arXiv:2404.10743v1 [quant-ph] 16 Apr 2024

An angle rounding parameter initialization technique for ma-QAOA

Anthony Wilkie,^1 James Ostrowski,^1 and Rebekah Herrman^{1, ∗} 1Department of Industrial and Systems Engineering University of Tennessee at Knoxville Knoxville, TN 37996

The multi-angle quantum approximate optimization algorithm (ma-QAOA) is a recently introduced algorithm that gives at least the same approximation ratio as the quantum approximate optimization algorithm (QAOA) and, in most cases, gives a significantly higher approximation ratio than QAOA. One drawback to ma-QAOA is that it uses significantly more classical parameters than QAOA, so the classical optimization component more complex. In this paper, we motivate a new parameter initialization strategy in which angles are initially randomly set to multiples of π/4 between −2π and 2π and this vector is used to seed one round of BFGS. We find that the parameter initialization strategy on four-vertex and eight-vertex data sets gives average approximation ratios of 0.931 and 0.894, respectively. This is comparable to the average approximation ratios of ma-QAOA where optimal parameters are found using BFGS with 1 random starting seed, which are 0.910 and 0.901 for the four-vertex and eight-vertex data sets.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum approximate optimization algorithm (QAOA) is a hybrid quantum-classical algorithm that uses parameterized circuits with a classical optimization subroutine to solve combinatorial optimization problems [1]. The algorithm evolves an initial state |s⟩ under alternating cost (U(C, γ) = e^{−iCγ} ) and mixing (U(B, β) = e^{−iBβ} ) Hamiltonians for parameters (also called angles) β, γ ∈ [0, 2π) classically chosen to maximize the expected value of U(C, γ). The QAOA output state is |γ, β⟩ = U(B, β_p)U(C, γ_p) . . . U(B, β_1)U(C, γ_1)|s⟩ where C is problem dependent, and in some cases, B and |s⟩ are as well.

The MaxCut problem is one of the most widely studied CO problems in the context of QAOA [2–5], however the algorithm can be applied to any CO problem with an Ising formulation [6]. The MaxCut problem is a graph problem in which the vertices of a graph G are partitioned into two sets such that the number of edges with endpoints in each set is maximized. In typical QAOA studies on the MaxCut problem,

C = 1 2 ∑ ij∈E(G) (I − Z_iZ_j ), where Z_i is the Pauli-z operator acting on qubit i. The choice of mixer B can vary, but it is typically the sum of Pauli-x matrices acting on each qubit. The metric of success for the algorithm is the approximation ratio, which is the ratio of ⟨γ, β|C|γ, β⟩ = ⟨C⟩ over the size of an optimal problem solution.

QAOA is guaranteed to converge in the limit as p → ∞ when the initial state |s⟩ is the lowest energy eigenstate of B [1], however since the algorithm is currently implemented on NISQ devices [7, 8], minimizing the number of iterations it takes to converge on an optimal solution is critical. In fact, recent work suggests that QAOA cannot beat the classical Goemans-Williamson algorithm on 3-regular graphs in fewer than 11 iterations [9]. Thus, variants of QAOA such as ST-QAOA, X-QAOA, ma-QAOA, and sym-QAOA have been introduced in an effort to decrease circuit depth [10–13]. This work will focus on ma-QAOA, which is a QAOA variant in which each term of C and B are given their own variational parameter, so U(C, ⃗γ) = e^{−iCk γk} and U(B, ⃗β) = e^{−iBj βj} . The expected value for one iteration of ma-QAOA will be denoted ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 throughout this work, and the approximation ratio will be denoted AR^{ma}. Since ma-QAOA requires significantly more variational parameters, the classical optimization subroutine becomes more challenging, especially when p > 1 [14]. However, in their work, the authors of [10] show that a significant proportion of the angles that were found to optimize ma-QAOA on all connected 8-vertex graphs were 0, indicating that clauses can be dropped from U(C, γ) and U(B, β).

∗ corresponding author; rherrma2@utk.edu

Several parameter initialization strategies for QAOA have been introduced [15–18], however ma-QAOA parameter initialization strategies have not been well-studied[14]. In this work, we develop an ma-QAOA initial angle setting heuristic to attempt to alleviate the challenges associated with finding optimal ma-QAOA parameters while still maintaining a comparable approximation ratio. In Section II, we first analyze patterns in optimal ma-QAOA angles. These inspire an angle rounding heuristic described in Sec. III and an ma-QAOA angle initialization strategy, which is detailed in Section IV. We close with future research directions in Section V.

II. ANGLE DATA AND GRAPH STRUCTURE

In this work, we analyze the angles that optimize ma-QAOA on all connected, non-isomorphic four-vertex and eight-vertex graphs. All data was generated using the code found at [19], which is a modification of the code found at [20], and then angles outside of the interval (−2π, 2π) were normalized to be within the interval. The parameter optimization subroutine for the four-vertex graphs uses the Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno algorithm [21] with 1 random initial seed.

The four-vertex graph dataset has forty-nine angles, twenty-four of which are β (four β angles for each of the six graphs). The eight-vertex dataset has 249, 156 angles, 88, 936 of which are β angles and the rest are γ angles. Interestingly, in both datasets, the γ and β that maximize ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 tend to concentrate around multiples of π/4. Over 53% of the γ and β that maximized the expected value for the four-vertex graph dataset were multiples of π/4 while approximately 82% of the eight-vertex angles were multiples of π/4 (within three decimal places). The distribution of angles in the eight-vertex case is relatively symmetric about 0, as well, which can be seen in Fig. 2.

A significant percentage of the β_v that take the value of zero when optimizing ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 coincide with maximum degree vertices. In fact, there are two β_v that are 0 in the four-vertex dataset, and both of these vertices have the highest degree in their respective graphs. In the eight-vertex data, there are 5,754 β_v = 0, and of these, 2,759 coincide with maximum degree vertices in their respective graphs. Thus, approximately 48% of the β_v = 0 correspond to maximal degree vertices in the eight-vertex dataset. Similarly, there are three γ_{uv} = 0 in the four-vertex dataset, and all of them are incident to at least one maximal degree vertex, meaning a maximal degree vertex is one of their endpoints. In the eight-vertex data set, there are 37,709 γ_{uv} = 0, and of these, 18,108 are incident to at least one maximum degree vertex, which is approximately 48%.

III. AN ANGLE ROUNDING HEURISTIC

Approximately 53% (four-vertex graphs) and 82% (eight-vertex graphs) of the β_i and γ_{uv} that optimize ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 , as found in [19], are multiples of π/4. Even though a significant percentage of angles that maximize ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 are not multiples of π/4, it is possible that there exist angles that are multiples of π/4 that still yield the same expected value. Thus, we round all angles that are not multiples of π/4 to the nearest multiple of π/4 and calculate the new expected value of C. We call the expected value of C calculated using angles that were rounded ⟨C⟩^{ma, r}_1 , where the r stands for rounded. Interestingly, for all four-vertex graphs, ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 − ⟨C⟩^{ma, r}_1 < 10^{−6}, which is the BFGS precision.

Approximately 88% of the eight-vertex graphs have the same expected value when the angles are rounded as they had when the angles are not rounded. The maximum difference between the expected values when angles are rounded to the nearest π/4 and not rounded is 0.10. This data can be seen in Fig. 3.

In the remainder of this section, we first present an example that provides intuition as to why ⟨C⟩^{ma, r}_1 can be equal to ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 . We then analyze the rounded angle data.

A. Example: P2m, m ≥ 2

As a toy case that rounding angles to the nearest multiple of π/4 can preserve the approximation ratio, let us consider the path P_{2m}, m ≥ 2 as shown in Fig. 4. This has an even number of vertices, thus an odd number of edges. Suppose γ_{2i,2i+1} = π/2 for all i ≤ m and γ_{2i+1,2i+2} = 0. Furthermore, suppose β_{2j} = x_j − δ_j and β_{2j+1} = x_j + δ_j for some x_j ∈ (−2π, 2π) such that 2x_j + δ_j = 2x_j = q_j π/4 for some q_j ∈ Z.

Consider new variables

σ_{2j,2j+1} = β_{2j} + β_{2j+1} = 2x_j + δ_j = q_j π/4.

FIG. 1. The percent of βv and γi,j that are optimized at kπ for all connected, non-isomorphic four-vertex graphs.

FIG. 2. The percent of βv and γi,j that are optimized at kπ for all connected, non-isomorphic eight-vertex graphs.

Note that rounding all β_j to the nearest multiple of π/4 gives β_{2j} → β_{2j} ± δ_j β_{2j+1} → β_{2j+1} ∓ δ_j σ_{2j,2j+1} → β_{2j} ± δ_j + β_{2j+1} ∓ δ_j = β_{2j} + β_{2j+1} = σ_{2j,2j+1}

Define σ_{2j,2j+1} to be the sum β_{2j} + β_{2j+1}. We shall show that rounding β_{2j} and β_{2j+1} to the nearest multiple of π/4 does not affect the approximation ratio for all j.

Consider the total evolution of the quantum state,

FIG. 3. Difference between AR^{ma} and AR^{ma, r} and the number of times difference occurs for all eight-vertex graphs.

v0v1. . .v2m−2v2m−1

FIG. 4. P2m. The vertices v1 through v2m−2 each have two neighbors, while v0 and v2m−1 have one neighbor each. Thus, the vertices v1 through v2m−2 have maximal degree for this graph.

|ψ⟩ = (_{2j−1} ∏ k=0 e^{−iβk Xk} ) ∏ jℓ∈E(P_{2m} ) e^{−iγjk Zj Zk} |+⟩^{⊗m}

= ∏ j≤m e^{−i(β2j X2j +β2j+1 X2j+1 )}e^{−iγ2j,2j+1 Z2j Z2j+1} × | + +⟩_{2j,2j+1} Since γ_{2j+1,2j+2} = 0, the all two qubit subspaces 2j and 2j + 1 are independent from all others, thus the last line follows.

For fixed j, each Z_{2j} Z_{2j+1} term of the product is e^{−i(β2j X2j +β2j+1 X2j+1 )}e^{−iγ2j,2j+1 Z2j Z2j+1} | + +⟩_{2j,2j+1}. (1) Use the variable σ_{2j,2j+1} to express the leftmost operator as e^{−i(β2j X2j +β2j+1 X2j+1 )} = e^{−iσ2j,2j+1 X2j} e^{−iβ2j+1 (X2j+1 −X2j )}. Plugging this into Eq. (1) gives e^{−iσ2j,2j+1 X2j} e^{−iγ2j,2j+1 Z2j Z2j+1} | + +⟩_{2j,2j+1}. Therefore, Eq. (1) (and thus |ψ⟩ since each subspace is independent) relies only on σ_{2j,2j+1}, and not the individual β_{2j} and β_{2j+1}. Note that the choice of γ_{i,j} above may not necessarily optimize the expected value of the graph. This is merely a toy model to show that it is possible to preserve the expected value when vertex angles are rounded if the edge angles have a specific pattern.

An example of a graph that is optimized at angles that are multiples of π/4 is the path P_4. Label the vertices 0 to 3 from left to right, and let the β_i correspond to vertex i and γ_{i,i+1} correspond to the edge from vertex v_i to vertex v_{i+1}. A set of angles that maximize ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 is β_0 = −0.53π β_2 = 0.33π β_1 = −0.22π β_3 = −0.08π γ_{01} = π/2 = γ_{23} γ_{12} = 0.

One can see from the analytical formula of ma-QAOA found in [10] that the total expectation value ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 = 2.5. Letting σ_{0,1} = (β_0 + 0.3)π + (β_1 − 0.3)π and σ_{2,3} = (β_2 − 0.08)π + (β_3 + 0.08)π gives the same approximation ratio.

While ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 = ⟨C⟩^{ma, r}_1 in this case, it is only clear that rounding holds after breaking the graph into two pieces that do not interact and varying the angles in each piece together. This example is special in that the graph P_4 contains a bridge (a single edge whose removal disconnects the graph), and it received an angle of zero. In general, a graph may not have a bridge. Define the edge-connectivity of a graph G, denoted λ(G), to be the smallest number of edges whose removal disconnects G. Note this definition assumes G is connected. In order to separate the graph into two distinct pieces, at least λ(G) edges need to receive a γ angle equal to 0. It is not clear if there is a method that can be used to determine whether or not angles can be rounded that does not depend on assigning zero angles to some set of size at least λ(G) first.

B. Randomly assigning multiples of π/4 as angles

We first examine if randomly assigning angles that are multiples of π/4 yields a high approximation ratio. In this experiment, we randomly assign angles kπ/4 for −8 ≤ k ≤ 8, k ∈ Z to each β_i and γ_{uv} for i ∈ V (G), uv ∈ E(G) in each eight-vertex graph. We then plug them into the expected value formula without performing any classical optimization routine and note the approximation ratio, which is denoted AR^{ma, random init, no opt}. As shown in Fig. 5, AR^{ma} - AR^{ma, random init, no opt} is close to 0.25 on average, which is a significant difference. Also note that an insignificant number of graphs achieve AR^{ma} - AR^{ma, random init, no opt}= 0. When using this heuristic, ma-QAOA achieves a mean approximation ratio of 0.643 with standard deviation 0.066 for eight-vertex graphs. In fact, 97.9% of graphs have an approximation ratio higher than 0.5 with a randomly selected parameters that are multiples of π/4. This random angle selection technique beats randomly guessing the MaxCut partitions on the eight-vertex dataset. However, since the average AR^{ma, random init, no opt} varies significantly from AR^{ma}, this method indicates that parameter optimization is needed to obtain the best results.

IV. AN ANGLE ROUNDING PARAMETER INITIALIZATION STRATEGY

In this section, we present a heuristic for initializing ma-QAOA angles based on the data in Section II. From Figs. 1-2, we see that a significant proportion of the angles that maximize ⟨C⟩^{ma}_1 are multiples of π/4. We propose a heuristic that initializes all angles to random multiples of π/4 in the interval (−2π, 2π) and use this starting point to seed one round of BFGS for parameter optimization.

This initialization technique is expected to significantly outperform the method in the previous section where random multiples of π/4 are assigned to each β_i and γ_{uv} for i ∈ V (G), uv ∈ E(G). In fact, for eight-vertex graphs, this parameter initialization strategy achieves a mean approximation ratio of 0.894 with a standard deviation of 0.067 when using one iteration of the classical optimization subroutine to optimize the angles. In the case of four-vertex graphs, the parameter initialization strategy achieves a mean approximation ratio of 0.931 with a standard deviation of 0.111. In Fig. 6, we see that the difference between AR^{ma} and AR^{ma, random init} (the approximation ratio using the parameter initialization technique) is zero for a significant portion of the eight-vertex dataset. These results are comparable to the results of using ma-QAOA with no initialization strategy and 1 random BFGS seeds. In this case, the mean approximation ratio for all four-vertex graphs is 0.910 and the mean approximation ratio for all eight-vertex graphs is 0.901. Thus, using one round of BFGS to optimize parameters that are initially seeded to be random multiples of π/4 performs well for these small graphs. This method requires significantly less classical optimization effort than using no initialization strategies and just using one randomly seeded round of BFGS to find the optimal parameters.

V. DISCUSSION

In this work, we present an angle rounding parameter initialization scheme for ma-QAOA where ma-QAOA initial angles are randomly selected to be multiples of π/4 between −2π and 2π, and then BFGS is seeded from this vector

FIG. 5. Difference between the approximation ratio for the initial angles and the approximation ratio for the optimal angles for all eight-vertex graphs without classical optimization subroutine.

FIG. 6. Difference between the approximation ratio for the initial angles and the approximation ratio for the optimal angles for all eight-vertex graphs with one step of the classical optimization subroutine.

and allowed to search the parameter space for optimal solutions. The technique requires few initial seeds for BFGS to attain an average approximation ratio of 0.894 on all connected eight-vertex graphs. This is within 0.78% of the average approximation ratio of ma-QAOA with no parameter initialization technique, which is 0.901 on the same dataset.

Interestingly, the subgraphs induced by unique optimal edge angles tend to be forests. This is reminiscent of ST- QAOA, where a spanning tree of the underlying graph is found and given its own QAOA parameters. This work suggests that instead of using spanning trees, setting distinct angles for forests may provide higher approximation ratios. Future work includes determining how to leverage forests in parameter selection or initialization routines. Other future work includes leveraging problem symmetry for faster training, such as in [22, 23]. Another route for future work includes determining how the parameter initialization technique scales for large graphs and if the initialization parameters that are used to seed BFGS can be cleverly selected based on graph structure.

An angle rounding parameter initialization technique for ma-QAOA 7

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors would like to acknowledge NSF award CCF-2210063. The authors would like to thank Phillip Lotshaw for his insight.

[1] E. Farhi, J. Goldstone, and S. Gutmann, “A quantum approximate optimization algorithm,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1411.4028, 2014.

[2] G. G. Guerreschi and A. Y. Matsuura, “Qaoa for max-cut requires hundreds of qubits for quantum speed-up,” Scientific reports, vol. 9, 2019.

[3] R. Herrman, L. Treffert, J. Ostrowski, P. C. Lotshaw, T. S. Humble, and G. Siopsis, “Impact of graph structures for qaoa on maxcut,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.05997, 2021.

[4] G. E. Crooks, “Performance of the quantum approximate optimization algorithm on the maximum cut problem,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1811.08419, 2018.

[5] Z. Wang, S. Hadfield, Z. Jiang, and E. G. Rieffel, “Quantum approximate optimization algorithm for maxcut: A fermionic view,” Physical Review A, vol. 97, no. 2, p. 022304, 2018.

[6] A. Ozaeta, W. van Dam, and P. L. McMahon, “Expectation values from the single-layer quantum approximate optimization algorithm on ising problems,” Quantum Science and Technology, vol. 7, no. 4, p. 045036, sep 2022. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1088%2F2058-9565%2Fac9013 [7] L. Zhou, S.-T. Wang, S. Choi, H. Pichler, and M. D. Lukin, “Quantum approximate optimization algorithm: Performance, mechanism, and implementation on near-term devices,” Physical Review X, vol. 10, no. 2, June 2020. [Online]. Available: https://doi.org/10.1103%2Fphysrevx.10.021067 [8] N. Earnest, C. Tornow, and D. J. Egger, “Pulse-efficient circuit transpilation for quantum applications on cross-resonance-based hardware,” Physical Review Research, vol. 3, no. 4, p. 043088, 2021.

[9] J. Wurtz and D. Lykov, “Fixed-angle conjectures for the quantum approximate optimization algorithm on regular maxcut graphs,” Physical Review A, vol. 104, no. 5, p. 052419, 2021.

[10] R. Herrman, P. C. Lotshaw, J. Ostrowski, T. S. Humble, and G. Siopsis, “Multi-angle quantum approximate optimization algorithm,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.11455, 2021.

[11] K. Shi, R. Herrman, R. Shaydulin, S. Chakrabarti, M. Pistoia, and J. Larson, “Multiangle qaoa does not always need all its angles,” 2022 IEEE/ACM 7th Symposium on Edge Computing (SEC), pp. 414–419, 2022. [Online]. Available: https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/9996634/ [12] V. Vijendran, A. Das, D. E. Koh, S. M. Assad, and P. K. Lam, “An expressive ansatz for low-depth quantum optimisation,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.04479, 2023.

[13] J. Wurtz and P. J. Love, “Classically optimal variational quantum algorithms,” IEEE Transactions on Quantum Engineering, vol. 2, pp. 1–7, 2021.

[14] I. Gaidai and R. Herrman, “Performance analysis of multi-angle qaoa for p > 1,” arXiv e-prints, pp. arXiv–2312, 2023. [15] S. H. Sack and M. Serbyn, “Quantum annealing initialization of the quantum approximate optimization algorithm,” Quantum, vol. 5, p. 491, 2021. [Online]. Available: https://quantum-journal.org/papers/q-2021-07-01-491/ [16] S. H. Sack, R. A. Medina, R. Kueng, and M. Serbyn, “Recursive greedy initialization of the quantum approximate optimization algorithm with guaranteed improvement,” Physical Review A, vol. 107, p. 062404, 2023. [Online]. Available: https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.107.062404 [17] J. Sud, S. Hadfield, E. Rieffel, N. Tubman, and T. Hogg, “A parameter setting heuristic for the quantum alternating operator ansatz,” 2022.

[18] S. H. Sureshbabu, D. Herman, R. Shaydulin, J. Basso, S. Chakrabarti, Y. Sun, and M. Pistoia, “Parameter setting in quantum approximate optimization of weighted problems,” 2023.

[19] A. Wilkie, “Angle rounding qaoa,” 2024, found at https://github.com/Vilcius/Angle-Rounding-QAOA. [20] I. Gaidai, “Ma-qaoa,” found at https://github.com/GaidaiIgor/MA-QAOA.

[21] W. H. Press, B. P. Flannery, and S. A. Teukolsky, Numerical Recipes in Fortran 77: The Art of Scientific Computing, 2nd ed. Cambridge University Press, 1993, https://people.sc.fsu.edu/ inavon/5420a/DFP.pdf.

[22] F. Sauvage, M. Larocca, P. J. Coles, and M. Cerezo, “Building spatial symmetries into parameterized quantum circuits for faster training,” Quantum Science and Technology, vol. 9, no. 1, p. 015029, 2024.

[23] R. Shaydulin and S. M. Wild, “Exploiting symmetry reduces the cost of training qaoa,” IEEE Transactions on Quantum Engineering, vol. 2, pp. 1–9, 2021.