubits-(1,2)

qubits-(1,3) qubits-(2,3)

00

01

10

11

Figure 2: Group of two qubit-states in 4 × 4 matrices.

11 state, the expected probabilities are [05,0,0,0.5]. After
obtaining quantum probabilities |actual⟩ for the consid-
ered two qubits, the fitness value of a candidate solution
is defined as follows:

Fitness Value = ⟨expected|actual⟩ . (6)

Using the permutation in Eq.(5) along with the above
defined fitness function, we can define a generic brute-force
algorithm as follows:

1) At each iteration, choose a and b, either random or
based on some decision.

2) Swap columns a and b
3) Swap rows a and b
4) Measure the fitness value of the solution

a) If there is an improvement over the best fitness,
record the permutation and update the matrix and
best fitness value

b) Else disregard the permutation
5) If the stopping condition is satisfied or the maximum

iteration number has been reached, then stop the
iteration, otherwise continue on the next iteration.

A. Implementation and complexity on classical computers
At each iteration, Step-1 of the algorithm requires O(1)

time. The permutations in Step- and Step-3 similarly
requires O(1) time if we simply swap row and columns

qubits-(0,1) qubits-(0,2) qubits-(0,3)

qubits-(0,4) qubits-(0,5) qubits-(1,2)

qubits-(1,3) qubits-(1,4) qubits-(1,5)

qubits-(2,3) qubits-(2,4) qubits-(2,5)

qubits-(3,4) qubits-(3,5) qubits-(4,5)

00

01

10

11

Figure 3: Group of two qubit-states in 8 × 8 matrices.

head pointers. However, measuring and updating fitness
value in Step-4 requires to go through all the vector
elements in the ath and bth rows and columns. Therefore,
in the worst case it requires Θ(N) complexity. Since there
are Θ(N2) possible (a, b) pairs, in the worst case we need to
repeat these steps Ω(N2) times (Here also note that there
are O(N !) different number of permutations.). Therefore,
in this worst case scenario, the complexity of these brute-
force algorithms on classical computers is Ω(N3). However,
this lower bound is for the exact solution in the worst case.
Considering this problem as an optimization problem, for
the number of iterations m, we can describe the complexity
of the optimization as O(mN).

B. Implementation and complexity on quantum computers

Consider |Ψ(x)⟩ and its qubit encoding similar to Fig.1,
Fig.2, and Fig.3. We can represent the matrix row and
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column indices with the register |r⟩ |c⟩ with:

|r⟩ =
N∑

r=0
|r⟩

|c⟩ =
N∑

c=0
|c⟩ .

(7)

Swapping the columns with the indices a and b in ma-
trix form means swapping |r⟩ |a⟩ and |r⟩ |b⟩. Similarly
for the columns, it means swapping |a⟩ |c⟩ and |b⟩ |c⟩.
In other words, we do the column-swap operations on
the second register and the row-swap operations on the
first register. As a quantum circuit, we can represent
these swap operations as (Pab ⊗ Pab) |ψi⟩ as shown in
Fig.4. Here, |ψi⟩ represents the quantum state at the ith
iteration of the algorithm. The implementation of Pab

Pab
...

...

Pab
...

...


|ψi⟩

Figure 4: Generic quantum row and column swap opera-
tions applied to a quantum state at the ith iteration |ψi⟩.

requires multi-controlled X (i.e. multi controlled CNOT)
gates. The implementation can be also done through using
an ancillary register: Consider the quantum state |00⟩+
|01⟩+|10⟩+|11⟩. For a = 0 and b = 3, we can swap |00⟩ and
|11⟩ as in Fig.5. Either Pab is implemented locally or by
using an ancillary register, the number of quantum gates
required for the implementation is O(poly(n)), considering
N = 2n. The fitness value is found by considering the
probability states of the group of qubits whose qubit
encoding is considered for the solution of blockmodeling.
If we consider the states of two qubits, measuring these
qubits are enough to update the fitness value. Therefore,
each iteration of the algorithm takes O(poly(n)) time.
As in the classical case, in the worst case, for the exact
solution, we need to repeat this algorithm Ω(N2) times
where we need to swap each column and rows at least once.
If the number of iterations is m, then we can describe the
whole complexity as Θ(m× poly(n)), which could become
smaller than the classical complexity if m ≪ poly(n).

Note that the number of iterations can be decreased
by implementing a group of permutations together, e.g.
Paibi,ajbj

for some independent indices {ai, bi, aj , bj}, or
by using

(
Paibi

⊗ Pajbj

)
if they operate on different lo-

cal terms, or by using a superpositioned ancilla register
and swapping index pairs together (if the swap indices
are independent). However, using an ancilla register may
increase the complexity in the measurement because of the
superpositioned ancilla adds “extra parts” to the system
and may decrease the success probability.

•
•

• •
• •

|00⟩ancilla

Figure 5: Implementation of swap Pab with the help of an
ancillary register. Note that it can be implemented also
without ancilla by a sequence of multi controlled swap
operations.

C. Implementation of Pabs in superposition
As explained above, the action of Pab on matrix is

to change columns a and b: In terms of quantum state
vector elements |r⟩|a⟩ and |r⟩|b⟩. This means by using a
select register similarly used in [41], [42], we can apply
a superposition of different Pabs simultaneously. However,
we still need to find an efficient way to generate different
choices of Pab by quantum operations.

Permutations on {0, 1, . . . , N − 1} form a non-Abelian
group SN [43]. Any permutations SN can be written
as a product of other permutations. Using the cycle-
notation for permutations; that means for instance,
the permutation (a1a2a3 . . . aN ) can be decomposed as
(a1aN )(a1aN−1) . . . (a1a3)(a1a2), where (ab) cyclically re-
places a with b and b with a.

Another property of permutations is that if
(a . . . ), (b . . . ) ∈ SN and disjoint cycles, then the
order, r , of the product (a . . . )(b . . . ) is the least common
multiple of the set lengths of (a . . . ) and (b . . . ). That
means if we construct the permutation P(a... )(b... ), the rth
power of this matrix is the identity. And all the powers
less than r lead to another permutation matrix.

These observations shows that given an initial group
of permutation matrices, we can define different permuta-
tions by applying X gate on different combinations and
by multiplying them together. As an example, we can use
the following construct:

• Start with permutations that swaps neighbor ele-
ments: e.g. P01 of dimension 2n and e.g. P12 of
dimension 2n.

• Construct the followings:

P0 =
(
I⊗n

)
⊗ P01 =

P01
. . .

P01

 . (8)

P1 =
(
I⊗n

)
⊗ P12 =

P12
. . .

P12

 . (9)

Here, P0 and P1 are of dimension 22n. We can simply
consider that we have an extra register |select⟩.

• Define X controlled by a register |select⟩:

X =
n⊗

i=0
Xki , (10)
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|select⟩ = |0⟩ / H •

/ X P0

Figure 6: The circuit for P0 defined in Eq.(11).

where kj is the ith bit in the binary of the indices
encoded in the controlled register |select⟩: i.e. if it has
|1⟩ on the jth qubit, X is applied to the jth qubit in
the main register.

• Apply CX , i.e. X controlled by |select⟩, to P0 and
P1 to obtain the following (we assume |select⟩ in the
equal superposition state.):

CX .P0 =


P01

P23
P45

. . .
P(N−2)(N−1)


(11)

CX .P1 =


P12

P34
P56

. . .
P(N−1)0

 (12)

We will call these operators P0 and P1. As a circuit,
P0 is simply equivalent to Fig.6.

By starting with different permutations instead of P01 and
P12 or by swapping permutations on the block diagonal of
P0 and P1 using their product one can apply a superpo-
sition of permutations.

Measuring the output of the qubit group (the fitness
value), in the collapsed state, |select⟩ would give the index
that defines one of the permutations which give that fitness
value.

V. Numerical Example
A. A simple permuted Barbell graph

In Fig.7, an example Barbell graph with 32 nodes is
given. For illustration purposes, we will use the randomly
permuted matrix in Fig.7c as the problem input and try
to find the original matrix in Fig.7b.

As qubit state encoding, since the matrix dimension is
32 × 32 which requires 10 qubits as a vector, we will use
the states of 0th and 5th qubits in this 10 qubit system:
The state of the pair (0, 5) gives a similar pattern to the
pair (0, 2) shown in Fig.2.

The initial matrix in Fig.7b is the goal for the op-
timization: i.e. We want to apply permutation matrices
to convert the shuffled matrix to the original matrix so
that the state probabilities for qubits (0, 5) becomes as
close as possible to the probabilities in the original matrix,
which is [212, 1, 1, 212] without normalization: Note that
that these are the sum of matrix elements in each block
represented by the states 00, 01, 10, 11 for the qubits 0 and
5. Furthermore, since there are empty rows and columns

at the center of the matrix, there is more than one way to
get this final state.

We first use the circuit in Fig.4 and follow the generic
algorithm described at the beginning of Sec.IV: At each
iteration of the runs, we generate Pab from random a and
b. Then update |ψi⟩, if the fitness value is better than the
best fitness value. The best and observed fitness value at
each iteration and the obtained solution matrix are shown
in Fig.8.

1) Restricting permutations for reducing the complexity
and the number of iterations: We can restrict permutations
by using only a multi controlled gate that is controlled by
different states of the first n− 1 qubits and fix the target
qubit to the last qubit. Because, in the matrix form of
the quantum state, the blocks located on the diagonal are
the ones we want to have 1 and on the reverse diagonal
we want to have 0 entries. Therefore, we need to swap
rows and columns crossing blocks on the diagonal with
the others. In the index setting, |r0 . . . rn−1⟩|c0 . . . cn−1⟩,
This can be done by setting target qubit in Pab for rows
to rn−1 and for columns to cn−1 the last qubits. Fig.9
shows the simulation runs of this setting: As can be seen
from Fig.9a, the convergence to the solution is much faster:
However, after converging a solution, it is not improving
any more because of the limitations enforced on the type
of the permutations.

VI. Discussion and Future Directions
A. The role of measured quantum state in optimization

Since we know the parts of the states that need to
be maximized, this information can be further used to
design different optimization tools: For instance, one may
integrate oblivious amplitude amplification which does not
directly affect the amplitudes of the original system to
increase the probabilities.

One can also use targeted permutations as we have done
in the simulations by using multi controlled X gate to
reduce the number of iterations.

B. New data samples and classification
Classification methods are either based on distance

based clustering(k-means) or direct clustering (decision
trees) [27]. In classification, a data set is given with k
class labels and ”voting” based approaches can be used
to determine the class of a new data sample. There are
well-studied quantum versions of k-means algorithms [44],
[45] which show how to load data from quantum RAM
and output k-centroids that are the best representative of
classes.

The method described here can be formulated into
classification or clustering problems as well by using the
qubit state to represent the mean value of the classes.
Since we know the labels and classes of data, one can also
try reordering columns and rows based on a controlled
register. In this case, a distance base measurement may
be used to determine the class label of a new data sample:
i.e. either a quantum swap test or a quantum Hadamard
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(b) Matrix representation.
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1
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28
20
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25
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31
15
17

3
26
22
14
30 0

1

(c) Shuffled matrix

Figure 7: (a) The graph representation of a 32 node Barbell graph. (b) Its matrix representation. Two qubit state-
probabilities for the qubits (0, 5) in this matrix are [212, 1, 1, 212] without normalization (c) The randomly shuffled
problem matrix (The rows and columns of the original matrix is permuted) that is used in the example runs of the
algorithm. Two qubit state-probabilities for the qubits (0, 5) for the shuffled matrix are [114, 110, 110, 92] without
normalization.

test: The swap test gives us a measure of the Euclidean
distance of two vectors. It can be also incorporated in
blockmodeling described here.

C. Application to other problems
Last but not least, it is known that the sampling in some

image processing and computer vision task has circular
matrix structures [46]. It would be interesting to see
whether those tasks also have sampling patterns that are
similar to qubit encoding.

VII. Conclusion
In this paper we have described how to do blockmodel-

ing on quantum computers by using permutation matrices.
We have explained how to build different permutations
matrices and the complexity related issues which should
be considered in their construction. We have presented an

example problem with a Barbell graph and its simulation
results. The permutations can be implemented efficiently
on quantum computers and as explained in the paper
an objective function of a blockmodeling or any similar
problem can be related to the states of a group of a few
qubits. Since the states of a few qubits can be obtained
efficiently, the quantum approach may provide efficiency
over the classical approaches where the fitness value of
a candidate solution is found by summing all the vector
elements.

VIII. Data Availability
All the graphs can be generated by using the code

given in public repository on https://github.com/adaskin/
blockmodeling.

https://github.com/adaskin/blockmodeling
https://github.com/adaskin/blockmodeling
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(b) Matrix representation of the solution.

Figure 8: Solution for a Barbell graph problem given in Fig.7c by using random Pab gate. (a) The fitness value changes
during the runs of the algorithm with random Pab. (b) The final found solution matrix. Two qubit state-probabilities
for the qubits (0, 5) are [212, 1, 1, 212] without normalization. Since in the original matrix, there is a gap in the centers,
one row and column does not affect the probabilities for qubits (0, 5).
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(b) Matrix representation of the solution.

Figure 9: Solution for a Barbell graph problem given in Fig.7c by using random Pab generated as a multi-controlled X
gate: The gate acts on the last qubits and controlled with the different states of the remaining qubits. (a) The fitness
value changes during the runs of the algorithm with random Pab. (b) The final found solution matrix. Two qubit
state-probabilities for the qubits (0, 5) are [160, 54, 54, 158] without normalization. Because of the limitations enforced
on the type permutations, this solutions is worse than the previous one.
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