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Abstract

We demonstrate the implementation of a novel machine learning framework for probability density
estimation and classification using quantum circuits. The framework maps a training data set or a
single data sample to the quantum state of a physical system through quantum feature maps. The
quantum state of the arbitrarily large training data set summarises its probability distribution in a
finite-dimensional quantum wave function. By projecting the quantum state of a new data sample
onto the quantum state of the training data set, one can derive statistics to classify or estimate the
density of the new data sample. Remarkably, the implementation of our framework on a real quantum
device does not require any optimisation of quantum circuit parameters. Nonetheless, we discuss
a variational quantum circuit approach that could leverage quantum advantage for our framework.
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1 Introduction

Quantum machine learning (QML) is regarded as
an early application of noisy intermediate-scale
quantum computing that could leverage quantum
advantage [1–4]. During the last few years, there
have been several proposals to perform different
supervised and unsupervised QML tasks [1, 5–8].
Most of the QML literature focuses on gradient-
based algorithms that rely on hybrid approaches
whereby a classical computer is used to update
variational parameters of quantum circuits to min-
imise a given cost function [9, 10]. However,
gradient descent–applied to quantum circuits–is
known for scaling poorly with the number of
qubits, as the probability of the gradients being

non-zero is exponentially small as a function of
the number of qubits [11]. This phenomenon is
commonly addressed as the barren plateau prob-
lem and jeopardises the practical achievement of
quantum advantage. For this reason, there has also
been a general interest of using gradient-free tech-
niques to train variational quantum circuits [12–
16] (despite some controversy [17–19]), as well as
coming up with quantum-inspired gradient-free
machine learning methods that can run both on
classical and quantum computers [20–22].

In this work, we report the implementation
of an optimisation-free framework [20, 21], based
on a kernel approximation strategy [23–26], on
real quantum devices for density estimation and

1

ar
X

iv
:2

20
3.

14
45

2v
3 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 2
3 

M
ay

 2
02

2



2

classification1. This framework can be used for
supervised and unsupervised machine learning
tasks, which we exemplify through density estima-
tion and classification. Its main feature is that a
data set of arbitrarily many samples can be com-
pressed into a quantum state of a fixed number
of qubits. Once this quantum state is prepared,
it is projected onto a quantum state of a sam-
ple that is to be classified or whose density is to
be estimated. The latter quantum state is built
using a quantum feature map encoding. Therefore,
classification or density estimation (unlike many
quantum kernel methods) can be achieved by just
a single estimation of a quantum state overlap
between a quantum state that encodes an arbitrar-
ily large data set and the corresponding quantum
state of the sample of interest.

This paper is organised as follows. Section 2
explains the optimisation-free framework for den-
sity estimation and classification. Section 3 shows
how to perform these tasks on a quantum com-
puter. Then, section 4 presents results for a cou-
ple of experiments carried out on real quantum
devices. After that, section 5 discusses the results
in light of future challenges. Finally, section 6
concludes.

2 Optimisation-free Density
Estimation and
Classification

In this section, we outline the algorithms for den-
sity estimation and classification based on quan-
tum measurements performed on general physical
systems, which can be efficiently simulated in
classical computers [20, 21].

The departure point for both algorithms is
the availability of a quantum feature map (QFM)
ψ : X → HX , where X is the space of classical
data features, and HX is the Hilbert space of some
physical system. Thus, the QFM maps a data sam-
ple to the quantum state of a physical system, i.e.
ψ : xi 7→ |ψi〉 = ψ(xi), where i indexes a set of
data samples.

1We also release a library that is used to perform local and
remote (on IBM quantum computers) runs of quantum circuits
for density estimation and classification: https://gitlab.com/
ml-physics-unal/qcm

A quantum state for a data set of N samples
D = {xi}i=1,...,N can be built through

|Ψ〉 = N−1
N∑
i=1

|ψi〉 , (1)

where N is a normalisation constant. Equation (1)
shows that the data set state is a superposition of
the states corresponding to each sample.

2.1 Density Estimation

Density estimation can be seen as the question:
how likely is it that a point x? ∈ X is sam-
pled from a distribution from which a data set
D has already been sampled? The quantum state
in eq. (1) encodes an estimation of the underly-
ing probability distribution of the training data
set. The structure of the estimated probability
distribution is given by the QFM. This view is
rather useful in quantum mechanics, as the state
|Ψ〉 is naturally related to a probability distribu-
tion. We can evaluate this estimation through the
usual Born rule, i.e. at a point x?, the estimated
probability density is

f̂(x?) = |〈Ψ|ψ(x?)|2 = |〈Ψ|ψ?〉|2. (2)

Equation (2) exploits the especial relation
between probability and geometry in quantum
mechanics, whereby purely geometrical operations
result in probability estimations. More explic-

itly, the prediction will be
∣∣∣N−1

∑N
i=1 〈ψi|ψ?〉

∣∣∣2,

where–due to the superposition property shown
in eq. (1)–the argument of the square modulus
resembles the Parzen-Rosenblatt estimator [27,
28] if 〈ψi|ψ?〉 = k(xi − x?), for some kernel func-
tion k. Examples of such kernel functions will be
given in section 4.

2.2 Classification

To incorporate a class yi ∈ Y for each sample
xi ∈ X , we consider another QFM φ : Y → HY ,
where Y = {1, . . . ,K} is a discrete set of K ele-
ments or classes, and HY is the Hilbert space of
some physical system. Therefore, a labelled data
set C = {(xi, yi)}i=1,...,N can be mapped to a

https://gitlab.com/ml-physics-unal/qcm
https://gitlab.com/ml-physics-unal/qcm


3

quantum state via

|Ψ〉 = N−1
N∑
i=1

|ψi〉 ⊗ |φi〉 , (3)

where |φi〉 = φ(yi).
As explained in Ref. [20], the classification of

a new data point x? consists of projecting the X
part of the data set quantum state onto the cor-
responding new data point quantum state |ψ?〉.
More formally, we represent the state of the new
data point in the combined space HX ⊗ HY as
|ψ?〉〈ψ?|⊗ IdY , where IdY represents the unknown
state of the Y component. We project this state
onto the data set state |Ψ〉〈Ψ|. After normalising,
we trace out the degrees of freedom correspond-
ing to the X part of the quantum system, leaving
a reduced density matrix

ρY(x?) = TrX

(
|Ψ〉〈Ψ| (|ψ?〉〈ψ?| ⊗ IdY)

Tr[|Ψ〉〈Ψ| (|ψ?〉〈ψ?| ⊗ IdY)]

)
(4)

from which we can obtain the probability
P (k|x?) = 〈φk| ρY(x?) |φk〉 that x? is of the class
k. Note that ρY(x?) contains all the probabili-
ties of x? belonging to any class. However, we
can directly calculate the probability through yet
another application of the Born rule P (k|x?) =
|〈Ψ| (|ψ?〉 ⊗ |φk〉)|2.

3 Circuit Implementation

In sections 3.1 and 3.2 we will show how density
estimation and classification can be carried out
when the QFMs map classical data onto the state
of a multi-qubit system. Section 3.3 will discuss
how the particular quantum circuit unitaries can
be implemented to perform density estimation and
classification.

3.1 Density Estimation

A general quantum circuit for probability density
estimation is given in fig. 1(c), where the proba-
bility density at a point x? is computed using a
training data set D . Similarly as in classification,
the quantum circuit can be seen in two ways in
order to grasp which states are being prepared:
from left to right, the unitary UD prepares the
data set quantum state |Ψ〉 = UD |0〉⊗NX ; and

. . .
. . .

. . .

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 1 Quantum circuits and data sets for density estima-
tion and classification. (a) is the circuit for classification
of a point x? given a training data set C ; the green part
of the circuit corresponds to the data feature space X and
the yellow one to the labels space Y. (b) shows a toy data
set used for classification, with two features x1 and x2 and
a label shown as the red or blue colour. (c) is the circuit
for estimating the probability density of a point x? given
a training data set D . (d) shows a 1D toy data set used for
density estimation and a kernel density estimation (KDE)
fit.

from right to left, the unitary U? prepares the sam-
ple data point quantum state |ψ?〉 = U? |0〉⊗NX .
Here, NX is the number of qubits used to repre-
sent the data features. Thus, the complete circuit
prepares the state U†?UD |0〉⊗NX , whose projection

onto |0〉⊗NX gives the probability density at x?.
The latter procedure allows the direct estima-

tion of the probability density as shown in eq. (2)
by making M measurements of the quantum cir-

cuit and by computing ˆ̂f(x?) = M0/M , where
M0 is the number of times that the 0 bit string
is measured. Explicitly, the complete protocol can
be carried out as follows:

1. Given a QFM ψ, compute |ψi〉 = ψ(xi) for each
data sample in D .

2. Compute the training data set using eq. (1).
3. Use an arbitrary state preparation algorithm

(see section 3.3 to get the circuit UD that
prepares the state in eq. (1) on a quantum
computer.

4. Compute ψ(x?) for a new data point x?.
5. Use the arbitrary state preparation algorithm

in step 3 to get the circuit U? that prepares
ψ(x?).

6. Run the circuit depicted in fig. 1(c) M times
to estimate M0/M with whatever required
precision you need.
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Note that once the state in eq. (1) has been
computed, there is no need to perform steps 1-3
to estimate the density of new data points.

3.2 Classification

A general quantum circuit for classification is
depicted in fig. 1(a), where the probability that
a new data point x? is of class k is computed
using a training labelled data set C . The quan-
tum circuit can be seen as follows. From left to
right, the unitary UC prepares the quantum state
of the data set C : |Ψ〉 = UC |0〉⊗NX +NY , where
NY is the number of qubits used to represent the
data labels. From right to left, the unitary U? ⊗
Uk prepares the quantum state of the new data
point along the k-th class direction: |ψ?〉 ⊗ |φk〉 =

U? ⊗ Uk |0〉⊗NX +NY . Therefore, the quantum cir-

cuit prepares a state (U†? ⊗ U†k)UC |0〉⊗NX +NY

such that its projection onto |0〉⊗NX +NY gives the
probability of x? being classified in class k.

Thus, the classification probability can be esti-
mated by sampling the quantum circuit M times
and counting the number of times M0 that the
0 bit string is measured. Then, the estimated
probability is P̂ (k|x?) = M0/M .

To summarise, a recipe similar to the one
shown in section 3.1 can be followed to perform
classification:

1. Given a pair of QFMs ψ and φ for data features
and labels, compute ψ(xi) and φ(yi) for every
pair in the classification data set C .

2. Compute the training data set using eq. (3).
3. Use an arbitrary state preparation algorithm

(see section 3.3) to get the circuit UC that
prepares the state in eq. (3) on a quantum
computer.

4. Compute ψ(x?) for a new data point x?.
5. Use the arbitrary state preparation algorithm

in step 3 to get the circuit U? that prepares
ψ(x?).

6. Run the circuit depicted in fig. 1(a), where Uk
is not required if φ is the one-hot encoding, as
explained in the appendix A. This circuit has
to be run M times to estimate P̂ (k|x?) with a
desired precision.

As in section 3.1, once the state in eq. (3) has
been computed, there is no need to perform steps
1–3 to classify a new data point.

3.3 Multi-Qubit Quantum State
Preparation

The method that we have so far explored depends
on the ability to compile the unitaries UX for
X = C ,D , ?, k into quantum circuits readable by
current quantum computers. Most current quan-
tum computers have primitive one- and two-qubit
gates that allow universal quantum computation.
Therefore, even though the general unitary UX is
known, we need to decompose it into the primitive
quantum gates of a quantum computer.

Several algorithms for arbitrary unitary
decomposition have been suggested [29–32]. In
this work, we use the algorithm proposed in
Ref. [33], that offers a preparation of an n-qubit
state using at most 2n+1 − 2n CNOT gates. This
algorithm is implemented in the popular library
for quantum computing Qiskit [34], which we
used to connect to publicly available quantum
computers from IBM.

Remarkably, recent work has produced new
ways to prepare arbitrary quantum states using
shallow quantum circuits [35], by using addi-
tional ancillary qubits [36, 37], by training
parametrised quantum circuits in the so-called
quantum machine learning setup [24, 38, 39],
or even by implementing tensor-network inspired
gradient-free optimisation techniques [40].

Regardless of the quantum state preparation
algorithm, our density estimation and classifica-
tion framework retains the advantage of condens-
ing the complete, arbitrarily large data set into a
single quantum state of fixed size.

4 Results

The quantum circuit shown in fig. 1(a) was used
to classify data in a XOR disposition, as shown
in fig. 1(c). Such toy data set is able to tell apart
linear classifiers from non-linear classifiers. In our
case, non-linearity is induced by the QFM. As an
example, we consider the following QFM

ψ(x1, x2) =

2⊗
i=1

(sinπxi |0〉+ cosπxi |1〉). (5)

which ensures that the induced kernel∣∣ψ†(x)ψ(x′)
∣∣2 is a pairwise cosine-like similarity

measure cosπ(x1 − x′1) cosπ(x2 − x′2). Regarding
class labels, we selected the one-hot encoding
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Fig. 2 Predictions (background colour) of exact circuit simulation (left), noisy circuit simulation (middle, see main text for
details on the noise model) and circuit on the IBM Bogotá quantum device (right) for a XOR data set (points, cf. fig. 1(b)).
The colour indicates the probability that a point is classified in the blue class, as shown by the colour bar. The area under
the the receiver operating characteristic curve was 99.93%, 99.82% and 95.83% for the predictions of the exact simulation,
noisy simulation, and real quantum device, respectively.

as the QFM, such that red points are mapped
to |0〉 and blue points are mapped to |1〉. Thus,
a total of three qubits are used to perform the
classification quantum circuit, with two qubits
encoding the data features, and the remaining
one encoding the class label.

Figure 2 shows three panels that display the
probability that a point placed in [0, 1] × [0, 1] is
assigned to the red class or the blue class. The
three panels correspond to a classical simulation
of the classification quantum circuit on the left,
a classical simulation of the corresponding noisy
quantum circuit on the middle, and the classifi-
cation carried out on the IBM Bogotá quantum
device on the right. The noise model for the quan-
tum circuit, as modelled by IBM’s Qiskit [34],
applies imperfect gates that have been fit to
experimental measurements to a Krauss noise
model [41]. It is worth noting that the state of a
noisy quantum circuit is never described by a state
vector. Instead, it is described by a density matrix.
However, this is not exactly how noise is modelled
in Qiskit. Imperfect gates are applied instead of
the ideal ones with a previously measured proba-
bility distribution for selecting the gate to apply.
This way of applying noisy gates is analogous to
the quantum trajectory approach [42, 43], where
the state vector of the quantum circuit is updated
with the application of gates (called collapse oper-
ators in the open quantum system literature). The
true quantum state, described by a density matrix,
can be recovered by averaging many realisations of
the noisy quantum circuit, which is done by run-
ning the stochastic quantum circuit many times.

The noisy processes that are taken into account
are single-qubit readout errors, reset errors, single-
qubit Pauli- and

√
S-gate errors and, two-qubit

C-NOT gate errors [44]. It is clear from the middle
and right panels of fig. 2 that the used noise model
is not able to simulate the real noisy quantum cir-
cuit, most likely because such a simplified noise
model does not account for the complex dynam-
ics that the quantum circuit undergoes as an open
quantum system [45].

A more general QFM that is not as hand-
tailored as the one introduced in eq. (5) is the
random Fourier features (RFFs) QFM that we
proposed in Ref. [20]. The RFF method consists
of mapping data features to a finite-dimensional
space where the inner product approximates a
given kernel [46]. Such a map can be written as
ϕrff : X → RD, where D is some number of
dimensions, such that k(x,y) ≈ ϕrff(x) · ϕrff(y),
for some given shift-invariant kernel function k :
X ×X → R. This result is supported on Bochner’s
theorem [47], which affirms that a shift-invariant
kernel k is related to a particular probability mea-
sure p(w) through the Fourier transform. This
allows us to write the i-th component of ϕrff as

ϕrff i(x) =

√
2

D
cos(x ·wi + bi), (6)

where wi is sampled from p, and bi is sampled
uniformly from [0, 2π). Finally, the RFFs obtained
through ϕrff can be used to define a QFM, for
instance, through a binarised amplitude encoding.
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Fig. 3 Density estimation (blue points) of bi-Gaussian-distributed data (cf. fig. 1(d)) with exact circuit simulation (left),
noisy circuit simulation (middle, see main text for details on the noise model) and run on the IBM Lima quantum computer.
Orange lines are computed through regular Gaussian kernel density estimation. 1024 shots were used to estimate every point
on a (simulated or real) quantum computer. Confidence intervals are computed with the asymptotic normal approximation
of the Bernoulli distribution from which measurements are sampled.

In the case of the 1D data shown in fig. 1(d),
we can define the QFM ψ(x) through

ψ(x) =

D−1∑
i=0

ϕrff i+1(x)
∣∣̃i〉 , (7)

where
∣∣̃i〉 is the decimal representation of a bit

string of length log2D
2. Remarkably, as we proved

in [21], this technique enables the approxima-
tion of any probability distribution using finite-
dimensional density matrices at the core of the
algorithm.

We chose the map ϕrff to approximate the
Gaussian kernel, with a given parameter γ = 80,
such that ϕrff(x) · ϕrff(x′) ≈ e−γ(x−x′)2 [48]. A
total of eight RFFs were used so that the circuit
in fig. 1(c) consisted of three qubits.

In fig. 3 we show the density estimation car-
ried out in three different ways. The three panels
correspond to a classical simulation of the density
estimation quantum circuit on the left, a classical
simulation of the density estimation noisy quan-
tum circuit on the middle (the noise model is the
same as the one for IBM Bogotá, with differences
in the probabilities and noisy quantum gates), and
the density estimation carried out on the IBM
Lima quantum device on the right. In the three
cases we get a good approximation of the probabil-
ity density function from which training data was

2In this work, D = 8. Thus,
∣∣0̃〉 = |0, 0, 0〉 ,

∣∣1̃〉 =

|0, 0, 1〉 , . . . ,
∣∣7̃〉 = |1, 1, 1〉. If D is increased, more qubits will

be needed, and the depth of the circuit will increase. This will
be reflected in a much noisier estimation of the density.

sampled. The discrepancy between the kernel den-
sity estimation lines and the quantum circuit ones,
even in the ideal case (right panel of fig. 3), comes
from approximating the Gaussian kernel with a
small number of random Fourier features. Finally,
as in the classification case, we see that the noise
model provided by IBM is far from simulating the
actual behaviour of the quantum circuit.

5 Discussion

QFMs play a central role in this work, as they pro-
vide a solution to the problem of encoding classical
data into quantum states of qubits. Nonetheless, a
calculation of the complete state is required prior
to physically encoding the classical data into the
quantum computer. This sole fact puts in danger
the algorithmic advantage of our proposal running
on a quantum computer versus running on a clas-
sical computer, due to the easy classical access
to the wave function entries of the data set state
|Ψ〉 [49].

As we mentioned before, the preparation of
|Ψ〉 on a quantum computer can be done using
several arbitrary quantum state preparation meth-
ods. This is only done once. If the data increases,
so that a new state |Ψnew〉 needs to be prepared,
one can consider the simpler problem of preparing
|Ψnew〉 with |Ψ〉 as an initial state, instead of the
usual initial state |0〉 [50].

The preparation of ψ(x) or φ(k) directly chal-
lenges the scalability of our proposal. In this work,
we have prepared φ(k) using one-hot encoding,
which is a completely deterministic QFM with
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O(1) gates. However, the preparation of ψ(x)
requires exponentially many quantum gates as a
function of the number of qubits of the QFM’s tar-
get physical system [33]. We used such arbitrary
state preparation algorithms in the experiments
of this work for illustration; however, this pro-
cedure is not scalable. Instead, we can consider
a parameterised quantum circuit W (θ,x) that
maps data x and parameters θ in the angles of
parameterised quantum gates. Then, by minimis-
ing minθ

∑
i d(W (θ,x), ψ(x)), where d(•, •) is a

distance (fidelity [39], KL divergence of the proba-
bility distributions represented by the states [51],
classical shadows [52, 53], among others), one is
able to obtain a variational circuit W (θ,x) that
acts as a primitive circuit to approximately apply
QFMs to new data points x? without investing
exponential resources.

This proposed setup would use the primitives
for preparing the data set state |Ψ〉, and for
preparing the quantum state of a single data point
ψ(x) to perform density estimation and classi-
fication, as shown in this paper. The numerical
heavy-lifting that is exponential in the number
of qubits of the system would need to be done
just once when preparing the circuit primitives.
However, classifying or estimating the density of
a new data sample would involve just the eval-
uation of the primitive circuits. Of course, the
feasibility of using this method for large scale
quantum machine learning is subjected to the
progress of training parameterised quantum cir-
cuits, which amounts to overcoming the barren
plateau problem [50, 53–57].

6 Conclusions

Quantum machine learning has dominantly
focused on making quantum versions of classi-
cal machine learning algorithms, most of which
use gradient-based optimisation of parameters.
Recently, due to vanishing gradient issues, the
community has started to switch to gradient-free
techniques to address supervised and unsuper-
vised learning with quantum hardware. This work
departs from the general idea of optimising param-
eters and exploits the intrinsic relation between
geometry and probability that quantum theory
offers. For this, we implemented a method [20, 21]
to perform density estimation and data classifica-
tion using quantum hardware. This was achieved

through the deterministic preparation of a quan-
tum state that represents the information con-
tained in a classical training data set and a
quantum state that represents the information of
a single point to be classified or whose probability
density is to be estimated. These quantum states
are obtained by applying a quantum feature map
to classical data points and are prepared using
arbitrary quantum state algorithms.

One of the outstanding advantages of this
method is the ability to approximate the prob-
ability distribution of arbitrarily large training
data sets into finite-dimensional quantum states.
We demonstrated density estimation and classi-
fication with toy data sets using quantum cir-
cuits of three qubits. We confirmed that the
method’s performance on real quantum devices
suffered from decoherence, as expected. However,
the noise models provided by IBM’s Qiskit are
far from describing the actual behaviour of the
quantum device for the applications we explored.
This shows that, even though the theory of open
quantum systems has been well established, its
practical application to large quantum systems
has been a challenge. Thus, our work adheres
to the experimental evidence that more effective
noise models are needed to simulate decoherence
in quantum circuits.

Regarding possible quantum advantages, we
acknowledge that the preparation of arbitrary
quantum states can lead to the performance
degradation of our method. Nonetheless, the expo-
nential effort needed to prepare the quantum state
of the training data set needs to be done only
once. Furthermore, we argued that the effort to
prepare the quantum state of a new data point (to
be classified or whose probability density is to be
estimated) could also be made only just once by
training a variational quantum circuit that per-
forms the desired quantum feature map on an
arbitrary input. However, the feasibility of this
alternative is subject to the advance of methods
to train variational quantum circuits avoiding the
barren plateau problem.
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• Competing Interests: The authors declare no
competing interests.
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Appendix A One-hot
Encoding
Quantum
Feature Map

Suppose that the classification problem considers
K classes (2 for the XOR data set in fig. 1(b)).
Then, the one-hot encoding map is given by

φo.h.e.(yi) =

K⊗
j=1

(δj,yi |1〉+ (1− δj,yi) |0〉), (A1)

where δi,j = 1 if i = j and is 0 otherwise. The
advantage of this QFM for class labels over other
QFMs is that we no longer need to prepare the
unitary Uk to estimate the probability that a new
data point x? is of class k. Instead, let bk be the
bit string defined as

bk = 0 . . . 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
NX

0 . . . 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
k−1

1 0 . . . 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
NY−k

. (A2)

Then, the estimated probability becomes

P̂ (k|x?) = Mbk/M. (A3)
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