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Here we present the results of benchmarking of a quantum processor based on trapped 171Yb+ ions
by performing basic quantum machine learning algorithms. Specifically, we carry out a supervised
binary classification of small-scale digits images, which are intentionally chosen so that they can be
classified with 100% accuracy, using a quantum-enhanced Support Vector Machine algorithm with
up to four qubits. In our work, we specifically consider different types of quantum encodings of the
dataset and different levels of transpilation optimizations for the corresponding quantum circuits.
For each quantum encoding, we obtain a classifier that is of 100% accuracy on both training and
test sets, which demonstrates that the quantum processor can correctly solve the basic classification
task considered. As we expect, with the increase of the capabilities quantum processors, they can
become a useful tool for machine learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent progress in developing quantum computing de-
vices has shown their potential to solve computational
problems at the threshold of capabilities of computing
devices based on classical principles [1–4]. Various phys-
ical platforms for quantum computing, such as supercon-
ducting circuits [1, 5], semiconductor quantum dots [6–
8], photonic systems [2, 9], neutral atoms [10–13], and
trapped ions [14–16], are currently under development.
Although such quantum devices are used to solve cer-
tain classes of computational problems [10–16], demon-
stration of a sizable computational advantage in solving
practical problems remains a challenge [17]. This quest
for practical quantum computational advantage poses in-
teresting problems. On the one hand, one needs to in-
crease the computational capabilities of quantum com-
puters, which requires not only scaling to the signifi-
cant number of qubits but also improving the quality of
quantum operations (i.e., quantum gate fidelities). From
this point of view, trapped-ion-based quantum processors
demonstrate the highest quantum volume of 220 in exper-
iments by Quantinuum [18]. In addition, trapped-ion-
based quantum devices have been used to demonstrate
error correction [19–24], e.g., a fault-tolerant entangle-
ment between two logical qubits [24, 25] and quantum
algorithms with logical qubits [26] have been realized.
Therefore, such systems seem to be promising for run-
ning quantum algorithms [17, 27, 28].

On the other hand, a problem to solve on a quan-
tum processor should be chosen carefully. Candidates
include integer factorization [29] and simulating complex
quantum systems [30]. However, achieving quantum ad-
vantage in these directions seems to require computa-
tional resources that are far beyond the capabilities of
the upcoming generation of quantum devices [17]. One
of the directions, which is under exploration in the con-
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FIG. 1. Training and test datasets of digits images. All im-
ages are naturally divided into two classes, depicting zeroes
and ones, respectively.

text of near-term applications, is the field of quantum
machine learning [31]. Various approaches have been pro-
posed. In particular, quantum convolutional neural net-
works [32–34], generative adversarial networks [35–37],
kernel methods [38–40], and other approaches have been
studied. Recent experimental works in the field of quan-
tum machine learning [41] include classifiers for hand-
written digits datasets [42–44], analyzing NMR read-
ings [45, 46], classification of lung cancer patients [47],
classifying and ranking DNA to RNA transcription fac-
tors [48], satellite imagery analysis [49], generative chem-
istry [50] weather forecasting [51], and many others (for a
review, see Refs. [31, 52, 53]). Therefore, benchmarking
quantum processors under development using quantum
machine learning tasks seems to be useful as a step to-
wards demonstrating quantum computational advantage
for practically-relevant problems.

Here we present the results of benchmarking of a quan-
tum processor based on trapped 171Yb+ ions by im-
plementing a quantum machine learning algorithm with
the use of up to four qubits. We perform a supervised
binary classification of small-scale digits images from
a publicly available dataset, shown in Fig. 1, using a
quantum-enhanced support vector machine (SVM) algo-
rithm [39, 40]. The images are intentionally chosen so
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that they can be classified with 100% accuracy. We con-
sider different types of quantum encodings of the dataset
and several degrees of transpilation optimizations for cor-
responding quantum circuits. For each quantum encod-
ing, we obtain a classifier that is 100% accurate on both
training and test sets. Our results demonstrate that the
quantum processor can correctly solve the basic, small-
scale classification task considered; as we expect, with
the increase of their capabilities quantum processors have
the potential to become a useful tool for machine learning
applications.

II. QUANTUM-ENHANCED SVM

In this section, we briefly revisit the fundamental
concepts underlying the binary classification using the
quantum-enhanced SVM. For more detailed information,
we refer the reader to Refs. [39, 40]. Let {(xi, li)}Li=1 de-
note an L-element labeled training dataset, consisting of
feature vectors xi ∈ Rd, where d is the dimensionality
of the feature space, and corresponding labels li = ±1.
Within the standard SVM framework, predicting a label
l′ for a test sample x′ can be formulated as:

l′ := sign (K(x′,w) + b)

= sign

(∑
s∈S

αslsK(x′,xs) + b

)
(1)

with w =
∑

s∈S αslsxs. Here K(·, ·) : Rd × Rd → R rep-
resents a kernel function, which is a prespecified function
that provides positive semidefiniteness property to every
matrix (K(yi,yj))ij constructed based on an arbitrary fi-

nite set of feature vectors {yi}; the subset S ⊂ {1, . . . , L}
is a collection of indices of support vectors taken from the
training dataset; and αs, b are real numbers. The val-
ues of S, {αs}, and b come from the training process.
More specifically, {αi}Li=1 appears as the solution to the
quadratic programming optimization problem

1

2

L∑
i,j=1

αiαj liljK(xi,xj)−
L∑

i=1

αi → min s.t.

0 ≤ αi ≤ C for i = 1, . . . , L,

L∑
i=1

αili = 0,

(2)

where C > 0 is a regularization parameter; the set of
support vectors indices S is defined as a subset of i ∈
{1, . . . , L} with αi > 0; and

b :=
1

|S|
∑
s∈S

(
ls −

∑
m∈S

αmlmK(xm,xs)

)
, (3)

where |S| is the number of elements in S. Intuitively, as a
result of the training process, the entire space of feature
vectors x ∈ Rd is divided into two regions:

K(x,w) + b ≥ 0 and K(x,w) + b < 0, (4)

corresponding to labels of +1 and −1, respectively. The
border of the division is specified by w and b that are
determined by a limited set of support vectors with their
labels {(xs, ls)}s∈S and coefficients {αs}s∈S . The crucial
fact is that the optimization problem (2) can be efficiently
solved using standard quadratic optimization methods in
polynomial time, provided that the elements of the kernel
matrix Kij := K(xi,xj) have been precomputed.
The elements of the kernel matrix K(x,y) can be in-

terpreted as an inner product ϕ(x) ·ϕ(y) of some vectors
ϕ(x) and ϕ(y). These vectors may have a dimension
that is significantly different from the original feature
space. During the training process, defined by Eq. (2)
and Eq. (3), and prediction described by Eq. (1), only
scalar products of the form K(xi,xj) and K(xs,x

′) are
required (there is no need to explicitly compute the ϕ(·)
vectors). The concept of quantum-enhanced SVM is
based on the design of a kernel function, K(·, ·), that can
be calculated on a quantum computer. This kernel func-
tion corresponds to the embedding of the original feature
vectors into a Hilbert space of quantum states. In this
scenario, the mapping from feature vectors to their cor-
responding quantum states may take on a quite complex
form due to the creation of entangled quantum states
during the calculation of individual kernel elements. In
the next section a specific implementation of the consid-
ered quantum-enhanced SVM algorithm is provided.

III. SUPERVISED CLASSIFICATION OF
DIGITS IMAGES

Here we consider a task of digits images supervised bi-
nary classification with the use of the quantum-enhanced
SVM approach. In particular, we consider a small subset
of images of handwritten digits zero and one from the
Optdigits dataset [54]. Training and test datasets of dig-
its images are shown in Fig. 1. The training set contains
6 images, the test set contains 4 images. All images are
naturally divided into two classes, depicting zeros and
ones, respectively. The size of each image is 8× 8 pixels.
The process of the kernel matrix estimation is per-

formed with the following quantum circuit:

|0⟩

U(x) U†(y)

|0⟩

|0⟩

|0⟩

(5)

Here U(x) stands for an embedding circuit, transform-

ing an initial state |0⟩⊗N
into a state |ϕ(x)⟩, correspond-

ing to the image x. Here N denotes the number of used
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qubits. It is followed by the action of U†(y) and termi-
nated by the measurement. The kernel matrix element

K(x,y) = |⟨ϕ(x)|ϕ(y)⟩|2, (6)

which is the fidelity between states |ϕ(x)⟩ and |ϕ(y)⟩,
is then given by the probability of finding the quantum

register back in the state |0⟩⊗N
.

To allow SVM algorithm to build 100% accurate classi-
fier, the encoding circuit should be chosen in such a way,
that embedded points of different classes (images of zeros
and ones) are linearly separable. That is, there must be
some hyperplane in the Hilbert space which separates all
points from the one class from another. In this work we
consider three encoding methods.

As the first preprocessing step for all three encodings,
we scale pixel intensities of all considered digits images to
values between 0 and 1. For simplicity, we use only the
central pixels of the digits images as they provide enough
information for classification. For the first two encodings,
we select from each image the intensities of pixels with
coordinates (3, 3), (3, 4), (4, 3) and (4, 4), multiply them
by π and flatten them as a vector x = (x1, x2, x3, x4).
The first and the simplest encoding consists of a layer

of RY gates on 4 qubits, where RY stands for a standard
rotation around Y -axis on the Bloch sphere:

U1(x) =

RY (x1)

RY (x2)

RY (x3)

RY (x4)

(7)

The kernel matrix elements for this encoding in the
absence of noise are given by the relation

K(x,y) =

4∏
i=1

cos

(
xi − yi

2

)2

. (8)

In the second encoding, in order to study effect of the
two-qubit gates noise on the classification accuracy, we
add another layer of two controlled-NOT CX gates:

U2(x) =

RY (x1)

RY (x2)

RY (x3)

RY (x4)

(9)

Kernel matrix elements in this case in the noiseless case
should be the same as for the first encoding method and
are given by Eq. (8).

The third embedding relies on the amplitude encoding
approach [55, 56]. Its idea is to prepare a quantum state
with amplitudes that are equal to the components of a
given unit Euclidean vector x. An advantage of such em-
bedding is that due to usage of entanglement it allows
one to encode more information in the same number of
qubits. Namely, a unit vector with 2N components can
be encoded using N qubits. Here we use N = 2 qubits
to encode values of three central pixels with coordinates
(3, 3), (3, 4), and (4, 4). Their intensities scaled to val-
ues between 0 and 1 and padded with 0.25 form a vector
x = (x1, x2, x3, 0.25). As amplitude encoding can be ap-
plied only to unit vectors, we normalize it: x = x/|x|.
The padding prevents the case where all components of
x are zero and normalization is impossible. Afterwards
we calculate rotation angles a = (a1, a2, a3, a4, a5) for the
gates in the following amplitude encoding circuit:

U3(x) =

RY (a1) RX(π) RX(π)

RY (a2) RY (a3) RY (a4) RY (a5)
(10)

Rotation angles a are calculated as follows [57]:

a := (β2,−β1/2, β1/2,−β0/2, β0/2),

β0 := 2 arcsin (x2/
√
x2
1 + x2

2 + ε),

β1 := 2 arcsin (x4/
√
x2
3 + x2

4 + ε),

β2 := 2 arcsin (x2
3 + x2

4).

(11)

Here, vector x = (x1, x2, x3, x4) is a result of the x nor-
malization and ε = 10−12 is used to prevent division by
zero. We note that circuit 10 and formulas 11 are valid
only when all components of x are non-negative, which is
the case here. From the circuit, given by expression (10),
it can be seen that the cost of more dense information
encoding is increased number of two-qubit operations,
which usually are the most noisy elements in all quan-
tum algorithms. The kernel matrix in the absence of
noise here is given by

K(x,y) = |⟨x|y)⟩|2. (12)

In what follows, we refer to these encodings as (i) RY ,
(ii) RY +CX, and (iii) amplitude encodings, correspond-
ingly. Analytically, all three encodings send vectors x,
which correspond to various classes, to different areas in
the quantum state space, thus making the images of each
embedding linearly separable and allowing one to use the
SVM algorithm for constructing 100% accurate separat-
ing hyperplane in each case.
We employ the classical implementation of the SVM al-

gorithm from the Scikit-learn toolkit [58]. We use default
values of the parameters of the algorithm, in particular,
regularization parameter C = 1. 100% accuracy on both
training and test sets in the experiments using a quan-
tum emulator for each quantum encoding is obtained. In
what follows, we describe the experiments that have been
performed using the trapped-ion quantum processor.
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IV. TRAPPED-ION QUANTUM PROCESSOR

Ytterbium (171Yb+) ions are actively used in quantum
technologies, specifically, metrology [59–61] and comput-
ing [62–65]. This species possesses a convenient energy
structure, which allows one to use its efficient and ensure
relatively simple laser cooling [66], state initialization and
readout [67, 68]. Rich level structure also provides several
ways of qubits encoding, such as in hyperfine sublevels
of the ground state 2S1/2 (microwave qubit) [69–71] or
in the states coupled by a narrow E2 optical transition
2S1/2 → 2D3/2 (optical qubit) [65].

Our quantum processor (its detailed description can be
found in Ref. [65]) is based on a string of 10 171Yb+ ions
inside a linear Paul trap. The trap secular frequencies
are {ωx, ωy, ωz} = 2π × {3.650, 3.728, 0.129}MHz. The
qubits are encoded in states |0⟩ = 2S1/2(F = 0,mF = 0)

and |1⟩ = 2D3/2(F = 2,mF = 0) coupled by an optical
transition at 435.5 nm with an upper state lifetime of τ =
53ms. Our processor also supports the qudit regime [65,
72], where other Zeeman sublevels of the upper state are
used for information encoding as well. Although qudit
encoding may provide various advantages, in particular,
for decompositions of multiqubit gates [73–78], below we
focus on the qubit regime with states |0⟩ and |1⟩.
Before each experimental shot, the ion chain is cooled

to the ground state along trap axes x and y, and all ions
are initialized to the |0⟩ state by optical pumping. After
that, quantum gates are applied to the qubits. Quantum
gates are performed by applying laser pulses at 435.5 nm
to the ions. For this purpose, the setup is equipped with
two addressing beams, which can be scanned along the
ion chain using acousto-optical deflectors and individu-
ally interact with particular qubits.

As single-qubit gates the system supports

Rϕ(θ) = exp(−iσϕθ/2), (13)

where σϕ = σx cosϕ + σy sinϕ, σx and σy are standard
Pauli matrices, and ϕ, θ are arbitrary real angles. The
fidelity of such operation is 99.4%, measured using ran-
domized benchmarking. As a two-qubit gate, we use
maximally entangling Mølmer-Sørensen gate [79–82] gate

MS(π/4) = exp
(
−i

π

4
σx ⊗ σx

)
. (14)

It’s fidelity was measured to be 92.7% by measuring par-
ity oscillations after Bell state preparation.

The gates sequence is followed by the readout proce-
dure implemented using electron shelving technique [68,
83] with a mean error of approximately 1% per ion.

As it can be seen from expressions 5, 7, 9, and 10,
our circuits contain only single-qubit rotations, which are
included in the native gate set, and CX gates. In the first
case of non-optimized transpilation we just replace all CX
gates in circuits with the following decomposition:

Non-optimized
transpilation

Optimized
transpilation

Enc. Shots Training Test Training Test

RY

2048 100 (0.09) 100 (0.08) - -

2048 100 (0.06) 100 (0.06) - -

2048 100 (0.07) 100 (0.05) - -

RY + CX

1024 100 (0.32) 100 (0.32) 100 (0.08) 100 (0.09)

1024 100 (0.52) 100 (0.35) 100 (0.04) 100 (0.05)

1024 100 (0.24) 100 (0.24) 100 (0.06) 100 (0.02)

Ampl.
1024 100 (0.45) 100 (0.48) 100 (0.44) 100 (0.6)

1024 83 (0.53) 100 (0.6) 100 (0.5) 100 (0.43)

TABLE I. Accuracy of each classifier in percentages (in brack-
ets, distance to the ideal case, see below) that were obtained
in all experiments on training and test datasets with all en-
codings for both optimized and non-optimized transpilations.
The distance is defined as d(A,B) = maxij |Aij −Bij |, where
A and B are kernel matrices measured using the quantum
processor and quantum emulator.

=

RY (−π
2

MS(π4 )

RX(−π
2 ) RY (

π
2 )

RX(π2 )

(15)

Here RX(θ) := R0(θ) and RY (θ) := Rπ/2(θ).
We also have studied algorithm performance and ro-

bustness with another transpilation scheme, which we
further refer to as “optimized transpilation”. In this case
we take the transpiled circuits we described above and
apply the following optimizations: (i) combine several
single-qubit rotations around the same axis into one ro-
tation; (ii) eliminate single-qubit rotations where, after
combining, rotation angle is a multiply of 2π; (iii) elimi-
nate two consecutive CX gates. Such actions significantly
reduce number of both single- and two-qubit operations
and, therefore, noise level.

V. RESULTS

We summarize the experimental results in the table
I. For a more detailed characterization of the results,
we also added in Table I distances between kernel ma-
trices, obtained experimentally and calculated with an
ideal emulator. Here we define distance as d(A,B) =
maxij |Aij − Bij |, where A and B are matrices to com-
pare.

For the first RY encoding, we performed three separate
experiments on the same dataset and trained three classi-
fiers. As difference between optimized and non-optimized
transpilations here is negligible, we performed these ex-
periments only for non-optimized circuits. In each ex-
periment, 2048 shots were made for every circuit. The
accuracy of each classifier was obtained to be equal to
100% on both training and test sets.
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For the second RY (θ)+CX encoding, we ran the exper-
iment three times for both optimized and non-optimized
transpilations. In total, we have performed six experi-
ments on the same dataset and trained six classifiers with
1024 shots used for every circuit in each experiment. As
for the first RY encoding, the accuracy of each classifier
was 100% in all cases.

For amplitude encoding, we ran the experiment two
times for both optimized and non-optimized transpila-
tions. In this case, 1024 shots for each circuit were per-
formed. In total, four experiments on the same dataset
and training of four classifiers have been performed.
Among executed quantum circuits, this encoding is the
most hardware-demanding as each circuit consists in non-
optimized case of 8 two-qubit gates. Therefore, due to
the noise, the achieved accuracy of one classifier on the
training set appeared to be 83%. However, in all other
experiments with amplitude encoding, the achieved ac-
curacy of each classifier is 100%.

VI. DISCUSSION

The main target parameter in our task is the classifi-
cation accuracy on both training and test datasets. The
fact that in all our experiments we achieve 100% classi-
fication accuracy proves sufficient the robustness of the
algorithm to the quantum processor’s noise as well as
sufficient quality and stability of the processor’s quan-
tum gates.

To further investigate how noise in considered encoding
circuits with different circuit structures and their opti-
mization modes affects the kernel matrix estimation pro-
cedure, we analyze the calculated average distances be-
tween experimentally obtained kernel matrices and ones
calculated using a noiseless emulator (values in brackets
in table I). In the ideal case, when there is no noise in a
real quantum processor, the distances should be equal to
zero. From Table I one can see that the distance grows

with the number of two-particle gates in the circuits, in
both optimized and non-optimized transpilation modes.
Since two-particle gates contribute the most to the total
error, this is an expected behavior.
On the other hand, optimized transpilation also signif-

icantly reduces the error and the distance between kernel
matrices. A clear example is optimized transpilation for
RY +CX encoding, where all two-particle gates are elim-
inated and distance is significantly decreased compared
to non-optimized transpilation mode. We note that for
amplitude encoding, where the number of two-particle
gates cannot be reduced as much as in RY + CX encod-
ing, the distance between kernel matrices remains almost
the same for both transpilation modes.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have performed a proof-of-principle quantum ma-
chine learning experiment using the developed trapped-
ion-based quantum processor. We have considered three
different quantum encodings of the dataset and compared
results for both optimized and non-optimized transpila-
tion modes. We have shown that in our experiments,
despite the error in the kernel matrices estimation pro-
cedure increases with the raising of the two-qubit gates
number in the circuits, the final result accuracy (classifi-
cation accuracy) remains stable. For each encoding, we
have developed the classifier working with 100% accuracy
on both training and test sets. Our results indicate the
ability of the quantum processor to correctly solve basic,
small-scale classification tasks considered. As we expect,
with the increase in capabilities, quantum computing de-
vices have a potential to become a useful tool for machine
learning applications.
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Clean, M. McEwen, A. Megrant, X. Mi, K. Michielsen,
M. Mohseni, J. Mutus, O. Naaman, M. Neeley, C. Neill,
M. Y. Niu, E. Ostby, A. Petukhov, J. C. Platt, C. Quin-
tana, E. G. Rieffel, P. Roushan, N. C. Rubin, D. Sank,

K. J. Satzinger, V. Smelyanskiy, K. J. Sung, M. D. Tre-
vithick, A. Vainsencher, B. Villalonga, T. White, Z. J.
Yao, P. Yeh, A. Zalcman, H. Neven, and J. M. Marti-
nis, Quantum supremacy using a programmable super-
conducting processor, Nature 574, 505 (2019).

[2] H.-S. Zhong, H. Wang, Y.-H. Deng, M.-C. Chen, L.-C.
Peng, Y.-H. Luo, J. Qin, D. Wu, X. Ding, Y. Hu, P. Hu,
X.-Y. Yang, W.-J. Zhang, H. Li, Y. Li, X. Jiang, L. Gan,
G. Yang, L. You, Z. Wang, L. Li, N.-L. Liu, C.-Y. Lu,
and J.-W. Pan, Quantum computational advantage using
photons, Science 370, 1460 (2020).

[3] H.-S. Zhong, Y.-H. Deng, J. Qin, H. Wang, M.-C. Chen,
L.-C. Peng, Y.-H. Luo, D. Wu, S.-Q. Gong, H. Su, Y. Hu,
P. Hu, X.-Y. Yang, W.-J. Zhang, H. Li, Y. Li, X. Jiang,
L. Gan, G. Yang, L. You, Z. Wang, L. Li, N.-L. Liu, J. J.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1666-5
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abe8770


6

Renema, C.-Y. Lu, and J.-W. Pan, Phase-programmable
gaussian boson sampling using stimulated squeezed light,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 180502 (2021).

[4] S. Ebadi, A. Keesling, M. Cain, T. T. Wang, H. Levine,
D. Bluvstein, G. Semeghini, A. Omran, J.-G. Liu,
R. Samajdar, X.-Z. Luo, B. Nash, X. Gao, B. Barak,
E. Farhi, S. Sachdev, N. Gemelke, L. Zhou, S. Choi,
H. Pichler, S.-T. Wang, M. Greiner, V. Vuletić, and M. D.
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