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Instantaneous quantum polynomial time (IQP) is a model aft{@bly) non-universal quantum computation.
Since it has been proven that IQP circuits are unlikely toilmeikated classically up to a multiplicative error and
an error in thd, norm, IQP is considered as one of the promising classes¢nabdistrates quantum supremacy.
Although IQP circuits can be realized more easily than aensi&l quantum computer, demonstrating quantum
supremacy is still difficult. It is therefore desired to findbslasses of IQP that are easy to implement. In
this paper, by imposing some restrictions on IQP, we proposdla-driven IQP (ADIQP) as the subclass of
commuting quantum computation suitable for many expertaiesettings. We show that even though ADIQP
circuits are strictly weaker than IQP circuits in a sensey thre also hard to simulate classically up to a multi-
plicative error and an error in tHg norm. Moreover, the properties of ADIQP make it easy to itigase the
verifiability of ADIQP circuits and the difficulties in realing ADIQP circuits.

I. INTRODUCTION experimental settings such as those in Refs.[[28, 29].

In this paper, by imposing some restrictions on IQP, we pro-
A universal quantum computer can solve some problems thgdose ancilla-driven IQP (ADIQP) as a subclass of commut-
seem to be intractable for a classical computer, such as inag quantum computation. In ADIQP, qubits can be divided
teger factorization/ [1]. However, the rigorous relatioipsh into white qubits with long coherence time but without high
between classical and quantum computers has not yet beeontrollability and black qubits with high controllabifitout
specified. Recently, in order to develop an understandingvithout long coherence time. Since a fixed interaction is ap-
of the difference between them, the classical simulatabilplied only between a white qubit and a black qubit, the gen-
ity of restricted quantum computation has been extensivelgrated graph state is a two-colorable graph state. Frome thes
studied. For such quantum computation, commuting quanproperties, ADIQP is suitable for many experimental sgin
tum computation including instantaneous quantum polynotike ADQC is. We show that even though ADIQP circuits are
mial time (IQP) [2+F], deterministic quantum computation strictly weaker than IQP circuits in a sense, they are alsd ha
with 1 pure qubit (DQC1)/[8=10], boson sampling/[L1-14], to simulate classically up to a multiplicative error and ame
constant-depth quantum circuit 15,/ 16], and permutationain thel; norm. As with IQP, we require only one conjecture
guantum computing [17] have been proposed. to show the latter statement. In contrast, different frorR,|Q

It has been proven that IQP circuits, DQCL1 circuits, and bothe value of an error in th norm depends on the size of the
son samplers are unlikely to be simulated classically up to ZDIQP circuit. However, by removing one restriction from
multiplicative error|[3/ 10, 18]. However, since a multgdr  ADIQP, we can prove it in the case of an error in theorm
tive error is unnatural, it is also desirable to show suclikenl ~whose value is constant. Moreover, toward the experimental
liness in the case of an error in thenorm. In 2013, Aaronson realization of ADIQP circuits, we consider their verifiaati
and Arkhipov showed this for boson sampling under two con+o certify that a generated graph state is the desired one and
jectures|[11]. By generalizing their argument, Bremeeal.  investigate the difficulties in realizing them. From thiseo
showed that IQP circuits are unlikely to be simulated classisideration, it is shown that realizing ADIQP circuits is wor
cally up to an error in thé; norm whose value is constant while not just for demonstrating quantum supremacy but also
under only one conjecturg [6]. for realizing a fault-tolerant universal quantum computer

In order to demonstrate quantum supremacy by using IQP
circuits, we have to generate and measure a complex entan-
gled state. To do that, all of the qubits must have a long co-
herence time and high controllability. However, it is diffic
to prepare qubits that satisfy these conditions. In fadofr : . i
of-grinpcipleqexperiments ha]:\);e already been implementt:ad foTO _clar|fy the dlff_erence between IQP and ADIQP, we first
DQC1 [19] and boson sampling [20-+24], but have not yetrevlew the IQP briefly.
been implemented for IQP. In other words, IQP circuits have_ . .. L . .
an elegant mathematical structure, but they are not easy-to | D€finition 1 An 1QP circuit (Fig.[1) omn qubits is defined as
plement. a quantum circuit that satisfies the following conditions:

As a model of universal quantum computation, ancilla-
driven quantum computation (ADQC) [25] has been pro-
posed, which is a model intermediate between the gate-based
model [26] and measurement-based quantum computation e the quantum gate i&/©"U, H®™, wherelU. is anyn-
(MBQC) [27] Since ADQC is realized by a fixed interaction qubit diagona| gate in the Pauli Z basis, and
between a register qubit and an ancillary qubit and by single
qubit operations for an ancillary qubit, it is suitable foany e the measurements are Pauli Z-basis measurements.

[I. INSTANTANEOUS QUANTUM POLYNOMIAL
TIME

e the input state isz) = |21 - - - ) (z; € {0,1},1 <
i <n),
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FIG. 1: The general IQP circuit. Each of the meter symbols
represents the measurement in fhbasis.

Here,|0) (]1)) isa+1 (—1) eigenstate of the Pauli Z gaté
and H is a Hadamard gate H satisfies that7]0) = (|0) +

1))/v2 = |+) andH[1) = (0) - [1)/v2 = |-).

As an example of IQP circuits, we consider the case where

|z) = [0)®" andU, = M7, Z;(0;)Gyp... Here, Z;(0;) =
e~:Zi/2 7. is performed on théth qubit, andG,, ., |+)©"

is a graph state called thequbit brickwork state [30]. Since
anyn-qubit graph state is generated from) ©” by using only
the controlled? gateA(Z) = |0)(0|@1+]1)(1|® Z, Gp.. IS
the diagonal gate in th& basis. Here] is a two-dimensional
identity operator. Since the brickwork state is a universal
source of MBQC [30], IQP with feedforward operations is
equivalent to universal quantum computation.

We review classical simulatability of the IQP circuits in
the case of a multiplicative error and an error in the
norm. If there is a randomized classical circiidf, on n
bits with input 2 that satisfies|Pr[R,, outputs y on 2| —
Pr[C,, outputs y on z]| < ¢Pr[C,, outputs y on z] (¢ > 1)
in polynomial time, we say that the output probability distr
bution of the quantum circui€’,, on n qubits is classically
simulatable up to a multiplicative error

Theorem 1 [3] If the output probability distribution of any
IQP circuit is classically simulatable up to a multiplica#
error 1 < ¢ < /2, then the polynomial hierarchy (PH) col-
lapses at the third level.

PH is an infinite tower of complexity classes including non-
deterministic polynomial time (NP) [31], and it is widely-be
lieved that PH does not collapse at any level.

Recently, a similar statement has been proven in the case
an error in thd; norm under one conjecture.

Conjecture 1 [6] Let f : {0,1}™ — {0,1} be a uniformly
random degre& polynomial overfF, satisfyingf(0™) = 0.

Then itis #P-hard to approximatgap(f)/2"]? up to a multi-
plicative errorc = 1/4+o0(1) for a1/24 fraction of polynomi-

als f. Here,gap(f) = [{x : f(z) = 0} = {z : f(z) = 1}].

Theorem 2 [6] Assume conjecture 1 is true. If the output
probability distribution of any IQP circuit is classicallgim-
ulatable up to an error ol /192 in the!; norm, then the PH
collapses at the third level.

Here, #P is a complexity class consisting of function prob
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FIG. 2: The general ADIQP circuil/cy is a quantum gate
composed of\(Z), andU%? = 1™ T Ucy, (0 < d; < 7).

[Il. ANCILLA-DRIVEN INSTANTANEOUS
QUANTUM POLYNOMIAL TIME

By imposing some restrictions on IQP, we propose a subclass
of commuting quantum computation suitable for many exper-
imental settings.

Definition 2 An ADIQP circuit (Fig[2) om qubits is defined
as a quantum circuit that satisfies the following conditions

e the input state is the product ¢f) = |z1 - - - zp,)
(z; €{0,1},1 < j < mny)and|0)®™ (n, +np, = n),
where then,, qubits in the statéz) and then; qubits
in the state|0)®™ are called white qubits and black
qubits, respectively,

e the quantum gate i# €U H®" whereU!? is any
n-qubit diagonal gate in th& basis that is composed
of A(Z) between a white qubit and a black qubit and
Z(w/4) = T on a black qubit, and only two or less
A(Z) can be performed on a black qubit,

e the measurements afe-basis measurements, and

e the input register and output register are composed of
white qubits.

Here, the superscripf2) means thatl]z(2)|+>®” is a two-
oblorable graph state up to local unitary operations.

Since a black qubit is measured in the basis lying on the
equator of the Bloch sphere after it has interacted with atmo
two white qubits, a black qubit is not required to have long co
herence time, but it has to be easy to manipulate. On the other
hand, since a white qubit is measured in the PAubasis af-
ter it has interacted with many black qubits, a white qubit is
required to have long coherence time, but it does not have to
be easy to manipulate. In other words, to realize ADIQP cir-
cuits, we can use different physical systems as white qubits
and black qubits. Moreover, we do not have to realize the in-
teraction between identical systems such as that between tw
photonic qubits. Note that some white qubits can be used as

lems that can be solved by counting the number of solution@ncillary gubits, which are used to entangle two black qubit

of arbitrary NP problems [31].

We consider the relationship between IQP and ADIQP.
From definitions 1 and 2, it is obvious that IQP circuits can
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\x) shown ina was introduced in Ref[ [32] as the bridge opera-
tion. The equality shown ib can be certified by a straight-
j0) & (e tmee0) s FTH @] forward calculation. The equality shown éwas introduced
VoI w) in Ref. [25] to make ADQC. The equality showndhwas in-
e s A § troduced in Ref[[3] as the Hadamard gaddé®2A (Z) H®?2

on two white qubits€) is performed by combining the equal-
FIG. 3: The ADIQP circuit in the case where the input fties shown ina andb. H on a white qubit{) is performed
register is the same as the output register. Here,

by combining the equalities shown&b, andd. HT H on a
S 5 o 9 white qubit @) is performed by combing the equalities shown
U = wiP(j0)(0] @ 150D 4 1) (1] @ VL), ina, b, ¢, andd. Inf, the input and output qubits are different,
but these are white qubits. frandg, a white qubit is used as
an ancillary qubit. |

simulate ADIQP circuits exactly. We show that ADIQP cir-  Ag shown in Ref.[[6], for any degre@polynomial f :
cuits are strictly weaker than IQP circuits in the following (g 1}» —, {0 1} overF, satisfying f(0") = 0, there is

sense. an IQP circuitC; composed of the controlled-controllef-
H icfi XN n __
Theorem 3 There is a function that can be computed deter-92t€A(A(2)), A(Z), andZ, and it satisfies0|*" C'r[0)*" =

ministically by an IQP circuit but cannot be by an ADIQP gap(f)/2".
circuit.

E

k]

Lemma 2 For any degree3 polynomial f : {0,1}" —
Proof. ~We consider performing 1-bit classical NOT {0,1} over[F satisfying f(0") = 0, there is an ADIQP
(z — z @ 1) deterministically. In the case of IQP, it can be circuit CJ(,Z) that satisfies|<0|®(”+m>05,2)|0)®<"+m>| =

performed by selecting, asU.. Next, we prove that ADIQP g5 )| /27+™/2, Here, m = 130(%) + 3(2) and repre-

cannot p.e”"“.”” such an operation determiqistically. If thesents the number of the ancillary qubitsincludim(”) white
input register is the same as the output register, the ADlQ%ubits. The first. qubits are white qubits. 3
circuit can be written as in Fif] 3. Since the ancillary gsibit

are composed ofy, black qubits,n,, ¢ white qubits whose
i ®naw,0 —n — _ _ i i
state iS0) » andny, 1 (= n —ny — 1m0 — 1) white qubits this, we have to perfor@, A(Z), andA(A(Z)) in the

i ®Nw, - i - . . . . .
whose state ig1) ®27;j1r1)e s(t;;\te tée(iorfn th;Z ba};‘f MEa= ADIQP circuit. Since a white qubit can be preparedGsor
surement is[|+)oH W2T |4 Bl o)| )8t + 11y as we like,Z can be substantially performed on a qubit

Proof. For any fixed f, we constructC}Q) from Cy. To

(—1)7| =)o HO =D WP Y| 1) @(rotnuo0)| @] /1/3, included in the first, white qubits without ancillary qubits.
Here, the subscripi represents the output register. Accord- From Fig[4, A(Z) can be performed on two arbitrary qubits
ingly, in order to perform 1-bit NOT deterministically, included in the firsth qubits by using three black qubits as

the ancillary qubits. As shown in chapter 4.3 in Ref.| [26],

|[+) et o) | _yEnea — _y )4y @mtneo)| _)®rea (1) A(A(Z)) can be constructed from thrééZ)'s, four H’s, and
. . . . . three controlleds gates, and a controllefl-gate can be com-
is required. However, no diagonal gate in thebasis can posed from twaA (Z)’s, four H's, threeT”s, and oneS'. In
satisfy Eq.[(L). Even if the input register is different frohe  oihor wordsA(A(Z)) can be constructed from ning(Z)’s,
output register, the same argument still holds when 0. W 16 H's, nineT’s, and threeSt’s. Accordingly,A(A(Z)) can

From the above discussions, we have shown some diffefse performed on three qubits included in the firsjubits by
ences between IQP and ADIQP. However, by introducing,sing 25 white qubits and 105 black qubits as the ancillary

postselection, these two models become completely equivgypits. From the above, at mostancillary qubits are needed
lent from the viewpoint of complexity class. Here, we roughl 2) . .
to construct”;”’. However, in general, some of ancillary

define the complexity class post-A for a model A. If ademsmnqubits are not used. If three ancillary qubits required o pe

problem is solved by a postselected A circuit in polynomial .
time with a probability of at least 2/3, such a problemis ia th fgrtr)n A.(Z) remain, we apﬂlféﬁfl to_”each ofbt_hem be_forgz the
class post-A. The formal definition is introducedlih [3]. Asa asis measurements. ancilary qubits requiredto pe
: ' . . ' form A(A(Z)) remain, we applyd ©80§®80 7©80 tg 80 black
exception, when A is a model of universal quantum compu-_ " . 2 ®2 . g
. . qubits and? ®*A(Z) H®" to each of 25 pairs of the remaining
tation, we write post-A as post-BQP (bounded-error quantuny . .
S . ; . white and black qubits before thi&basis measurements. As a
polynomial time). Note that in the following lemm&/, in ®(ntm) (¥(2) | @(ntm) on on —
IQP is restricted to the diagonal gate in thebasis that is  "€SUlt,[{0] Cy o) | = KO[="Cyrl0)=m/v2m.

composed from a universal gate $&f, 7', A(Z)} [26].

Lemma 1 post-ADIQP=post-IQP
IV. CLASSICAL SIMULATABILITY OF THE ADIQP

Proof. To show that an ADIQP circuit with postselection CIRCUITS

can simulate an IQP circuit with postselection, we prove tha

H®N(Z)H®?, H, and HTH can be performed on white We consider the special cases of ADIQP circuits that are clas
qubits in an arbitrary order. To do so, we use the four equalsically simulatable with exponentially high accuracy, iia
ities of quantum circuits shown in Figsa4l. The equality the strong sensel[4].
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FIG. 4: a-d. The equalities used to show lemmaal Bridge operation. Here§ = Z(w/2). b. This equality is used to remove
Sina. c. T'used in ADQCd. Hadamard gadgeg-g. The quantum gates on white qubits. In all cagds,output as each of
the measurement outcomes with probabilit2. e. H®2A(Z)H®2. Three black qubits are used as an ancillary qdbikl .
Three black qubits and one white qubit are used as ancillaits; The output qubit is different from the input qulnt. HT H.
Three black qubits and one white qubit are used as ancillaijts)

Theorem 4 Let N¢yz ; be the number ok (Z) on theith black The following lemmas hold:
qubit. Ifall N¢yz ; are less than 1, the output probability distri-
bution of the output register of the ADIQP circuitis clagdlgy  Lemma 3 Lethm) (z € {0,1}") be the circuit produced by

simulatable in the strong sense. applying HZH to CJ(?) for eachkth white qubit such that

Proof. If all Nz ; are0, all of the white qubits are not con- zx = 1 (1 < k < n). The value of: is chosen uniformly
nected byA(Z). Accordingly, the output probability distribu- at random. Assume th(_are exists a classical polylr!omlgl—t.lme
tion of the output register can be classically simulatedttixa algorithm A that approximates the output probability distri-
If all Ncz,; arel, each white qubit is connected to different bution ofC( up to an errore in thel; norm. Then, for any
Elacléqubns Since the% ouzth>Ut pllrobablhty distributionaf 0 <3 < 1), there is anF BPPNP algorithm that ap-
qubit output reglster_o a 2-local commuting quantum Com'proximatesi K "+W>C(2)|O> (n+m) 2 yp to an additive er-
putation on a product input state is classically simulatabl @)
the strong sensél[4], the output probability distributiéhe  ror (1+o(1))e/(2"6)+[(0[* ™ 7 [0)2 ™) |2 /poly (n)
output register of the ADIQP circuit can be classically simu With a probability of at least — ¢ over the choice af.
lated in the strong sense. If @iy ; are less than, for each )
white qubit, one of the above two observations can be appliedroof. For anyy € {0, 1}", letp, = Pr[cf o outputs y0™]
u andq, = Pr[A outputs y0™ on input ' 1. From Stock-
y fO
Next, using lemmas 1 and 2, we show that classical S'mumeyers counting theorem, there is ﬁ}BPPNP algorithm

lation of any ADIQP circuits seems to be impossible. We first
. o that produceg, such thatg, — ¢,| < g,/poly(n). Accord-
consider the case of a multiplicative error. ingly, from the triangle inequality,

Theorem 5 If the output probability distribution of any

ADIQP circuit is classically simulatable up to a multiplica |Gy — Dyl < lay — Pyl + 4y )
tive error 1 < ¢ < /2, then the PH collapses at the third voorvi =BT boly(n)

level. < gy — pol + Py + gy — Pyl 3)
Proof. In Ref. [3], it is shown that a model A that satisfies v poly(n)

post-A=post-BQP is not classically simulatable up to a mul- |<O|®(n+m)c('2)|0>®(n+m)|2
tiplicative errorl < ¢ < v/2 unless the PH collapses atthe < [1 + o(1)]|g, — py| + Ly . (4)
third level. From lemma 1 and post-IQP=post-BQP [3], post- poly(n)
ADIQP=post-BQP. |

Hereafter, we prove that ADIQP circuits are also hard toSlnceA approximates the output probability distribution of

simulate classically up to an errer= 2-P°¥(") in the I; C(z) up to an erroe in thel; norm, from Markov’s inequality,
norm. To do so, we use an argument similar to that used in

Ref. [6]. In the following, BPPNP is a complexity class con- Pryllgy — pyl > €/(270)] < 6. (5)
sisting of decision problems that can be solved by random-

ized classical polynomial-time computation given an aeacl F'om Eas.[(#) and(5)g, —
that can solve any NP problem. MoreovEBPPNT is the

functional version oBPPNP | P#P is a complexity class con- €
sisting of decision problems that can be solved in polynbmia [+ 0(1)]% T poly(n)
time given an oracle that can solve any #P problem,Xsiel

is the third level of PH. with probability of at least — 6. |

py| is upper bounded by

n-+m 2 n-+m
(0|t tm ) gy @ (rtm) 2

(6)
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Lemma 4 Prf[|<0|®("+m>6‘]§?)|0>®("+m>|2 >1/27tm+1] > Theorem 7 Assume conjecture 1 is true. If the output prob-
1/12. ability distribution of any ADIQP circuit is classically sim-
ulatable up to an error of /192 in the!; norm, then the PH

Proof. In Ref. [6], it is shown thatPr [gap(f)2/22" >  collapsesatthe third level.

n+1
1/2%*"] 2 1/12. From lemma 2, Proof. Unlike the argument in Refl[6], in the argument to

prove theorem 6, the initial state of each of the ancillaryitsu

is set to|0) to constructC’}Q). In other words, if we con-
_ 2 /192n+m n+m+1 . . .

= Prylgap(f)°/2 >1/2 ] ®)  struct C}Q) without setting the initial state of each of them
= Prylgap(f)?/2*" > 1/2"""] > 1/12. (9)  to |0) when f is chosen uniformly at random, we can prove

theorem 6 fore =const. The initial state of each of the an-
u cillary qubits that are used to perforin(Z) does not have

to be set td0) to constructCJ(,Q). This is because, when the

Prf[|<0|®(n+m)0](02)|O>®(n+m)|2 > 1/2n+m+1] (7)

Lemma5Let f : {0,1}" — {0,1} be a uniformly ran- . .
dom degree—3fpol)£norriial ové[?g s}:;ltisfyingf(on) i 0. outputs are nob? in the quantum gate shown in Fige, 47

Assume that there is a classical polynomial-time algorithmIS applied for each of two white qubits as b))/produc'EQg)per-
that approximates the output probability distribution afya  ators, and these operators merely transf«ﬂ‘ﬁﬁ into C',
ADIQP circuit up to an errorl/(192 - 2™) in thel; norm.  for some degrea-polynomial f* : {0,1}" — {0,1} over
Then there is anFBPPNT algorithm that approximates F2 satisfyingf’(0") = 0. SinceZ can be performed with-
|<0|®(n+m)c(}2)|0>®(n+m)|2 up to a multiplicative error: = out ancillary qubits as mentioned in the proof of lemma 2, if
f H®3A(A(Z))H®? on three white qubits is permitted, we can
prove theorem 6 foe = 1/192 by using the same argument.

Proof. From lemma 3 withe = 1/(192 - 2"™) andé = u

1/24, there is anFBPPNF algorithm that approximates

(o[t i |oy2(r+m)|2 yp to an additive errox1 + V. CONCLUSION & DISCUSSION
0(1))/2n+m+3 + |<O|®(n+m)0](02)|O>®(n+m)|2/poly(n) with
a probability of at leas23/24. From lemma 4,

1/4+ o(1) for at least al /24 fraction of polynomials .

In this paper, we proposed ADIQP as the subclass of com-
muting quantum computation suitable for many experimen-
@) tal settings. Although ADIQP cannot calculate 1-bit classi
1+o(1) [(0]Fm 7 |0)etntm) |2 10) cal NOT deterministically unlike IQP, classically simuifay
on+m+3 poly(n) (10) the output probability distribution of the ADIQP circuitsal
1+ o(1) 1 seems impossible. Accordingly, ADIQP is a promising class
< ( )|<O|®("+m)0}2)|O)®("+m)|2(11) that demonstrates quantum supremacy.

Here we discuss the verifiability of the ADIQP circuits and
the difficulty in realizing them.

The difference between IQP and ADIQP is that the graph
state generated in the ADIQP circuit is only the two-coldeab
with a probability of at least 1/24 23/288). B  graph state. If the elimination df; before theZ-basis mea-

These lemmas immediately imply the following theorem: surement is allowed for anyduring the verification step, we

can certify that the ADIQP circuit generates the correcpgra
Theorem 6 Assume conjecture 1 is true. If the output proba-state by using the stabilizer test [34]. More concretely, us
bility distribution of any ADIQP circuit is classically siatat-  ing the ADIQP circuit2k + 1 times for sufficiently largek,
able up to an error ofl /(192 - 2™) in thel; norm, then the we first generat@k + 1 copies of a graph state associated
PH collapses at the third level. with the ADIQP circuit. We then perform the stabilizer test

by measuring randomly chos@# copies of them appropri-
Proof. By combining lemma 5 with lemma 2, it is easy to ob- ately. If the test is passed, this gives a certain lower bafnd
tain anFBPPN? algorithm that approximatggap(f)/2"]>  the fidelity of the remaining graph state. In other words, the
up to a multiplicative errot /4 + o(1) for at least a /24 frac-  stabilizer test ensures that the graph state used for sagripli
tion of polynomialsf. Thus, by conjecture 1, it holds that a desired state without measuring it. This property is vesru
#P C FBPPNF and thusP#P C BPPNF. Since itis known  ful in experiments. Moreover, since ADIQP is a special case
thatPH C P#P [31,133] andBPPN? C ¥3P, this resultim-  of IQP, the certification protocol for IQPP [35] can also bedise
plies thatPH C 3P, i.e., the PH collapses at the third level. for ADIQP. Accordingly, ADIQP has many more verification
| methods than IQP.

Finally, we consider what we should do to prove theorem 6 By using the above difference, we clarify the difficulty of
for e =const. In the ADIQP circuit, all multi-qubit gates on implementing the ADIQP circuits. In Rel. [36], it is shown
the concolorous qubits are prohibited. We define an ADIQP that any two-colorable graph state is equivalent to a CSS
circuit as a circuit that permits performid§®3A(A(Z)) H®3 (Calderbank-Shor-Steane) state up to local unitary toansf
on any three white qubits in the ADIQP circuit. mations. This equivalence implies that simulating the otitp

4 poly(n)
1
= (o )o@ (12



probability distribution of the ADIQP circuitis as hard ass
ulating the probability distribution of the outcomes of the

is also meaningful for other quantum information procegsin
schemes.

gubit measurements performed on the logical state encaoded b

the CSS code [37, 38]. Accordingly, the realization of ADIQP
circuits can be considered as one of the keys to realizif fau
tolerant universal quantum computation. Moreover, sihee t
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