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Abstract—Global Positioning System (GPS) plays a critical role
in navigation by utilizing satellite signals, but its accuracy in
urban environments is often compromised by signal obstructions.
Previous research has categorized GPS reception conditions into
line-of-sight (LOS), non-line-of-sight (NLOS), and LOS+NLOS
scenarios to enhance accuracy. This paper introduces a novel
approach using quantum support vector machines (QSVM) with
a ZZ feature map and fidelity quantum kernel to classify urban
GPS signal reception conditions, comparing its performance
against classical SVM methods. While classical SVM has been
previously explored for this purpose, our study is the first to apply
QSVM to this classification task. We conducted experiments using
datasets from two distinct urban locations to train and evaluate
SVM and QSVM models. Our results demonstrate that QSVM
achieves superior classification accuracy compared to classical
SVM for urban GPS signal datasets. Additionally, we emphasize
the importance of appropriately scaling raw data when utilizing
QSVM.

I. INTRODUCTION

Global positioning system (GPS) is one of the global navi-
gation satellite systems (GNSS) that utilize signals transmitted
from satellites to determine users’ positions, and GPS is
the most commonly used positioning and navigation system.
However, in urban areas, GPS signals are often obstructed
or reflected by buildings, resulting in degraded accuracy [1].
Previous studies [2] have attempted to address this issue
by classifying GPS signal reception conditions into line-of-
sight (LOS), non-line-of-sight (NLOS), and situations where
both LOS and NLOS signals are received simultaneously
(LOS+NLOS) to enhance positioning accuracy.

Support vector machine (SVM) [3] stands out as one of
the most effective machine learning algorithms for solving
classification problems, particularly through the use of kernel
methods. With ongoing research in quantum computing within
the field of machine learning, a novel type of kernel called
the quantum kernel has been proposed [4], which offers
the potential for quantum advantage unattainable by classical
computers. SVMs using a quantum kernel are referred to as
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TABLE I
NUMBER OF DATA SAMPLES COLLECTED FROM LOCATIONS P1 AND P2

Location P1 P2

Data set T0 T1 T2

Total 160 41 120

LOS 80 23 80

NLOS 40 10 10

LOS+NLOS 32 8 30

quantum support vector machines (QSVM) [4]. In this paper,
we propose a method for classifying urban GPS signal recep-
tion conditions using QSVM and compare its classification
performance with that of classical SVM.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

A. GPS Signal Data

The GPS signal data were collected using dual-polarized
antennas and GNSS receivers from locations P1 and P2, which
were also used in our previous study [2]. The features for
training included the difference in carrier-to-noise density ratio
(C/N0) between right-hand circularly polarized (RHCP) and
left-hand circularly polarized (LHCP) signals, along with the
satellite elevation angle. Table I shows the number of data
samples per dataset used in our experiments. The T0 and T1
datasets are from location P1, while T2 is from location P2.
Due to limitations of the quantum simulator, we used a small
number of features and data samples for QSVM experiments.
All feature values were scaled to a range of 0 to 1 using the
MinMaxScaler from scikit-learn [5].

B. Experimental Configuration

The experiments were conducted in two phases. Initially,
SVM and QSVM models were trained using the T0 dataset
and tested on the T1 dataset. Subsequently, SVM and QSVM
models were trained with the combined T0 and T1 datasets
and evaluated on the T2 dataset.

The QSVM model used in this study employed the ZZ
feature map as the feature map and utilized a quantum kernel
that calculates fidelity using the compute-uncompute method
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Fig. 1. Qauntum circuit for the ZZ feature map.

Fig. 2. Comparison of decision boundaries between SVM and QSVM trained
with the T0+T1 dataset

[4]. The ZZ feature map quantum feature map that initializes
the quantum circuit’s initial state to all |0⟩ states, then applies
quantum gate operations using the data as parameters for the
unitary gates. Fig. 1 illustrates the quantum circuit of ZZ
feature map. After the feature mapping of data, the fidelity
quantum kernel calculates the fidelity between quantum states.
All QSVM experiments were conducted utilizing the Qiskit
Sampler primitive rather than actual quantum computers, with
a specified shot count of 1000. For comparison, the classical
SVM model used the radial basis function (RBF) kernel.
Neither the QSVM nor the SVM models underwent parameter
optimization in this study.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Decision boundaries of SVM and QSVM models trained
with the T0+T1 datasets are illustrated in Fig. 2. Pink regions
denote LOS, green for NLOS, and gray for LOS+NLOS.
Red dots represent LOS data, green dots NLOS, and blue
dots LOS+NLOS in T0+T1. QSVM and SVM exhibit distinct
decision boundaries within the marked area. QSVM shows ver-
tically connected LOS+NLOS regions crossing NLOS, while
SVM’s NLOS region is horizontally connected despite using
the same dataset, leading to varied classification accuracy.

The performance validation was conducted using classifi-
cation accuracy, which is the ratio of correctly classified data
points to the total number of data points in the dataset. Table II
presents the results of evaluating the models trained on the T0
dataset using the T1 dataset, along with the results of training
on both the T0 and T1 datasets and evaluating on the T2
dataset. For the evaluation with the T1 dataset, experimental
results showed that the classification accuracy of QSVM
reached 0.8, which is higher than the 0.7 accuracy achieved by
SVM. Regarding the evaluation with the T2 dataset, QSVM

TABLE II
CLASSIFICATION ACCURACY OF SVM AND QSVM FOR THE T1 AND T2

DATASETS

T1 T2

QSVM 0.8 0.78

SVM 0.7 0.68

achieved a classification accuracy of 0.78, which was higher
than the 0.68 accuracy achieved by SVM. Both QSVM and
SVM showed decreased accuracy when evaluated with the T2
dataset compared to T1, as expected due to data collection
from different locations.

We investigated the impact of data scaling on QSVM
classification accuracy by conducting experiments with raw
and scaled datasets. When using raw data, QSVM achieved
lower accuracy: 0.61 for training on T0 dataset followed by T1
dataset evaluation and 0.43 for training on combined T0+T1
datasets followed by T2 dataset evaluation, compared to 0.8
and 0.78 respectively with scaled data. This discrepancy arises
from the ZZ feature map’s sensitivity to data representation,
where scaling raw data to a range of 0 to 1 optimizes
performance by aligning data within the necessary 0 to 2π
range for effective quantum state mapping.

IV. CONCLUSION

This paper explores the application of QSVM using a ZZ
feature map and fidelity quantum kernel for classifying GPS
signal reception conditions, contrasting its effectiveness with
classical SVM employing an RBF kernel. The study utilizes T0
and T1 datasets from location P1, and T2 dataset from location
P2, with experiments conducted in two phases: training on
T0 dataset followed by T1 dataset evaluation, and training on
combined T0+T1 datasets followed by T2 dataset evaluation.
Data preprocessing involved scaling to range between 0 and
1. Results indicate QSVM consistently outperformed SVM
in both experimental phases. Additionally, scaling data to a
range between 0 and 2π significantly influenced QSVM’s
classification accuracy.

REFERENCES

[1] M. Jia, H. Lee, J. Khalife, Z. M. Kassas, and J. Seo, “Ground vehicle
navigation integrity monitoring for multi-constellation GNSS fused with
cellular signals of opportunity,” in Proc. IEEE ITSC, 2021, pp. 3978–
3983.

[2] S. Kim and J. Seo, “Machine-learning-based classification of GPS signal
reception conditions using a dual-polarized antenna in urban areas,” in
Proc. IEEE/ION PLANS, Apr. 2023, pp. 113–118.

[3] V. Vapnik, The Nature of Statistical Learning Theory. Springer Science
& Business Media, 2013.
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