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Replicating chaotic characteristics of non-linear dynamics by machine learning (ML) has recently drawn wide
attentions. In this work, we propose that a ML model, trained to predict the state one-step-ahead from several
latest historic states, can accurately replicate the bifurcation diagram and the Lyapunov exponents of discrete
dynamic systems. The characteristics for different values of the hyper-parameters are captured universally
by a single ML model, while the previous works considered training the ML model independently by fixing
the hyper-parameters to be specific values. Our benchmarks on the one- and two-dimensional Logistic maps
show that variational quantum circuit can reproduce the long-term characteristics with higher accuracy than
the long short-term memory (a well-recognized classical ML model). Our work reveals an essential difference
between the ML for the chaotic characteristics and that for standard tasks, from the perspective of the relation
between performance and model complexity. Our results suggest that quantum circuit model exhibits potential
advantages on mitigating over-fitting, achieving higher accuracy and stability.

Introduction.— To what extent can a machine learning
(ML) model learn from the dynamical data of a chaotic sys-
tem? Chaos refers to a seemingly disorderly but deterministic
behavior of dynamic systems [1, 2], which appears in a wide
range of realistic scenarios that are deemed highly non-linear
(such as population growth [3] and atmosphere [4]). A chaotic
system possesses several exotic properties, including high
sensitivity to the initial conditions and perturbations [1, 2].
This makes the time series prediction (TPS), particularly after
a long-time evolution, almost infeasible.

ML has been demonstrated as a powerful approach for TPS.
For instance, neural networks, such as the widely-recognized
long short-term memory (LSTM) [5, 6] and the transformer
models developed most recently [7], exhibit excellent perfor-
mances in, e.g., weather forecasting [10, 11]. The ML-based
TSP for chaotic systems involve two key issues: (i) short-term
prediction of the system’s states [12–14], and (ii) long-term
prediction/replication of the statistical/ergodic dynamical be-
haviors [15–19]. Focusing on the second issue, the previ-
ous works mainly attempted to replicate by fixing the hyper-
parameters of the dynamical system to be specific values (see,
e.g., Refs. [15–17]). It is of greater challenge and importance
to use a single ML model for universally capturing the char-
acteristics with the hyper-parameters varying in a non-trivial
range, which remains an open issue.

In this work, we show that a ML model, which is trained to
predict the state one-step-ahead from M latest historic states,
can replicate the long-term chaotic characteristics of discrete
dynamical systems. We utilize both classical and quantum
ML models, namely LSTM [5, 6] and variational quantum cir-
cuit [20, 21] (specifically automatically-differentiable quan-
tum circuit [22], ADQC in short), to learn the one- and two-
dimensional Logistic maps [3, 23, 24]. The long-term char-
acteristics, including bifurcation diagram and Lyapunov ex-
ponents, are simulated by iterating the ML map for suffi-
ciently many steps. These characteristics, for which the hyper-
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The illustration on the main process of time-
series prediction by machine learning. The top-left panel shows the
one-dimensional Logistic map [Eq. (1)] as an example. By imple-
menting the µ-tuned pre-processing map [see Eqs. (4) and (5)], a
sample (the data of several states) is mapped to a series of vectors
as the input of the ML model such as automatically-differentiable
quantum circuit (ADQC) illustrated in the bottom-left panel. The
ML model is optimized by minimizing the loss function that is taken
as the root mean-square error of the one-step-ahead predictions [see
the bottom-right panel and Eq. (3).

parameter of the Logistic map varies from stable to chaotic
regions, are well replicated by a single ML model.

Our results suggest that enhancing the model complex-
ity generally shows no beneficial effects on improving the
accuracy of replicating the long-term characteristics due to
the high sensitivity to over-fitting. ADQC achieves remark-
ably higher accuracy and stability than LSTM, particularly
for replicating the Lyapunov exponents. These results demon-
strate the validity and potential advantage of quantum circuit
models on mitigating over-fitting in replicating chaotic char-
acteristics.

Classical and quantum machine learning for time series
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prediction.— A dynamical system can be generally written as
a map xt+1 = f(xt), with xt called the state of system at the
(discrete) time t. Here, we take the 1D Logistic chaotic map as
an example, which is a fundamental nonlinear dynamical sys-
tem (see the top-left panel of Fig. 1), with wide applications
in understanding chaotic phenomena and generating random
numbers [3]. The map satisfies

f(xt;µ) = µxt(1− xt), (1)

with 0 ≤ µ ≤ 4 the hyper-parameter.
A ML model is also essentially a map. Considering the pre-

diction of the state one-step-ahead from the latest M historic
states, the ML map can be formally written as

ỹ = F (x1, x2, ..., xM ;W ), (2)

with W denoting all the variational parameters of the ML
model. The time series generated by the dynamical system
f is used to train the ML model. Accordingly, a ML sample
is a piece of the time series with the data of M states, and the
label of this sample is the ground truth of the state one-step-
ahead given by f , i.e., y = f(xM ) = xM+1. A state in a
sample is also called a feature in the language of ML.

A ML model can be trained by minimizing the prediction
error on the so-called training samples. We discretize the
hyper-parameter µ into 50 different values in the range of
2 < µ ≤ 4. For each value of µ, we generate 2000 samples
as the training set, where each sample is obtained by itera-
tively implementing the dynamical map on a random state for
(M − 1) times. The variational parameters are optimized by
minimizing the root mean-square error (RMSE)

L =

√
1

N

∑
n

(ỹ[n] − y[n])
2
, (3)

where ỹ[n] denotes the prediction of the ML model for the
n-th sample, y[n] denotes the ground truth (the label of this
sample), and the summation over n goes through the whole
training set. The gradient descent method is used to update
variational parameters as W → W − η ∂L

∂W with η a small
positive constant known as the gradient step or learning rate.

We here consider LSTM and ADQC for ML. LSTM is a
recognized classical ML model for TSP. It belongs to the vari-
ants of recursive neural networks [25, 26] and addresses the
issues of vanishing and exploding gradients by introducing
the so-called gate functions. ADQC belongs to the variational
quantum circuits. Its main advantage is a universal parameter-
ization way of the quantum gates, so that one does not need to
specify the types (rotation, phase-shift, controlled-NOT, etc.)
of gates but just design the structure of the circuit. We use
the brick-wall structure as illustrated in bottom-left panel of
Fig. 1. The prediction is obtained by measuring the last qubit
of the quantum state after implementing the ADQC.

For universally replicating the characteristics of the dynam-
ical system with varying hyper-parameter [say µ in Eq. (1)]
using a single ML model, we propose to introduce a µ-tuned
trainable pre-processing on the samples before inputting them
to the ML model. Our idea is to map each feature (which is

a scalar) to vector by a µ-tuned trainable map, say x[n]t →
v[n,t] = (v

[n,t]
1 , v

[n,t]
2 , · · · , v[n,t]d ), with x[n]t the t-th feature of

the n-th sample and d = dim(v[n,t]) a preset dimension. In
this way, a sample is mapped to a set of vectors. Note that
both LSTM and ADQC can take a set of vectors as input.

The pre-processing map also depends on some variational
parameters that will be optimized in the training stage. We
here define the pre-processing map as

v
[n,t]
k =

∑
i,j

ξi(x
[n]
t ; θ)ξj(µ

[n]; θ)Tijk. (4)

The (d×d×d)-dimensional tensor T will be optimized when
training the ML model. The vectors ξ(x[n]t ; θ) and ξ(µ[n]; θ),
which are both d-dimensional, are obtained by the following
map that transforms a scalar to a normalized vector [27]. For
a given scalar (say a), the j-th elements of the resulting vector
ξ(a; θ) satisfies

ξj(a; θ) =

√(
d− 1

j − 1

)
cos

(
θπ

2
a

)d−j

sin

(
θπ

2
a

)j−1

. (5)

The parameter θ will also be optimized (independently on µ
and samples) in the training stage. Note since the training
samples are obtained from the dynamics taking different val-
ues of µ, one should take µ[n] in Eq. (4) to be the correspond-
ing value of µ for the n-th sample.

The pre-processing map can be generalized to the dy-
namical system that contains multiple variables and hyper-
parameters. We can always use Eq. (5) and map these vari-
ables (hyper-parameters) to multiple d-dimensional vectors.
More details about the dataset and ML models, including pre-
processing, forward and backward propagations, prediction,
and settings of hyper-parameters can be found in the Appen-
dices.

Numerical results and discussions.— Fig. 2 demonstrates
the ability of LSTM and ADQC on the prediction of the states
with different values of µ. In (a), we show the bifurcation
diagrams obtained by ADQC and LSTM, which are consistent
with the one given by the Logistic map (see the inset). Each
data point in the diagrams is obtained by iterating the map
(the Logistic map or those of the ML models) for more than
200 times (which is sufficiently large), starting from a random
state. We take 500 random states for each value of µ, which
are taken differently from those of the training samples. The
dense of the data points is indicated by the darkness of the
colors. Note we define the samples generated by these initial
states as the testing set. Since these samples are not used to
train the ML model, the testing set is used reveals the so-called
generalization ability, which refers to the power of the ML
model on dealing with the unlearned samples.

The similarity between two bifurcation diagrams can be
characterized by the peak signal-to-noise ratios (PSNR) rP,
which is widely used in the field of computer vision to char-
acterize the similarity between two images [29]. We have
rP = 43.40 and 43.58 by comparing the ground-truth dia-
gram by Logistic map with the ones by LSTM and ADQC,
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FIG. 2. (Color online) (a) The bifurcation diagrams obtained by
ADQC, LSTM, and Logistic map (see the inset). The dense of the
data points is indicated by the darkness of the colors. (b) The semi-
logarithmic plot of the relative εR versus time t in different regions of
the bifurcation diagram. We take µ = 2.2, 3.2, 3.4, and 3.92, which
give three negative and one positive values for the Lyapunov expo-
nent. The exponential growth of εR for µ = 3.92 is fitted by Eq. (7)
with the exponential index η = 0.44 (see the black solid line). The
table in (b) gives the η for different values of µ in the chaotic region.

respectively. Such a consistency between the bifurcation di-
agrams does not require to accurately predict the states, but
requires the validity of accurately replicating the distribution
of the states after long-term evolutions.

In Fig. 2(b), we show the relative error εR =
1
N

∑N
n=1

∣∣(ỹ[n] − y[n])/y[n]
∣∣ by ADQC versus the discrete

time t for different values of µ. Note the ML models are al-
ways trained to predict the state one-step-ahead. The summa-
tion in εR is over the testing test. Different values of µ are
taken so that the system is in the converged (µ = 2.2), bi-
furcation (µ = 3.2), quadrifurcation (µ = 3.4) and chaotic
(µ = 3.92) regions. The values of Lyapunov exponent
(LE) [30, 31] are given in the legend, which is calculated as

λ = lim
T→∞

1

T

T∑
t=1

ln

∣∣∣∣df(x;µ)dx

∣∣∣∣
x=xt

. (6)

In our numerical simulations, we take T > 200, which is
sufficiently large.

Our results suggest that for the state prediction in the con-
verged and bifurcation regions (with negative LE), ADQC can
well predict the system’s state after a long-time evolution,
with the relative error εR ∼ O(10−3). When the system is in a

chaotic region (with positive LE), previous work suggests that
the state prediction is valid in a short duration characterized
usually by the Lyapunov time TLE ≡ λ−1 [32]. Our results
show that εR grows exponentially with t before it converges
to O(1), which obeys

εR ∼ eηt. (7)

The table in Fig. 2(b) shows the exponential index to be about
η ≈ 0.4 + O(10−1). Note the system is chaotic for 3.57 <
µ < 4 [28].

The above results show the ability of the ML models on
replicating the characteristics instead of predicting the states.
Such an ability is further demonstrated by comparing the LE
of the 1D Logistic map and the ML maps (the trained LSTM
and ADQC), as shown in Fig. 3 (a). The LE of the ML models
is obtained by replacing the differential term in Eq. (6) by
dF (xt−M+1, ..., x;W ]/dx at x = xt.

The LE’s with varying µ given by the LSTM and ADQC
with the µ-tuned pre-processing (green and blue lines with
symbols) are consistent with those given by the Logistic map
(the ground truth shown by red solid line). As a comparison,
much worse consistence is reached by the standard LSTM
without the µ-tuned pre-processing (black dash-dot line). This
is a demonstration of the improvement brought by our µ-
tuned pre-processing. The two horizontal stripes indicate
whether the µ-tuned LSTM and ADQC give the LE with cor-
rect (green) or incorrect (red) sign. Generally, the accuracy on
replicating the LE’s sign is high. The incorrect signs appeal in
the chaotic region.

Similar results are obtained for the two-dimensional (2D)
Logistic map [see Fig. 3 (b)], which represents a more intri-
cate nonlinear system with richer dynamical behaviors by in-
corporating a linear coupling term [23, 24]. The two variables
[xt, x

′
t] are mapped as

xt+1 = 4µ1xt(1− xt) + βx′t
x′t+1 = 4µ2x

′
t(1− x′t) + βxt

. (8)

We take µ1 = µ2 = µ and fix β = 0.1 for simplicity. Two
LE’s are defined. Obviously, replicating the LE’s of the 2D
Logistic map is much more challenging than the 1D case.
Consequently, the LSTM without the µ-tuned pre-processing
becomes almost invalid. With the µ-tuned pre-processing,
ADQC achieves higher accuracy than LSTM.

A usual way to improve the performance of a ML model is
to increase its complexity. However, such a way possibly fails
in our case. Be noted that though the dynamical system may
just contain a handful of hyper-parameters (say one parameter
µ in the 1D Logistic map), leaning its dynamics is a big chal-
lenge, and the key factor to determine the performance of a
ML model on replicating the long-term characteristics should
not be its parameter complexity. We expect high sensitivity to
the over-fitting issue.

Fig. 4 supports such an expectation. Increasing the param-
eter complexity generally lowers the error on the short-term
prediction (say predicting the state one-step ahead). For the
1D and 2D Logistic maps, Fig. 4 (a) shows that the RMSE L
[Eq. (3)] obtained by LSTM decreases gradually from about
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The LE’s of the (a) 1D and (b) 2D Logistic
maps and that of the corresponding ML models (LSTM and ADQC).
Each point is the average of five independent simulations. At the top
of (a), the two horizontal stripes show whether the LSTM and ADQC
correctly (green) or incorrectly (red) give the sign of LE. In (b), the
first two stripes at the top show the accuracy on giving the sign of the
two LE’s by LSTM, and the last two stripes give that by ADQC.

0.02 to 0.004 when increasing the hidden dimension dh from
2 to 80. Similar observation is obtained with ADQC, where L
decreases to about 0.002 (for the 1D Logistic map) or 0.004
(for the 2D Logistic map) by increasing the number of circuit
layers to NL = 8.

The RMSE of LE (denoted as LLE) behaves differently
from that of L. LLE is calculated in the same way as L using
the definition of RMSE [Eq. (3)]. For LSTM, the LLE fluc-
tuates approximately in the range of 0.005 < LLE < 0.025.
Increasing dh of LSTM cannot improve the accuracy on repli-
cating LE. For ADQC, though we fail to see obvious drop of
LLE by increasing NL, LLE varies much more smoothly ap-
proximately in the range of (0.002 < LLE < 0.005), which is
much lower than that of LSTM. Note all the data in Fig. 4 are
computed using the testing set.

Our results suggest that the key of improving the accu-
racy on the prediction of long-term dynamical characteris-
tics is to developing ML models that better mitigate over-
fitting. This is different from the ML tasks such as classifi-
cation and short-term prediction, where the accuracy can be
generally improved by enhancing the model complexity. Our
work demonstrates the superior ability of variational quantum
circuits on mitigating over-fitting, which is consistent with the
previous investigations on different but relevant topics such as

FIG. 4. (Color online) The errors of predicting the state one-step-
ahead and those of replicating LE for the 1D and 2D Logistic maps.
These two errors are characterized by L [Eq. (3)] and LLE, respec-
tively. In (a), we show the L and LLE obtained by LSTM versus its
hidden dimension dh, and in (b) we show those by ADQC versus its
number of layers NL. Each data point is the average on five indepen-
dent simulations, with the standard deviations demonstrated by the
error bars and colored shadows.

image generation [33, 34] and model compression [35, 36].
In comparison, LSTM suffers from severe over-fitting issue,
though it has been widely recognized as a powerful model
with remarkable generalization ability and venial over-fitting
issue when dealing with many other ML tasks.

Summary.— This work reveals the ability of machine learn-
ing (ML) models, which are trained to predict the state one-
step-ahead from certain historic data, on replicating the long-
term characteristics of discrete dynamical systems. In com-
parison with the previous works, the characteristics with vary-
ing values of hyper-parameters are replicated universally by
a single ML model. Our results suggest high sensitivity to
the over-fitting issue for the replication of the long-term dy-
namical characteristics. Taking the one- and two-dimensional
Logistic maps as examples, the variational quantum circuit
exhibits superior performance on replicating the bifurcation
diagram and Lyapunov exponents. Our findings add to the
potential advantages of quantum circuit models on achieving
high accuracy and stability for the ML tasks that are sensitive
to over-fitting.
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(Grant No. 12004266), Beijing Natural Science Foundation
(Grant No. 1232025), Tianjin Natural Science Foundation of
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Appendix A: Details of dataset and pre-processing

As an example, we consider the one-dimensional (1D) Lo-
gistic map f(xt;µ) = µxt(1 − xt). We take the hyper-
parameter µ to vary from 2 to 4, and discretize to 50 values
with an interval of 0.04. For each value of µ, we randomly
generate 3000 training samples and 500 testing samples. Each
sample (say x[n]) is generated by implementing the dynamical
map f on a randomly-taken initial state (say x[n]1 ) for (M−1)

times. Therefore, a sample x[n] = (x
[n]
1 , · · · , x[n]M ) contains

M features with x[n]t = f t−1(x
[n]
1 ), where f t−1 means to im-

plement f for (t− 1) times.
The ML model is trained to predict the value of x[n]M+1 =

f(x
(n)
M ;µ) from this sample. The ground truth of x[n]M+1 (gen-

erated by the dynamical system itself) is called the label of
the n-th sample. For different independent simulations, we
randomly take 2000 training samples from the training set for
each value of µ to train the ML models. If not specified, we
take M = 8, and all data such as the bifurcation diagram and
the Lyapunov exponents in the main text are computed using
the testing set.

A µ-tuned pre-processing is introduced to map each sam-
ple to a set of vectors. Specifically, the t-th feature of the
n-th sample x

[n]
t is mapped to a vector v[n,t] as x[n]t →

v[n,t] = (v
[n,t]
1 , v

[n,t]
2 , · · · , v[n,t]d ), where the dimension d =

dim(v[n,t]) is a preset hyper-parameter. Consequently, a sam-
ple is mapped to M vectors.

We define the pre-processing map to depend on µ and some
variational parameters that will be optimized in the training
stage. Here, the pre-processing map [also see Eq. (4) of the
main text] is defined as

v
[n,t]
k =

∑
i,j

ξi(x
[n]
t ; θ)ξj(µ

[n]; θ)Tijk. (A1)

The (d × d × d)-dimensional tensor T and scalar θ are
the variational parameters that are optimized in the training
stage. The vectors ξ(x[n]t ; θ) and ξ(µ[n]; θ), which are both
d-dimensional, are obtained by the following map that trans-
forms a scalar to a normalized vector [also see Eq. (5) of the
main text]. For a given scalar (say a), the j-th elements of the
resulting vector ξ(a; θ) satisfies

ξj(a; θ) =

√(
d− 1

j − 1

)
cos

(
θπ

2
a

)d−j

sin

(
θπ

2
a

)j−1

.

(A2)
Since we train a ML model with different values of µ, one
should take µ[n] to be the corresponding value of µ for the
n-th sample.

For the 2D logistic map, we take the hyper-parameter µ
to be the discrete values from 0.51 to 0.9 with an inter-
val of 0.01. For each value of µ, we randomly generate

3000 training samples and 500 testing samples. Since it con-
tains two variables (xt and x′t), we define the n-th sample as
(x

[n]
1 , x

′[n]
1 , · · · , x[n]M , x

′[n]
M ), and take M = 4 in our simula-

tions. The pre-processing map is applied similarly to trans-
form the features in a sample to 2M vectors.

Appendix B: Automatically-differentiable quantum circuit for
time series prediction

The input of an automatically-differentiable quantum cir-
cuit (ADQC) [22] is usually a M -qubit quantum state.
With the pre-processing explained above, one maps a sam-
ple to a set of vectors, namely from (x

[n]
1 , · · · , x[n]M ) to

(v[n,1], · · · ,v[n,M ]). These vectors are subsequently mapped
to a product state as

ψ[n] =

M∏
⊗t=1

v[n,t]. (B1)

In other words, the elements of ψ[n] satisfies ψ[n]
s1,··· ,sM =∏M

t=1 v
[n,t]
st .

The ADQC represents a unitary transformation (denoted as
Û ) that maps the input state to the final state that is usually
entangled. Formally, we have Ψ[n] = Ûψ[n] for the state cor-
responding to the sample x[n], where Û can be regarded as
a (dM × dM )-dimensional unitary matrix. For a variational
quantum circuit including ADQC, Û is written as the prod-
uct of multiple local gates. As illustrated in the bottom-left
panel of Fig. 1 of the main text, we here choose the gates to
be two-body, which are (d2 × d2)-dimensional unitary matri-
ces (denoted as {Ĝ[g]} for g = 1, · · · , NG, with NG the total
number of gates).

For the 1D Logistic map, the prediction from ADQC is
given by the measurement on the final state Ψ[n], satisfying

ỹ[n] = |Ψ[n]
s1,··· ,sM−1,0

|2. (B2)

In the quantum language, ỹ[n] is the probability of projecting
the last qubit to the spin-up state. For the 1D Logistic map,
the predictions of the two variables are defined as

ỹ[n] = |Ψ[n]
s1,··· ,sM−2,sM−1,0

|2, (B3)

ỹ[n] = |Ψ[n]
s1,··· ,sM−2,0,sM

|2. (B4)

These are the probabilities of projecting the penultimate and
last qubits to the spin-up state, respectively.

For the ADQC, each unitary gate is parameterized by a
(d2 × d2)-dimensional matrix named as latent gates (denoted
as {G[g]}). In other words, the latent gates are the variational
parameters of the ADQC. To satisfy the unitary condition of
{G[g]}, the latent gates are mapped to unitary gates by singu-
lar value decomposition (SVD) as

G[g] SVD→ U [g]Λ[g]V [g]†, (B5)

U [g]V [g]† → Ĝ[g]. (B6)
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A main advantage of ADQC is that any unitary gate can
be parameterized in the same way by a matrix (latent gate)
of the same dimensions. Therefore, we only need to specify
the structure of the circuit, such as the dimensions of the gates
(e.g., the number of spins that one gate acts on and the number
of levels for each spin) and how they are connected to each
other. For other variational quantum circuit models, one has to
additionally specify the types of gates (such as rotational and
phase-shift gates). Different types of gates are parameterized
in different ways [37].

The latent gates (and all other variational parameters) are
updated by the gradient decent method in the training stages,
asG[g] → G[g] − η ∂L

∂G[g] with η the learning rate. We choose
L to be the root mean-square error (see Eq. (3) of the main
text). As the map from latent gates to unitary gates is differ-
entiable, one can use the standard back propagation technique
in ML to obtain the gradients.

Appendix C: Lyapunov exponent

The Lyapunov exponent (LE) [30, 31] is an important mea-
sure to describe the chaotic nature of a dynamical system. It
reflects the exponential growth rate of small perturbations in
the system, quantifying the sensitivity to initial conditions and
the amplification of uncertainties.

Consider a discrete dynamical system with one variable
xt+1 = f(xt) (such as the one-dimensional Logistic map).
One can assume an exponential form for the difference be-
tween the states with and without a perturbation ε on the ini-
tial state, where one has

εeTλ(x0) = |fT (x0 + ε)− fT (x0)|, (C1)

where fT means to recursively implement the map f for T
times. LE is defined as the exponential index λ in the limit
of ε → 0 and T → ∞. In practical simulations, LE can be
calculated as

λ =
1

T

T∑
t=1

ln

∣∣∣∣df(x;µ)dx

∣∣∣∣
x=xt

, (C2)

by taking a sufficiently large T . In this work, we take T =
264.

For the 2D case, we employ the QR decomposition
method [38, 39] to compute the LE’s. Consider a map with
two variables (xt, x

′
t). The map f (which has two compo-

nents) can be generally written as xt+1 = f1(xt, x
′
t) and

x′t+1 = f2(xt, x
′
t). The Jacobi matrix at the discrete time t

is defined as

J (t) =

 ∂f1(x, x
′)

∂x

∂f1(x, x
′)

∂x′
∂f2(x, x

′)

∂x

∂f2(x, x
′)

∂x′


x=xt,x′=x′

t

. (C3)

The two LE’s can be calculates as

λk =
1

T

T∑
t=1

ln
∣∣∣R(t)

k,k

∣∣∣ , (C4)

with k = 1 or 2, and the (2 × 2) matrix R(t) obtained by
implementing QR decomposition J (t) → Q(t)R(t). We still
take T = 264 in our simulations, which is sufficiently large.

Appendix D: Peak signal-to-noise ratios

Peak signal-to-noise ratios (PSNR) rP [29] is a measure of
the similarity between two images (2D data), which is applied
to assess the quality on denoising and compression. Consid-
ering two images I and I ′, the rP with decibel (dB) as the unit
is defined as

rP = 10× lg

(
2552

1
WL

∑W
w=1

∑L
l=1(Iwl − I ′wl)2

)
, (D1)

where W and L are width and length of the images, and 255
is the maximum value of a pixel. In this paper, rP is computed
with the grey-scale images read as 8-bit data. Taking image
compression as an example, a PSNR for about rP ≃ 40 dB or
larger usually indicates a well-performed compression [29].
The larger the rP is, the closer the two images are to each
other.

In this work, each data point in a bifurcation diagram [see
Fig. 2(a) of the main text] is obtained by iterating the map
(the Logistic map or those of the ML models) for more than
200 times (which is sufficiently large), starting from a random
state. We take 500 random states for each value of µ, which
are taken differently from those of the training samples. The
dense of the data points is indicated by the darkness of the
colors. PSNR is used to characterize the similarity between
two bifurcation diagrams.

Appendix E: Additional results and hyper-parameters

Table A1 show the RMSE of LE LLE by LSTM and ADQC
on the 1D and 2D Logistic maps. Three observations can be
made:

1. LLE can be significantly reduced for both LSTM and
ADQC by introducing the µ-tuned pre-processing map;

2. Similar LLE is achieved with the training and testing
sets, indicating sufficient generalization ability on deal-
ing with the unlearned data;

3. With the µ-tuned preprocessing, ADQC achieves much
lower LLE than LSTM, implying that ADQC better mit-
igating the over-fitting issue than LSTM. This is also
consistent with the results reported in the main text
(Fig. 4).

If not specified, the settings of hyper-parameters of LSTM
and ADQC used in this work are given in Table A2.
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TABLE A1. The RMSE of the LE (LLE) on the 1D and 2D Logistic
maps obtained by LSTM, ADQC, and those with the µ-tuned pre-
processing [dubbed as LSTM (µ) and ADQC (µ)]. Each value of
LLE is obtained by the average of five independent simulations. The
standard deviations (std) are also provided.

LLE LSTM LSTM (µ) ADQC ADQC (µ)

1D

Training 0.8278 0.4845 1.1486 0.2688
std 0.3193 0.1280 0.0471 0.0510

Testing 0.8273 0.4837 1.1486 0.2686
std 0.3190 0.1281 0.0471 0.0512

2D

Training 0.8050 0.2333 1.2195 0.1588
std 0.2320 0.0610 0.1389 0.0584

Testing 0.8048 0.2332 1.2189 0.1582
std 0.2317 0.0606 0.1388 0.0583

TABLE A2. The hyper-parameters of ADQC and LSTM for the 1D
and 2D Logistic maps. For LSTM, din and dout represent the input
and output dimensions, respectively, LSQ represents the length of se-
quence, NL represents the number of layers, and Dh represents the
depth. For ADQC, the hyper-parameters are taken in the same way
with or without the µ-tuned pre-processing.

1D
LSTM din = 1, dout = 1, LSQ = 8, NL = 1, Dh = 8

LSTM (µ) din = 3, dout = 1, LSQ = 8, NL = 1, Dh = 8

ADQC d = 3, M = 8, NL = 4

2D
LSTM din = 2, dout = 2, LSQ = 4, NL = 1, Dh = 8

LSTM (µ) din = 3, dout = 2, LSQ = 8, NL = 1, Dh = 8

ADQC d = 3, M = 8, NL = 4
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