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Recent tests performed on the D-Wave Two quantum annealerregealed no clear evidence of speedup
over conventional silicon-based technologies. Here, veagnt results from classical parallel-tempering Monte
Carlo simulations combined with isoenergetic cluster nsoekthe archetypal benchmark problem—an Ising
spin glass—on the native chip topology. Using realisticaurelated noise models for the D-Wave Two quantum
annealer, we study the best-case resilience, i.e., thabildf that the ground-state configuration is not affected
by random fields and random-bond fluctuations found on thp. ckiVe thus compute classical upper-bound
success probabilities for different types of disorder usetthe benchmarks and predict that an increase in the
number of qubits will require either error correction sclesnor a drastic reduction of the intrinsic noise found
in these devices. We restrict this study to the exact grotate,showever, the approach can be trivially extended
to the inclusion of excited states if the success metriclexegl. We outline strategies to develop robust, as
well as hard benchmarks for quantum annealing devices, hasvany other (black box) computing paradigm
affected by noise.

I. INTRODUCTION proposes an innovative approach based on insights from the
study of spin glasses to design hard benchmark problems

Although a useful universal quantum computeér |1, 2] is farwithi_n t.he.constraints of the D-Wave devit_:e. To overcome
from reality at the moment, the advent of quantum annealth® limitations posed by the D-Wave architecture, Refl [34]
ing (QA) machines based on quantum adiabatic optimizatiofffOPOS€s to use instances with a unique ground state, as well
techniques [3-14] has sparked a small computing revolutiodS Many metastable states. In this work we study the inter-
in recent years. Being a novel hardware based on nonsilicoplay between the generation of hard benchmark instanchs wit
chips used to perform computations exploiting the poténtiathe design of problems suitable for the D-Wave device that
advantages of quantum fluctuatiohs! [15], quantum annealin8® robust to noise. lIdeally, thus, a two-tier (unfortuhate

machines might affect the way a multitude of hard optimiza-cOmputationally-expensive) data mining approach is neede
tion problems are solved today. to produce ideal test instances for any quantum annealing de

vice: First, random benchmark instances are mined for their

The first somewhat useful programmable commercial de
brog desired properties (e.g., unique ground state) that madm th

vices that attempt to exploit this unique power are the D-&Vav .
One and Two quantum annealels|[16], that are designed ar_d problems to solve._ Se_:co_nd, t_hese instances are tested f
solve quadratic unconstrained binary optimization (QUBO)t eir robustness to the intrinsic noise present in any harew
problems[[17], such as finding the ground state of a disordeVice:
dered Ising spin-glass Hamiltonian, a well-known NP-hard The fact that different numerical studids [9) 10] 13, 35]
problem in this general formulation [18]. Because many probdemonstrated that QA might outperform SA in certain
lems across disciplines can be mapped onto QUBOs, multisroblems—especially those with rough energy landscapes—
ple studies of the D-Wave quantum annealer’s performancéias motivated the authors of Refs.|[34] and [36] to design tun
compared to some classical optimization approaches, such able hard benchmarking problems. Reference [34] goes a step
simulated annealing (SA) [19], have been performetl[20-31]further, by being able to carefully tune the barrier thicksie
Tests [211, 24, 24, 27] by different research teams suggast thbetween dominant features in the energy landscape, thus pu-
the D-Wave quantum annealer does benefit from quantum efatively allowing for the detection of any quantum advaetag
fects. However, it is unclear if this quantum advantageis inthat a quantum annealing device might pose over traditional
volved in the optimization of cost functions. Furthermdme, optimization approaches. Despite these efforts, noisetalue
date these studies reveal no clear evidence of limited goant thermal excitations and control errors on qubits and casple
speedupl[26] over classical optimization algorithms oditra have a detrimental effect on the performance of the D-Wave
tional computers. quantum annealef [PB,137140] that likely is masking any po-
Recent work by Katzgrabet al.[32] suggests that current tential limited quantum speedup [26]. A simple explanation
benchmarking approaches using spin glasses with unifermlyfor these problems is given by the fragility of spin glasses
distributed disorder on the Chimera graphl [33], such as bito small perturbations, also known as chaotic effécts|[@]1-5
modal or rangée, might not be the best benchmark problemsto either couplers (bond chaos), qubits via longitudinadi§e
in the quest for quantum speedup. In particular, Ref. [34)field chaos), or both couplers and qubits (temperaturesihao
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Here, small fluctuations can produce large changes in tlee fre
energy of the system, thus perturbing the original problem
Hamiltonian to be solved.

Although quantum error correctidn |23, 39| 40] can, in prin-
ciple, mitigate these errors, it does so at a cost of needing
multiple physical qubits to encode one logical qubit, thets r
ducing the effective system size of problems to be studied. I
This also means that “error-corrected” benchmark instance
while more robust to noise, will likely be too small to be ireth
scaling regime of interest for currently available systéres

guantum speedup. In this work we classically strebjlience
i.e., the probability that the ground-state configurat®mnat
affected by random fields and random-bond fluctuations found g
on the chip for different benchmark instance classes, by us- ‘ I i
ing realistic uncorrelated noise models for the D-Wave Two »0 O r O »r O oo
guantum annealer. Furthermore, we present strategiesyon ho L‘:"’"’g 2 w;ﬁ@;’p’ }L‘\‘v’ <
to develop hard benchmark instances that, at the same time ;'o‘%\’ e gl ; ‘
are robust to noise. Note that our methodology is generic, :‘“
i.e., it can be applied to any architecture or noisy black-bo @
optimization device. Furthermore, the study can be tiiyial \,
extended to include low-lying excited states if the golchsta -
dard of finding the exact ground state is relaxed to include a
subset of low-lying excited states. o : L

The paper is structured as follows. In Set. Il we introduceséﬁs' ;n d’g‘%acﬁgﬁg gﬁgzs())fégﬁnzx\gvg T(‘;‘:)Oucm‘r)s"\(':?;:;; Kaa
the different benchmark instance classes studied, as well a q y coup '
the noise model. Furthermore, we describe the heuristid use
to find the ground-state configurations. Our numerical tesul
on the D-Wave chimera topology are presented in Eek. Il
followed by concluding remarks.

To emulate the effects of thermal noise in the device, we
perturb the discrete values of the coupldfs by a random
amountAJ;; drawn from a Gaussian distribution with zero
mean and standard deviatidn/. For simplicity, we assume
the noise is quenched and uncorrelated. This “white noise”
represents a realistic (classical) noise model for coufhler
tuations that is typically used to study the effects of naise
electronic devices, as well as telecommunications. Algiou
®he qubit noise in the D-Wave Two device is closerliof
noise with a “pink” power spectrum, for simplicity we couple
the individual qubits to uncorrelated quenched randomdield
drawn from a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and stan-
dard deviatiorh. We do not expect this simplification to qual-
itatively change our results.

Il. MODEL, OBSERVABLES, ALGORITHM

Our calculations are for the currently-available D-Wave
Two device [511]. However, the ideas can be generalized t
any topology.

A. Model

The native benchmark for the D-Wave Two quantum an-
nealer is an Ising spin glass [2] 52| 53] defined on the Chimera
topology of the syste 3]. The Hamiltonian of the problem B. Instance classes & observables
to be optimized is given by

Carefully-chosen interactions between the spins determin
"= Z Jijsisi Z ihi @ the hardné,ss and robustness of instance classes [34]. To de-
velop hard instances, multiple requirements have to be ful-
wheres; € {£1} signify Ising spins on the verticas of the  filled. First, it is of paramount importance to ensure that th
Chimera lattice. Figurgl1l shows5a2 qubit Chimera lattice instances have aniqueground-state configuration that min-
with 8 x 8 K44 cells. In addition, each spis; is coupled imizes the cost function in EqJ(1). Furthermore, it is desir
to a local random fieldi;. The sum is over all edgescon-  able to have dominant metastable states such that the system
necting verticegi, j} € V.. The interactiong;; between the is easily trapped — a process that can be accomplished by a
spins are drawn from carefully chosen, discrete disorder di post-processing selection and mining of the data based-on in
tributions within the hardware constraints of the D-WaveoTw sights from the study of the dynamics of spin glasses using
architecture. classical simulation techniques [34] 54]. Ultimately, deall
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benchmark instance is robust to noise, has a unique ground 0.035 if the bonds are normalized to unity (“autoscaling

state and, ideally, many metastable states. mode”). This means that in this case thg $istance class
To gauge the fraction of unique ground-state configurationpushes the limits of the machine becasB(Sas) ~ 2AJ.

for a particular instance class, we define a quantity we call To quantify the robustness of ground-state configurations t

yield (), i.e., noise, we define the resilienéeof an instance to be

y - Nuniquc/Ntotal- (2) R = Nsamc/Ntrials (3)

In EQ. (2) Niota is the total number ofandomly-generated where Ng.me is the number of trials with different ran-

instances for that particular instance class ahdiqu. is the  dom noise perturbations (either fields or bonds) that do not

number of instances featuring a unique ground state (no dehange the original ground-state configurations. We perfor

generacy). Nuials = 10 trials (or gauges) to compute. The resilience
One simple approach pioneered in Ref. [34] to design in-of an instance class is the resilience for each instdhes-

stance classes with high yield, is to ensure that as few gjubiteraged over the bond disorder, i R.= [R].., where[- - - |,

s; as possible have zero local fields = Z#i Jijs; + hi. represents an average over multiple random bond configura-

If for a given qubitF; = 0, then the qubit’s value does not tions. A preference should be given to whole instance ctasse

change the energy of the system. Therefore, if a system witivith high resilience. However, individual instances thet a

N qubits hask free qubits with zero local field, the degen- unaffected by the perturbations are also robust instanues a

eracy of the ground state is increased by a faéftor We  can be used for benchmarking purposes. Conversely, to study

have exhaustively computed the probability that a pamicul the effects of noise in quantum annealing machines and how

combination of two, three, or four integer valués|[55] in theto reduce these, instances witlsmall resilience can also be

range{+1, ..., Fimax} (With imax = 28) [B6] for the cou-  mined [29].

plers J;; on the Chimera topology yields the smallest frac- Finally, we emphasize that a “relaxed” resilienBg can

tion of qubits with zero local fields. Furthermore, we havealso be defined, where

attempted to “spread out” the integers as much as possible in

the rangg—1, 1] after a normalization of the coupler values Ry = Naame(E < Ek)/Nirials- 4)

with i,... In addition to the previously-studied cases of bi-

modal disorder. i.e. Here Noame(E < Ej) is the number of times a state with

an energyF less or equal than the energy of theh excited

U, € {£1}, state is found. This is of importance when the analog machine
) ) ] suffers from high noise levels and where the determinatfon o
as well as uniform rangé-disorder withk = 4 [21,[26] the exact ground state is difficult or even impossible. Fer di

crete disorder distributions—as commonly used on quantum

Ui € {+1,£2, 53, £4}, annealing machines with finite precision—the energy levels

we also study Sidon-type instances [34, 57], namely are separated by well-defined values, i.e., computing the re
laxed resilience of an instance cla®®; = [Rilay, is well
Use,7 € {£5,+6,£7}, defined.

which are similar to uniform rangéinstances, however only
the three largest integers that form a Sidon set are kept. Fi- C. Algorithm details
nally, we study a larger Sidon set

Spys € {£8,£13,£19, +:28). In order to measure the yield and resilience of a particu-
lar instance class, ground states of instances from aricst
The U; 6,7 and Sg Sidon instance classes reduce the probaelasses have to be found. We apply a heuristic method that
bility of zero local fields drastically by design, and thusxma uses the parallel tempering Monte Carlo algorithm [58] com-
imize the yield of unique ground states. In fact, whilelhs  bined with isoenergetic cluster moves|[59] to speed up the
an average probability df3% to have zero local fields, this thermalization. Simulation parameters are listed in Téble
number is reduced t6% in the U, class. U 7 has only and thermalization has been determined by a logarithmic bin
4.5% zero local fields and-g has1.5%. ning of the data. Once the last three bins agree within error
To increase the resilience to noise for a given instance, onears, we deem the system to be in thermal equilibrium. The
has to maximize the change in energy when flipping a spingetailed algorithm to detect ground states was first inttedu
i.e., the minimum classical energy gap. Ideally, this cteangin Ref. [60]. However, to increase the accuracy of our heuris
in energy should be considerably larger than the typicaenoi tic, here four instead of two copies of the system with the
fluctuations to prevent qubit errors. For Ising spins, this e same disorder are simulated wittdependentlarkov chains.
ergy gap is given bAE = 2 /iy, ax, Wherei, .. is the largest  We performNg,, updates|[61]. ForVy, /8 updates we keep
integer in the unnormalized bond distribution. For exampletrack of the lowest energl of each Markov chain at the low-
AE(Uy) = 2, whereasAE(Uy) = 1/2, AE(Us6.7) = 2/7,  est temperature simulated. B! = E?) = G = p(®),
andAFE(Seg) = 1/14 ~ 0.07. For the current D-Wave Two it is very likely the ground state energy, has been found.
machine with512 qubits, coupler fluctuations are typically For the remaining number of updates we keep statistics of the



TABLE I: Simulation parameters: For each instance classsysd
tem sizeN, we computeN,, instances Ny, = 2° is the total num-

ber of Monte Carlo sweeps for each of th&r replicas for a single
instance I'min [Tmax] is the lowest [highest] temperature simulated,
and Nt is the number of temperatures used in the parallel temper-
ing method. For the lowesVi.., temperatures isoenergetic cluster

moves are applied. ©

ClaSS N Nsa b Tmin Tmax NT Nicm

U; 512 900 19 0.150 3.050 30 13

Uy 512 900 19 0.150 3.000 30 14 U RN
Ussr 128 900 19 0.150 3.000 30 14 02 f : u

Use7 288 900 19 0.150 3.000 30 14 Us .0

Us.6,7 512 900 19 0.150 3.000 30 14 o~ Sog

Us.6,7 800 900 19 0.150 3.000 30 14 0 : : : ' : : : :
Us.6.7 1152 900 19 0.150 3.000 30 14 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.1
Sos 512 900 19 0.150 3.000 30 14 h

FIG. 2: (Color online) ResilienceR) of different instance classes

configurations that minimize the Hamiltonian and thus esti-(S€€ text) for aV = 512 qubit system on the Chimera graph as a

PR function of Gaussian random field strengt).(Instance classes are
mate the degeneracy distribution of the ground state. Howlfess resilient to noise with increasing field strength ancretesing

Ever,. there |shn(()jguar:antee that. any SOIUt'r?n obtarllned ]l?y thi lassical energy gap. The shaded line represents the tiieth
euristic method Is the true optimum, or that we have foung,,;se strength of approximatefio in the D-Wave Two system.

all configurations that minimize the Hamiltonian. Fortusigt
for the Sidon-type instance classes the degeneracy is bynall
construction. Therefore, itis likely that we found all grals 45, Y =200
state configurations. Once the ground-state configuratibns ¢, large-scal
all instances have been found, the average yields for difter
instance classes can be computed.

In addition to the effects of the minimum energy gajp on
the resilience for each instance class, we also considefthe
fects of the number of first excited states on the resilieioe. . . . ) .
estimate the number of first excited states, for the remginin F19urel2 shows the resilience to random-field noise for dif-

(7/8) N, sampling updates we also keep track of all config-Térent instance classes. As the typical field strengtin-
urations that have an energy = Eo + AE. creases, the resilienc® for all instance classes decreases.

This is to be expected, because the energy spread due to the
splitting of degenerate excited states via the random fields
sults in more energy levels crossing. Furthermore, for alfixe
field strength, instance classes with small energy gaps

N _tend to have lower resilience. This is to be expected: it is
We focus only on the resilience of the exact ground state iRasier for split states to have a lower energy than the aigin

this study for the sake of brevity and to illustrate the depetl  4,qund state when the gap is small. Note that while instance
met_hodology. Our approaf:h is eas!ly extended.to mclud_e loWh|asses Y- and U, have a similar resilience, the yield of
excited states. Note that if the resilienBeof an instance is unique grb[md states is considerably higher farsy, i.e.,

large, we also expect the relaxed instance resiligfcéo be
large for small enough.

(6)% of unique ground states [62], i.e., optimal
e benchmarking.

B. Resilience to noise

lll. RESULTS

a careful design of the spin-spin interactions is key when at
tempting to benchmark a quantum annealing device.

Figure[3 shows the resilience of different instance classes
as a function of different typical coupler perturbatiofg.

A. Yield of non-degenerate ground states Again, for all instance classes studied, the resiliencesdses
as fluctuations increase. In addition, instance classds wit

For the current D-Wave Two architecture wiith2 qubits,  small energy gaps have a lower resilience. It is important to
the yield of unique ground states is strongly dependenten thnote that bond noise has a stronger impact on the resilience
instance class (disorder between spins) used. When the disdghan field noise. Considering each qubit has typically6
der is drawn from a bimodal distribution (Ythe yield in all  neighbors in the Chimera lattice, the impact of bond noise is
our experiments was exacth§6. Surprisingly, uniformrange- amplified by multiple connections of qubits. Therefore, re-
4 instances (i) also have)y = 0%. However, by increas- ducing the fluctuations of the couplers is more important tha
ing the range of the integers and selecting them from a Sidodealing with the intrinsic flux noise of each qubit.
set while removing the lowest values givgs = 4.5(4)% Unfortunately, for the D-Wave architecture, to find an in-
for the U; ¢ 7 class. Although a small fraction, it is clearly stance class that is both hard and robust to noise, compro-
nonzero. Finally, for the large Sidon sefsSve obtain a frac- mise has to be made. The lhstance class has the highest
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FIG. 3: (Color online) ResilienceR) of different instance classes FIG. 4: (Color online) Resilienc® of the Us ¢,7 instance class as
(see text) for aV = 512 qubit system on the Chimera graph as a a function of the bond fluctuation strength () for different system
function Gaussian random bond fluctuation strengtli). Instance  sizesN on the Chimera topology. The resilience clearly decreases
classes are less resilient to noise with increasing bondufition  for increasing noise and system size. The shaded vertiwlrép-
strength and a decreasing classical energy gap. The shiadadp-  resents the current bond-noise strength in the D-Wave Tstesy
resents the current bond noise strength in the D-Wave Twersys approximately3.5%.
i.e.,, ~ 3.5%. Note that bond noise has a stronger effect than field
noise (Fid.P) on the device.

Ah = 5%. Applying both coupler and qubit perturbations

yields an average resilience & = 0.22(2). For the next-
resilience to noise, however, the huge ground-state degenegeneration D-Wave 2X device noise levels have been reduced,
acy makes it easier for classical algorithms such as SA to finéle., AJ = 2.5% andAh = 3%. This results iR = 0.21(3).
minimum-energy configuration5 [32,134]. On the flip side, We point out two interesting facts: First, it seems that te r
the Sidon instance class is known to be hard [34] and prosilience for both coupler and qubit noise is approximatieéy t
duces many unique ground states, but its resilience is comparoduct of the resilience of only noise being considered on
rably low due to the small energy gap. A compromising nat-the couplers with the resilience of only noise being consid-
ural choice would therefore be to either use thedd U5 s €red on the qubits. Thus, as a rule of thumb and to obtain an
instance classes. However, while the resilience for both Uapproximate estimate for the combined effects, the indid
and U; ¢ 7 are comparable, the yield of unique ground statesiumbers can be multiplied. Second, despite the lower noise
needed to construct hard benchmark problems is much high&vel of the next-generation device, the resilience reman
for Us 7. We thus conclude that for the current Chimeraproximately unchanged within error bars. It seems that the
topology, the U ¢ 7 instance class is the optimal compromiseincreased number of qubits cancels out the additional preci
to design hard benchmark problems within the D-Wave Twasion.
architecture constraints. For the remainder of this paper w
thus focus on this particular instance class.

Figure[4 shows the resilience of the kJ; instance class C. Effects of the number of first excited states
for different system sized’ of the Chimera lattice as a func-
tion of the random-bond fluctuation strengity. Clearly, for Figure[® shows the resilien@@ of the U; ¢ 7 instance class

increasing system size the resilierRedlecreases (larger sys- as a function of the degeneracy of the first excited state®n th
tem sizes typically have a higher degeneracy, thereford lev Chimera topology withV = 512 spins. The higher the degen-
crossings are more common than with smaller systems). Thigracy of the first excited state, the lower the resilienceis Th
means that to scale up the system size of the D-Wave Two-ean be explained by the increased probability of level cross
or any other quantum annealing device—in the future, a muckhg. We also color coded each dot in the figure: The heat map
more precise control over the device’s noise and/or theempl represents the number of instances that had a given degener-
mentation of error correction schemes|[23,[39, 40] are imperacy N, of the first excited state out of tH#0 simulated. In
ative. this case, the bulk of the instances have betweand8 de-

We conclude this section by quoting results specifically cal generate first excited states. This results in a reductidheof
culated for the current D-Wave Twé 12 theoretical qubits)  resilience, compared to instances that contain only onear t
and the next-generation D-Wave 2X162 theoretical qubits) first excited states.
machines when both errors in the couplers and qubits are ap- While instances with only one or two first excited states are
plied, using the real values provided by D-Wave, Inc. [63]r F extremely rare, the effort needed to find these might outveig
the D-Wave Two machine with12 qubits,AJ = 3.5% and the approximatel$0% in the resilience reduction by allowing



B I S 10 other source of error can only decrease the success probabil
061 7 o N =512 ) 120  ities further. However, it could be that the introduction of
0-55 ¢ AJ=0035 carefully-crafted correlations between bond and field @ois
05 ° ] 100 might reduce the errors and increase the resilience. Bond
045 |- ® 1 noise is the most limiting issue for the current D-Wave Two
@ 04 1 1 80 guantum annealer and is highly dependent on the conngctivit
0.35 - e 1 60 of the graph. While it is desirable to have a high connectiv-
0.3 . 1 ity to be able to embed interesting problems on any putative
0.25 ® e . 40 architecture, one has to also keep in mind that noise levels
02 | oo ® %0 should be far lower than in the current D-Wave machine.
0.15 LR 4 This classical study of both resilience and yield plays an
0.1 w w w w w w w 0 important role in the design of future adjacency matrices fo
o2 4 6 8 10 12146 guantum annealing machines, as well as the study of stestegi
N to reduce noise in quantum annealers. Our results and meth-

. - ) ods can easily be generalized to other systems and thusishoul
EIG. 5: .(Color online) Resilienc® asa function pf the number of pe of general interest when designing hard instance prablem
gggegfét‘?grif;ei 1 :?Lgaiczlé ;g;nsToh”etrc'glg'L“;?r;?xfsczb ;:‘:X_ that attempt to circumvent the limitations of current haadev
imately how often a given number of first excited states cedar Furt_hermore, cal|brat|on of future generations of t_he Dveva
the 900 instances studied. In this case, between four and eight firs&jev'ce ShO_U|d be improved to allow fqr the encoding of more
excited states are most common. complex Sidon sets and thus the design of harder benchmark
problems. Similarly, although the main goal of this work is
to produce problems that are robust to noise, the methodol-
states with three to four first excited states. We thus recomegy presented can be used to design tailored instanceg¢hat a
mend to fix the number of first excited states to be less than gvarticularly sensitive to noise. This could play an impotta
equal to four in this case. role when designing approaches to better calibrate de\ases
We have also computed the Hamming distance between thdone in Ref.[[64]. Finally, we emphasize that if either nasse
ground state and all first excited states for a given instancearge or the instances produced are too difficult to minimize
Our results suggest that when the average Hamming distaneerelaxed resilience that includes low-lying excited staian
is small, the resilience to noise is higher. A simple explimma  be defined.
is that both ground-state and excited configurations are qui
similar and therefore the noise affects them comparalaly, i.
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