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Encoding classical data into quantum states is considered a quantum feature map to map classical
data into a quantum Hilbert space. This feature map provides opportunities to incorporate quan-
tum advantages into machine learning algorithms to be performed on near-term intermediate-scale
quantum computers. The crucial idea is using the quantum Hilbert space as a quantum-enhanced
feature space in machine learning models. While the quantum feature map has demonstrated its
capability when combined with linear classification models in some specific applications, its expres-
sive power from the theoretical perspective remains unknown. We prove that the machine learning
models induced from the quantum-enhanced feature space are universal approximators of continuous
functions under typical quantum feature maps. We also study the capability of quantum feature
maps in the classification of disjoint regions. Our work enables an important theoretical analysis to
ensure that machine learning algorithms based on quantum feature maps can handle a broad class
of machine learning tasks. In light of this, one can design a quantum machine learning model with
more powerful expressivity.

The rapidly increasing volume and complexity of data
have led to the notable progress of machine learning (ML)
techniques to build sophisticated models to find patterns
in data. The main interest lies in the ability to recognize
the patterns these techniques can produce. If a phys-
ical computation model can produce atypical patterns
that cannot be generated by a classical computer, it may
reveal patterns that are difficult to recognize in the clas-
sical regime [1]. This expectation has led to the advent
of quantum machine learning (QML), a field that takes
advantage of quantum effects to surpass the classical ML
techniques. QML is currently benefiting from the arrival
of noisy intermediate-scale quantum devices that may in-
clude a few tens to hundreds of qubits with no error cor-
rection capability [2, 3]. Such devices have ushered in the
era of hybrid quantum-classical algorithms [4–9].

Because a quantum computer can efficiently access and
manipulate quantum states, the quantum Hilbert space
can be used as a quantum-enhanced feature space for
classical data. The motivation is that quantum systems
can explore a larger class of features than can classical
systems. The input data is encoded in a quantum state
via a quantum feature map, a nonlinear feature map that
maps data to the quantum Hilbert space (Fig. 1). The
quantum feature map is first proposed and implemented
as a fixed quantum circuit, followed by a variational cir-
cuit that adapts the measurement basis with trainable
parameters [8, 9]. Such QML models can be rephrased as
quantum kernel methods induced from feature maps [10–
14]. Quantum feature maps underscore the QML ad-
vantage; there may be a provable exponential speed-up
due to the classical intractability of generating correla-
tions for a particular learning problem. For example,

under the widely known hardness assumption of the dis-
crete logarithm problem, the first probable exponential
QML advantage was demonstrated via the estimation of a
support vector machine kernel matrix on a fault-tolerant
quantum computer [15]. Furthermore, one can construct
engineered data sets to demonstrate the most significant
separation between quantum and classical models from a
learning-theoretic sense to yield the quantum advantage
in ML problems [16]. Still, little is known about the rela-
tion between the classical intractability of quantum fea-
ture maps and the generalization learning performance.

An interesting research question is whether a QML
model based on a quantum feature map can obtain ex-
pressivity that is as powerful as, or is more powerful than,
classical ML schemes. The answer can determine whether
QML models can handle a broad class of ML tasks in
general. This can be investigated from the perspective
of the universal approximation property (UAP) and the
classification capability, which have been extensively ex-
plored in feedforward classical neural networks [17–19].
Here, UAP refers to the ability to approximate any con-
tinuous function [20, 21]. The classification capability
implies that the function constructed from quantum fea-
ture maps can form disjoint decision regions [22]. Quan-
tum neural networks, which employ qubits as quantum
perceptrons with nonlinear excitation responses [23], can
be emulated on a photonic quantum computer to obtain
UAP [24]. It is conjectured that under a special kind of
classical data pre-processing, sequentially repeated quan-
tum feature maps can become universal function approx-
imators [25]. In Ref. [26], the expressivity of a quantum
model with a variational circuit is characterized in terms
of a partial Fourier series in the data. However, the study
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FIG. 1. A quantum feature framework consists of a feature
map circuit UΨ(x) that realizes Ψ(x) to map the classical data
x ∈ X to a quantum state in the Hilbert space and a quantum
circuit W to adapt the measurement basis. The combination
of UΨ(x) and W can be repeated as a sequence with different
parameters. This framework has the universal approximation
property if the linear combining of measurement results can
approximate any continuous function g : X → R.

of UAP and classification capability of QML models with
quantum feature maps still remains challenging.

In this Letter, we formulate the universal approxima-
tion problem of QML models in terms of quantum fea-
ture maps. We present a provable UAP and classification
capability in two typical scenarios when setting the quan-
tum feature map. In the first scenario, which is defined as
the parallel scenario, the quantum feature map is a tensor
product of multiple quantum circuits; each circuit acts on
a subsystem, and the number of qubits can be set freely.
In the second scenario, which is defined as the sequential
scenario, the quantum feature map is the repetition of a
simple fixed quantum circuit, and the number of qubits is
fixed. We obtain the UAP in the first scenario and prove
the UAP for the second in single-qubit circuits of the fi-
nite input space. Both scenarios have been mentioned
in prior proposals via short circuit sequences in realis-
tic near-term settings [8, 26, 27]. We therefore focus on
the extent to which these abstract setups can influence
the approximating power of QML models in future im-
plementations with wider and deeper quantum circuits.

Quantum feature maps.— We will now define the quan-
tum feature map mentioned in Refs. [8, 9]. Let H be a
Hilbert space and X ⊂ Rd be an input set. The quan-
tum feature map Ψ : X → H is a procedure of input
encoding that encodes some input x ∈ X into a quan-
tum feature state |Ψ(x)〉 ∈ H. This mapping action is
equivalent to applying the quantum circuit V(x) = UΨ(x)

to the initial state |0〉⊗N , where N is the number of
qubits. A quantum classifier can be constructed from the
quantum feature map using two approaches, the varia-
tional circuit approach and the kernel-induced approach.
In the variational circuit approach, a short-depth quan-
tum circuit W is applied to the quantum feature state
to adapt the measurement basis [8, 9] (Fig. 1). The pa-
rameters of circuit W are optimized during the training
and the quantum measurement is performed to obtain

a complex nonlinear output. This output can be rep-
resented as a linear combination of exponentially many
nonlinear functions. In the kernel-induced approach,
the quantum computer estimates the inner product be-
tween quantum feature states giving rise to a kernel
κ(x,x′) = 〈Ψ(x)|Ψ(x′)〉 = 〈0 . . . 0| V†(x)V(x′) |0 . . . 0〉 to
feed into classical kernel methods [9].

Quantum feature framework.— We unify the two above
approaches into a quantum feature framework combining
quantum feature maps with an appropriate possible set of
observables. We introduce observables O1, O2, . . . , OK ,
which are Hermitian operators applied to the state
|Ψ(x)〉. If we measure Oi, we can obtain the expecta-
tion value of this observable and consider it as the basis
function ψi(x) : X → R, defined as

ψi(x) = 〈Ψ(x)|Oi|Ψ(x)〉 = Tr[Oi |Ψ(x)〉 〈Ψ(x)|]. (1)

If these basis functions have nonlinearity properties with
sufficiently high dimension, we can solve a complex task
by the linear regression on the output function f : X →
R, which is the linear combination of the basis functions
ψi(x) with the weights wi ∈ R (i = 1, . . . ,K) [28]

f(x) =
K∑

i=1

wiψi(x). (2)

The observables {Oi} should be chosen for easy phys-
ical implementation but can produce nonlinearity with
sufficient high-dimensional basis functions [29].

Universal approximation property and classification
capability.— A quantum feature framework F based on a
set of quantum feature maps and a set of observables on
the Hilbert space is defined as the collection of function
f : X → R, where each f has the form in Eq. (2). We
define the UAP and classification capability of F . Let
G be a space of continuous functions g : X → R. The
framework F has the UAP with respect to G and a norm
‖ · ‖ if given any function g ∈ G; then for any ε > 0 there
exists f ∈ F such that ‖f − g‖ < ε. This f is called
an approximator of g with ε-error. Furthermore, F has
the classification capability if for arbitrary disjoint re-
gions (i.e., closed sets) K1,K2, . . . ,Km in X , there exists
f ∈ F such that f can separate these regions [17]. We
investigate the UAP and the classification capability in
two typical scenarios in setting the quantum feature map.
We assume that X is a compact set. For the sake of read-
ability, we present some definitions for notations used in
this study. A supremum norm of a function h : X → R is
defined as ‖h‖∞ = supx∈X |h(x)|. Let L2(X ) be a space
of functions h : X → R that is square integrable, that
is,
∫
X |h(x)|2dx <∞. The norm of function h in L2(X )

space is defined as ‖h‖L2(X ) =
[∫
X |h(x)|2dx

]1/2
.

Parallel scenario.— We examine the first scenario
where the quantum feature map is a tensor product of
multiple quantum circuits acting on subsystems where
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the number of qubits can be set freely [Fig. 2(a)]. We
consider a typical feature map ΨVN represented by the

following circuit applied to |0〉⊗N

VN (x) = V1(x)⊗ V2(x)⊗ . . .⊗ VN (x), (3)

where Vj(x) is a single-qubit Pauli rotation, for example,
Y -basis rotation e−iθj(x)Y applied to the jth qubit with

the function θj : X → R. Here, I =

[
1 0
0 1

]
, X =

[
0 1
1 0

]
, Y =

[
0 −i
i 0

]
, and Z =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
are the Pauli

matrices. We show that the UAP can be obtained via the
nonlinearity of the basis functions. This nonlinearity can
be introduced by an appropriate selection of observables
or by a classical pre-processing, such as using a nonlinear
pre-transformation for the input.

To begin, we propose a popular setting of θj(x) and
observables to produce the nonlinearity in the quantum
feature framework. Because X is a compact subset of
Rd, without a loss of generality, we assume that X =
[0, 1]d. Given the input data x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ X and
N ≥ d, we consider the circuits in Eq. (3) with Vj(x) =
e−iarccos(

√
xk)Y , where 1 ≤ k ≤ d and k ≡ j(mod d),

(1 ≤ j ≤ N). The observables are Oα = Zα1 ⊗ Zα2 ⊗
. . . ⊗ ZαN , where α = (α1, α2, . . . , αN ) ∈ {0, 1}N . The
basis functions are calculated as

ψα(x) = 〈0|⊗N V†N (x)OαVN (x) |0〉⊗N . (4)

From {ψα}, we can construct any polynomial function on
X [30]. Due to a special case of Stone–Weierstrass the-
orem [31], any continuous function on X can be approx-
imated by polynomial functions with arbitrary precision
in terms of the supremum norm. Therefore, we obtain
the following UAP (see proof in [30]).

Result 1 (UAP in the parallel scenario). For any con-
tinuous function g : X → R; then for any ε > 0, there
exist N and a collection of output weights wα and ob-
servables Oα = Zα1 ⊗ Zα2 ⊗ . . . ⊗ ZαN , where α =
(α1, α2, . . . , αN ) ∈ {0, 1}N such that |∑α wαψα(x) −
g(x)| < ε for all x in X . Here, the basis function ψα(x)
is defined as that in Eq. (4).

Result 1 implies that the induced quantum feature
framework has the UAP with respect to the supremum
norm. Furthermore, we prove the classification capa-
bility of this framework. We consider m disjoint re-
gions K1,K2, . . . ,Km in X and their corresponding m
distinct real values as labels c1, c2, . . . , cm. According to
lemma 2.1 in Ref. [17], there exists a continuous func-
tion hc such that hc(x) = ci if x in Ki. We say that
a function h : X → R can separate m disjoint re-
gions K1,K2, . . . ,Km at x0 if |hc(x0) − h(x0)| < δ =
1
2 min{|ci − cj | | ∀i 6= j}. From result 1, we can obtain a
function f : X → R in the form

∑
α wαψα(x) such that

FIG. 2. The quantum circuit UΨ(x) for a quantum feature
map. (a) The circuit is the tensor product of multiple circuits,
where each circuit Vi(x) acts on a subsystem. (b) The circuit
is the repetition of a simple circuit V (x) (for example, a single
Pauli-Y rotation) acting on the same qubits.

|hc(x0) − f(x0)| < δ = 1
2 min{|ci − cj | | ∀i 6= j} for all

x0 in X . Therefore, f can separate K1,K2, . . . ,Km.
We note that the number of observables Oα in the par-

allel scenario does not need to scale exponentially with
respect to the number of qubits N . From the construc-
tion of the circuits, for each k (1 ≤ k ≤ d), any combina-
tion of αk, αk+d, αk+2d, . . . with p nonzero elements gives
the same terms in the basis functions ψα. Hence, for each
p, we only need to choose one combination to construct
the observable Oα. Let q(k) denote the number of values
that p can take for each k. Then, the number of observ-
ables Oα does not need to be larger than q(1)q(2) . . . q(d).
Because the number of elements in αk, αk+d, αk+2d, . . .

does not exceed 1 + bN − 1

d
c, the value of p is taken in

0, 1, . . . , 1+bN − 1

d
c, where brc denotes the greatest inte-

ger less than or equal to r. Therefore, q(k) ≤ 2+bN − 1

d
c

for each k; thus, the number of observables does not ex-

ceed

(
2 + bN − 1

d
c
)d

.

Next, we show that the nonlinearity to establish the
UAP can be implemented by a special kind of data pre-
processing with an activation function incorporated into
θj(x). The activation function can be computed by
a classical algorithm on the level of logical gates and
then translated into a reversible routine to be used as
a quantum algorithm [32]. Given an activation function
σ : R→ [−1, 1], we further assume two conditions for σ.
First, σ is nonconstant and piecewise continuous. Here, σ
is said to be piecewise continuous if it has a finite num-
ber of discontinuities in any interval, and its left and
right limits are defined (not necessarily equal) at each
discontinuity. Second, σa,b(x) = σ(a · x + b) is dense
in L2(X ) where a · x denotes the inner product of vec-
tors a and x in Rd. This means that for any ε > 0 and
g ∈ L2(X ), there exist a ∈ Rd and b ∈ R such that
‖g − σa,b‖L2(X ) < ε. We apply VN (x) in Eq. (3) with

θj(x) = arccos

(√
1 + σaj ,bj (x)

2

)
, where aj ∈ Rd and

bj ∈ R are randomly generated from any continuous sam-
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pling distribution for each j. In this scheme, the number
of observables can be reduced to N . We consider the ob-
servables Oj = I⊗ . . .⊗ Z︸︷︷︸

j-index

⊗ . . .⊗I (1 ≤ j ≤ N) with

the corresponding basis functions

ψj(x) = 〈0|⊗N V†N (x)OjVN (x) |0〉⊗N

= 〈0| eiθjY Ze−iθjY |0〉 = σaj ,bj (x). (5)

Result 2 is obtained from the main result in the UAP of
the classical framework in Ref. [19] (Theorem 2.3), which
states that for any ε > 0 there exist N and {wj}Nj=1(wj ∈
R) such that

∥∥∥
∑N
j=1 wjσaj ,bj − g

∥∥∥
L2(X )

< ε.

Result 2 (UAP when implementing activation functions
in pre-processing). For any continuous function g : X →
R and the construction of basis functions ψj in Eq. (5);
then for any ε > 0, there exist N and {wj}Nj=1(wj ∈ R)

such that
∥∥∥
∑N
j=1 wjψj − g

∥∥∥
L2(X )

< ε.

Result 2 implies that with a sufficient number of
qubits, the framework induced from the nonlinear ac-
tivation function with the selected observables can work
as a universal approximator to any continuous function
g : X → R in L2(X ) with any arbitrary precision. Simi-
lar to the analysis from result 1, we consider the function
hc to investigate the classification capability in this set-
ting. From result 2, for ε > 0, there exists f : X → R
in the form of Eq. (2) such that

∥∥∥hc − f
∥∥∥
L2(X )

< ε. Let

Y = {y ∈ X | |hc(y)− f(y)| ≥ δ} and VY be the volume

of Y; we then have V
1/2
Y δ < ε or VY < (ε/δ)2. There-

fore, by selecting sufficiently small ε, we can reduce VY as
small as possible to increase the classification capability.

Sequential scenario.— In the parallel scenario, it is
assumed that we can increase the number of qubits to
approximate the output function to a target continuous
function with arbitrary precision. However, there is a
limitation in the current realistic model with a large num-
ber of qubits. We investigate whether the UAP can be
obtained by constructing the quantum feature map with
only a single qubit by repeating a simple quantum circuit
V (x) [Fig. 2(b)]. Unlike the parallel scenario, the quan-
tum feature map described in the following paragraph is
not capable of approximating a function whose domain
is an infinite set (see [30]). We restrict the input set to a
finite set X = {x1,x2, . . . ,xM}. For example, in a real-
world application, X can be the set of RGB fixed-size
images.

To obtain the UAP, it is important to set the ap-
propriate form of V (x). In [30], we present a counter-
example of V (x) that we cannot obtain the UAP. Here,
we consider the unitary operator V (x) = e−πiθ(x)Y ap-
plied to the single qubit and establish the condition of
θ(x1), θ(x2), . . . , θ(xM ) to obtain the UAP. The quan-
tum feature map is constructed by repeating V (x), that

is, applying V n(x) = e−nπiθ(x)Y (n ∈ N) to |0〉, where
θ : X → R. The corresponding basis function with the
observable Z (Pauli-Z) becomes

ψn(x) = 〈0| (V n)†(x)ZV n(x) |0〉 = 2 cos2(πnθ(x))− 1

= cos(2πnθ(x)) = cos(2π{nθ(x)}), (6)

where {nθ(x)} = nθ(x) − bnθ(x)c is the fractional part
of nθ(x). The UAP is studied via the Kronecker–Weyl
theorem [33, 34] on the density of the fractional parts
({nθ(x1)}, . . . , {nθ(xM )})n∈N. In [30], we prove the fol-
lowing result, which states that with the condition of the
linear independence for 1, θ(x1), . . . , θ(xM ), any func-
tion in X can be approximated by repeatedly applying
V (x) with an appropriate iteration number n. Here,
real numbers b1, b2, . . . , bL are linearly independent over
the set of rational numbers Q if the only integral so-
lution to z1b1 + z2b2 + . . . + zLbL = 0 is the all zero
z1 = z2 = . . . = zL = 0.

Result 3 (UAP in the sequential scenario). If X =
{x1,x2, . . . ,xM} ⊂ Rd and 1, θ(x1), . . . , θ(xM ) are lin-
early independent over Q, then for any function g : X →
R and for any ε > 0, there exist n ∈ N and w ∈ R
such that |wψn(x)− g(x)| < ε for all x in X . Here, the
basis function ψn(x) = cos(2π{nθ(x)}) is defined as in
Eq. (6).

Similar to the analysis from result 1, we can also obtain
the classification capability via result 3.

Approximation rate.— An interesting theoretical ques-
tion is how to describe relative goodness or badness in a
universal approximation. The approximation rate can be
used here, which is the decay rate of the approximation
error. This rate refers to the speed at which the approxi-
mation error decreases when the parameters, such as the
number of qubits N and the input dimension d, are in-
creased. The approximation rate strongly depends on
the nature of the target function g to be approximated
and the type of the input set X . In [30], we prove the
following result, which describes the approximation rate
in the parallel scenario.

Result 4 (Approximation rate). If X = [0, 1]d and the
target function g is Lipschitz continuous with respect to
the Euclidean norm, we can construct an explicit form of
the approximator to g in the parallel scenario by N qubits
with the error ε = O(d7/6N−1/3). Furthermore, we can
achieve an approximation error with a better approxima-
tion rate in terms of N as ε = O(d3/2N−1).

The approximation error ε = O(d3/2N−1) can be ob-
tained by using the Jackson theorem of the quantitative
information on the degree of polynomial approximation
to a continuous function [35]. It implies that O(d3/2ε−1)
qubits are enough to obtain an approximation with ε-
error. However, the explicit form of this approximator
remains for future work.
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The approximation rate provides a method to compare
the asymptotic universality between our quantum fea-
ture framework and the classical neural networks. The
number of observables K in our framework corresponds
with the number of parameters in the classical neural
networks. Since K = O(Nd) in the parallel scenario, we
can write our best approximation error as ε = O(K−1/d)
if we fix d and focus on K. Interestingly, this is also the
best approximation when using a classical neural network
to approximate a Lipschitz continuous function [36, 37].
This result suggests a strong guarantee that the QML
models in quantum-enhanced feature spaces can exhibit
at least the same expressivity as the classical ML models.

Conclusion.—We present a comprehensive under-
standing of the UAP of quantum feature frameworks in-
duced from quantum-enhanced feature spaces. This re-
search lays a foundation for further theoretical analysis
of the expressivity of these frameworks and provides in-
sights into the design of a good expressive model in QML
applications. Our proposal addresses the theoretical re-
search question about whether QML models in quantum-
enhanced feature spaces can solve the tasks that conven-
tional ML models can in classical settings. We obtain the
results that under typical quantum feature map settings,
the QML models can achieve both UAP and classifica-
tion capability and can thus handle a wide class of ML
tasks. The suggestions in practical applications are left
for future works, such as finding an efficient scheme with
the lowest implementation cost to obtain the necessary
approximation accuracy.
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tum perceptron as efficient universal approximator, EPL
(Europhysics Letters) 125, 30004 (2019).

[24] N. Killoran, T. R. Bromley, J. M. Arrazola, M. Schuld,
N. Quesada, and S. Lloyd, Continuous-variable quantum
neural networks, Phys. Rev. Research 1, 033063 (2019).

[25] A. Pérez-Salinas, A. Cervera-Lierta, E. Gil-Fuster, and
J. I. Latorre, Data re-uploading for a universal quantum
classifier, Quantum 4, 226 (2020).

[26] M. Schuld, R. Sweke, and J. J. Meyer, Effect of data en-
coding on the expressive power of variational quantum-
machine-learning models, Phys. Rev. A 103, 032430
(2021).

[27] M. Schuld, A. Bocharov, K. M. Svore, and N. Wiebe,
Circuit-centric quantum classifiers, Phys. Rev. A 101,
032308 (2020).

[28] K. Fujii and K. Nakajima, Quantum reservoir computing:
A reservoir approach toward quantum machine learn-



6

ing on near-term quantum devices, in Reservoir Com-
puting: Theory, Physical Implementations, and Applica-
tions, edited by K. Nakajima and I. Fischer (Springer
Singapore, Singapore, 2021) pp. 423–450.

[29] This scheme is analogous with the classical extreme learn-
ing machine (ELM) framework [17, 38]. In the ELM, the
input data x is fed into a single- or multi-layer perceptron
where all weights between layers are fixed. The states of
hidden nodes at some layers are regarded as basis func-
tions that play a similar role as ψi(x).

[30] See Supplemental Materials for proofs of Results 1–4,
which include Refs. [39–42].

[31] K. Yoshida, Functional Analysis (Springer-Verlag Berlin
Heidelberg, 1980) pp. 9–10.

[32] M. Schuld and F. Petruccione, Supervised Learning with
Quantum Computers, 1st ed. (Springer Publishing Com-
pany, Incorporated, 2018) pp. 184–188.

[33] J. L. King, Three problems in search of a measure, Am.
Math. Mon. 101, 609 (1994).

[34] E. M. Stein and R. Shakarchi, Fourier analysis: an in-
troduction, Vol. 1 (Princeton University Press, 2003) pp.
105–108.

[35] D. Newman and H. Shapiro, Jackson’s theorem in higher

dimensions, in On Approximation Theory (Proceedings of
Conference in Oberwolfach) (Springer, Birkhäuser Basel,
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PROOF OF RESULT 1

RESULT 1 (UAP in the parallel scenario)

For any continuous function g : X → R; then for any ε > 0, there exist N and a collection of output
weights wα and observables Oα = Zα1 ⊗ Zα2 ⊗ . . . ⊗ ZαN , where α = (α1, α2, . . . , αN ) ∈ {0, 1}N such that
|∑α wαψα(x)− g(x)| < ε for all x in X .

Proof.— First, we prove the following lemma S1 to show that any polynomial function in X can be constructed
from basis functions ψα(x) mentioned in the parallel scenario.

Lemma S1 Consider the polynomial P (x) of the input x = (x1, x2, . . . , xd) ∈ [0, 1]d where the degree of xj in

P (x) is less than or equal to
N + (d− j)

d
for j = 1, . . . , d (N ≥ d); there then exists a collection of output weights

{wα ∈ R | α ∈ {0, 1}N} such that

∑

α∈{0,1}N
wαψα(x) = P (x).

Consider a real number r; we denote brc as the greatest integer less than or equal to r and dre as the least integer
greater than or equal to r. For integers i, d (d > 0), let [i] denote the integer number k such that 1 ≤ k ≤ d and
i ≡ k(mod d). For a nonzero monomial m(x) = lxa11 xa22 · · ·xadd , let deg(m(x)) = a1 +a2 + · · · ad be the degree of m(x).
We define deg(0) = −1 for our convenience. Furthermore, for a nonzero polynomonial P (x), the degree deg(P (x)) of
P (x) is defined as the largest degree of monomial terms in P (x).

The basis functions induced from VN (x) = V1(x)⊗ V2(x)⊗ . . .⊗ VN (x) and Oα = Zα1 ⊗ Zα2 ⊗ . . .⊗ ZαN , where
Vj(x) = e−iarccos(

√
x[j])Y , (1 ≤ j ≤ N) and α = (α1, α2, . . . , αN ) ∈ {0, 1}N , are represented as follows:

ψα(x) = 〈0|⊗N V†N (x)OαVN (x) |0〉⊗N

= 〈0|⊗N (V1(x)⊗ V2(x)⊗ . . .⊗ VN (x))
†

(Zα1 ⊗ Zα2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ZαN ) (V1(x)⊗ V2(x)⊗ . . .⊗ VN (x)) |0〉⊗N

=
N∏

i=1

〈0|V †i (x)Zαii Vi(x)|0〉

=
N∏

i=1

(
2
(
arccos

(
cos
√
x[i]

))2 − 1
)αi

=
N∏

i=1

(2x[i] − 1)αi = 2|α|xα1

[1]x
α2

[2] · · ·x
αN
[N ] +Qα(x). (S1)

Here, |α| = α1 + α2 + . . .+ αN , and Qα(x) is the total of other monomial terms in ψα(x) with the degree less than
|α|.

For each j (1 ≤ j ≤ d), we find the number of integer i such that 1 ≤ i ≤ N and [i] ≡ j(mod d). It is equivalent to
finding the number of integer p such that 1 − j ≤ dp ≤ N − j (then i = j + dp). Because 1 − j ≥ 1 − d > −d, then

0 ≤ dp < N − j + 1 or 0 ≤ p <
N − j + 1

d
. Therefore, the number of such p is dN − j + 1

d
e. From this result and

Eq. (S1), the degree of xj (1 ≤ j ≤ d) in ψα(x) is not larger than dN − j + 1

d
e = bN + (d− j)

d
c.

Next, to prove lemma S1, we prove that if P (x) is the polynomial where the degree of xj in P (x) is less than or

equal to bN + (d− j)
d

c, then P (x) can be represented as the form
∑
α wαψα(x). The proof is by induction on the

degree of P (x). The statement is trivial for the cases deg(P (x)) = −1 and deg(P (x)) = 0. We assume that the
statement is established if deg(P (x)) = −1, 0, . . . , D − 1 (induction assumption); then we need to establish the truth
of the statement for the case deg(P (x)) = D > 0 (induction hypothesis). Let m1(x),m2(x), . . . ,mK(x) denote all
monomial terms in P (x) such that deg(mk)(x) = deg(P (x)) for all k (1 ≤ k ≤ K). Then, P (x) can be represented
as

P (x) = m1(x) +m2(x) + . . .+mK(x) + P ′(x), (S2)
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where deg(P ′(x)) < deg(P (x)).
For each k (1 ≤ k ≤ K), let α(k) denote the value of α such that mk(x) = wα2|α|xα1

[1]x
α2

[2] · · ·x
αN
[N ]. We consider the

difference polynomial R(x) between P (x) and
∑K
k=1 wα(k)ψα(k)(x) as

R(x) = P (x)−
K∑

k=1

wα(k)ψα(k)(x) = P ′(x)−
K∑

k=1

wα(k)Qα(k)(x). (S3)

Because deg(R(x)) < deg(P (x)) = D and the degree of xj in R(x) is not larger than bN + (d− j)
d

c, following

the induction assumption, R(x) can be written in the form
∑
α wαψα(x). From this result and Eq. (S3), P (x) is

also represented by the form
∑
α wαψα(x). Therefore, the induction hypothesis is proved for deg(P (x)) = D. The

statement in lemma S1 is established for all values of deg(P (x)).
Result 1 is obtained from lemma S1 and the Weierstrass’ Polynomial Approximation Theorem, which states that

any continuous function on X can be approximated by polynomial functions with arbitrary precision in terms of
the supremum norm. Let us mention here the general form of the Weierstrass’ Polynomial Approximation Theorem,
which is known as the Stone–Weierstrass theorem. The statement of theorem S1 is directly quoted from Ref. [1].

Theorem S1 (Stone–Weierstrass [1]) Let X be a compact space and C(X ) be the set of real-valued continuous
functions defined on X . Let a subset B of C(X ) satisfy the three conditions:

(i) If f, g ∈ B, then the product f · g and linear combination αf + βg, with real coefficients α, β, belong to B.

(ii) The constant function 1 belongs to B.

(iii) The uniform limit f∞ of any sequence fn of functions in B also belongs to B.

Then B = C(X ) iff B separates the points of X , i.e. iff, for every distinct points x,y in X , there exists a function h
in B such that h(x) 6= h(y).

Let P denote the set of all polynomials on the compact set X ⊂ Rd. We apply theorem S1 for the uniform closure
P̄, which is the space of all functions that can be approximated by a sequence of uniformly converging polynomials in
P. We check three conditions given in theorem S1. From the definition of P̄, the conditions (ii) and (iii) are satisfied.
Let us check the condition (i). For arbitrary functions f, g ∈ P̄, there exist sequences of polynomials {fn}, {gn} ∈ P,
such that limn→∞ ‖fn − f‖∞ = 0 and limn→∞ ‖gn − g‖∞ = 0. We define two functions, p = f · g and q = αf + βg,
and two sequences, {pn} and {qn}, where pn = fn · gn and qn = αfn + βgn. Because f and g are defined on the
compact set X , there are the maximum values and minimum values for f and g. Let M be a real number such that
‖f‖∞ ≤M and ‖g‖∞ ≤M , and then

‖pn − p‖∞ = ‖fn · gn − f · g‖∞
= ‖(fn − f) · g + (gn − g) · fn‖∞
≤ ‖fn − f‖∞‖g‖∞ + ‖gn − g‖∞‖fn‖∞
≤M‖fn − f‖∞ +M‖gn − g‖∞. (S4)

Similarly, we have the following inequality

‖qn − q‖∞ = ‖(αfn + βgn)− (αf + βg)‖∞
= ‖α(fn − f) + β(gn − g)‖∞
≤ |α|‖fn − f‖∞ + |β|‖gn − g‖∞. (S5)

Equations (S4) and (S5) imply that limn→∞ ‖pn − p‖∞ = 0 and limn→∞ ‖qn − q‖∞ = 0, and therefore p ∈ P and
q ∈ P; the condition (i) is satisfied.

Furthermore, we consider arbitrary distinct points x = (x1, . . . , xd) and y = (y1, . . . , yd) ∈ X . Without a loss of
generality, we assume that x1 6= y1. We consider a polynomial h in P (h ∈ P̄) such that h(z) = z1 − x1 for all
z = (z1, . . . , zd) ∈ X . Then, h(x) = 0 and h(y) = y1 − x1 6= 0. Therefore, P̄ can separate the points of X . From the
Stone–Weierstrass theorem, we obtain P̄ = C(X ), or P is dense in C(X ).

Now, let g be a continuous real-valued function defined on X . Because P is dense in C(X ), there exists a sequence
of polynomials Pk(x) ∈ P such that limk→∞ ‖g(x) − Pk(x)‖∞ = 0. Then, for any ε > 0, there exists k0 such that
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FIG. S1. The sequential scenario in setting the quantum feature map. The circuit is the repetition of a simple circuit V (x)
(for example, a single Pauli-Y rotation) acting on the same qubits.

‖Pk(x) − g(x)‖∞ < ε for all k ≥ k0. We choose the number Nk0 of qubits such that the degree of xj in Pk0(x) is

less than or equal to
N + (d− j)

d
for all N ≥ Nk0 . From lemma S1, for N ≥ Nk0 , there exists a collection of output

weights {wα ∈ R | α ∈ {0, 1}N} such that
∑
α∈{0,1}N wαψα(x) = Pk(x). Then,

‖
∑

α∈{0,1}N
wαψα(x)− g(x)‖∞ < ε (S6)

for N ≥ Nk0 . Therefore, we have the following result, which is Result 1 in the main text:

lim
N→∞

min
w={wα}∈R2n

∥∥∥
∑

α∈{0,1}N
wαψα(x)− g(x)

∥∥∥
∞

= 0.

A COUNTER-EXAMPLE OF THE SEQUENTIAL SCENARIO WITHOUT UAP

In the sequential scenario (Fig. S1), we investigate whether the UAP can be obtained by constructing the quantum
feature map with only a single qubit by repeating the same randomness-free and simple quantum circuit V (x). To
obtain the UAP, it is important to set the appropriate form of V (x).

We give here a counter-example of V (x) that we cannot obtain the UAP. For example, if V (x) is a unitary operator
such that |0〉 is a common eigenvector of V (x1) and V (x2), we denote λ1 and λ2 as the corresponding eigenvalues of
V (x1) and V (x2), respectively. Then the quantum states at x1,x2 after repeating V (x) for n times are

|Ψ(x1)〉 = V n(x1) |0〉 = λn1 |0〉 , (S7)

|Ψ(x2)〉 = V n(x2) |0〉 = λn2 |0〉 . (S8)

For an arbitrary set of observable operator O = {O1, O2, . . . , OK}, the values at x1,x2 of the basis function ψi(x)
corresponding with the observable Oi are

ψi(x1) = 〈Ψ(x1)|Oi |Ψ(x1)〉 = |λ1|2n 〈0|Oi |0〉 , (S9)

ψi(x2) = 〈Ψ(x2)|Oi |Ψ(x2)〉 = |λ2|2n 〈0|Oi |0〉 . (S10)

Since V (x1) and V (x2) are unitary, then |λ1| = |λ2| = 1 and ψi(x1) = ψi(x2) for all i. Hence, any linear combination
of {ψi(x)} cannot approximate the function which takes different values at x1 and x2. Therefore, we cannot obtain
the UAP for this setting of V (x).

UAP OF THE SEQUENTIAL SCENARIO ON AN INFINITE SET

In the main text, we consider the following form of V (x) as V (x) = e−πiθ(x)Y , where θ : X → R. This unitary
operator is applied to the single qubit. The quantum feature map is constructed by repeating V (x), that is, applying
V n(x) = e−nπiθ(x)Y (n ∈ N) to |0〉. We consider the observable Z (Pauli-Z) on the state after applying the quantum
feature map. Therefore, the corresponding basis function is

ψn(x) = 〈0| (V n)†(x)ZV n(x) |0〉 (S11)

= 2 cos2(πnθ(x))− 1 = cos(2π{nθ(x)}),
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where {nθ(x)} = nθ(x) − bnθ(x)c is the fractional part of nθ(x). The output function is modeled by the output
weight w ∈ R as fn(x;w) = wψn(x) = w (cos(2π{nθ(x)})− 1) .

We prove that the quantum feature map described above is not capable of approximating a function whose domain
is an infinite set. Here, for simplicity, we consider X as a closed interval X = [a, b] ⊂ R, where b > a, and g is an
arbitrary continuous real-valued function defined on [a, b]. We assume that θ is a continuous real-valued function
defined on [a, b]. If θ(a) = θ(b), any basis function ψ constructed from any observable takes the same value on a and
b, that is, ψ(a) = ψ(b); therefore, the linear combination of these basis functions cannot approximate g if g(a) 6= g(b).
Therefore, we only need to consider the case θ(a) 6= θ(b) to investigate the UAP. Without a loss of generality, we
assume that θ(a) < θ(b). Because the set of rational numbers is a dense subset of the real numbers, there exist rational
numbers q1, q2 ∈ Q such that θ(a) < q1 < q2 < θ(b). From the intermediate value theorem, there exist c1, c2 ∈ [a, b]
such that θ(c1) = q1, θ(c2) = q2. If we write q1 = n1/s, q2 = n2/s for n1, n2, s ∈ Z, then the fractional sequence
({nθ(c1)}, {nθ(c2)})n∈N has the period s and takes the finite number of values. Therefore, (ψn(c1), ψn(c2))n∈N also
takes the finite number of values.

We assume that the quantum feature framework defined by this setting has the UAP. Let us choose a continuous
function g : [a, b]→ R such that g(c1) = kg(c2) > 0 for k > 1. For εk = g(c2)/k, there exist wk ∈ R and nk ∈ N such
that |fnk(c1;wk)− g(c1)| < εk and |fnk(c2;wk)− g(c2)| < εk. Therefore, we have the following inequalities:

g(c1)− εk < fnk(c1;wk) = wkψnk(c1) < g(c1) + εk, (S12)

g(c2)− εk < fnk(c2;wk) = wkψnk(c2) < g(c2) + εk. (S13)

Because g(c1)− εk = (k − 1

k
)g(c2) > 0, g(c2)− εk = (1− 1

k
)g(c2) > 0, and g(c2) + εk = (1 +

1

k
)g(c2) > 0, we have

ψnk(c1)

ψnk(c2)
=
wkψnk(c1)

wkψnk(c2)
>
g(c1)− εk
g(c2) + εk

=
k2 − 1

k + 1
= k − 1. (S14)

Therefore,
ψnk(c1)

ψnk(c2)
can take on an infinite number of values as k varies (k > 1). However, this is impossible because

(ψn(c1), ψn(c2))n∈N can only take on a finite number of values. In other words, we were wrong to assume the quantum
feature framework defined by this setting has the UAP. We can conclude that the setting of the sequential scenario
mentioned in the main script cannot provide the UAP on an infinite set [a, b]. The same statement can also be
obtained if the input set X is a connected infinite subset of Rd.

PROOF OF RESULT 3

Similar to the previous section, we consider the unitary operator V (x) = e−πiθ(x)Y applied to the single qubit and
establish the condition of θ(x1), θ(x2), . . . , θ(xM ) to obtain the UAP. The quantum feature map is constructed by
repeating V (x), that is, applying V n(x) = e−nπiθ(x)Y (n ∈ N) to |0〉, where θ : X → R. The output function is
modeled by the output weight w ∈ R as fn(x;w) = wψn(x) = w cos(2π{nθ(x)}). The UAP is studied via the density
of the fractional parts ({nθ(x1)}, . . . , {nθ(xM )})n∈N. We present here the following lemma, which can be directly
derived from the Kronecker–Weyl theorem [2, 3].

Lemma S2 If real numbers 1, a1, a2, . . . , aM are linearly independent over the field Q of rational numbers, then
({na1}, . . . , {naM})n∈N is dense in [0, 1)M . That is, given (t1, t2, . . . , tM ) ∈ [0, 1)M , for every ε > 0, there exist n ∈ N
such that |{nai} − ti| < ε for i = 1, 2, . . . ,M .

Here, real numbers b1, b2, . . . , bL are linearly independent over Q if the only integral solution to α1b1 +α2b2 + . . .+
αLbM = 0 is the all zero α1 = α2 = . . . = αL = 0. Now, we consider the case when 1, θ(x1), . . . , θ(xM ) are linearly
independent over Q. Given a real-valued function g on X , we define real numbers β1, . . . , βM , such that βi = g(xi)/β,
where β = 1 + maxi=1,...,M |g(xi)|. Because −1 < βi < 1, there exists γi ∈ (0, 1) such that βi = cos(2πγi) for
i = 1, . . . ,M . From lemma S2, for every ε > 0, there exists n ∈ N such that |{nθ(xi)} − γi| < ε/(2πβ) for
i = 1, . . . ,M . If we choose w = β, then |fn(xi;w) − g(xi)| = β|ψn(xi) − βi| = β| cos(2π{nθ(xi)}) − cos(2πγi)| ≤
2πβ|{nθ(xi)} − γi| < ε for i = 1, . . . ,M . We obtain Result 3, which states that with the condition of the linear
independence for 1, θ(x2), . . . , θ(xM ), any function in X can be approximated by repeatedly applying V (x) with an
appropriate iteration number n.
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RESULT 3 (UAP in the sequential scenario)

If X = {x1,x2, . . . ,xM} ⊂ Rd and 1, θ(x1), . . . , θ(xM ) are linearly independent over Q, then for any function
g : X → R and for any ε > 0, there exist n ∈ N and w ∈ R such that |fn(x;w)− g(x)| < ε for all x in X .

Finally, to complete our proof, we prove lemma S2. We present the proof from scratch. This lemma can also be
directly derived from the Kronecker–Weyl theorem [2]. The proof for the special case when M = 1 (which is known
as Weyl’s equidistribution theorem) can be found in some analysis textbooks, for example, in Ref. [3].

Let a = (a1, a2, . . . , aM ) ∈ RM , k = (k1, k2, . . . , kM ) ∈ ZM , 0 = (0, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ ZM and k · a denote the dot
product between k and a as k · a = k1a1 + k2a2 + . . . + kMaM . From the linearly independent property over Q of
1, a1, a2, . . . , aM , we have

e2πik·a = 1⇔ k · a ∈ Z⇔ k1 = k2 = . . . = kM = 0. (S15)

Therefore,

1

M

M∑

n=1

e2πink·a =





e2πik·a

M

1− e2πiMk·a

1− e2πik·a → 0 (as M →∞), if k 6= 0.

1, if k = 0.
(S16)

Then,

lim
M→∞

1

M

M∑

n=1

e2πink·a =

ˆ

TM
e2πik·x dx, (S17)

where T = [0, 1),TM = [0, 1)M . Let us consider a trigonometric polynomial p : TM → C,

p(x) =
∑

k∈I
p̂k e2πik·x, p̂k ∈ C, I ⊂ ZM , |I| <∞, (S18)

supported on an arbitrary frequency index set I of finite cardinality. From (S17), we obtain

lim
M→∞

1

M

M∑

n=1

p(na) =

ˆ

TM
p(x)dx. (S19)

We apply the Weierstrass’ Polynomial Approximation Theorem for the case of trigonometric polynomials [1]. For
an arbitrary continuous real-valued function f defined on TM , there exists a sequence of trigonometric polynomial
{pj(x)}j∈N uniformly converging to f(x). This means that for every ε > 0, there exists a j0 ∈ N such that ‖f−pj‖∞ <
ε for all j ≥ j0. Therefore, for j ≥ j0, we have

∣∣∣∣∣
1

M

M∑

n=1

f(na)−
ˆ

TM
f(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ (S20)

=

∣∣∣∣∣
1

M

M∑

n=1

f(na)− 1

M

M∑

n=1

pj(na) +
1

M

M∑

n=1

pj(na)−
ˆ

TM
pj(x)dx+

ˆ

TM
pj(x)dx−

ˆ

TM
f(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ (S21)

≤
∣∣∣∣∣

1

M

M∑

n=1

f(na)− 1

M

M∑

n=1

pj(na)

∣∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣∣
1

M

M∑

n=1

pj(na)−
ˆ

TM
pj(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

TM
pj(x)dx−

ˆ

TM
f(x)dx

∣∣∣∣ (S22)

≤ 1

M

M∑

n=1

||f − pj ||+
∣∣∣∣∣

1

M

M∑

n=1

pj(na)−
ˆ

TM
pj(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣+

ˆ

TM
||pj − f ||dx (S23)

≤2ε+

∣∣∣∣∣
1

M

M∑

n=1

pj(na)−
ˆ

TM
pj(x)dx

∣∣∣∣∣ . (S24)
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From Eq. (S19) and Eq. (S24), we have limM→∞
∣∣∣ 1
M

∑M
n=1 f(na)−

´

TM f(x)dx
∣∣∣ ≤ 2ε for all ε > 0. Then, we have

lim
M→∞

1

M

M∑

n=1

f(na) =

ˆ

TM
f(x)dx. (S25)

Let us consider a distance ρ on TM , and B(y, r) = {x ∈ TM | ρ(y,x) ≤ r} for each y ∈ TM and r > 0. We define
the characteristic function of B(y, r) as

χB(y,r)(x) =

{
1 if ρ(y,x) ≤ r
0 otherwise.

(S26)

For any ε > 0, we define the following continuous real-valued functions on TM :

f
(ε)
+ (x) =





1 if ρ(y,x) ≤ r
1− ρ(y,x)− r

ε
if r < ρ(y,x) ≤ r + ε

0 otherwise,

(S27)

f
(ε)
− (x) =





1 if ρ(y,x) ≤ r − ε
r − ρ(y,x)

ε
if r − ε < ρ(y,x) ≤ r

0 otherwise.

(S28)

Then,

1

M

M∑

n=1

f
(ε)
− (na) ≤ 1

M

M∑

n=1

χB(y,r)(na) ≤ 1

M

M∑

n=1

f
(ε)
+ (na). (S29)

Because f
(ε)
+ and f

(ε)
− are continuous, from Eq. (S25), we have

lim
M→∞

1

M

M∑

n=1

f
(ε)
− (na) =

ˆ

TM
f

(ε)
− (x)dx, (S30)

lim
M→∞

1

M

M∑

n=1

f
(ε)
+ (na) =

ˆ

TM
f

(ε)
+ (x)dx. (S31)

Therefore, from Eq. (S29) and Eqs. (S30) and (S31), we obtain the following relationships:

ˆ

TM
f

(ε)
− (x)dx ≤ lim inf

M→∞
1

M

M∑

n=1

χB(y,r)(na) ≤ lim sup
M→∞

1

M

M∑

n=1

χB(y,r)(na) ≤
ˆ

TM
f

(ε)
+ (x)dx. (S32)

We take ε→ 0; then
´

TM f
(ε)
± (x)dx→

´

TM χB(y,r)(x)dx and

lim inf
M→∞

1

M

M∑

n=1

χB(y,r)(na) = lim sup
M→∞

1

M

M∑

n=1

χB(y,r)(na) =

ˆ

TM
χB(y,r)(x)dx. (S33)

Therefore, limM→∞ 1
M

∑M
n=1 χB(y,r)(na) =

´

TM χB(y,r)(x)dx. Because
´

TM χB(y,r)(x)dx > 0 with r > 0, then

limM→∞ 1
M

∑M
n=1 χB(y,r)(na) > 0. Therefore, with an arbitrary y ∈ TM and an arbitrary r > 0, there exists n ∈ N

such that χB(y,r)(na) > 0 or na ∈ B(y, r). This result proves that {na ∈ TM | n ∈ N} is dense in TM .
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EVALUATION OF THE APPROXIMATION RATE

An interesting theoretical question is how to describe relative goodness or badness in a universal approximation.
The approximation rate can be used here, which is the decay rate of the approximation error. This rate refers to
the speed at which the approximation error decreases when the parameters, such as the number N of qubits and the
input dimension d, are increased. The approximation rate strongly depends on the nature of the target function g to
be approximated. Here, we provide the evaluation of the approximation rate in the parallel scenario. Let us mention
the circuit VN (x) = V1(x)⊗ V2(x)⊗ . . .⊗ VN (x), where Vj(x) = e−iarccos(

√
x[j])Y , (1 ≤ j ≤ N) with [j] denoting the

integer number k such that 1 ≤ k ≤ d and j ≡ k(mod d). For the sake of simplicity, we consider the case when N is
a multiple of d as N = nd.

For each combination of (p1, p2, . . . , pd), where pi = 0, . . . , n, we show that we can create the term
∏d
i=1 x

pi
i (1 −

xi)
n−pi in the basis functions. Indeed, for each j = 1, . . . , N , we have

〈0|Vj†(x)(
I + Z

2
)Vj(x) |0〉 =

(
〈0|Vj†(x)IVj(x) |0〉+ 〈0|Vj†(x)ZVj(x) |0〉

)
/2 (S34)

=
(
1 + (2x[j] − 1)

)
/2 = x[j]. (S35)

Similarly, we also have

〈0|Vj†(x)(
I − Z

2
)Vj(x) |0〉 =

(
〈0|Vj†(x)IVj(x) |0〉 − 〈0|Vj†(x)ZVj(x) |0〉

)
/2 (S36)

=
(
1− (2x[j] − 1)

)
/2 = 1− x[j]. (S37)

For all j = 1, . . . , nd, we can write j = i + kd, where i = 1, . . . , d and k = 0, . . . , n − 1. If we denote the following
operators

Aj = Ai+kd =

{
(I + Z)/2 if k = 0, . . . , pi − 1

(I − Z)/2 if k = pi, . . . , n− 1
(S38)

then,

〈0|Vj†(x)AjVj(x) |0〉 =

{
xi if k = 0, . . . , pi − 1

1− xi if k = pi, . . . , n− 1.
(S39)

Therefore, if we consider the observable Op = A1⊗A2⊗ . . .⊗AN (where p denotes (p1, p2, . . . , pd)), then the basis
function ψp corresponding with Op becomes

ψp = 〈0|⊗N V†N (x)OpVN (x) |0〉⊗N = 〈0|⊗N (V1(x)⊗ . . .⊗ VN (x))
†
Op (V1(x)⊗ . . .⊗ VN (x)) |0〉⊗N (S40)

=

N∏

j=1

〈0|Vj†(x)AjVj(x) |0〉 (S41)

=
d∏

i=1

xpii (1− xi)n−pi . (S42)

Based on this selection of observables, we show that we can obtain UAP for our quantum feature framework in the
parallel scenario. Now, consider a continuous function g on the compact set X ⊂ [0, 1]d. Let p = (p1, . . . , pd), and

then
p

n
∈ [0, 1]d. We consider the output weight wp = g(pn )

∏d
i=1

(
n
pi

)
. The output function becomes the multivariate

Bernstein polynomial

f(x) = P (x) =
∑

p

wpψp =
n∑

p1=0

. . .
n∑

pd=0

g(
p

n
)
d∏

i=1

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi . (S43)

The approximation of multivariate Bernstein polynomials to a continuous function has been explored before, for
example, in Refs [4–6]. Here, we provide the proof related to this approximation property, then present our own result
in the evaluation of approximation rate.
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Because X is a compact set and g is uniformly continuous with respect to the Euclidean norm ‖ · ‖2, g admits a
modulus of continuity ω : [0,∞)→ [0,∞) such that

ω(δ) = sup
‖x−y‖2≤δ

|g(x)− g(y)| for δ ≥ 0, (S44)

where limδ→0 ω(δ) = 0.

We propose and prove the following result, which shows the UAP of our quantum feature framework in this setting.

Result S1 (UAP in the parallel scenario with the sufficient number of qubits) For any continuous func-
tion g : X → R and the above-mentioned construction of output function P (x), then for any ε > 0 there exist
N = nd such that |g(x) − P (x)| < ε for all x ∈ X . Let M be an arbitrary positive number such that M ≥ ω(

√
d),

then all n > m(ε) satisfy our statement, where

m(ε) = inf
δ>0,ω(δ)<ε

[
Md2

2(ε− ω(δ))δ2

]
. (S45)

Furthermore, if the target function g is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the Euclidean norm, we can take the number
of qubits N = dn = O(d7/2ε−3) to obtain an ε-approximator for g. Equivalently, we can write ε = O(d7/6N−1/3),
which describes the approximation rate in our quantum feature framework.

Proof.— First, we prove the following lemmas.

Lemma S3 ([1] pp. 8–9) For x ∈ [0, 1], consider rp(x) =
(
n
p

)
xp(1− x)n−p; then

n∑

p=0

(p− nx)2rp(x) = nx(1− x). (S46)

Proof for lemma S3.— To prove this lemma, we consider the following formula:

(x+ y)n =

n∑

p=0

(
n

p

)
xpyn−p. (S47)

We take the zero, one and second-order derivative of two sides of Eq. (S47) by x and let y = 1− x in each equation.
Then we have

∑n
p=0 rp(x) = 1,

∑n
p=0 prp(x) = nx and

∑n
p=0 p(p − 1)rp(x) = n(n − 1)x2. Therefore, we can obtain

Eq. (S46) as follows:

n∑

p=0

(p− nx)2rp(x) =

n∑

p=0

p(p− 1)rp(x)− (2n− 1)

n∑

p=0

prp(x) + n2x2
n∑

p=0

rp(x) (S48)

= n(n− 1)x2 − (2n− 1)nx+ n2x2 = nx(1− x). (S49)

Lemma S4 ([7] pp. 110–111) For a given δ > 0 and x ∈ [0, 1] we have

∑

| pn−x|≥δ

(
n

p

)
xp(1− x)n−p ≤ 1

4nδ2
, (S50)

where the sum is taken over those values of p = 0, 1, . . . , n for which
∣∣∣ p
n
− x
∣∣∣ ≥ δ.
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Proof for lemma S4.— If
∣∣∣ p
n
− x
∣∣∣ ≥ δ then

(
p− nx
nδ

)2

≥ 1. Hence, we have

∑

| pn−x|≥δ

(
n

p

)
xp(1− x)n−p ≤

∑

| pn−x|≥δ

(
p− nx
nδ

)2(
n

p

)
xp(1− x)n−p (S51)

≤
n∑

p=0

(
p− nx
nδ

)2(
n

p

)
xp(1− x)n−p (S52)

=

(
1

nδ

)2 n∑

p=0

(p− nx)2rp(x) (S53)

=

(
1

nδ

)2

nx(1− x) (use lemma S3) (S54)

≤ 1

4nδ2
(since x(1− x) ≤ 1

4
for x ∈ [0, 1]). (S55)

Next, we prove Result S1. Consider δ > 0; then we have

|g(x)− P (x)| =
∣∣∣∣∣g(x)−

n∑

p1=0

· · ·
n∑

pd=0

g
(p
n

) d∏

i=1

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi

∣∣∣∣∣ (S56)

=

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑

p1=0

· · ·
n∑

pd=0

(
g(x)− g

(p
n

)) d∏

i=1

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi

∣∣∣∣∣ (S57)

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

p,|| pn−x||∞< δ√
d

〃

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

p,|| pn−x||∞≥ δ√
d

〃

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(S58)

≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

p,|| pn−x||2≤δ
〃

∣∣∣∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

E1

+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

p,|| pn−x||∞≥ δ√
d

〃

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
︸ ︷︷ ︸

E2

. (S59)

We evaluate the first term E1 on the right side of Eq. (S59) using the uniformly continuous property of g

E1 ≤ ω(δ)
∑

p,|| pn−x||2≤δ

d∏

i=1

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi (S60)

≤ ω(δ)

n∑

p1=0

· · ·
n∑

pd=0

d∏

i=1

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi (S61)

= ω(δ). (S62)

Next, we evaluate E2 as follows:

E2 ≤
∑

p,|| pn−x||∞≥ δ√
d

∣∣∣g(x)− g
(p
n

)∣∣∣
d∏

i=1

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi (S63)

≤ ω(
√
d)

∑

p,|| pn−x||∞≥ δ√
d

d∏

i=1

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi (S64)

≤M
n∑

k=1

∑

p∈Ωk

d∏

i=1

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi , (S65)
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where Ωk is the collection of p such that there are k number pi in p1, . . . , pd that satisfy |pi
n
−xi| ≥ δ√

d
. Equation (S64)

comes from the fact that
∣∣g(x)− g

(
p
n

)∣∣ ≤ ω(
√
d) since ||x− p

n ||2 ≤
√
d.

We note that

∑

| pin −xi|< δ√
d

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi ≤

n∑

pi=0

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi = 1, (S66)

and from lemma S4

∑

| pin −xi|≥ δ√
d

(
n

pi

)
xpii (1− xi)n−pi ≤

d

4nδ2
. (S67)

Therefore, from Eq. (S65) we have

E2 ≤M
d∑

k=1

(
d

k

)(
d

4nδ2

)k
= M

((
1 +

d

4nδ2

)d
− 1

)
. (S68)

Therefore,

|g(x)− P (x)| ≤ E1 + E2 ≤ ω(δ) +M

((
1 +

d

4nδ2

)d
− 1

)
. (S69)

To obtain the UAP, since limδ→0+ ω(δ) = 0, we select n and δ such that ω(δ) < ε and

ω(δ) +M

((
1 +

d

4nδ2

)d
− 1

)
< ε, (S70)

or it is equivalent to

n >
d

4δ2

1
(

1 +
ε− ω(δ)

M

)1/d

− 1

. (S71)

Because eu > 1 + u and ln(1 + u) >
2u

2 + u
for all u > 0, let η = ω(δ), we have

(
1 +

ε− η
M

)1/d

= e
ln

(
1+
ε− η
M

)
/d

(S72)

> 1 +
1

d
ln

(
1 +

ε− η
M

)
(use eu > 1 + u) (S73)

> 1 +
1

d

2
ε− η
M

2 +
ε− η
M

(use ln(1 + u) >
2u

2 + u
) (S74)

= 1 +
1

d

2(ε− η)

2M + (ε− η)
(S75)

> 1 +
ε− η
2Md

, (S76)

where we choose ε such that ε < 2M . Hence,

d

4δ2

1
(

1 +
ε− ω(δ)

M

)1/d

− 1

<
2Md2

4 (ε− ω(δ)) δ2
=

Md2

2 (ε− ω(δ)) δ2
= s(δ). (S77)
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If we choose n > m(ε) = infδ>0,ω(δ)<ε s(δ), there always exists δ > 0 that satisfies ω(δ) < ε and Eq. (S71). Therefore,
the first part of Result S1 is proven.

Next, we prove the second part of Result S1. If g is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the Euclidean norm, there
exists some constant C > 0 such that ω(δ) ≤ Cδ. For 0 < δ < ε/C, then ε−ω(δ) ≥ ε−Cδ > 0. Since C

√
d ≥ ω(

√
d),

we can choose M = C
√
d, then

s(δ) =
Md2

2 (ε− ω(δ)) δ2
≤ Cd5/2

2(ε− Cδ)δ2
. (S78)

Therefore, to obtain the UAP, we only need to choose

n > inf
0<δ<ε/C

[
Cd5/2

2(ε− Cδ)δ2

]
. (S79)

We note that

Cd5/2

2(ε− Cδ)δ2
=
d5/2

8

1

( εC − δ)( δ2 )( δ2 )
(S80)

≥ d5/2

8

27

( εC − δ + δ
2 + δ

2 )3
(use

1

xyz
≥
(

3

x+ y + z

)3

for all x, y, z > 0) (S81)

=
27C3d5/2

8ε3
. (S82)

The equality occurs when δ = δ̄ =
2ε

3C
that satisfies δ̄ <

ε

C
. Then we have

inf
0<δ<ε/C

[
Cd5/2

2(ε− Cδ)δ2

]
=

27C3d5/2

8ε3
. (S83)

Therefore, we can take the number of qubits N = dn = O(d7/2ε−3) to obtain an ε-approximator for the target func-
tion g if g is Lipschitz continuous. Furthermore, we can write ε = O(d7/6N−1/3), which describes the approximation
rate in our quantum feature framework.

Finally, we demonstrate in the following result that we can have a better approximation rate and a better evaluation
for the number of qubits to obtain an ε-approximator.

Result S2 (Better approximation rate) For any continuous function g : X → R, there exist an output function
f(x) of our quantum feature framework with N qubits and some constant A such that

|g(x)− f(x)| < Aω(
d3/2

N
) (S84)

for all x ∈ X . Then for any ε > 0, we can choose the number of qubits N such that Aω(
d3/2

N
) < ε to obtain an

ε-approximator for g(x). Furthermore, if g is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant C with respect to the
Euclidean norm, we can take N > ACd3/2ε−1. In this case, the approximation error becomes ε = O(d3/2N−1).

Proof.— We use the Jackson theorem [8] in higher dimension of the quantitative information on the degree of
polynomial approximation to a continuous function. Let PdN denote the linear space of d-variate polynomials of degree
less than or equal to N . Theorem 4 in Ref. [8] states that there exists a constant A and a multivariate polynomial
P (x) ∈ PdN such that

|g(x)− P (x)| < Aω(
d3/2

N
) (S85)

for all x ∈ X . As the Bernstein basis polynomials in Eq. (S42) form a basis of PdN , there always exists an output
function f(x) in our quantum feature framework, which is the linear combination of the Bernstein basis polynomials
in Eq. (S42) that satisfies f(x) = P (x).
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If g is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant C, then Aω(
d3/2

N
) ≤ ACd3/2

N
. Hence, if we choose N >

ACd3/2ε−1, then |g(x) − f(x)| < ACd3/2

N
< ε, and f(x) becomes an ε-approximator of g(x). In this case, we can

take the number of qubits N = O(d3/2ε−1) to obtain an ε-approximator for the target function g. The approximation
error becomes ε = O(d3/2N−1).

We obtain Result 4 in the main text from Result S1 and Result S2. Result S2 provides the better approximation
rate than Result S1 in terms of the number of qubits N , because if we increase N , the approximation error will reduce
faster. However, Result S1 is better in terms of the input dimension d, because if we increase d, the approximation
error in Result S1 will increase slower. We note that Result S2 does not provide the explicit form of the approximator
as in Result S1. The explicit form of the approximator in Result S2 remains for future work.
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