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The rapid development of machine learning and quantum computing has placed quantum ma-
chine learning at the forefront of research. However, existing quantum machine learning algorithms
based on quantum variational algorithms face challenges in trainability and noise robustness. In
order to address these challenges, we introduce a gradient-free, noise-robust quantum reservoir com-
puting algorithm that harnesses discrete time crystal dynamics as a reservoir. We first calibrate
the memory, nonlinear, and information scrambling capacities of the quantum reservoir, revealing
their correlation with dynamical phases and non-equilibrium phase transitions. We then apply the
algorithm to the binary classification task and establish a comparative quantum kernel advantage.
For ten-class classification, both noisy simulations and experimental results on superconducting
quantum processors match ideal simulations, demonstrating the enhanced accuracy with increasing
system size and confirming the topological noise robustness. Our work presents the first experimen-
tal demonstration of quantum reservoir computing for image classification based on digital quantum
simulation. It establishes the correlation between quantum many-body non-equilibrium phase tran-
sitions and quantum machine learning performance, providing new design principles for quantum

reservoir computing and broader quantum machine learning algorithms in the NISQ era.

I. INTRODUCTION

Machine learning has achieved transformative break-
throughs in the past decade [1, 2], delivering superhu-
man performance in diverse domains, from image clas-
sification [3, 4] and prediction of protein structures [5]
to natural language processing [6]. Parallel to ma-
chine learning, rapid progress in quantum hardware has
brought noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) com-

putation [7] from theoretical concepts to experimental
reality. Leading platforms, including superconducting
circuits [8, 9], trapped ions [10] and neutral atoms [I1],

scale to hundreds of physical qubits while demonstrating
improved gate fidelity beyond the fault-tolerant thresh-
old. This convergence of capabilities establishes quantum
machine learning (QML) as a promising frontier for ad-
vancing next-generation computing paradigms
Quantum machine learning algorithms have demon-
strated computational enhancements in multiple aspects,
including quantum simulation for chemistry and mate-
rials science [12], quantum and classical classification
[13-15] and combinatorial optimization [16]. However,
most of these implementations mainly rely on variational
quantum algorithms (VQAs) trained using classical op-
timization techniques. These algorithms face three ma-
jor difficulties when scaling up. First, unlike classical
deep learning, computing gradients for quantum systems
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is resource-intensive [17], both theoretically and experi-
mentally. Furthermore, the existence of barren plateaus
[18, 19] and local minima [20] leads to gradients that be-
come exponentially suppressed with increasing quantum
processor scale, significantly increasing the resources re-
quired for convergence to a global minimum. Finally,
noise typically scales with the size of the system and the
depth of evolution, causing the converged results to de-
viate from the ideal results.

To overcome these limitations, quantum reservoir com-
puting [21-26] (QRC) has gained attention as an alter-
native algorithm. QRC is an algorithm developed within
the framework of the classical reservoir computing (CRC)
theory [27-30]. In CRC, the hidden layer of a traditional
neural network is replaced by a dynamic reservoir consist-
ing of a stochastic sparse network. The behavior of the
reservoir is controlled by adjusting the global parameters,
including the size of the network, the spectral radius, and
the leak rate. This mechanism effectively achieves com-
putational acceleration of the training process. Since the
reservoir is fixed in training once it is generated, the dy-
namics of the reservoir must satisfy three basic require-
ments: possessing nonlinear response capacity to fully
unfold the feature space; exhibiting the fading memory
property for dynamic processing of time series; and form-
ing a high-dimensional space projection to guarantee lin-
ear separability of input features. Quantum many-body
systems exhibit unique physical advantages in satisfying
these properties. Such systems naturally provide an ex-
ponentially scaled dimension through many-body entan-
glement, nonlinear response induced by dynamical evolu-
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tion, and the fading memory property arising from eigen-
state thermalization [31, 32]. By leveraging the dynamics
of quantum systems as computational resources, QRC in-
herently avoids gradient-based optimization in the quan-
tum aspect and offers enhanced scalability.

Recent advances in QRC have witnessed the realization
of diverse physical models. QRC based on many-body
systems naturally forms recurrent neural network archi-
tectures through inter-qubit interactions, making them
suitable for time series processing [33, 34]. Additional
implementations include reconstructing state properties
via quantum random walks [35], and performing image
classification using various mechanisms, including Ising-
like interactions [36], neutral-atom interactions [37], and
Gaussian boson sampling [38, 39]. Although these ap-
proaches successfully reduce quantum parameter opti-
mization requirements, most work, especially those in-
volving quantum many-body dynamics, remains to be
theoretically validated without comprehensive analysis
on noise effects in practical systems. These advances
raise the critical question: ”What fundamental charac-
teristics define an optimal quantum reservoir?” For time
series processing, the memory, nonlinearity and informa-
tion scrambling capacities of the quantum reservoir were
comprehensively calculated, and it was found that the
system has the strongest information processing capa-
bilities when it is near the boundary of the dynamical
phase transition [32, 10]. We explore this question fur-
ther from the perspective of realizing image classification
with quantum many-body models.

In this paper, we propose a gradient-free, noise-robust
QRC algorithm employing the many-body localized dis-
crete time crystal [11, 12] (MBL-DTC, hereafter referred
to as DTC) evolution as a quantum reservoir. The unique
non-equilibrium phase transitions and long-lived tempo-
ral order in DTC provide a theoretically grounded frame-
work for reservoir design, enabling robust and efficient
information processing. We first calibrate the memory,
nonlinear, and information scrambling capabilities of a
DTC model using time series processing tasks. The
results of these tasks establish a direct correlation be-
tween the dynamical phases and the information pro-
cessing power of QRC. Then, by maximizing the per-
formance difference between quantum and classical al-
gorithms through kernel methods, we reveal potential
comparative quantum kernel advantages in the binary
classification task. Through the numerical simulation of
the ten-class classification task, we show that the image
classification accuracy also exhibits nonlinear variation
characteristics in different phases of matter regions.

Before testing the algorithm in experiments, we nu-
merically simulate the effects of both the depolarizing
noise and the hardware-related thermal relaxation noise.
The noise robustness and scalability of the proposed al-
gorithm have been tested and verified numerically. Based
on the above results, the experiments conducted on
the Quafu quantum cloud platform further confirmed
the noise robustness, the relationship between the non-

equilibrium phase transition and the image classification
accuracy. It is also observed that the classification accu-
racy increases with increasing system scale.

II. QUANTUM RESERVOIR COMPUTING
FRAMEWORK

In this section, we briefly introduce the central idea of
QRC. As shown in Fig. 1(a), the protocol includes three
main components: (1) classical input processing and en-
coding, (2) quantum reservoir dynamics, and (3) mea-
surement and training. This section details the classical
pre- and post-processing procedures, while the implemen-
tation of the quantum reservoir using DTC is presented
in detail in Section III.

We focus on supervised classification tasks, where each
input sample x € X has a label y € Y. The training set
is Sy = {(x1,¥1),--., (Xn,yn)}, where N represents the
size of the training set. The goal of classification is to
learn a function f(x) that accurately predicts the labels
of unseen samples. Unlike most existing QRC algorithms
that rely on analog simulation, our quantum reservoir
algorithm based on discrete time crystals (DTC-QRC) is
based on digital simulation and is therefore applicable to
most universal quantum processors.

A. Input Processing and Encoding Schemes

To bridge the dimensionality gap between classical im-
age data and quantum processors, we employ principal
component analysis (PCA) for dimensionality reduction.
This linear transformation projects high-dimensional
data into a lower-dimensional space while preserving es-
sential features with minimal distortion. The resulting
principal components xP¢ are encoded in the quantum
states ¢(xP€) using single-qubit gates. Encoding data in
the initial state instead of evolution ensures that the pa-
rameters of the Hamiltonian are within a specific interval,
thus giving a convenient way to explore the correlation
between the properties and the computational capacity
of the quantum reservoir.

As shown in Fig. 1(b), we use three encoding schemes:
two for simulation and one for experiment. The first is
angle encoding, which is the standard method for time
series processing. Angle coding can be achieved by ap-
plying a RY (9) gate to |0)

pc pc

Ry(a?)[0) = cos(=2-) [0) +sin(“) [1). (1)

In order to encode more classical data per qubit, dense
angle encoding is used [13]. In the ideal case, the quan-
tum state is prepared on the Bloch sphere and is inde-
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of quantum reservoir computing with discrete time crystal. (a)Workflow of quantum reservoir
computing, including PCA-based dimensionality reduction of image data, data encoding, quantum evolution, measurement,
and classical training. (b) Data encoding schemes: ideal cases employ angle/dense angle encoding, while the experimental
implementation uses full-angle encoding due to the presence of state preparation error. (c) Circuit implementation of a single

layer of Ur, including imperfect flip X (g), ZZ(¢;) interactions, and transverse field Z(h;) terms.

However, in real experiments, there are errors in the
preparation of quantum state. A state that should be
prepared as |0) has the probability p; of being prepared
as |1)

Us(xP°)(po |0) + p1 [1)) = po[cos T [0) + e'n++ sin T [1)]
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Our experiments show that full Us encoding signifi-
cantly improves classification accuracy under noise.

Given the input principle component {xP¢}, the angle
encoding evolution can be expressed as

n

|6(x")) = Q) (By(a7*) [0)), (4)

i=1

and the dense angle and full angle coding

n

[6(x7)) = QU (a7, 27, 257, 1) (90 [0) +p1 1)) (5)

i=1

B. Measurement and Classification

=] ()

After encoding, the system evolves under a time-
periodic unitary evolution Ur with period T, thereby
simulating the dynamics of a discrete time crystal. This
quantum reservoir induces nonlinear data transforma-
tions and exhibits fading memory effects, enabling clas-
sically intractable dynamics as the system scales up.

To harness the temporal data processing capabilities of
the quantum reservoir, the evolution cycles m are divided
into four equal segments. Following each segment of 7
cycles, projective measurements are performed, which
yield the expectations of local operators along the z-axis
zk) = {Z{ﬁZfZJ’?} as features. Specifically, these are



given by

Zf = (@) (U ol(Ur)" |o(a>)) (6)
277} = (#(a)| (U} Folol(Ur)* |6(a)).  (7)

The full output quantum features are then constructed
as

7 - {(z(k))T} . (8)

Classification is performed by feeding the features di-
rectly into a classical single-layer fully connected network
(SLN) without using the active function. The layer im-
plements the linear transformation is

Yy = Woutz + b. (9)

We stress that although this simple classical method
helps us study the natural properties of the quantum
reservoir, it does not show the full potential of quantum
reservoir computing. The enhanced performance achiev-
able with multilayer fully connected networks is shown
in A 2.

IIT. DISCRETE TIME CRYSTAL AS A
QUANTUM RESERVOIR

In this section, we introduce the discrete time crys-
tal based quantum reservoir computing and calibrate
the properties of the dynamics. The DTC represents
a novel non-equilibrium phase characterized by spon-
taneous breaking of discrete time translation symmetry
under periodic driving, manifesting robust subharmonic
dynamical responses (e.g. period doubling) [44]. This
phenomenon occurs for an extended parameter range
and robustness to the choice of initial state, making it
suitable for implementation on the NISQ platforms [45].
DTC has been observed on a variety of experimental
platforms, ranging from trapped ions [16], superconduct-
ing circuits [17] to nitrogen-vacancy centers [18]. Recent
work demonstrates that DTC quantum circuits can miti-
gate barren plateaus in variational quantum eigensolvers
when employed as ansétze [19]. This suggests that quan-
tum machine learning implementations that use DTC dy-
namical evolution merit systematic investigation.

The dynamical evolution of DTC is governed by a uni-
tary time evolution operator Upg [50].

Upip =€ 5792 X 0<t <ty
Up = Uy = e 1%9i%iZin1 ) <t <ty (10)
Uonsite = e 2 2 hizi’, to <t <T
where angles ¢; are sampled randomly from
[-1.57,—0.57], and disorder strength h; are sam-

pled randomly from [—m, 7). The circuits implementing
Up are shown in Fig. 1 (¢), and achieve an interacting

Ising model that is periodically flipped by mg about the
x axis. As ¢ is tuned from 0 to 1, the system undergoes
dynamical phase transitions from the many body local-
ization non-time-crystal (MBL-NTC, hereafter referred
to as NTC) phase, to the thermal phase, and finally to
the DTC phase.

Many-body localization is a dynamical phase of matter
that occurs in strongly disordered, interacting quantum
many-body systems. Prevents the system from reaching
thermal equilibrium by suppressing long-range transport,
preventing entanglement spreading, and preserving mem-
ory of initial conditions. Achieving a DTC phase requires
many-body localization [51] to prevent the drive from
heating the system to an infinite temperature. However,
in the thermal phase, even in the absence of decoher-
ence effects, the local feature of the system rapidly loses
its memory of the initial state, and the expectation of
the local observables evolves to the thermal equilibrium
value. Consequently, information about the initial state
cannot be recovered through local measurements.

A. Absolute Stability in Discrete Time Crystal

In DTC phase, eigenstates exhibit a characteristic
Schrodinger cat pairing structure with energy gaps of .
This 7 pairing is robust to weak Ising symmetric pertur-
bations and all T periodic weak perturbations [44, 52, 53].
Compared to other non-equilibrium phases, the DTC sta-
bility is unique and constitutes a broad, topologically
protected phase. This topological protection makes the
system intrinsically resistant to a wide range of non-ideal
and control errors (coherent errors) in experiments. Re-
cent work has further revealed the existence of nonlo-
cal Majorana edge modes for m pairing, and that any
multi-qubit Pauli operator with overlap with MEMs is
resistant to integrability and symmetry-breaking fields
as well as dephasing noise [54, 55]. The quantum reser-
voir in the DTC phase also exhibits enhanced stability
against decoherence. Another manifestation of stabil-
ity is for DTC phase, even when quenched from generic
short-range correlated initial states, long-time evolution
still exhibits characteristic subharmonic oscillations [52].
As discussed in IT A, the initial state is prepared using
single-qubit gates, which only produce states with short-
range correlations. As a result, DTC imposes less strin-
gent requirements on initial state preparation.

B. Correlation of Dynamical Phase Transitions
with Quantum Reservoir Capacities

Only linear pre- and post-processing are implemented
for image classification, which necessitates that the quan-
tum reservoir itself processes short-term memory and
sufficient nonlinearity. Moreover, for quantum many-
body systems, the initially encoded information needs
to diffuse through the system at an appropriate rate.
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FIG. 2. Capacities of discrete time crystal based quantum
reservoir computing on the short-term memory, parity check,
NARMAI10 tasks and information scrambling.

In the following, we demonstrate that quantum systems
with dynamical phase transition boundaries can effec-
tively balance the trade-offs among these essential re-
quirements, highlighting their potential as efficient quan-
tum reservoirs.

1. Short-Term Memory and Nonlinear Capacity

We calibrate short-term memory and nonlinear ca-
pabilities using established temporal processing tasks
[32, 40]. In our DTC-QRC, the input is injected into
the same qubit every time step t ps, = |5, ) (¥s, |, where
[Vs,.) = V1 —5,|0) + /5, |1) and s are the input time
series data. At time t, the density matrix is interrupted
by the input as p(t) = pi, & Tri[Upp(t — 1)U}]. Mea-
surements are performed at the end of each time step
given z. The measurement results are then used to train
a linear regression model y(t) = > W,z + B. The
weights W,,: and the bias B are optimized to minimize
lly — y*||, where y* is the target time series. The mem-
ory capacity is calibrated through the short memory task
[21], where the target time series is y; = sx_s with 0 rep-
resenting the time delay. Nonlinear capacity is calibrated
by the parity check task, which targets series defined as
yp = (Efnzo Sk—m)mod2. In both tasks, the input series
is binary s, € {0, 1}.

The nonlinear auto-regressive moving average
(NARMA) model is widely used for recurrent neural
network benchmarks. We test DTC-QRC’s information
processing capacity using NARMA10 where

10
Y = 0.3yk—1 + O.O5yk_1(z yk—j) + 1.58k_10Sk—1 + 0.1

j=1

(11)
For this task, the quantum reservoir needs to learn v
from the binary random input sy.

For all three tasks,the capacity is quantified by a nor-
malized covariance,

~ cov(y,y")

= oy (12)

The normalized covariance C' quantifies how well the
reservoir predictions match the target time sequence.
Each task consists of 1000 time steps, with a 9 : 1 ra-
tio for the training and testing sets.

2. Information Scrambling Capacity

The information scrambling capacity is given by one
minus the average of the out-of-time-ordered correlator
(OTOC) over all qubits, taken for information that is
initially injected into the first qubit [56, 57]

1

n —

N
S (xloxxmx).  13)
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Cin(t) =1 —

with X1(t) = (UE)TX UE represents the time-evolved
Pauli operator under the Floquet unitary. The OTOC
<X}L(t)XJX1(t)X¢> captures the information spreading
from the first qubit to the rest.

As shown in Fig. 2, increasing the imperfect flip
strength g shows distinct dynamical regimes character-
ized by nonmonotonic evolution of reservoir computing
capabilities. Both short-term memory and nonlinear pro-
cessing capacities exhibit a characteristic decrease fol-
lowed by recovery, while the quantum information scram-
bling capacity displays the opposite trend. C;,(t) re-
mains suppressed in both the NTC and DTC phases, re-
flecting the preservation of quantum information and re-
stricted entanglement growth. For the NARMA10 bench-
mark task, optimal performance emerges when these
three computational capacities achieve balance at the
phase transition boundaries.

IV. TESTING COMPARATIVE QUANTUM
KERNEL ADVANTAGE

We first show the effectiveness of the QRC algorithm
using the MNIST 3/8 binary classification task. As
shown in Fig. 3, simulation results at the DTC phase
transition critical boundary (g=0.84) and in the ther-
mal phase (¢=0.5) are compared to a classical multilayer
perceptron (MLP) with four fully connected layers and
dropout. The QRC with 12 qubits at criticality achieves
an accuracy comparable to the MLP, while its perfor-
mance degrades slightly in the thermal phase.

To further explore potential quantum enhancements of
the QRC algorithm, we employ the recently proposed ge-
ometric kernel difference approach [58, 59], which treats
the QRC as a kernel mapping that transforms classical
data into quantum feature space. For quantum (K¢g) and
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FIG. 3. Comparative quantum kernel advantage with QRC.
The left panel shows the test classification accuracy of sim-
ulated QRC in the DTC and thermal phases, as well as an
MLP, on the original 3/8 binary MNIST classification task.
The two panels on the right depict the kernel geometry-based
contrastive tasks for the DTC and thermal phases, respec-
tively.

classical (K¢) kernels, when their geometric behavior dif-
fers significantly, we can transform the dataset labels to
amplify the performance difference between kernels.

The geometric quantity gcg quantifies potential quan-
tum performance difference through kernel comparison
and is defined as:

soa =/ [Vt VR . a9

where |||, is the spectral norm of the resulting matrix.
We can construct a contrastive data set. When gcq is
large , there exists a function where quantum models
exhibit superior prediction accuracy.

To rigorously characterize the quantum-classical sepa-
ration, we employ the radial basis function (RBF) kernel,

2
K (xi,%;) = exp(—7 [[xi — x;°). (15)
The new labels of the contrastive datasets are
constructed  through reassigning the new la-
bel to the data according to the values of

y* = /Kq H‘/KC(KQ)_l‘/KCHoo‘ For a binary
classification task, the new labels can be constructed by
the median binarization of y*

re _ J1 it y¥ > median(y*)
vo= {0 if y¥ < median(y*) (16)

Through optimal hyperparameter selection (v), the
quantum-classical classification accuracy difference at the
dynamical phase transition boundary (g=0.84) increases
from 0.2% to 27% after constructing the confrontational

dataset. In contrast, this difference remains negligible
in the thermal phase even after dataset transformation.
This phase-dependent enhancement confirms our geo-
metric kernel distance analysis, demonstrating that the
method effectively reveals the computational capabili-
ties of QRC systems. The results provide evidence that
QRC can achieve quantum kernel advantages, but only
when operating within appropriately dynamical phases
that preserve quantum geometric properties.

V. MULTICLASS CLASSIFICATION AND
NOISE ROBUSTNESS

Having established the quantum kernel advantage in
binary classification, we extend our analysis to multiclass
tasks. Fig. 4 shows the QRC classification accuracy on
the ten-class MNIST dataset under ideal and noisy sim-
ulations. We used 1200 training and 200 test samples
to balance computational cost with performance while
matching experimental constraints. The evolution depth
is set to m=12. Training epochs for the classical layer are
optimized via grid search, and the results are averaged
over 10 independent realizations of random parameters
{@i’ h’Z}

Fig. 4 (a) and (b) show the simulation results based
on the angle coding. With this encoding scheme, the
test accuracy increases as the thermal phase transitions
towards either the NTC phase or the DTC phase, and
slightly decreases at both terminals. Fig. 4 (c¢) and (d)
present results for dense angle encoding, which have a
similar trend to angle encoding, but the test accuracy
peaks in two phase transition boundaries. The emergence
of these phenomena can be explained by an antagonistic
mechanism. The quantum reservoir needs to preserve the
memory of the initial encoded information, but also need
to make it scrambling through the system at a suitable
rate to map it to a higher dimensional space and provide
sufficient nonlinearities. According to the capacities cal-
ibrated in Fig. 2, both NTC and DTC protect the initial
information, but equally inhibits information scrambling
and nonlinearities. As a result, accuracy degradation oc-
curs near g = 0 or g = 1 (complete protection of initial
information in the absence of noise ) for both encoding
methods. For dense angle coding, the drop is particu-
larly large near the two terminals as more information is
encoded in a single qubit, requiring greater information
scrambling capacity. This antagonism is just balanced at
boundaries of the non-equilibrium phase transition. The
results highlight the critical role of phase transitions in
tuning the computational power of the reservoir for clas-
sification tasks.

To demonstrate the scalability of the DTC-QRC,
Fig. 4(e) and (f) show classification accuracy as a func-
tion of the quantum reservoir size. The accuracy im-
proves with system size up to 18 qubits, providing pre-
liminary evidence of scalability. After adding the quan-
tum reservoir, the classification accuracy is significantly
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FIG. 4. Model performance in different dynamical phases and system scales. (a—d) Phase-dependent performances: (a,b)

with angle encoding; (c,d) with dense angle encoding. Ideal results are shown in (a,c), while corresponding noisy results
under depolarizing noise (single-qubit p = 0.001, two-qubit p = 0.02) appear in (b,d). Scaling behavior with system size is
characterized in (e,f) using experimentally relevant thermal relaxation noise.

higher than that of a SLN and comparable to that of
a MLP. The architecture of the networks are detailed in
Table I. This suggests that DTC-QRC can serve as an ef-
ficient quantum classifier when utilizing a suitable phase
of matter.

A. Effect of Noise

We present a numerical analysis of the DTC-QRC al-
gorithm’s noise robustness, focusing on three dominant
noise sources: decoherence noise, quantum gate imperfec-
tions (coherence noise), and state preparation and mea-
surement (SPAM) noise.

In both NTC and DTC phases, the suppression of
long-range entanglement growth serves as a fundamen-
tal mechanism that prevents the onset of global error
cascades, ensuring that decoherence effects do not dif-
fuse exponentially with increasing system size [45]. Due
to the extended parameter range and absolute stability
in the DTC phase, it is robust to small deviations of ro-
tation angles and unwanted couplings. This ”forgiving”
parameter space reduces the need for precision alignment
and control, making DTC implementations more exper-

imentally accessible. Furthermore, SPAM noise and all
other residual noise can be mitigated through the imple-
mentation of a supervised learning protocol applied to
the final measurement outcomes. This joint mechanism
significantly mitigates the effect of noise on model per-
formance.

In our investigation of the relationship between quan-
tum phases and classification accuracy, we employed a
depolarizing noise model. As shown in Fig. 4 (b) and
(d), accuracy drops by up to nearly 20% in the thermal
phase, but 3% in NTC and DTC phases, demonstrating
the noise robustness of the algorithm. The presence of
noise destroys the protection of MBL and facilitates the
diffusion of information, driving the emergence of optimal
outcomes deeper into both the NTC and DTC phases.

For scalability tests, we employ a thermal relaxation
noise model that closely matches experimental condi-
tions. The details of the noise model and the basis for the
selection of the noise strength are discussed in Appendix
B 1. As shown in Fig. 4 (e) and (f), the algorithm’s per-
formance under noise is slightly worse to the ideal case,
yet it continues to improve with increasing system size.
This is mainly because at current scales, quantum many-
body effects become more pronounced with increasing
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FIG. 5. Experimental results on cloud quantum platform. (a) Relationship between non-equilibrium phase transitions and
classification accuracy; (b) Qubit scaling performance in DTC and NTC phase transition boundaries.

scale, leading to stronger noise resistance. Moreover, as
the number of qubits increases, the measured expectation
values of single-body and two-body operators increase
polynomially. The corresponding adjustable parameters
in SLR also increase, providing enhanced noise resilience.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

We experimentally demonstrate our algorithm on the
’Baihua’ superconducting quantum processor provided
by Quafu Superconducting Quantum Computing [60].
’Bathua’ contains 156 qubits. Experiments are done in
a chain with maximum of 16 qubits. The median single-
qubit and two-qubit gate error rates of this processor are
8x 107 and 2 x 1072, Due to experimental resource con-
straints, we set the total Floquet cycles m = 4, and set
the number of train samples and test samples as 500 and
100. The shots in experiments are set as 1024 xn/2 where
n is the number of qubits. The parameters of the circuits
are chosen randomly in each experiment. We also use full
angle coding to encode more principal components and
improve the noise robustness of the algorithm.

A. Performance Enhancement at the Phase
Transition Boundary

We then applied the 10-class MNIST classification
task to experimentally investigate the correlation be-
tween classification accuracy and non-equilibrium phase
transitions. Specifically, we selected system parameters
which correspond to different phases and phase transi-
tion boundaries, given by g = {0.1,0.22,0.5,0.84,0.95},
using a ten qubit quantum reservoir. The experimental
results in Fig. 5(a) reveal that the peak of classification
accuracy is achieved near the phase transition bound-

ary between the thermal and DTC phases. In contrast,
the phase transition boundary between the thermal and
NTC phases does not exhibit a comparable enhancement
in classification performance, as confirmed by numerical
simulations.

B. Qubit Scaling Performance

Based on phase-dependent performance analysis, we
selected g = 0.84 to further demonstrate the scalability
of the algorithm in our experiments. Fig. 5(b) shows
that the experimental results are fitted to the simula-
tion results and achieve maximum accuracy 88% using
12 and 14 qubits. In experiments, the controlled phase
gate is decomposed as rzz(0)(k,k + 1) = CNOT(k, k +
1)rz(0)(k)CNOT(k,k + 1). There are up to 78 CNOT
gates in the experiments. The median error rate of the
CONOT gate in experimental equipment is 2%, which is
enough to destroy the quantum information. However,
our algorithm can still achieve results similar to those
of classical algorithms. When the system was scaled up
to 16 qubits, the performance began to decrease. And
due to the limitations of the experimental system, larger
experiments were not performed. This result proves the
noisy robustness of the DTC-QRC algorithm at the ex-
perimental aspect.

Near the NTC phase transition boundary (g = 0.22),
the experimental results consistently underperform com-
pared to those of the DTC-QRC, with a maximum ac-
curacy of up to 81%. The maximum accuracy difference
between DTC and NTC is 10% in 12 qubits. The en-
hanced experimental accuracy achieved by DTC relative
to NTC may stem from the 7 pairing of eigenstates, con-
ferring greater robustness against coherent and dephas-
ing noise as we discussed the absolute stability of the
DTC phase in subsection ITT A.



VII. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

We demonstrate a quantum reservoir computing al-
gorithm employing a many-body localized discrete time
crystal as a quantum reservoir, and the algorithm is
gradient-free, noise robust, and scalable. Our results es-
tablish a direct connection between quantum phases of
matter, non-equilibrium phase transitions, and classifi-
cation accuracy in quantum machine learning, offering
new pathways for harnessing quantum many-body sys-
tems in QML and designing hardware-adapted quantum
algorithms. The efficiency of the algorithm is demon-
strated by its performance, which is comparable to clas-
sical multi-layer perceptron under fair comparison. We
have analyzed the effect of noise and found that noise has
less impact on our algorithm. Experiments in supercon-
ducting quantum processors have further demonstrated
the noise robustness and efficiency of the algorithm. The
potential classical intractability of the QRC transforma-
tion is quantified through the observation of comparative
quantum kernel advantage.

The many-body dynamics in the QRC is achieved using
digital quantum simulation, which makes it widely appli-
cable to various NISQ devices. It would also be interest-
ing to investigate the alternative Floquet DTC model for
archieving QRC, for example, the quantum many-body
scars DTC [61], Stark DTC [62] and etc. The physi-
cal insights we provide on the correlation between dy-
namical phase transition, classification performance, and
noise robustness are also suitable for different quantum
devices. Large-scale experiments on finely tuned quan-
tum devices are expected. Due to its efficiency, QRC is
expected to play an important role in classical and quan-
tum machine learning algorithms to achieve diverse tasks,
and has the potential to demonstrate practical quantum
enhancement in specific tasks. Beyond that, it’s natural
to employ QRC to process quantum data, such as the
identification of entangled states and classification of the
quantum phase.
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Appendix A: Phase Identification and Sample
Efficiency Analysis

1. Identify the Dynamical Phase Transition

The key feature of the DTC phase is the long-range
spatial order characterized by the Edwards-Anderson
spin-glass order parameter [53, 63, 64]:

XSG = % Z <Z7,Z]>2 . (Al)

i#]
x ¢ vanishes with increasing system size L in the ther-
mal phase, while growing in the NTC and DTC phases.
Therefore, the intersection of 3¢ of different L is con-
sidered to be the phase transition boundary.

2. Sample Size Analysis

To reduce computational costs and match experimen-
tal configurations, our main simulations use 1200 train-
ing samples and 200 test samples. Here, we investigate
how the training sample size affects performance for both
angle coding and dense angle coding methods. We imple-
ment a MLP for classical post-processing to demonstrate
enhanced performance capabilities. The architecture of
the MLP is MLP2 in I. The results indicate a signifi-
cant increase in classification accuracy with larger train-
ing sets. As shown in Fig. 6 , for SLR, the accuracy
exceeds 90%, reaching 93.9% at 12 qubits. For MLP, the
maximum accuracy at 12 qubits reaches 97.17%.



Network Architecture Details

SLR Output only (2/10) Linear classifier

MLP1 64-32-16-10 ReLU + Dropout (0.2)
MLP2 128-64-32-10 ReLU + Dropout (0.3, 0.2, 0.2)

TABLE I. Fully connected neural networks for classification.
SLR is the classical post-processing used in the main text;
MLP1 is the classical network used for comparison with quan-
tum reservoir; MLP2 is a post-processing network used to
show the algorithm’s ability to perform better classification
in Appendix A 2.
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FIG. 7. Test accuracy as a function of two-qubit depolarizing
noise strength.

Appendix B: Noise Model and Robustness analysis
1. Noise Model
a. State Preparation Noise

The noise of state preparation is modeled as a prob-
abilistic error in which the intended |0) state initializa-
tion has a probability p; of erroneously preparing the |1)
state. This noise mechanism is implemented by applying
a Pauli-X gate with p; immediately after the initializa-
tion procedure.

b. Thermal Relaxation Noise

Thermal relaxation noise arises from the interaction
between qubits and their thermal environment, leading
to energy dissipation (characterized by T7) and dephas-
ing (governed by T5). When T» < T the thermal relax-
ation channel can be expressed as a probabilistic mixture
of reset operations and unitary errors {I, Z, Reset} with

10

probabilities
DPreset = 1- e_t/Tl
1 (=1 _ -1
Pz = 5(1 7preset) 1—e t(T2 i ) <B1)

DPid = 1 — P2 — Preset

In the configuration of the noise simulation parame-
ters, to accurately align with the noise characteristics of
real quantum devices,the relaxation time T3 ~ N (u =
73 ps, o = 10 ps), the dephasing time Tp ~ N(u =
25 ps, o = 5 us). Single-qubit gates were configured with
50 ns operation durations. The us gate, which is com-
posed of three single qubit gates with 150 ns operation
durations. Two-qubit gate operations exhibited an ex-
tended duration of 500 ns. The measurement operations
were modeled as 1 us delay processes without errors.

c.  Depolarizing Noise

One- and two-qubit depolarizing noise models are
shown as follows.

3
Nt = (1= p)I+ 23 ay, (B2)

N = (1 =p2)T + 2 (B3)

Conservative order-of-magnitude estimates for depolar-
izing error rates with current technology are p; ~ 1073
and py ~ 1072 [65, 66]. When simulating the phase-
dependent test accuracy.

d. Depolarizing Noise Effects

To further investigate the effects of noise on algorithm
performance, we perform simulations using depolarizing
noise at varying strengths. The test accuracy was ob-
served across two qubit noise strengths from 1 x 1072 to
5x 1072 . With corresponding single-qubit noise strength
one order of magnitude lower. Simulations use 600 train-
ing samples and 100 test samples, and the number of
Floquet cycles is m = 12. Results in Fig 7 indicate that
at state-of-the-art noise levels (~ 0.01), the test accu-
racy remains virtually unchanged. Under cloud-platform
noise configurations, the success rate decreases by ap-
proximately 2%. The algorithm remains effective even
under the extreme noise. This result further demon-
strates the model’s noise robustness.
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