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Variational quantum circuits have arisen as an important method in quantum computing. A
crucial step of it is parameter optimization, which is typically tackled through gradient-descent
techniques. We advantageously explore instead the use of evolutionary algorithms for such opti-
mization, specifically for time-series forecasting. We perform a comparison, for diverse instances
of real-world data, between gradient-descent parameter optimization and covariant-matrix adap-
tation evolutionary strategy. We observe that gradient descent becomes permanently trapped in
local minima that have been avoided by evolutionary algorithms in all tested datasets, reaching up
to a six-fold decrease in prediction error. Finally, the combined use of evolutionary and gradient-
based techniques is explored, aiming at retaining advantages of both. The results are particularly
applicable in scenarios sensitive to gains in accuracy.

I. INTRODUCTION

Machine learning has risen to tremendous prominence
in the last decade with advances in many different tasks
like classification, transformation, data analysis and gen-
eration in fields as diverse as customer segmentation,
computer vision, sound and text interpretation, among
many more. At the same time, the breakthrough po-
tential of quantum computing, together with recent ad-
vances in available quantum hardware, make it a suit-
able alternative for probing new techniques in computing
tasks, including those of machine learning. In the era of
noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) devices, varia-
tional quantum algorithms (VQAs) [1, 2] are an impor-
tant candidate for such advancements for their current
feasibility, as well as for being a testbed for techniques
for future implementations.

VQA requires, as does classical machine learning, the
optimization of many parameters, and the most common
optimizations techniques used in VQA are gradient de-
scent in its many refinements [2, 3]. However, evolu-
tionary strategies have also been proposed and applied
to certain tasks, such as finding molecular or many-body
ground states [4–14], quantum encoding and state prepa-
ration [15–17], as well as classically defined tasks [18–
22]. The exploration of different optimization techniques
is necessary, among other reasons, because of barren
plateaus, which can easily affect VQA optimization [23–
26]. Evolutionary algorithms do not per se eliminate the
issue of barren plateaus [27], but as a different approach
to optimization, offer different possibilities to navigate
them. Another common problem in VQA parameter op-
timization is the convergence to local minima; in this
regard evolutionary algorithms are particularly welcome
because of their global nature. We shall see that the tech-
niques proposed and their efficacy in our tests precisely
suggest that avoiding local minima is a crucial advantage
of evolutionary algorithms in VQA over gradient descent.

One kind of problem where VQAs can be applied to is
that of time series. Time series are data that depend on

a one-dimensional parameter with a sequential ordering
(time or a variable akin to time). They can represent
myriad kinds of information, such as economics indica-
tors, oral and written language, weather data, etc. The
supervised learning task we will tackle is forecasting, the
ability to predict later points in a series based on the pre-
vious ones. It has an expected structure — closer points
being typically more relevant to prediction than distant
ones —, something reflected in the architecture for ma-
chine learning for forecasting tasks. There is widespread
interest in advancing the capabilities of time-series fore-
casting, be it in accuracy or in predicting further into the
future.

Here we study the use of evolutionary algorithms
against gradient descent to optimize parameters in a
VQA applied to time-series forecast, with a focus on
scenarios where gradient-descent methods underperform
in terms of accuracy. Such scenarios can be naturally
brought about by extending how far into the future pre-
dictions are made, as it readily and realistically increases
errors. The evolutionary techniques presented are able to
achieve up to a six-fold decrease in error given the same
quantum-circuit ansatz and dataset. Since evolutionary
algorithms have long training times, we also present a hy-
brid method, combining gradient descent and evolution-
ary training to obtain an even higher accuracy while mit-
igating the longer train time. In fact, the hybrid method
reaches an almost ten-fold decrease in error compared to
gradient descent in one instance. In Section II we present
the methods used in our experimentation, whose results
and discussion are found in Section III. Section IV is left
for concluding remarks.

II. METHODS

A. Variational Quantum Algorithms

VQAs are hybrid algorithms which employ a quantum
circuit with variable, parameter-dependent gates and a
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measurement in the end that produces a classical vari-
able, from which a prediction is derived. As in classi-
cal machine learning, training is used to classically opti-
mize the parameters such that the predictions match the
ground truth of the training data (minimize a suitable
cost function). Two important differences of VQA com-
pared to classical methods are that the measurement out-
comes are intrinsically probabilistic (differently from clas-
sical methods that introduce randomness, such as mini-
batching) and that evaluating the derivatives of the cost
function requires additional runs of the circuit (typically
using the parameter-shift rule [28, 29]).

The simplest way to perform such optimization is by
gradient descent, which follows the direction of steepest
descent of the cost function. It has the advantage of a
speedy calculation and is considered the primary method
for parameter optimization in classical and quantum al-
gorithms. One of its challenges in VQA is the issue of
barren plateaus [23], where derivatives of a cost function
are exponentially suppressed in an exponentially large
fraction of the parameter space. The issue affects any
optimization method in VQA [27], but global methods
probe the parameter space differently, hence may pro-
vide different behaviors in the face of barren plateaus.

More importantly for the present work, gradient-
descent methods are local, hence subject to convergence
to local minima. In spite of the existing techniques to
avoid them, we shall see that, indeed, the behavior of
the gradient descent is consistent with being trapped in
local minima that can be otherwise circumvented.

In the experimentation of this paper, gradient descent
will be performed with the Adam optimizer [30] with
with a learning rate of 0.03, specifically the PyTorch im-
plementation [31]. All other parameters in the Adam
optimizer were set to their torch default values.

Evolutionary methods for optimization have a rich
history and avail of a wide range of different algo-
rithms [32, 33]. For our case of optimizing multiple real
parameters in a quantum circuit, we have chosen the Co-
variance Matrix Adaptation Evolution Strategy (CMA-
ES) [34, 35]. It samples from a multivariate normal dis-
tribution specified by a mean and a covariance matrix,
which are taken from their previous-generation values
but, crucially, with weight factors to enhance the con-
tribution of better solutions. As for the CMA-ES imple-
mentation, we shall use the Python cma package version
3.3.0 with the cma.CMAEvolutionStrategy class, with
a population size of 10, a randomized initial (multivari-
ate) mean and an initial standard deviation of 0.5 for all
weights.

Because our main focus is the comparison between
different strategies of the classical optimization step of
VQAs, the quantum circuits involved shall be classically
simulated. This will be done on the qiskit 1.1.0 pack-
age coupled with the Qiskit IBM-Runtime version 0.23.0
which uses the parameter-shift rule by default. The lap-
top we used for benchmarking has an AMD Ryzen 9
6900HS with an RTX 3070Ti and 16GB of RAM.

One may notice that the training is performed with
few to no changes to the default hyperparameter values.
This is in line with our goal of comparing the different
types of optimization. The tuning of such values would
have to be performed to a similar extent on both methods
in order not to bias the comparison towards one or an-
other; however, the hyperparameters play such different
roles in gradient-based and evolutionary strategies that
there is no clear way to compare the tuning efforts of
the two. As such, we leave almost all hyperparameters
to their defaults. One could make the indirect argument
that the PyTorch package is developed by such a larger
list of contributors than the cma package that the defaults
of the gradient-based optimization are arguably the fruit
of much more extensive tuning than those of the evolu-
tionary strategy. This would amount to a bias favoring
the former, which does not run counter to our objective
of showing advantages in the use of the latter.

B. Time-series ansatz

Time series comprises data that depend on a sequen-
tial one-dimensional variable, typically (though not nec-
essarily) interpreted as time. For each timestep t ∈ N,
the input data is x<t>, which is the value of the t-th
datapoint. A common goal is forecasting, i.e., predicting
later points based on previous ones. For that we aim to
have the output y<t>, which is the output of the learner
using the input up to x<t>, to reproduce the following
datapoint x<t+1>, i.e. y<t> ≈ x<t+1>. For the case of
forecasting several timesteps into the future, an iterative
calculation is made. For instance, if data up to t0 is to
be used to predict datapoints up to t0 +∆t, then y<t0>

is used as input in lieu of x<t0+1> to obtain y<t0+1>,
which should be a good approximation to x<t0+2>. This
is repeated iteratively until the prediction for the desired
timestep t0 +∆t is reached. This naturally accumulates
errors when going further in time, and for that reason
time-series problems rapidly become exceedingly difficult
by increasing the amount of timesteps of the forecast into
the future. Importantly, such increase in timesteps is by
no means an artificial requirement, since predicting fur-
ther into the future draws interest in most applications.
Classically, recurrent neural networks (RNN) are

mostly used to tackle these problems. Its main com-
ponent is the recurring unit, which takes in the current
input datapoint x<t>, together with a memory variable
that encodes information about previous datapoints, and
from that generates a prediction y<t> (as well as the next
value of the memory variable). There are many different
ways to classically compose the information from x<t>

and the memory to produce y<t>, the best-known being
the long short-time memory (LSTM) [36] and the gated
recurrent unit (GRU) [37, 38].
For our exploration of quantum neural networks, we

will use, after [39], a quantum recurrent neural net-
work (QRNN) that closely mimics the classical one, with
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FIG. 1. Quantum recurrent neural network (QRNN) circuit used in this work, after [39], and its recurring ansatz.

qubits I/O dedicated to encode the current input x<t>

and later extract the output y<t>, and qubits M dedi-
cated to act as memory of past inputs, see Fig. 1. An-
gle encoding will be used to input the data, encoding
x<t> three times, one in each I/O qubit through an
RY gate; a single-qubit computational-basis measure-
ment will generate the outputs y<t>. Instead of LSTM
or GRU recurrent blocks, we will have a parametrized
quantum circuit, the choice of which is typically called
a quantum-circuit ansatz. The ansatz used in this re-
current block, composed of three I/O qubits and three
M qubits and 24 variational parameters in total, is de-
picted in Fig. 1. Besides the initial one-qubit gates,
the two-qubit gates cyclically link the qubits, allowing
for information exchange between I/O and M qubits.
The code used to perform the simulations is available on
https://github.com/Viggi999999/EvoAlgoCode.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

For each dataset we will perform the experimentation
in three stages, meant to probe gradient descent, CMA-
ES and their combination. First, to establish the per-
formance of gradient descent, in particular its accuracy
limitations, we perform gradient descent for 100 epochs.
This is an intentionally excessive number, and displays
the plateau for the accuracy achieved through gradient
descent only. Second, we run CMA-ES for 11 epochs, an
amount that will suffice to show the increased accuracy
of CMA-ES. Third, we run the hybrid method, which
consists in using the gradient-descent algorithm until it
reaches a plateau, then switching for CMA-ES. We per-

form the switch after a fixed number of 20 gradient-
descent epochs, which in our experimentation will be
enough to reach this plateau. Because we expect the
hybrid method to reach a lower error with less training,
we subsequently run only 9 CMA-ES epochs.
We apply our procedure to four univariate time-series

datasets:

i) the daily gold-price series from the World Gold
Council [40];

ii) the Santa Fe time series A, generated from an NH3

laser for the Santa Fe forecasting competition [41];

iii) the Mackey-Glass dataset [42], generated from a
solution to the Mackey-Glass model [43],

dx

dt
= βx(t) +

α x(t− τ)

1 + x10 (t− τ)
(1)

with α = 0.2, β = −0.1, x(0) = 1.2, and τ =
17 [44]; and

iv) mean air-pressure data from daily weather data in
Delhi, India [45].

These constitute a diverse range of time-series data, and
possess a chaotic behavior.
For the purposes of our experiment, we use the first

100 datapoints of each dataset, split 80-20 into train
and test sets, respectively. This is not a large amount
of datapoints, which suits our goals firstly because it is
sufficient to draw meaningful conclusions and secondly
because it leads to a somewhat low accuracy, allowing
for more room for it to be improved by the evolutionary
methods.

https://github.com/Viggi999999/EvoAlgoCode
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FIG. 2. Forecast error for the gold-price, Santa Fe, Mackey-Glass, and Delhi-weather datasets, with predictions for 7, 1, 4,
9 timesteps into the future, respectively. For each dataset, three different optimization strategies are used: gradient descent
(Adam), the evolutionary strategy CMA-ES, and their hybrid, which uses gradient descent as a warm start (the first point of
each hybrid curve by definition coincides with the gradient-based value). The relative RMS error is shown, with points and
shaded regions corresponding respectively to mean and one standard deviation after 5 runs. The x-axis values correspond to
gradient-descent epochs; for CMA-ES and hybrid the points are plotted with a horizontal delay of 20 units to visually depict
that they take circa 20 times longer to train, per epoch, than gradient descent.

The main results are in Fig. 2, which plots the relative
root mean square (RMS) error at each epoch, as mean
and standard deviation after 5 runs. In all datasets,
gradient descent very clearly reaches a minimum error
plateau which it cannot surpass. We can safely inter-
pret it as a local minimum at which the gradient-based
method is stuck. We have adjusted the problem diffi-
culty (through the number of prediction timesteps) for
each dataset to have different levels of gradient-based ac-
curacy to improve upon. Naturally, for each dataset the
three methods (gradient, CMA-ES, hybrid) tackle the
same task, with the same number of timesteps.

Employing CMA-ES was effective in breaking through
the plateau on gradient descent, with varying degrees of
improvement. As shown in Table I and Fig. 2, a six- and
four-fold reduction in error was found for the gold-price
and Santa Fe datasets, respectively, when the gradient
optimization was replaced by the CMA-ES method. For
the Mackey-Glass dataset the error was halved, and a
more modest reduction of one quarter was found for the
Delhi weather. This substantiates the claim that the evo-

Dataset Gradient CMA-ES Hybrid

Gold price 10.6% 1.6% 1.1%

Santa Fe 5.2% 1.3% 1.1%

Mackey-Glass 4.1% 1.8% 1.6%

Delhi weather 7.7% 5.6% 5.4%

TABLE I. Lowest average relative RMS error on the forecast
of each dataset, per optimization method. Equivalently, low-
est point in each plot in Fig. 2.

lutionary strategy is able to escape from local minima at
which gradient descent (Adam) was stuck. None of the
strategies can be assumed to have reached a global min-
imum, but the CMA-ES values are considerably lower
than the gradient-based ones.

The use of the hybrid method presented a moderate
increment in accuracy over CMA-ES only, as seen in Ta-
ble I, which allowed for an almost ten-fold error reduction
when compared with gradient optimization for the gold-
price dataset. The more consistent advantage obtained
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from using the hybrid method, however, was that these
low error values were obtained with fewer epochs than
with CMA-ES only. For the gold-price, Santa Fe, and
Mackey-Glass datasets, one can see that certain error
values were attained 3 epochs earlier (out of 11) with the
hybrid method than with CMA-ES. As such, the hybrid
method could often mitigate the intrinsic disadvantage of
longer evolutionary-algorithm training times for all but
one dataset.

Comparing the different datasets, we see that an im-
portant factor for a sizable error reduction through evo-
lutionary strategies was a larger gradient-based error, i.e.
more room for improvement. The exception to this was
the Delhi weather dataset. For this data composed of
daily air-pressure values, Fig. 2 shows that the evolution-
ary strategies were eventually stuck in local minima with
limited improvement from the gradient-based method.
Optimization of CMA-ES hyperparameters would be the
natural candidate to overcome this limitation but, to
preserve a fair comparison between gradient-based and
gradient-free methods, we have opted not to perform it.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVES

In this work, we have probed evolutionary methods
to train parameters in parameterized quantum circuits.
This was done in the task of forecasting future data in
time-series problems, tackled by quantum recurrent neu-
ral networks. The CMA-ES was chosen as evolution-
ary strategy, as it is particularly suitable for tasks with
continuous numerical outputs. Through application on

a diverse series of datasets, we have seen that evolu-
tionary strategies have been able to escape local minima
that gradient-based (Adam) methods were stuck at, often
reaching errors many times smaller. We have also pro-
posed a hybrid method, that uses gradient descent up to
its plateau as a warm start to evolutionary optimization,
obtaining an increment in accuracy relative to CMA-ES
with less training.
We conclude that the strategies shown here are partic-

ularly useful when the accuracy of gradient-based meth-
ods is unsatisfactory. This can happen rather naturally
in time-series forecast through a combination of factors
such as increased number of prediction timesteps, data
scarcity, high accuracy goals.
Let us mention further explorations of the topic. One

possibility involves different regimes for hybrid train-
ing, exploring the advantages of gradient and evolu-
tionary training. A second one is the combination of
evolutionary training and evolutionary ansatz updat-
ing [4, 10, 12, 13, 19, 21]. This would involve different
evolutionary strategies, since ansatzes form a discrete set,
and the interplay between discrete and continuous evo-
lutionary strategies is of interest.
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C. Bauckhage, and N. Piatkowski, Quantum Circuit
Evolution on NISQ Devices, in 2022 IEEE Congress
on Evolutionary Computation (CEC) (2022) pp. 1–8,
arXiv:2012.13453 [quant-ph, stat].

[13] P. Schleich, J. Boen, L. Cincio, A. Anand, J. S.
Kottmann, S. Tretiak, P. A. Dub, and A. Aspuru-Guzik,
Partitioning Quantum Chemistry Simulations with Clif-
ford Circuits, Journal of Chemical Theory and Compu-
tation 19, 4952 (2023).

[14] L. Friedrich and J. Maziero, Learning to learn with an
evolutionary strategy applied to variational quantum al-
gorithms (2023), arXiv:2310.17402 [quant-ph].

[15] S. Y.-C. Chen, D. Fry, A. Deshmukh, V. Rastunkov, and
C. Stefanski, Reservoir Computing via Quantum Recur-
rent Neural Networks (2022), arXiv:2211.02612 [quant-
ph].

[16] F. M. Creevey, C. D. Hill, and L. C. L. Hollenberg, GASP:
A genetic algorithm for state preparation on quantum
computers, Scientific Reports 13, 11956 (2023).

[17] M. T. West, A. C. Nakhl, J. Heredge, F. M. Creevey,
L. C. L. Hollenberg, M. Sevior, and M. Usman, Dras-
tic Circuit Depth Reductions with Preserved Adversarial
Robustness by Approximate Encoding for Quantum Ma-
chine Learning (2023), arXiv:2309.09424 [quant-ph].

[18] T. Zhao, G. Carleo, J. Stokes, and S. Veerapaneni, Nat-
ural evolution strategies and variational Monte Carlo,
Machine Learning: Science and Technology 2, 02LT01
(2021).

[19] A. Pellow-Jarman, I. Sinayskiy, A. Pillay, and F. Petruc-
cione, Near Term Algorithms for Linear Systems of Equa-
tions, Quantum Information Processing 22, 258 (2023),
arXiv:2108.11362 [quant-ph].

[20] G. Turati, M. F. Dacrema, and P. Cremonesi, Bench-
marking Adaptative Variational Quantum Algorithms on
QUBO Instances (2023), arXiv:2308.01789 [quant-ph].

[21] A. S. Albino, R. Bloot, O. M. Pires, and E. G. S.
Nascimento, Evolutionary-enhanced quantum supervised
learning model (2023), arXiv:2311.08081 [quant-ph].

[22] M. Kölle, F. Topp, T. Phan, P. Altmann, J. Nüßlein, and
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