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ABSTRACT

The search for global minima is a critical challenge across multiple fields including engineering, finance, and artificial intelligence,
particularly with non-convex functions that feature multiple local optima, complicating optimization efforts. We introduce the
Quantum Global Minimum Finder (QGMF), an innovative quantum computing approach that efficiently identifies global minima.
QGMF combines binary search techniques to shift the objective function to a suitable position and then employs Variational
Quantum Search to precisely locate the global minimum within this targeted subspace. Designed with a low-depth circuit
architecture, QGMF is optimized for Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum (NISQ) devices, utilizing the logarithmic benefits of
binary search to enhance scalability and efficiency. This work demonstrates the impact of QGMF in advancing the capabilities
of quantum computing to overcome complex non-convex optimization challenges effectively.

1 Introduction

Optimization challenges permeate a diverse range of fields, including science [1], engineering [2], and economics [3]. Central to
these challenges is the quest to find the global minimum of a function, representing the most optimized state or solution within
a given domain. Despite considerable research efforts [4, 5], accurately pinpointing global minimum in complex landscapes,
characterized by multiple local minima, remains challenging. Traditional strategies, such as the brute-force approaches
mentioned in [6, 7], necessitate traversing all elements in the search space, which becomes impractical for large datasets due to
the "curse of dimensionality".

Alternative optimization techniques, including gradient-based [8], non-gradient-based [9], and genetic algorithms [10],
offer strategies to navigate the search space more efficiently. Yet, these methods often fall short in guaranteeing the discovery
of the global optimum, particularly in complex, non-convex functions [11] that pose the risk of trapping these algorithms in
local optima.

Quantum computing emerges as a revolutionary paradigm, offering a novel approach to these longstanding optimization
challenges. Unlike classical systems, which process information in binary bits, quantum systems utilize qubits, enabling the
representation of multiple states simultaneously through superposition [12]. This capability allows quantum algorithms to
explore vast search spaces more efficiently, potentially accelerating the discovery of global minimum for specific problem
classes.

Among the quantum computing methodologies, Quantum Annealing (QA) has gained prominence for its potential in
solving a subset of optimization problems known as "combinatorial optimization problems” [13]. QA leverages the principles of
quantum mechanics to navigate the search space, aiming to converge on the global minimum by exploiting quantum tunneling
and superposition. However, the practical application of QA is constrained by the need for adiabatic evolution [14] and faces
challenges in guaranteeing solution optimality within realistic computational timeframes.

Grover’s algorithm [15] is a quantum algorithm that provides a quadratic speedup for searching unsorted databases, finding
a specific item in O(1/N) time, where N is the number of items, compared to O(N) time in classical computing. In [16], the
author modified the Grover’s quantum algorithm [15] to solve real-world problems in identifying a global minimum, employing
a relatively small number of quantum bits to find the global minimum. Despite the reduction to O(v/N), the number of function
evaluations still exhibits an exponential dependency on the number of qubits, given that N = 2", where n is the number of
qubits.

Although Grover’s algorithm and the quantum amplitude amplification technique [17] provide quadratic speedup across
various scientific and computational problems, their practical application faces limitations due to the exponential growth in
quantum circuit complexity as more qubits are added. The advent of Variational Quantum Search (VQS) [18] introduces
an innovative method that capitalizes on variational quantum algorithms and parameterized quantum circuits. VQS notably
improves the odds of identifying desirable elements, while ensuring the maximal depth of quantum circuits increases linearly



with the qubit count, a fact validated for systems up to 26 qubits.

This paper introduces the Quantum Global Minimum Finder (QGMF), an innovative quantum algorithm designed to
efficiently locate the global minima of any given function, which is challenging due to potential multiple local optima. The
QGMF algorithm combines a binary search technique with the VQS. Characterized by its low-depth circuit design, the QGMF
is optimized for Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum (NISQ) hardware, leveraging the logarithmic advantage of binary search
to enhance scalability and efficiency. This method represents an advance in tackling complex optimization problems across
various fields by harnessing the power of quantum computing.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows: Section 2 details the methodologies for data embedding, focusing
on basis embedding and 2’s complement. In Section 3, we detail the QGMEF, including its components such as quantum
circuit, binary search, and VQS. Section 4 presents a complexity analysis and case study to evaluate the performance of the
QGMF. Finally, Section 5 explores the broader implications of our findings and suggests directions for future research, while
considering the limitations of the current study.

2 Data Embedding

This section outlines data embedding techniques in quantum computing, focusing on basis embedding and 2’s complement
representation. It highlights the advantages of 2’s complement in simplifying arithmetic operations within quantum systems,
providing a foundation for its application in the QGMF, especially detailed in Section 3.3. Furthermore, the 2’s complement
described in this section provides a label qubit that is an essential input to VQS, a core part of QGMF, as described in Section
34.1.

Binary | Signed Magnitude | 1’s complement | 2’s complement
|0000) 0 0 0
|0001) 1 1 1
|0010) 2 2 2
|0011) 3 3 3
|0100) 4 4 4
|0101) 5 5 5
|0110) 6 6 6
[0111) 7 7 7
[1000) 0 —7 -8
[1001) -1 —6 -7
[1010) -2 =5 —6
[1011) -3 —4 =5
[1100) —4 -3 4
[1101) =5 -2 -3
[1110) —6 -1 -2
[1111) =7 0 —1

Table 1. Signed binary representations for 4-qubit encoding. It is evident that Signed Magnitude and 1’s complement have
dual representations for the number 0, which proves inefficient in arithmetic operations. The 2’s complement emerges as the
standard method for encoding signed integer numbers in binary format [19].

2.1 Basis Embedding

In quantum computing, there are several ways to encode data like basis embedding, angle embedding, amplitude embedding,
and so on [20]. In this paper, we used basis embedding. Basis embedding associates each input with a computational basis
state of a qubit system. Therefore, data has to be in the form of binary strings. The embedded quantum state is the bit-wise
translation of a binary string to the corresponding states of the quantum subsystems. For example, x = 0011 is represented by
the 4-qubit quantum state [0011).

2.2 2’s Complement Representation

Various methods exist for encoding signed integer numbers in binary representation, including Signed Magnitude, 1’s comple-
ment, and 2’s complement [19]. In Table 1, different representations of signed integer numbers encoded in a 4-qubit binary
format are shown. 2’s complement serves as a fundamental method for representing signed integers in binary form and its
format also ensures that the number 0 has only one representation, making it unambiguous [19]. In this representation, the
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leftmost digit serves as the sign indicator: "0" signifies a positive number, and "1" denotes a negative number. Additionally, p
binary digits can accommodate a range of integer values (R),) as defined in Eq. (1).

R,=[-2r"12r71 1] (1)

The concepts discussed are also applicable to the basis embedding of a 2’s complement quantum binary state |x), where the

Most Significant Qubit (MSQ) signifies the sign of |x), in accordance with Eq. (2).

0), x>0

1), x<0 @

sign(|x)) = [x)mso = {

Positive Numbers: Converting a positive decimal integer x to 2’s complement is straightforward, resembling the process for
unsigned binary representation [19]. For example Decimal 5 — |0101).
Negative Numbers: To convert negative decimal integer x to 2’s complement, we use the procedure below:

1. Obtain the binary representation of the corresponding positive number (—x).

2. Invert all qubits (change Os to 1s and vice versa).

3. Add 1 to the result.
For example, Decimal —5 — [0101 + 1) = |1011).

Addition and Subtraction: In the 2’s complement, addition and subtraction operations mirror those of their unsigned
counterparts, with a crucial consideration for the number of qubits required to accommodate the result. For instance, adding
two 4-qubit numbers in 2’s complement demonstrates this:

|1010) (—6 in 4-qubit 2’s complement)
+ |1101) (—3 in 4-qubit 2’s complement)
|0111) (Incorrect positive result)

The mistaken positive result from adding two negative numbers highlights the inadequacy of 4 qubits for representing —9,
which necessitates at least 5 qubits according to Eq. (1). By expanding the operands to 5 qubits we have:

[11010) (—6 extended to 5-qubit 2’s complement)
+ |11101) (-3 extended to 5-qubit 2’s complement)
[10111) (—9 in 5-qubit 2’s complement)

This adjustment accurately preserves the negative outcome, and the introduced qubit is termed an overflow qubit. Notably,
in 2’s complement representation, extending a number necessitates the preservation of its sign, achieved by duplicating the
MSQ before appending it, a rule named Sign Extension [19].

Thus, effectively conducting addition and subtraction in 2’s complement entails:

1. Converting all numbers to 2’s complement, ensuring uniform qubit length.

2. Avoiding overflow by adding necessary overflow qubits, e.g., adding two 4-qubit numbers may require a Sth qubit for
accurate representation. Therefore, we need to have at least 5 qubits.

3. Finally, carry out addition or subtraction using these extended representations. Note that in this context, subtraction,

expressed as "a —b", can be performed by adding "a" to the 2’s complement of "b".
Multiplication: Suppose we have two numbers, m and k, represented in unsigned binary format. We can express these
numbers as m = Y;" 'm;2! and k = ):7": 61 k;2/, where, m; and k; are the individual qubsits of m and k, taking values from the
set {0, 1}, and n,, and ny, represent the number of qubits used to represent m and k, respectively. The multiplication of m and k
ny—1 =1

can be expressed as m-k =Y .", =0 mik jZiﬂ . To perform this multiplication in a way compatible with 2’s complement

representation, we can follow these steps:
1. First, convert both m and k into their respective 2’s complement representations.

2. Next, expand the representation of both numbers by adding overflow qubits to make them each consist of n,, + n; qubits.
Ensure that the added overflow qubits replicate the MSQ according to the sign extension rule.
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3. After extending the representations, carry out the standard binary multiplication.

For example, consider a scenario where we have a 3-qubit binary number m and a 4-qubit binary number k, and we wish to
calculate the product m x k. If m = —2 and k = —3, their binary representations would be m = |110) and k = |1101). Utilizing
the sign extension rule and incorporating overflow qubits extends both numbers to 7 qubits. Thus, we get m = [1111110) and
k=|1111101). In unsigned binary, these extended versions of m and k denote 126 and 125, respectively. When these numbers
are multiplied in their unsigned form, the result is m x k = 15750. This product can be represented in a 7-qubit binary format as
|0000110), which corresponds to 6 in 2’s complement notation.

3 Method: QGMF

This section details the QGMF, beginning with a high-level description to introduce the general concept and operational
framework of the QGMF. It describes each component of the QGME, including the quantum circuits used for an Oracle, a
quantum adder, and the VQS. Additionally, the method incorporates a binary search technique to efficiently shift the objective
function such that it helps VQS to effectively find the global minimum. The section also includes the pseudocode for the QGMF
algorithm (Algorithm 1) and visual representations of the quantum circuits involved (Figure 2), offering a comprehensive guide
to understanding and implementing the QGMF.

3.1 High-Level Description of QGMF
Assumption: We consider an arbitrary function f(x) without any restrictions on its properties, including convexity, continuity,
differentiability, discreteness, etc.

Problem: Our goal is to determine the global minimum (G,,) of the function f(x) over a specific domain D.

Solution: The idea is to determine G,, through an iterative process, as depicted in Figure 1. In this approach, we shift the
function f(x) along the y-axis by an amount of s; in the ith iteration. This process continues until the number of negative values
of f(x) falls between 1 and a predefined threshold 7', with the count of negative values determined by the VQS. Then we find
the minimum of existing negative values (M,) and utilize Eq. (3) to compute the global minimum.

Gn =M, —s, 3

It is important to note that the function f(x) may be continuous and thus have an infinite number of values. Nevertheless,
given that f(x) is encoded through sampling, the count of evaluated f(x) values becomes finite.
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Figure 1. High-level overview of the QGMF algorithm for finding the global minimum of f(x). In this specific example, since
f(x) is initially positive for all inputs, it needs to be shifted downward along the y-axis to generate negative values. This
downward shift is accomplished by shifting the function by s;. After the initial downward shift by s1, the function produces a
significant number of negative values (exceeding our specified threshold 7'), indicating the need for a smaller shift by s,.
Following this adjustment, the count of negative values of f(x) 4 s becomes smaller than 7', enabling us to easily identify the
minimum among the remaining negative numbers denoted as M,.. Finally, we utilize Eq. (3) to calculate the value of G,,.
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Conforming to the "quantum Church-Turing thesis" [21], it is conjectured that a quantum computer, given sufficient
resources, can effectively simulate any classical computation and, in certain scenarios, execute it more efficiently than classical
counterparts. Consequently, we can realize any classical function f(x) as a quantum oracle 0 ', enabling the exploitation of
quantum computing’s distinctive properties within QGMF.

To identify the global minimum of a classical function, it is essential to transform this function into a quantum oracle
0 7. This transformation has been the focus of various studies, such as those documented in [22], which explore methodolo-
gies for representing classical functions within quantum frameworks. Building upon this foundation, quantum arithmetic
operations—highlighted in both [23] and our previous work [24]—introduce the capabilities for executing multiplication,
addition, and averaging within a quantum domain. However, the efficient conversion of real-valued functions from f(x) to
0 r|x) demands further exploration. Past research, including efforts by [25], has begun to tackle the complexities associated
with quantum arithmetic for real-valued functions. Integrating these established techniques into our approach promises a robust
pathway towards achieving our objective.

3.2 Defining the Oracle
To exploit quantum parallelism, we first apply Hadamard gates to create a uniform superposition of different inputs (Eq. (4)).
This prepares a quantum state that encompasses all inputs simultaneously.

1 2n71
o) =HI0)" = 2 Y ) @
x=0

The next step in QGMF is to define the quantum oracle Oy which takes the input |x) and yields the output |f(x)) in 2’s
complement format, as expressed in Eq. (5).

Oflx) = | f(x)) (5)

The oracle is typically treated as a black-box quantum operator, with the objective of determining its global minimum while
considering its output in 2’s complement representation.

To prevent overflow during the shifting phase, an additional overflow qubit was introduced immediately following the oracle.
Utilizing a CNOT gate in conjunction with the MSQ entangles it with the MSQ, ensuring adherence to the 2’s complement
conditions (e.g., sign extension) [19] (refer to section 2).

If needed, one can add any number of extra overflow qubits by following the same procedure. However, for our consider-
ations, we assumed that 0f|x> C [-2"1 27~ —1]. Additionally, given the worst-case scenario due to the lower and upper
bounds of the shift s; in Algorithm 1, where s; < | (Low + High) /2], we have s; C [-2""!,2"~1 —1]. Indeed, we need to
accommodate the range [—2",2" — 2], requiring n + 1 bits. Consequently, introducing one overflow qubit is sufficient.

By applying the oracle to the superposition of all potential inputs, we acquire a superposition of all oracle’s outputs, as
outlined in Eq. (6), where |¢}) = O|¢o).

|¢1) = [0 |9g)ms0) ® |d0) (6)

3.3 Quantum Adder

The next step is implementing the adder circuit ("A(s;)") to add state |¢;) with the value s;, which generates |9 (s;)) = |@1 + ;).
This can be achieved by using the Quantum Fourier Transform (QFT)-based adder [23]. Initially, we convert the state |¢;) from
the computational basis to the Fourier basis by applying the QFT to it, resulting in a new state in the QFT basis denoted as |y )
(see Eq. (7)).

lw1) = QFT|¢y) @)

Subsequently, Eq. (8) is employed to rotate the j-th qubit by an angle of s; x 21] using the Rz gate. This rotation introduces
anew phase of (@1 +s;) x J; for the j-th qubit where 0 < j < n. The resulting state after these rotations is denoted as [y (s;)).

T T
Wa(si)) = Rz(si- 55) [Wi)o @ @ Rz (si- 5,) i), ®)
Finally, we apply QF T ! to return to the computational basis, yielding |¢,(s;)) as shown in Eq. (9).

92(s:)) = QFT ! [yn(s:)) = |91 +57) ©

It is essential to underscore that the operator A(s;) is designed to work exclusively with positive integers. However, in

situations where the shift "s;" is a negative integer, we need to perform a conversion from the 2’s complement form of the
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negative number to its positive decimal representation and then apply it to the A operator. For example, if we intend to use
A(—2) with a 3-qubit configuration, we first convert —2 to its 2’s complement form, which is (110),, equivalent to 6 in positive
decimal notation. Consequently, we should utilize A(6) in this scenario.

Algorithm 1 QGMEF algorithm for finding the G, of Oy|x).

1: Input:

2 0 - Quantum oracle in 2’s complement binary format
3 n : Number of qubits

4 T : Threshold > 1

5: Output:

6 Gy, : Global minimum of O|x)
7

8: Low  —2"1

9: High + 2"

10: i<-0

11: while True do

12: si < [(Low+High)/2]

13: Opess < Run VQS on |9, (s;))

14: results < Measure the state |¢3(s;, Opest))
15: Nieg < Find the number of distinct negative values in results
16: if Nyeg € [1,T] then

17: M, < min(results)

18: G+ M, —s5;

19: return G,,

20: else if N,,, > T then

21: Low < s;

22: else

23: High < s;

24: end if

25: i<—i+1
26: end while

3.4 Variational Quantum Search and Binary Search

In the pursuit of the global minimum, we employ an iterative approach that combines binary search and VQS. In each iteration,
the VQS is applied to search for the negative values of the shifted oracle, represented as |¢(s;)) and shown in Figure 2.
Subsequently, the number of negative values (Ny) is used as a key metric for establishing the termination criteria of the binary
search and for modifying its lower and upper limits. The binary search can help to quickly shift the position of the function, as
illustrated in Figure 1, such that the N, for the shifted function is between 1 and T, usually within several iterations.

3.4.1 Variational Quantum Search (VQS)

VQS is a variational quantum algorithm (VQA) proposed in [18]. As a variational alternative to Grover’s algorithm, VQS has
undergone testing on searching unstructured databases comprising up to 26 qubits. The goal of VQS is to search good elements
in an unstructured database, where the good elements’ label qubit in the VQS circuit is in state |1). VQS employs an Ansatz
U(6) from [18], which is optimized to transform the quantum state from a superposition of all elements to a superposition of
solely good elements. The objective function in VQS is expressed as:

Jovj(0) = =0.5((Z1) — (Z2)) (10)

where (Z;) and (Z,) are measurements of two quantum circuits given in Figure 2, achieved by the Hadamard test [26], and can
be expressed as Egs. (11) and (12):
(Z1) = (¢2(s5:)|U(6)|¢2(s7)) (1
(Z2) = (92(s)[ZRT7"U(8) |2 (s7))- (12)
The MSQ of |2 (s;)), given in Eq. (9), corresponds to the overflow qubit described in Section 2, and serves as the label
qubit of VQS. When U (6) is applied to this state, the resulting state is shown in Eq. (13).

|93(si,0)) = U(6)[92(s:)) (13)

6/12



|o)  Sign Extention  |91) |92(s1)) vQS
e e [l fx] 2
E overflow |0), - : : - label
001 —{H | - MSQ | |
0) s JH}— 1 ] AGs) |— u(e)
|| Of : :
00 {H}— i i
(a)
o) Sign Extention 1) |92 (s:)) VQS
: : | 10) %ﬁ (Z2)
E overflow |0),, —P : : * label
0, i Mso 4| ;
0),r —[H}F—H . — A(si) — u(e)
|| 9 : :
009 —~[]— i i
(b)

Figure 2. Two quantum circuits used for the QGMF. (a) and (b) depict quantum circuits employed to measure (Z;) and (Z,),
which are utilized in Eq. (10).

When the objective function specified in Eq. (10) reaches its global minimum, the parameters of the Ansatz also reach
their optimal values, i.e., 0 = By, terminating the VQS iteration. At this point, the quantum state |@3(s;, Opese)) T€presents a
superposition solely of the good elements, or equivalently, only the negative values of the oracle following the shift s;. This
state can also be expressed as Eq. (14), where 3; represents the amplitude of the basis state |y;), corresponding to the 7" good
element, or equivalently, the j™ distinct negative value. Then, the count of negative values, denoted by Nieg, is determined by
measuring the state |93 (s;, Opest))s i.€., this count is equal to the number of unique states measured.

Nneg

|93 (si Bbest)) = Y, Bily;) (14)
j=1

3.4.2 Binary Search

We employ a binary search method, detailed in Algorithm 1, to optimize the shift value s; iteratively, aiming to refine our search
for the global minimum effectively. The algorithm initiates by setting the shift s; to the midpoint between the current lower and
upper bounds, defined as 2"~! and —2"~!, respectively, where 1 represents the number of qubits.

In each iteration, we measure state |3 (s;, Bpest)) as specified in Eq. (14) to determine the count of negative function values,
denoted as Nyeg. If the number of distinct negative values N,S’Qg exceeds a predefined threshold 7', it suggests an excess of
negative values, prompting an upward shift adjustment, and we assign the current s; to the lower bound of the subsequent
iteration. Conversely, if N,(,Qg is approximately zero, indicating that the oracle outputs are predominantly above the x-axis, a
downward shift is applied, and we assign the current s; to the upper bound of the subsequent iteration.

The binary search continues until N,Ele)g falls within the range of 1 to T, at which point the process is terminated, and
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the minimum value among the detected negative values, M,, is identified. The global minimum G, is then calculated using
G, = M, —s;, given in Eq. (3). Note that the threshold T is a small constant, leading to a constant time complexity of O(T') for

searching through the remaining negative oracle outputs.

4 Complexity Analysis and Case Study

This section delves into the complexity analysis and empirical simulation of the QGMEF algorithm. Given that QGMF is a
VQA, its performance metrics such as complexity and efficiency are influenced by several factors, including circuit depth,
convergence rate, and number of measurements.

The adder circuit used in this paper consists of QFT and its inverse as well as one layer of Rz gates. Therefore, the
complexity of the adder circuit, essential for shifting operations, is comparable to that of the QFT at time complexity of O(nz)),
where n is the number of qubits [27]. The number of CR operations required for the QFT is n(n+ 1) /2. Furthermore, the VQS,
playing a pivotal role in the local search phase, exhibits a linear depth complexity of O(n), making it particularly well-suited
for NISQ devices.

The optimization complexity, critical for identifying the optimal parameters of VQS, can be quantified based on the number
of iterations and measurements. According to the findings documented in [18, 28], less than 300 iterations are necessary
to achieve the desired state in most runs, highlighting the algorithm’s efficiency in parameter optimization. The number of
measurements is twice the number of iterations.

Recent studies have confirmed the effectiveness of VQS in systems with up to 26 qubits, as detailed in [18, 28]. Efforts
are currently underway to extend VQS capabilities to more qubits. For computational complexity analysis, it is important to
recognize that in scenarios involving more than 26 qubits - where VQS’s efficiency has not yet been confirmed - Grover’s
Search algorithm can be utilized as an interim solution. According to [15], this algorithm offers a quadratic speedup. Despite
this advantage, preliminary analysis suggests that VQS could potentially outperform Grover’s algorithm in terms of circuit
depth when applied to systems larger than 26 qubits. This suggests that the QGMF might achieve more than quadratic speedup
in finding optimal solutions, indicating a promising avenue for further research in quantum computing efficiency.

The outer loop of Algorithm 1 is a binary search, which is known to run in logarithmic time in the worst case. Therefore,
we can expect the QGMF’s outer iteration can converge quickly, say within dozens of iterations, which is also supported by our
experimental result given in Figure 3. The results given in this figure are obtained from simulation using Pennylane [20, 29].
Simulation tests indicate that the QGMEF is as accurate as the classical brute-force method. As shown in Figure 3, the number of
binary search steps required by the QGMF to locate the global minimum is within 15 for all the 13 cases we studied. These
simulations assessed QGMF’s adaptability to different quantum oracles by encoding potential function values in quantum states.
Each state involved a randomly generated, normalized input vector of dimension 2", adhering to quantum circuitry norms.
Detailed construction of the random oracles and comparisons with classical brute-force results are provided in Algorithm 2,
underscoring the framework’s potential efficacy in quantum computing applications.
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Figure 3. Efficiency of the QGMF in identifying the global minimum of randomly generated oracles, indicated by the number
of binary search steps required (left vertical axis) across various qubit counts. It contrasts this with the volume of elements a
classical brute-force search must navigate to achieve the same goal (right vertical axis). The function log, (N), where N is

problem size, is also depicted.
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5 Discussion

In this paper, we introduce the QGMEF, an innovative approach designed to efficiently locate the global minimum of quantum
oracles. The QGMF integrates a binary search with the VQS, harnessing quantum computing’s potential to outperform
traditional brute-force methods significantly. Our analysis confirms the effectiveness of QGMF, demonstrating its superior
performance in complex optimization scenarios. The implications of our study are profound, opening new avenues in fields
such as finance, chemistry, and machine learning.

Future research will focus on evaluating QGMF under realistic quantum conditions, expanding its applications across
various sectors, and refining quantum oracles to enhance their utility and performance. Despite its promising outcomes, we
recognize the limitations of our current study, primarily the assumption of ideal quantum computing conditions which might
not accurately represent the complexities faced in noisy quantum environments. Additionally, the scalability and practical
deployment of QGMEF in real-world applications require further exploration to fully realize its potential.
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A Random Oracle Builder Function

Below is the pseudocode for the "Random Oracle Builder" function, illustrating the method used to generate the test vectors
and their associated global minimum values for our analysis.

Algorithm 2 Random Oracle Builder

: Input: n: Number of qubits
. Output: rand_vec: Normalized random vector, G,,: Global minimum

: size + 2"

. negative_index + |size/2|

: Initialize rand_vec as a zero vector of length size

. classical_min_index <+ size + 1

. min_index_found < False

. Determine number of non-zero elements, #non_zeros

. indices < randomly selected sorted indices from size, of length #non_zeros
: for each i in indices do

[ —
—- O

12: Assign a random value to rand_vecli]

13: if not min_index_found then

14: if i < negative_index and i < classical_min_index then
15: classical_min_index < i

16: else if i > negative_index then

17: classical_min_index + i

18: min_index_found < True

19: end if

20: end if

21: end for

22: Normalize rand_vec

23: if classical_min_index < negative_index then

24: G, < classical_min_index

25: else

26: sign_bin_rep < 2’s complement of classical_min_index
27: G, < convert sign_bin_rep to integer

28: end if

N
Nel

: return rand_vec, G,

The significance of each vector element in representing function values is twofold: a zero element indicates an outcome
not produced by the function, while a non-zero element signifies a possible value. The distribution of positive and negative
values within these vectors reflects the function’s behavior across its domain. The detailed process of vector generation and its
implications for identifying the function’s global minimum are captured in Algorithm 2, which also highlights the classical
method used to benchmark the quantum findings.

Code Availability
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