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Abstract

The PageRank algorithm is used to rank web pages by their importance. Since it’s development,
the PageRank algorithm is a critical and fundamental part of search engines today. PageRank is a
graph based algorithm that ranks pages based on how many other pages link to them. This work
develops a variational quantum version of the PageRank algorithm and compares the performance
of the two algorithms. It is found that quantum PageRank performs better at ranking websites

than the normal PageRank algorithm.

I. INTRODUCTION

The original PageRank (PR) algorithm was originally developed by Larry Page and Sergey
Brin in 1996[1]. The PR algorithm uses an iterative method to minimize the values of a
vector multiplied by an adjacency matrix which defines a graph. The higher the PageRank,
the important that web page is considered to be ranked. PR is one of the most widely used
algorithms for search engines results, social networking, and recommender systems such as
recommendations for videos or ads [2].

Since the PageRank has been introduced there have been numerous iterative improve-
ments to decease the computational costs of large matrices and increase the performance
of ranking websites[3, 1]. The actual PageRank algorithm utilized is kept secret by many
corporations which use an improved version of the algorithm. However, researchers have
shown that sparse matrix methods lead to a decrease in computational cost[5—7]. It has also
been shown that matrix representations such as QR decomposition or singular value decom-
position (SVD) are better able to represent the matrix while reducing computational cost
[8]. Tt is likely that the current algorithms used are a combination of these systems[9—11].

With the advent of artificial intelligence, there is likely a shift to utilizing large neural
networks for recommender systems as oppose to pure PR to generate the results. Even in
these systems, a PR representation is still commonly used. PR representation of graphs will
still persist even with new machine learning models [12, 13].

This work presents a Variational Quantum PageRank (VQPR) algorithm that utilizes

quantum singular value decomposition (QSVD) in order to represent the PR algorithm on
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the quantum computer. VQPR is compared to normal PR utilizing the Richardson method

for the minimization.

II. RICHARDSON PAGERANK ALGORITHM

The Richardson method is an iterative algorithm that updates the PageRank vector at
each step by taking a weighted average of the PageRank values of the pages that link to it.
This method has been shown to converge more quickly than the original pagerank method.

For an adjacency matrix A;; if there is a link from node j to node ¢ and a;; = 0. There is

A

a probability matrix P = Tal=" The Richardson method then minimizes the function (see

supplementary for full pseudo algorithm)[11-16] :
Tiy1 = oPr;+ (1 —a)l/n (1)

where « is a damping factor, typically set to 0.85, and 1 is a vector of ones and n is the

length of vector x.

III. QUANTUM SINGULAR VALUE DECOMPOSITION

Quantum Singular Value Decomposition (QSVD) is a quantum algorithm that generalizes
the classical singular value decomposition (SVD) to the quantum setting. SVD is a funda-
mental tool in linear algebra and has many applications in machine learning, data analysis,
and scientific computing. QSVD extends SVD to the space of quantum states, allowing for
the efficient decomposition of quantum states into a set of singular values and corresponding
orthonormal bases [17-20].

Given a quantum state |¢)) on a n-qubit register, QSVD computes the singular values and
orthonormal bases of the state. The QSVD algorithm is based on a combination of quantum
phase estimation and quantum singular value transformation, which are quantum analogs

of classical algorithms for computing eigenvalues and singular values, respectively[20—21].

10
To illustrate the QSVD algorithm, consider the example of a 2 x 2 matrix A = A

0 2
can be represented as a quantum state |[A) on a 2-qubit register by defining

1

|A) 7

(v/2]00) + [01) 4 v/2[10)). (2)



QSVD is then applied to |A) to obtain the singular values and orthonormal bases of A. In
this case, the singular values of A are o; = 2 and 05 = 1, and the corresponding orthonormal
bases are

1
V2

1

(100) = 10)), IU2>=\/§

|ur) = (100) + |10)). (3)
The QSVD method can be seen as a generalized version of the (Variational Quantum Eigen-

solver) VQE method to non-Hermitian matrices [25-27].

A. Richardson Variational Form of QVSD

The QSVD algorithm allows for the efficient computation these singular values. As oppose
to the method which calculates the singular values in the computational basis. The singular
values that result from QSVD are kept in quantum space as hidden variables, thusly, the
QSVD is never truly “calculated”. The Richardson method for an iterative QSVD algorithm

is defined as

Trpr = (@P Y M;Cy) + (1 —a)l/n (4)

where M; is the probability to measure qubits in state |S;) and C;is the total number of

counts per measurement after n measurements.

B. Hardware Implementation

The QSVD algorithm can be implemented on a quantum computer by first encoding the
state vector x into the quantum computer in the superposition state via apply an H-gate
then a phased X-gate where each qubit corresponds to a component of the basis vector. For
the main QSVD algorithm, phased CZ-gates are phased by (; applied in successive order up
to ¢ + 1-qubits. This process is repeated for n-qubits [Figure 1].
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FIG. 1. QSVD: An example of the QSVD algorithm for vector of length n. «; = 2mx; where x is
a normalized vector ||z|| = 1 and §; = 2sin_1(%). For brevity, only the first and last set of CZ

gates are shown

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In order to analyze the performance of the Variational Quantum PageRank Algorithm

(VQPR) an example 6 x 6 adjacency matrix (A;;) is constructed:
011000
000111
000011
A=1000001 (5)
010001
111110

From A;; the transition probability matrix is constructed P, this matrix is utilized in the
chardonnay method of both algorithms. For the VQPR, the convergence criteria is set
t0 €quantum = 1 X 1072 and for normal Richardson €g4ssict = 1 X 1076, For the classical

Richardson method and the VQPR the resulting PageRanks are:

Xetassicar = [0.156,0.170, 0.150, 0.135, 0.152, 0.240] ©)
X quantum = [0.168,0.087,0.087,0.087,0.128, 0.443]

The quantum method converged after 5 iterations, while the classical method converged

after 10 iterations. If the one norm is used for the probability matrix (P = ﬁ). The

results of the PageRank are:

Xetassicat = [0.167,0.167,0.167,0.167, 0.167,0.167] -
X guantum = [0.222,0.121,0.121,0.121,0.178, 0.238]



In this case, the quantum algorithm converged after 7 iterations while the classical algorithm
fails to converge due to the matrix being nearly singular.

In the P, form, the quantum gives node 6 a much high rating than the other nodes since
it is much more connected, as does the classical algorithm. However, the quantum algorithm
gives a very low rating to nodes [2,3,4] since they have low connectivity. In addition, the
node 1 gets a very high rating because node 6 points to it but it does not point to node 6. In
the classical algorithm, node [1,2,3,4,5] get similar ratings, due to their having 2 or 3 edges.
As oppose to the classical algorithm, the matrix can also be represented by the P; form
which can give a richer insight into the connectivity of the graph. In this representation,
nodes 1 and 6 get a high rating due to their high connectivity to each other while the other
nodes receive a low rating except node 5 which points to node 2 which also points back to
it.

While the performance of the quantum and classical algorithms are similar (with the
assumption that each computational step is the same cost). This example shows that the
VQPR algorithm is able to more richly discribe the connectivity between nodes because it
is able to sample the entire phase space of the solution while the classical algorithm it an

iterative solution.

V. METHODS

A. Simulation

All calculations were performed in python v3.9.12 with the Google quantum Al Cirq
package v1.0.0. GPU acceleration is enabled with the Nvidia cuQuantum 22.07.1 SDK. A
qubits are simulated with a linear configuration with a grid layout similar to Google quantum
machines. All qubits are measured in the Z (computational or |0)&|1)) basis. No noise is

added in the calculation.

B. Circuits

The QSVD has two main parts, firstly, the state is encoded in the quantum register
with H and phased RX gates in successive order for each element in vector x, the vector

is assumed to be normalized so that the phases are between 0 and 27w. The next part of



the algorithm is the QSVD unitary, these gate is constructed by applying a phase 6; to a
two qubits CZ gate, this phased gate is applied to i qubits, this algorithm is repeated for
all n-qubits. This leads to a time complexity of O(n?). Although this is complex in time,
the SVD is represented in quantum space and does not need to be calculated classically.
By measuring the quantum state k = log,(n) times, it is possible to find the most probable
eigenvector which represents the space in the computational basis. The total time cost for
the algorithm is O(n) for the measurement and O(n?) to prepare the state. This leads to a

time complexity of O(n?).

VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, it is shown that it is possible to represent the PageRank algorithm on
a quantum computer. This work shows that a quantum computer is able to calculate an
iterative matrix method with similar computational costs where the variational quantum
PageRank (VQPR) has similar computational time to the Richardson method of the PageR-
ank algorithm. However, VQPR is able to reach a more descriptive minima which better
describes the connectivity of the adjacency matrix including long range connectivity. In
future work, a representation of the adjacency matrix could be implemented and minimized

on a quantum computer, without the need for a classical optimization step.

VII. CODE AVAILABILITY

Code will be made publicly available under the GNU GPL v3.0 public license upon full

publication.
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