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In a conventional circuit for quantum machine learning, the quantum gates used to encode the
input parameters and the variational parameters are constructed with a fixed order. The resulting
output function, which can be expressed in the form of a restricted Fourier series, has limited flex-
ibility in the distributions of its Fourier coefficients. This indicates that a fixed order of quantum
gates can limit the performance of quantum machine learning. Building on this key insight (also
elaborated with examples), we introduce indefinite causal order to quantum machine learning. Be-
cause the indefinite causal order of quantum gates allows for the superposition of different orders,
the performance of quantum machine learning can be significantly enhanced. Considering that the
current accessible quantum platforms only allow to simulate a learning structure with a fixed order
of quantum gates, we reform the existing simulation protocol to implement indefinite causal order
and further demonstrate the positive impact of indefinite causal order on specific learning tasks.
Our results offer useful insights into possible quantum effects in quantum machine learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

Arising from intrinsic quantum features such as su-
perposition and entanglement, quantum computation [1–
3] beating its classical counterparts is becoming a real-
ity. Numerous quantum algorithms [4–7] and experimen-
tal demonstrations [8–11] have aimed to realize quan-
tum advantages. Inspired by the capabilities of classical-
computation-based machine learning [12] across various
fields [13–15], the pursuit of a new era in machine learn-
ing founded on quantum computation [16–18] is natural
and necessary to harness quantum advantages. In a typ-
ical quantum learning model, a variational parameter-
ized quantum circuit [19–25], containing various quan-
tum gates, serves a role analogous to the neural network
in classical machine learning. The input vector x and
variational parameters θ are encoded as gate parameters.
The output y is represented by the expectation value of
an observable measured on the final state. This learning
structure gives rise to a mapping function fθ : x → y,
which is designed to approximate the ground truth re-
lation from x to y. The architecture of a quantum cir-
cuit fundamentally influences learning model’s capability,
akin to the role of structure in classical neural networks.

Given that different quantum gates are not com-
mutable in general, the ordering of quantum gates plays
an important role in a quantum circuit and consequently
in a quantum learning model. Specifically, the learning
capability of a quantum machine learning model can be
analyzed in terms of the frequency spectrum and Fourier
coefficients of a Fourier series that expresses the func-
tion fθ. The Fourier coefficients are determined by the
multiplication of the quantum gates used in a learning
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model. Now if, as in conventional quantum machine
learning, the quantum circuit has a fixed order of all in-
volved quantum gates, then the Fourier coefficients of
the associated learning model lacks certain flexibility in
response to changes in the variational parameters and
therefore limiting the learning ability of the quantum
model. This key recognition motivates us to introduce
indefinite causal order to relax this fixed-order limitation
so as to achieve an enhanced learning ability. The pro-
posal of using indefinite causal order is also stimulated by
the fact that it is a frontier topic that holds substantial
advantages in quantum computation [26–28] and quan-
tum information [29–32]. Indeed, unlike classical physics
with the order of operations being predefined, quantum
physics permits novel causality [33–35], thereby leading
to a coherent control of orders. Up to now, indefinite
causal order has been used to explore novel computa-
tional strategies and uncover more efficient algorithms for
specific tasks [36–42]. Moreover, the feasibility of imple-
menting indefinite causal order has been demonstrated in
experiments [43–45]. Our objective is to leverage the ad-
vantage of indefinite causal order so as to further unlock
the potential of quantum machine learning algorithms.

In particular, in this work we delve into the influence
of causal orders on quantum learning protocols, reveal-
ing how the flexibility of orders with quantum proper-
ties relaxes the limitation arising from a fixed order in
a quantum circuit in order to enhance the performance
of quantum machine learning. The improvement from
the extended causal order can be investigated in terms of
Fourier analysis. The resulting advantage due to indef-
inite causal order is manifested as more flexible Fourier
coefficients, as verified in some specific tasks. By em-
bracing the adaptability of causal orders imbued with
quantum characteristics, quantum machine learning, at
least in the special examples discussed below, is seen to
be more useful and powerful.
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This paper is organized as follows. We first briefly
explain the constraint imposed by a fixed causal order of
quantum gates. Then, we construct a quantum machine
learning model based on a more intricate causal order
and elaborate on how the improvement of the learning
ability arises from indefinite causal order. Finally, we
demonstrate how to simulate the indefinite causal order
on a quantum circuit and further utilize two examples
to verify the enhanced learning ability resulting from a
more flexible causal order.

II. IMPACT OF CAUSAL ORDERS ON
QUANTUM LEARNING ABILITY

As we show, conventional quantum machine learning
relies on parameterized quantum circuits. The structure
of a quantum circuit for learning is hyper-parameterized,
which typically remains fixed in designing a quantum
machine learning protocol. In a typical circuit, differ-
ent gates generally do not commute with one another.
This leads to a natural question: why one particular
order should be implemented but the others. The or-
der of gates in a quantum circuit is hence expected to
be a crucial factor in determining the learning ability of
a quantum machine learning model. This implies that
when expressing the learning model in the Fourier series,
a chosen particular order of gates imposes a strong (but
seems unnecessary) constraint on the resulting Fourier
coefficients.

To put the above-mentioned issue in a specific context,
below we shall focus on the widely adopted encoding-
variational structure, where the circuit consists of encod-
ing blocks and variational blocks. For simplicity, we con-
sider a scenario involving a univariate function with the
input variable x ∈ R. In this learning structure, the en-
coding gate is in form of g(x) = exp(−ixH) withH being
a Hermitian generator, and a variational block W (θ) is
comprised of N gates T i(θi) with variational parameter
θi, i ∈ [1, ..., N ]. The overall unitary evolution is then
given by

U(x,θ) = g(x)W (θ) = g(x)TN (θN )...T 1(θ1). (1)

The output fθ(x) is set to be the expectation value of an
observable O such that

fθ(x) = ⟨0|U†(x,θ)OU(x,θ) |0⟩ , (2)

where |0⟩ is the initial state.
To analyze the learning capability, we expand the func-

tion fθ(x) into a Fourier series [46]. For this purpose,
we diagonalize the generator H ≡ V †∑V , where

∑
is a diagonal matrix with elements being the eigenval-
ues λ1, ...λd of H. As such, the encoding gate yields
g(x) = V † exp(−ix

∑
)V . Considering that V is a unitary

operator and thus can be absorbed into the neighboring
variational block W (θ) and the observable O, the en-
coding gate can be simply taken as g(x) = exp(−ix

∑
).

The combination of this form of encoding gate g(x) and
the exact form of variational block W (θ) gives the ith
element of the final state |ψ⟩ = U(x,θ) |0⟩,

|ψ⟩i =
d∑

j1,...jN−1=1

e−iλiTN
ijN−1

(θN ) . . . T 2
j2j1(θ2)T

1
j11(θ1),

(3)
where T k

mn is an element of unitary matrix T k. There-
after, the output under a measurement yields

fθ(x) =
∑

k,l∈[d]

ei(λk−λl)xckl(θ), (4)

with

ckl(θ) =
∑
i,j

(T 1)†1i1(θ1)(T
2)†i1i2(θ2) . . . (T

N )†iN−1k
(θN )Okl

TN
ljN−1

(θN ) . . . T 2
j2j1(θ2)T

1
j11(θ1). (5)

Clearly then, the Fourier coefficients ckl(θ) as functions
of variational parameters θ are influenced by the adopted
order ofN gates in a variational block. This already hints
that a more intricate gate order corresponds to more com-
plex Fourier coefficients, thereby potentially resulting in
a better learning ability.

In a conventional quantum circuit, the sequence of
gates is predetermined and hence the causal order is
fixed. Consequently, this circuit can be seen as a struc-
ture of slots with different gates to be inserted in. This
kind of structure can be understood as a higher-order
transformation [47] that maps certain quantum opera-
tors to other quantum operators, namely, a quantum su-
permap. Extending this, various permutations of gates
can be combined in a distinguishable manner, thus defin-
ing the classical order. Put simply, for each slot the
utilized gates and their specific order are known. The
cumulative effect of such a classical order is a linear com-
bination of distinct fixed orders. This allows us to achieve
different orders simultaneously, but there is no coherence
between these different orders. The situation changes if
we introduce quantum superposition, where different or-
ders coexist, implying the coherence between them. Our
hope is that this coherence can yield more sophisticated
coefficient functions with respect to the variational pa-
rameters. In the following, we take a specific example to
illustrate three different causal orders and how to harness
quantum coherence to improve the learning ability.

For a 2-switch structure depicted in Fig. 1, the arrange-
ments of two operators A1 and A2 define causal orders.
If the control system is in ρc = |1⟩ ⟨1|, the causal order
is given by A2 ·A1 (Fig. 1(a)). Conversely, if ρc = |0⟩ ⟨0|,
the causal order becomes A1 ·A2 (Fig 1(b)). Thereafter,
for the control system ρc = I/2, the causal order yields
a linear combination of the two definite causal orders, as
shown in Fig 1(c). However, when ρc is in a quantum

superposition state |+⟩ ⟨+| with |+⟩ = (|0⟩ + |1⟩)/
√
2,

the causal order becomes indefinite and cannot be ex-
pressed as a combination of definite causal orders. In-
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stead, the indefinite causal order now exhibits the coher-
ence between two causal orders induced by items |1⟩ ⟨0|
and |0⟩ ⟨1| (Fig 1(d)).

FIG. 1. Illustration of different causal orders. (a) If ρc is in
|1⟩ ⟨1|, the causal order is A2 · A1. (b) If ρc is in |0⟩ ⟨0|, the
causal order is A1 · A2. (c) If ρc is in the linear combination
of two above state, i.e. in I/2 (classical 2 switch), the causal
order is separable as the linear combination of two above def-
inite orders. (d) If ρc in the superposition (i.e. |+⟩ ⟨+|), the
causal order is indefinite and cannot be separated into some
definite causal orders, with the superposition of causal order
(induced by |1⟩ ⟨0| and |0⟩ ⟨1|).

Let us now generalize the 2-switch structure to the N -
switch structure with the causal orders defined by the
arrangements of N operators Ak. In this case, the con-
trol system basis state |π⟩ signifies that the N gates are
deployed in the order (π1, ..., πN ) and the resulting over-

all unitary gate is Ãπ = AπN
...Aπ1 . The order here is

encoded into the state |π⟩ at the initialization stage of
the control process, and there is no dynamical control
involved. For different fixed orders π ∈

∏
N , we get

different output function fπθ(x) with the same frequency

spectrum, but different coefficients

cπkl(θ) =
∑
i,j

(Tπ1)†1i1(θ1)(T
π2)†i1i2(θ2) . . . (T

πN )†iN−1k
(θN )Okl

TπN

ljN−1
(θN ) . . . Tπ2

j2j1
(θ2)T

π1
j11

(θ1), (6)

where θ is the variational parameter. As a consequence,
the new output with classical N -switch is in the form of
the linear combination of different orders such that

fθ(x) =
∑
π

pπ
∑

k,l∈[d]

cπkle
i(λk−λl)x, (7)

with pπ ≥ 0 and
∑

π pπ = 1. In this case, the spec-
trum is still the result of the difference of eigenvalues
λk − λl and remains the same as that in the fixed order
case. By contrast, the control system ρc of a quantum
N -switch structure includes not only diagonal elements
|π⟩ ⟨π|, similar to the fixed orders case, but also non-
diagonal elements |π⟩ ⟨π′|, where π and π′ are two differ-
ent orders. Therefore, the coefficients appearing in the
output function contain new terms induced by the non-
diagonal elements of ρc, besides those in Eq. (6) induced
by the diagonal elements. For instance, with π represent-
ing the ascending order W (θ)π = TN (θN )...T 1(θ1) and

π′ as the descending order W (θ)π
′
= T 1(θ1)...T

N (θN ),
the coefficient corresponding to |π′⟩ ⟨π| is given by

c
|π′⟩⟨π|
kl (θ) =

∑
i,j

(TN )†1i1(θN )(TN−1)†i1i2(θN−1) . . .

(T 1)†iN−1k
(θ1)OklT

N
ljN−1

(θN ) . . .

T 2
j2j1(θ2)T

1
j11(θ1). (8)

Therefore, the consequent output function is

fθ(x) =
∑
π,π′

ρ
|π′⟩⟨π|
c

∑
k,l∈[d]

c
|π′⟩⟨π|
kl ei(λk−λl)x, (9)

where ρ
|π′⟩⟨π|
c is the coefficient of element |π′⟩ ⟨π| in the

control system state ρc. Here, the spectrum is still de-
termined by λk − λl.

From the above discussion, it is clear that introducing
controls of causal order keeps the frequency spectrum of
the output mapping unchanged but alters the coefficients
associated with respective frequencies. This flexibility of
these coefficients allows an enhancement on the learning
ability. In contrast to classical control of causal order
that exploiting the linear combination of different orders,
quantum control takes the flexibility a step further by
introducing novel coefficients arising from the coherence
of different orders, which do not exist in any fixed order.
This property indicates a higher level of expressivity.

III. SIMULATION OF QUANTUM CAUSAL
ORDER ON A QUANTUM CIRCUIT

Although a typical N -switch has been demonstrated
experimentally, the accessible quantum computation
platforms, including relevant packages and quantum
computers, are all with a fixed order. As such, to ex-
plore the advantages of quantum circuit with quantum
causal order, we still rely on the conventional quantum
circuit with a fixed order to proceed with the simulation,
but will have to reform the existing method [48].

The fundamental concept involves utilizing certain
subsystems to assist in order control and subsequently
discarding these subsystems. Let us now consider the
simulation of a quantum circuit with an N -switch with
N gates, denoted as {Ai}. The objective is to implement
quantum causal order on the target system Ht. Given
that each order πi, where i ∈ {1, ..., N !}, is distinguish-
able, the bases |π⟩ of an ancillary system Hα represent
these permutation orders. There are N additional work-
ing target systems Ht1 , ...,HtN , each isomorphic to Ht.
Additionally, we require a control system Hc ⊗ HCH to
manage the insertion of gates. In the control system, Hc

is spanned by {|k⟩c}Nk=1, with the basis |k⟩c indicating
the gates inserted into the current slot. Simultaneously,
HCH is spanned by {⊗N

i=1 |Ki⟩}, where Ki = 1 if the ith
operator Ai has been applied and Ki = 0 otherwise.
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The primary control method is as follows: The overall
initial state is given by

|ψ0⟩ = |ψ⟩t ⊗ |ψπ⟩α ⊗ |0⟩c ⊗ |∅⟩CH

N⊗
i=1

|0⟩ti , ∀ψ, (10)

where |ψ⟩t is the initial target state and |ψπ⟩α =∑
i ci |πi⟩

α
represents the superposition of different order.

We employ control operators U1 between the initial state
and the first slot, Un+1 between the nth and (n + 1)th
slots for n ∈ {1, ..., N − 1}, and UN+1 between the Nth
slot and the final state. According to the order state |π⟩
of the ancillary system, control operator U1 transforms
the initial state |0⟩ of Hc to |π(1)⟩. Control operator
Un+1 changes the state |π(n)⟩ of Hc to |π(n+ 1)⟩ and
flips the state

∣∣Kπ(n)

〉
of HCH from |0⟩ to |1⟩. Control

operator UN+1 changes the state |π(N)⟩ of Hc to |0⟩ and
flips the state

∣∣Kπ(N)

〉
of HCH from |0⟩ to |1⟩. Here,

π(n) represents the gate inserted in slot n with the order
π. Following the control operator, a Controlled-SWAP
operator swaps the target system Ht and the additional
working system Htπ(n) as indicated by the state |π(n)⟩
of the system Hc. At each slot, gate Ak is applied to
the kth additional working system Htk to ensure that
the target state undergoes the gate Aπ(n). Subsequently,
another Controlled-SWAP is applied to swap the target
state back to the target system Ht.

In the above discussion, all subsystems are assumed to
have proper dimensions, but this condition is not realistic
in practice. For example, the N !-dimensional ancillary
system represents the different orders of the N -switch
structure. However, in a quantum circuit, this system
should consist of n qubits, as 2n ≥ N !, and we need to
take into account the redundant 2n −N ! dimensions. To
implement this simulation method, we need to provide
the realistic and feasible structure of the simulation cir-
cuit. That is, in an N -switch structure, there are N !
different orders, and N gates are inserted in these or-
ders. These characteristics necessitate the consideration
of some redundancies in these systems. The ancillary
system Hα comprises Nα = ⌈log(N !)⌉ qubits. The first
N ! basis vectors, forming the effective space E, represent
the permutation orders, while the rest constitute a re-
dundancy space R. In the control system, Hc contains
Nc = ⌈log(N)⌉ qubits. The first N basis vectors, denoted
as the effective space cE , indicate one of N gates to be
inserted, and the rest form the redundancy space cR. Ad-
ditionally, HCH is composed of N qubits. The target sys-
tem consists of Nt qubits, and the N additional working
systems are all isomorphic to the target system, requiring
NNt qubits. Therefore, a total ofNt(N+1)+Nα+N+Nc

qubits are necessary in the quantum circuit. These re-
dundancy spaces R and cR (ignored in previous work)
should be treated appropriately. Taking into account the
redundancy spaces, we clarify the control unitary opera-
tors Ui,

U1 = 1
t ⊗ 1

CH ⊗
(∑

π∈E

|π⟩ ⟨π|α ⊗
∑
i∈cE

|π(1) + i⟩ ⟨i|c +
∑
π∈E

|π⟩ ⟨π|α ⊗
∑
i∈cR

|i⟩ ⟨i|c +
∑
π∈R

|π⟩ ⟨π|α ⊗
∑
i

|i⟩ ⟨i|c
)
,

Un =
(
1
tCH ⊗ SHIFT(c,α)

)(
1⊗ ExUnion(CH ,c)

)
, n ∈ {2, ..., N},

UN+1 =
(
1
tCH ⊗ FINAL(α,c)

)(
1⊗ ExUnion(CH ,c)

)
, (11)

with some functional components

ExUnion(CH ,c) =
∑
i∈cE

|i⟩ ⟨i|c ⊗
∑
K

|KZ∪{i}⟩ ⟨K|CH +
∑
i∈cR

|i⟩ ⟨i|c ⊗ 1
CH ,

SHIFT(c,α) =
∑
j∈cE

∑
π∈E

|π⟩ ⟨π|α ⊗
∣∣π(π−1(j) + 1)

〉
⟨j|c +

∑
j∈cE

∑
π∈R

+
∑
j∈cR

∑
π∈E

+
∑
j∈cR

∑
π∈R

 |π⟩ ⟨π|α ⊗ |j⟩ ⟨j|c ,

FINAL(α,c) =

 ∑
π∈E&j∈cE

|π⟩ ⟨π|α ⊗ |j⟩ ⟨π(N) + j|c +
∑

otherwise

|π⟩ ⟨π|α ⊗ |j⟩ ⟨j|c
 , (12)

where KZ∪{i} = K ∪ i if i ̸⊂ K, else KZ∪i = K \ {i}. At each time slot, the Controlled-SWAP gate with Ak acting on

the additional working systems constructs the gate the Ã′, resulting in

Ã′ =

(∑
k∈cE

|k⟩ ⟨k|c ⊗ SWAP(t, tk) +
∑
k∈cR

|k⟩ ⟨k|c ⊗ I

)(
N−1⊗
k=0

Ak

)(∑
k∈cE

|k⟩ ⟨k|c ⊗ SWAP(t, tk) +
∑
k∈cR

|k⟩ ⟨k|c ⊗ I

)
(13)
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with the SWAP gate that swaps the states of two d-dimensional quantum systems given by

SWAP(a, b) =

d−1∑
i,j=0

|i⟩ ⟨j|a ⊗ |j⟩ ⟨i|b . (14)

With such a construction, the overall quantum circuit for the N -switch structure is apparent, and the final state |ψf ⟩
is given by

|ψf ⟩ = UN+1Ã
′UN . . . U2Ã

′U1 |ψ0⟩ . (15)

In this final state |ψf ⟩, the superposition of N ! permutation orders is achieved with the superposition of the ancillary
system state |ψπ⟩α. It is noted that there are some redundant elements from the bases |π⟩α, where π ∈ R. This
redundant part can be discarded by setting the ancillary part in the observable as a Hermitian operator existing in
the effective space E.

IV. VERIFICATION OF IMPROVEMENT
FROM INDEFINITE CAUSAL ORDER

After having illustrated the simulation method in the
above section, let us now take two examples to show-
case the benefits of a more flexible causal order. One
is a quantum learning model with a 2-switch structure,
where the output function with indefinite causal order
performs better than that with fixed and classical or-
ders. The other one is applying a 3-switch structure to a
binary classification task, where the classical order allows
an improved accuracy and the quantum order permits a
higher-level improvement, compared with the fixed-order
structure.

A. Quantum learning model with 2-switch

Consider a simple quantum circuit with a 2-switch
structure. In this learning structure, we take the ini-
tial state as |0⟩, the input as x (encoded by the rotation
angle of a RX gate) and the variational parameter as θ
(encoded by the rotation angle of a RZ gate). The ob-
servable is σz and the output is the expectation value
of this observable, denoted by y. For this setup, there
exist two causal orders, RZ(θ)RX(x) and RX(x)RZ(θ).
With the first order RZ(θ)RX(x), the output state is
RZ(θ)RX(x) |0⟩ and then the final mapping function is
cosx. We can find that the variational parameter θ dis-
appears and hence this structure has no learning ability
based on the fact we cannot adjust the variational pa-
rameter θ to fit the target function (not cosx). For the
second order RX(x)RZ(θ), the output function is still
cosx and thus this circuit has no learning ability either.

We now add an order control system Hc with |0⟩c and
|1⟩c indicating the orders RZ(θ)RX(x) and RX(x)RZ(θ)
respectively. In this case, the initial state of whole sys-
tem is |+⟩c ⊗ |0⟩. In the classical 2-switch structure, the
whole observable reads Ic ⊗ σz and the output is the
linear combination of two different orders after tracing
out the control system, thereby the output being still
cosx. As a result, the classical control version of this

structure is unable to learn a general target function.
However, in the quantum case, the coherence of two dif-
ferent orders is introduced into the learning model. This
leads to the whole observable being |+⟩ ⟨+|c ⊗ σz. It
is straightforward that the coherence of different orders
is from the items |0⟩ ⟨1|c and |1⟩ ⟨0|c in the control sys-
tem. From this structure, a new function appears, that
is [(3+ cos θ) cosx+1− cos θ]/4. Clearly, the variational
parameter θ reemerges and an additional item with zero
frequency appears in this Fourier series.
This structure can be made more complex by replacing

RZ(θ) with a general unitary gate involving three varia-
tional parameters such that RZ(θ) → U(θ, ϕ, λ). For the
order U(θ, ϕ, λ)RX(x), the output function is given by
cos θ cosx − sin θ sinλ sinx. It is obvious that the varia-
tional parameter ϕ disappears and there is no constant
item. For the RX(x)U(θ, ϕ, λ), the output function reads
cos θ cosx− sin θ sinϕ sinx, which is similar to the above
one except for the replacement between ϕ and λ so that
there is no constant item with any definite order and their
mixture (namely, classical control of order). But with
the coherence of these two different orders, a new item
emerges. It is (1+sinϕ sinλ) cos θ− cosϕ cosλ+(sinϕ−
sinλ) sin θ sinx+ [(1− sinϕ sinλ) cos θ+cosϕ cosλ] cosx
arising from the interference between two orders |0⟩ ⟨1|
and |1⟩ ⟨0|. The constant item appears, and all varia-
tional parameters can be used to optimize this learning
model.

B. Improvement in a classification task

We have demonstrated the improvement of learning
ability by analyzing the output function. In the follow-
ing, we perform a binary classification task using a single
qubit circuit with a two-dimensional dataset to showcase
this learning advantage in practical scenarios. Here, we
use the package QISKIT [49] to construct the quantum
circuit and then train it with COBYLA so as to get op-
timal parameters.
The input is a 2D vector x = [x1, x2] with x1, x2 ∈

[−1, 1]. The distribution of the dataset is as follows: a
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square with a width of 2 is divided into two parts by a
circle with a radius of

√
2/π. The samples inside (out-

side) the circle with label y = −1 (1) are marked as green
(blue) points. The decision function is

y = sgn

[
(x1)

2 + (x2)
2 − 2

π

]
. (16)

In this learning task, we utilize a single qubit system
to perform the computation. The model includes a RZ

gate for encoding the variable x1, a RY gate for encoding
the variable x2, and a unitary gate U(ϕ, θ, ω) containing
three trainable parameters [ϕ, θ, ω]. The observable is
taken as σz. As the output, denoted as e ∈ [−1, 1], is the
expectation value, we define the classification criterion as

y =

{
−1, e ≤ 0,

1, e > 0.
(17)

To provide a clearer comparison, we simplify the setup
by using only one layer that contains three gates men-
tioned above, without repeating it. The training dataset
consists of 200 sample points.

We start with the fixed order Uoverall =
U(ϕ, θ, ω)RY (x2)RZ(x1), as shown in Fig. 2(a).
The accuracy of classification for such struc-
ture is 50% with the optimal parameters vector
[λ, θ, ω] = [1.6623, 0.8838, 1.5971]. Then, we test this
obtained model. The testing result is shown in Fig. 2(b),
where all input points are recognized as green. The
result indicates that the structure lacks the ability to
learn the target pattern.

Then, we introduce the circuit setup for simulating
classical and quantum 3-switch with U(ϕ, θ, ω), Ry(x2)
and Rz(x1), the structure of which is shown in Fig. 3.
The circuit consists of 9 qubits, where nα = 3 qubits
(q6, q7, q8) are allocated for the ancillary system Hα,
nc = 2 qubits (q4, q5) are allocated for the control system
Hc, and qubit q0 is allocated for the target Ht. There is
an additional working target system (q1, q2, q3) ∈ Ht1t2t3 .
Considering that it is unnecessary to record which gate
is used in our simulation, there is no system HCH . For
the pink block in Fig. 3, we place three unitary gates
on the nα qubits, resulting in 9 trainable parameters
[crij ], i, j = 1, 2, 3. Besides, we add three CNOT gates
into this block so as to produce entanglement between
different qubits. This makes the states in Hα flexible
enough to represent different distributions of 6 possi-
ble orders, labelled by the first six basic states, from

|000⟩H
α

to |101⟩H
α

, in this space. Denoting RZ(x1)
as gate 0, RY (x2) as gate 1 and U(ϕ, θ, ω) as gate 2,
then the sequences of the 6 possible orders are given
by {[0, 1, 2], [0, 2, 1], [1, 0, 2], [1, 2, 0], [2, 0, 1], [2, 1, 0]}. The
internal operations U1, U2, U3 and U4 in the circuit di-
agram are depicted as blue blocks. These operations is
used to connect the ancillary and control systems, and
to change the state of the control system based on the
states in the ancillary system. The first three basis states

|00⟩H
c

, |01⟩H
c

and |10⟩H
c

of the control system indicate
the actual gate applied to the target state in the subse-

quent steps, and the last basis state |11⟩H
c

is a redun-
dancy. This mechanism allows for the control of the gate
operations based on the specific order being processed.
The yellow block comprises three elementary controlled-
swap gates, employed to swap the target system with
one of three additional target qubit systems, effectively
constructing an aforementioned Controlled-SWAP gate.

The variational parameters makes up a 12-dimensional
vector [ϕ, θ, ω, {crij}i,j=1,2,3]. In classical N -switch, dif-
ferent orders exist simultaneously, but there is no co-
herence between them. Therefore, the observable is∑

πi∈E |πi⟩ ⟨πi|α ⊗ Ict1t2t3 ⊗ σt
z ∈ Hαct1t2t3t. The out-

put is the linear combination of different orders. Here,
we would like to point out that due to the redun-
dancy of the ancillary system Hα, the final output
differs slightly from the ideal one without the redun-
dancy space. That is, with the final state |ψπ⟩α =∑

i ci |πi⟩
α

of Hα and the observable
∑

πi∈E |πi⟩ ⟨πi|α
measured on the effective space E, the ideal state of
Hα should be |ψπ⟩αideal = γ

∑
πi∈E ci |πi⟩

α
with a nor-

malization factor γ =
(∑

πi∈E |ci|2
)−1

. Therefore, this
difference only involves a positive scaling factor γ and
hence does not affect the predicted label or the accu-
racy of the ideal structure. With the classical con-
trol of causal order, the final accuracy significantly
improves to 62% with the optimal parameter vector
[1.7567, 2.2360, 0.7842, 0.9630, 0.2881, 0.7284, 1.8383,

FIG. 2. Circuit with the fixed order and the classification
result for two dimensional binary classification task. (a) The
circuit with fixed order. The first two gates RZ and RY are
used to encode the two dimensional input vector [x1, x2], and
the unitary gate with three training parameters {λ, θ, ω} is
as the variational part. (b) The classification result of 200
randomly selected samples. The wrongly classified samples
are marked with red circles. The accuracy is 50%.
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FIG. 3. Circuit diagram for a 3-switch system utilizing 9 qubits. It depicts a 3-switch circuit for introducing classical control of
causal order to actual gates U(ϕ, θ, ω), RY (x2), and RZ(x1). The circuit comprises 9 qubits, with 3 qubits (q6, q7, q8) allocated
for the ancillary system Hα, 2 qubits (q4, q5) for the control system Hc, and 4 qubits for the target system Ht and additional
working target system Ht1t2t3 . The flexibility in the ancillary system allows leveraging the superposition of different orders.
The red block represents three unitary gates on the ancillary qubits with 9 trainable parameters [crij ]. Additionally, CNOT
gates induce entanglement between different qubits in the ancillary system. Internal operations U1, U2, U3 ,U4 (blue blocks)
connect the ancillary and control systems and transfer the control system’s state based on the order state. The control system’s
basic states determine which actual gate is applied. The yellow block shows three control swap (csw) gates that swap target and
additional target qubit systems based on the control system’s state. Three control swaps are needed to construct the overall
swap operation.

FIG. 4. Possibilities of the final state based on classical N -
switch. The first six bases represent different orders. Among
these six bases, the dominant outputs are observed for |000⟩
and |001⟩, resulting in a final result that is a linear combina-
tion of these two orders.

0.8536,−0.0387, 0.0011, 0.4796, 0.7081]. The learnt clas-
sification boundary is about x2 = −0.75, i.e., the blue
points in the lower edge part are classified correctly, as
shown in Fig. 6(a). This demonstrates that the new
structure has successfully learned a significant portion
of the target pattern. Thus, the enhanced expressivity of
the circuit from classical control of causal order is con-
firmed. As the output is the linear combination of differ-
ent orders and the corresponding coefficients are propor-
tional to the possibilities on the basic states, we project
the final state |ψ⟩α to the bases in the ancillary system.
The possibility distribution is shown in Fig. 4. The re-
sult indicates that the optimal output using the classical
N -switch occurs when combining the orders [0, 1, 2] and
[1, 0, 2] mainly. In line with the explanation in the fixed
order case, the circuit with the order [0, 1, 2] fails to cap-
ture the underlying pattern. Similarly, the circuit with
the order [1, 0, 2] (shown in Fig. 5) also struggles to rec-
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FIG. 5. Circuit with order [1, 0, 2] and the classification re-
sult for two dimensional binary classification task. (a) The
circuit with order [1, 0, 2]. The overall unitary operator is
RY (x2)U(λ, θ, ω)RZ(x1) (b) The classification result of 200
randomly selected samples. The wrongly classified samples
are marked with red circles. The accuracy is 50%.

ognize the distribution pattern with the optimal param-
eters [1.6623, 1.5971, 0.7883]. However, a linear combina-
tion of the two orders demonstrates an improved learning
capability, capturing a significant portion of the target
pattern. This improvement validates the efficacy of the
classical control of causal order.

FIG. 6. Classification result of 200 randomly selected samples
for the circuits with classical and quantum control of causal
order. The wrongly classified samples are marked with red
circles. (a) With the classical control of causal order, the cir-
cuit is able to identify the lower edge part, the boundary is a
line at about x2 = −0.75 and the accuracy increases to 62%.
(b) With the quantum control of causal order, the accuracy
increases to 86%. Only some sample points around the clas-
sification boundary are classified wrongly. This implies the
learnt boundary becomes the correct circle boundary almost.

If we integrate the quantum control of causal order into
the learning model, the accuracy can be further improved
to a higher level. To that end, we define our observ-

FIG. 7. Real and imaginary parts of the ancillary system state
matrix using quantum 3-switch. The color of each square in-
dicates the sign of the corresponding element, with white rep-
resenting positive values and black indicating negative values.
The size of each square reflects the absolute value. The first
six bases (highlighted by red lines) are of particular inter-
est. The analysis reveals a strong coherence among the orders
[0, 1, 2], [1, 2, 0], and [2, 1, 0].

able as
∑

πi,πj∈αE
|πi⟩ ⟨πj |α ⊗ Ict1t2t3 ⊗ σz ∈ Hαct1t2t3t

which, by construction, can exploit the interference be-
tween different casual orders. In this setup, the term
|πi⟩ ⟨πj |α with i ̸= j represents the coherence of differ-
ent order πi and πj , a term absent from classical con-
trol. The diagonal part of |πi⟩ ⟨πi|α, akin to the classical
N -switch scenario, is not related to the coherence be-
tween different orders and thus only representing a mix-
ture of different orders. With the optimal parameters
[1.6628, 1.6813, 1.3400, 1.4326, 1.5209, 0.0921, 0.5260,
0.9382, 1.2003, 1.5877,−0.3781,−0.5879] from the train-
ing, the accuracy improves further to 86%. From the
distribution of the classification result in Fig. 6(b), it
can be observed that a few points near the boundary are
misclassified. However, the learned boundary approaches
the actual circular boundary quite closely. As a result,
this model has successfully learned the underlying pat-
tern to a significant extent.

To investigate the coherence among different orders,
the state matrix ρ of the ancillary system is presented in
Fig 7. The left-hand side displays the real part of the
state matrix, while the right-hand side shows the imagi-
nary part. The color of each square indicates the sign of
the corresponding matrix element, with white represent-
ing positive values and black indicating negative values.
The size of each square reflects the absolute value of the
element. Since the last two bases, |110⟩ and |111⟩, serve
as redundant parts with no specific order, our focus is
solely on the first six bases. Notably, the bases |000⟩,
|011⟩, and |101⟩ dominate the matrix, suggesting that
the orders [0, 1, 2], [1, 2, 0], and [2, 1, 0], along with their
coherence, play a decisive role in determining the output.
Upon revisiting the performance with 2 re-uploading lay-
ers with fixed order, we observe an improvement to an
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FIG. 8. Circuit with a fixed order and 2 re-uploading layers,
along with its classification result. The performance demon-
strates improvement compared to the single layer case. Cor-
rect classification is observed for the upper and lower parts of
the blue points, resulting in an accuracy of 78%.

accuracy 78%, albeit not surpassing the results obtained
with quantum control of causal order. Although this
setup incorporates more gates (six gates in this case),
the comparison with the quantum control case suggests
that while expanding the spectrum range with more lay-
ers, the flexibility of the respective coefficients may still
constrain our model from achieving superior learning ca-
pabilities. This observation implies that, in many cases,
the frequency spectrum alone may be adequate, but the
restricted flexibility of the coefficients hinders the im-
provements in model performance.

Based on the above results, we can observe that as the

control of causal order becomes more complex, the ex-
pressivity of a quantum circuit improves significantly. By
controlling the causal order, we can manipulate the flow
of information and the quantum coherence within the cir-
cuit, allowing for more intricate and sophisticated com-
putations. Therefore, the control of causal order plays
a crucial role in harnessing the full potential of a quan-
tum circuit, enabling it to tackle more intricate tasks and
enhance its learning ability.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated enhanced learning
ability achieved with classical order and indefinite causal
order, in contrast to the prevailing fixed-order structure
in current quantum machine learning models. Through
an analysis of the output function, we have elucidated
that classical control of causal order only uses a linear
combination of different orders. By contrast, indefinite
causal order introduces coherence between different or-
ders, resulting in more complex and coherent coefficients.
These improvements are further confirmed by two ex-
amples, the output function of a 2-switch structure and
the performance of a 3-switch structure in a binary clas-
sification task. With the improvement from quantum
causal order having been demonstrated through simula-
tions on a quantum circuit in this paper, its actual per-
formance on a real quantum device with different causal
orders needs to be confirmed. Additionally, beyond the
N -switch structure, the dynamic quantum causal order
structure [47] is more intricate, and hence exploring the
effects of this structure should be a promising avenue for
future studies.
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[28] M. Araújo, F. Costa, and Č. Brukner, Computational
advantage from quantum-controlled ordering of gates,
Physical review letters 113, 250402 (2014).

[29] S. Salek, D. Ebler, and G. Chiribella, Quantum communi-
cation in a superposition of causal orders, arXiv preprint
arXiv:1809.06655 (2018).

[30] K. Goswami, Y. Cao, G. Paz-Silva, J. Romero, and
A. White, Increasing communication capacity via super-
position of order, Physical Review Research 2, 033292
(2020).

[31] G. Chiribella, M. Banik, S. S. Bhattacharya, T. Guha,
M. Alimuddin, A. Roy, S. Saha, S. Agrawal, and G. Kar,

Indefinite causal order enables perfect quantum commu-
nication with zero capacity channels, New Journal of
Physics 23, 033039 (2021).
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