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ABSTRACT

We introduce a novel hybrid quantum-analog algorithm to perform graph clustering that exploits
connections between the evolution of dynamical systems on graphs and the underlying graph spectra.
This approach constitutes a new class of algorithms that combine emerging quantum and analog
platforms to accelerate computations. Our hybrid algorithm is equivalent to spectral clustering and
has a computational complexity of O(N), where N is the number of nodes in the graph, compared
to O(N3) scaling on classical computing platforms. The proposed method employs the dynamic
mode decomposition (DMD) framework on the data generated by Schrödinger dynamics that evolves
on the manifold induced by the graph Laplacian. In particular, we prove and demonstrate that one
can extract the eigenvalues and scaled eigenvectors of the normalized graph Laplacian by evolving
Schrödinger dynamics on quantum computers followed by DMD computations on analog devices.

1 Introduction

Graph clustering is a popular technique to identify and group densely connected subgraphs within a larger graph. It is a
powerful decomposition approach that enables the analysis of interconnected systems for a variety of applications in a
wide range of fields, such as social networks [1, 2, 3], fraud detection [4, 5], bioinformatics [6], uncertainty analysis
in networked systems [7], decomposition for scientific computation [8], and transport networks [9]. Consequently,
the versatility of graph clustering makes it an invaluable tool in areas ranging from scientific discovery to industrial
applications. Spectral clustering, a prevalent graph decomposition approach, is particularly advantageous in high-
dimensional spaces where the geometric characteristics of the data are not readily apparent [10]. Unlike traditional
clustering methods, spectral clustering uses the properties of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the Laplacian of the
underlying graph (or data) to find the optimal partitioning. This aspect enables spectral clustering to cluster points based
on their interconnectedness rather than their raw distances from each other, typically resulting in better performance
when dealing with data where the clusters are irregular, intertwined, or lie on a complex surface.

In this work, we propose a highly scalable quantum-analog hybrid algorithm based on the evolution of Schrödinger
dynamics and dynamic mode decomposition (DMD) to rapidly and accurately retrieve spectral clustering information.
We evolve the underlying Schrödinger dynamics on quantum devices [11], and perform the subsequent spectrum
computations on analog machines. The approach has a scaling of O(N), where N is the number of nodes in the
graph. Since existing state-of-the-art classical methods scale as O(N3), our approach provides a polynomial speed-up
over traditional computing platforms. To our best knowledge, this is the first-of-a-kind algorithm that exploits the
combination of quantum and analog computing platforms to extract a scaling superior to algorithms that run on a single
computing platform.

In quantum computing, qubits, the fundamental elements of quantum information, evolve according to the time-
dependent Schrödinger’s equation. Qubits differ from classical bits in that they can exist in a superposition of states,
meaning that a qubit can be in states representing the traditional bits (0, 1) or a superposition of both. Quantum algorithms
provide substantial reductions in computational complexity for specific problems such as integer factorization [12],
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database search [13], solving linear systems [14], simulating dynamical systems [15], and matrix multiplication [16]
to name a few. On the other hand, analog computing with resistive memory has a fast response speed and embeds
parallelism, significantly accelerating matrix computation [17], a core step in a wide variety of numerical techniques.
Analog computing has garnered attention due to its potential to reduce the data movement bottleneck in traditional
computing architectures. The essence of analog computing is performing computational operations directly at the
data’s location rather than moving data between memory and the central processing unit (CPU). Integrating crosspoint
arrays with negative feedback amplifiers allows for addressing linear algebra challenges like solving linear systems and
computing eigenvectors in a single step. Analog computing improves the exponential solving of linear systems and has
a computational complexity of O(1) for matrix-vector multiplication [17, 18].

Despite the advantages of spectral clustering, it typically scales as O(N3) (where N is the number of nodes in the
graph), limiting its applications in large graphs [19]. We show that spectral clustering has an O(N) complexity on a
hybrid quantum-analog platform.

We organize the paper as follows: Section 3.1 provides a brief overview of classical spectral clustering. Section 3.2
delves into the classical decentralized algorithm for spectral clustering that leverages the wave equation and Dynamic
Mode Decomposition (DMD). In sections 3.3 and 3.4, we discuss our novel approach that uses quantum evolution
of wave dynamics and singular value- and eigen- decompositions on analog computers. We also provide details on
efficiently solving the linear system of equations for computing eigenvectors on quantum or analog computers in
section 3.5. We present experimental results in section 4 and wrap up with conclusions in section 5.

2 Analog matrix computing circuits

Conventional computers have significantly improved in speed and efficiency over the past decades, as captured by
Moore’s law, stating that the number of transistors in an integrated circuit doubles about every two years[20]. However,
the industry is approaching a limit where it is increasingly difficult to continue with appreciable reductions in the size of
transistors [21]. Additionally, due to the high computational complexity of matrix-vector multiplication required for the
training and inference of artificial intelligence models on digital platforms, there is an urgent need to develop alternative
computing devices with more attractive scaling properties for these computations. Due to the inherent architectural
parallelism for matrix operations, analog matrix computing (AMC) circuits based on crosspoint resistive memory arrays
or photonics provide a desirable alternative [17].

...

...

A-

A+

...

x1 x2 xn

y1

y2

ym

-
+

-
+

-
+

Figure 1: Schematic of AMC circuits for matrix-vector multiplication between matrix A and vector x, where A =
A+ −A−[17]. A ∈ RM×N , x ∈ RN×1, y ∈ RM×1.

For example, the multiplication between an M ×N matrix and an N × 1 vector, has the computational complexity of
O(MN) on digital computers and O(1) on AMC circuits [17] or photonic devices [22]. Figure 1 shows the schematic
of a prototypical AMC circuit for computing the matrix-vector multiplication (MVM) between a matrix A and a vector
x. The conductance in the circuits captures the entries of A, and the applied voltages encode the values of x. The
output currents provide the result of y = Ax, due to Ohm’s law [23]. Since conductance can only take positive values,
matrices with negative entries can be split as A = A+ −A−, where A+ is A− are both positive. The results are
then calculated as Ax = A+x−A−x. Unlike digital computers, analog computers compute the MVM results for all
entries in parallel after the setting of conductances and application of voltages. To quantify the error and computational
time of MVM on analog computers, we prove the following theorem using circuit dynamics.
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Theorem 1. Let the minimum time for convergence up to an of error ϵ (where ϵ is the difference between the computed
and ground truth solutions) of matrix-vector multiplication between an N ×N matrix A and an N × 1 vector x on
circuit-based analog computers be T . Then T is given by,

T = max
j

1

βj
ln(

x0β − αj

ϵ
), (1)

where x0 is the initial condition, αj = ϑω
∑

i Ajiyi

1+
∑

i Aji
, β = ϑω

1+
∑

i Aji
, and j is the index that takes values {1, 2, . . . , N}.

Proof. Given the evolution dynamics of analog circuits is given by [24],

dx(t)

dt
= ϑωU(Ay − x(t)), (2)

where ϑ is the DC loop gain, ω is the 3-dB bandwidth, y is an input vector, A is the conductance matrix, and

U =


1

1+
∑

i A1i
0 · · · 0

0 1
1+

∑
i A2i

· · · 0

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · 1
1+

∑
i Ani

 . (3)

By expanding the above equations, it is easy to show that the j-th equation is given by,

dxj(t)

dt
= αj − βjxj(t), (4)

where αj and β are constants given by,

αj = ϑω

∑
i Ajiyi

1 +
∑

i Aji
,

βj =
ϑω

1 +
∑

i Aji
. (5)

Note that Eqns. 4 are all decoupled and their solution at time t is given by,

x(t) =
(x(0)βj − αj)e

−βjt + αj

βj
. (6)

Now, let the solution as t→∞ be xf =
αj

βj
. If we consider a time Tj such that the error ||x(t)− xf || is less than equal

to our threshold ϵ we get,

(x(0)βj − αj)e
−βjt

βj
≤ ϵ, (7)

or,

Tj ≥
1

βj
ln(

x0β − αj

ϵ
). (8)

It now follows that the minimum time for convergence of the system (as indicated by the error reducing below a
threshold of ϵ) is given by maximum over all j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N},

T = max
j

1

βj
ln(

x0β − αj

ϵ
). (9)

The above derivation not only provides performance bounds on the time to convergence, but also enables the design of
efficient analog circuits.
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3 Quantum-Analog Hybrid computation of spectral clustering

3.1 Spectral clustering

Consider a graph denoted by G = (V,E) that consists of a node set V = 1, . . . , N and an edge set E ⊆ V × V . Each
edge (i, j) ∈ E in this graph is associated with a weight Wij > 0, and W represents the N ×N weighted adjacency
matrix of G. In this context, Wij = 0 only if (i, j) ̸∈ E. The normalized graph Laplacian, represented by L, is defined
as follows:

Lij =


1, if i = j,

−Wij/
∑N

l=1 Wil, if (i, j) ∈ E,
0, otherwise,

(10)

An equivalent representation of the normalized graph Laplacian is L = I−D−1W, where D is a diagonal matrix that
consists of the sums of the rows of W. We focus solely on undirected graphs, for which the Laplacian is symmetric, and
the eigenvalues are real numbers. The eigenvalues of L can be arranged in ascending order as 0 = λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λN .
Each eigenvalue corresponds to an eigenvector, denoted as v(1),v(2), . . . ,v(N), where v(1) = 1 = [1, 1, . . . , 1]T [10].
For our study, we assume λ1 < λ2, which means that the graph does not contain disconnected clusters. Spectral
clustering partitions the graph G into two clusters by employing the signs of the entries of the second eigenvector v(2).
k−means clustering on the signs of entries of higher eigenvectors enables one to partition graphs into more than two
clusters [10]. The spectral gap in the eigenvalues of the graph Laplacians typically determines the number of clusters.

3.2 Wave equation based clustering method

As in [25, 26], we consider the wave equation given by,
∂2u

∂t2
= c2∆u. (11)

The discrete form of the wave equation on a graph is given by,

ui(t) = 2ui(t− 1)− ui(t− 2)− c2
∑

j∈N (i)

Lijuj(t− 1), (12)

where N (i) is the set of neighbors of node i including the node i itself [27]. To update ui, one only needs the previous
value of uj at the neighboring nodes and the connecting edge weights.

Given the initial condition du
dt |t=0 = 0 and 0 < c <

√
2, the solution of the wave equation 12 can be written as

u(t) =

N∑
j=1

u(0)Tv(j)(pje
itζj + qje

−itζj )v(j), (13)

where pj = (1 + i tan(ζj/2))/2, qj = (1 − i tan(ζj/2))/2 [26]. Consequently, computing the eigenvectors of L is
transformed into the computation of the coefficients of the frequencies of the wave dynamics in equation 13.

To extract the above coefficients, we use Dynamic Mode Decomposition (DMD), a powerful tool for analyzing the
dynamics of nonlinear systems. We interpret DMD as an approximation of Koopman modes [28]. We apply DMD to
one-dimensional time series data with time-delay embedding by constructing the matrix X and Y for the exact DMD
matrix A = YX+ (where + denotes the pseudoinverse) [29]. When DMD with time delay embedding is implemented
on one-dimensional signals of the form,

u(t) =

J∑
j=1

aje
iζjt, (14)

where ζj ∈ (−π, π), j = 1, 2, . . . , J are unique frequencies, it can successfully extract the coefficients aj [26, 29].

We form the following matrices with the one-dimensional signal u(t),

X :=


u(0) u(1) . . . u(M − 1)
u(1) u(2) . . . u(M)

...
...

. . .
...

u(K − 1) u(K) . . . u(K +M − 2)

 , (15)

=
[
xl(0) xl(1) . . . xl(M − 1)

]
, (16)

Y :=
[
xl(1) . . . xl(M − 1) xl(M)

]
, (17)
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where x(t) := [u(t), u(t+ 1), . . . , u(t+ (M − 1))]T . Let H > 1, also define

ΦH :=


1 1 . . . 1
eiζ1 eiζ2 . . . eiζN

...
...

. . .
...

ei(H−1)ζ1 ei(H−1)ζ2 . . . ei(H−1)ζN

 , (18)

= [ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕN ], (19)

where ϕj = [1, eiζj , . . . , ei(H−1)ζj ]T . [26] proved the following two lemmas to connect the above matrices and the
associated DMD computations to the spectra of the graph Laplacian.
Lemma 1. For one-dimensional signal u(t) defined by equation (14), if K ≥ J and M ≥ J of the matrices X and Y
defined by (15) and (17) respectively, the eigenvalues of A = YX+ are {eiζj}Jj=1 and the columns of ΦK defined by
(18) are the corresponding eigenvectors [26].

Lemma 2. At any node l, the DMD computations on matrices X(ul), Y(ul) using local snapshots
ul(0),ul(1), . . . ,ul(4N − 1) defined by Eqn. 13 with K = M = 2N yields exact eigenvalues of the Laplacian
and the corresponding eigenvectors (scaled) [26].

Based on lemma 2, [26] developed a DMD-based algorithm for distributed spectral clustering, given in algorithms 1, 2.

Algorithm 1 DMD(X,Y): For computing eigenvalues and eigenvector components at node i [26].

1: Compute reduced SVD of X, i.e., X = UΣV∗.
2: Define the matrix Ã ≡ U∗YVΣ−1

3: Compute eigenvalues µ and eigenvectors ξ of Ã, i.e., Ãξ = µξ. Each nonzero eigenvalue µ is a DMD eigenvalue.
4: The DMD mode corresponding to µ is then given by ϕ̂ ≡ 1

µYVΣ−1ξ.

5: Compute â by solving the linear system Φ̂â = x(0), where the columns of Φ̂ are the eigenvectors sorted
in decreasing order based on the real part of the eigenvalues.

6: a(j)i = ϕ̂j,1âj , j = 1, 2, . . . , k.

Algorithm 2 Wave equation based graph clustering [26].

1: ui ← Random([0, 1])
2: ui(−1)← ui(0)
3: t← 1
4: while do t < Tmax

5: ui(t)← 2ui(t− 1)− ui(t− 2)− c2
∑

j∈N (i) Lijuj(t− 1)
6: t← t+ 1
7: end while
8: Create the matrices Xi,Yi ∈ RK×M defined by Eqns. 15 and 17 at node i,
9: using ui(0),ui(1), . . . ,ui(Tmax − 1), where K +M = Tmax.

10: vi ← ai from DMD(Xi,Yi) by algorithm 1
11: for j ∈ {1, . . . , k} do
12: if v(j)

i > 0 then
13: Γj ← 1
14: else
15: Γj ← 0
16: end if
17: end for
18: Cluster number←

∑k
j=1 Γj2

j−1

3.3 Simulation of wave dynamics

Conventional computers suffer from various computational challenges and inherent truncation errors in the simulation
process when performing dynamics simulations. In particular, matrix multiplication, central to these computations,
has a computational complexity of O(N2.371866) on digital computers [30]. The algorithm with this complexity also
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has reduced numerical stability, compared to the naïve O(N3) algorithm [30]. On the contrary, quantum and analog
computers demonstrate inherent prowess in this domain, providing an exponential advantage for simulating dynamical
systems compared to their digital counterparts [31, 32, 15]. For the specific case of wave dynamics, we can choose
to simulate the equations in their continuous form on a quantum computer or after discretization on an analog device.
However, continuous simulations on quantum computers avoid the truncation errors met in discrete simulations on
analog or digital computers.

The wave equation on a graph [33] is similar to equation 11, given as,

d2u

dt2
= −c2Lu (20)

where L is the graph Laplacian [27]. In its discrete form, the wave equation on a graph is as follows,

ui(t) = 2ui(t− 1)− ui(t− 2)− c2
∑

j∈N (i)

Lijuj(t− 1), (21)

where ui is the i-th element of u. In [26], the authors simulated wave dynamics with dt = 1 on a digital computer. As
this simulation only involves matrix-vector multiplication, we can replace this O(N2) operation on digital computers
with O(1) operation on analog computers or O(N) on quantum platforms [34, 17].

Using the above approach, simulating the wave equation on a graph, has a time complexity ofO(D5/2l/∆l+TD2/∆l),
where T is the terminal time of simulation, D is the dimension of the wave, l is the diameter of the region, and ∆l is
the step size [35]. Consequently, for the setting of graphs, the dimension D is 2 (time and space), the diameter of the
region l is the number of nodes N , and the step size a is 1, so the complexity is O(N + T ). In practice, we simulate
the wave dynamics for around 2N steps, leading to an O(N) computational complexity. Since T = 2N leads to long
simulation times for large graphs, the approximation (round-off) errors accumulate for the discrete system of equations.
Therefore, an exact continuous simulation is favorable over their discretized counterparts.

To implement continuous simulations of the wave dynamics that avoid truncation errors, [35] suggests using quantum
computers by exploiting native Hamiltonian simulations or the quantum linear system algorithm (QLSA). In our work,
we evolve the following Hamiltonian system on quantum platforms,

du

dt
= −iHu(t), (22)

for a predetermined period before measurements collapse the wavefunction. In the above equation, H is the Hermitian
static Hamiltonian [31]. Consider the case where Lsym is the symmetric normalized graph Laplacian [10] defined as,

Lsym = I−D−1/2WD1/2, (23)

where the degree matrix D = diag(
∑n

j=1 W1j ,
∑n

j=1 W2j , . . . ,
∑n

j=1 Wnj).

Now one can define the symmetric Laplacian using the normalized signed incidence matrix of the graph (denoted by B)
as follows, Lsym = BBT . To define B consider a graph with N nodes and M edges, then the N ×M incidence matrix
ι has rows indexed by nodes v and columns indexed by edges e. Specifically, the incidence matrix ι is defined as,

ιij =


−1 if edge ej leaves node vi,
1 if edge ej enters node vi,
0 otherwise.

Now, the normalized incidence matrix B is defined as,

B = D− 1
2 ι. (24)

Since we restrain to undirected graphs, for any given edge ej , we randomly pick one node as the source node and the
other as the sink node.

Using the formulation in [35], if we now define a Hermitian Hamiltonian in the following block form,

H = c

[
0 B
B 0

]
, (25)

the Schrödinger Hamiltonian system takes the form,

d

dt

[
u1

u2

]
= −ic

[
0 B
B 0

] [
u1

u2

]
, (26)
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which implies,

d2

dt2

[
u1

u2

]
= −c2

[
0 B
B 0

]2 [
u1

u2

]
= −c2

[
BBT 0
0 BTB

] [
u1

u2

]
= −c2

[
Lsym 0
0 BTB

] [
u1

u2

]
. (27)

When simulating dynamics of the Schrödinger system using Eqn. 27, the first N terms correspond to the desired wave
dynamics. When u has a non-zero initial derivative condition, the resulting solution tends to increase over time, leading
to instability [36]. Given that:

d

dt

[
u1

u2

]
= −ic

[
0 B
B 0

] [
u1

u2

]
= −ic

[
Bu2

Bu1

]
, (28)

the stability criteria du1

dt |t=0 = 0 translates to the initial condition u2(0) = 0. Therefore, all non-zero initial values for
u2 lead to unstable dynamics.

Since the graph Laplacian form used in [25, 26] is the random-walk variant of the graph Laplacian Lrw, it does not have
a Hermitian form. Consequently, the wave dynamics based on Lrw cannot be simulated using quantum platforms. For
quantum devices, one is restricted to the symmetric graph Laplacian Lsym form defined in Eqn. 23. Since the simulation
is Hamiltonian, it is guaranteed to remain stable on quantum platforms.

3.4 Computations on analog computers

When working with the discrete form of the equation, one can exploit the favorable scaling of analog platforms for
matrix-vector multiplication. Moreover, in the following lemma, we prove that the wave dynamics with Lsym is stable
under the same conditions that were derived in [25] for Lrw, thereby increasing the number of options for practical
implementation.
Lemma 3. The wave equation iteration given by Eqn. 28 is stable on any graph as long as the numerical value of the
wave speed c satisfies 0 < c <

√
2 and the iterations have initial conditions that satisfy u1(−1) = u1(0).

Proof. For the Lsym case, the dynamics of z(t) = [u(t);u(t− 1)] evolves as,

z(t) =

[
u(t)

u(t− 1)

]
=

[
2I− c2Lsym −I

I 0

] [
u(t− 1)
u(t− 2)

]
= Mz(t− 1) = Mtz(0).

Let matrix M have eigenvector mj = (m
(1)
j ,m

(2)
j )T , where j denotes the node number and the superscript splits the

compound vector into two equal parts. Now, let the corresponding eigenvalue be ρj , it then follows that,

M

[
m

(1)
j

m
(2)
j

]
=

[
2I− c2Lsym −I

I 0

] [
m

(1)
j

m
(2)
j

]
=

[
2m

(1)
j − c2Lsymm

(1)
j −m

(2)
j

m
(1)
j

]
, and M

[
m

(1)
j

m
(2)
j

]
= ρj

[
m

(1)
j

m
(2)
j

]
=

[
ρjm

(1)
j

ρjm
(2)
j

]
.

If we let m(2)
j = vj (where vj is the eigenvector of Lsym), the above equation implies that m(1)

j = ρjm
(2)
j = ρjvj .

Therefore, the eigenvector mj of M is mj = (ρjvj ,vj)
T .

Using the definition of eigenvalues and pulling everything to the left hand side of the equation,

M

[
ρjvj

vj

]
= ρj

[
ρjvj

vj

]
⇒

[
(ρj(2− ρj)I− ρjc2Lsym − I)vj

0

]
=

[
0
0

]
.

If we now denote the eigenvalue of Lsym as λj , we get,

ρj(2− ρj)vj − c2ρjLsymvj − vj = 0⇒ ρ2j + (c2λj − 2)ρj + 1 = 0,

so we have

ρj =
−(c2λj − 2)±

√
(c2λj − 2)2 − 4

2
=

2− c2λj
2

± c

2

√
c2λ2j − 4λj

Therefore, to generate stable dynamics with M, we need Lsym’s eigenvalues λj’s to satisfy c2λ2j − 4λj < 0. If we now
use that the fact that 0 ≤ λj ≤ 2 (see [10] for more details), we get 0 ≤ c <

√
2. Thus, as long as the above conditions

are true, the update equations remain stable on analog devices.
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Once the wave equation finished evolving on an analog or quantum platform, one has to calculate the eigenvalues and
eigenvector components for node l using the DMD approach outlined previously. We begin with a reduced SVD in
matrix X. Despite the superiority of existing quantum SVD methods (polylog complexity), they only work on low-rank
matrices, which is not the case here [37]. We instead focus on efficient methods for SVD that exploit matrix-vector
multiplication and are, therefore, tailored for analog computers. It’s important to note that the eigenvalues of XTX,
represented as

√
γi, correspond to the squared singular values of X [38]. Since XTX is symmetric, it has distinct real

eigenvalues, which can be determined using the power method.

The power method approximates dominant eigenvalues (and their corresponding eigenvectors) of matrices. Especially
powerful for large-scale matrices, this method iteratively refines estimates of the dominant eigenvector, capitalizing
on the property that repeated multiplication accentuates the contribution of the dominant eigenvalue. The following
recurrence relation describes the power method:

bk+1 =
XTXbk

∥XTXbk∥
. (29)

Using the eigenvector bk, the estimation for the dominant eigenvalue is the Rayleigh quotient

γk =
bT
kX

TXbk

bT
k bk

[38]. (30)

To calculate other eigenvalues and eigenvectors using the power method, we need to remove the dominant eigenvalue
while preserving the spectrum. Deflation methods such as Wielandt’s and Hotelling’s deflation provide such tools
[39, 40]. In particular, Hotelling’s deflation states that

Lemma 4. If ψ1 ≥ ψ2 ≥ · · · ≥ ψN are the eigenvalues of matrix B, and ν(1),ν(2), . . . ,ν(N) are the correspond-
ing eigenvectors, define B̂ = B − ν(j)ν(j)TBν(j)ν(j)T for some j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}. Then B̂ has eigenvectors
ν(1),ν(2), . . . ,ν(N) with corresponding eigenvalues ψ1, . . . , ψj−1, 0, ψj+1, . . . , ψN [40].

Hotelling’s deflation maintains the full spectrum of a matrix, nullifying a chosen eigenvalue while keeping the rest
intact. Implementation of Hotelling’s deflation is straightforward with just matrix-vector multiplications. Due to the
approximation error inherent in the power method, Hotelling’s deflation does not exactly eliminate the eigenvalues,
causing numerical instabilities for large matrices. Schur’s deflation method mitigates these challenges and remains
stable despite the numerical errors in the eliminated eigenvalues. When the elimination is exact, Schur’s deflation
reduces to Hotelling’s deflation [40]. The power method struggles to determine smaller eigenvalues due to numerical
issues. Since we exploit the reduced SVD (where we disregard exceedingly small singular values), these numerical
issues do not affect the efficiency of our algorithm [38].

Let us define the SVD of X as X = UΣVT . The eigendecomposition with the power method and Hotelling’s deflation
provides us the singular values of X (given by the diagonal of Σ) as well as the eigenvectors of XTX (given by the
columns of V). When performing a reduced SVD, we keep only M ≪ N singular values and columns of V. We can
calculate the reduced U using the pseudoinverse of VT

red, given by

Ured ≈ XVT+
redΣ

−1
red, (31)

where VT+
red is the pseudoinverse of VT

red. Both quantum and analog computers provide efficient methods for computing
the pseudoinverse [41, 17] and in our approach either can be used.

The subsequent step within DMD involves calculating the eigenvalues of Ã = U∗YVΣ−1. The power method
is inapplicable in the setting of general unsymmetric matrices such as Ã. However, given that Ã is of dimensions
RM×M and M ≪ N , eigendecomposition techniques are not impacted by large N values. Eigendecomposition on
analog computers has a scaling of O(M logM) [42, 43, 17]. Although quantum algorithms provide the same scaling,
existing quantum algorithms are restricted to matrices with specific properties, such as a Hermitian structure and
diagonalizability [44, 45, 46]. Consequently, in our approach, we exploit analog platforms for these computations due
to their flexibility. As quantum algorithms develop further, it is possible that future variants of this algorithm will rely
of quantum devices.

3.5 Solving linear systems with quantum computers

As mentioned previously, the final step within the step of DMD computations is to solve a system of linear equations
of the form Φ̂â = x(0). Here, â provides the coefficients whose signs are used to assign the nodes to corresponding

8
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clusters. Quantum computers excel at this task, with time complexity of O(poly(logN,κ)), where N and κ are the
dimension and condition number of Φ̂. In contrast, classical algorithms have a scaling of O(N

√
κ) (we refer the reader

to [14] for further details).

Digital Analog Quantum
Simulate Wave Dynamics O(N2Nt) O(Nt) O(N)
Reduced SVD O(M2N +M3) O(KM) O(poly logN)
Eigendecomposition O(M3) O(M logM) O(M logM)∗

Matrix-vector multiplication O(N2) O(1) O(N)
Solving linear system O(N3) O(logN) O(logN)

Table 1: A summary of the computational complexities of various components of the clustering algorithm. H is the
Hermitian static Hamiltonian, N is the number of nodes, Nt is the number of time steps, K is the number of iterations
taken for the power method, M is the number of components left in reduced SVD, T is terminal time [47, 17, 14].
The complexity of quantum matrix-vector multiplication listed above is adapted from quantum matrix multiplication
algorithms, which have a complexity of O(N2) [48].
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Figure 2: The estimated and the ground truth eigenvector of the adjacency matrix of the Karate club network. Eigenvector
(Node index)

4 Results

We implemented our proposed algorithm using the IBM Qiskit package and performed numerical experiments to verify
that its results match those of classical algorithms. Our computations are performed on quantum emulators since the
current generation of quantum computers do not have enough qubits to handle meaningful examples.

First, as shown in Figure 2, we experiment with a benchmark called Zachary’s karate club graph [49]. Zachary’s Karate
Club graph is a widely studied social network representing the relationships amongst a karate club’s 34 members at a
US university in the 1970s. In the graph, each node represents a member of the karate club, and each edge indicates
a tie between two members outside of the club activities. The network is undirected and unweighted, reflecting the
mutual nature of social relationships. We simulated the wave dynamics using Qiskit for the time interval t = [0, 99],
measuring the dynamics at integer times [50]. As expected, the eigenvector estimated by the proposed method is a
constant factor of the ground truth (see Fig. 2). Since the ground truth and computed eigenvectors share consistent signs
for assigning nodes to clusters, the estimated clusters exactly match.

Second, we test the performance of our method on the Twitter interaction network for the US Congress, which represents
the Twitter interaction network of both the House of Representatives and Senate that formed the 117th the United States
Congress [51, 52]. As shown in Figure 4, our method correctly classifies 467 out of 475 nodes, thereby achieving
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an accuracy of 98.32%. This discrepancy arises due to the numerical error of simulating quantum dynamics using
the Qiskit dynamics package. We expect 100% accuracy of cluster assignments on an error-corrected (fault tolerant)
quantum platform. We note that the error of computing the eigenvector components (from the Schródinger dynamics
data) was below the threshold required to perform accurate cluster assignments and did not contribute to the 1.68%
error rate.

To numerically verify the stability of the wave equation simulated with the Lsym (proved in lemma 3), we plot the wave
dynamics used for clustering on the Twitter dataset in Fig. 3. Here, it is easy to see that the dynamics at the second
node remains bounded for all time, as should be expected in the evolution of Hamiltonian systems. Similar evolution
plots can be generated at all nodes in the graph. Note that the Qiskit dynamics are not expected to match the discrete
equation evolution since the governing equations for both the cases are different.

0 200 400 600 800
Time t

0.2
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u(
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Quantum simulation
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Figure 3: The wave dynamics of the second node on the Twitter dataset simulated with Qiskit dynamics verify the
stability of quantum-simulated dynamics.
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(a) The clusters calculated according to the eigenvector esti-
mated with the proposed method.
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(b) Ground Truth cluster calculated with spectral clustering.

Figure 4: Clusters of the Twitter interaction network for the US Congress, comparing the ground truth and the proposed
method’s results.

Lastly, we test the proposed method on a synthetic network with eighty nodes and four clusters. The network is
generated such that it contains four clusters of nodes, where the nodes within each cluster are closely connected, and the
four clusters themselves have weak interaction. In this case, as can be seen in figure 5, our method perfectly estimates
the clusters with 100% accuracy.
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(a) The clusters calculated according to the eigenvector esti-
mated with the proposed method.
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(b) The estimated and the ground truth eigenvector of the
adjacency matrix of the network.

Figure 5: Estimated clusters of the synthetic network and the comparison of the estimated and ground truth eigenvector.

5 Conclusion

We propose a first-of-a-kind quantum-analog hybrid algorithm to cluster large-scale graphs. The algorithm contains
two components that are sequentially applied. In the first component, we simulate wave dynamics on a graph using
analog (discretized dynamics) or quantum (continuous dynamics) computers. Both analog and quantum platforms
accelerate the computations by a polynomial factor. However, we expect fault-tolerant quantum computers to provide
a significant advantage over analog computers for the task of simulating wave dynamics due to their inherent lack
of discretization error, which provides a key advantage of robustness for large graphs. In the second component, we
analyze the data from the wave dynamics step using dynamic mode decomposition on analog platforms. In this step, we
achieve polynomial speedups over digital computers, arising from the O(1) complexity of matrix-vector multiplication
on analog computers. Overall, we accelerate the existing O(N3) complexity on digital computers to O(N) by using
the combination of quantum and analog platforms. We demonstrate our proposed algorithm on diverse benchmark
datasets, including the Zachary Karate club example, Twitter interaction networks, and random graphs. As both of
the computing paradigms mature, we expect our method to become increasingly attractive for practical applications.
Currently, quantum computers are limited in the number and fidelity of qubits. Similarly, analog devices are still under
development and exist only as experimental prototypes. Consequently, we have used classical emulators for both
platforms to perform the above experiments.

In the broader picture, this work demonstrates that embeddings of discrete problems in continuous spaces enable the
construction of efficient algorithms on emerging computing devices. Moreover, we expect that novel combinations of
digital, analog, and quantum platforms will provide a unique opportunity for developing novel and efficient algorithms
that exploit the inherent strength of each platform. As these computing platforms mature, we expect an increase in the
development of such algorithms that exploit the dynamic nature of these problems and devices. These embeddings also
provide deep insights into the fundamental limitations of algorithm construction and related complexity classes [53].
The use of these embeddings for computational complexity analysis of problem classes on emerging comouting
platforms remains an underexplored area of research.
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