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Neighborhood Preserving Embedding (NPE) is an important linear dimensionality reduction tech-
nique that aims at preserving the local manifold structure. NPE contains three steps, i.e., finding
the nearest neighbors of each data point, constructing the weight matrix, and obtaining the transfor-
mation matrix. Liang et al. proposed a variational quantum algorithm (VQA) for NPE [Phys. Rev.
A 101, 032323 (2020)]. The algorithm consists of three quantum sub-algorithms, corresponding to
the three steps of NPE, and was expected to have an exponential speedup on the dimensionality n.
However, the algorithm has two disadvantages: (1) It is incomplete in the sense that the input of
the third sub-algorithm cannot be obtained by the second sub-algorithm. (2) Its complexity cannot
be rigorously analyzed because the third sub-algorithm in it is a VQA. In this paper, we propose
a complete quantum algorithm for NPE, in which we redesign the three sub-algorithms and give a
rigorous complexity analysis. It is shown that our algorithm can achieve a polynomial speedup on
the number of data points m and an exponential speedup on the dimensionality n under certain
conditions over the classical NPE algorithm, and achieve significant speedup compared to Liang et

al.’s algorithm even without considering the complexity of the VQA.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum computing theoretically demonstrates its
computational advantages in solving certain problems
compared with classical computing, such as the prob-
lem of factoring integers [1], unstructured data search-
ing problem [2] and matrix computation problems |3, 14].
In recent years, quantum machine learning has received
widespread attention as a method that successfully com-
bines classical machine learning with quantum physics.
An important direction of quantum machine learning
is to design quantum algorithms to accelerate classical
machine learning, including data classification [5-7], lin-
ear regression [&12], association rules mining [13] and
anomaly detection [14].

Dimensionality Reduction (DR) is an important part
of machine learning, which aims to reduce the dimen-
sionality of the training data set while preserving the
structure information of the data points as well as pos-
sible. The DR algorithm often serves as a preprocessing
step in data mining and machine learning to reduce the
time complexity of the algorithm and avoid a problem
called curse of dimensionality [15]. Generally, The DR
algorithms can be classified into two categories: the lin-
ear one and the nonlinear one. The most widely used lin-
ear DR algorithms include Principal Component Analysis
(PCA) |16], Linear Discriminant Analysis (LDA) [17] and
Neighborhood Preserving Embedding (NPE) [1&], while
the typical nonlinear DR algorithm is Locally Linear Em-
bedding (LLE) [19]. Here, we focus on NPE which can
be regarded as the linear approximation of LLE. Unlike
PCA that tries to preserve the global Euclidean struc-
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ture, NPE aims at preserving the local manifold struc-
ture. Furthermore, NPE has a closed-form solution. Sim-
ilar to other DR algorithms, NPE requires a large amount
of computational resources in the big-data scenario be-
cause of its high complexity.

In recent years, some researchers successfully combined
DR algorithms with quantum techniques and obtained
various degrees of speedups. Lloyd et al. proposed a
quantum PCA algorithm to reveal the large eigenvec-
tors in quantum form of an unknown low-rank density
matrix, which achieves an exponential speedup on the
dimension of the training data [20]. Latter, Yu et al.
proposed a quantum algorithm that compresses training
data based on PCA [21], and achieves an exponential
speedup on the dimension over the classical algorithm.
Cong et al. proposed a quantum LDA algorithm for clas-
sification with exponential speedups on the scales of the
training data over the classical algorithm [7]. Besides,
there are some other quantum DR algorithms, including
quantum A-optimal projection [22, 23], quantum kernel
PCA [24] and quantum spectral regression [25].

For NPE, Liang et al. proposed a Variational Quan-
tum Algorithm (VQA)[26], called VQNPE. NPE con-
tains three steps, i.e., finding the nearest neighbors of
each data point, constructing the weight matrix, and ob-
taining the transformation matrix A. VQNPE includes
three sub-algorithms, corresponding to the three steps
of NPE. However, VQNPE has two drawbacks: (1) The
algorithm is incomplete. As the authors pointed out, it
is not known how to obtain the input of the third sub-
algorithm from the output of the second one. (2) It lacks
a provable quantum advantage. Since the advantage of
VQA has not been proved rigorously yet (generally, we
say that VQA has potential advantage 27, 28)), it is hard
to exam the speedups of Liang et al.’s algorithm.

In this paper, we propose a complete quantum NPE al-
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gorithm with rigorous complexity analysis. Our quantum
algorithm also consists of three quantum sub-algorithms,
corresponding to the three steps of the classical NPE. The
first one is finding the neighbors of each data point by
quantum amplitude estimation and quantum amplitude
amplification. By storing the information of neighbors in
a data structure of QRAM [29,130], we obtain two oracles.
With these oracles, the second one reveals the classical
information of the weight matrix W column by column
by quantum matrix inversion technique. In the third one,
we use a quantum version of the Spectral Regression (SR)
method (a modification of [25]) to get the transformation
matrix A. Specifically, we obtain the d (d is the dimen-
sion of the low dimensional space) bottom nonzero eigen-
vectors of the matrix M = (I —W)T(I — W) at first, and
then perform several times of the quantum ridge regres-
sion algorithm to obtain A. As a conclusion, under cer-
tain conditions, our algorithm has a polynomial speedup
on the number of data points m and exponential speedup
on the dimension of the data points n over the classical
NPE algorithm, and has a significant speedup compared
with even the first two sub-algorithms of VQNPE.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec.
II, we review the classical NPE algorithm. In Sec. III,
we propose our quantum NPE algorithm and analyze the
complexity. Specifically, in Sec. III A, we propose a
quantum algorithm to find the nearest neighbors of each
data point and analyze the complexity. In Sec. III B,
we propose a quantum algorithm to obtain the informa-
tion of the weight matrix W and analyze the complexity.
The quantum algorithm for computing the transforma-
tion matrix A is proposed in Sec. III C, together with the
complexity analysis. The algorithm procedures and the
complexity is concluded in IIT D, along with a comparison
with VQNPE. The conclusion is given in Sec. IV.

II. REVIEW OF THE CLASSICAL NPE

In this section, we briefly review the classical NPE [18,
19, 131).

Suppose X = (X0, X1,...,Xm_1)" is a data matrix with
dimension m X n, where n is the dimension of x; and m
is the number of data points. The objective of NPE is to
find a matrix A (called transformation matrix) embed-
ding the data matrix into a low-dimensional space (as-
sume the embedding results is yo,y1, ..., Ym_1, yi € R?
and d < n, we have y; = ATx;, A € R"*?) that the
linear relation between each data point and its nearest
neighbors is best preserved. Specifically, suppose the
nearest neighbors of x; are x;,x;, and x;, then x; can be
reconstructed (or approximately reconstructed) by linear
combination of x;, Xy, x;, that is,

x; = Wiix; + Wiexg + Waxy, (1)

where W;;, Wy, and Wy, are weights that summarize the
contribution of x;,x; and x; to the reconstruction of x;.

NPE trys to preserve the linear relations in Eq. () in
the low-dimensional embedding.

NPE consists of the following three steps.

Step 1: Find the nearest neighbors of each data point.
There are two most common techniques to find the near-
est neighbors. One is k-Nearest Neighbors algorithm
(kNN) with a fixed k, and the other is choosing neigh-
bors within a ball of fixed radius r based on Euclidean
distance for each data point.

Step 2: Construct the weight matrix W € R"™*™
where the (i + 1)th row and (j + 1)th column element
is W;;. Suppose the set of the nearest neighbors of the
data point x; is denoted as @);, then the construction of
W is to optimize the following objective function:

m—1 2
mmi/n Z X; — Z Winj N
1=0 JEQ: (2)
s.t. Z Wij =1.
JEQ:

Note that the data point x; is only reconstructed by its
nearest neighbors, i.e, the elements in @Q;. If x; ¢ Q;,
we set W;; = 0. We should mention that || e || is the
Lo norm of a vector or the spectral norm of a matrix in
this paper. The above optimization problem has a closed
form solution. Let C¥) denote an m x m matrix related
to x;, called neighborhood correlation matrix, where

o' _ (xi = %) (i —x1), Jik € Qi3
ik 0, otherwise.

3)

Assume the number of elements of @); is k@ and k) <«
m, then C') are low-rank matrices fori € {0,1,...,m—1}.
i 1 (). (1), (G .

Let () = Z?:o ! /\.5- )u§ )u§ i, then _the pseudo inverse
of C is [CW)]~1 = Z)‘;i)?ﬁo ﬁugl)ugm. Let W; denotes
the (i + 1)th row of matrix W, then the solution of the

objective function is
c@W)-11
Wie e
11 [c®]-11
where 1 = (1,1,...,1)7.
Step 3: Compute the transformation matrix A. To
best preserve the linear relations in the low-dimensional

space, the optimization problem is designed as follows:
2

(4)

m—1
min > |y = > Wiy,
=0 JEQ:
m—1 1 m 5
1=0 =0
Yi = ATXi7

where y¢,¥1;..,¥m_1 are the low-dimensional embed-
dings. The optimization problem can be minimized by
solving the following generalized eigen-problem:

XTMXa=XXTXa, (6)



where M is a sparse matrix that equates (I—W)T (I—-W).
Then the bottom d nonzero eigenvectors ag, as,...,aq—1
of the above eigen-problem with corresponding eigenval-
ues 0 < Ag < Ay < ... < Ay yield A = (ag, a1, ...,a4-1).

There are many different methods to solve the eigen-
value problem in Eq. (@). Here we use the method
mentioned in [32, 133], called Spectral Regression (SR)
method. The eigenvalue problem in Eq. (6) can be solved
by two steps according to the SR method. (1) Solve
the following eigen-problem to get the bottom non-zero
eigenvectors zg, Z1, ..., Z4—1:

Mz = Jz. (7)
(2) Find a; that satisfies

m
a; = argmin Z(aTXj —z;;)° +alla|?
|2 ©)

= (XTX+aI)_1 XTg;,

where z;; is the j element of z;, « > 0 is a constant to
control the penalty of the norm of a.

As a conclusion, the detailed procedures of NPE are
given in Algorithm [II

Algorithm 1 The procedure of NPE

Input: The data set X = (x0,x1, ...7xm,1)T;

Output: The transformation matrix A = (ag, a1, ..., a4—1);

Find the set of nearest neighbors Q; of each data point i;

Construct C¥ by Eq. @) fori=0,1,....,m —1;

Obtain W by Eq. (@);

Decompose the matrix M = (I — W)T(I — W) to get the

bottom d nonzero eigenvectors z1, za, ..., Z4;

5: Compute a; = (XTX + aI)71 XTz; fori=0,1,....,d—1;
return A;

As for the time complexity of NPE algorithm, the
procedure to find the k& nearest neighbors of each data
point has complexity O(mn log, klog, m) by using Ball-
Tree [34]. The complexity to construct the weight ma-
trix W is O(mnk?) (generally, k < m). And the proce-
dure to get the transformation matrix A has complexity
O(dm?). Thus the overall complexity of NPE algorithm
is O(mnk® + dm?).

III. QUANTUM ALGORITHM FOR NPE

In this section, we introduce our quantum algorithm
for NPE [18, 31]. The quantum algorithm can be di-
vided into three parts, corresponding to the three parts
of the classical algorithm. We give a quantum algorithm
to find the nearest neighbors algorithm in Sec. [ITAl a
quantum algorithm to construct the weight matrix W
in Sec. [IIBl and a quantum algorithm to compute the
transformation matrix A in Sec. [ITCl In Sec. [IID] we
conclude the complexity of our quantum algorithm and
make a comparison with VQNPE.

A. Quantum algorithm to find the nearest
neighbors

Assume that the data matrix X = (xg,X1, ..., Xm_1)"
is stored in a structured QRAM which allows the follow-
ing mappings to be performed in time Olpolylog(mn)]

29, [30]:
Ox = [)]7)|0) — [)|5)1 X)),
1

il =

S

9)

1 m
Vs )15 — 1l 0,
X 2

where X;. is the ith row of X, i.e., x;.

In our quantum algorithm, we choose neighbors within
a ball of fixed radius r based on Euclidean distance for
each data point (our algorithm can also be generalized
to kNN to get a similar speedup). The selection of r is
important for the performance of this type of algorithms,
but how to choose a suitable r is outside the scope of our
discussion. Here we assume that r is constant that given
in advance. Let k() denote the number of nearest neigh-
bors of x;, the objective of our quantum nearest neigh-
bors algorithm is to output the index j of all x; € Q;,
where Q; = {x||lx; —x;[> <r?,j #i,j€0,1,..m — 1}
fori e {0,1,...,m—1}, |Qi| = k®.

1. Algorithm details

We adopt the quantum amplitude estimation |35] and
amplitude amplification |2, 35] to get the neighbors of x;.
The algorithm can be decomposed into the following two
stages:

1. Prepare the following quantum state by quantum
amplitude estimation [35],

m—1
1 o)
|6) = — > DIDNIVE/m?), (10)
i,j=0
where K is the number of the pairs of points that
satisfy ||x; — x| <r.

2. Prepare quantum state /pl¢) + I —plt), p >
1/2 by quantum amplitude amplification |2, [35],
where

1= .
[v) = TR ; iy > 1), (11)

x;€Q;

|1) is a quantum state that is orthogonal to to
|1)). Then by measuring the state in computational
basis for several times, we could obtain the index j
of the neighbors of x; for i =0,1,...,m — 1.



Here we list two lemmas that will be used in our algo-
rithm:

Lemma 1. (|36]) Assume that U : U[i)|0) = |i)|v;)
and V : V|4)|0) = |j)|c;) can be performed in time T,
and the norms of the vectors v; and c; are known. Let
d*(vi,cj) = ||[vi — ¢j||?, then a quantum algorithm can
compute

[)1)10) = [D)]7)1d* (vi, €7)), (12)
with probability at least 1 — 20 for any ¢ with complexity
O(M) where e is the error of d?(v;, ;).

We now detail the stage 1. We first prepare the state

Ly =0 ' 1i)]5). According to Lemma [ we can obtain

m
the state LE” 0| i)i)Ixi — x;]|%) by a unitary (de-

(max; [|x;[)*T log, (1/9)
€1

notes as Uy) with complexity O [

where T' = Olpolylog(mn)] is the complexity of the map-
pings in Eq. (@), 1 — 24 is the successful probability and
€1 is the error of the value of ||x; — x;||? stored in the
third register.

Then, let O; be the wunitary that transforms
L0 [k = x;?) to the state
=
— 20 Do Il = x50 = D D% = %117
i=0 x; £Qi X €Q:

thus O = U; 'OU; transforms Zznj;lo [i)]4) to

m—1

1 ) . .
D DI0N IDDRVESS DU (13)
=0 X Qi X EQ:
We can perform quantum amplitude estimation [35] on
L E | )|j) with oracle O and Grover operator G,
where.

G = H®210g2m(2|0><0|210g2m _ Im2><m2)H®2 IOngO.

The output state of quantum amplitude estimation is

|6) = = 200 1)) | VE m?).

For the stage 2, based on the output of stage 1, we
prepare the state |¢1> Losm i) PRy SN, where

t =131/ ’”72] Then we apply quantum amplitude am-

plification [2, 135] to |¢1). Specifically, we apply ¢ times
of G operator, which controlled by the third register of
|¢1>7 ie

m—1 m—1
1 . )
DI,
i=0  j=0
Thus we can obtain the quantum state
) (VAl) + V1= plvh)) (14)
where [1)1) is the quantum state that is orthogonal to |1)).

If the estimation of ¢ is sufficiently precise, for example,
within error ¢/3, we have p > 1/2. Finally, by discarding

the first register, we could get \/pl¢) + /I — plv™).

2. Complexity analysis

To guarantee p > 1/2 of Eq. (Id]), the error of ¢ should
be less than ¢/3. Since t = [%\/%], we could make the
error of K no more than %K

In stage 1, since O; can be

in  Olpolylog(mn)] and U; has

@) (max; ||x; )7 logy (1/5)
€1

O = U 01Uy i Topaete = O [ Leelil P pobvlos(mn/) |

€1

implemented
complexity

}, the complexity of the oracle

The number of queries of O in quantum amplitude
estimation is O(Vm2K /ex) = O(y/m?/K), ex = 1K
is the estimate error of K. Assume that the num-
ber of neighbors of each point x; is balanced, that
is, k¥ = O(k) for i = 0,1,...,m — 1, k@ is the
number of neighbors of x; (we should mention that
if we adopt the kNN algorithm, k) = k). Thus
K =Y,k = ©(mk). Therefore, the time complexity
of stage 1 is TS(11) =0 [(maxl HX’H)QT‘/_pC)lleg(m"/é)}

avk
In stage 2, t times of G is implemented in the quantum
amplitude amplification step to obtain the state in Eq.

(@), where t = f%\/%] = O(y/%). Since the error of
t is less than ¢/3, we have p > 1/2. We denote the com-
plexity to get the state in Eq. (Id) as TS(21 ). To reveal all
pairs (7, j) that satisfy ||x; —x,|| < r, we should measure
the state |¢) for O(K log, K) times [317].

The § would transform to an error O(,/76) in [¢)), let

§ = 0(y/ %), then the final error of |¢) is e. The ¢; is

related to the actual data set and the choice of r, here
we assume it to be a constant. Let h = max; ||x;||, note
that T = Olpolylog(mn)], the total complexity of this
algorithm is

TM = O(K log, K(T + TS))

15
= O |h2m32kY *polylog(mn/e)| . (15)

B. Quantum algorithm to obtain the weight matrix
w

Since we have obtained the indexes of the neighbors
of all the data points in the previous algorithm. These
information can be represented as a matrix B with B;; =
1 if X; € Ql and Bij = 0 if X ¢ Ql To facilitate
quantum access in the subsequent algorithms, we store
the matrix B in a data structure [29], that allows the
following two mappings

B:Ii>|0>H|'>|B->
(16)
H0)]7) = HBI ZH Billl)ls)



in complexity O[polylog(mn)], where

|Bi) = k(z >l

JeQz

(17)

The size of the data structure is O[K logs(mn)] =
O[mklogs(mn)], and the time to store the matrix B in
the data structure is O[K log3(mn)] = O[mk logs(mn)].
We should mention that the complexity to construct the
data structure (that is, store B in the data structure) can
be neglected, since the complexity to obtain the matrix
B is much greater.

Let pc:) be a dense matrix that is proportional to c,

that is poe) o« C@, for i = 0,1,2,...,m — 1. Then the
weight matrix W = (Wq, Wa, ..., W,,) with
[c)t P6<11>|B'>
i = - = [W;). 18
e e R P T AT AR

To obtain each W;, We give a quantum algorithm to pre-
pare a state which is a purification of p-:) first. Then by
means of this quantum algorithm, we can perform matrix
inversion of po(») on the state |B;) = \/kT = x,;eq; 1) to
obtain |W;). Finally, quantum state tomography is used
to reveal the information of |WW;). Since the state |W;) is
sparse, the quantum tomography step is efficient.
According to Eq. (B]), we have

CO =" Ixi = xllIx — x| (xi — x;]xi — xi) ) (K],

X, XKk E€Q:
where |x; — x;) denotes the quantum state which is pro-
portional to the vector x; — x5, i.e.,
X; — X5
X — X)) = T 19
R P o)
Let
) = i)

\/— Y lxi =il = x50, (20)

where () = > x,eq, Ixi —x;|? is the normalized factor.

|} is a purification of poe), since by taking partial
trace of the first and third registers, we can obtain

1
pPow = o lxi = xg I — x|

X, Xk E€EQ:
(xi — xx; — xx)]7) (k|-

1. Algorithm details

The algorithm to obtain each row of the weight matrix
W, ie., W;, can be decomposed to the following three
stages:

1. Prepare the quantum state [1)(*).

2. Prepare quantum state |W;) = pg(li)|Bi> by quan-
tum matrix inversion technique [20, 138].

3. Perform quantum state tomography on the state
|W;) to get the information of W;.

Here we list a definition and three lemmas that will be
used in our algorithm:

Definition 1. ([39]) An (n+a)-qubit unitary U is called
an (w,a,e€) block-encoding of a matrix A € C™™" if it
satisfies

la((0]%* @ D)U(|0)*" ® I)

where o > 0.

- Al <€ (22)

Lemma 2. Given oracle O1,02,07 and O} to access
the vectors x;,y; and the norm of the vectors in time
O(polylog(mn)), i.e.,

O1]0)[0) = [)|xi),  O11)|0)= [9)[[[x:]]);
O2]0)|0) = [)lyi),  Os1)|0)= [D)[[ly:ll),

there exists a quantum algorithm converts

Z VD li)5) = Z VPGIINIx —y;),  (23)
4,j=0 i,7=0
with complexity O(%polylog(mn/e)), where h =

max; {||x; ], ||y:ll}, € is the error of the output state and
€0 = min ; [|x; — ;|-
Proof: see Appendix [Al

Lemma 3. (|39,140]) Let G be an (n + s)-qubit unitary
that generate p by tracing out the ancillary register, that
is,

G|0) = Zﬁm 1))z

p= Tr(|G><G|)1 = ailxi)a (Xl
J
Let S be a swap gate between register 2 and an ancillary
system, i.e. register 3, then (GT ® I3)(I1 ® S23)(G ® I3)
is a (1,n + s,0) block-encoding of p.

Lemma 4. (|38]) Let A be an n x n Hermitian matrix
with non-zero eigenvalues lying in [-1,—1/k]J[1/k, 1],
K > 2. Assume that we have a unitary U which is an
(, a, d) block-encoding of A that can be implemented in
time O(Ty7), where § = O(e/(r?log) £)). Also, assume
that we can prepare the state |b) which spans the eigen-
vectors with non-zero eigenvalues of A in time O(T}).
Then there is a quantum algorithm that output the quan-

-1
tum state % with error € in time

O( (T, + a)logs (= )—i—Tb)logzKa)

Lemma 5. (|41, 42]) Assume that there is a quantum
algorithm to prepare the quantum state |x) = Zf;ol x;7)
in time O(T), then there is a quantum algorithm allows
us to output a classical vector x = (xq, 21, ...,wq—1)" that
satisfies || x—|x)|| < ¢ in time O(M) with probability
at least 1 — 1/poly(d).

(24)



We now detail the stage 1. We first perform the Ug in
Eq. (I6) on the state |i)|0) to get the state

L1 .
Wﬁ sze‘éi 17)- (25)

According to Lemma [Il we can prepare the state

L1 . 2
1) —— X; — Xi|“). 26
|>\/W >l 5117 (26)
X;€Q;
Using controlled rotation, we have
L1 . 2
|Z>m X;Q Ml — 517
e (27)
® (”Xl ; xj” |1> +

Then by uncomputing the third register and measuring
the last qubit to get |1), we can obtain the state

L1 .
)= > xi = x;ll1), (28)

x;€Q;
where () = Y x,eq, Ixi —x;]|? is the normalization fac-
tor.
Finally, according to Lemma B, we can append

|x; — x;) to the component marked by |i)|j) of the state
in Eq. 28) to get the state |p(*).

In stage 2, assume the unitary to prepare the state
| is G'. Since Tr(] D) ()13 = pow, according
to Lemma Bl we can obtain a (1,2logy(m) + logy(n),0)
block-encoding of pra), that is, (G’T®I4)(1173®S2,4)(G’®
1), S is a swap gate operated on register 2 and an an-
cillary regislter 4. According to Lemma @, we can obtain

P Bi)
i) = oz BN

In stage 3, we perform quantum tomography on |W;)
to get W;. Although |W;) is of dimension n, Only k()
components have non-zero amplitudes and the positions
of the non-zero amplitudes are known. Thus we can per-
form a unitary to transform |W;) to a state that only the
first () amplitudes are nonzero that can be regarded
as a logy(k(")-dimension state |W/). According to the
Lemma Bl we can obtain a classical vector W/. It should
be noted that W satisfies >, W;; = 1, thus renormaliza-
tion is needed after quantum tomography. The renormal-
ized vector W/ is actually what we want since it contains
all the information of W;.

2. Complezity analysis

In stage 1, to prepare the state in Eq. 9,
Up is invoked for one time, thus the complexity is
Olpolylog(mn)].  According to Lemma [ the com-
plexity to prepare the state in Eq. @@) is T3 =

P . . 2 .
O |(max: ”xlll)elTlog?(l/é) , where € is the error of ||x; —

x;||?. The complexity of the controlled rotation can be
neglected. Let ¢ = min, ; [|x; — x;|, we have [x; —
X;j|l/r > €o/r, where r is the fixed radius which can be
regarded as a constant. The probability to measure the
last qubit of the state in Eq. (27)) in computational basis
to get an output |1} is

i — x|
p(1) = Z T@; > €2 /2. (29)
X;€Q;

Using quantum amplitude amplification, O(r/ey) =
O(1/ep) times of repetition is enough to get the state
in Eq. (28). The last step is to append |x; —x;)
to the state in Eq. (@8) to obtain [1)(?). According
to Lemma 2] it takes time O(%polylog(mn/e)), where
h = max; ||x;||. Let e1 = O(e?€3), § = O(eoe), then
the error of [¢()) is within O(e). As a conclusion, the
complexity of stage 1, i.e., to prepare the state |¢()), is

T(lz) =0 ggpolylog(%)]

S

For stage 2, since the error to prepare 1)) is O(e),
according to Lemmal[3 we have a (1,2log, m + logy n, €)
block-encoding of pg). Note that po«) is a sparse ma-
trix that only k() rows and columns contains non-zero
elements, thus the rank of poq) is at most k(). With-

out loss of generality, let the nonzero eigenvalues of p-)
() _

be Ao < A1 < ... < Agw_1, we have Y5 TPA = 1,

max; A\j = Apey_q > 1/k(i). Assume the condition num-

ber of C is k() then \; € [m, 1]. The state |B;)

can be prepared by oracle Up in time O(polylog(mn)).

Thus according to Lemma Ml we can obtain |W;) =

Pe@IB 4 time T2(2) =0 (7}12’““)“(” polylog(m")> .

logciy Bl €2eg eco
In stage 3, according to Lemma Bl we can output the

vector W/ in T3§2) = O(T2(2)k(i) log, k(9 /€?) with proba-
bility at least 1 —1/poly(d), where € is the error of vector
W/. The complexity of renormalized can be neglected.
As a conclusion, the complexity to obtain
the information of W is T® = OmTY) =

hzmkim Kmax mn (%)
O(7Xp01ylog(a)) where kp.x = max; k\%,

4.2
660

Kmax = Max; k()

C. The quantum algorithm to compute the
transformation matrix A

‘We have obtained the classical information of W in the
above algorithm. Thus we can store the information of
the matrix D = I — W in a data structure that allows
the following two mappings:

Up :19)|0) = [i)| Ds),
Vo o)) )

5= S IDilIa)

in time O[polylog(mn)], where |D;) is proportional to
the ith row of D. Note that W is a matrix of K =



©(mk) nonzero elements and the diagonal elements are
0, the space and time complexity to construct the data
structure of D are O(mkpolylog(mk)), the same as the
matrix B.

Let D = Z;-n:_ol ojlu;)(v;|, where 0 < gp < oy < ... <
Om-1, then M = DTD = > o3v;)(vj|]. According to
[43], D is a matrix with rank less than m — 1. Without
loss of generality, let the bottom d nonzero eigenvalue of
M be o% to 02 (0¢ is 0) with corresponding eigenvectors
[v1), ooy [Va)-

To simplify the description of the quantum algorithm,
we make a modification of the definition of the matrix
X. If m < n, we add n — m zero rows to get an n X n
matrix and vice versa. Here without loss of generality,
we assume m < n, then we get an n x n matrix X. We
should mention that the data structure does not need to
be modified.

Assume that we have obtained the |v1) to |vg) which
are actually the z1, 2o, ..., 24 (see Eq. ([@)). By appending
log, n — logy m zero states on |v;), we obtain a log, n-
qubit state |v?) = |O)®(1°g2" log2m) |y,

Let X = 37, wilu ) (vi¥], [v]) = X2, Biluf), then we
have
a; = (XTX +al) ' XT|v7)
Z ﬁz’% | X (31)
Let

2l ) v IL
0
2

X = [)?T )(ﬂ - {Zﬂﬂ‘f}(ﬂ“ﬂ (

)

= Z 3Vt ) (it |,
where
TN ] s g
vis) = 75 | 11| = T 0. £ 1w, 33)

1. Algorithm details

The algorithm can be decomposed to the following
stages:

1. Perform quantum singular value estimation
(QSVE) [29, 130] to get the state
[¥1) = Z Vi), (34)

7=0

2. Use the quantum algorithm for finding the mini-
mum [44] to find the d minimized nonzero value of
0j,1.e., 01,09, ...,04, and the corresponding |v;) for
i=12,..,d

3. Perform quantum ridge regression |11] to get |a;)
=(XT"X+al) XTv;forj=1,2,..d.

Here we list lemmas that will be used in our algorithm:

Lemma 6. (QSVE |29, 130]) Assume that an m x n
matrix D = } . 0;[u;)(v;| is stored in a data struc-
ture that allows the two mappings showed in Eq. (B0)
in time O(polylog(mn)). Let 6 > 0 be the preci-
sion number. Then there is a quantum algorithm that
transforms >, B3;[v;)|0) to 3, B;|v;)[a;), where 75 €
o; £ 5HD||F with probability at least 1 — 1/poly(n) in
time O(%polylog(mn)) for j =0,1,...,m — 1.

Lemma 7. (|38]) Let A be an m X n matrix stored
in a data structure showed in Eq. (B0), then there
exists Ugr and Up that can be implemented in time
O(polylog(mn)/e) such that UEUR isa (|| AllF, [logs (m+
n)], €) block-encoding of A = L?T ol

Lemma 8. ([38]) Suppose that U is an («,a,€/|2t])
block-encoding of H, then we can implement e** with
O(Jat|+1ogy(1/€)) query of U or its inverse and O(a|at|+
alog,(1/€)) two-qubit gates, where e is the error of e'ft.

In stage 1, since we have no information about the
state |VJ> for 5 = 0,1,...,m — 1, we choose the state
[tho) = \ﬁ Z |j>|j> to be the initial state, which can

be written as umform superposition of |v;)|v;), i.e.,

o) = \/— Z [Vi)lvj). (35)

Note that we have stored the matrix D in a suitable data
structure and D = 377", ' o;]u;)(v;], according to QSVE
(Lemma @), we can obtain the state |1).

For stage 2, let Uy be the unitary to prepare |¢1) from
|0) and O3 be the oracle to transform |)1) to

> vilvi)lo;))(36)

0<o; <v

[vi)vi)los) —
o;>v,0;=0

where v is a constant. Given the U; and Os, we can
invoke the quantum algorithm for finding the minimum
[44] to find the minimized nonzero value of o, i.e., o7.
Assume that we have obtained ¢ minimum values of o; for
j€{1,2,..m — 1}, we could make a small modification
on O to get an oracle O} that

po 1
02_\/%( Z

o;>v,0;<0;

> Valvile)).

0;<o;<v

[vi)vi)los) —

Then we can perform the quantum algorithm for finding
the minimum to find the 41 minimized nonzero value of
;. Thus O(d) times of the quantum algorithm for finding
the minimum is enough to obtain the o1 to 4. We should
mention that when we get a o; € {01, 02,...,04}, we also
get two quantum state |v;).

For stage 3, since X is stored in the data struc-
ture, according to Lemma [0 we can implement an

(IX |7, Mogs(2n)], €2) block-encoding of X. According



to Lemma [ we can implement ¢*X*. Then we can per-
form quantum ridge regression [11] to obtain la;). The
algorithm proceeds as following steps:

(1) Prepare the log,(n)+ 1 dimensional quantum state
10,v) = 32, Bil0,w¥) = 5 3%, Billvis) + [0i-)) by ex-
panding the quantum state |v;).

(2) Perform quantum _phase estimation on the state
0,v}) by simu&mting e'Xt to get the eigenvalues and
eigenvectors of X, i.e., obtain the state

% 3 iltia ). (37)

(3) Perform controlled rotation and uncompute the
phase estimation to get the state

:l:Cl'yz 0171
\/—Zﬁzwjzi + |0>+ 1- WH)%

where C; is a constant.
(4) Measure the last qubit to get |0), and project the

first register onto the |[vX) part (i.e., measure the first
qubit of |¢;1) to get |1)), we can obtain |a;),

)= 6 ) 9

where C' is the normalized factor.

2. Complezity analysis

In stage 1, the preparation of |t)g) is of time O(logy m).
Let the error of o; to be €, according to Lemma [6] the
complexity to get [11) is O (”D”Fpolylog(mn))

In stage 2, the Oz (or O%) and Uz can be implemented
in time O(polylog(m)) and O(%polylog(mn)), respec-
tively. The quantum algorithm for finding the minimum
would output the minimum value with probability larger
than 1/2 with query complexity O(y/m). We should men-
tion that one query includes two Uz and one O3 (or Of).
Thus to get 1 to o4 and |v1) to |vg), O(d) times of the
algorithm for finding the minimum is enough. The total
complexity is O(wpolybg(mn)).

In stage 3, for the step 1, we can append sev-
eral |0) to |v;) to get [0,v}). For the step 2,

n (|| X||r, [logy(2n)], e2) block-encoding of X can be
implemented in time O(polylog(mn)/ez).  Accord-

ing to lemma B we can simulate X! in time
O(|| X || rtpolylog(mn/es)), where error e3 = 2tes. Let
K denote the condition number of X, to ensure the error
of the final state |a;) is within €, the maximum simula-
tion time of the quantum phase estimation should be t =
O(k/€) and €3 = €/ logy(k/€). Thus the complexity of the
quantum phase estimation is O(”X”F”polylog(mn/e))
The complexity of step 3 is the same as step 3. In step
4, we could choose C; = O(maxi(ﬁ"*j'_a))’l, thus have

Civi _
Cow — 0(1/x) [

a |0) and it can be improved to O(k) repetitions by quan-
tum amplitude amplification. The projection is success
with probability 1/2.

As a conclusion, the complexity to get |a;), |ag), ..., |aq)

]. O(k?) repetitions are needed to get

is

polylog(mn) +

dym|[D||r
€

O(k
m||D|| pk + || X || pr2 mn

Assume that |W||max = O(1). Since W is sparse ma-
trix and D = I — W, we have ||D||p = O(Vmk).
As for the | X||p, since h = max;||x;||, d|X||lr =
O(\/%) Thus the complexity of the algorithm is
O(LLEEmE polylog(222)).

d|| X || s mn
X poryiog (™))

D. The total complexity and comparison

The procedure of the quantum NPE algorithm can be
summarized as follows:

Algorithm 2 The procedure of quantum NPE

Input: The data matrix X is stored in a data structure;
Output: The quantum states |ai), |az2), ..., |aq) which repre-
sent each row of matrix A;

Z” OIIRVESIE

2: Prepare \/F Zi:o >ijeQi 17);

Measure the output in computational basis for several

times to obtain the index j of the neighbors of x; for

1=0,1,....m—1;

Construct oracle Ug and Vp;

Prepare |L/)(i)) to obtain poa) ;

Prepare |W;) = p;}i) |B;) for i =0,1,....,m —1;

Perform quantum state tomography on |W;) to get the

information of W; for i =0,1,...,m — 1;

Perform quantum singular value estimation to get |¢1);

9: Use the quantum algorithm for finding the minimum [44]
to find o; and |v;) for j = 1,2, ...,d.

10: Perform quantum ridge regression to get |a;) for j =
1,2,...,d.

11: return |a;),|asz), ..., |aq).

1: Prepare &

@

o

The quantum algorithm can be divided into three sub-
algorithms and the complexity of each sub-algorithm
can be seen in Table [ Putting it all together,
the complexity of the quantum NPE algorithm is

O ((h2m/2k112 4 Dby ol o () ).

Since the classical algorlthm have complexity
O(mnk® + dm?), our algorithm have a polynomial
speedup on m and exponential speedup on m when
the factors d, h, kmax, Kmax, € €0 = O[polylog(mn)]. We
should mention that the output of the quantum NPE
algorithm is a matrix A = (|ay), |ag), ..., |ag)) with each
column outputted as a quantum state.



TABLE I. The time complexity of the three sub-algorithms
of the quantum NPE.

Sub-algorithm?®
Algorithm 1

Time complexity
o (n2m 3/2k1/2polylog(7”"))
1o} hzmkmaxﬁmdx mn
(fpolylog( ))
o) (d\/imm polylog( mn ))

Algorithm 2
Algorithm 3

#Here the algorithm 1-3 are the quantum algorithm to find
the nearest neighbors, the algorithm to obtain the weight
matrix W and the algorithm for embedding, respectively.

h = max; ||x;||, k = ©(k?), £ is the number of neighbors

of x;, m is the number of training data points, n is the
dimension of the data points, € is the error of the algorithm,
€0 = min;; |[|X; — X;|, kmax = max; k Z), Kmax = max; k(¥
£ is the condition number of the neighborhood correlation
matrix C®, d is the dimension of the low-dimensional space,
K is the condition number of train data matrix X.

Our algorithm has two advantages over VQNPE. (1)
Our algorithm is complete while VQNPE is not. In [26],
the authors pointed out that it is not known how to ob-
tain the input of the third sub-algorithm from the out-
put of the second sub-algorithm. (2) The complexity of
our algorithm is less than the complexity of VQNPE,
even without considering the complexity of the third
sub-algorithm of VQNPE. Specifically, The complexity
of the first sub-algorithm is O( T—; logy n), and the com-
plexity of the second sub-algorithm is Q(poly(n)) (we
should mention that the complexity showed here are dif-
ferent with the original paper [26], see Appendix [Bl for
details), while the total complexity of our algorithm is
O(m!-Spolylog(mn)) (only consider the main parame-
ters). The advantage of our first sub-algorithm is mainly
coming from the parallel estimation of the distance of
each pair of data points. As for the second sub-algorithm,
Liang et al. adopted the QSVD to get the |IW;). However,
the eigenvalues of A; (see Appendix [B)) are too small to
satisfy the conditions to get an efficient algorithm, which
causes the complexity to have polynomial dependence on
n. We use a totally different algorithm to get the |W;)
and the complexity analysis shows that our algorithm has
complexity polylogarithmic dependence on n. As for the
third sub-algorithm, it is hard to exam the complexity
of the VQA of VQNPE, while our sub-algorithm has a
rigorous complexity analysis.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a complete quan-
tum NPE algorithm with rigorous complexity analy-
sis. It was showed that when d,h, knax, Kmax, €, €0 =
Olpolylog(mn)], our algorithm has exponential accel-
eration on n and polynomial acceleration on m over
the classical NPE. Also, our algorithm has a significant
speedup compared with even the first two sub-algorithms

of VQNPE.

The Lemma [2 proposed an efficient method to append
a quantum state generated by subtracting two vectors
parallelly, which might have a wide range of applications
in other quantum algorithms. Also, in the proof of the
Lemma 2L we used a technique called parallel amplitude
amplification, which may be of independent interest. We
hope the techniques used in our algorithm could inspire
more DR techniques to get a quantum advantage, espe-
cially the nonlinear DR techniques. We will explore the
possibility in the future.
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Appendix A: The proof of Lemma

Proof. |x; —y;) is a quantum state that is proportional
to vector x; —yj,

i = yi) = llIxlllxi) = llyilllyi))

_xalllxi) = llyilllys) (A1)
xilllx:) = llyilllya) [l
1. Algorithm details
Let
) = Z\/p_w| Ni)xi —yi) (A2)

1,7=0

the process to prepare |1)) from \/—% Z:n]_:lo \/Dijl1)|j) can
be summarized as follows:
1. Given quantum state Zznj_:lo /Dijl1)|7), prepare
1 N
>ijmo VP DI D y;1D)-

2. Prepare the following quantum state by controlled
rotation [3],

m—1
> VBl il ]y;1) (cos 8:510) + sin b5 1) A3)

4,J=0

where cosf;; = ——2__ " and thus sinf;; =
VIxall2+lly:l12
[yl .
ll: [+l 5112
3. Uncompute the third and the fourth registers, and
then query the oracles to obtain the state

m—1

> bisli)i) (cos 0:10)xi) + sin 0;5]1)|y;)). (Ad)

4,5=0



4. Apply Hadamard gate to the third register to ob-
tain

“i \/ZTJ|Z>|]>L [10)(cos B |x;) + sin 0;5]y;))
V2

i,j=0

+ [1)(cos 0i; ;) — sin 0;;]y;))] (A5)

m—1
= Z VPis )17} (cos s ) + sin iz | o).
ij=0
where cos1i;]¢;;) = 5(0) (cos 0y |x;) +sin 05]y;)),
SIH¢ZJ|¢;> = %|1>(COS 9”|X1> — sin 91J|YJ>)

5. Perform parallel quantum amplitude amplification
to get state

S vEll)es)
i,j=0

= 3 VBRI - y5)-

i,j=0

(A6)

6. Discard the third register, the state left is

S0 VB DX = ¥5).

To make the step 5 (parallel quantum amplitude am-
plification) more clear, we give details here. Let Uy be
the unitary that prepares the state in Eq. (Af) from
quantum state Z;n]_:lo VPiz11)|j), and O be the unitary
that transforms the state in Eq. (&%) to

m—1

> VPili)li) (cos i lo) — sindislér;)). (A7)

4,j=0
We first perform a parallel quantum amplitude estima-
tion |13] to obtain the amplitudes of the target states.
And then we perform the fixed-point quantum search [45]
parallelly to obtain the final state. We defined the Grover
operator of the parallel quantum amplitude estimation as

Ut(Inz sme © (2]0) (0082 ™) — Iy, 00,))UTO(AS)

The parallel quantum amplitude amplification consist of
three steps:

1) Perform quantum amplitude estimation on the
quantum state in Eq. (&%) to get the estimated values
of |sin;;| == %H cosb;;|x;) —sinb;;]y;))| parallelly for
each |i)|f), i.e., obtain the state

m—1
> Disli3) (cos st} + sin bz |é)) || sin g ).

i,j=0

2) Let L;; = 2[1822/0)7 " hrepare the state

‘ sin ’LZJUI

m—1

> islii) (cos s | o) + singbij|75)) Lij), (A9)

4,J=0

10

where §’ > 0 is a parameter that related to the final error.
3) Controlled by [Li;) and [i)|5), we perform Sp,, =

G(ay, B1)...G(ag, 1) = 2;1 G(ay, k) on the third reg-

ister of the above equation, where I;; = (L"];l}, for all
k=1,2,..1,

op = —B—pp1 =2cot™" (tan(Qﬂ'k/Lij)\/l — 72) ,

vt =Ty, (1/8), Tr(x) = cos(Lcos ' (x)) is the Lth
Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind. We can obtain

m—1 .
> Vpiliies).
4,j=0

where [|(¢; |62 > 1— 672,

2. complexity analysis

In step 1, two times of queries are invoked. The com-
plexity of step 2 can be neglected. In step 3, four queries
are invoked. The Hadamard gate in step 4 is of complex-
ity O(1).

As for the step 5, we should amplify the amplitudes
sin1);; that satisfies

. 1 .
| sin )i =Hﬁ|1>(COS 0:51%i) — sinby;|y ;)|

1 X; — Y
1 xioy (A10)
V2 /%[ + Tly; 17
€0
_2h7
where e¢g = min; [|x; — yill, b = max{|[x, [yl }-

The complexity of one query of the Grover operator
in Eq. (A8) is O(polylog(mn)). According to [45],
%. We could esti-
ij
mate |sin ;| within error |sint;|, then choose L;; =

2[%] to ensure L;; > %. With the er-
ror %|sin ¥i;|, the complexity of the parallel quantum
amplitude estimation is O(%polylog(mn)). The com-
plexity of each query of G(ay, 8x) is polylog(mn), thus
the complexity of step 3) is O(max;; L;jpolylog(mn)) =
O( 2 log, (1/5")polylog(mn)).

The complexity of step 6 can be neglected.

To ensure that the error of |¢) is within €, we could
just let 8’ = O(e). As a conclusion, the complexity of the
algorithm is O(%polylog(mn/e)). ]

we should ensure that L;; >

Appendix B: A brief complexity analysis of the first
two sub-algorithms of VQNPE

For the first sub-algorithm of VQNPE;, i.e., the algo-
rithm to find the k-nearest neighbors, the authors used



swap test circuits to obtain the square of the inner prod-
uct of each pair of data points, which was regarded as the
distance between data points by the following steps. Here
we should mention that the authors implicitly assumed
that [|x;|| = 1, since they defined |x;) = 3 ; x;|j). The
complexity of this step should be O(’?—; log, n), where €
is the error of the square of inner products. Here we
also point out that this method can not obtain the dis-
tance of the vectors such as (1,0)” and (—1,0)7, thus we
used a different method to get the distance without this
problem.

Let xgi) .7 €10,1,2,..., k™ —1} denotes the k(?) nearest

neighbors of x;, A; = (x; —xéi), X; —xgi), vy X —x](j()i)fl)7

sz) = Al A;. Then sz) is a k¥ x k() matrix which is
actually the matrix left by deleting the zero rows and
columns of C¥, i.e. deleting j rows and j columns for
x; ¢ Qi

For the algorithm to obtain |w;), the authors assumed
that there is an oracle to access the element of A; for
1=0,1,...,m — 1, that is,

AIDI0) = DAL = [HDley — =), (B

where Aé-l is the jth row {th column element of A;, z;; is

the jth element of x; and xl(;) is the jth element of the
lth nearest neighbor of x;.

With the oracle mentioned above, according to quan-
tum singular value decomposition (QSVD) [46], since A;

11

A, )

is an n x k matrix, one could simulate e‘7+%¢ with com-
. 2 "

plexity O(% || Ail| ), where

A = (XI “gi>. (B2)

Let A; = ZI::1 0jx|Yix) (x|, similar to Eq. B2). Ac-
cording to [46], the necessary condition for this algorithm
to be efficient is that ojo. = O(n+k) for j € {1,2, ..., k}.

Let Aj, j € {1,2,...,n+k} denote all of the eigenvalue
of /lz-, it is obvious that o+ is included by the set of
Aj. According to the Gershgorin circle theorem [47], for
J=mn,

Q)

k
N < ST 1A <Y gy — 2], (B3)
=1

=1

since [|x;]| = 1, we have |z;;| < 1, thus |\;| < S5, 2 =
2k. Similarly, for j > n,

<SGl = Y Jza — )] = 1% — <P
=1

l

Since ||x;|| = 1, we have Hxi—xgl)H = Zl(xil—:vg-?)2 <2,

where xg-i) is the jth nearest neighbor of x;. According

to the inequality ||x[1 < v/n||x[|, we have |\;| < 2¢/n.
Thus we have |A;| < 2y/n for all j € {1,2,...,n + k},
which means that o;1 = O(y/n) # O(n + k).

Since 0,4 # ©(n + k), the algorithm is not efficient,
thus the complexity is of Q(poly(n)).
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