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ABSTRACT
This article describes how to solve Sudoku puzzles using Quadratic
Unconstrained Binary Optimization (QUBO). To this end, a QUBO
instance with 729 variables is constructed, encoding a Sudoku grid
with all constraints in place, which is then partially assigned to
account for clues. The resulting instance can be solved with a Quan-
tum Annealer, or any other strategy, to obtain the fully filled-out
Sudoku grid. Moreover, as all valid solutions have the same energy,
the QUBO instance can be used to sample uniformly from the space
of valid Sudoku grids. We demonstrate the described method using
both a heuristic solver and a Quantum Annealer.

1 INTRODUCTION
Sudoku is a puzzle game originating from Japan, consisting of a
9 × 9 square grid of cells that can hold the numbers 1 to 9. Initially,
some cells contain “clues”, but most cells are empty. The objective
is to fill in the missing numbers in such a way that (i) each row
contains all numbers exactly once, (ii) each column contains all
numbers exactly once, (iii) each 3 × 3 sub-grid (“block”) contains
all numbers exactly once. It has been shown that the problem is
NP-complete for general grids of size 𝑁 2 × 𝑁 2 [22].

Quadratic Unconstrained Binary Optimization (QUBO) is the
problem of finding a binary vector 𝒙∗ ∈ B𝑛 with B ..= {0, 1} that
minimizes the energy function

𝑓𝑸 (𝒙) ..= 𝒙⊺𝑸𝒙 =
∑︁

𝑖, 𝑗∈[𝑛]
𝑖≤ 𝑗

𝑄𝑖 𝑗𝑥𝑖𝑥 𝑗 , (1)

where 𝑸 ∈ R𝑛×𝑛 is an upper triangular weight matrix, and [𝑛]
denotes the set {1, . . . , 𝑛}. It is an NP-hard optimization problem
[19] with numerous applications, ranging from economics [11, 15]
over satisfiability [13] and resource allocation [6, 18] to Machine
Learning [1, 3, 4, 8, 17, 20], among others. In recent years it has
gained renewed attention because it is equivalent to the Ising model,
which can be solved physically through quantum annealing [9, 12],
for which specialized quantum computers have been developed
[7]. Aside from quantum annealing, QUBO can be solved—exactly
or approximately—with a wide range of optimization strategies. A
comprehensive overview can be found in [14].

The idea of embedding Sudoku in QUBO in inspired by [2],
where an embedding is described for generalized Sudoku with
side length 𝑁 2 and solved using Hopfield networks. The authors
employ constraints to ensure that all numbers appear once in every
row, column and block, that no cell is empty, and that the given
clues are used correctly. This work deviates from this strategy in
two ways: Instead of using additional constraints for clues, we
fix a subset of variables and remove them from the optimization
altogether, reducing the problem size considerably. Further, we use
∗ 0000-0001-8332-6169
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Figure 1: Hard Sudoku puzzle from the New York Times on
January 8, 2024, containing 24 clues. The solution is shown
in Appendix A.

no constraints to force all cells to be non-empty, but encourage
non-empty solutions through reward and rely on the QUBO solver
to discover the correct solutions, which have lowest energy.

While [2] presents a general solution for any 𝑁 , we focus on
𝑁 = 3 as the default Sudoku in this work. However, a generalization
of the techniques presented hereinafter is trivial.

2 THE SUDOKU QUBO
We introduce binary indicator variables 𝑧𝑖 𝑗𝑘 ∈ B for all 𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘 ∈ [9]
with the interpretation “the cell in row 𝑖 , column 𝑗 has number 𝑘”,
resulting in a total of 729 variables that describe a Sudoku grid with
every possible combination of numbers. The constraints described
in Section 1 are encoded into a QUBO weight matrix 𝑺 through a
positive penalty weight 𝜆. Given two cells (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) and (𝑖′, 𝑗 ′, 𝑘′),
we have to penalize if any of four conditions hold:

(i) 𝑖 = 𝑖′ ∧ 𝑗 ≠ 𝑗 ′ ∧ 𝑘 = 𝑘′

(same number twice in the same row)
(ii) 𝑖 ≠ 𝑖′ ∧ 𝑗 = 𝑗 ′ ∧ 𝑘 = 𝑘′

(same number twice in the same column)
(iii) ⌊𝑖/3⌋ = ⌊𝑖′/3⌋ ∧ ⌊ 𝑗/3⌋ = ⌊ 𝑗 ′/3⌋ ∧ 𝑘 = 𝑘′

(same number twice in the same block)
(iv) 𝑖 = 𝑖′ ∧ 𝑗 = 𝑗 ′ ∧ 𝑘 ≠ 𝑘′

(multiple numbers in the same cell)
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Using only penalties would assign the same energy to empty
cells without any bits set to 1 as to filled-out cells. For this reason,
we reward solutions for having a high number of 1-bits by giving
each variable 𝑧𝑖 𝑗𝑘 a linear weight of−1. In order to represent all 𝑧𝑖 𝑗𝑘
as a continuous bit vector, we need an arbitrary but fixed bijection
𝜄 : [9]3 → [729], e.g.,

𝜄 (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ..= 81𝑖 + 9 𝑗 + 𝑘 . (2)

This allows us to work with bit vectors 𝒙 ∈ B729 such that 𝑥𝑢 = 𝑧𝑖 𝑗𝑘
if 𝜄 (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) = 𝑢 for all 𝑢 ∈ [729]. Finally, the entries of 𝑺 can be
summarized as

𝑆𝑢𝑣
..=


𝜆 if 𝑢 ≠ 𝑣 and any of (i)-(iv) are true,

where 𝑢 = 𝜄 (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) and 𝑣 = 𝜄 (𝑖′, 𝑗 ′, 𝑘′)
−1 if 𝑢 = 𝑣

0 otherwise.

(3)

The value of 𝜆 has to be chosen such that it cancels out the
reward of two placed numbers, which implies 𝜆 > 2. We simply set
𝜆 = 3 for the remainder of this article.

2.1 Incorporating Clues
In a normal Sudoku puzzle, a subset of grid cells comes pre-filled
with numbers that serve as clues, which the player uses to fill in
the remaining numbers through deductive reasoning. Let 𝐶 denote
a set of tuples (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) which are given as clues. We can incorpo-
rate them by fixing the values of the corresponding variables at
indices 𝜄 (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) and exclude them from the optimization procedure,
reducing the search space size by half with every clue.

Clamping variables. We can transform any QUBO instance 𝑸 of
size 𝑛 into a smaller instance 𝑸 ′ by assigning fixed values to one or
more variables, sometimes referred to as clamping [5]. Assume we
have two sets 𝐼0, 𝐼1 ⊆ [𝑛] with 𝐼0∩ 𝐼1 = ∅, and we want to implicitly
assign 𝑥𝑖 = 0 ∀𝑖 ∈ 𝐼0 and 𝑥 𝑗 = 1 ∀𝑗 ∈ 𝐼1. Doing this allows us to
eliminate these variables, such that𝑸 ′ has only size𝑚 = 𝑛−|𝐼0 |−|𝐼1 |.
Firstly, we introduce a function 𝜅 that maps the remaining variable
indices [𝑛]\𝐼0\𝐼1 to [𝑚]. Given a vector 𝒙′ ∈ B𝑚 , we can compute
the original energy value by re-inserting the fixed bits into 𝒙′ and
evaluating with 𝑸 . For simplicity, assume that 𝒙′ is padded with an
additional constant 1 at the end, obtaining 𝒙′′ = (𝑥 ′1, . . . , 𝑥

′
𝑚, 1) ∈

B𝑚+1. We can construct a matrix 𝑻 ∈ B𝑛×(𝑚+1) that re-inserts the
implicit bits, whose rows read

𝑻𝑖,· =


(0, 0, . . . , 0, 0) if 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼0,
(0, 0, . . . , 0, 1) if 𝑖 ∈ 𝐼1,
𝒆
⊺
𝜅 (𝑖 ) otherwise.

(4)

The original energy value thus can be obtained as

𝑓𝑸 (𝒙) = (𝑻𝒙′′)⊺︸   ︷︷   ︸
𝒙⊺

𝑸 (𝑻𝒙′′)︸ ︷︷ ︸
𝒙

= 𝒙′′⊺ 𝑻⊺𝑸𝑻︸︷︷︸
𝑸 ′′

𝒙′′ . (5)

The matrix 𝑻⊺𝑸𝑻 =.. 𝑸 ′′ has size (𝑚 + 1) × (𝑚 + 1). However, we
can reduce it to an𝑚×𝑚 matrix by exploiting that 𝑥 ′′

𝑚+1 = 1, which
lets us set 𝑸 ′ ..= 𝑸 ′′

:𝑚,:𝑚 + diag
[
𝑸 ′′
𝑚+1,:𝑚

]
+ diag

[
𝑸 ′′
:𝑚,𝑚+1

]
∈ R𝑚×𝑚

due to 𝑥𝑖𝑥𝑚+1 = 𝑥𝑖 ∀𝑖 ∈ [𝑚]. Here, : 𝑚 as an index denotes all
rows or columns up to and including index 𝑚, as illustrated in
Fig. 2. The value 𝑄 ′′

𝑚+1,𝑚+1 =
.. 𝑐 is an additive constant, which can

𝑸 ′′
:𝑚,:𝑚

𝑸 ′′
𝑚+1,:𝑚

𝑸
′′ :𝑚
,𝑚

+1

𝑐

diag [
𝑸 ′′:𝑚

,𝑚+1 ]

diag [
𝑸 ′′𝑚+1,:𝑚 ]

+

+

+

𝑸 ′

Figure 2: Computation of 𝑸 ′ from 𝑸 ′′.

be ignored during optimization and carried along to recover the
original energy value, which is

𝑓𝑸 (𝒙) = 𝑓𝑸 ′ (𝒙′) + 𝑐 = 𝒙′⊺𝑸 ′𝒙′ + 𝑐 . (6)

Given our set of clues 𝐶 , we can clamp the relevant variables of
𝑺 the following way: For all (𝑖, 𝑗, 𝑘) ∈ 𝐶 ,

(I) clamp 𝑥𝜄 (𝑖, 𝑗,𝑘 ) = 1, fixing the correct value for cell (𝑖, 𝑗);
(II) ∀𝑘′ ≠ 𝑘 , clamp 𝑥𝜄 (𝑖, 𝑗,𝑘 ′ ) = 0, removing the remaining pos-

sible values for cell (𝑖, 𝑗);
(III) ∀𝑖′ ≠ 𝑖, 𝑗 ′ ≠ 𝑗 , clamp 𝑥𝜄 (𝑖′, 𝑗,𝑘 ) = 0 and 𝑥𝜄 (𝑖, 𝑗 ′,𝑘 ) = 0, forbid-

ding the same value in the same row or column;
(IV) clamp 𝑥𝜄 (𝑖′′, 𝑗 ′′,𝑘 ) = 0 for all cells (𝑖′′, 𝑗 ′′) in the same block

as (𝑖, 𝑗).
The operations (II) to (IV) are optional, but further reduce the

size of the QUBO instance. Using operations (I) and (II) alone, the
number of variables is reduced by 9|𝐶 |.

A minimal Python implementation of Eq. (3) and the clamp-
ing operations (I) to (IV) using the qubolite package1 is given in
Appendix B.

3 PRACTICAL EXAMPLE
We take the hard Sudoku puzzle from the New York Times website2
from January 8, 2024, which is shown in Fig. 1. It has 24 clues,
whose corresponding set 𝐶 is

𝐶 = {(1, 8, 2), (2, 5, 9), (2, 8, 4), (3, 4, 3), (3, 6, 2), (3, 9, 7),
(4, 1, 6), (4, 3, 5), (4, 4, 1), (4, 9, 8), (5, 4, 7), (5, 6, 5),
(5, 7, 1), (6, 2, 3), (6, 4, 2), (6, 9, 5), (7, 2, 9), (7, 5, 7),
(7, 9, 3), (8, 2, 8), (8, 8, 9), (9, 3, 4), (9, 6, 6), (9, 7, 5)} .

1https://smuecke.de/qubolite/index.html
2https://www.nytimes.com/puzzles/sudoku/hard

https://smuecke.de/qubolite/index.html
https://www.nytimes.com/puzzles/sudoku/hard
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Figure 3: QUBO parameter matrix for the hard Sudoku puz-
zle of the day by the New York Times on January 8, 2024.
The image shows the symmetric matrix 0.5(𝑸 ′ + 𝑸 ′⊺) after
applying all clamping operations (I) to (IV); the resulting
optimization problem has 211 variables.

This allows for a reduction to 513 variables using operations (I)
and (II), and further down to 211 variables using (III) and (IV). The
resulting matrix 𝑸 ′ is shown in Fig. 2. We eliminated two more
variables using the QPRO+ preprocessing algorithm [10], which is
completely optional, though. We solved the final QUBO instance
with 209 variables using Simulated Annealing (SA) and Quantum
Annealing (QA).

For SA, we used the SimulatedAnnealingSampler class from
the dwave-neal package. Similarly, for QA,we use the DWaveSampler
class from dwave-system. For both, we set the number of readouts
to 1000 and leave all other parameters untouched, so that they are
set heuristically.

By construction, we know that QUBO instance 𝑺 from Eq. (3)
has a minimal energy of −81, which allows us to easily verify if a
given solution 𝒙 is correct: If 𝒙⊺𝑺𝒙 = −81, then 𝒙 is a valid solution,
as it contains all 81 numbers, and no constraints are violated.

SA is able to find the optimal solution quite reliably within 1000
readouts, with an average energy of −75.047 ± 1.822 per solution.
QA was not able to find the correct solution, even after 15 tries
with 1000 readouts each. Its average solution energy is around
−53.795±4.321, which is quite far from the optimal −81. The reason
for this is probably (a) the restricted topology of D-Wave’s quantum
annealing hardware, which leads to variable reduplication that
increases the overall problem complexity, and (b) a lack of manual
hyperparameter tuning (e.g., chain strength, qubit mapping), which
we were not feeling in the mood for.

As we achieve the best results with SA, we take a close look at
its performance on a variety of Sudoku puzzles to gain insights into
the problem’s hardness depending on the number of clues given.

3.1 Effect of Puzzle Difficulty on Performance
To this end, we use the “3 million Sudoku puzzles with ratings”
data set created by David Radcliffe on Kaggle3, which—faithful to
its name—contains 3 million Sudoku games of varying difficulties.
Generally, Sudoku puzzles are harder the fewer clues they have,
and the data set contains puzzles with numbers of clues 𝑛𝑐 ranging
from 19 to 31. For each of these values, we choose the first puzzle in
the data set that has 𝑛𝑐 clues, giving us 13 puzzles which we again
solve using both SA and QA. This time, we perform 2000 readouts
(the QA solver would not allow for higher values) and record the
sample energies. The results are visualized in Fig. 4.

Again, SA performs significantly better, finding the optimal solu-
tion for 7 out of 13 puzzles within 2000 samples, the hardest having
23 clues. QA, on the other hand, is still not able to solve the prob-
lem with the given number of clues. As we expected, puzzles with
more clues are easier to solve for both methods, as the number of
variables decreases with a higher number of clues. A few more tries
reveal that QA is able to solve puzzles with around 36 clues, when
the QUBO size approaches 100 variables.

4 SAMPLING SUDOKUS
In addition to solving Sudokus, the QUBO formulation presented
here can be used to sample uniformly from the space of valid
Sudoku solutions. As all of them have an energy value of −81,
they are equally likely under the respective Gibbs distribution
𝑝𝑺 (𝒙) = exp [−𝛽 𝑓𝑺 (𝒙) −𝐴(𝑺, 𝛽)], where 𝛽 is the inverse system
temperature and 𝐴(𝑺, 𝛽) = log

∑
𝒙′∈B𝑛 exp [−𝛽 𝑓𝑺 (𝒙′)] the log par-

tition function. For lim𝛽→inf , the probabilities for all 𝒙′ ∈ B𝑛 with
𝑓𝑺 (𝒙′) > −81 become 0, leaving—in theory—a uniform distribution
over all optima. However, on real quantum devices, tiny fluctua-
tions of the parameter values, e.g., caused by integrated control
errors, may bias the distribution towards a small subset of solutions
(c.f. [21]).

Using SA with a random initialization, on the other hand, cir-
cumvents these problems for now, allowing us to generate solved
Sudokus very easily. To test this, we took the full matrix 𝑺 from
Eq. (3) and ran SA on it with 10, 000 readouts. We found that 221
of the obtained samples had an energy value of −81, meaning they
are valid Sudoku solutions. We further confirmed that all of them
were distinct from each other.

Generating good Sudoku puzzles is more challenging, though:
While it is certainly possible to simply take a solved Sudoku, choose
a subset of cells as clues and erase all other numbers, the resulting
puzzle might have more than one solution, which is undesirable. It
was proven that the smallest number of clues necessary to obtain
an unambiguous Sudoku puzzle is 17 [16], therefore an algorithm
to produce puzzles may look like this: (1) Sample a solved Sudoku
𝑠 , (2) sample a set of clues 𝐶 with |𝐶 | ≥ 17, (3) clamp 𝑺 with 𝐶 to
obtain 𝑺′

𝐶
, (4) draw 𝐾 samples from 𝑺′

𝐶
; if any two samples 𝑠′ ≠ 𝑠′′

both have energy −81, go back to (1), otherwise return 𝐶 as the
puzzle. The larger we choose 𝐾 the more confident we can be that
𝐶 has a unique solution. However, it can still produce ambiguous
puzzles, if by chance only one solution appears in the sample set.
Naturally, for |𝐶 | close to 17 this procedure may be unreliable, as

3https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/radcliffe/3-million-sudoku-puzzles-with-ratings

https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/radcliffe/3-million-sudoku-puzzles-with-ratings
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Figure 4: Sample energy distribution for 13 Sudoku puzzles of varying number of clues, using Simulated Annealing and
Quantum Annealing with 2000 readouts each. The violin plots show minimum and maximum values as well as medians; lower
energy is better. The green line is the lowest possible energy.

the search space is vast, and the number of unambiguous Sudoku
puzzles with such few clues is small.

5 SUMMARY & CONCLUSION
In this work we presented a simple way to encode the constraints of
Sudoku into a QUBO instance. To solve a given puzzle, we showed
how clues can be incorporated into the QUBO weight matrix by
clamping, which reduces the search space and aligns nicely with
the intuition that Sudokus are harder if they have fewer clues.

We demonstrated that the method works as expected by per-
forming experiments, both using a classical Simulated Annealing
solver and a Quantum Annealer. Our results show that SA can
solve all presented test puzzles, while QA works only for rather
easy puzzles at this point in time. Nonetheless, it shows that new
and emerging computing paradigms are ready for a wide range of
computing tasks. By reducing the problem size through implicit
variables, we were able to solve a Sudoku with 35 clues on real
quantum hardware for the first time, to the best of our knowledge.

Further, we showed that the QUBO instance can be used for
sampling valid Sudoku solution and sketched an algorithm for gen-
erating Sudoku puzzles with unique solutions, which is interesting
for producing new puzzles.
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A SOLUTION TO PUZZLE
This is the solution of the puzzle shown in Fig. 1, found using the
method described in this paper and Simulated Annealing.

2
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7 1 3 8 5 4 6 9
8 5 2 6 7 3 1
4 6 9 1 8 5

4 3 9 2 7
9 2 8 6 3 4
1 7 4 8 9 6
2 6 5 1 4 8
5 1 4 2 3 7 6
3 7 9 8 1 2

B PYTHON CODE
The following Python function computes the SudokuQUBOweight
matrix and returns it as a numpy array.
import numpy as np
from qubolite import qubo # <- install via "pip install qubolite"

def compute_sudoku_qubo(lambda_ =3.0):
Q = np.zeros ((729, 729))
P = lambda_ *(1-np.eye(9))-np.diag(np.ones (9))
for u in range (81):

Q[9*u:9*u+9, 9*u:9*u+9] = P
i, j = u//9, u%9
for v in range(u+1, 81):

i_, j_ = v//9, v%9
same_block = i//3==i_//3 and j//3==j_//3
if i==i_ or j==j_ or same_block:

for k in range (9):
Q[9*u+k, 9*v+k] = lambda_

return qubo(np.triu(Q))

To apply the clamping operations described in Section 2.1, we
use the partial_assignment class from qubolite, which parses
strings of the form x1=0; x2, x4=1 to compute the matrix 𝑻
(Eq. (4)) and the reduced QUBO instance 𝑸 ′′ (Eq. (5)).
from itertools import product
from qubolite.assignment import partial_assignment

def get_partial_assignment(clues):
iota = lambda i, j, k: 81*i+9*j+k-91 # index map
s = '' # partial assignment instructions
for i, j, k in clues:

u = iota(i, j, k)
# ( I) clamp correct value
s+=f'x{iota(i,j,k)}=1;'
# ( II) clamp incorrect values in same cell
other_k = set(range (9)). difference ((k,))
s+=','.join([f'x{iota(i,j,k_)}' for k_ in other_k ])+'=0;'
# (III) clamp incorrect values in row and column
other_i = set(range (9)). difference ((i,))
s+=','.join([f'x{iota(i_,j,k)}' for i_ in other_i ])+'=0;'
other_j = set(range (9)). difference ((j,))
s+=','.join([f'x{iota(i,j_,k)}' for j_ in other_j ])+'=0;'
# ( IV) clamp in same block
block = [(i_,j_) for i_,j_ in product(

range (3*(i//3) ,3*(i//3)+3) ,
range (3*(j//3) ,3*(j//3)+3))]

block.remove ((i,j))
s+=','.join([f'x{iota(i_,j_,k)}' for i_,j_ in block ])+'=0;'

return partial_assignment(s, n=729)

The resulting partial_assignment object can be applied to the
Sudoku QUBO matrix like this:

S = compute_sudoku_qubo ()
clues = [(1, 2, 3), ...]
PA = get_partial_assignment(clues)
S_, c = PA.apply(S)
# S_: clamped QUBO instance ,
# c : constant offset
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