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Abstract Due to the interaction with the environment and imperfections of controls, quantum devices
are accompanied with errors, whose accumulation could lead to a meaningless computing result. The
realization of a full-fledged quantum computer relies on quantum error correction, which however,
introduces a huge overhead that makes it challenging for near-term quantum devices. In the noisy
intermediate-scale quantum era, quantum error mitigation methods instead of quantum error
correction are introduced for suppressing errors. Using a mild cost under reasonable assumptions,
quantum error mitigation could enhance the result to achieve a desired computational accuracy, and its
feasibility has been demonstrated extensively in theories and experiments. This article aims to
introduce and summarize the latest developments in quantum error mitigation, and to comment on

potential future directions.
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Fig. 1 Schematic of quantum error mitigation™
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Classification of Different Quantum Error Mitigation Methods
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Fig. 2 Schematic of quantum error extrapolation
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Fig. 3 Schematic of quantum subspace expansion
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Fig. 4 Schematic of verify circuit™’
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FEAN Wl K 86 2% 1 i K I i AR B A 2-RDM
D3 BOE BN N Bl P28 [ ol 19 g8 B 3
TTAT DAAS B 58 1R 22 il J5 1 445

Rubin 25 APV Al ] 2K 1F & B % (semi-definite
programming) B D1, 858 B0 2 BRE Sk =8
F1] B B 3T 1 D2, Google 2wl 3l i 2 oL ) S A8, fifi
H McWeen Zlifb J 3.4 753518 B9 R BRPE 55 30F J5 7% 56
BT 12 TR REEN ST 2 R
SRR E R 99 %.
3.7 EHERKR

24 AL LA AR A W RS AR A (4 I U, FeATT AT LA BE BIL
Jita TN R R 0 R o DA T R ) R A T X
— KR B DR R AR 5 12 1T e Temme 55 A2 42
T e ok i 7 5 38, 10 )5 9% Endo %5 AN 2 46 3
Markov M A8 vh 2% [ — A M 1] U,
Horbou 7T R SRR & S MR ] L
TR R S =& R £ E=T. RN
PRSZARAT S AT LRI 350 0 75 1 S L A 5 BT R L 5K
Berb s AT LU 2 JE AR SRR S A Y 3Rk

St E
Fig. 5 Schematic of probabilistic error cancel

5 MR R R A

TE R B 5 T R A B AR Rk e ok
A RE A TE M R, IR AT T T T B S % O k.
Temme % A Fi| F o A 256 07 5 fff ol 13X — [a] .
BRI AR — A B, AT AT LLA]
FH R 1R 3 72 43 it Ky
&= E(Iij =T ijsgn(qf' )B; 5

st = a oo, — 2 he et e a4
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FIE B, LL—EREA p, BEHLINA B T Lg% I
R e 2 2 AR % R SR S e X UL
Z LA B B Z D, FT AR

Ly =tr(E o EUIZ) =

TZPngH(CIj)<Z>Q,(p> , (35)
j

Hi (2 =tr(B; e EUC) Z) N F A8 i 52
Fe RGOk IR R p, M 8AE B, AR & 7 2%
2D R ORI S R 3 AR IV sgn(q, )
I 8 B 25 S5 TR LA o BV AT R A5 45 15 2% i 1) &5
A St R v, FRATT O R SR LA o (A5 5
T5 257 R R < A X HERE R TR I SEREAR A

LA — A ] 4 B RE R R R IR T k. B
& M Ak {5 18 (depolarizing channel) , R Gt T &
UC) 52 FNZ AR TEAE G5 3 e

5[)(U(p)):(l—%p)1/[(p)+

(S

— (XU X YUY+ ZU(p)Z),  (36)

528 I
Ex(@)=t(ppT(—DX

P (XX +YoY+ZpZ)), (37
4—p p
EEP,pl=2p+4,p2=2p+4,p1+3p2=1,r=1+
3p

172p.xmimu§ M ) B B 8

(M yp =1(prtr(oM)+(—1) X

po (tr(XUC) XM +1tr(YUp)YM) +
tr(ZU) ZM))). (38)
B R o= N B (= DIV o B G (3 E R R

R EE Z U AT LIRS HE AR A I
AR

T A TR 3 X A R A B R A
WEMREAR 7 e AT LU T 0 7 B T R B B B R 52
fit a6 FT R AR B 2R B O R ) AR X

b Hu LU REEA TR U, TSR
U =70 250, sen(q,)Q, - (39
Hoj1.Q,, — B, £y W\ SR BT A6
et =1Te X0, s @, =
rmmﬁ;pik ~sgn(q, ) - Q, (40)

m m
Hr,s={i1sisssin) s Tum= ka 2P :le'k s
£=1 r=1

sgn(qg;) = Hsgn(q;k .M Q= HQ,k. o, X F
k=1 k=1

B — A () B M 7 2o R FRATT AT DA TR A DAABE SR p, S
i Q. F| i T4k g L X A5 R T LA sgn (g )5 .
X IR OB 45 SN A3 L) 7, AR A5 X6 X0 3y 22
E A IR i 25 B 2L F b F B it 7 R
RTS8 7 32 X o 2k B 1 R R 2 i Ok
(5 T4 38 K LR <2

I e bk

Fig. 6 Schematic of the quasi-probability method"™*
K6 MR kR R

3.8 AMEHIRED
AR B % 98 20 (individual error reduction)t
i A T A & 7 LU AR R A, OF &
B A BEOR G2 M A R RO B — T 2 ) B
e [ /E FE A Lindblad 7 45 H
di‘ltpz ch (o) 4D
L;(0)=2L}pL,—LL,o—pL!L;. (42)
L; () HERTH j A5+ WA Lindblad 5
5 WS YRR SR I BN T ARBEES £ A1 LR 4
fith g 2 5 1 LU RR MR 7S G g i T A R
R B . A5 AT B 25 B9 T Ak 0 #R A2 Oy

4 =S () A= L (43)
dt JFk
M AP 1R 8 2 B 72 SR

0 = pie TOCT?), (44)
FEr s pigen R 12T 42 08 1) O A DR 1R AL B2 Ok X
SR 7 FRATT AT DL a0 v ) A 5
WIBE(E (7> = tr (Mp™™) Ml T 4 4 5 /Y 191 22 (H
(Zyp=tr(Mp;™) , R Z & AT A LL3E o 28 )5
Aub T A 5 X6 BEAR I BB (2 e = 10010 2) B

D= Yo, us

e e
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TE B A AR R8s R R T 1 21— B, AT
Al DATE R AL B 5 A R R G T VR A A R
HEGF B ORI 2 1T AR T A
T DR G i AR RS B A AR T A
39 ETHREINEFHRRERE X

1) Clifford %¥t¥g B105 (Clifford data regression)

BLA 2~ B ol T O Ky R B G BB D L 7
— FR YN EAE T 5 ) 8 i B A DL A S
(supervised learning) A i , T ATIME 5 7] LA 3R A% K/
Ko BN (2o 2 i € {1, 2, om p P FIR/D
A om BT (o™, 2 5 € (1,2, o m ) ). U A]
DA AL A 27 20 5300 ST DA e 1o 3 31 (et ) g ke
Bf2f > s = F (e, w) B, F O PR 2
2B, W B (regression) B 12 B 4 1 25 X 4% (neural
networks) B % ;w A LIS AL

T2 B 2 SR AL — i i 1 R B ) TR
MEPE L Czarnik 28 AW 3 A Clifford £k B% 1 M
YIZRECHE ) >R 95 3 iy 2 Clifford 2 + 2k 2% AT DL o
22 T H AL R RO AU, DT PR IR T I i A Y i Ak
PR — HL 2 3 58 i, FRATT AT LA FH 11 25 d %) 455 78 3 00
PR 45 o 1 I 7 585 SR 068 Ny %) 3 AELUE 0 455 SR B AR I
BUN AR TAT 45 0 1Y 5 T2 B R T, HLas o
A BERAEIN Ghoid 72 b AR 6% 2% o S W 7 LN & ) 2
REOULIN S 0y e S A8 2, X — WS R R & T X R 4
Mg P A 2 Y 2% T T FRATT AT LA TE I B Bt I 2k
o B BB ] TAT 2 2 A A ) M 7 A i) B die e
T AL 22 ) B 0z AR BT, R DL R TIE AR T B B
FERLER A & B R B

BRI =, Czarnik 25 AP 58 153 A E 52 Clifford
LSRR B (o ), JF a2 28 T B LA A
A iy I A e Pk T 0 Bk SR AE A T Y
B f (2 w) =ax ™ 463X LR FEIUR sRECH

L(w)= D) (f(a,w) — 247 (46)

Clifford #1988 2 2275 IBMQI6 & T L
FRFRHLA 64 &7 AR BT AL A7 R
W T AL 2 S S A s R B S e ), X 26
SR B A v O 205 VA G R L T A ] T A% 2R
Mg 75 S AU R S 5% s . BLw] DA TE] T Markov
DGR A D2 3 75 THTAH 5 E 1 1 A% 19 5 1% 22 il
JH A BE.

2) FEF 223 W ERE % J7 15 (learning-based quasi-
probability method)

Strikis 5 AW B A AL &S 2% ) B0k T

MR 7 % s DT AT LAk e {4 7 28 2 0702 5 1 0
Y 2B B T L RRTT R Clifford Wi 7 L
R FE8,. x 2 AR EHNEFITES
(universal gate set) , 5 32 B A, F AT AT LUBHAT &
TR G O i R T A L e
R RO W T R RETTE U= (U, U,
e AR BAR F LL AR VA (2O B v () 4y B
FEIAEURIAT W 75 1) o 1 4 B M ARE 2R T T 0 T AE 4%
AEFTIHE AR & F IR A B £=(K',
K?,eee ) R A 38 AR 2o 2 K45 A 850 91 5 1 52 fit 1A
By F LR R N VO (UL ) HERE R 7 e o i
KRB e (KOffi15 .

VU = Dk (KOV™ (U, K) U7

HEARLT V! (U — P o) ERE R Oy 1 LI i
i [ A2 MR ARAT S A T R XA 7 AT
BE A6 FH 45 S Bk i) A2 (] _E B8 77 7 QI DR 1 i
I R A
HEME R 27 o] T 1L AR 36 T 3B G (ol AR 2 B i AR
7 & s () g Xk BHLAR UL L ) A T 2 s L 2w
F B BR e (KO RNGREES L #K R BCH
L :Siz [ — @D [P (48)

ues

XL TR UE IR i B R AT I 2 4R
PEFEAEH] Clifford #E A il TR AT LIFE S 1)
Clifford Fdls [ul 5 (9 2 ] 77 15 26 0L, i T HL s =7 )
BRIz A BB AT DA ) B 0 g A8 XL e
IR, FATTAT LIOKE U1 25 b i B 80 FAT B A A
B R B AE Clifford i F He4F T+,

T B Bl A 2 e b i 1 1S RO S8 R 2 45
VAR B A 25 8] DR /N 1] BE 2% 5 B4R B b T X Bl i
OUR  — B J7 o 2R AT 7 v L 55 — Bl b 22 e itk
07 ¥k T 8 o U H BE B (Pauli twirling)E% ff 4l R
B A A SRR A 71T O AR I A T Y R/
FHEFLBERNEZ AR5 H W 55
R A AT B9 K pR BOT 8 i A8 A DA% K iR
B s e AT LU IS 58 R my i 7 T TSR
YE AR 4 1R A5
3.10 BEMAIRZRE

AR T B WA B0 T L, R R TR
WA RS0 T kAL F U (analog quantum
simulation) SZ i 1 1~ 2 4500 Vi i AL 4 1% % A N i
S (AL AL B AL T R A R Y T kL T RS
AT R .
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Fg B RGN B s A i A i Lindblad
EhH A

d
o= i [Hapl+ LG, (49)
L(p)= > 2L,pL! —L!L,p —pL'L,, (50)

St H R S B £(o) W ATME A Y Lindblad
BAF A% Lindblad B4F 097 F 8 Jey 3k i B/
55, T RHiE RS8h J1 2% Ak, Lindblad 47 A9 /E
HERFER_RAN RS, B — NS X TX ARG
4 JR) RUCNE 1) ) B T % i R R £ L TR PR R DAL L X
BB R GG 0 SR AN B T B LY &G
R REXT S B DA S = T AT Z) ¢ 8 e+ 0
() Y Ak R R
pr (L0 =& (pe (1)), (51)
k=T, N 3 3 % o7 35 AR A MR PSR LR T aE
WA EE VA RE & AR B AR AV AL SRR £y, T
1 20 (52) S it T A 3 7 1
Er=ErEns (52)
Horr, & AWK AT, HAT DL 43 Ry
Er= 2,98, =tr > sgn(qg)p Biv  (53)
Hrtee= D0 lq. [ po=lq. llee . B WEBET I

FRREAF B AR T OBLHLAE B[R] T o ) A AR 1
R IRATAT LL3E 52 78 B — A W ) (A B v S5 i — KPR
SRR Ex MO, L FEZ S Tl WHEAE AN Ny
Cu=ER".

TR 3] X T AU 5 B R 2 b 9 it 2 (53)
PRG3R AE S e R B A B — /B ) B o Y
JIT S5 it ) R O PR 4 0 4 A B4 X L, FRATT AT A AT
FHEZ AR R I8 7 AR B A i B vp B AL b i A 5 Pk 52 45
VB AL T Bl LA 2 15 7 2.

311 EFRREMAENAS

15 3.8 Wi, TATE &8 KA & 15
BRGEf J VA ) I 45 A T DL OR R RE A T Tk B BB X
B IRATHE 3 BRI B 5 kg A 0T TR,

D X FRPERIE S S IR 4

X 90 7 2 TGV TR RE 6 TR RF R G0 X Rk
YR 1 5 K SO 15 55 X AR e A U B A AR B X B R
R X} 5 iR (commuting error) , MM HAth #5 1R FR 2 h
J %t 5 &R Canti-commuting error). T 5 X F% P 46
DR RO 5 R R 2 s R BOR 1 3 5 R R
2% 5 K 0 B8 A A B XS B ol TR BRI 1 A 1R 27
fi# RE T s —Fh 7 SR 5 AP A5 A B L

Horp
A
LA i

T Z TEASIR e N ARG I IS 75 3] 1 U0 4 22
N CZD o (e AT FHAIME T T DL iE — 20 5 fiff X FR P
R J5 AT SR A 1) 5 6 000 B X 2 ) el iR
5 :A<Z>sym(e)*<Z>sym(){s)'
A—1

X MR LM SMEETE B %07 4% McArdle
AENIE I H L Cai® 8 T % J5 3 7 Hubbard
VQE 32 i 1 .

2) WEMER Ik MR E A

FRATAL T DAGE FH A R O vk 5 AME R A /Y.
ARG LT FRATTASAH FH o AL 236 7 125 ok % i T A 2%
TP A 15 T 2 E AN 58 W 7 5 3 P 20 5 0 52
BRG] W 7 S g FR A AT 5 FRATT AT A AR A 76 AN [ M 75
/IS B0 i B R, I 8 FH A0 1k 3R A5 B AR A A
A A T — M RN A TR B R T &
3 A S T BE AR AR AN () M R R A R A 0
L HE T AT LA R Sl 38 i g s %, AT T DA SR A
MRAAE TR 22 AR 2 5 A HEME R 7 3k & 77 A o
(R SRR 5 2. & 3K 2 Fh Oy vk 1 45 4 vT LU T 4 fig
T SR TR A ) B RS A R 220,

3) MERER 55X FRPE SR T L4

AT 1A B AR 1 56 E vk TG A T B
X g A A 000 B A5 X6 gy 1 R R B A M R
FEATT AT LA 3 A AR R R A T A T XL DT AR A 1
5506 AR A B0 B A 1 X G e S e R RO AR S
Jits #E AR R s e R L AN A B BT T RS
5506 B A B0 B A X G o T FRATD R B A Y A
58 5L 6 BRI o M R O vk T8 i 2k B b i RO
Dy R AR Z G A S R TR 0 RN B AR A
B o D] 2 e e Bk B8 0IE 9k A 56 I M I 5 A7 A A
B T A

il v AR R G L MR 5 A F S R A 1
R R TS T 2 (1) A USRS X R s T &
35 LI 2 11 3 ER A

54)

® k

> =e” D) ;—"<Z>k, (55)
k=0 .
Hort  <Z>, UL 7E T 2B, A AE b AR

DU B0 (.
it 3.1 9 2) o X 47 B HEE 19T, Al i
) A ek 4

KZyWw)=<Z>(0)e ¥, (56)
BAECZ > (v) 5 HAR A BN (E CZ ) (0D 1 2
(T, =<XZ>(0)(1—I )", (57)
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FErh 0SS, < 1T S E S5 X4 B HE B Ty 0
TLR o1 (U A7 A 8 BT 5 5 R 20 T
L 4

gy — Lo

2 cosh(vh%;k k1 Zon

cosh((1—I",)v)
cosh(v)

<Z>(0), (58

For 0 M 43 A B U5 — A K e’”ﬁj@cosi(y)-

FrLL, Zad SRR PR BRIE S I 25 3R (2>, B2 (56D
HICZY W EZITCZY(0).

4 BETHRREBEARRLREAE

DA 5 R 0 R ME R 07 3 45 O AR A9 i ik
G F B T ) B R TR A L 8 A A T L
I8 B X R DRI A PR AUE (9 22 i ROR AR T 52 B A
L, — D7 T S X 2807 TR MRS 1R 1B 5 R S
HA R IR SNSRI HOR 5 5 —J7 i H 9L
o PR R 4R UR 22 2 A AR I A B 4 S
TS BT AT 2 BB 1% 1 G figk . T 28 AL T A4 1 5 Ok
BEAT M A R AS B (905 6L . = B0 21 BLALORS BE (19 55
DR ROR — e 2 BE T B IR ALAS - )
T g X PR 4 TR 5 B HH T — R i Bl S B A
o) Bk B SRR R U i BB 0T L e 8 AT
SR v o] B 2R G MR R ek B AR I e 30 BR R A0 ks
B AR AL o > Bk A X — 7 T R AT T Y
R BEaT DA T4 2K B AR FEEF .8
AT LA S 56 0t R AT Ak BRSO R R A T R 52
fifp U Z2 AL A o ) L W E A EAR 1 R HL L AL
e S FE R TT RS E B b TR B, 2 58 il
2 AT LA NN 5 4 ) AE 25 R BSGAS o DB 25 2K 19 1L
TR IR R as R

BRI LASN L R 3 S04 55 A B AR 1 1) 2R 2 i
R BA AR, W 3.6 T N BT R
ARSI 1 SR 55 D T R LOR R L
VWA R B B 2 K gl Oy o B A Ok B 32 TR H
(1 73 30 22— o AELA ST 1 1R 52 AR R B 22 T 170 1 2 9 L
P VR 2R I 158 A B 15 1 B XA M TR AR
BERA YL T 2 R HOR R 2R U R R
AR JIARURR R AR AR R B DA TRUR DL A L T L3R4 B
SERTAF AR 25 18], AT X S 5~ 250 0 BR 1% B
PR UE LA SN T B A 4 BR A L 24 SR 2 SR BRI 128

ERCINPS TP K7/ B2 I A= e P SN I D
AT LAY S BEINAR GE A9 45 R 2 B LA K AR R T A L Y
L.

5 HRiE

FeAToE i B TR S A AT TR S
i A 1 E A A NISQ B AR 3 i 487 AR E &
I FI 5 2 g b A0 2 LS A B TR R A R IR
T RIVE A7 ARG B e A AT LU kS O
Ho o TR R G2 i 5 vk mT LA SE A 3 3% 22 ) B 7 7
Hh S S S AR AU TSR T — 5 9 T AE
PN & 55 1R G i 7 vk Oh S HE I  T RDLAE
JIH AT IR,

2 S Xt R A 4 AR A T R R D 1)
1 7ihe AT B TR IR E M R R AR E R
FE 1. ok TSR e b on] DA B LR ROH L
R AR A A O R M B B O ORI A AE L Ho
A I T Y it £ 4t O B R ) M L TBML SF 47l
Bk 7efe it 73 AL = I 55 19 ) Bk, A 2% i Al
R i R % ik B R A Dy S B 2k A 2 TR IO
EER LA I Bk S BT a5 r ke &
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