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Abstract

A remarkable difference between quantum and classicalranagis that the con-
trol flow of the former can be either classical or quantum. ©hthe key issues in
the theory of quantum programming languages is defining adénstanding quantum
control flow. A functional language with quantum control flovas defined by Al-
tenkirch and GrattagePffoc. LICS’05 pp. 249-258]. This paper extends their work,
and we introduce a general quantum control structure byidgfthree new quantum
program constructs, namely quantum guarded command,guatoice and quantum
recursion. We clarify the relation between quantum choé&esprobabilistic choices.
An interesting difference between quantum recursions @lahksical control flows and
with quantum control flows is revealed.

1 Introduction

Since Knill [8] introduced the Quantum Random Access MaeliipRAM) model for quan-
tum computing and proposed a set of conventions for writingngum pseud-ocodes in
1996, several quantum programming languages have beerdidfithe last 16 years; for
example QCL bydmer [12], qGCL by Sanders and Zuliani[13], QPL by Selindef][ and
see [7] for an excellent survey. One of the key design ideadnobst all existing quantum
languages can be summarised by the influential slogan “qoadata, classical control”
proposed by Selinger [14], meaning that the control flow ofiadum program is still clas-
sical, but the program operates on quantum data. An exeeigtiditenkirch and Grattage’s
functional language QML ]2], where “quantum control” flow svantroduced; more pre-
cisely, they observed that in the quantum setting the casgtremt naturally splits into two
variants:

e case, Which measures a qubit in the data it analyses;

e case®, which analyses quantum data without measuring.

The control flow in thecase construct is determined by the outcome of a measurement and
thus is classical. However, a quantum control flow appeatssinase® construct, as shown
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in the following example where a special form of #mse®, namely thaf® — then — else
statement, is used.

Example 1.1 Basic quantum gates implemented in QML [2]: The Hadamare gatvrit-
ten as:

had : QQ —0 Q2
had x = if° x
1
then {7§(qfalse — qtrue)}
1
else {ﬁ(qfalse + qtrue)}

and the CNOT gate is as follows:
cnot : Q2 — Q2 — Q2 ® Qo

cnot cx = if° ¢
then (qtrue, not x)
else (qfalse,x)

whereQs is the type of qubits, andot is the NOT gate:
not : Q2 —o0 Q2

not x = if° x
then gfalse

else qtrue

A new research line of quantum programming with quantum robritow was then
initiated by Altenkirch and Grattage inl[2] and further pued by themselves and others in
a series of papers|[3] 9].

The present paper continues this line of research, and weadxthe idea of “quantum
control” by introducing three new quantum program congguc

(1) Quantum Guarded Command: Our first step toward a general quantum control
structure is to introduce a quantum generalisation of Digks guarded command][6]. Re-
call that a guarded command can be written as follows:

?:1 bl — CZ (1)

where for each < ¢ < n, the command’; is guarded by the Boolean expresstpnandC;
will be executed only wheh; is true. Obviously, thease operator in QML is a quantum
generalisation of guarded command with classical cont@n. the other hand, as shown
in the above example, these® operator in QML implements a unitary transformation by
decomposing it into two orthogonal branches along the qurartontrol flow determined
by a chosen qubit. So, it is already a kind of guarded commatidguantum control flow.

An even clearer idea for defining quantum guarded commamnusst®m a quite differ-
ent area, namely quantum walks [4], [1]:



Example 1.2 Quantum walks on graphs[[1]: Lél/, E') be ann—regular directed graph.
Then we can label each edge with a number betwesamd» such that for each < i < n,
the directed edges labeledorm a permutation. Let{y be the Hilbert space spanned by
states{|v) },ev. Then for each < i < n, we can define a shift operatsl; on Hy :

Si|v) = [the ith neighbour of v)

for anyv € V. We introduce an auxiliary quantum variabjewith the state Hilbert space
M, spanned by{|:)}_,. Now we are able to combine the operatés(1 < ¢ < n) along
q to form a whole shift operator:

S20O, i) = S @)

onH, @ Hy:
Sl,i) = (Silv))]i) ©)

foranyl < i < nandv € V. If we further choose a unitary operatér on #, then a
coined quantum walk on graplV, E) is defined by modelling its single step by the unitary
operator:

W 2 S(Iy, o U)

onHy ® H,, wherely,, is the identity operator ift{y,. Usually, H, is called the “coin
space”, andU the “coin-tossing operator”.

The guarded command notation is adopted in Ejg. (2) to inglittzt the shift opera-
tor S is indeed a guarded command with quantum control. It is @starg to note that
both Example$ 111 arld 1.2 defined a guarded command with umaacntrol, but their
defining strategies are quite different: in Exaniplg 1.1, anqum control flow idetected
by decomposing a unitary operator alongexstingqubit; in contrast, a quantum control
flow is createdin Example_1.R by introducing mewquantum variable so that we can com-
bining a family of unitary operators along the created flome efining strategy used in
Example_1.P naturally leads us to a general form of quantuandgad command:

Oi1 @, 1i) — P 4)

whereP, ..., P, are a family of quantum programs, and a new family of quantarables

¢ that do not appear i, ..., P, is introduced so that we can form a quantum guarded
command by combinind, ..., P, along an orthonormal bas{$:)} of the state space gt

For eachl < i < n, P, is guarded by the basis statg, and a superposition of these basis
states yields a quantum control flow.

(2) Quantum Choice: Guarded commands are the most widely accepted mechanism
for nondeterministic programming. Nondeterminism in gieal command_{1) is a conse-
guence of the “overlapping” of the guardls ..., b,,. In particular, ifb; = - - - = b, = true,
then guarded commanid (1) becomes a demonic choice:

i=1 Ci, ®)
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where the alternative€’; are chosen unpredictably. Usually, the demonic choicepa-se
rately defined as an explicit operator rather than a speassd of guarded command due to
its importance as a means of abstraction in programming.

To formalise randomised algorithms, research on prolsdiibbrogramming [10] started
in 1980’s with the introduction of probabilistic choice:

D?:l Ci@pia (6)

where{p;} is a probability distribution; that igy; > 0 for all ¢, and}_;" , p; = 1. The
probabilistic choice[(6) randomly chooses the comm@ndith probability p; for everyi,
and thus it can be seen as a refinement of the demonic choica (Bypbabilistic choice is
often used to represent a decision in forks according totaiogprobability distribution in
a randomised algorithm.

A natural question then arises in the realm of quantum progriag: is it possible to
define a quantum choice of programs? Indeed, an idea is gltkark in the construction
of quantum walks, although not explicitly stated. In Exaeiffl2, each shift operatd;
can be considered as an independent program, the “coiimgagserator’U is employed to
create a superposition 6f (1 < i < n), and thus the single step operalircan be seen as
a quantum choice amorg (1 < i < n). Extending the idea used in Example]1.2, we can
define a general quantum choice as a sequential composft®ricoin-tossing” program
and a quantum guarded command:

O, Pig.|i) — P, 2 P00, g, i) — P, @)

whereP, ..., P, are a family of quantum prograngjs a new family of quantum variables
with {]7)} as an orthonormal basis of its state space, Brid a quantum program acting
ong. Intuitively, quantum choicé{7) first runs prograifto produce a superposition of the
execution paths of progrand3 (1 < i < n), and then the guarded comménd_, g, i) —

P; follows. During the execution of the guarded command, eBcls running along its
own path within the whole superposition of execution path®?o(1 < i < n). Itis
widely accepted that quantum superposition is responéill¢he advantage of quantum
computers over classical computers. The power of supdigosif quantum states has been
successfully exploited in quantum computing. Quantumad®imay provide a platform for
explore a higher level of quantum superposition in comgutiramely the superposition of
guantum programs.

(3) Quantum Recursion: Most classical programming languages allow direct specifi-
cation of recursive procedures. Quantum loops and moregemeantum recursive proce-
dures were already defined in Selinger's language QPL [ tarmination of quantum
loops were analysed by the authors[in/[18]. But quantum ssmus considered in [14, 18]
contain no quantum control flows because there branchinggantum programs are all de-
termined by the outcomes of quantum measurements. Afterdinting quantum guarded
commands and quantum choices, loops and recursive presediith quantum control
flows can be defined. As will be seen later, a major differeretevéen quantum recursions
with and without quantum controls is: auxiliary quantumiables must be introduced in or-
der to define quantum controls. Thus, localisation mecharsieeded in defining quantum
recursions with guantum control so that consistency of twrarvariables is guaranteed.
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1.1 Technical Contributions of the Paper

As shown above, a general notion of quantum control flow comadsrally out from gen-
eralising thecase® construct in Altenkirch and Grattage’s language QML and ghit
operators in quantum walks. However, a major difficulty esig defining the semantics of
guantum guarded commands. For the case where no quanturarereast occur in any;

(1 < i < n), the semantics of eadh is simply a sequence of unitary operators, and the se-
mantics of guarded commarid (4) can be defined in exactly the say as Eq[(3). When-
ever somel; contains quantum measurements, however, its semantatws&Elbecomes a
tree of linear operators with branching happening at thetpavhere measurements are
performed. Then defining the semantics of guarded comm3nédddires to properly com-
bine a collection of trees such that certain quantum mechhbprinciples are obeyed. This
problem will be circumvented in Sdd. 3.

1.2 Organisation of the Paper

A new quantum programming language QGCL with quantum gubtdenmands is defined
in Sec[2. Secl]3 prepares some key ingredients needed imddfie semantics of QGCL.
The denotational semantics and weakest precondition dermari QGCL are presented
in Sec[4. In Sed.]5, quantum choice is defined in terms of guamgfuarded command,
and probabilistic choice is implemented by quantum choicatvoducing local variables.
Because of the limited space, quantum recursion is onlyflyrieuched in Sed.]6. For
readability, all proofs are deferred to the Appendix.

2 QGCL: A Language with Quantum Guarded Commands

We now define a quantum programming language QGCL with quagtwarded commands.
QGCL is essentially an extension of Sanders and Zuliani€lg@btained by adding quan-
tum control flow. But the presentation of QCGL is quite diffiet from qGCL due to the
complications in the semantics of quantum guarded commakid|assume a countable set
qV ar of quantum variables ranged over &y, o, .... For simplicity of the presentation,
we only consider a purely qguantum programming languagewbunhclude a countably in-
finite setV ar of classical variables ranged over by, ... so that we can use them to record
outcomes of quantum measurements. However, classicalutatign described by, for ex-
ample, the assignment statement= e in a classical programming language is excluded.
It is required that the sets of classical and quantum vassahie disjoint. For each classical
variablex € Var, its type is assumed to be a non-emptyBgt that is,z takes values from
D,. For each quantum variablec gV ar, its type is a Hilbert spacgpe(q) = H,, which

is the state space of the quantum system denotegd Bor a sequence = ¢q,¢s,--- of
quantum variables, we write:

type(q) = Hz = (X) Hq,-

1>1



Similarly, for any set/ C ¢V ar, we write:

type(V) = Hy = ®7—[q.

qeVv

In particular, we writeH,,; for type(qV ar). To simplify the notation, we often identify a
sequence of variables with the set of these variables prdwigey are distinct.

Definition 2.1 For each QGCL programP, we write var(P) for the set of its classical
variables andjvar(P) for its quantum variables. QGCL programs are inductivelyirt
as follows:

1. abort andskip are programs, and
var(abort) = var(skip) = 0,
quar(abort) = quar(skip) = 0.

2. Ifg = ¢, ..., q is a sequence of quantum variables, dnds a unitary operator on
type(q), thenU[q] is a program, and

var(Ug)) =0, quar(Ufg]) =7

3. Ifg = q1, ..., qx IS a sequence of quantum variablesis a classical variable M =
{M,,} is a quantum measurement #ppe(q), and {P,,} is a family of programs
indexed by the outcomes of measuremend/ such thatspec(M) C D,, where
spec(M) = {m} is the spectrum ao¥/; that is, the set of all possible outcomes\df
andz ¢ {J,, var(Py,), then

4

P=M[z<+q]:{Pn} (8)

is a program, and
var(P) ={z} U Uvar(Pm),

quar(P) =qU U quar(Pp,).

m

4. Ifg = q1, ..., q is a sequence of quantum variablgg,) }” , is an orthonormal basis
of type(q), and{P;}!"_, is a family of programs such that

gn U qVar(P;) =10,
i=1

then
JAY

P Dn:l ga ’Z> — Pz

)



is a program, and

var(P) = U var(P;),
i=1

n
quar(P) =qU U quar(P;).
i=1

5. If P, and P, are programs such thatar(Py) Nvar(P;) = (), thenPy; P, is a pro-
gram, and
var(Py; Py) = var(Py) Uvar(Py),

quar(Py; Py) = quar(Py) U quar(Py).

The meanings agibort andskip are the same as in a classical programming language.
Two kinds of statements are introduced in the above definitiodescribe basic quantum
operations, namely unitary transformation and measureniethe unitary transformation
U[ql, only quantum variableg but no classical variables appear, and the transformagion i
applied tog. In statement((8), a measureméttis first performed on quantum variables
with the outcome stored in classical variableand then whenever outcome is reported,
the corresponding subprograhy, is executed. The intuitive meaning of quantum guarded
command was already carefully explained in $éc. 1. Wherteeesequencg of quantum
variables can be recognised from the contéxt,, g, |i) — F; can be abbreviated to
O, |i) — P;. The sequential compositia ; P is similar to that in a classical language,
and the requirementar(P;) Nvar(P;) = () means that the outcomes of measurements
performed at different points are stored in different dz@svariables. Such a requirement
is mainly for technical convenience, and it will considdyatimplify the presentation. The
syntax of QGCL can be summarised as follows:

P := abort | skip | P;; P,
| U[q] (unitary transformation)
| measure M[q| : {P,,} (quantum measurement 9)
= classical guarded command)

|07 G, i) = P; (quantum guarded command)

3 Guarded Compositions of Quantum Operations

3.1 Guarded composition of unitary operators

A major difficulty in defining the semantics of QGCL comes frtm treatment of guarded
commands where a guarded composition of semantic fundsorital. To ease the under-
standing of a general definition of such a guarded compositiee start with the guarded
composition of unitary operators, which is a straightfamvgeneralisation of the quantum
walk shift operatorS in Example 1.P.



Definition 3.1 For eachl < i < n, let U; be an unitary operator in Hilbert spacH. Let
s be a Hilbert space witk i) } as an orthonormal basis. Then we define a linear operator:

U20on, i) - U
inH ® Hs by
U(l)li)) = (Uil))li)
for any|y) € H and for anyl < i < n. Then by linearity we have:

n

v (ZWW) = "(Uilyi))li) (10)
=1

=1
for any|vy1), ..., |1,) € H. The operatorJ is called the guarded composition &f (1 <
i < n)along{|i)}.

Example 3.1 Quantum multiplexor: As a quantum generalisation of midkpr, a well-

known notion in digit logic, quantum multiplexor (QMUX fdrast) was introduced in[15]
as a useful tool in synthesis of quantum circuits. A QMUXvith k£ select qubits and
d—qubit-wide data bus can be represented by a block-diagoraeitixn

Uo
. Ui
U = diag(Uy, Uy, ...,Upk_1) =
Uzk_l
Multiplexing Uy, Uy, ..., Uy With k select quits is exactly the guarded composition
025 i) — Ui

along the computational basis kfqubits.

Lemma 3.1 The guarded compositidd?_, |i) — U; is an unitary operator ir{ ® H.s.

3.2 Operator-valued functions

For any Hilbert space{, we write £L(H) for the space of (linear) operators &h

Definition 3.2 Let A be a nonempty set. Then a functibh: A — L£(H) is called an
operator-valued function ifi{ overX if

Y FOF() & In, (11)
dEA

wherel is the identity operator irt{, andC stands for the bwner order; that isA C B
if and only if B — A is a positive operator. In particulai” is said to be full when Eq._(11)
becomes equality.



The simplest examples of operator-valued function areagnibperators and measure-
ments.

Example 3.2 1. A unitary operator on Hilbert spac# can be seen as a full operator-
valued function over a singletaft = {¢}.

2. A measurement/ on Hilbert spaceH can be seen as a full operator-valued function
over its spectrundpec(M ).

More generally, a super-operator defines a family of openatued functions. LeE
be a super-operator on Hilbert sp&ge Thenf has the Kraus operator-sum representation:
& =7Y,Ei o E!, meaning:£(p) = 3, EipE! for all density operatorg in H. For such
a representation, we sé&t = {i} for the set of indexes, and define an operator-valued
function overA by F(i) = E; for everyi. Since operator-sum representation&ofs
not unique,£ defines not only a single operator-valued function. We wi¥it€) for the
family of operator-valued functions defined by all Kraus m@per-sum representations &f
Conversely, an operator-valued function determines w@hyoa super-operator.

Definition 3.3 Let F' be an operator-valued function in Hilbert spageover setA. Then
F defines a super-operatai( F') in H as follows:

E(F)=>_F(6)oF(5).

0EA

For a family ' of operator-valued functions, we writdF) = {E(F) : F € F}. Itis
obvious thatt(F(€)) = {£€}. On the other hand, for any operator-valued functiolver
A = {01, ...,0}, Theorem 8.2 in[11] indicates th&{E (F')) consists of all operator-valued
functionsG overI’ = {v1,..., v} such that

G(vi) = Zuij - F(05)
=1

for eachl < i < n, wheren = max(k,[), U = (u;;) is ann x n unitary matrix,F'(d;) =
G(vyj) =0y forallk+1<i<nandi+1<j<n.
3.3 Guarded composition of operator-valued functions
We first introduce a notation. Lek; be a nonempty set for evely < i < n. Then the
superposition of\; (1 < i < n) is defined as follows:

EBAZ- ={®10; : 6; € A; forevery 1 < i <n}.

=1

Definition 3.4 For eachl < i < n, let F; be an operator-valued function in Hilbert space
H over setA,;. LetH be a Hilbert space wit{|:) } as an orthonormal basis. Then the

9



guarded composition of; (1 < i < n) along{|é)} is defined to be the operator-valued
function inH ® H, over@;" | A;:

F= D" li) — F,

B16;) (Z\wz ) —Z (Hm) 8i) i) i) (12)

i=1 \k#i
for any|¢1), ..., |, ) € H and for anys; € A; (1 < i < n), where
tTFk 5k TFk(ék)
A . 13
S \/ZTkeAk tr Fy (75) Ty (73) (13)

In particular, if Fy is full andd = dim H < oo, then

N _\/tTFk(ék)TFk(ék)

foranyd, € Ap (1 <k <n).

It is easy to see that whenevey; is a singleton for alll < i < n, then Eq. [(IR)
degenerates to Eq. (10). So, the above definition is a gésetiah of Definitior{ 3.11.

Example 3.3 (Guarded composition of measurements) We consider twdesimpeasure-
ments; that is, measurements on a qubit in the computatibasis |0), |1) and in basis

&) = 15(0) £ 1):

= {Mg = [0){0], M7} = [1)(1]},
M = {Mg = |[+){+], My = [-){~I}.

Then their guarded compaosition along another qubit is mesament

= (|0) = Mo) O (1) — M;)

= { Moo, Mo1, Mo, M1}
on two qubits, where
1
V2
for any statesyy), [¢1) of a qubit and;, j € {0, 1}.

Mi;([0)[0) + [¥1)]1)) = —= (M [0)[0) + Mj [¢1)[1))

The following lemma shows that the guarded composition efatr-valued functions
is well-defined.

Lemma 3.2 The guarded composmoﬁ O, |i) — F; is an operator-valued function
in H ® Hs over@;., ¥;. In particular, if all F (1 < i < n) are full, then so ig.
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3.4 Guarded composition of super-operators

Guarded composition of a family of super-operators can bmett through the guarded
compsition of the operator-valued functions generateghfiteem.

Definition 3.5 For eachl < i < n, let&; be a super-operator in Hilbert spadeé. LetH,
be a Hilbert space witf|i)} as an orthonormal basis. Then the guarded compositiaf) of
(1 < i < n)is defined to be the family of super-operators:

Oz [8) = & = {E0 [0) = Fi) -
F; € F(&) forevery 1 < i <n}.

It is easy to see that it = 1 then the above guarded composition of super-operators
consists of only¢;. Forn > 1, however, it is not a singleton, as shown by the following:

Example 3.4 Let &y and &; be the super-operators in Hilbert spaéé defined by unitary
operatorsUy, U1, respectively; that is§; = U; o UZ.T (1 =0,1). We sel to be the guarded
composition ot/y andU;: U = (|0) — Up)OI(|1) — Uy). Then the super-operator defined
byUisE(U) € (]0) — &)T(|1) — &1). Indeed, we have:

(10) = E)O(|1) = &) = {€ = Ugo U} : 0 <6 < 21},

wherelU, = (|0) — Up)d(|1) — €*Uy). The non-uniqueness of the members of the above
guarded composition is caused by the relative prtasetween/y and U .

4 Semantics of QGCL

We first introduce several notations needed in this secti@i.# and#’ be two Hilbert
spaces, and lef be an operateor if{. Then the cylindrical extension df in H @ H’ is
defined to be the operat@f @ I3/, wherely is the identity operator ift{’. For simplicity,
we will write E for £ ® I, whenever confusion does not happen. Eelbe an operator-
valued function ir{ overX. Then the cylindrical extension @f in H @ #' is the operator-
valued functionF” in H @ H’' over A defined byF’(§) = F(6) ® I;; for everyd € A. For
simplicity, we often writeF’ for F” whenever confusion can be excluded from the context.
Furthermore, le€ = ). E; o EJ be a super-operator iH. Then the cylindrical extension
of £in 1 ® H' is defined to be the super-operatér= " .(E; ® I/) o (EZ.T ® Iy). Here,
for simplicity, the same symbd is used to denote the extension&f In particular, if £

is an operator irf{, andp is a partial density operator i ® ', then EpE' should be
understood a$F ® I )p(ET ® Iy). If & and &, are two super-operators in a Hilbert
spaceH, then their (sequential) composeitiéh; & is the super-operator i defined by
(&1;&2)(p) = E2(&1(p)) for any partial density operaterin H.

4.1 Classical states

We now define the states of classical variables in QGCL.
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Definition 4.1 The (partial) classical states and their domains are indwdy defined as
follows:

1. eis a classical state, called the empty state, dnth(e) = 0);

2. If x € Varis aclassical variable, and € D, is an element of the domain ©f then
[z < a] is a classical state, andom([x + a]) = {z};

3. If bothd; and 4, are classical states, andom(d1) N dom(d2) = 0, thend, 4 is a
classical state, andom(d192) = dom(d1) U dom(d2);

4. If §; is a classical state for every < ¢ < n, then®}_,J; is a classical state, and
n
dom(®j_10;) = U dom(;).
i=1

Intuitively, a classical staté defined by clauses (1) to (3) in the above definition can
be seen as a (partial) assignment to classical variablee preciselyd is an element of
6 € [L.cdom(s) De; thatis, a choice functiont : V' — |J,.¢ gom(s) D= SUCh thai(z) € D,
for everyx € dom(d). In particular,e is the empty function. Sincg[, .y D, = {¢}, €is
the only possible state of with empty domain. The state- «] assigns value to variable
x but the values of the other variables are undefined. The ceadpstate; 6, can be seen
as the assignment to variablesdom (d1) U dom(d2) given by

01(z) if z € dom(d1),

: (14)
da(z) if x € dom(d2).

(0162)(x) = {
Eqg. (14) is well-defined since it is required th&im(d1) N dom(d2) = 0. In particular,
ed = de = ¢ for any state), and ifz ¢ dom(9) thend[z < a] is the assignment to variables
in dom(0) U {z} given by

5z  al(y) = {5(y) if y € dom(9),

a ify=ux.

The stated!” ,6; defined by clause (4) in Definitidn_4.1 can be thought of as d kih
superposition ob; (1 <i < n).

4.2 Semi-classical denotational semantics

For each QGCL progran®, we write A(P) for the set of all possible states of its clas-
sical variables. The semi-classical denotational sewsfi?| of P will be defined as an
operator-valued function ift,,,.p) over A(P), whereH ., p) is the type of quantum
variables occurring ifP. In particular, ifquar(P) = 0; for exampleP = abort or skip,
thenH,,q-(p) is @ one-dimensional spadéy, and an operateor ity can be identified
with a complex number; for instance the zero operator is ranfiand the identity operator
is numberl. For any setl’ C ¢Var of quantum variables, we writé, for the identity
operator in Hilbert spacgly, .
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Definition 4.2 The classical state\(P) and semi-classical semantic functio®| of a
QGCL programP are inductively defined as follows:

1. A(abort) = {e}, and[abort]|(¢) = 0;
2. A(skip) = {e¢}, and[skip](¢) = 1;
3. A(U[q]) = {e}, and [U[q]](e) = Uz, whereUs is the unitary operatoilU acting in

Has
4. 1f P2 Mz « g : {P,}, whereM = {M,,}, then
A(P) = | J{6[z <~ m] : 6 € D(P)},
{P—I ((5[1’ — m]) = ((Pm-‘ (5) ® IV\qvar(Pm)) : (Mm @ [V\ﬁ)
for everys € A(P,,) and for everym, wherelV =g u J,, quar(Prn,);

CIfP 207, 7,]i) — P, then

o1

A(P1; Pp) = A(P1); A(P)
= {5152 101 € A(Pl) and §o € A(PQ)},
(Pl; P2—| (5152) = ([P2-| (52) ® IV\qvar(Pg))
’ ({Pl-‘ (51) ® IV\qvar(Pl))

(15)

whereV = quar(Py) U quar(Ps);

Since it is required in Definitioh 2.1 thatar(P;) N var(P;) = ( in the sequential
compositionP; ; P, we havedom(d1) Ndom(d2) = () for anyd, € A(Py) anddy € A(Py).
Thus, Eq.[(1b) is well-defined. Intuitively, if a quantum gram P does not contain any
guarded command, then its semantic structure can be sedneasveith its nodes labelled
by basic commands and its edges by linear operators. Thisgt@vs up from the root
in the following way: if the current node is labelled by a anjt transformatiorl/, then a
single edge stems from the node and it is labelled/byand if the current node is labelled
by a measurement/ = {M,,}, then for each possible outcome, an edge stems from
the node and it is labelled by the measurement operatgr Thus, each classical state
9 € A(P) is corresponding to a branch in the semantic tre aind the value of semantic
function [ P| in stateo is the (sequential) composition of the operators labellirgedges
of 9. The semantic structure of a quantum progr&nwvith guarded commands is much
more complicated. We can imagine it as a tree with supeiposibf nodes that generate
superpositions of branches. The value of semantic fundti®hin a superpositions of
branches is then defined as the guarded composition of thessal these branches.
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4.3 Purely quantum denotational semantics

Now the purely quantum semantics of a quantum program caratoeatly defined as the
super-operator induced by its semi-classical semantictiiom

Definition 4.3 For each QGCL progranP, its purely quantum denotational semantics is
the super-operatof ] in H,.,(p) defined as follows:

[PI=&(TP1) = > [P1() o [P1()".
)

SEA(P

The following proposition presents a representation opilnely quantum semantics of
a program in terms of its subprograms.

Proposition 4.1 1. [abort] = 0;
2. [skip] = 1;
3. [P 2] =[] [P];
4. [U[q]] = Uz o Ug;

5. [Mlz < g : {Pu}] = 32, |(Myn 0 M), [[Pm]]] . Here, [P.] should be seen as a

cylindrical extension irHy fromH .., (p,.)» Mm © M}, as a cylindrical extension in
Hy fromHg, andV =g U ,, quar(Pp,);

6. [0, i) — B] € O, |i) = [P]. Here[ P;] should be understood as a cylindri-

cal extension irHy fromH ., (p,) foreveryl <i <n,andV =quUUJ;_, quar(F;).

The symbol €” in clause 6) of the above proposition can be understood esrement
relation. It is worth noting that in generat"” cannot be replaced by equality. This is exactly
the reason that the purely quantum semantics of a progranoHass derived through its
semi-classical semantics and cannot be defined directigamgpositional way.

Equivalence relation between quantum programs can beluntsal based on their purely
guantum semantics.

Definition 4.4 Let P and @ be two QGCL programs. fvar(P) = quar(Q) and[P] =
[Q], then we say thaP and () are equivalent and writéd® = Q.

4.4 \Weakest Precondition Semantics

The notion of quantum weakest precondition was proposedidgmit and Panangaden [5].

Definition 4.5 Let P be a program, and led/ and N be positive (Hermitian) operators in
quar(P)'

14



1. Iftr(Mp) < tr(N[P](p)) forall p € D(Hgvar(p)), thenM is called a precondition
of N with respect taP.

2. N is called the weakest precondition bf with respect taP, written N = wp.P.M
if
(&) N is a precondition of\/ with respect taP; and
(b) N’ E N wheneverV’ is a also precondition of\/ with respect taP.

wp. P can be seen as the super-operatdtjp,,.p) defined as follows: for any positive
operatorM, (wp.P)(M) = wp.P.M is given by clause 2) of the above definition, and
wp.P can be extended to the whole spal{é,,..(r)) by linearity.

The weakest precondition semantics of QGCL programs aengdivthe next proposi-
tion.

Proposition 4.2 For any QGCL programP, and for any positive (Hermitian) operatdd
in Hgvar(p), wp-P.M is given as follows

1. wp.abort = 0;

2. wp.skip = 1;

3. wp.(Pr; P2) = wp.Po;wp.Pr;

4. wp.Ulq] = Ug o Ug;

5. wp.(Mz < q : {Pn}) = 32,, |wp. P (M 0 My,) | ;
6. wp.(LiL, 4, i) — P;) € O, [i) = wp.P.

Some cylindrical extensions of super-operators are usedrspecified in the above
proposition because they can be recognised from the contgain, “c” in the above
clause 6) cannot be replaced by equality.

5 Quantum Choices: Superpositions of Programs

5.1 Definition and Example

As explained in Se¢.]1, quantum choice may be defined basedamtugm guarded com-
mand.

Definition 5.1 Let P and P; be programs for alll < ¢ < n such that; = qvar(P). If
{l#)} is an orthonormal basis df;, andg N J;-_, ¢V ar(P;) = 0, then the quantum choice
of Py, ..., P, according toP along{|i)} is defined as

@ Pli) — P, = PO, g.1i) — P
=1
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In particular, if n = 2, then the quantum choice will be abbreviatedRp pjg © P> or
P p® Ps.

Example 5.1 Quantum walks have been extended to include multiple vwsakked coins.
These extended quantum walks can be conveniently writt@G&4. programs with quan-
tum choice. We consider two quantum walkers on a line sharoigs [16]. The Hilbert
space of a single walker on a line 8 = H, ® H., whereH, = span{|z) : = €
Z (integers)} is the position space an#. = span{L, R} is the coin space. Its step
operator isW = (T ® |L)(L| + Tg ® |R)(R|)(Ix, ® H), where I3,, is the identity

operator inH,,
1 1 1
=501 h)

is the2 x 2 Hadamard matrix, and,, T are left- and right-translation, respectively; that
is,Tr|x) = |v—1), Tg|z) = |x+1) for everyx € Z. Then the Hilbert space of two walkers
is H ® H, and if the two walkers are independent, then the step opeatiV @ W. A
two-qubit unitary operatoi/ can be introduced to entangle the two coins and it can be
thought as that the two walkers are sharing coins. A step ofwalkers sharing coins can
be written as a QGCL program as follows:

Uler, eal; (T 1] ey ® Trla1]); (TLl@2] ey © TrIg2])
whereqy, qo are the position variables and;, co the coin variables of the two walkers,
respectively.
5.2 Local Quantum Variables

A quantum choice is defined as a “coin” program followed by arqum guarded command.
A natural question would be: is it possible to move the “combgram to the end of a
guarded command? To answer this question positively, wd teeextend the syntax of
QGCL by introducing block command with local quantum valesb

Definition 5.2 Let P be a QGCL program, lef C quar(P) be a sequence of quantum
variables, and lep be a density operator ifi{7. Then

1. The block command defined Byrestricted tog = p is:
begin local G := p; P end.
2. The quantum variables of the block command are:
quar (begin local g := p; P end) = quar(P) \ q.
3. The purely quantum denotational semantics of the blookwand is give as follows:
[begin local G := p; P end] (¢) = try. ([P](c @ p))

for any density operatos in Hguqr(p)\g-
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The following theorem shows that the “coin” in a quantum ckotan be move to the
end of the guarded command if encapsulation in a block withlleariables is allowed.

Theorem 5.1 .
Pua.li) — P = (3, Uiy — P): ULg). (16)
=1

More generally, we have:

@P, |i) — P; = begin local 7 := |pg);

=1 a7)

0;,jvi5) — Qij;U[q, 7] end

for some new quantum variablesstate|p) € Hr, orthonormal basig|;;)} of Hg ® Hr,
programs();;, and unitary operatolU in Hy ® Hr, whereg = quar(P).

5.3 Quantum implementation of probabilistic choices

We now examine the relation between probabilistic choiceqarantum choice. To this end,
we first extend the syntax of QGCL by adding probabilisticicbo

Definition 5.3 Let P, be a QGCL program for eacth < ¢ < n, and let{p;}]", be a
sub-probability distribution; that isp; > 0 for eachl < i < n and Zg‘:lpi < 1. Then

1. The probabilistic choice P, ..., P, according to{p;}7_, is
Z P, @p;.
i=1

2. The quantum variables of the choice are:

quar (Z P,-@p,-) = U quar(F;).

i=1 i=1

3. The purely quantum denotational semantics of the cheice i

l’z Pz@pim =Y - [P].
=1 =1

Example 5.2 (Continuation of Example_3.3; Probabilistic mixture of rsaeements) It is
often required in quantum cryptographic protocols like BB8 randomly choose between
the measurementZ® on a qubit in the computational basis and the measureméhtin
the basis|+). If we perform measuremert/® on qubit |x)) and discard the outcomes
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of measurement, then we ggt=M}|v) (Y| M} + M) (| M7 for i = 0,1. We now

consider the unitary matrix
(% )
Vi —VP

on a qubit, where,q > 0 andp + ¢ = 1. Let

= begin local ¢ := |0); ¢ := Ulgq];
Oi=0,19; i) = M;[q1] end

wheregq, ¢, are qubit variables. Then for any) € #,, andi,j € {0,1}, we have:

1>

i) 2 My (19)U10)) = \/§M£|w>|o> n \/gM}|w>|1>,

[PI() (&) = tra, ( D i) (]

i,j=0,1

= > (S wm? + Ll wing )

- 9t ? 2777 J
i,j=0,1

= ppo + qp1-

So, programP can be seen as a probabilistic mixture of measuremafitsand A/*.

As shown by the following theorem, if the “coin” variable®dreated as local variables,
then a quantum choice degenerates to a probabilistic choice

Theorem 5.2 Letquar(P) = g. Then we have:

begin local § := p; @ P,|i) — P, end = Z P,Qp;
i=1 i=1

wherep; = (i|[P](p)|i) for everyl <i < n.

Conversely, for any probability distributiofp; }}* ,, we can find am x n unitary op-
eratorU such thatp; = |Ujo|*> (1 < i < n). So, it follows immediately from the above
theorem that a probabilistic choi¢e’- ; P,@p, can always be implemented by a quantum
choice:

n
begin local § := |0); EB Ulq), i) — P; end
i=1
whereq is a family of new quantum variables with an-dimensional state space.
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6 Quantum Recursion

Now we need to further extend the syntax of QGCL. We first adolmt@ble set of program
names, ranged over by, Y, ..., to the alphabet of QGCL, and then introduce the following:

Definition 6.1 QGCL programs are defined by combining Definitibng 2.1],[52 a&d the
following two clauses:

1. Every program namg& is a program, and bothvar(X) and quar(X) are given a
priori.

2. If Pisaprogram andX a program name such thatr(P) C var(X) andquar(P) C
quar(X), thenpuX.P is a program, andvar(uX.P) = var(X), quar(uX.P) =
quar(X).

We consider a special case of quantum recursion, namelytuadonop, and show an
interesting difference between quantum loops with classiontrol flows defined in [18]
and quantum loops with quantum control flows. The quantumdamnsidered iri [18] can
be written as QGCL programs of the form:

Loop = while M[g] =1doq:=Ug
A
= uX Mz < 7q]: {Py=skip, P, =7:=Uq; X}
whereg is a sequence of quantum variablé$,= {M,, M, } a binary (“yes-no”) measure-
ment inHg andU a unitary operator irt{z. The control flow of Loop is determined by
measurement/ in the loop guard: if the outcome of measuremertt iken P, is executed
- the loop terminates; if the outcome of measuremeittigen P; is executed - the program

executes the loop body := Uq and then runs into the loop again. Progrémvp can be
approximated by a series of iteratiof@,, } 7, defined as follows:

Qo = abort,
Qi1 2 Mz « 7] : {P, = skip, (18)
P = 3= Ug;Q,} (n > 0).
If the classical control flows of),, (n > 0) determined by the outcomes of measurement

M are replaced by quantum control flows defineed by quantunteblgihen we obtain the
following quantum iterations:

Q0 2 abort,
A . _ _
Qni1 = skipgyg,,,1 © (@:=Uq:Qy) (n 2 0)

where(C is a “coin” 2 x 2 unitary matrix. It is worth noting that we have to introduce a
sequence, ¢o, ... of new qubit variables in order to well-define the quantumicé® used
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in @, (n > 1). For eachn > 0, sincevar(Q),) = 0 andquar(Q.,) = qU {q1, .., qn},
the semi-classical semantipg);, | of @/, is an operator-valued function #; ® ", H,,
over {e}. Suppose that the input is a stat® in 7z, and all the auxiliary qubit variables
q1, ---, ¢ are initialised in stat@). For simplicity of calculation, we tak€ = H (the2 x 2
Hadamard matrix; see Example]5.1). Then

|
—

n

[@u](@)I0)" =,

2

1
1/2@'—1—1

It is clear that we cannot directly define the semantics of antjum loop as the limit of
{@Q),}5°, because the state spacesGiif are different for different.. To overcome this

difficulty, a natural idea is to localise qubit variablgs ..., ¢,:

U'lw)0)"~[1)".

Il
o

Q" = begin local ¢y, ..., ¢, := |0)"; Q/, end.

But such a localisation makes the quantum iterations degent probabilistic iterations:

n—1
1 . ,
[@u1(p) =D 5z Up(UT)"
i=0
This gives an example showing that quantum loops, or morergéiy quantum recursions,
with quantum control flows are much harder to deal with tharséhwith classical control

flows. Due to the limited space, a more detailed treatmenuahtym recursion is post-
poned to another paper.

7 Conclusions

Three new quantum program constructs - quantum guarded aathrquantum choice and
guantum recursion - are defined in this paper. We believentraiducing these constructs
is a significant step toward the full realisation of “quantaamtrol” in quantum program-
ming. In the further studies, we will consider quantum regars with quantum controls in
detail, and we will establish various algebraic laws for QGgograms that can be used in
program transformations and compilation. A quantum Flblighre logic was built in [17]
for quantum programs with only classical control flows. Supther interesting topic for
further studies would be to extend this logic so that it cao &le applied to programs with
quantum control flows.
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Appendix: Proofs

7.1 Proof of Lemmal3.2

We start with an auxiliary equality. Put:
F= Z F(@7-16)" - F(®716:).
For any|y), |¢) € H ® H,, we can write:

= lea)lé)
i=1

= " [i)li)
i=1

where|y;), [1;) € H for eachl < i < n. Then

(WlFlp) = > (lF(@8) - F(@1-16)|¥)

01,y on
¥ (H A) (H A)
01,.,0m 4,4'=1 \ k#i k#£i!

(il F3 (8:) T Fyr (83 ) [0 ) (i]i")
Z (H | Aksy, | ) (03l F3(6:) T F3(6:) i)

n (19)
= H |)\k5k |2
1=161,...,6;—1,0i41,--,0n \ k71

Z(%\E(@)TE‘(@)WJ

Z |)\k6k|2 =1,
O

and thus

> (HAkaf) =11 (%: Amﬁ) = 1. (20)

61 sees0im 1,041 sensOn \ ki ki
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(1) We now prove that’ is a semi-classical semantic functioritw #; over@;’ ;| A,,.
It suffices to show thal’ = Ixey.; thatis, (p|F|p) < (p|¢) for each|p) € H @ Hs. In
fact, for eachl < i < n, sinceF; is a semi-classical semantic function, we have:

ZF ) C I,
%IZF 5)lei) < (pilgi)-

Then it follows from Eq.[(19) that
(ol Fle) < Zsozl% {lo).

(2) For the case where i, (1 < n) are full, we have:
ZE(@-) Fi(6;) = Iy
05
for all 1 <7 < n, and it follows from Eq.[(I9) that

n

(elFly) = Z(%W:’> = (pl).

i=1
So, it holds that” = I3, by arbitrariness ofp) andv), andF is full.

7.2 Proof of Proposition[4.1

Clauses 1) - 4) are obvious.
5) By definition, for any partial density operatpin H,,..p), we have:

[M[zq] - {Pm}](p)

=" > [PI6l < m)p[PI(@lx « m])!
m SEA(Pp)

= Z Z 5) ® quar(P)\qvar(Pm))
m A(Pm)

(Mm quar(P)\é)p(Mgz ® [qvar(P)\Q)
({Pm—l (6)T ® [V\qvar(Pm))

= Z ® quar( )\qvar(Pm))
m éeA(Pm)
(

mepj\fr )( [Pm—| (5)T ® IV\qvaT’(Pm))
My, pM)

= [Pn
<Z m o MY,): [[Pmu> (0).
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6) For simplicity of the presentation, we write:
PEDLg1i) - P
By definition, we obtain:
[P] = &([01g, [6) — Fi).

Since

and[P;| € F([P;]) for everyl < i < n, it holds that

[Pl € {&(@iLy i) = F) : B e F([R])
forevery 1 <i<n} =0, |i) — [R].

7.3 Proof of Proposition[4.2

The proof is based on the following key lemma by D’Hondt andd@maden [5].

Lemma 7.1 If the semantic functiofiP] of programP has the Kraus operator-sum repre-
sentation:[P] =3, Ej o Ej., then we havewp.P =3 E]T o Ej.

Now we start to prove Propositidn 4.2. Clauses 1) - 4) are idiate from Proposi-
tion[4.1 and Lemm@a71.

5) Suppose that for every,
[Pn] = Z Emi,, © Ejm'm'
Then by Propositioh 411 5) we have:

[Mlz 3 {Pu}] = > | (M 0 ML); [Pl

m

_ Z [(Mm o M ); Z (Emim ° Eimm>

im

=35 (B, M) 0 (Manjmm)

m iy

=323 Buniy Min) © (B, M)

maim
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Using Lemma 7.]1 we obtain:

wp.(M[z < Qi {Pn}) = D> (Emips Min)' © (Enmiy, Min)

m zm

=>.> (MLELZ,) o (Emiy, M)

m iy

= Z Z ( i Emim) ; (Mjn o Mm>]
= [wp.Pm; (M} o Mm)] .

m

6) For eachl < i < n, assume that the semi-classical semanticB;a$ the function
[P;] overA = {j;} such that
[P1(5:) = Eij,
for everyj;. Then by Definitiod 4.3 we obtain:

[P] = Eij o B},
Ji
and it follows from Lemma&7]1 that

Ji

For any|p) = > i, |@i)|i), where|p;) € Hpar(p,) (1 < i < n), we define:

]1 ]n ‘4,0 ZCZ ‘901
z = Hékjky

ki

tr(El )V ET trEl B,
O, = J ) J A =y (21)

ki
Zlk( klk) Iilk Zlk EklkEklk
and\y;,’s are defined by EqL(13). By Definitions 8.4 dnd]3.5 we have:

Z Gjl...jn o G;rl s € Dn | > — wp.F;.

J1yeeesdn

On the other hand, by Definitions 4.2 (5) dnd 4.3 we have:

[O%, g, i) — P] = Z Fj . ja o FjTl,,,jn

J1yeesdn
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whereFj, ;.'s are defined by EqL(12). Applying Lemral7.1 once again, viaiob

wp. (O q, i) = P)= > Fl . oF .
.717~~~7jn

So, we now only need to prove that
.i.
Girdn = Fji i

forall ji, ..., jn. Infact, for anyly)) = Y700, [4) i) with [vh;) € Hgpar(py) (1 < i <), it
holds that

n

(Gjr.gul®)s [9)) ZC: EJ; |oi)] ',Z;\wmm
—Z@ (EL les), |w: ))(il")
:Zg EL |oi), 1¥1))
- Z Gillei), B )
= i(z(l%% Eirj, [9ir))(ild’)

= (e DG 1)
= (l¢)s Fjy..jn[¥))

becaus€;’s are real numbers, and it follows from Ef.121) that

G =[P

ki

for eachl < i < n. Thus, we complete the proof.

7.4 Proof of Theorem 5.1

We first prove Eq.(16). Assume thgP;] is the operator-valued function ovay; such that
[P;1(6;) = Fjs, for eachd; € A; (1 <i < n). We write:

P =05, Ulli) — P,

27



Then foranyly) = > |¥:)|i), wherely;) € Hy (1 <i < n),andV = J;_, quar(B5;),
we have:

[PH(@i=i0i)lv)

= [P](@},5) sz (z g zﬂmﬂ

i=1

= [P(®}16:) Z <Z Uij\w») (U115))

j=1 \i=1

— Z (H )\kék) Fjs, (Z Uz’j\¢z’>> (Ugm)-
=1

j=1 \k#j

Let LHS andRH S stand for the left and right hand side of Eqg.](16), respelstivEnen it
holds that

[RHS|(®7210:)[) = Ug([P(®i16:)[4))

=> (H Akék) Fjs, <Z Uz‘j|7/)z'>> 17)
=1 \kj i=1
= [0 1d) — B1(®5=16i) Z <Z Uij‘¢i>> j>]

j—l i=1

= {D?:l‘@ — PZ—‘ (@?:152') Z W}z Z Uzy‘] )
7=1

= [ li) = Bl(®i10:) <lez (Ugli) )
:{LHSW( i:15z‘)’1/1>-

Consequently, it follows thdtZ. H S| = [RH S] and we complete the proof of EQ.(16).

Now we are ready to prove Eq. (17). Sinde] is a super-operator iHg, there must be
a family of quantum variables, a pure statép,) € Hr, a unitary operatot/ in Hgz @ Hr,
and a projection operatdt onto some closed subspakeof H7 such that

[P)(p) = try(KU(p & |0o) (o) U K)

for all density operatorg in Hg (see the system-environment model of super-operators,
Eq. (8.38) in[[11]). We choose an orthonormal basi£and then extend it to an orthonor-
mal basis{|j)} of #r. Define pure statelg);;) = UT|ij) for all 4, j and programs

P, if |j) € K,
Qij = e p
abort if |j) ¢ K.
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Then by a routine calculation we have:
[ slig) = Qil(o) = [Hili) = PJ(KoK) (22)

for anyo € Hguruv, whereV = ;- quar(P;). We now write RH S for the right hand
side of Eq.[(1)7). Combining Eqs (116) aid22), we obtain:

[[RHS]](p)
rie ([0U'1i3) = Qi UG 0 © o) {0l )

= - EBUTU 7,7}, |2j) —>Qu]](p®soo><<ﬁo))

([[wm = QiU (p @ o) (o U))
= try,, [0ili) — PIEU(p @ o) (o) U'K)
= [0uli) = Pl(trs(KU (p @ lpo) (po DU K)
= [Culi) > PIIPI()
= [EDP.1) — Pl(p)

for all density operatorg in Hz. Therefore, EqL(17) is proved.

7.5 Proof of Theorem 5.2

To simplify the presentation, we write:

R D11q7|>_>PZ7

and assume that?; | is the operator-valued function ovéy; such that P;](9;) = E;;s, for
eachd; € A;. Let|y) € Hyn | quar(p,) @nd[p) € Hg. We can write:

= aili)
i=1
for some complex numbers; (1 < i < n). Then for any; € A; (1 <1i < n), we have:

W5, 5.} 2 [R(S7_16) ([to0))

= [R](Bi16) (ZO@WZ)
_Zaz (H)\kék) ZO’Z|¢ >

1=1 k#i
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where)\;;,’s are defined as in Ed. (1L3),

1Us;...6,) (Wsy...60] = ZO@ (H)\mk) (H)\mk)

i.j=1 ki kj

Eis |0)($|E];, ® [i)(j],
and it follows that

tr%ﬁ | \Il(sl .0 > <\Il(51 ...On |

2
= Z ‘ai]2 (H )‘k5k) Eis, 1) <1/}‘E15
=1

ki
Using Eq. [2D), we obtain:

trag [R] (1) (et])

:W‘?-Lg ( Z \1’61...6n><\1’61---5n)

617~~~76n

D gl Vs 5, (s,
617---76n

N En: i { 2. (H )‘kék) 2} (23)

81y 0im 1,064 1, 0n \ ki
: [Z Ei5i¢><¢E352]
i
= "l P[R([)()).
=1

Now we do spectral decomposition fpP](p) and assume that

[PI(p) = silen) (sl

l

1) = Z i)

for everyl. For any density operaterin Hj»  guar(p,), We can writes in the form of

We further write:

0= Zrm‘¢m><¢m‘
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Then using Eq[(23), we get:
[beginlocal G := p; 07, P, i) — P; end](0)
— try,[P; R](0 ® p)
= try [R] (o @ [P](p))

= try [R] (Z Tm8l¢m¢l><90ﬂ/)m)

m,l

= Z T’msltT’H?[[R]] (|7,Z)m‘;0l> <¢l¢m|)

m,l

= Zrmsl Z ‘alz‘2ﬂpzﬂ(’¢m><wm’)
m,l =1

= ZZSl’ali’2[[Pi]] <Z Tm‘¢m><1/}771‘>
I =1 m

= ZZ sileui | [P] (o)

I =1

-5 (z s,yaw) [P1(o)

I
=1
where

pi=y_silaul* = sililen) (@li)

1 l

= (il <Z 8l|90l><901|) |0} = GIIP(p)]E)-

l
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