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Quantum Annealing (QA) holds great potential for solving combinatorial optimization problems efficiently.

However, the effectiveness of QA algorithms heavily relies on the embedding of problem instances, represented

as logical graphs, into the quantum unit processing (QPU) whose topology is in form of a limited connectivity

graph, known as the minor embedding Problem. Existing methods for the minor embedding problem suffer

from scalability issues when confronted with larger problem sizes. In this paper, we propose a novel approach

utilizing Reinforcement Learning (RL) techniques to address the minor embedding problem, named CHARME.

CHARME includes three key components: a Graph Neural Network (GNN) architecture for policy modeling, a

state transition algorithm ensuring solution validity, and an order exploration strategy for effective training.

Through comprehensive experiments on synthetic and real-world instances, we demonstrate that the efficiency

of our proposed order exploration strategy as well as our proposed RL framework, CHARME. In details,

CHARME yields superior solutions compared to fast embedding methods such as Minorminer and ATOM.

Moreover, our method surpasses the OCT-based approach, known for its slower runtime but high-quality

solutions, in several cases. In addition, our proposed exploration enhances the efficiency of the training of the

CHARME framework by providing better solutions compared to the greedy strategy.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Quantum annealing (QA) is a quantum-based computational approach that leverage quantum

phenomena such as entanglement and superposition to tackle complex optimization problems,

in various domains such as machine learning [25],[6],[19], bioinformatics [20], [10], [22], and

networking [12], [13]. QA tackles optimization problems through a three-step process. First, the

problem is encoded using a logical graph which represents the quadratic unconstrained binary

optimization (QUBO) formulation of a given problem. Next, the logical graph is embedded into

a Quantum Processing Unit (QPU), which has its own graph representation known as hardware
graph. The embedding aims to ensure that the logical graph can be obtained by contracting edges in

the embedded subgraph of the hardware graph. This embedding process is commonly referred to as

minor embedding. Finally, the quantum annealing process is repeatedly executed on the embedded

QPU to find an optimal solution for the given problem.

In this process, the minor embedding arises as a major bottleneck that prevents quantum anneal-

ing from scaling up. In particular, the topology of the hardware graph or its induced subgraphs may

not perfectly align with that of the logical graph; therefore, minor embedding typically requires a

significant number of additional qubits and their connections to represent the logical graph on the

hardware graph. Consequently, this situation can lead to two primary issues that can degrade the

efficiency of quantum annealing. First of all, the need for a significant number of additional qubits

to embed the logical graph can strain the available resources of the hardware graph, leading to the

scalability issues in term of limiting hardware resources. Furthermore, when the size of the logical

graph increases, the running time required to identify a feasible embedding increases exponentially.

As a result, quantum annealing with a prolonged embedding time can be inefficient in practical

optimization problems, which require rapid decision-making.

In the literature, there are two main approaches to address the above challenges in minor em-

bedding, namely top-down and bottom-up. The top-down approach aims to find embeddings of

complete graphs [8], [17], [4] in the hardware graph. While embedding a complete graph can

work as a solution for any incomplete graph with the same or smaller size, the embedding process

for incomplete graphs, especially sparse graphs, usually requires much fewer qubits compared

to embedding a complete graph. As a result, the top-down approach may not be the most effec-

tive strategy for embedding sparse logical graphs. Although post-process techniques have been

considered to mitigate this problem [11], [26], handling sparse graphs is a huge hindrance to the

top-down approach.

On the other hand, the bottom-up approach directly constructs solutions based on the topology of

the logical and the hardware graphs. This approach involves computing minor embedding through

either Integer Programming (IP) which finds an exact solution from predefined constraints [2],

or progressive heuristic methods which gradually map individual nodes of the logical graph to

the hardware graph [5], [24], [21]. Compared to the top-down approaches, bottom-up methods

are not constrained by the pre-defined embedding of complete graphs, allowing for more flexible

embedding constructions. However, bottom-up approaches need to consider a set of complicated

conditions associated to the minor embedding problem (which we will explain later). As a result,

the computational cost required to obtain a feasible solution is substantial.

In order to overcome the above shortcomings, we introduce a novel learning approach based

on the Reinforcement Learning (RL). Leveraging its learning capabilities, RL can rapidly generate

solutions for previously unseen problem instances using its well-trained policy, thus efficiently

enhancing the runtime complexity. Furthermore, through interactions with the environment and

receiving rewards or penalties based on the quality of solutions obtained from the environment, RL
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agents can autonomously refine their strategies over time. This enables them to explore state-of-the-

art solutions, particularly beneficial for emerging and evolving challenges such as minor embedding.

Thus, RL is commonly applied to solve optimization problems in quantum systems [7, 9, 15, 23, 27].

Although RL has emerged as a powerful technique for handling optimization problems [1],

applying it to our minor embedding problem has encountered several challenges. The first challenge

is the stringent feasibility requirement for solutions in the minor embedding problem. Specifically,

feasible solutions must fulfill a set of conditions for the minor embedding problem including chain

connection, global connection and one-to-many. These constraints lead to an overwhelming number

of infeasible solutions, compared to the number of feasible ones within the search space. As a result,

it is challenging for the RL framework to explore adequate number of feasible solutions during the

training phase as well as the testing phase.

The second challenge lies in the policy design of the RL framework. In particular, the policy

of the RL framework is a parameterized structure which receives the information derived from

the current state as the input, and return the decision for the next state. In each step, the policy

is queried to determine the next state. Thus, the efficiency of the RL framework heavily depends

on the design of the policy which specifies the processing of state’s information. For example, a

structure that extract uncorrelated relations from state’s information can hinder the convergence

of the policy. In addition, the minor embedding problem considers two independent graphs which

must be included in the state’s information. However, exploiting the relations between two graphs

which are meaningful to the minor embedding problem is challenging. Therefore, there is a need for

an efficient policy structure which can capture valuable relations in state’s information to facilitate

the process of training policy’s parameters.

To realize an RL-based approach for the minor embedding problem, we first introduce an

initial design, named NaiveRL, which sequentially embeds each node in a given logical graph

into an associated hardware graph. Based on this initial design, we further introduce CHARME,

incorporating three key additional components, to tackle the aforementioned challenges. The

first component is a GNN-based architecture, which integrates features from the logical graph,

the hardware graph, and the embedding between the two graphs. This integration allows the

architecture to return action probabilities and state values, serving as a model for the policy in the

RL framework. The second component is a state transition algorithm which sequentially embed

a node in the logical graph into a chain of nodes in the hardware graph in order to ensure the

validity of the resulting solutions. Lastly, the third component is an order exploration strategy

that navigates the RL agent towards areas in the search space with good solutions, facilitating the

training process.

Our proposed solutions are further evaluated extensively against three state-of-the art methods,

including OCT-based, a top-down approach [11], and two bottom-up approaches Minorminer [5]

and ATOM [21]. The results illustrate that CHARME outperforms all state-of-the-art methods in

term of qubit usage for very sparse logical graphs. In addition, the computational efficiency of

CHARME is comparable to that of the fastest method in terms of the running time.

Organization. The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces the definition

of minor embedding and an overview of reinforcement learning. Our method and its theoretical

analysis are described in Section 3. Section 4 presents our experimental results. Finally, section 5

concludes the paper.

2 PRELIMINARIES
This section formally defines the minor embedding problem in the quantum annealing and presents

the preliminaries needed for our proposed solutions. It includes a brief overview of ATOM for

the minor embedding problem based on a concept of topology adaption [21], basic concepts of
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Notion Definition

P(𝑆) Power set of set 𝑆 .

𝑃 = (𝑉𝑃 , 𝐸𝑃 ) Logical graph 𝑃 with the set of nodes 𝑉𝑃 and the set of edges 𝐸𝑃 .

𝑋
(𝑎)
𝑃
, 𝑋
(𝑓 )
𝑃

The adjacency matrix and the node feature matrix of 𝑃 .

𝐻 = (𝑉𝐻 , 𝐸𝐻 ) Hardware graph 𝐻 with the set of nodes 𝑉𝐻 and the set of edges 𝐸𝐻 .

𝑋
(𝑎)
𝐻
, 𝑋
(𝑓 )
𝐻

The adjacency matrix and the node feature matrix of 𝐻 .

𝐺 [𝑆] Induced subgraph of 𝐺 for set of nodes 𝑆 ⊆ 𝑉 (𝐺).
𝜙 (𝑡 ) : 𝑉𝑃 → P(𝑉𝐻 ) The embedding from 𝑃 to 𝐻 at the step 𝑡 .

|𝜙 (𝑡 ) | Total size (the number of qubits) of 𝜙 (𝑡 ) , calculated by

∑
𝑣∈𝑉𝑃 |𝜙 (𝑡 ) (𝑣) |.

𝑈
(𝑡 )
𝑃

The set of nodes in 𝑃 that are embedded to 𝐻 at the step 𝑡 .

𝑈
(𝑡 )
𝐻

The set of nodes in 𝐻 that are embedded by a node in 𝑃 at the step 𝑡 .

𝑂 = (𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎 |𝑆 | ) The embedding order including |𝑆 | different precomputed actions. 𝑎𝑖 ∈ 𝑆 .
𝑂 can be considered as a permutation of the set 𝑆 .

E (𝑆 ) The space of embedding orders which are permutations of the set 𝑆 .

E (𝑆 )
𝑂𝐴

The space of embedding orders which are permutations of the set 𝑆

with the prefix 𝑂𝐴.

Table 1. Common notions used in this paper

reinforcement learning, and Advantage Actor Critic (A2C) [18], which will be partially adopted in

our solution.

2.1 Minor Embedding Problem
We first present fundamental concepts and terminologies needed to understand how QA solves

optimization problems. Next, we describe the minor embedding problem in QA. The common

terminologies used throughout this paper are described in Table 1.

Given an optimization problem with a set of binary variables x = {𝑥0, 𝑥1, ..., 𝑥𝑛} and quadratic

coefficients 𝑄𝑖 𝑗 , the problem can be represented in a QUBO form as follows:

𝑓 (x) =
𝑛∑︁

𝑖, 𝑗=1

𝑄𝑖 𝑗𝑥𝑖𝑥 𝑗 (1)

From this equation, we express the optimal solution for the given problem corresponding to the

state with lowest energy of final Hamiltonian as x∗ such that for 𝑄𝑖 𝑗 ∈ R:

x∗ = arg minx∈{0,1}𝑛
𝑛∑︁

𝑖, 𝑗=1

𝑄𝑖 𝑗𝑥𝑖𝑥 𝑗 (2)

The QUBO formulation is then encoded using a graph called logical graph. In the logical graph,

each node corresponds to a binary variable 𝑥𝑖 . For any two nodes 𝑥𝑖 and 𝑥 𝑗 , there exists an edge

(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑥 𝑗 ) if the quadratic coefficient 𝑄𝑖 𝑗 is nonzero.

The hardware graph is a representation of the topology of QPU with nodes corresponding to

qubits and edges corresponding to qubits’ couplers. QA system of D-Wave consists of three QPU

topologies, namely Chimera - the earliest topology, Pegasus - the latest topology, and Zephyr - next

generation QPU topology. These topologies are all in a grid form: a grid of identical sets of nodes

called unit cells. In this paper, we consider the Chimera topology. The reason is that embedding

methods in Chimera topology may be translated to Pegasus topology without modification, because

ACM Trans. Quantum Comput., Vol. 37, No. 4, Article 111. Publication date: August XXXX.
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Fig. 1. A high-level overview of Minor Embedding problem in which QUBO formulation presented by a logical
graph is embedded into a hardware graph.

Chimera is a subgraph of Pegasus [3]. In other words, the method which we develop for Chimera

model also works for Pegasus topology.

QUBO models a given optimization problem as a logical graph, and the topology of QPU used

in QA as a hardware graph. In order to solve the final Hamiltonian which QA processes, we need

to find an mapping from the logical graph to the hardware graph. Below we formally define the

minor embedding problem:

Definition 1. Given a logical graph 𝑃 and a hardware graph 𝐻 , minor embedding problem seeks
to find a mapping function 𝜙 : 𝑉𝑃 → P(𝑉𝐻 ) satisfying three embedding constraints:

(1) Chain connection: We denote a subset of nodes in 𝐻 that are mapped from a node 𝑢 in 𝑃 as
chain 𝜙 (𝑢). ∀𝑢 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 , any subgraph 𝐻 ′ of 𝐻 induced by a chain 𝜙 (𝑢) from 𝐻 is connected.

(2) Global connection: For every edge (𝑢, 𝑣) ∈ 𝐸𝑃 , there exists at least one edge (𝑢′, 𝑣 ′) ∈ 𝐸𝐻 such
that 𝑢′ ∈ 𝜙 (𝑢) and 𝑣 ′ ∈ 𝜙 (𝑣).

(3) One-to-many: Two chains 𝜙 (𝑢) and 𝜙 (𝑣) in the hardware graph do not have any common
nodes with ∀𝑢, 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 , 𝑢 ≠ 𝑣 .

We note that an embedding which satisfies the above three embedding constraints is referred as

a feasible solution.

2.2 Heuristic approaches for the minor embedding problem
In this part, we provide an overview of heuristic solutions for the minor embedding problem,

especially focused on ATOM [21].

Heuristic methods employ a step-by-step approach to construct solutions. In the work of Cai et

al.[5], each step involves embedding a selected node from the logical graph into a suitable set of

nodes in the hardware graph, while satisfying specific conditions. This iterative process continues

until a feasible embedding is obtained. However, this method can encounter a problem when no

appropriate set exists for the selected node. We call it isolated problem. To address this issue, the

latest heuristic method, called ATOM[21], introduces an adaptive topology concept. Given a logical
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graph 𝑃 and a hardware graph 𝐻 , this method consists of three main phases to find a feasible

embedding from 𝑃 to 𝐻 :

(1) Initialization: A solution is initialized as 𝜙 ← ∅, and an embedded set is initialized as𝑈𝑃 ← ∅.
In addition, an permutation of nodes in the logical graph, denoted by 𝑂 = {𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎 |𝑉𝑃 | },
is precomputed heuristically. This permutation is consider as a node order to guide the

embedding process, where each node in the logical graph is iteratively embedded into a chain

of nodes in the hardware graph.

(2) Path construction: In this phase, we iteratively embed nodes in 𝑃 into 𝐻 following the order

of𝑂 through |𝑉𝑃 | steps. Specifically, in the step 𝑡 , the node 𝑎𝑡 is selected. Then, an algorithm,

named NODE EMBEDDING, is designed to find a new embedding 𝜙 ′ such that combination

of 𝜙 ′ and 𝜙 is a feasible embedding for 𝑃 [𝑈𝑃 ∪ {𝑎𝑡 }]. If 𝜙 ′ exists, 𝜙 is updated with 𝜙 ′. This
step is repeated for the subsequent 𝑎𝑡 in the order 𝑂 until 𝑂 is empty. Otherwise, in cases

where a feasible embedding 𝜙 ′ cannot be obtained for node 𝑎𝑡 , it indicates the occurrence of

an isolated problem. In such situations, phase 3 is triggered to handle this problem.

(3) Topology adaption: This phase is to handle the isolated problem. An algorithm, named TOPOL-
OGY ADAPTING, is introduced to expand the current embedding 𝜙 to a new embedding 𝜙𝑒𝑥
in such a way that the isolated problem no longer occurs. Then, it returns to phase 2 where

𝜙 is replaced by 𝜙𝑒𝑥 .

ATOM method guarantees to return a feasible solution after at most 3|𝑉𝑃 | steps. In addition, NODE

EMBEDDING and TOPOLOGY ADAPTING algorithms have low computational complexity. Thus,

ATOM can achieve an efficient performance in practice. However, one limitation of this approach

is that the heuristic strategy used to determine the embedding order 𝑂 may not be optimized, that

can lead to a higher number of required qubits.

2.3 Reinforcement Learning
Reinforcement learning is a framework for addressing the problem of a RL-Agent learning to interact

with an environment, formalized as a Markov Decision Process (MDP)M := ⟨S,A,T ,R, 𝛾⟩, where
S is the set of possible states, A is the set of possible actions, T is the transition function, R(𝑠, 𝑎)
is the reward function, and 𝛾 ∈ [0, 1] is a discount factor that determines the importance of future

rewards. In this framework, the RL-Agent and the environment interact at discrete time steps. At

the time step 𝑡 , the RL-Agent observes a state 𝑠𝑡 ∈ S from the environment. Subsequently, the

RL-Agent selects an action 𝑎 ∈ A based on a policy 𝜋 which is defined as a probability distribution

over actions for each state, i.e., 𝜋 (𝑎𝑡 |𝑠𝑡 ) is the probability of taking action 𝑎𝑡 given the state 𝑠𝑡 . Upon

taking action 𝑎𝑡 , the RL-Agent receives a reward 𝑟𝑡 = R(𝑠𝑡 , 𝑎𝑡 ) and transitions to a new state 𝑠𝑡+1
according to the transition function T . The policy 𝜋 is updated based on the observed interactions

between the RL-Agent and the environment.

There are several methods for updating the policy. In the policy-based reinforcement learning,

the policy is parameterized and updated directly using classical optimizers (i.e. gradient descent).

On the other hand, the value-based reinforcement learning, instead of directly learning the policy

𝜋 , learns to estimate the state-value function which is calculated as the expected sum of discounted

future rewards given a policy 𝜋 . Subsequently, the policy for action selection is updated in a greedy

manner based on the state-value function. The state-value function is expressed as follows:

V𝜋 (𝑠) = E𝜋

[ ∞∑︁
𝑘=0

𝛾𝑘𝑟𝑡+𝑘+1 | 𝑠𝑡 = 𝑠
]

(3)

Following this approach, it is common to use the action-value function or Q-function, denoted

as Q𝜋 (𝑠, 𝑎), which represents the expected cumulative reward if the RL-Agent chooses action 𝑎

ACM Trans. Quantum Comput., Vol. 37, No. 4, Article 111. Publication date: August XXXX.
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under the current state 𝑠 and the policy 𝜋 . Given the state 𝑠′ obtained by taking the action 𝑎 under

the state 𝑠 , the Q-function is presented as follows:

Q𝜋 (𝑠, 𝑎) = 𝐸𝜋

[ ∞∑︁
𝑘=0

𝛾𝑘𝑟𝑡+𝑘+1 | 𝑠𝑡 = 𝑠, 𝑎𝑡 = 𝑎
]
= R(𝑠, 𝑎) + 𝛾V𝜋 (𝑠′) (4)

Recently, hybrid approaches leverage the advantages of both policy-based and value-based

techniques by concurrently learning both a policy and a state-value function. One prominent

method in this approach is the Actor-Critic method which is essential for addressing the exploration-

exploitation trade-off problem in reinforcement learning. In the Actor-Critic paradigm, two key

models are employed: the Actor, parameterized by 𝜃𝐴, which predicts the policy 𝜋 (𝑎 | 𝑠), and the

Critic, parameterized by 𝜃𝐶 , which predicts the state value functionV𝜋 (𝑠). The Policy Gradient

algorithm is commonly utilized to update the parameters𝜃𝐴 and𝜃𝐶 . The objective function employed

in the Policy Gradient method is expressed as follows:

𝐿𝑃𝐺 (𝜃𝐴, 𝜃𝐶 ) = ˆE𝑡 [log𝜋 (𝑎𝑡 | 𝑠𝑡 ) (Q𝜋 (𝑠𝑡 , 𝑎𝑡 ) − V𝜋 (𝑠𝑡 ))] (5)

3 PROPOSED SOLUTIONS

Fig. 2. The performance of a simple approach
tested on (a) graphs with 30 nodes and (b) graphs
with 50 nodes after 40,000 and 80,000 training
steps, respectively. The X-axis represents the num-
ber of training steps, while the Y-axis represents
the success rate. The blue line indicates the train-
ing performance, while the red line indicates the
test performance.

In this section, we initially present our baseline RL

framework, called NaiveRL, and CHARME, our ad-

vanced solution (Sect. 3.1). The three key compo-

nents of CHARME are introduced in subsequent

sections 3.2-3.4 along with its theoretical analysis.

3.1 RL framework
In this part, we first present NaiveRL which is an

initial RL framework for the minor embedding prob-

lem. In this framework, solutions are constructed

by sequentially mapping one node from a given log-

ical graph to one node in a hardware graph. This

approach gives an initial intuition of how to for-

mulate an optimization problem by an RL frame-

work. We then identify drawbacks of this framework

which corresponds to challenges mentioned before.

Accordingly, we introduce CHARME, a chain-based

RL framework which effectively addresses the above

drawbacks of NaiveRL. Unlike NaiveRL, CHARME

constructs solutions by sequentially mapping one

node from a given logical graph to a chain of nodes

in a hardware graph. By doing this, CHARME is

able to maintain the satisfaction of three embedding

constraints after each step of embedding, thereby

ensuring the feasibility of the resulting solutions.

3.1.1 NaiveRL - An Initial RL framework. We

consider a simple RL framework which constructs

solutions by sequentially embedding one node in

logical graph 𝑃 to one unembedded node in the hard-

ware graph 𝐻 . The algorithm terminates when the

ACM Trans. Quantum Comput., Vol. 37, No. 4, Article 111. Publication date: August XXXX.
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found solution satisfies three embedding constraints:

chain connection, global connection, and one-to-many connection. Alternatively, it stops if there is

no remaining unembedded node in 𝐻 . We define the states, actions, transition function and reward

function in the RL framework as follows:

States: A state 𝑠 is a combination of the logical graph 𝑃 , the hardware graph 𝐻 , and a embedding

𝜙 : 𝑉𝑃 → P(𝑉𝐻 ). Specifically, we denote a state at step 𝑡 as 𝑠𝑡 = {𝑃, 𝐻, 𝜙 (𝑡 ) }.
Actions: An action is in form of (𝑢, 𝑣) with 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉𝐻 and 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 . Note that 𝑣 is an unembedded

node which is not in current embedding 𝜙 . The action (𝑢, 𝑣) is equivalent to embedding node 𝑣 in

𝑃 to an unembedded node 𝑢 in 𝐻 .

Transition function:When an action (𝑢, 𝑣) is taken, a new solution 𝜙 ′ with 𝜙 ′ (𝑣) = 𝜙 (𝑣) ∪ {𝑢}
is obtained. The new state is a combination of logical graph 𝑃 , hardware graph 𝐻 , and the new

solution 𝜙 ′.
Reward function: At a step 𝑡 , the reward 𝑟𝑡 for selecting an action (𝑢, 𝑣) consists of two terms.

The first term, named Verification 𝜗𝑡 , is determined based on the quality of resulting solution after

taking an action (𝑢, 𝑣). Specifically, if the solution 𝜙 (𝑡 ) satisfies all three embedding constraints, 𝜗𝑡
is a number of actions taken to reach that state (which is equivalent to 𝑡 ). Otherwise, 𝜗𝑡 is set to 0.

In addition, to address the challenge of sparse rewards caused by the large search space, we

introduce an additional component for the reward function, named Exploration 𝜀𝑡 . This compo-

nent is designed to encourage the RL framework to initially learn from existing solutions before

independently exploring the search space. In particular, 𝜀𝑡 is calculated by the difference between

the action found by our NaiveRL framework at step 𝑡 , denoted as 𝑎𝑡 , and the action found by an

existing step-by-step heuristic method [21] at step 𝑡 , denoted as 𝑎𝑡 . The extent to which exploration

contributes to the reward function is controlled by a variable 𝜎 ∈ [0, 1]. In the initial stages of the

training phase, we set the variable 𝜎 as 0. It implies that in the early steps of training, the policy

of the RL framework mimics the heuristic strategy. As the policy is progressively updated with

precomputed solutions, 𝜎 gradually decreases in proportion to the agent’s success rate in finding

solutions that satisfy the three embedding constraints. To sum up, the reward function 𝑟𝑡 for a

given state 𝑠𝑡 can be expressed as follows:

𝑟𝑡 = −𝜗𝑡 − 𝜀𝑡 = −𝜗𝑡 − (1 − 𝜎) (𝑎𝑡 − 𝑎𝑡 )2 (6)

Limitations of NaiveRL. Here, we assess the practical performance of NaiveRL, in order to

identify its limitations. First, we generate a dataset of 1000 graphs and split them into training

and test sets. Our goal is to train the model on 700 Barabási-Albert (BA) graphs with 𝑛 = 70

nodes and degree 𝑑 = 5 with the aim of enabling effective generalization to the remaining 300

graphs with various sizes (𝑛 ∈ {30, 50}) and a lower degree (𝑑 = 2). Figure 2 illustrates the

limitation in the generalization ability of NaiveRL. Without the exploration term in Equation 6,

the model faced difficulties in finding feasible solutions. Despite an improvement achieved by

adding the exploration term in Equation 6, the model is still struggling to generalize effectively to

unseen graphs. Furthermore, there is no guarantee that NaiveRL can consistently generate feasible

solutions, even with further training. This presents a bottleneck in the quantum annealing process,

as feasible solutions are always necessary. As a result, there is a need for an enhanced and efficient

RL framework design that can generalizes its policy for unseen graphs and ensure the feasibility of

resulting solutions.

3.1.2 CHARME: A chain-based RL solution for the minor embedding problem. To over-

come the limitations of NaiveRL, we introduce our proposed CHARME, a chain-based RL framework

that embeds one node in the logical graph into a chain of nodes in the hardware graph at each step.

CHARME guarantees to find feasible solutions within exact |𝑉𝑃 | steps. Consequently, compared to
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Fig. 3. The workflow of CHARME - achain-based reinforcement learning framework
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Fig. 4. A GNN-based architecture of the models (actor and critic) presenting the policy of the RL-Agent

the naive approach, the chain-based RL framework significantly reduces and simplifies the search

space. In the following, we describe the chain-based RL framework.

States:We use the same definition of states in the former framework. Here, we specify compo-

nents of states in more details. The state 𝑠𝑡 at step 𝑡 contains:

• The logical graph 𝑃 : We represent the logical graph 𝑃 as a tuple (𝑋 (𝑎)
𝑃
, 𝑋
(𝑓 )
𝑃
). 𝑋 (𝑎)

𝑃
∈

{0, 1} |𝑉𝑃 |× |𝑉𝑃 | indicates the adjacency matrix of 𝑃 . Given the number of node features as 𝑑𝑃 ,

𝑋
(𝑓 )
𝑃
∈ R |𝑉𝑃 |×𝑑𝑃 indicates the node feature matrix of 𝑃 . We specify the node features of 𝑃

later.

• The hardware graph 𝐻 : We represent the logical graph 𝐻 as a tuple (𝑋 (𝑎)
𝐻
, 𝑋
(𝑓 )
𝐻
). 𝑋 (𝑎)

𝐻
∈

{0, 1} |𝑉𝐻 |× |𝑉𝐻 | indicates the adjacency matrix of 𝐻 . Given the number of node features as 𝑑𝐻 ,

𝑋
(𝑓 )
𝐻
∈ R |𝑉𝐻 |×𝑑𝐻 indicates the node feature matrix of 𝐻 . We specify the node features of 𝐻

later.

• The solution/embedding: We denote 𝜙 (𝑡 ) : 𝑉𝑃 → P(𝑉𝐻 ) as an embedding from 𝑃 to 𝐻 at

step 𝑡 . Specifically, if a node 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 is embedded onto a node 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉𝐻 , then 𝑢 ∈ 𝜙 (𝑣).

Actions: At step 𝑡 , we denote 𝑈 (𝑡 )
𝑃

as a set of embedded node in 𝑃 . In each step, In each step,

an action 𝑎𝑡 is defined as choosing an unembedded node 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 \𝑈 (𝑡 )𝑃
. From here, for simplicity,
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we consider each action as an unembedded node of 𝑃 . Based on 𝑎𝑡 , we can find the next feasible

embedding 𝜙 (𝑡+1) of 𝑃 [𝑈 (𝑡 )
𝑃
∪ {𝑎𝑡 }] in 𝐻 .

Transition function: Because the given graphs 𝑃 and 𝐻 remain unchanged throughout an

episode (which is explained later), we consider a transition from state 𝑠 (𝑡 ) to state 𝑠 (𝑡+1) as the
transition from 𝜙 (𝑡 ) to 𝜙 (𝑡+1) . The algorithm for state transition will be discussed in the subsequent

section.

Reward function: At step 𝑡 , a reward 𝑟𝑡 for selecting a node 𝑢 ∈ 𝑃 is determined based on two

components. The first component is the qubit gain compared to the current embedding, denoted

as 𝑐𝑡 . This component can be computed as the difference between the number of qubits of 𝜙 (𝑡+1)

and 𝜙 (𝑡 ) . The second component is the exploration term which is similarly defined as that in the

reward function of NaiveRL, with the difference being that the precomputed solution 𝑎𝑡 is obtained

through our proposed exploration algorithm, which we will discuss later. This component plays a

role in facilitating the training process of the chain-based RL framework. To sum up, the reward 𝑟𝑡
is defined as follows:

𝑟𝑡 = −𝑐𝑡 − 𝜀𝑡 = −(|𝜙 (𝑡+1) | − |𝜙 (𝑡 ) |) − (1 − 𝜎) (𝑎𝑡 − 𝑎𝑡 )2 (7)

In order to describe the workflow of CHARME, first of all, we denote a round of finding a solution

for a pair of (𝑃, 𝐻 ) as an episode. Given a training set of logical and hardware graphs, CHARME

runs multiple episodes to explore solutions of pairs of logical and hardware graphs from the training

set. In one episode, the framework constructs a solution through a series of steps. Figure 3 shows

the workflow of CHARME in a step 𝑡 . Specifically, at step 𝑡 of an episode, CHARME receives the

state 𝑠𝑡 including the logical graph, the hardware graph and the corresponding embedding, as

inputs. The RL-Agent uses its policy to map the given state to an appropriate action 𝑎𝑡 , leading

to the next state (Note that the policy of the RL-Agent is also the policy of the RL framework). In

our CHARME, we apply the Actor-Critic method [18] for our policy. The actor and the critic are

represented by two different models with a similar structure which is explained later. Next, the

state transition algorithm takes current state 𝑠𝑡 and chosen action 𝑎𝑡 as inputs to produces the next

state 𝑠𝑡+1. Finally the environment updates state 𝑠𝑡 to 𝑠𝑡+1, and calculates the reward 𝑟𝑡 . Information

in step 𝑡 including states, actions, and rewards is stored in a roll-out buffer which is later used for

updating the RL-Agent’s policy. The episode continues until the RL-Agent reaches the terminal

state where no unembedded node remains.

It is observable that for each episode, the RL-Agent explores an embedding order𝑂 = {𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎 |𝑉𝑃 | }
for a training pair (𝑃, 𝐻 ). By learning from reward signals along with embedding orders, CHARME

is able to generate efficient embedding orders for unseen logical graphs and hardware graphs,

consequently reducing the qubit usage.

3.2 Graph representation and the structure of the policy
In this section, we present an efficient representation of logical and hardware graphs and introduce

a GNN-based structure for the models representing the policy.

As we mentioned in the former section, the logical graph 𝑃 at step 𝑡 is presented by a tuple

(𝑋 (𝑎)
𝑃
, 𝑋
(𝑓 )
𝑃
). In this work, we use the constant feature matrix 𝑋

(𝑓 )
𝑃

= [1] |𝑉𝑃 |×1
for all logical graph

𝑃 . On the other hand, the hardware graph 𝐻 presented by a tuple (𝑋 (𝑎)
𝐻
, 𝑋
(𝑓 )
𝐻
). Specifically, the

feature of a node 𝑢 in 𝐻 corresponds to the logical node embedded in 𝑢. If node 𝑢 is unembedded,

the feature of 𝑢 is −1.

Based on the representation of 𝑃 and 𝐻 , we propose a GNN-based structure for models repre-

senting the RL-Agent’s policy (Figure 4). Specifically, this structure is applied for the actor and

the critic in the RL-Agent. The structure receives an input as a tuple of (𝑃, 𝐻, 𝜙) and returns the
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action probability (for the actor) and state value (for the critic). The flow of the structure starts with

passing the representations of 𝑃 and 𝐻 through GNN layers. GNN layers are powerful for learning

and analysing graph-structured data, so they are capable of extracting information from the logical

and hardware graphs which is essential for the minor embedding problem. Subsequently, given the

numbers of GNN output features corresponding to 𝑃 and 𝐻 as 𝑑 ′
𝑃
and 𝑑 ′

𝐻
respectively, we obtain

updated feature vectors 𝑌𝑃 ∈ R |𝑉𝑃 |×𝑑
′
𝑃 and 𝑌𝐻 ∈ R |𝑉𝐻 |×𝑑

′
𝐻 which are aggregation of topological

information and initial features.

𝑌𝑃 = 𝐺𝑁𝑁 (𝑋 (𝑎)
𝑃
, 𝑋
(𝑓 )
𝑃
) (8)

𝑌𝐻 = 𝐺𝑁𝑁 (𝑋 (𝑎)
𝐻
, 𝑋
(𝑓 )
𝐻
) (9)

We then group nodes in 𝐻 that belong to the same chain in 𝜙 and aggregate their features. In

order to accomplish that, we present𝜙 as a matrix𝑀𝜙 ∈ {0, 1} |𝑉𝐻 |× |𝑉𝑃 | such that for∀𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 , 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉𝐻 ,
𝑀𝜙 [𝑢, 𝑣] = 1 if and only if 𝑢 ∈ 𝜙 (𝑣). As a result, we obtain the aggregated features 𝑌𝑎𝑔𝑔𝑟 ∈ R |𝑉𝑃 |×𝑑

′
𝐻

as follows:

𝑌𝑎𝑔𝑔𝑟 = 𝑌𝐻 ×𝑀𝜙 (10)

This step is important for several reasons. First of all, it eliminates unembedded nodes in the

hardware graph. The information related to unembedded nodes is considered redundant because,

given a fixed hardware topology, the position of unembedded nodes can be inferred from the

embedded nodes. Hence, the information of embedded nodes alone is sufficient to make the

decision about the next action. As a result, filtering out unembedded nodes significantly reduces

computational costs without hindering the convergence of the policy’s parameters. On the other

hand, the information of nodes embedded in the same chain is aggregated. After the aggregation,

the output serves as the features of chains in the hardware graph.

Next, we concatenate 𝑌𝑃 and 𝑌𝑎𝑔𝑔𝑟 to obtain the final embedding feature 𝑌𝑓 𝑖𝑛𝑎𝑙 ∈ R |𝑉𝑃 |× (𝑑
′
𝑃
+𝑑 ′

𝐻
)
.

Subsequently, fully connected layers are applied to transform 𝑌𝑓 𝑖𝑛𝑎𝑙 into the desired output. The

dimension of these layers varies depending on whether the desired output is the action probability

or the state value.

We observe that the final embedding feature 𝑌𝑓 𝑖𝑛𝑎𝑙 , which combines the information from

the logical graph 𝑃 , the hardware graph 𝐻 , and the corresponding embedding 𝜙 , has 𝑂 ( |𝑉𝑃 |)
dimensions. Thus, our proposed architecture addresses the challenge of the state processing by

efficiently combining the information from the graphs and the embedding.

3.3 State transition algorithm
We now present a state transition algorithm that computes the next state based on the current state

and action. This algorithm integrates with the NODE EMBEDDING and TOPOLOGY ADAPTING

algorithms introduced in [21].

Algorithm 1, referred to as STATE TRANSITION algorithm, takes current state 𝑠𝑡 at the time

step 𝑡 including current logical graph 𝑃 , current hardware graph 𝐻 and current embedding 𝜙 (𝑡 ) ,
as well as an action 𝑎𝑡 as inputs. It produces the next state 𝑠𝑡+1 including the logical graph 𝑃 , the
hardware graph 𝐻 and next embedding 𝜙 (𝑡+1) .

Before explaining this algorithm in details, we recall the set of embedded node as 𝑈
(𝑡 )
𝑃

which

can be inferred from 𝜙 (𝑡 ) . Algorithm 1 must guarantee that the resulting next embedding 𝜙 (𝑡+1)

is a feasible embedding of 𝑃 [𝑈 (𝑡 )
𝑃
∪ {𝑎𝑡 }] into 𝐻 . To accomplish that, in details, first we initialize

the decision variable 𝑖𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑑 as True (line 2) and assign 𝜙 as 𝜙 (𝑡 ) (line 3). Then, the node 𝑎𝑡 is
embedded into the current hardware graph 𝐻 by finding an additional embedding 𝜙 ′ through
NODE EMBEDDING algorithm. If the additional embedding 𝜙 ′ is not empty (𝑎𝑡 is successfully

embedded), Algorithm 1 constructs new embedding 𝜙 (𝑡+1) by combining 𝜙 and 𝜙 ′ (line 7). Besides,
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Algorithm 1: STATE TRANSITION

Input: Current state 𝑠𝑡 = (𝑃, 𝐻, 𝜙 (𝑡 ) ), and an action 𝑎𝑡 .

Output: The next state 𝑠𝑡+1
1 Let the set of current embedded node be𝑈

(𝑡 )
𝑃
⊆ 𝑉𝑃 which is inferred from 𝜙 (𝑡 ) .

2 𝑖𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑑 := 𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒

3 𝜙 ← 𝜙 (𝑡 )

4 while 𝑖𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑑 do
5 𝜙 ′ := NODE EMBEDDING(𝑃, 𝐻, 𝜙,𝑈 (𝑡 )

𝑃
, 𝑎)

6 if 𝜙 ′ ≠ ∅ then
7 Initialize 𝜙 (𝑡+1) such that 𝜙 (𝑡+1) (𝑣) := 𝜙 (𝑣) ∪ 𝜙 ′ (𝑣) for ∀𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃
8 𝑋

(𝑓 )
𝐻
(𝑢) := 𝑣 with ∀𝑢 ∈ 𝑉𝐻 , 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 , 𝑢 ∈ 𝜙 (𝑡+1) (𝑣)

9 𝑖𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑑 := False

10 else
11 𝜙 := TOPOLOGY ADAPTING(𝐻,𝜙)

12 return 𝑠𝑡+1 = (𝑃, 𝐻, 𝜙 (𝑡+1) )

it updates new features for the hardware graph 𝐻 following a hardware representation which we

discuss in the previous section (line 8). The next state 𝑠𝑡+1 is a combination of logical graph 𝑃 ,

hardware graph 𝐻 with updated features, and new embedding 𝜙 (𝑡+1) . In the end, we assign the

value of 𝑖𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑎𝑡𝑒𝑑 as False, finish the loop and return the new state 𝑠𝑡+1. Otherwise, if 𝜙 ′ = ∅, we
cannot embed the node 𝑎𝑡 with current embedding. We call this phenomenon as isolated problem.

In order to overcome this bottleneck, we expand current embedding 𝜙 by TOPOLOGY ADAPTING

algorithm (line 11), and repeat the whole process until we find a satisfied additional embedding 𝜙 ′.
From the lemmas provided in the work [21], it can be proven that assuming the current embedding

𝜙 (𝑡 ) is feasible, the next embedding 𝜙 (𝑡+1) of the subsequent state 𝑠𝑡+1 returned by Algorithm 1 is a

feasible embedding of 𝑃 [𝑈 (𝑡 )
𝑃
∪ {𝑎}] in 𝐻 . Additionally, the empty embedding 𝜙 (0) initialized at

step 0 is a feasible embedding of the empty logical graph 𝑃 [∅] in 𝐻 . Consequently, considering
𝑇 = |𝑉𝑃 |, we can recursively infer that the final embedding 𝜙 (𝑇 ) corresponding to the terminal

state 𝑠𝑇 obtained in the𝑇 -th step is a feasible embedding of 𝑃 in 𝐻 . Hence, with the state transition

algorithm, our CHARME effectively addresses the challenge of ensuring feasibility.

3.4 Exploration Strategy
A challenge our proposed RL model needs to address is its efficiency when training with large

instances. Specifically, as the number of nodes in the training logical graphs increases, the number

of possible action sequences grows exponentially. Consequently, it becomes more challenging for

the model to explore good action sequences for learning, potentially leading to an inefficient policy.

In CHARME, we handle this issue by incorporating an exploration term in the reward function as

Equation 7. The philosophy behind the exploration term is that at beginning training steps, when

the policy is still developing, the model aims to replicate precomputed actions 𝑎𝑡 from an existing

method. Subsequently, as the policy undergoes sufficient updates, the model gradually reduces its

reliance on precomputed actions and begins to explore by itself. By doing that, the model can jump

into a region with good solutions at the beginning and start to explore from that region, making

the training more efficient.
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Algorithm 2: ORDER EXPLORATION

Input: Set of generated logical graphs with𝑚 elements G = (𝑃1, . . . , 𝑃𝑚), the hardware
graph 𝐻 = (𝑉𝐻 , 𝐸𝐻 ), the set of rescaling constants B = {𝛽1, . . . , 𝛽𝑚}, the sampling

limit 𝐷 and the exploration limit 𝐾

Output: The embedding orders O = (𝑂1, . . . ,𝑂𝑚)
1 Initialize O = (𝑂1, . . . ,𝑂𝑚) where each 𝑂𝑖 is a random permutation of the set of nodes 𝑉𝑖

2 Initialize return score 𝜇𝑖 = 0 for each graph 𝑃𝑖 and store inM = {𝜇1, 𝜇2, 𝜇3, . . . , 𝜇𝑚}
3 while 𝑖 ≤ 𝐷 do
4 Sample a graph 𝑃𝑖 ∈ G by following the selection probability 𝑝 (𝑃𝑖 |M) in equation 11

5 Calculate 𝜁𝑖 as the efficiency score of 𝑂𝑖

6 𝑚𝑠𝑔,𝑂 ′, _ := ORDER_REFINING(𝑃𝑖 , 𝐻, 0,∅, 𝐾, 𝜁𝑖 )
7 if 𝑚𝑠𝑔 is True then
8 𝑂𝑖 ← 𝑂 ′

9 Calculate 𝜁𝑖 as the efficiency score of 𝑂𝑖

10 𝜇𝑖 =
𝜁𝑖
𝛽𝑖

11 return O

Precomputed actions can be extracted from the solutions of the embedding method in the

work [21]. However, that method focuses on providing a fast minor embedding, so the sequence of

precomputed actions are not carefully refined. In this section, we propose a technique to explore

efficient sequences of precomputed actions in training logical graphs, making the training process

more efficient. To avoid confusion, from here, we mention the sequences including precomputed

actions as embedding orders. We name our proposed technique as Order Exploration.

3.4.1 Overview. Given a logical graph 𝑃 = (𝑉𝑃 , 𝐸𝑃 ) with 𝑇 = |𝑉𝑃 | and a hardware graph 𝐻 =

(𝑉𝐻 , 𝐸𝐻 ), an embedding order𝑂 = (𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑇 ) with 𝑎𝑡 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 , 𝑡 ∈ [1,𝑇 ] results in a set of embeddings

{𝜙 (1) , . . . , 𝜙 (𝑇 ) }. As mentioned in previous sections, given an embedding step 𝑡 , the embedding 𝜙 (𝑡 )

is constructed by inputting Algorithm 1 with 𝜙 (𝑡−1)
and 𝑎𝑡−1 for 𝑡 ∈ [1,𝑇 −1]. We note that the con-

struction of 𝜙 (𝑡 ) may require the topology expansion (i.e. the function 𝑇𝑂𝑃𝑂𝐿𝑂𝐺𝑌_𝐴𝐷𝐴𝑃𝑇𝐼𝑁𝐺

is triggered). We call embeddings that require topology expansion as expansion embeddings. Oth-

erwise, we call them as non-expansion embeddings. The expansion and non-expansion notions

are used later in this section. In addition, we denote 𝐹 (𝑂) = |𝜙 (𝑇 ) | as the efficiency score of 𝑂 .
Order Exploration aims to fast find emebedding orders for training logical graphs such that their

efficiency scores are as small as possible.

The overview of Order Exploration is described in Algorithm 2. Algorithm 2 takes the inputs

as the set of 𝑚 given training logical graphs, denoted as G = (𝑃1, . . . , 𝑃𝑚), the set of rescaling

constants B = {𝛽1, . . . , 𝛽𝑚}, the sampling limit 𝐷 and the exploration limit 𝐾 . The training graph

𝑃𝑖 includes the set of nodes 𝑉𝑖 and the set of edges 𝐸𝑖 . Given a logical graph 𝑃𝑖 ∈ G, we define the
embedding order 𝑂𝑖 = (𝑎1, ..., 𝑎 |𝑉𝑖 | ) as the sequence of precomputed actions for the training graph

𝑃𝑖 . We can see that the position of an action in𝑂 is the step in which the action is embedded in the

hardware graph, so from here, we mention the index of actions in 𝑂 as the embedding step. The

goal of Algorithm 2 is to fast explore𝑚 embedding orders for𝑚 logical training graphs, denoted as

O = (𝑂1, . . . ,𝑂𝑚), such that their efficiency scores are as small as possible.

In general, Algorithm 2 randomly picks a graph 𝑃𝑖 ∈ G and explore the order for 𝑃𝑖 . In details,

first, we initialize embedding orders corresponding to training graphs in G (line 1). Specifically,
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given a graph 𝑃𝑖 = (𝑉𝑖 , 𝐸𝑖 ), we initialize 𝑂𝑖 as a random permutation of the set 𝑉𝑖 . Then, we assign

each graph 𝑃𝑖 with an equal potential score 𝜇𝑖 (line 2). These scores indicate the potential of being

further improved for embedding orders.

After initialization, we start to update embedding orders within 𝐷 steps. For each step, a graph

𝑃𝑖 is sampled from the set G based on the distribution for potential scores (line 4). Specifically, the

selection probability is given as follow:

𝑝 (𝑃𝑖 | M) =
𝜇𝑖∑
𝑖 𝜇𝑖

(11)

Afterward, we calculate the efficiency score 𝜁𝑖 of 𝑂𝑖 (line 5). Then, we refine the order 𝑂𝑖 by the

subroutine Order Refining which is discussed later (line 6). In general, Order Refining aims to find

an order 𝑂 ′ such that its efficiency score is lower than 𝜁𝑖 in 𝐾 exploration steps. The number 𝐾

controls the running time of this subroutine. In addition, Order Refining returns𝑚𝑠𝑔 as 𝑇𝑟𝑢𝑒 if a

better order 𝑂 ′ is found (line 7). If so, we update 𝑂𝑖 as 𝑂
′
(line 8), recalculate the efficiency score 𝜁𝑖

and update the potential score 𝜇𝑖 as follows:

𝜇𝑖 =
𝜁𝑖

𝛽𝑖
(12)

Here, we can select the rescaling constant 𝛽𝑖 as the total number of qubits used for embedding 𝑃𝑖
resulting from an existing embedding method. Thus, the score 𝜇𝑖 , calculated by Equation 12, give

us the gap between our refined solution and the existing solution. Consequently, the larger the gap

is, the higher the likelihood that the corresponding graph will be selected for further refinement. It

is also worth noting that if the initial potential scores are sufficiently large, every graph can be

selected at least once.

When the algorithm finishes discovering, it returns all feasible orders through the set O (line 11).

3.4.2 Order Refining. We observe that an embedding order is a permutation of 𝑉𝑃 , so the space

of embedding orders for 𝑃 is equivalent to the group of permutations of 𝑉𝑃 . Therefore, finding

embedding orders with low efficiency score from this space is challenging. To address this issue, first,

we establish an estimated lower bound on the efficiency scores for a special family of embedding

orders. Then, based on the lower bound, we propose the subroutine Order Refining for fast exploring

orders, described in Algorithm 3.

Before going further in details, we introduce notions used in this section. Given a set 𝑆 , we define

E (𝑆 ) as the group of permutations of 𝑆 . From this, we infer that the space for embedding orders of

𝑃 is E (𝑉𝑃 ) . We also refer to an order 𝑂 ∈ E (𝑉𝑃 ) as a complete order. Considering two disjoint sets

𝑆1 and 𝑆2, we define the concatenation operator on the two groups E (𝑆1 )
and E (𝑆2 )

as the symbol

⊕. Specifically, given two orders 𝑂𝐴 = (𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎 |𝑆1 | ) ∈ E (𝑆1 )
and 𝑂𝐵 = ( ¯𝑏1, . . . , ¯𝑏 |𝑆2 | ) ∈ E (𝑆2 )

, we

have 𝑂𝐴 ⊕ 𝑂𝐵 = (𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎 |𝑆1 | ,
¯𝑏1, . . . , ¯𝑏 |𝑆2 | ) ∈ E (𝑆1∪𝑆2 )

. In addition, considering an order 𝑂𝐴 =

{𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎 |𝑆1 | } ∈ E (𝑆1 )
, we denote the group of complete orders with prefix 𝑂𝐴 as E (𝑉𝑃 )

𝑂𝐴
⊆ E (𝑉𝑃 ) .

Specifically, an order 𝑂 ∈ E (𝑉𝑃 )
𝑂𝐴

is formed as 𝑂 = 𝑂𝐴 ⊕ 𝑂𝐵 where 𝑂𝐵 ∈ E (𝑉𝑃 \𝑂𝐴 )
.

Next, we consider a special prefix type, named non-expansion prefix. Given a subset 𝑆1 ∈ 𝑉𝑃
with 𝑡 = |𝑆1 | + 1, and a prefix𝑂𝐴 = {𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑡−1} ∈ E (𝑆1 )

, we say that𝑂𝐴 is a non-expansion prefix

if all orders 𝑂 = (𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑡−1, 𝑎𝑡 , . . . , 𝑎𝑇 ) ∈ E (𝑉𝑃 )𝑂𝐴
, results in a set of embeddings {𝜙 (1) , . . . , 𝜙 (𝑇 ) }

such that with ∀𝑡 ′ ≥ 𝑡 , 𝜙 (𝑡 ′ ) is non-expansion embedding.

Now, we consider constructing the embedding order by iteratively selecting an action as a

node in 𝑉𝑃 and appending its to the current order. Each step for action selection is denoted as an

embedding step. At the embedding step 𝑡 , we assume that the embedding order𝑂𝐴 = (𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑡−1)
is a non-expansion prefix. In other word, the topology is no longer expanded from the embedding
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step 𝑡 . Theorem 1 gives us the comparison between the number of qubits gained when selecting an

action 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 at the embedding steps 𝑡 and 𝑡 ′ > 𝑡 in this setting.

Theorem 1. Given a hardware graph𝐻 = (𝑉𝐻 , 𝐸𝐻 ) and a logical graph 𝑃 = (𝑉𝑃 , 𝐸𝑃 ) with𝑇 = |𝑉𝑃 |,
assume that at the embedding step 𝑡 , we have the sequence of selected actions𝑂𝐴 = (𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑡−1) as a
non-expansion prefix. We prove that given a node 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 , 𝑣 ∉ 𝑂𝐴, the number of qubits required to
embed 𝑣 at the step 𝑡 is not greater than that required when embedding 𝑣 at the step 𝑡 ′.

Proof. First, we set up notions we use in this proof. We denote the embedding at the embedding

step 𝑡 − 1 as 𝜙 (𝑡−1)
: 𝑉𝑃 → 𝑉𝐻 . Specifically, the embedding 𝜙 (𝑡−1)

is constructed by embedding

actions 𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑡−1 with each action as a node in the logical graph 𝑃 . At the embedding step 𝑡 ,

we denote the set of nodes in 𝑉𝑃 which are already embedded into the hardware as𝑈
(𝑡 )
𝑃

= {𝑣 |𝑣 ∈
𝑉𝑃 , 𝜙

(𝑡−1) (𝑣) ≠ ∅}, while we denote the set of nodes in 𝑉𝐻 which are embedded by a node in the

logical graph as𝑈
(𝑡 )
𝐻

= {𝑢 |𝑢 ∈ 𝑉𝐻 , ∃𝑣 ∈ 𝑈 (𝑡 )𝑃
, 𝑢 ∈ 𝜙 (𝑡−1) (𝑣)}. We note that the set𝑈

(𝑡 )
𝑃

is equivalent

to {𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑡−1}.
We define a path in the hardware graph as 𝑍 = {𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝐿} where 𝐿 is the path length. We

consider a path 𝑍 = {𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝐿} as a clean path at the time 𝑡 if 𝑧𝑖 ∈ 𝑉𝐻 \𝑈 (𝑡 )𝐻
with 𝑖 ∈ [1, 𝐿 − 1] and

𝑧𝑖 ∈ 𝑈 (𝑡 )𝐻
with 𝑖 = 𝐿. From that, we denote the set of all possible clean paths in the embedding step

𝑡 asZ (𝑡 ) . Given a hardware node 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉𝐻 and an logical node 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 , we denote the set of all clean
path from 𝑢 to the chain 𝜙 (𝑡−1) (𝑣) as Z (𝑡 )𝑢𝑣 = {𝑍 = {𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝐿}|𝑍 ∈ Z (𝑡 ) , 𝑧1 = 𝑢, 𝑧𝐿 ∈ 𝜙 (𝑡−1) (𝑣)}.
Note thatZ (𝑡 )𝑢𝑣 = ∅ if 𝜙 (𝑡−1) (𝑣) = ∅. Then, we denote the shortest clean path at the embedding step

𝑡 from 𝑢 to 𝜙 (𝑡−1) (𝑣) as

𝑍
(𝑡 )
𝑢𝑣 = arg min

𝑍 ∈Z (𝑡 )𝑢𝑣

|𝑍 | (13)

At the embedding step 𝑡 , given an unembedded logical node 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 \𝑈 (𝑡 )𝑃
, we denote the number

of qubits gained for embedding 𝑣 into 𝐻 as 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡). From Algorithm 1, we find the an unembedded

hardware node 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉𝐻 \𝑈 (𝑡 )𝐻
such that the size of the union of shortest clean paths from 𝑢 to chains

of neighbors of 𝑣 is minimized. Thus, denoted the set of neighbors of 𝑣 in the logical graph as 𝑁 (𝑣),
we can calculate 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) as follows:

𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) = min

𝑢′∈𝑉𝐻 \𝑈 (𝑡 )𝐻

������ ⋃
𝑣′∈𝑁 (𝑣)

𝑍
(𝑡 )
𝑢′𝑣′

������ (14)

Next, we consider embedding the node 𝑣 the embedding step 𝑡 ′ = 𝑡 + 𝛿 . We assume that an

arbitrary set of actions Δ = {𝑎𝑡 , . . . , 𝑎𝑡+𝛿−1} is embedded in intermediate embedding steps such

that 𝑣 ∉ Δ. We update the set 𝑈
(𝑡 ′ )
𝑃

= 𝑈
(𝑡 )
𝑃
∪ Δ and 𝑈

(𝑡 ′ )
𝐻

= 𝑈
(𝑡 )
𝐻
∪ ⋃

𝑖∈[𝑡,𝑡+Δ−1] 𝜙
(𝑖 ) (𝑎𝑖 ) based

on the assumption that there is no expansion embedding between the embedding step 𝑡 and 𝑡 ′.

Then, we establish the relation between 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) and 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡 ′). First, we observe that 𝑈 (𝑡 )
𝐻
⊂ 𝑈 (𝑡

′ )
𝐻

.

Thus, we imply thatZ (𝑡 ) ⊂ Z (𝑡 ′ ) following byZ (𝑡 )𝑢𝑣 ⊆ Z (𝑡
′ )

𝑢𝑣 for 𝑢 ∈ 𝑉𝐻 , 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 . As a result, from
Equation 13, we have |𝑍 (𝑡 )𝑢𝑣 | ≤ |𝑍 (𝑡

′ )
𝑢𝑣 |. Then, based on Equation 14, given an unembedded node

𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 \𝑈 (𝑡 )𝑃
, we have:

𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) ≤ 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡 ′)

Therefore, the theorem is proven.

□
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Algorithm 3: ORDER REFINING

Input: The training logical graph 𝑃 = (𝑉𝑃 , 𝐸𝑃 ), hardware graph 𝐻 = (𝑉𝐻 , 𝐸𝐻 ), the
embedding step 𝑡 , the prefix 𝑂𝐴 = (𝑎1, . . . 𝑎𝑡−1), the number of recursive steps 𝑘 , and

the qubit threshold 𝜁

Output: Return a message variable𝑚𝑠𝑔, the selected suffix 𝑂𝐵 = (𝑎𝑡 , . . . 𝑎𝑇 ), and the

number of remaining recursive steps 𝑘 ′

1 Initialize 𝑇 ← |𝑉𝑃 |
2 Initialize 𝜙 (0) as an empty embedding

3 for 𝑖 := 1 to 𝑡 − 1 do
4 𝑃, 𝐻, 𝜙 (𝑖 ) ← 𝑆𝑇𝐴𝑇𝐸_𝑇𝑅𝐴𝑁𝑆𝐼𝑇 𝐼𝑂𝑁 ((𝑃, 𝐻, 𝜙 (𝑖−1) ), 𝑎𝑖−1)
5 if 𝑡 > 𝑇 then
6 if |𝜙 (𝑇 ) | < 𝜁 then
7 return True, ∅, 𝑘 − 1

8 else
9 return False, ∅, 𝑘 − 1

10 𝐹 ← |𝜙 (𝑡 ) |
11 𝑈

(𝑡 )
𝑃
← {𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑡−1}

12 for 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 \𝑈 (𝑡 )𝑃
do

13 𝜙 ′ := 𝑆𝑇𝐴𝑇𝐸_𝑇𝑅𝐴𝑁𝑆𝐼𝑇 𝐼𝑂𝑁 ((𝑃, 𝐻, 𝜙 (𝑡 ) ), 𝑣)
14 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) ← |𝜙 ′ | − |𝜙 (𝑡−1) |
15 𝐹 ← 𝐹 +𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡)
16 if 𝐹 > 𝜁 then
17 return False, ∅, 𝑘 − 1

18 𝑘 ′ = 𝑘

19 while 𝑘 ′ > 0 do
20 Randomly select 𝑣 ∈ 𝑉𝑃 \𝑈 (𝑡 )𝑃

21 𝑚𝑠𝑔,𝑂𝐵, 𝑘
′ ← 𝑂𝑅𝐷𝐸𝑅_𝑅𝐸𝐹𝐼𝑁 𝐼𝑁𝐺 (𝑃, 𝐻, 𝑡 + 1,𝑂𝐴 ⊕ (𝑣), 𝑘 ′ − 1, 𝜁 )

22 if 𝑚𝑠𝑔 is True then
23 return True, (𝑣) ⊕ 𝑂𝐵 , 𝑘

′

24 return False, ∅, 0

Based on Theorem 1, given a non-expansion prefix 𝑂𝐴 = (𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑡−1), we establish the lower

bound 𝐹 on the efficiency score of all embedding orders 𝑂 = (𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑡−1, 𝑎𝑡 , . . . , 𝑎𝑇 ) ∈ E (𝑉𝑃 )𝑂𝐴
as

follows:

𝐹 (𝑂) =
���𝜙 (𝑡−1)

��� + ∑︁
𝑡 ′∈[𝑡,𝑇 ]

𝐶 (𝑎𝑡 ′ | 𝑡 ′)

≥
���𝜙 (𝑡−1)

��� + ∑︁
𝑡 ′∈[𝑡,𝑇 ]

𝐶 (𝑎𝑡 ′ | 𝑡)

=

���𝜙 (𝑡−1)
��� + ∑︁

𝑣∈𝑉𝑃 \𝑂𝐴

𝐶 (𝑣 | 𝑡) = 𝐹 (15)
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Later, in the experiment, we show that for general prefix 𝑂𝐴, Theorem 1 is still valid for most of

pairs 𝑡 and 𝑡 ′, proving the usefulness of the lower bound 𝐹 in general.

Then, we propose a subroutine for exploring embedding orders, described in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 takes a training logical graph 𝑃 = (𝑉𝑃 , 𝐸𝑃 ) with 𝑇 = |𝑉𝑃 |, the hardware graph

𝐻 = (𝑉𝐻 , 𝐸𝐻 ), the current embedding step 𝑡 , the prefix order 𝑂𝐴 = {𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝑡 }, the number of

recursive steps 𝑘 and the qubit threshold 𝜁 . Its goal is to find an suffix 𝑂𝐵 such that the efficiency

score of 𝑂 = 𝑂𝐴 ⊕ 𝑂𝐵 is less than 𝜁 within 𝑘 recursive steps. Specifically, Algorithm 3 returns a

message variable𝑚𝑠𝑔, the suffix 𝑂𝐵 and the number of remaining recursive steps 𝑘 ′. The message

variable𝑚𝑠𝑔 indicates whether a feasible suffix𝑂𝐵 is found. If𝑚𝑠𝑔 is equal to 𝐹𝑎𝑙𝑠𝑒 ,𝑂𝐵 is assigned

as ∅.
Here, we provide a detailed explanation of Algorithm 3. First, we reconstruct embeddings 𝜙 (𝑡−1)

based on Algorithm 1 (line 1 - 4). If there is no more node to consider (𝑡 > 𝑇 ), Algorithm 3

compares the efficiency score of the complete embedding order with the threshold 𝜁 to return

appropriate message variable𝑚𝑠𝑔 (line 5 - 9). Then, we calculate the estimated lower bound 𝐹

based on Equation 15 (line 10 - 15). If 𝐹 > 𝜁 , Algorithm 3 stops the current recursion (line 16 - 17).

Finally, a random node 𝑣 is picked and the next recursion at the embedding step 𝑡 + 1 is triggered

with the updated prefix𝑂𝐴 ⊕ (𝑣) and the number of remaining recursive steps 𝑘 ′ (line 19 - 23). The
subroutine, which is triggered at the embedding step 0, can return a complete embedding order

with the efficiency score less than 𝜁 .

4 EXPERIMENTS
This section presents our experimental evaluation with two focuses: 1) confirming the efficiency

of our proposed exploration strategy, and 2) comparing the performance of our end-to-end RL

framework, CHARME, to three state-of-the-art methods: OCT-based [11], Minorminer [5], and

ATOM [21] in terms of the number of qubits used, and the total running time.

4.1 Setup
Dataset. We conduct our experiments on synthetic and real datasets. For the synthetic dataset, we

generate logical graphs using Barabási-Albert (BA) model. In details, we split the synthetic dataset

into a training set and a testing set. The training set, denoted as G𝑠𝑦𝑛 , includes 700 BA graphs

with 𝑛 = 150 nodes and degree 𝑑 = 10, while the testing set includes 300 new graphs which are

generated by varying the number of nodes 𝑛 ∈ {80, 100, 120, 140} and the degree 𝑑 ∈ {2, 5, 10}. The
hardware graph used in this experiment is in form of Chimera topology which is a 45 × 45 grid of

𝐾4,4 unit cells [4]. The experiment on the synthetic dataset aims to evaluate the performance of

CHARME on logical graphs from the same distribution.

Furthermore, we also conduct the experiments on the real dataset which is generated based on the

QUBO formulations of test instances of the Target Identification by Enzymes (TIE) problem proposed

in the work [22]. In particular, different metabolic networks for the TIE problem result in different

QUBO formulations. As we mentioned in previous sections, each specific QUBO formulation

corresponds to a logical graph. Thus, we can generate various logical graphs by varying the

metabolic networks for the TIE problem. In this experiment, we collect 105 metabolic networks

from the KEGG database [14]. Then, we generate corresponding logical graphs by using the QUBO

formulations with these metabolic networks as input. In collected graphs, the number of nodes

ranges from 6 to 165, while the number of edges ranges from 22 to 578. We split the dataset into

three groups based on the ratio between the number of nodes 𝑛, and the number of edges𝑚: low

density group (𝑚 ≤ 2𝑛), medium density group (2𝑛 < 𝑚 ≤ 3𝑛), and high density group (𝑚 > 3𝑛).

We use 70 graphs for training, and preserve the remaining for testing. We denote the training set
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G𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙 . This experiment aimed to illustrate the effectiveness of our hybrid RL model in real-world

scenarios.

Benchmark. To demonstrate the effectiveness of our Order Exploration strategy, we establish

a comparative greedy strategy referred to as Greedy Exploration. Greedy Exploration approach

explores the embedding orders based on the 𝐵∗ algorithm.

Then, we proceed to compare the performance of our end-to-end framework, CHARME, with

three state-of-the-art methods for the minor embedding problem, as outlined below:

• OCT-based [11]: This method follows the top-down approach that minimizes the number of

qubits based on their proposed concept of the virtual hardware framework. In this experiment,

we use the most efficient version of OCT-based, named Fast-OCT-reduce. While the OCT-based

is effective in reducing the number of qubits, it suffers from high computational complexity,

leading to long running time to find a solution. This can pose a bottleneck for quantum

annealing process, especially when frequency of quantum annealing usage has been increased

rapidly.

• Minorminer [5]: This method is a heuristic method developed commercially by D-Wave. This

method finds solutions by adding nodes of a logical graph to the hardware graph sequentially.

Minorminer is an efficient approach for sparse logical graphs.

• ATOM [21]: This method is a heuristic method which finds solutions based on the concept of

adaptive topology. The strength of this method is the ability to find solutions in small running

time without compromising their quality. The concept of adaptive topology is integrated in

CHARME through the state transition algorithm. Thus, by comparing its performance to that

of ATOM, we can assess the effectiveness of RL in leveraging a heuristic method.

Hyper-parameter selection. In the exploration phase, we apply Exploration Order, described

in Algorithm 2, to precompute embedding orders for each graph 𝑃𝑖 ∈ G𝑠𝑦𝑛 ∪ G𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙 . Specifically, we
set the sampling 𝐷 as 10000, the exploration limit 𝐾 as 10

6
and use up to 1024 threads running in

parallel for exploring embedding orders.

For training, the method for GNN layers in both actor and critic models is graph convolutional

networks [16]. Each model has three GNN layers. The learning rate for the actor model is 3 × 10
−4
,

while the learning rate for the critic model is 10
−5
. The number of episodes to update policy is 100,

and the batch size in each update is 290.

For inference, due to the stochastic in behaviours of machine learning models, we sample 10

solutions for each testcase, and report the solution with the least number of qubits. In addition, we

use multi-processing for sampling solutions, so the actual running time of inference is equal to the

time to sample one solution.

4.2 Results
4.2.1 The performance of the proposed exploration strategy. This section demonstrates the utility

of Order Exploration in generating precomputed actions, commonly referred to as embedding

orders, to streamline the training process of CHARME. Our experiments are designed to assess two

key aspects: 1) the effectiveness of Theorem 1 with general prefix that implies the the practical

significance of the lower bound outlined in Equation 15, and 2) the overall performance of our

proposed exploration strategy in terms of the efficiency scores of resulting embedding orders.

The effectiveness of Theorem 1 with general prefix. In this experiment, we designed a meticu-

lous procedure to evaluate the effectiveness of Theorem 1 for general prefix orders which are not

necessarily non-expansion. Specifically, we compare the number of qubits gained when embedding

a same node 𝑣 at two different embedding steps 𝑡 and 𝑡 + 𝛿 , denoted as 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) and 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡 + 𝛿). In
Theorem 1, we prove that 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) ≤ 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡 + 𝛿) if there is no expansion embedding between 𝑡 and
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Fig. 5. The figure highlights the performance of Order Exploration and Greedy Exploration in discovering
embedding orders for training graphs in synthetic training set under various settings of (𝑛,𝑑). In subfigures,
the x-axis denotes the number of exploration steps, while the y-axis represents the corresponding efficiency
scores of the resulting orders. As a result, in these subfigures, each orange (blue) point indicates the best
efficiency score of the embedding order resulted by Order Exploration (Random Exploration) after a specific
number of exploration steps.

𝑛 80 100 120 140

d 2 5 10 2 5 10 2 5 10 2 5 10

Early embedded gain 5.36 14.09 17.15 6.01 15.28 23.19 6.28 17.75 30.66 7.07 21.78 36.85

Late embedded gain 8.94 18.73 25.70 11.57 22.81 34.62 12.20 29.14 56.02 17.75 38.72 67.02

Table 2. Comparison of the number of qubits required to embed a randomly selected node into a hardware
graph before (early embedded gain) and after (late embedded gain) the expansion of the topology.

𝑡 + 𝛿 . Thus, our focus here lies on comparing 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) and 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡 + 𝛿) when at least one expansion

embedding exists between these steps. Given a graph 𝑃 = (𝑉𝑃 , 𝐸𝑃 ) ∈ G𝑠𝑦𝑛 ∪ G𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙 , the procedure
for selecting 𝑣 , 𝑡 , and 𝛿 unfolds as follows. First, we randomly select a subset 𝑆𝑃 ⊂ 𝑉𝑃 following

by selecting a random prefix 𝑂𝐴 ∈ E (𝑆𝑃 ) . We select 𝑣 as a random node in 𝑉𝑃 \ 𝑆𝑃 . Next, we need
to select 𝑡 and 𝛿 such that there exists one expansion embedding from 𝑡 to 𝑡 + 𝛿 . In details, we

start with iteratively embedding nodes following the prefix order 𝑂𝐴. Subsequently, we randomly

embed nodes 𝑣 ′ ∈ 𝑉𝑃 \ 𝑆𝑃 , 𝑣 ′ ≠ 𝑣 until we obtain an expansion embedding at step |𝑆𝑃 | + 𝜏 . Finally, 𝑡
is assigned as |𝑆𝑃 | + 𝜏 − 1 and 𝛿 is randomly selected such that 𝛿 ≥ 1. By repeatedly performing

this procedure, we can obtain different 𝑣 , 𝑡 , and 𝛿 for each training graph. For each triplet (𝑣, 𝑡, 𝛿)
of a given training graph, 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) and 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡 + 𝛿) is calculated similarly as discussed in Theorem 1.
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Fig. 6. The figure highlights the performance of Order Exploration and Greedy Exploration (𝐵∗ style) in
discovering embedding orders for training graphs in the real training set under various graph types including
low density, medium density and high density. In subfigures, the x-axis denotes the number of exploration
steps, while the y-axis represents the corresponding efficiency scores of the resulting orders. As a result, in
these subfigures, each orange (blue) point indicates the best efficiency score of the embedding order resulted
by Order Exploration (Random Exploration) after a specific number of exploration steps.

For each setting of (𝑛,𝑑), we measure the average of 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) and 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡 + 𝛿) on all triplet (𝑣, 𝑡, 𝛿)
sampled from graphs with the setting (𝑛,𝑑). We denote the average on 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡) and 𝐶 (𝑣 |𝑡 + 𝛿) as
early embedded gain and late embedded gain respectively.

The results are illustrated in Table 2. Across all (𝑛,𝑑) configurations, the average qubit require-
ment for embedding a node prior to topology expansion (early embedded gain) is consistently

lower compared to post-topology expansion (late embedded gain). Interestingly, when the graph’s

density increases, the difference in qubit gain between before and after topology expansion become

more significant. This trend can be attributed to the expansion of the topology, which, on average,

elongates the length of clean paths. Consequently, embedding a node after topology expansion

tends to incur higher costs. These observations highlight the significance of the lower bound 𝐹 on

the efficiency score of embedding orders with a general prefix, as derived from Equation 15.

The efficiency in exploring orders. In this experiment, we conducted a comparison between

Order Exploration and Greedy Exploration to assess their effectiveness in exploring embedding

orders for training logical graphs across various node sizes and degrees (𝑛,𝑑). Figure 5 presents
subfigures corresponding to each setting (𝑛,𝑑) of logical graphs in the synthetic training set G𝑠𝑦𝑛 .
Each subfigure showcases the efficiency scores of embedding orders resulted from both strategies

with variations in the exploration limit 𝐾 which is mentioned in Algorithm 2. We recall that given

a logical graph 𝑃 and a hardware graph 𝐻 , the efficiency score of an embedding order 𝑂 is the

number of qubits when embedding 𝑃 into 𝐻 following the order 𝑂 .

The results depicted in the subfigures highlight the superior performance of Order Exploration

over Greedy Exploration across all (𝑛,𝑑) settings. In detals, the disparity becomes more significant

with increasing values of 𝑛 and 𝑑 . For example, with (𝑛,𝑑) = (80, 2), the average efficiency score of

Order Exploration is approximately 2% less than that of Random Exploration, while with (𝑛,𝑑) =
(140, 10), the gap increases to around 9%. Furthermore, we observe that the disparity also widens

as the exploration limit 𝐾 increases from 0 to 10
6
. The key difference between two methods is

the lower bound derived from Theorem 1. Thus, by these results, we assert the practical utility

of Theorem 1 in guiding the exploration of embedding orders, particularly in scenarios involving

large (𝑛,𝑑) values and high exploration limits 𝐾 .

Similarly, when applied to the real training set G𝑟𝑒𝑎𝑙 , the Order Exploration approach consis-

tently outperforms Greedy Exploration in terms of efficiency scores (Figure 6). Specifically, when
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n 80 100 120 140

degree 2 5 10 2 5 10 2 5 10 2 5 10

OCT-based 357.76 845.38 1222.11 515.74 1263.32 1850.9 725.84 1782.18 2607.06 931.24 2348.74 3488.18
Minorminer 338.56 1236.88 2110.16 501.56 1914.18 3313.24 664.76 2632.82 4854.10 830.56 3554.01 6573.84

ATOM 384.06 1126.14 1815.72 546.62 1782.86 2882.72 727.46 2560.36 4217.48 998.58 3448.24 5621.88

CHARME 324.62 1027.36 1686.20 485.16 1580.08 2566.14 655.88 2263.66 3870.02 821.88 3082.59 5100.54

Table 3. The average qubit usage of four methods including OCT-based, Minorminer, ATOM, and CHARME
corresponding to 12 different graphs’ sizes in the synthetic dataset.

Fig. 7. Comparison between four methods in term of running time.

dealing with low-density and medium-density graphs, we observe that the disparity between Order

Exploration and Greedy Exploration is small. This is because the small number of nodes and edges

limit the available options for embedding orders. However, when dealing with high-density graphs,

Order Exploration significantly outperforms Greedy Exploration. Specifically, Order Exploration

requires approximately 1100 qubits, while Greedy Exploration requires more than 1600 qubits for

its solution. This illustrates the superior performance of Order Exploration, particularly in settings

involving high-density graphs.

4.2.2 The performance of CHARME. In this experiment, we compare the performance of CHARME

against three state-of-the-art methods in the synthetic and real datasets.

The synthetic dataset. Here, we assess the performance of CHARME approach in the synthetic

dataset, focusing on the number of qubits used and the running time. The goals of this experiment

are as follows:

• We evaluate how effectively CHARME framework leverages the heuristic method ATOM.

• We compare the quality of solutions in terms of the number of qubits obtained by CHARME

approach with three state-of-the-art methods.

• We measure the inference time of CHARME approach and compare it with the running time

of other methods to assess its computational efficiency.

Table 3 presents the average number of qubits obtained from solutions generated by four meth-

ods for various pairs of size and degree (𝑛,𝑑) of logical graphs. First of all, the results imply

that CHARME leverages the heuristic strategy used in ATOM. Across all pairs (𝑛,𝑑), CHARME

consistently provides solutions with fewer qubits compared to ATOM. In particular, CHARME

achieves 11.36% reduction in qubit usage compared to ATOM. This observation not only indicates

the efficiency of the proposed CHARME framework, but it also illustrates the generalization ability
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(a) Low density (b) Medium density (c) High density

Fig. 8. The frequency of finding the best solutions in term of qubit usage of three methods applied to three
groups of the real world dataset categorized as (a) low density (b) medium density (c) high density.

of the RL framework because the policy learnt from the training set can perform well for new

graphs with different sizes and degrees.

Turning to solution quality, the results in Table 3 demonstrate an out-performance three state-of-

the-art methods in term of qubit usage in test cases with degree 𝑑 = 2. On average, in these cases,

CHARME achieves 2.52% of reduction in term of qubit usage, compared to current best methods. In

other cases, although CHARME cannot overcome the OCT-based in term of qubit usage, it still

outperforms Minorminer and ATOM. This observation, combined with the subsequent analyse

of running time is important to illustrate the practical effectiveness of CHARME in handling the

minor embedding problem.

Finally, we examine the running time of four methods. The results in Figure 7 illustrate that the

running time of OCT-based is significantly larger than the running time of three other methods. In

particular, the running time of OCT-based is approximately 6 times bigger than the running time

of the second slowest method, Minorminer. Thus, although OCT-based is efficient in term of qubit

usage in some certain cases, its expensive running time can pose a significant bottleneck in practical

quantum annealing process. On the other hand, the running time of CHARME is comparable to the

fastest method, ATOM. Furthermore, as we mentioned above, CHARME can offer better solutions

than Minorminer and ATOM in all cases. Therefore, CHARME can be the optimal choice for tackling

minor embedding problem in practice, especially when current quantum annealers must handle

user requests immediately due to the raising demand on their utilization.

The real dataset. Here, we assess the performance of CHARME in comparison to OCT-based and

Minorminer in a real dataset. To evaluate these methods, we measure the frequency at which each

approach achieves the best solutions across three testing groups: low density, medium density, and

high density. Additionally, we analyze the running time of the three methods for various sizes of

graphs.

Figure 8 illustrates the frequency of finding the best solutions in term of qubit usage of three

methods for various testing groups including low density, medium density and high density. First,

the CHARME method consistently outperforms the competitors, achieving the highest frequency

of finding solutions with the fewest qubits in all three testing groups. Remarkably, the frequency of

CHARME method is always above 50%, illustrating its superiority. Another interesting observation

is in the performance of the OCT-based method which works well on the synthetic dataset, but

struggles on the actual QUBO-based dataset. This phenomena is due to the sparse nature of logical
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Fig. 9. Comparison between three methods in term of running time in the real world dataset with the number
of nodes ranging from 6 to 165.

graphs formed by actual QUBO formulation, making top-down approaches like Minorminer and

CHARME more efficient choices.

On the other hand, Figure 9 presents the running time analysis of the three methods. We observe

a similar trend in the running time for the real-world dataset compared to the synthetic dataset.

Specifically, the running time for Minorminer and CHARME method is comparable, while the

OCT-based method exhibits significantly higher running times. That further confirms the efficiency

of top down approaches in handling the real world dataset. In addition, the running time line of

CHARME is smoother than lines of Minorminer and OCT-based which exhibit some fluctuations.

This observation suggests that CHARME’s performance is more stable compared to its competitors.

5 CONCLUSION
In conclusion, our work introduces CHARME, a novel approach using Reinforcement Learning (RL)

to tackle the minor embedding Problem in QA. Through experiments on synthetic and real-world

instances, CHARME demonstrates superior performance compared to existing methods, including

fast embedding techniques like Minorminer and ATOM, as well as the OCT-based approach known

for its high-quality solutions but slower runtime. Additionally, our proposed exploration strategy

enhances the efficiency of CHARME’s training process. These results highlight the potential of

CHARME to address scalability challenges in QA, offering promising avenues for future research

and application in quantum optimization algorithms.
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