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Quantum computing shows great potential, but errors pose a significant challenge. This study explores new
strategies for mitigating quantum errors using artificial neural networks (ANN) and the Yang-Baxter equation
(YBE). Unlike traditional error correction methods, which are computationally intensive, we investigate artificial
error mitigation. The manuscript introduces the basics of quantum error sources and explores the potential of
using classical computation for error mitigation. The Yang-Baxter equation plays a crucial role, allowing us
to compress time dynamics simulations into constant-depth circuits. By introducing controlled noise through
the YBE, we enhance the dataset for error mitigation. We train an ANN model on partial data from quantum
simulations, demonstrating its effectiveness in correcting errors in time-evolving quantum states.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the realm of quantum computing, the tantalizing promise
of unprecedented computational power and groundbreaking
advancements in various fields has captured the imagination
of scientists and innovators worldwide. However, harness-
ing the full potential of quantum computers is not without
its challenges, and one of the most formidable obstacles is
the omnipresent issue of quantum errors [1]. These errors,
arising from the inherently probabilistic and fragile nature of
quantum bits or qubits, threaten the accuracy and reliabil-
ity of quantum computations. To overcome this hurdle, re-
searchers have been fervently exploring strategies for quan-
tum error mitigation (QEM) [2–7], and among them, a partic-
ularly promising approach has emerged: artificial error miti-
gation [8–11].

Quantum error mitigation, at its core, seeks to rectify the
deleterious effects of noise and errors in quantum computa-
tions. These errors can stem from a multitude of sources,
such as imperfect hardware [12, 13], environmental inter-
ference [14, 15], or the intrinsic characteristics of quantum
bits [16]. Canonical error correction techniques involve error-
correcting codes and fault-tolerant quantum circuits [17],
which come at a substantial cost in terms of qubit overhead
and computational resources. To alleviate such issues, arti-
ficial error mitigation [18], a novel paradigm that leverages
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the power of classical computation, can be used. QEM is a
vast and rapidly evolving field. Due to its complexity and
breadth, this section will focus on highlighting only some of
the major contributions, particularly those integrating artificial
intelligence (AI) for QEM. Readers are encouraged to consult
comprehensive reviews for a more detailed exploration of the
QEM subject [19–21].

Using AI for QEM is this field’s most recent and exciting
development. Incorporating AI into QEM has shown signif-
icant advantages to achieve, or in some cases even exceed,
the accuracy of traditional QEM techniques. In a recent re-
view [22], the authors performed a comprehensive evaluation
that covered a range of AI techniques — such as linear re-
gression [23], random forests, multi-layer perceptrons [18],
and graph neural networks [24, 25] — applied across various
types of quantum circuits and various quantum devices.

There are a few other ways in which advanced AI tech-
niques can be applied to QEM. For example, it can be used
to adjust probabilities in computational measurements [26].
A neural network-based methodology was demonstrated for
accurately extracting the noise spectrum from qubits, signif-
icantly improving existing techniques [27]. Machine learn-
ing models can be used to predict near-noise-free expectation
values from noisy quantum processing units [28]. Another ap-
proach is to use a data augmentation-empowered neural model
for error mitigation (DAEM) [29].

Artificial error mitigation represents a symbiotic marriage
between classical and quantum computing, capitalizing on the
strengths of each to combat the weaknesses of the other. In
this approach, classical algorithms are employed to analyze
and model the errors that occur during quantum computations.
These error models are then used to guide the application of
corrective operations on quantum states, effectively reducing
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the impact of errors and enhancing the reliability of quan-
tum results. The beauty of artificial error mitigation lies in
its ability to mitigate errors without resorting to the resource-
intensive overhead of traditional error correction codes.

In this article we introduce the intricacies of quantum error
sources, the development of error models, and the deployment
of mitigation strategies that promise to usher in a new era of
more robust and dependable quantum computing. As it be-
comes evident that artificial error mitigation not only holds the
key to unlocking the potential of quantum computers but also
paves the way for a future where quantum technologies can be
harnessed to revolutionize industries ranging from cryptogra-
phy to drug discovery and materials science.

The article is organized as follows. First we introduce the
fundamental concepts of quantum error mitigation, discussing
the challenges posed by errors in quantum computations and
introducing traditional methods such as zero noise extrapola-
tion (ZNE) and learning-based error mitigation. We then delve
into the Yang-Baxter equation (YBE) and its role in compress-
ing time dynamics simulations, providing a constant-depth
circuit for certain lattice models. The synergy of YBE with
artificial neural networks (ANN) is explored, highlighting the
potential for effective error mitigation. In the subsequent sec-
tion on quantum error mitigation, we discuss ZNE in detail,
explaining the process of scaling noise and extrapolating to
the noiseless limit. We touch upon other error mitigation
methods such as probabilistic error cancellation (PEC) and
measurement error mitigation (MEC).

Following that, we introduce learning-based error mitiga-
tion, showcasing its adaptability and effectiveness, especially
in scenarios involving numerous qubits and substantial circuit
depths. The learning curve analysis provides insights into the
relationship between the amount of training data and the ac-
curacy of the regression model. In the Results section, we
present the outcomes of our study, demonstrating the applica-
tion of the ANN model in mitigating errors during time dy-
namics simulations of spin chains. The comparison of raw re-
sults, fully compressed circuits, partially compressed circuits
using YBE, and the ANN-corrected values illustrates the suc-
cess of our error mitigation approach.

II. QUANTUM ERROR MITIGATION

In this section we will introduce certain key concepts and
terminology that are common to all the quantum error mitiga-
tion (QEM) methods [2, 30, 31]. QEM is an essential facet
of quantum computing, addressing the intrinsic vulnerability
of qubits to various sources of noise and imperfections. As
quantum computers continue to evolve and scale up, the is-
sue of quantum errors becomes increasingly critical. QEM
seeks to understand, quantify, and ultimately mitigate the im-
pact of these errors, enabling more dependable quantum com-
putations.

Zero noise extrapolation (ZNE) is an error mitigation tech-
nique that extrapolates the noiseless expectation value of an
observable from a range of expectation values computed at
different noise levels [32]. It involves intentionally scaling

noise, such as pulse-stretching or unitary folding, at a gate-
level, and extrapolating to the noiseless limit by fitting a curve
to the expectation values measured at different noise levels.

Probabilistic error cancellation (PEC) is a noise-aware error
mitigation [33] technique based on two main ideas: express-
ing ideal gates as quasi-probability representations, and prob-
abilistically sampling from these representations to approxi-
mate quantum expectation values via a Monte Carlo average,
thereby reducing noise and improving performance. Measure-
ment error mitigation (MEC) is a process [34] that involves
preparing all 2n basis input states and computing the proba-
bility of measuring counts in other basis states, enabling the
correction of the average results of another experiment.

There are many other methods which utilizes the symmetry,
and purity states to remove the error generated in the quantum
devices. These mostly involved methods like virtual distilla-
tion and error suppression by derangement.

In this article we merge the ideas of machine learning meth-
ods such as artificial neural networks [18] and zero-noise ex-
trapolation. The issue with ZNE method is to generate the
noisy data using various technique which are not feasible op-
tions for large quantum circuits and large qubit systems. The
error accumulated by unitary folding can lead to extra error
which leads to unwanted results. The other issue with time dy-
namics simulation is to perform the ZNE for each time-step.
This brings a lot of overhead. Therefore, we propose to use
artificial neural network to learn on few time step and correct
the rest of the dynamics. Our technique gets advantages be-
cause of the circuit compression technique using YBE. This
allows us to control the circuit depth and generate extra noise
data without introducing other numerical errors.

III. ZERO NOISE EXTRAPOLATION

Zero noise extrapolation (ZNE) serves as an error mitiga-
tion method employed to predict the noiseless expectation
value of an observable by extrapolating from a series of expec-
tation values calculated at various noise levels. This method-
ology involves a two-step process. The first step involves de-
liberately amplifying noise, and various methods can be em-
ployed for this purpose. Techniques such as pulse -stretching
allow the elevation of the noise level in quantum computa-
tions. Similarly, at the gate level, approaches like unitary
folding or identity insertion scaling can achieve comparable
outcomes. The second step entails extrapolating to the noise-
less limit. This is achieved by fitting a curve, commonly re-
ferred to as an extrapolation model, to the expectation values
recorded at different noise levels. The goal is to extrapolate
and obtain the expectation value in the absence of noise.

A. Scaling noise

An approach to heighten the noise level within a circuit at
the gate level involves deliberately enhancing its depth. This
can be achieved through either unitary folding or identity scal-
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ing. During unitary folding, a mapping process is executed as

U →UU†U (1)

This mapping can be implemented on a global scale or applied
locally, as illustrated in the Figure 1. One can also introduce

𝑈 𝑈 𝑈!	 𝑈

𝑢 𝑢	 𝑢!	 𝑢

Global 
Folding

Local 
Folding

Figure 1. Different variation of performing folding of gates. Top dia-
gram shows the global folding where the whole unitary, U is folded.
The bottom diagram shows local folding where each part of whole
unitary is folded individually.

the noise by adding identity operators as

U → I.U (2)

The sole distinction between folding and identity insertion lies
in the fact that, rather than scaling gate noise, the introduction
of an identity gate serves to extend the waiting period sub-
sequent to the execution of each circuit layer. This extension
enables qubits to engage with the environment through a noisy
process, potentially undergoing decoherence if the interaction
between the system and its environment is substantial. Both
the techniques are gate level method to introduce noise. It can
also be achieved by pulse-stretching method. The noise of
the device can be modified by increasing the time over which
pulses are implemented, which is shown in Figure 2.

𝑈 𝑈

Pulse
Stretching

Figure 2. Pulse stretching to increase noise in a physical device

B. Extrapolation

The fundamental idea behind the ZNE technique is to re-
move the noise very specific to a given circuit. Let, γ be a pa-
rameter which quantifies the noise for a quantum circuit and
let γ

′
be the parameter for noise in the scaled quantum circuit.

ZNE assumes that γ
′

can be equated to γ linealry as

γ
′
= λγ (3)

For λ = 1, the input quantum circuit remains unchanged and
the noise level γ = γ

′
, which is same as the noise of the de-

vice without any scaling. In terms of quantum state ρ and
expectation value E, one can formulate the same relation with
noise level. Let ρ(γ

′
) be the quantum state prepared by scaled

quantum circuit. One can compute the expectation value of an
observable M as

⟨E(λ )⟩= Tr[ρ(γ
′
)M] = Tr[ρ(λγ)M] (4)

The scaled quantum circuit allows to compute different ex-
pectation value dependent on λ . The final aim to compute
E(λ = 0) which corresponds to noiseless expectation value.
In practice the E(λ ) is treated as a function and act as an input
to extrapolation model to predict the zero-noise limit (λ = 0).
Various selections for the extrapolation model result in dif-
ferent extrapolations. Common options for the extrapolation
model include a linear function, a polynomial, and an expo-
nential function.

IV. YANG-BAXTER EQUATION

The Yang–Baxter equation [35–37] is widely recognized in
the realm of condensed-matter physics, where it serves to es-
tablish the integrability of lattice models. Its relevance ex-
tends to various aspects of quantum computing, encompassing
topics such as topological entanglement, quantum entangle-
ment, and the universality of quantum computation. In terms
of quantum operator it can be represented as a symmetry equa-
tion

(R⊗ I).(I ⊗R).(R⊗ I) = (I ⊗R).(R⊗ I).(I ⊗R) (5)

where, R is a braiding operator acting on two qubits and I is a
idenity operator acting on single qubit. A diagrammatic rep-
resentation of YBE in the gate set and quantum circuit form is
shown in Figure 3. Recently, a novel perspective on this equa-

𝑅 𝑅

𝑅

𝑅

𝑅 𝑅

Figure 3. Quantum circuit representation of the YBE for three qubits.

tion has emerged in the context of the quantum time dynam-
ics of lattice models. Specifically, under the Trotter approxi-
mation, the Yang-Baxter equation enables the compression of
any arbitrary time step in certain lattice models into a circuit
of finite depth without compromising accuracy. As a result
of this transformation, an additional symmetry, referred to as
mirror symmetry, can be deduced in the circuit [38–40]. Fur-
thermore, the two-qubit operations adhere to the merge iden-
tity. The combination of new relations allow to obtain the
constant depth circuit for certain class of quantum operations.
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V. LEARNING BASED ERROR MITIGATION

Classical Simulation

Training  Circuit (T)
1. Similar to test circuit
2. Classically simulatable 

Primary Circuit (P)

Noisy 
expectation 
values
E(P) and 
E(T)

Machine 
learning
Using neural 
network

noisy quantum hardware

Quantum 
Simulator 
Noiseless
Expectation
Value
E0(T)

Optimised 
error-
mitigated 
estimates

Figure 4. Diagram showing the process of learning-based quantum
error mitigation.

A recently proposed method, known as learning-based er-
ror mitigation is discussed in this section. This approach in-
volves understanding the impact of noise by examining clas-
sically simulatable quantum circuits closely resembling the
non-simulatable circuits of interest. In many instances, this
approach evaluates the expectation value of an observable for
specific training circuits on a quantum device, utilizing train-
ing data obtained through classical means. These training data
are then analyzed using an ansatz, which captures the relation-
ship between noisy and noiseless expectation values. The re-
sulting ansatz is applied to correct the noisy expectation value
for the target circuit. A diagram showing the process of learn-
ing based quantum error mitigation is shown in Figure 4.

Learning-based error mitigation has proven effective, par-
ticularly in applications involving quantum circuits with nu-
merous qubits and substantial depths. Notably, it has outper-
formed other leading methods [41]. This approach is highly
adaptable, allowing for the improvement of mitigation quality
by expanding training data to encompass the effects of vary-
ing noise strengths on observable expectation values. These
characteristics position learning-based error mitigation as a
promising solution for addressing errors in near-term quan-
tum advantage applications.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The experimental setup involves a multifaceted approach
encompassing quantum time dynamics simulations, error mit-
igation techniques, and machine learning applications. This
carefully crafted experimental is designed to investigate the
behavior of quantum spin chains, specifically modeled using
the XY Hamiltonian, under the influence of anisotropic inter-
actions. The setup used in this article is explained below.

1. The experiment begins with the formulation of the
Heisenberg Hamiltonian, specifically the XY model,
which is commonly used to study magnetic systems
with quantum spins.

2. The simulation involves studying the time evolution of
the XY Hamiltonian for spin chains of different lengths.
The staggered magnetization, denoted as ms(t), is cal-
culated over a time period of 2.5 units, using a Trotter
step size of 0.025 units.

3. YBE compression is applied to each spin system, al-
lowing the construction of a constant-depth circuit (Eq.
5) that scales linearly with the number of qubits. Partial
compression is used to introduce additional noise into
the system, resulting in larger circuits compared to full
compression.

4. Staggered magnetization data obtained from fully com-
pressed circuit, partially compressed circuit, and noise-
less simulator are used to train an ANN model. The
ANN is trained on 30 percent of the data, and the re-
maining 70 percent is used for prediction.

5. The results are visualized through comparison plots for
different spin chains (3-5 spins and 6-10 spins). Raw
results from IBM quantum devices with full and par-
tial compression are compared with the ANN-corrected
values.

6. The learning curve for the ANN is analyzed to un-
derstand the relationship between the number of data
points and the model’s accuracy. The learning curve
provides insights into the model’s performance as more
data is used for training.

VII. RESULTS

The Heisenberg Hamiltonian [42–45] is widely used to
study magnetic systems, where the magnetic spins are treated
quantum mechanically. The Hamiltonian, including only
spin-spin interactions, can be written as

Ĥ =−∑
α

{Jα

N−1

∑
i=1

σ
α
i ⊗σ

α
i+1}, (6)

where α sums over {x,y,z}, the coupling parameter Jα de-
notes the exchange interaction between nearest-neighbour
spins along the α−direction, and σα

i is the α-Pauli opera-
tor on the ith spin. A straightforward modification of the
Heisenberg model is the one-dimensional XY model, initially
introduced and solved by Lieb, Schultz, and Mattis [46–48]
in the absence of an applied magnetic field. In our study, we
conducted a time dynamics simulation of the XY Hamilto-
nian involving three spins. We calculated the time-evolving
staggered magnetization, denoted as ms(t), and established its
connection to antiferromagnetism and ferrimagnetism in ma-
terials, as outlined below.:

ms(t) =
1
N ∑

i
(−1)i ⟨σz(t)⟩ . (7)
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Figure 5. Comparison of results for different spin chains of length 3,
4, and 5. Left columns shows the raw results obtained from the IBM
quantum devices with full compression and partial compression us-
ing YBE. The right columns shows the ANN corrected values. ANN
was trained on 30 percent of data and was used to predict values for
the rest 70 percent

The initial state we considered is the ground state, often re-
ferred to as the Ne’el state, of the XY Hamiltonian, repre-
sented as Ψ0 = |↑↓↑↓ ... ↑↓⟩. In this state, the staggered mag-
netization is equal to one. To study the time evolution, we con-
ducted simulations over a period of 2.5 units of time, employ-
ing a Trotter step size of 0.025 units. To introduce anisotropy
to the system, we chose specific parameters: Jx = −0.8 and
Jy = −0.2. In our analysis, we applied YBE compression
to each spin system, enabling the construction of a constant-
depth circuit that scales linearly with the number of qubits.
Additionally, to introduce extra noise into the system, we
utilized partial compression, resulting in larger circuits com-
pared to full compression.

We used the staggered magnetization data obtained from
fully compressed circuit, partially compressed circuit and
noiseless simulator to train ANN. From the full data point of
time-dynamics (100 steps for 3-5 qubits and 50 steps for 6-10
qubits) we used 30 percent data for the training and the rest 70
percent was used for prediction. As shown in the Fig 1 and 2,
the ANN is able to perform the correction and for every spin
chain it is able to push the noisy data closer to the noiseless
results.

The observed learning curve as shown in Fig 7 suggests in-
sights into the relationship between the number of data points
used and the learning performance of regression model as dis-
cussed below

• The initial steep increase in learning accuracy from 10
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Figure 6. Comparison of results for different spin chains of length
6 to 10 spins. Left columns shows the raw results obtained from
the IBM quantum devices with full compression and partial com-
pression using YBE. The right columns shows the ANN corrected
values. ANN was trained on 30 percent of data and was used to pre-
dict values for the rest 70 percent

to 40 data points indicates that with a small amount of
data, the model rapidly improves its understanding and
predictive capability. This is typical when a model en-
counters new information and adjusts its parameters to
fit the available data better.

• The subsequent flattening of the curve between 40 and
70 data points suggests that adding more data points
during this range has diminishing returns in terms of
improving the model’s accuracy. The model has likely
captured the underlying patterns in the data, and ad-
ditional information doesn’t significantly contribute to
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enhancing its performance.

• The oscillations observed from 70 to 90 data points in-
dicate a more complex relationship between the model
and the data. It’s possible that the model is becoming
sensitive to specific data points or noise, leading to fluc-
tuations in accuracy. This behavior may suggest that the
model is starting to overfit the training data.

• The overall pattern highlights the importance of finding
the right balance in the amount of training data. Too
few data points may result in underfitting, where the
model fails to capture the underlying patterns. How-
ever, beyond a certain point, additional data may not
significantly improve the model and could even lead to
overfitting.
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The same behavior is observed in the learning curve for 6 to
10 spin chains (as shown in Fig 8), which mirrors the pattern

described earlier. Initially, there’s a steep increase in learning
accuracy from 5 to 15 points, followed by a plateau from 20
to 35 points, and finally, oscillations in accuracy from 35 to
45 points. This pattern aligns with the principles of model
learning and the impact of varying data points [49, 50].

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this study, we have demonstrated the effectiveness of
an Artificial Neural Network (ANN) model in mitigating er-
rors during time dynamics simulations in quantum systems.
The model exhibits the capability to learn from partial data,
providing an advantage in handling the evolution of quantum
states over time. Our analysis reveals a characteristic learning
curve, where the model’s accuracy initially increases sharply
with a small subset of data points, plateaus during interme-
diate ranges, and exhibits oscillations in accuracy for larger
datasets.

Moreover, our approach leverages the Yang-Baxter Equa-
tion (YBE) compression technique to introduce additional
noise into the dataset. Despite using only two noisy data
points for a given time step, the ANN network proves robust.
The independent treatment of each spin’s time evolution by
the ANN enables effective error mitigation. We are exploring
the possibility of training the ANN using all spins simulta-
neously, a potential avenue for error mitigation in larger spin
chains.

Additionally, the versatility of this technique extends
to Hamiltonians following Yang-Baxter symmetry, such as
mean-field Hamiltonians. This extension opens avenues for
quantum error mitigation and the extraction of valuable in-
formation from diverse quantum systems. The presented
methodology holds promise for advancing the field of quan-
tum simulations and error-mitigation strategies. Future stud-
ies would focus on a detailed analysis of the impact of noise
on the learning model using a quantum simulator. Investigat-
ing how various types and levels of noise affect the model’s
performance will provide valuable insights into the robust-
ness and limitations of the error mitigation technique. This
analysis can contribute to refining the model for real-world
applications.

Second would be extension of the error mitigation tech-
nique to perform large-scale spin simulations on actual quan-
tum devices is a crucial step. This involves implementing the
model on quantum hardware, where error mitigation becomes
essential for accurate results. Studying the effectiveness of the
technique in a real-world, noisy quantum environment will be
instrumental in advancing quantum computing applications.
Our future research will explore alternative learning meth-
ods to enhance the accuracy of error mitigation. Comparing
and contrasting the performance of various machine learn-
ing algorithms or incorporating hybrid approaches may un-
cover more effective strategies. Understanding how different
learning methods respond to varying numbers of data points
can provide guidance for optimizing the error mitigation pro-
cess. Also, to facilitate broader adoption and application of
the error mitigation technique, there is a need to develop a
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user-friendly software package. This package could encapsu-
late the methodology, algorithms, and best practices for im-
plementing error mitigation using learning methods. Open-
sourcing such a package would contribute to the collaborative
advancement of quantum computing research and its practical
applications.

These future studies collectively aim to deepen our under-
standing of error mitigation in quantum simulations, extend
the technique to real-world quantum devices, explore diverse
learning methodologies, and provide accessible tools for re-
searchers and practitioners in the field. The outcomes of these
endeavors will play a pivotal role in advancing the capabilities
and reliability of quantum computing technologies.
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