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We present a scalable set of universal and multiply controlled gates in a qudit basis through a bijective
mapping from N qubits to qudits with D = 2V levels via rotations in U(2). For each of the universal
gates (H, CNOT, and T), as well as the NOT gate and multiply-controlled-Z gates, we describe a
systematic approach to identifying the set of U(2) rotations required to implement each gate for any
qudit of size D and with minimal use of an ancilla level. The qudit gates are analyzed in terms of the
total rotation count and gate depth as the system scales with N. We apply the qudit-basis gates to
Grover’s Algorithm and compare the circuit depth vs. system size to a qubit-based circuit. The results
show that there is a dramatic reduction in circuit depth as the size of the system increases for the qudit
circuit compared to qubit circuit. In particular, multiply controlled gates are the driving factor in the
reduction of circuit complexity for qudit-based circuits since the gate depth remains constant as the

system scales with D.
I. INRODUCTION

The development of quantum algorithms and
implementation has been focused on qubit-based
systems [1-9]. A quantum algorithm is implemented on
quantum processors through a quantum circuit
constructed with a set of universal gates, such as, the
commonly used Hadamard (H), pi/8-phase (T), and
controlled-not (CNOT) gates. The success of the qubit-
based circuit model of quantum computation is rooted
in its universality realized through “local” gates
operating on single or two qubits [6,10]. On the
hardware level, these gates are composed with finite
rotation operators (or conditional rotation operators in
CNOT gate) in the 2-dimensional Hilbert space of a
qubit driven by external Hamiltonians.

Optimization of quantum circuits have attracted
extensive efforts due to its significance in studying
theoretical complexity bounds for a given algorithm. It
is also critical for implementing an algorithm
successfully on hardware available currently or in the
near future. For practical reasons, circuit complexity
analysis usually includes two parts: the total gate count
that can be either the basic universal gates or rotation
operators in a circuit, and the circuit depth that counts
the number of gates (or rotations) on the longest gate
sequence in the circuit. In a noisy intermediate-scale
quantum computer, limited coherence time sets an
upper bound for the circuit depth and errors in quantum
gates accumulates with the total number of gates [11].
In addition, two-qubit gates, such as CNOT and
controlled-Z (CZ) gates, are currently the dominant
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sources of error due to their higher error rates compared
with single qubit gates [12].

Multiple-qubit gates, such as Toffoli and doubly-
controlled-Z gates and their multiply-controlled
versions, need complex circuits to implement in a qubit-
based system. A Toffoli gate with N — 1 controls and
one target qubit can be implemented with an N-qubit
circuit of quadratic depth and gate count AN?)[13].
The complexity can be reduced to J(N) with the help
of at least one ancillary qubit [13-15]. It has also been
proven that such a qubit-based circuit needs at least 2N
CNOT gates [16]. The theoretical lower bound of the
circuit depth is still unknown. However, the existing
schemes with the least depth of (log N) requires extra
resources including A(N) clean ancillary qubits and
disentangling operations conditional on measurement
results [15].

A quantum computer using one or more qudits rather
than an all-qubit system may provide a viable solution
in reducing circuit complexity, especially when
involving multiple-qubit gates as mentioned above [17-
32].

In this paper, we will focus on methods for mapping
qubit-specified gates for an arbitrary N-qubit system to
one qudit of dimension D = 2V + 1, where the extra
level is needed in some cases. The universal gate set, as
well as some important multiply-controlled gates and
combinations of multiple single qubit gates applied in
parallel will be considered. We assume the
computational resources available are rotations in 2-
dimentional subspaces of the qudit with fixed angles in
integer number of /2. Circuit complexity is analyzed
in term of the rotation operators. Our results show
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significant reduction in both total rotation count and
circuit depth in the (N — 1)-controlled-Z gate that can
be constructed with a single 27 rotation independent of
N. Circuit depth for a single qudit gate remains constant
while the total rotation count increases in (D).
Furthermore, the complexity of the qudit gate remains
the same when an equivalent single qubit gate, such as
T or NOT gate is applied to multiple qubits in parallel.
The most complex gate is the H gate. When applied to
multiple qubits, the rotation count grows in O(DN) and
depth, in AAN) for the equivalent qudit H gate. We will
apply these features to show the reduction of circuit
complexity, both in overall rotation counts and the
circuit depth in Grover’s algorithm implemented in a
qudit.

The rest of the paper is arranged in three main
sections. In Sec. IlIA we first lay the framework to
express qudit gates in a qubit basis along with the
generalized construction of qudit gates via unitary
rotations in the U(2) subspaces. Next in Sec I1B, we
describe the specific sequence of rotations to construct
the universal gate set, some commonly used gate
combinations, as well multiply-controlled-Z gates. In
Sec. III we implement Grover’s algorithm using qudit
gates and analyze the complexity of the circuits in a
qudit vs. qubit systems. In Sec. VI we summarize our
results and discuss prospective work.

1. QUANTUM GATES
A. Qubit-specified gates in qudit basis

The state vector for an arbitrary qudit of dimension D
is a linear superposition of the orthonormal basis of the

qudit, {|d)p}ae (0..0-1

D-1

$)= > aald),

d=0

where a,; denotes a set of complex probability
amplitudes. The subscript D outside the basis ket
indicates the total size of the system. For simplicity, we
will restrict to D = 2V which is equivalent to a system
of N qubits. The basis vector mapping between a D-
dimensional qudit and N qubits is the tensor product of
the individual qubit basis,

|d)p = 19192 - qi -GN ), @

where theie {1,2,..,N} and gq; € {0,1}. The
transformation between the two sets of bases is
connected through the integer d and its matching
Boolean bit string q,q5 -.-q; ---qn-

The qudit construction of equivalent one- and two-
qubit gates are generally “single action” gates. The
action of the qudit operator in effect equivalently
transforms a single target qubit ¢,

Utld)p = Utlqy . Qe - qn) = 1q1 Q¢ - Q).

For a two-qubit controlled gate the nomenclature is
U<t where ¢ and t denote the control and target qubits,
respectively.

The qubit-based gates are implemented by U(2)
rotations in a 2-dimensional space spanned by the qubit
basis. The generalized expression for a U(2) rotation in
the sub-space of a qudit is given by,
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Where o - 71 is the Pauli vector, 77 and 6 are the axis
and angle of rotation, respectively, and j <k €
{0,1,2, ..., D} are the qudit levels under rotation. The
first D levels are the qudit basis vectors in Equation (1)
and the Dth is an ancillary level. The ancillary level is
included to ensure the rotation in U(2) does not impart
a local phase to the qudit basis state. It should be noted
that not all gates require the ancilla level.

Any qudit unitary can be constructed through a
sequence of U(2) rotations of selected axes, rotation
angles, and pairings of qudit levels. The complexity
analysis of a gate construction includes the number of
the rotations and the depth of the circuit in terms of
rotation count on the longest sequence. Our goal is to
reduce the rotation count and the circuit depth.
Commutation properties among the rotation operators
helps to achieve reduction in both. Two useful
commuting rotations are

1. Rotations operating on entirely different qudit levels
commute,

2. Two rotations which share a common level commute
if they share a set of eigenvectors in the Hilbert space
spanned by all levels.

In the following sections we present constructions of
the three universal gates (H, CNOT, and T), as well as
NOT and multiply-controlled-Z gates, for a qudit
system of dimension D = 2" using the qudit rotation
operator (Equation 2). We will show it is sufficient to
set the axes of rotations to x, y, and z, and limit rotation
angles to +nm/2 for integer n.



B. Universal Gate Set

Hadamard Gate
The single-action qudit Hadamard (H) gate, Ht,
applied on a qudit basis creates a superposition
between paired qudit levels is equivalent to a qubit H
gate applied to the t-th qubit,

HY|d)p, = H'|q1q5 .. q¢ - qn)
= 1q1G2 ) ® H|q,) ® | ...qn)-

The operator H transforms every pair as

HE )y = = (1) + 1))
7

1
HYu)p = ﬁ(ll)l) = [u)p),

where the pairs are identified by lower and upper
indices, [ and u, with g, = 0 for the lower state and
q: = 1 for the upper state of the target qubit,

IDp = 19192 - q: = 0 ...qN)

[wp = 19192 - q: = 1 ...qn)-

For D = 2V levels there are D /2 pairs. The integers
that label the paired levels are related by u — | = 2N—t,
Any operator H® can be implemented by a set of .
D /2 y-rotations, R, (—m/2), followed by a set of D /4
x-rotations, R, (2m). Each y-rotation applied to a paired
[l)p and |u), creates the desired superposition but
leaves a e'™ phase on |u)p. The same phase affecting
all D/2 upper levels can be corrected by R,(2m)
rotations applied to D /4 pairs of upper levels with any
pairing combinations. Therefore, the total rotation
count for any single action gate H® is 3D /4. The total
circuit depth is 2 since all y-rotations commute, as well
as all x-rotations, and can be applied in parallel. The
two rotation sets are commutable as well.
An example of the level pairings and rotation operators
for a single-action qudit H gate, equivalent to a qubit H
gate acting on the t = 1 qubit, fora D = 8 qudit system
is shown in Table 1. The rotations in curly brackets are
applied in parallel.
It is quite common in an algorithm that a set of qubit
H gates are applied in parallel to a few or all the qubits
in the circuit. Any combination of parallel qubit H gates
can be expressed as a multi-action qudit H gate,
performing the equivalent transformation. Figure 1.
shows the rotation sequence for a D = 8 qudit multi-
action H gate equivalent to implementing qubit H gates
to all three qubits in parallel. The first set of y-rotations

H'=Md)e = £(10)£]1) ® |9,95)

H'=110)g = 7-(10)g+14)5)
H H= g = 1 (11 +5)s)
H'='12)g = £(12)5+16)s)
H'=1[3)g = - (13)a+17)s)
H=H4)g = 2(10)5—[4)s)
H'=!15)5 = 7(I11)5=15)s)
H'=116)5 = £(12)5=16)s)
H'=7)g = £-(13)6=17)s)

Equivalent Qubit
Hadamard Gate

H=t = (R (2m) PV (2m)}
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Table I. Qudit Hadamard gate example foraD = 8 system
with the H gate action on the t = 1 equivalent qubit. The
rotation operators reads from right to left.

is applied to the paired levels corresponding to t = 1,
the second and third for t = 2 and 3, respectively. The
phase correction is done at the end by the set of x-
rotations applied to D/2 upper states that have been
addressed an odd number of times in the y-rotations.

For an arbitrary number of M qubit H gates applied
in parallel, where 1 < M < N, the equivalent multi-
action qudit H gate is constructed by M sets of y-
rotations, each set applied to the paired levels
corresponding to the target qubits, and D/4 sets of
phase correction x-rotations .
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Figure 1. An H gate with action on all equivalent qubits for
a D = 8 qudit system requires a total of 14 rotations. The
dashed double-sided arrows indicate the level pairings
addressed by each rotation. Each set of rotations in curly
brackets commute and can be performed in parallel. The
operator sequence reads from left to right.

For the multi-action qudit H gate, the total rotation
count is D(2M + 1)/4. All R, (—m/2) rotations for a
given t commute, as do all the R,(2m) rotations.
Therefore, the circuit depth scales as M + 1, i.e. it
scales by the number of equivalent parallel qubit H
gates, with the upper limit for the circuit depth when
M = N.



CNOT Gate
The qudit CNOT gate performs the same action as an
equivalent qubit CNOT gate where the target state is
flipped predicated on the state of the control qubit,

Cifld)p = €914y e o Ge - )
= |q1 - q - (qcDqe) - qn)-

This gate can be implemented with a set of rotations in
U(2) subspaces,

¢ = | [(reem}{rs @}

where the indices a, b, and ¢ are chosen according to a
given pair of control and target qubits. The rotation
operator reads from right to left.

|16 = 19:9:9394)
= 19.9:) ® |q5q4)
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ci? = (RO 2mRID 2m)) +
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Equivalent Qubit
CNOT Gate

Table Il. CNOT gate example of the paired levels for the
rotation about the y-axis for a qudit of dimension D = 16. For
each level pairing the control qubit is 1, the target qubit is
either 0 or 1, and the remaining qubits are in an identical
separable state. The rotation operators reads from right to left.

Table Il. demonstrates an example of the D = 16
qudit CNOT gate, C,%, in a qubit circuit and the qubit-
to-qudit mapping used to identify the rotation levels. A
R, (1) rotation pairs the states where the target qubit is
in |1) and |0), the control qubit is | 1), and the remainder
of the qubits are in identical separable states. There are
D/4 such pairs, as listed in the table. These y-rotations
flip the paired levels and impart a e'™ phase to the
control and target qubit both in the upper |1) state. The
local phase is removed by a set of R,(2m) rotations
between two of the control and target qubits in the
upper state. There are D/8 R, (2m) rotations for D > 8.
For D = 4, where the local phase is present in only one
level an ancillary level is needed to compensate the
local phase.

The total rotation count is 3D /8. All R, (1) rotations
can be run in parallel, as well as all R, (2r). Therefore,

the circuit depth is 2 and is independent of the system
size.

A multiple control qudit CNOT gate rotation
sequence can be construction based on the same
principles, i.e. the level pairing for R, (m) is between
the states where the target qubits are in |1) and |0), all
control qubits are in |1), and the remaining no-action
qubits in an identical qubit basis state. The number of
pairs equivalent to the number of orthogonal basis of
the non-action qubits. For C control qubits and 1 target
ina D = 2" qudit, there are 2V=¢~1 pairs, which is also
the number of R,, (1) rotations. In a system with at least
one non-action qubit, the local phase in each pair can
be compensated by a R, (2w) between two pairs as
discussed above. The total operator count is
3(2N-¢-1)/2 for N—C =2 . In the cases where all
qubits are involved, i.e. C = N — 1, the multiple CNOT
can be implemented with one R, () and followed by a
R, (2m) to an ancillary level.

Implementing a multiply controlled CNOT gate
logic in a qubit system requires gate decomposition
that grows with the number of controls from at best
O(N) [6, 13, 16] to O(logN) [15, 33]. Ina qudit
system using the method described for a multiply
controlled CNOT gate, the depth growth is reduced to
0(1), with a constant depth of 2 and is independent of
the number of controls.

T Gate
The T gate imparts a phase of exp(irr/4) to the qudit
levels corresponding to the target qubit of |1),

T\d)p = T*lqy - qe - qn)
= exp(inq./H\q1 - q¢ - qn)-

There are D /2 levels, each requires one rotation about
the z-axis by —m/2 between the corresponding level
and the ancillary level. The generalized rotations

sequence is,
=[]0 ()

where index a includes D/2 levels of g, = 1. Table Il
shows an example of a T gate applied to the
t = 2 equivalent qubit.

The depth of the T gate is O (1) with a constant depth
of 1 since all R,(—mr/2) rotations commute and can be
executed in parallel. This gate can also be constructed
with the same number of R,(—m/4) rotations without
ancillary level.



T*=?|d)g = T*"%|q1G,45)

T*72|0)g = T*~2|000) = |0)g
T'=2|1) = T*72|001) = [1)g
T=2|2)g = T=2]010) = "™*|2),
T=2|3)g = T=2]011) = "™/*|3),
T'72|4) = T'72|100) = |4)g
T*=2|5)g = T*72|101) = |5)g
T'=?|6)s = T*=2|110) = e™/*|6),
T'=2|7)g = T*=2|111) = e™/*|7),

Equivalent Qubit 7z/8
Phase Gate

state to the state after transformation under the gate
logic. A mapping example is shown in Table IV where
X gates are applied to the 1%t and 2" qubits. The total
numbers of R, () and R, (2m) rotations for a single
qudit X gate, which implements a set of parallel single-
qubit X gates, is D/2 and D/4, respectively and is
independent of the number of single-qubit X gates.

= 0 () () ()8 (2)

Table Ill. T gate example in a qudit of size D = 8 where
the qubit equivalent T gate is applied to the second qubit in
the circuit. The rotation operators reads from right to left.

C. Additional Gates

In a similar manner presented in the previous section,
any single-qubit and two-qubit gate can be
implemented in a qudit system with rotations in U(2)
subspaces. In most of the cases, a set of rotations are
needed to compensate unintended local phases,
sometimes via an ancillary level. Implementation of
multiple gates on different qubits and multiply-
controlled gates may be significantly simplified in a
qudit basis. An example in each case will be given in
this section.

NOT Gate
A single qubit NOT gate is a Pauli-X operator that
flips the target qubit state between [0) and |1),

Xt|d>D = 1q192 ) ® X|q) Q| ...qn)-

In a qudit, the state pairing is similar to the CNOT gate.
A pair consists of two levels where the target qubit state
in |0) and |1) and the remaining qubits are in an
identical basis state. There are D /2 pairs in the system,
which requires D/2 R, () and D/4 R, (2m) rotations.
All R, () rotations can be run in parallel, as well as all
R, (2m). The circuit depth for the qudit X gate has a
circuit depth growth of O(1) with a constant depth of
2, same as in the CNOT gate.

Table IV demonstrates the rotation operations for a X
gate in D = 8 qudit system where the equivalent qubit
circuit consist of two X gates in parallel in a three qubit
system. The same circuit logic can be applied using a
single qudit X gate requiring 6 rotations to construct the
gate. Identifying the rotation level pairings for any
combination of X gates is a simple matter of
determining the bijective mapping of the initial qudit

X1'2|d)8 :X1X2|Q1QZQ3)

@ X2|0)g = |110) = |6)g

X2 |1)g = |111) = |7)q

® X12|2)g = [100) = [4)g
X1’2|3>8 = [101) = |5)g

X2|4)g = |010) = |2)g

i i X12|5)g = |011) = |3)
Equivalent Qubit NOT 8 8
Gates Xi';|6>8 = [000) = |0)g
X12|7)g = 1001) = [1)g

x12 = {R%9(@mRET 2m)} +
(RO MRS (MR (m)RYD ()

Table 1V. X gate example of the paired levels for a qudit
system of size D = 8. The level pairings for the y-axis
rotations are between the qudit input/output states, while the
x-axis rotations correct for the phase for the upper-level
states. The rotation operators reads from right to left.

Multiply-Controlled-Z Gate
The qudit multiply-controlled-Z gate imparts a phase
of exp(im) = —1 to the states where, in the qubit basis,
the target qubit and the control qubits are [1). Ina D =
2" dimensional qudit with N — 1 control qubits and one
target, a controlled-Z gate imparts a e™ phase on a
single level,

|®P =D~ 1) > —|1)® =—|D-1).

This is the same transformation for any combination of
the control and target assignment. A single rotation of
27 about the z-axis between this level and the ancillary
is all that is required to construct a qudit multiply-
controlled-Z gate,

cb-1 = R (2p).

In fact, the rotation axis can be in any direction in the
U(2) subspace spanned by the qudit basis vectors
ID—1), and |D)p since R,(2m) = R,(2m) =
R,(2m). A multiply-controlled-Z gate is the core
operation in many quantum algorithms, such as
Grover’s algorithm. Implementing it in a qudit basis can
simplify a quantum circuit significantly over the
conventional qubit basis operation.

Where the total number of action qubits is less than
the size of the system, there are more than one qudit




levels affected by the controlled-Z gates, which are the
levels corresponding to all action qubits in |1). There
are 2V=C=T sych levels for C control qubits and T target
qubits. The phase can be implemented by 27 rotations
between any pair of these levels, that is a total 2V ~¢-T-1
rotations. Table V shows an example of a Z gate
controlled by two qubits in a qudit system of size D =
16.

i 14c4:9:94)

ra

*

[15);6 = |1111)

|14),, = |1110)

Equivalent Qubit Multiply-
Controlled-Z Gate

Czc,t - R§15'14)(2T[)

Table V. The rotations to construct a qudit multiply
controlled-Z gate, equivalent to the qubit gate diagram shown,
requires two rotations by 27 about the z-axis. The rotation
levels are between the ancilla and the states where the
controlled and target inputsare 1. ForaD = 16 qudit system
there are two states which satisfy the conditions.

The depth of the qudit multiply-controlled Z gate is
1, regardless of the size of the system, or the number of
rotations to construct the qudit gate. This is because all
rotations commute.

I11. GROVER’S ALGORITHM

In this section we analyze the circuit complexity of
the Grover’s Algorithm with a qudit and compare the
circuit depth, as a function of equivalent system size for
a qubit-based circuit [13, 34-36]. Whether using qubits
or qudits, Grover’s algorithm is implemented through
the same sequence of circuit modules presented by the
blocks in Figure 2 [37, 38].

|0®N) [ H®N - Grover's Dif fusion |%‘

Repeat ~'\fﬁ times

Figure 2. Grover’s algorithm functional diagram for qubits
and qudits. H®N (2]0)(0| — Ip)H®" is the Grover’s Diffusion
operator. [34]

The first step is to initiate the qudit (or qubits) from
the ground state into a superposition of all basis vectors
using a Hadamard gate. For a qubit system, the
Hadamard gate, which has a depth of 2, is applied in

parallel to each qubit in the circuit. For a qudit system,
a single multi-action Hadamard gate is applied to the
qudit. Recall the qudit multi-action Hadamard gate
depth grows linearly as N + 1.

In the superposition, each basis vector represents an
entry in the search list of size D with one desired entry
in the list to be “marked” by the oracle. The oracle
module flips the sign of the probability amplitude for
the term representing the marked entry while leaving
the rest of system unchanged. In the construction of this
module, the simplest case for the oracle is the (N — 1)-
controlled-Z gate which specifies the state |[D — 1) =
|1)®" as the marked entry. In a more general case,
where the oracle function marks any other bit string, the
(N — 1)-controlled-Z gate should be executed in
condition of the control qubits in the basis state
matching the bit string. This can be implemented with
an additional set of parallel X gates before and after the
regular (N — 1)-controlled-Z gate.

For the qudit system, an oracle with a (N — 1)-
controlled-Z gate has a constant circuit depth of 1. In
the conventional qubits basis, implementation of the
oracle with an (N — 1)-controlled-Z gate requires a
circuit depth growing quadratically with the system size
N [13]. This can be reduced to a linear circuit depth
growth of 8N — 20 [33]. The addition of two sets of
parallel X gates to the oracle would add a constant depth
of 2 for a qubit system, and a constant depth of 4 for a
qudit system.

The output from the oracle module, is fed to Grover’s
Diffusion module with operational block diagram
shown in figure 3. The diffusion operator increases the
probability amplitude for the marked term by flipping
the probability amplitudes of all terms in the
superposition about the average. In a qudit system the
diffusion operator grows linearly as 2N + 7, with the
two multi-action Hadamard gates as the driver in the
linear term since the X gates and (N — 1)-controlled-Z
gate are constant in depth (2 and 1 respectively).
Operating in the qubit basis, the H and X gates have
constant depths (2 and 1 respectively), but the module
has a quadratic circuit depth due to the (N — 1)-
controlled-Z gate [13]. The diffusion module depth can
be reduced to a linear depth of 8N — 14, employing the
same technique for the (N — 1)-controlled-Z gate as in
the oracle.

H®N X@N CN—IZ X@N H@N

Figure 3. Generalized circuit implementation of Grover’s
Diffusion operator. For qudits of dimension 2V, Hadamard
gates are applied in series and the set has a depth of N+1. The
qudit NOT gates have a depth of 2 and the (N-1)-controlled-
Z gate has a depth of 1.



In order to increase the probability of measuring the
marked term, Grover’s Algorithm runs the
superposition through the oracle and diffusion modules
t times, where t 0(\/D). As a result, the combined
circuit depth for the oracle and diffusion modules
contributes a multiple of t times to the total circuit depth
required to run Grover’s algorithm to maximum
theoretical accuracy.

Finally, we compare the total circuit depth results for
t iterations of Grover’s algorithm for increasing qudit
and qubit system size. The decomposition of the
multiply-controlled-Z gate into elementary gates results
in a quadratic growth in depth for the qubit system.
With the multiply-controlled-Z gate appearing in both
the oracle and the diffusion operator the total depth of
the qubit circuit is dominated by this quadratic growth.
Clearly, the circuit depth of a qubit system with
quadratic growth will grow faster than a linear based
qudit or qubit system. Instead, we will compare the two
systems with linear circuit depth growth.

The total circuit depth for Grover’s algorithm, with
(N — 1)-controlled-Z gate as the oracle, using a qudit
system grows linearly as t(2N +8)+ N+ 1 for a
given number of t iterations. For a qubit system, with a
linear construction of the (N — 1)-controlled-Z gate, the
overall circuit depth for t iterations grows as t(16N —
34) + 2. Table VI shows the total circuit depth for
maximum theoretical accuracy of Grover’s algorithm
for a qudit system and a qubit system, where the gates
are implemented by pulses (U(2) rotations). As the
system size increases, the circuit depth to run Grover’s
algorithm with high theoretical accuracy, qudit gates
show a significant reduction in circuit depth compared
to qubit gates.

Equivalent Grover’s Algorithm
N qubits Iterations | Theoretical Total Depth
(D = levels) (t) Accuracy (Pulses in Parallel)
Qudit Qubits
3(D=8) 2 97.23% 32 30
4 (D =16) 3 98.05% 53 92
5(D=32 4 99.96% 78 186
6 (D=64) 6 99.83% 127 374
7(D=128) 8 99.78% 184 626

Table VI. Grover’s Algorithm theoretical accuracy and
total circuit depth for qubits and qudit gates implemented
using pulses. Entries in white are the smallest number of
iterations for first maximum in accuracy.

V. SUMMARY

We have presented a systematic and scalable
construction of qudit-based quantum gates through a
bijective mapping between the computation basis of N
qubits and the D = 2V levels in a qudit of size D + 1 .
The composition complexity of the qudit-based gates

has been analyzed in terms of the total number of basic
U(2) rotations and the circuit depth. For the universal
qubit gate set (H, CNOT, and T) implemented with a
qudit the total number of rotations is linear to D (3D /4,
3D /8, and 3D /4, respectively) while the circuit depth
remains constant (2, 2, and 1, respectively) regardless
of the system size. The number of the 2-dimentional
subspaces specified by the qudit level pairing grows
linearly with D while the rotations in all orthogonal
subspaces can be executed in parallel. In a qubit circuit,
a single qubit gate can be applied to multiple qubits in
parallel, while the complexity of the corresponding
implementation in a qudit depends on the gate. The
single qudit H gate equivalent to multiple qubit gate
H®M, requires D(2M + 1)/4 rotations with circuit
depthM + 1.

The complexity for multiple qubit X gates, X®M,
stays the same as a single qudit X gate applying the
same quantum logic. Qudit implementation greatly
favors multiply-controlled gates, such as controlled-
NOT and controlled-Z. The depth remains constant (2
for controlled-NOT and 1 for controlled-Z) independent
of the system size. The required number of rotations
decreases exponentially with the number of control
qubits down to 2 for controlled-NOT and 1 for
controlled-Z at (N — 1) control qubits.

Compared with qubit-based circuits, a qudit
implementation is advantageous where the multiply
controlled gates are employed. A significant circuit
depth reduction has been shown in Grover’s Algorithm.
Using either the standard set of qubit elementary gates,
or optimizing the circuit using linear depth multiply
controlled-Z gates, the depth of Grover’s Algorithm
grows quickly as the system size increases.
Comparatively, the depth of Grover’s Algorithm using
qudits grows slowly as the system size increases, giving
qudit circuits an advantage in depth over qubits. The
scope of this paper does not include analysis of the
effects of gate error. However, the reduction in the total
number of gates leads to increase of the fidelity in
general.

The development of physical quantum computing
systems is focused on control of systems with larger
numbers of computational qubits. The nature of
quantum systems though is inherently more extensive
than systems of two basis states, but this wvast
computational spaced is not utilized. As technology
developments allow us greater control quantum
systems, we may see development of multi-level qudit
based quantum computers, which will allow for a
greater computational efficiency in terms of number of
rotation operations and circuit depth. In the meantime,
qudit basis computation may find other applications
where multiply controlled gates play an important role
with the development of more advanced quantum
algorithms. It will be of interest in future study to



analyze the measurement schemes and consequence in
single qudit, as well as gates and measurement in qubit-
qudit or qudit-qudit systems.
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