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Abstract

provide a quantum Monte Carlo algorithm to solve high-dimensional Black-Scholes PDEs

with correlation for high-dimensional option pricing. The payoff function of the option is of general form and is
only required to be continuous and piece-wise affine (CPWA), which covers most of the relevant payoff functions

used in finance. We

provide a rigorous error analysis and complexity analysis of our algorithm. In particular,

we prove that the computational complexity of our algorithm is bounded polynomially in the space dimension d
of the PDE and the reciprocal of the prescribed accuracy €. Moreover, we show that for payoff functions which
are bounded, our algorithm indeed has a speed-up compared to classical Monte Carlo methods. Furthermore,
we provide numerical simulations in one and two dimensions using our developed package within the Qiskit
framework tailored to price CPWA options with respect to the Black-Scholes model, as well as discuss the
potential extension of the numerical simulations to arbitrary space dimension.
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1 Introduction

An option in finance is a contract between a seller and a buyer, which provides a future payoff to the buyer of the
option at the maturity date in dependence of the underlying financial securities involved in the contract, such as,
for example, stocks or indexes. Since the underlying securities evolve randomly over time and hence their future
values at maturity cannot be known at any previous time neither by the buyer nor the seller, the exact payoff the
buyer of the option receives at maturity cannot be known either. Hence a key problem in financial theory is to
evaluate the value of such options, i.e. to define and determine a fair price between buyer and seller of the option
under consideration.

In 1973, Black, Scholes, and Merton introduced in [10] and [48] the so-called Black-Scholes-Merton model, also
known simply as the Black-Scholes model, which is a pricing model allowing to evaluate the value of options which
only depend on the underlying single security. They have shown in [10] and [48] that under the Black-Scholes
model, the fair price of an option can be characterized as a solution of a particular partial differential equation
(PDE). More precisely, at each time ¢ < T the value of an option with corresponding payoff function h : Ry — R,
which provides a payoff h(St) to the buyer in dependence of the value of the underlying single security St at
maturity time 7', coincides with the solution u(t, z) of the so-called Black-Scholes PDE with terminal condition h,
given that the value Sy of the underlying security at time ¢ satisfies S; = .

Later, the Black-Scholes model has been extended to price options involving multiple securities and to incor-
porate their correlations into consideration. Analogously to the original model, the price of an option can be
characterized by a PDE, whose space dimension d corresponds to the amount of securities involved in the financial
contract. For example, an option depending on the index of the S&P 500 could be priced in the (multidimensional)
Black-Scholes model by the solution of a 500-dimensional PDE.

Unfortunately, in the multidimensional setting of the Black-Scholes model, there are no explicit expressions
for the solution of the corresponding PDE, and hence numerical methods are necessary to approximately solve
these high-dimensional PDEs. It is crucial both from a theoretical, but especially also from a practical point of
view to provide a rigorous error analysis and complexity analysis of these numerical methods. Indeed, while the
precise error analysis allows, in the context of option pricing, to precisely determine the true absolute error of the
output of the numerical algorithm to the theoretical price of the option under consideration, a rigorous complexity
analysis allows to determine how well an algorithm scales in dependence of the space-dimension of the underlying
PDE. Ideally, one would like to build a numerical algorithm whose precise error and complexity analysis can be
determined and whose number of computational operations only grows polynomially in the dimension d and the
reciprocal of the precision €. Due to the Feynman-Kac formula for the Black-Scholes PDE, allowing to write the
solution of the Black-Scholes PDE in form of an expectation of the payoff function h : R‘j_ — R with respect to
the multivariate log-normal distribution, Monte Carlo based algorithms have demonstrated both theoretically and
practically to be efficient for pricing high-dimensional options under the Black-Scholes model. In particular, the
computational complexity of Monte Carlo methods typically does not grow exponentially in the dimension d and
the reciprocal of the precision . We refer to, e.g., [2, [30] for numerical methods which involve finite difference or
finite element, to, e.g., [11] for Monte Carlo based methods, as well as to, e.g., [8, |9} 127, 34, [37] for deep learning
based methods to approximately solve the (multidimensional) Black-Scholes PDE.

In recent years, there has been a rapid development of numerical methods dealing with problems in quantitative
finance using quantum computers. The motivation comes from the fact that qubits, compared to classical bits,
are allowed quantum mechanically to be in a state of superposition, from which one anticipates that quantum
computers should be able to achieve much higher computational power than classical (super-) computers. We also
refer to [32] for a universal approximation theorem for quantum neural networks. The applications of quantum
algorithms in finance include portfolio optimization [63], the computation of risk measures such as Value at Risk
(VAR) (73], volatility modeling [7], and option pricing, particularly in the Black-Scholes model [15, 23, (28] |43 |60,
62, 63, 68]. We also refer to the monograph [41] and surveys [26] |40| |54] for (further) applications of quantum
computing in finance. Furthermore, [5, 6, (18] [21} |44} |50] proposed quantum algorithms to approximately solve
different PDEs than the Black-Scholes PDE used in finance for option pricing.

While [28] proposes a hybrid quantum-classical algorithm to approximately solve the one-dimensional Black-
Scholes PDE exploiting its relation to the Schrodinger equation in imaginary time and [43] proposes a variational
quantum approach, most literature uses quantum Monte Carlo methods to approximately solve the Black-Scholes
PDE in order to price financial options. More precisely, these works rely on the Quantum Amplitude Estimation
algorithm (QAE) [12] which estimates the expected value of a random parameter (see Section for a detailed
discussion) based on an extension of Grover’s search algorithm [36). Several variations of the Quantum Amplitude
Estimation algorithm have been proposed recently, see e.g. |1, 29} [31, |33, |46, |51}, |56, |59, 69, |72, 74]. Quantum
Monte Carlo methods can ideally achieve a quadratic speed-up [38],[49] compared to classical (i.e. non-quantum)
Monte Carlo methods. However, the quadratic speedup can only be achieved if there is a so-called oracle quantum
circuit which can correctly upload the corresponding distribution in rotated form, without any approximation
errors (caused, e.g., from discretization and rotation), such that it is applicable to a quantum amplitude estimation
algorithm. This assumption however in most cases cannot be justified in practice, as highlighted, e.g., in [15] [75].

In this paper, we propose a quantum Monte Carlo algorithm to solve high-dimensional Black-Scholes PDEs with
correlation and general payoff function which is continuous and piece-wise affine (CPWA), enabling to price most



relevant payoff functions used in finance (see also Section . Our algorithm follows the idea of the quantum
Monte Carlo algorithm proposed in |15, 62, |68] which first uploads the multivariate log-normal distribution and
the payoff function in rotated form and then applies a QAE algorithm to approximately solve the Black-Scholes
PDE to price options.

Our main contribution lies in a rigorous error analysis as well as complexity analysis of our algorithm. To that
end, we first introduce quantum circuits that can perform arithmetic operations on two complement’s numbers
representing signed dyadic rational numbers, together with its complexity analysis. This allows us to provide
a rigorous error and complexity analysis when uploading first a truncated and discretized approximation of the
multivariate log-normal distribution and then uploading an approximation of the CPWA payoff function in rotated
form, where the approximation consists of truncation as well as the rounding of the coefficients of the CPWA
payoff function. This together with a rigorous error and complexity analysis when applying the modified iterative
quantum amplitude estimation algorithm [29] allows us to control the output error of our algorithm to be bounded
by the pre-specified accuracy level € € (0,1), while bounding its computational complexity; we refer to Theorem
for the precise statement of our main result. In particular, we prove that the computational complexity of our
algorithm only grows polynomially in the space dimension d of the Black-Scholes PDE and in the (reciprocal of
the) accuracy level e. Moreover, we show that for payoff functions which are bounded, our algorithm indeed has
a speed-up compared to classical Monte Carlo methods. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work in
the literature which provides a rigorous mathematical error and complexity analysis for a quantum Monte Carlo
algorithm which approximately solves high-dimensional PDEs. We refer to Remark for a detailed discussion
of the complexity analysis.

Furthermore, we provide numerical simulations in one and two dimensions for six different payoff functions.
To that end, we developed a package we named gfinance within the Qiskit framework tailored to price CPWA
options with respect to the Black-Scholes model. Moreover, we discuss the potential extension of the numerical
simulations to arbitrary space dimension.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the main setting of this paper, present
our algorithm, and state our main theorem, as well as provide a detailed discussion of our complexity analysis. In
Section [3] we present our numerical simulations in one and two space dimensions as well as discuss their potential
extension to higher dimensions. In Section[d] we introduce and analyze all relevant quantum circuits we need in our
quantum Monte Carlo algorithm. In Section [5] we provide a detailed error analysis of the steps of our algorithm
outlined in Section Finally, in Section [6} we provide the proof of Theorem

Notation. We denote the set of real numbers and positive real numbers by R and Ry := (0, 00), respectively. The
set of natural numbers is denoted by N := {1,2,...}, and we use Ny := NU {0}. The set of complex numbers is
denoted by C, and we define i := /—1. Moreover, we denote by I, and Ig)” the corresponding identity matrices
in C2%2 and C2"*2" | respectively, for every n € N. Furthermore, for each n € N we denote by U(2™) the set
of unitary matrices in C2"*2" i.e. matrices U € C?"*2" satisfying UUT = UTU = I¥", where Ut denotes the
conjugate transpose of U.

2 Setting and Main result

2.1 Black-Scholes PDE for option pricing

Let r € (0,00) be the risk-free interest rate, let T' € (0, 00) be a finite time horizon determining the maturity, and
let d € N be the number of assets. We consider the multiple-asset Black-Scholes PDE

ou 1 0*u d ou d
EJri .ZICijxiij+;r$i% —ru=0, in[0,T) xR} (1)

— %
)=

subjected to a terminal condition u(T,-) = h(-). Here, h : R4 — R represents the payoff function and u(t,z)
represents the option price at time ¢ with spot price . The covariance matrix C = (Ciﬂ')(ij, j=1 € R4 js assumed
to be symmetric positive definite with a Cholesky factorization C = oo ", where & € R?*? is the log-volatility
coefficient matrix, so that there is a unique risk-neutral measure (see, e.g., [14]). Note that the PDE (1)) has a unique
solutiorﬂ whenever h : Ri — R is continuous and at most polynomially growing, see, e.g., [34, Proposition 2.22,
Corollary 4.5].

2.1.1 Geometric Brownian motion process for the price evolution of multiple assets

In the multidimensional Black-Scholes model, the prices of the d stocks under consideration are modeled by a
multidimensional geometric Brownian motion (GBM) having constant growth rate and volatility, see, e.g., [14].
We briefly describe the dynamics of the geometric Brownian motion process for multiple assets.

I The solution u(t,z) of the PDE is meant in the viscosity sense, see, e.g., |19],[34].



Let (9, F,P) be a probability space and let W = (W ..., W%) :[0,T] x Q — R? be a standard d-dimensional
Brownian motion. For a log-volatility coefficient matrix & € R%*? assumed to be invertible, let o1,...,04 € R?¢
denote the row vectors of matrix o, and let o; := [|o[[p2(ra). Let § = (S*,...,8%):[0,T] x @ — R% be the stock
price process governed by the following stochastic differential equation

d
dS; = Si (rdt+Y oy dWi |, fori=1,....d, (2)

j=1
with some initial spot price Sy € R%. Here S; = (S},...,S5¢) represents the values of each stock i = 1,...,d at

time 0 <t < T. Let R = (RY,...,R%) : [0,T] x Q — RY be the log-return process defined component-wise by
Ri =1In(S;/S§) for i =1,...,d. It follows from It6’s formula for all ¢ € [0, 7] that

d
AR} = (r — Yo})dt + > oydWj, fori=1,....d, (3)

j=1
with initial condition Rj = 0 for i = 1,...,d. Let i = (fi,...,M1q) € R? be a vector satisfying ji; = (r — %012)

for i = 1,...,d. From equation , it holds that Ry is a multivariate normal distribution with mean T i and
covariance T'C. Hence, by taking the inverse of the log transform, we observe that the law of the stock price process
St = Spexp(Ryr) is a multivariate log-normal distribution with log-mean T'fi and log-covariance T'C. In general,
for a given fixed initial condition (¢,z) € [0,T] x R‘j_, there is a well-known formula for the probability transition
density function of St, subjected to the condition that S; = x.

Lemma 2.1 (Density formula) Let d € N, let © = (z1,...,24) € RL, and let t € [0,T). Let pp = (1, .., q) €
R? be given by p; = In(z;) + (r — 62)(T —t) fori=1,...,d and let ¥ € R™? be given by X = (T —t)C. Then,
the stock price process St introduced by conditional on Sy = x follows a multivariate log-normal distribution

with log-mean p and log-covariance 3, and the joint transition probability density function is given by

exp(—3(log(y) — p) "X (log(y) — p))
(2m)4/2(det £)V/2 7, ;

p(y, T;,t) := : (4)

where for y = (y1,...,ya) € RL, log(y) € R? is given by

(log(y))i =In(y;), i=1,....d. (5)
Proof. See, e.g., Campolieti and Makarov |14, page 485-486]. O

Throughout the paper we impose the following assumption on the covariance matrix C = Cj in dependence of
the dimension d.

Assumption 2.2 (Covariance matrix) There is a constant Cq € [1,00) not depending on the dimension d € N
such that the covariance matriz C = Cy = ((Cd)z-,j)?,j:l € R4 defined as in satisfies for everyi,j=1,...,d
that

[(Ca)i

<. (6)

2.1.2 Continuous piece-wise affine (CPWA) payoff functions

For any d € N, we consider a payoff function A : R‘i — R, which takes the stock prices St € Ri at terminal
time 7" as input. The option price u(t,z) € R at time ¢ € [0,T) given that the spot price satisfies S; = x € RY is
characterized by the following Feynman-Kac formula (see, e.g., |14, Equation (13.33)])

u(t,z) = e " T VE[R(Sr) | S, = 2] = G_T(T_t)/ hy)p(y, T; z, t)dy, (7)

d
RY

where p(-, T;x,t) is the transition density formula given in Lemma In this paper, we consider payoff functions
restricted to the class of continuous piece-wise affine function&ﬂ This type of function represents most of the payoff
functions seen in financial mathematics literature [52]; see also the examples below.

Definition 2.3 (CPWA payoff) Let d € N. A function h : RL — R is a continuous piece-wise affine (CPWA)
function if it can be represented as

K

h(x) ZZEkmaX{ak,l by l=1,..., I}, (8)
k=1

where K, Iy € N and & € {—1,1} fork=1,..., K, and where ax; € RY, by, €R fork=1,..., K, l=1,...,1I.

2In particular, any CPWA function is linearly growing, see, e.g., Lemma Hence the PDE has a unique solution.



Throughout the paper we impose the following assumptions on the CPWA payoff function h : Ri — Rin
dependence of the dimension d.

Assumption 2.4 (CPWA) There is a constant Cy € [1,00) not depending on the dimension d € N such that the
CPWA function h : Ri — R defined as in satisfies both

max{HaN |oo,|bk,l| : k = 17...,K,l = 1,...,Ik} S CQ (9)

and
Krnax{[l,,IK} chd (10)

Example 2.5 The list below contains examples showcasing that many popular payoff functions h : Ri — R used
in finance are CPWA, see also [52, Appendiz EC.2]. In the following, we denote e; the i-th unit vector in RY.

1. Call option on the i-th asset with strike k: setting K =1, & =1, 11 =2, a11 =€, a12 =0, by1 = —K,
b1,2 =0, we have
h(x) = max{x; — k,0}. (11)

2. Basket call option with weights w and strike k: setting K =1, =1, 11 =2,a11 =w, a12 =0, by 1 = —k,
b1,2 =0, we have
h(z) = max{w -« — k,0}. (12)

3. Spread call option: using setting 2., but by replacing a1,1 withai1 =3 ;.7 €i—) ;e €; for LT C {1,...,d}
and TNT' =0, we have

h(x) = max Zm—ij—/{,O . (13)

ieT jez

4. Call-on-max option with strike k: setting K =1, & =1, 11 =d+1, a1 =ej, by =—k forallj=1,...,d,
ai g1 =0, by 441 =0, we have

h(x) = max{z; — K,...,xq — K,0}. (14)

5. Call-on-min option with strike k: setting K =2, & =1, 6 =-1, 1 =d, I, =d+1, a1; = ay; = —ej,
bl,j = b2,j = K fOT a”j = 1, e 7d, aid+1 = 07 bl’dJrl = 07 we have

h(z) = max{k —x1,...,k — 24,0} —max{x — z1,...,K — Z4}. (15)

6. Best-of-call option with strikes K1, ...,kq: setting K =1, & =1, 11 =d+ 1, a1 = ej, bi; = —k; for all
j=1,...,d, a1,4+1 =0, by 441 = 0, we have

h(x) = max{x; — K1,...,24 — K4, 0}. (16)

We note that all of the above examples satisfy Assumption provided that the coefficients (a1, br,1) are bounded
by some constant Cy € [1,00) uniformly in the dimension d, c.f. @D

2.2 Brief Introduction to Quantum Computing

In this section, we briefly introduce the notions used in quantum computing. A classic reference for this subject is
the textbook by Nielsen and Chuang [53].

2.2.1 Dirac Bra-Ket notation and tensor products

In this section, we recall the Dirac bra-ket notation from quantum mechanics. Let H be a finite dimensional
complex Hilbert space. A vector v € H, also referred as a state, is denoted by the ket notation |v). The inner
product of two vectors v, w € H is denoted by the bra-ket notation (v|w) := (v,w) € C. Elements u € H* of the
dual space H* are denoted by the bra notation (u|. The action of the dual vector u € H* on a vector v € H is also
denoted by the bra-ket notation (u|v). The action of a linear operator A : H — H on a vector |v) is denoted by
A|v). The operator A acts on dual vectors (u| € H* by the rule ((u| A) [v) := (u] (A|v)) := (u, Av) for all v € H
which is also denoted by (u|AJv). A special case is the expectation value of an operator A on a normalized state,
i.e. a state |¢) satisfying (¢|tp) = 1, which is denoted by (A) := (| A|tp). The linear operator given by the outer
product of two vectors v,u € H is denoted by |v) (u| : H — #H, whose action on a vector |z) € H is defined by
(Io) (ul) [2) = {ula) [v).

For the Hilbert space H = C2, we consider the n-fold tensor product Hilbert space H®" := H®--- @ H ~ C2".
We denote a state 1) € H®™ by |¢),, where the subscript n emphasizes the (log, )-dimension of the tensor product
Hilbert space H®". We use the orthonormal basis B, = {|i), : i = (i1,i2,...,i,) € {0,1}"} C C?", where
[),, == |i1) ® |i2) ® -+ - @ |in) := |i1) |i2) -~ - |in), @ € {0,1}". The basis B,, is referred as the computational basis in
the literature.



We illustrate some examples of tensor product of vectors and operators for n = 2 using the standard matrix-
vector notation. The standard orthonormal basis {|0),]1)} € H = C? is given by

o =g w=17. (1)

The standard orthonormal basis for H ® H is given by the tensor product basis,

By = {|i)y = li1) ® liz) : i1,i2 € {0,1}} =

—~

18)

0 0
0 0
1{7 (0
0 1

0

1
ol

0

oo o

Let |v) = (v1,v2) ", |u) = (u1,u2) " € H. The tensor product of these two vectors is given by

v1Uq

o) & [u) = {m] @ [m] _ {mu} _ |nua | (19)
Vg U9 V22U V2U1
Va2U2

The Kronecker product of two square matrices A, B € C?*2 is given by

aiby  aiba agby agbs

_|a1 a2 b1 bg . alB CLQB . a1b3 a1b4 a2b3 a2b4
A®B o |:a3 a4:| ® |:b3 b4:| o [agB CL4B:| o CL3b1 a3b2 a4b1 (14b2 ’ (20)
agbg Cl3b4 a4bg Cl4b4
Furthermore, one can deduce from and that the following (multi)-linearity relation holds
(A® B)(Jv) ® [u)) = Alv) ® Blu). (21)

Similar rules for tensor and Kronecker products in H®", n > 3 can be deduced inductively. Note that the tensor
product of vectors and operators may not be commutative.

2.2.2 Qubits, quantum gates, and quantum circuits

A classical computing bit, 2 € {0, 1}, represents a basic unit of computing information. The qubit (quantum bit) is
the generalization of the classical bit, and it represents a unit of quantum information. Quantum mechanics allow
the qubit to be in a state of superposition. For example, a single qubit may represent a normalized vector [¢) in
superposition of the state |0) and |1) simultaneously, and we may express [¢) as

|) = a|0) + B 1), with |a|* +]8)> =1, and o, 3 € C. (22)

For n > 2, an arbitrary n-qubit state |1),, is represented by a normalized vector in C2" which can be described by
a C-linear combination in the computational basis B,, i.e.

W), = Y. aili),, with Y |a>=1. (23)

ie{0,1}» i€{0,1}"

The coefficients «; € C in are referred as probability amplitudes (or simply amplitudes) due to the fact that for
each |i), € B,, we have that the square amplitude |o;|? = [(i[t)|? is the probability of observing that the state |1),,
collapses during a projective measurement to the state |i),,, according to Born’s rule; see, e.g., [47, Chapter 2.5].

Both classical bits and qubits are manipulated using circuit gates. The classical bits on a computer are processed
by a series of logical/boolean gates, e.g. NOT, OR, and AND gates. The input bits are connected by wires and
gates to the output bits. A circuit diagram is often accompanied to show how these gates are placed. In contrast,
the qubits on a quantum computer are manipulated by a sequence of elementary quantum gates; these quantum
gates act on either one or two qubits at a time. The state evolution of the qubits, according to the axioms of
quantum mechanics, is unitary. Thus, quantum gates are unitary operators, represented by unitary matrices in
U2") € C¥"*2" where n is the number of qubits acted on by the quantum gate. A quantum circuit is a finite
sequence of composition of quantum gates and wires (wires represent the identity operator). The fact that the
product of unitary matrices is again a unitary matrix implies that the quantum circuit performs a unitary operation
in the Hilbert space H®™. Similar to classical computer boolean circuits, quantum circuits are presented by a circuit
model diagram, which specifies where and how the quantum gates and wires are placed. For example, Figure
shows the quantum circuit for the Toffoli gate (see Example , which corresponds to the classical boolean gate
NOT with two control bits.

Next, we provide some examples of quantum circuit gates commonly used in the literature which allows us to
describe an algebraic definition for a quantum circuit; see Definition 2.14]
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Figure 1: Implementation of the Toffoli gate as a quantum circuit using single-qubit gates and CNOT gates. E'

Example 2.6 (Pauli transformation gates) The one-qubit gates corresponding to the Pauli transformations

are
10 0 1 0 —i 1 0
I:=o0;:= {0 1] , X:=o0,:= [1 0] , Yi=0,:= L 0} , Z:=o0,:= [0 _1] . (24)

These gates satisfy the relations I = —ioyoy0,, I = o2 = 05 = 02, where i := /—1, and they span the group of
2 X 2-unitary matrices.

Example 2.7 (Hadamard gate) The Hadamard gates is given by

H:éﬁ}lJ. (25)

It maps the computation basis states to a uniform superposition, i.e. H |0) := |+) := £(|O> + 1)) and H|1) :=
=) = Z5(10) = [1)).
Example 2.8 (Phase shift gates) For ¢ € [0,27], we define the family of phase shift gates

1 0
PO)= [y - (2)
Special cases include the Pauli Z gate, S gate, and T gate:

1 0 10

Z:Hﬂ:h 4} &:mﬂm:kiy p:mw@:EGQJ. (27)

Example 2.9 (Rotation gates) For 6 € [0, 4n], we introduce the three rotation gates:

. » [ cos(d) —isin(%)
R, (0) := exp(—ifX/2) = [—isin(g) cos(2) | (28)
. . o COS(Q) —sin g)
R, (0) := exp(—i0Y/2) = Lin(g) COS(%) , (29)
e—i9/2 0
R,(0) := exp(—i0Z/2) = [ w/Q} . (30)
0 e
Example 2.10 (Controlled-NOT gate) The controlled-NOT gate has the following matriz representation
1 0 00
01 0O
CNOT := 00 0 1 (31)
0 010

The CNOT acts on two qubits: the first qubit is the control qubit and the second qubit is the target qubit, which is
flipped if the control qubit is in state |1).

Example 2.11 (Swap gate) The swap gate has the following matrix representation

SWAP =

[l
o= O o
o O = O
— o o o

3This figure can be found on https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Qcircuit_ToffolifromCNOT.svg


https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Qcircuit_ToffolifromCNOT.svg

Definition 2.12 (Elementary quantum gate set) We call any element of the set of 1-qubit and 2-qubits
quantum gates G C C?*2 U c¥ =2 defined by

G:={X,Y,Z, H,S5,T, R,(0), Ry(6), R.(0), P(¢) : 6 € (0,47), € (0,27)} U{CNOT, SWAP} (33)

as elementary gates; (see Examples|2.0H2.11)).

Remark 2.13 (Universality of G) We note that the set of quantum gates G in is universal in the sense
of the Solovay-Kitaev theorem [53, Appendiz 3]. Moreover, the set G consists of quantum gates used in practical
quantum computing softwares, such as IBM’s Qiskit [58] and Google’s Cirg [22].

Definition 2.14 (Quantum circuit) Let n, M,L € N. A quantum circuit Q acting on n qubits is a 2™ x 2"
unitary matriz of the forrrﬁ

Q =
l

where (Gi1,Gr2, .-, Gin), C GU{L2}, and [T, dim(Gyp) = 2™ for alll =1,...,L. We define the following
quantum circuit complem'tieﬁll:

(Gl,l ®G2® - ® Gl,nz) eu2m), (34)

L
=1

o M = number of elementary quantum gates used to construct quantum circuit Q, i.e.

L ng
M= "1c(Giy), (35)

1=1 j=1

o n = number of qubits used in quantum circuit Q, and
o L = depth of quantum circuit Q.

Remark 2.15 (Depth) For any quantum circuit Q, we may bound its depth complexity by the number of gates in
the quantum circuit. In this paper, we focus only on the number of elementary gates and qubits used in constructing
quantum circuits.

Remark 2.16 (Inverse Q') We note that the set of elementary quantum gates defined in is closed under
matriz inversion. Moreover, for any unitary matriz Q, the matriz inverse Q' is also the conjugate transpose QF.
Thus, for any quantum circuit Q satisfying Deﬁm’tion we can construct the quantum circuit QF representing
its inverse by

L-1
Qf = H (GTsz,l ® szl,Q Q- ® GTL*l,nL_L)' (36)
1=0

Remark 2.17 (Ancilla qubits) In most quantum circuits, auziliary qubits are used as additional memory to
perform necessary quantum computations but may not be used for the output. One calls these qubits ancilla qubits
or simply ancillas and denotes them by |anc),, where the subscript x usually indicates in the literature that the
amount of ancillas used are not specified precisely. The complexity of a quantum circuit is usually described by the
number of elementary quantum gates used, and the number of qubits and ancilla qubits used. For simplicity, we
count both qubits and ancilla qubits together as the number of qubits used in a circuit.

Example 2.18 (Toffoli gate as a quantum circuit) The classical AND gate, which takes a pair of bits x,y €
{0,1} as input, returns the bit AND(z,y) := xy as output. This classical gate is not a reversible operation. Hence
the AND gate cannot be represented by a unitary matriz. However, we can implement the quantum version of this
classical logic gate by using 3 qubits. The operation |a) |b) |c) — |a) |b) |c + ab mod 2) is reversible. This operation
is implemented as a quantum gate called the Toffoli gate (also referred as the CCNOT gate). The Toffoli gate has
the matriz representation

CCNOT =

[N eNeil e NN Nl
[=Nel o NoeNeNoNol
_ o0 O 0o o oo
O OO oo oo

OO O OO OO
[N eleleoNeBel "=
OO DD OO OO
SO OO, OOoO O

For a,b,c € {0,1}, we have
CCNOT : |a) |b) |¢) > |a) |b) |c +ab mod 2). (38)

4Note that for any n € N and any Qj ..., Qr, € U(2"), their product is defined by Hlel Q1 :=0195_1---Q22Q91 € U(2™).
5The indicator function 1g for a non-empty subset S C H is the unique function satisfying 1g : H — {0, 1} such that 1g(z) = 1 if
z€ Sand lg(z) =0ifz ¢ S.



Here one refers |a) as the control qubit, |b) the target qubit, and |c) the output qubit.

The Toffoli gate is constructed as a quantum circuit on three qubits using the Hadamard gates, T gates, and
CNOT gates; see also Figure[]] for the corresponding circuit diagram. The quantum circuit for the Toffoli gate uses
15 elementary gates in total.

2.2.3 Quantum measurements

We use the following definition to describe the quantum measurement of any arbitrary normalized state character-
ized by n-qubits. For further details, we refer to, e.g., [47, Chapter 2.5].

Definition 2.19 (Quantum measurement in the computational basis) Let n € N and let B, := {|i),, :
lit) @ @ lin) | 4 = (i1,...,in) € {0,1}"} be the computational basis of C*". For each |i), € B, and for any
normalized state |v), , we define a projector M; = |i) (i|, : C*" — C2" which is defined by (|i), (i) |), =
(i[Y),, |9),,. A measurement of a normalized state |1), in the computational basis induces a discrete probability
space (Q,F,Py), where Q = {0,1}" is the sample space, F = 2% is the o-algebra, and Py, : F — [0,1] is the
discrete probability measure defined by

Py({i}) = @IMIMil0), = | (], [°. i€ (39)

2.3 Quantum amplitude estimation algorithms

In this section, we briefly review quantum algorithms for solving the quantum amplitude estimation (QAE) problem.
Given an unitary operator A acting on n + 1 qubits, defined by

A0),,10) = V1 = altho), [0) + Valir), 1), (40)

where the so-called bad state is |¢y),, |0) and the good state is |¢1), |1), Brassard et al. introduced in [12] the
amplitude estimation problem where the goal is to estimate the unknown amplitude a € [0,1], which is the
probability of measuring the good state [¢1),, |1) according to Born’s rule. Let a = sin*(6,) for some 6, € [0, 5] so
that we can rewrite as

AJ0),10) = c05(04) [0}, 10) + sin(0a) [91), 11). (41)

To achieve a quantum speed-up, they introduced in [12] the amplitude amplification operator (also known as the
Grover operator)

Q := AS,A'S,,, (42)
where Sy := I — 2 10),,41 (0,41, and Sy, := I @ Z. Note that for every k € N, it holds that

Q*A0),,|0) = cos((2k + 1)64) [vho),, 0) + sin((2k + 1)6a) [¢1),, |1) , (43)

(c.f. [12, Section 2]). We observe that measuring boosts the probability of obtaining the good state to
sin?((2k +1)6,) which is larger than sin?(6,) when measuring directly, provided 6, is sufficiently small so that
(2k+1)0, < 7. Using quantum Fourier transform and a number of multi-controlled operators for QF  Brassard et
al. designed the QAE algorithm |12, Algorithm(Est_ Amp)] to estimate a with high probability using only O(e~1)
queries of A (see [12, Theorem 12]). It is noted that Brassard et al.’s algorithm enables a quadratic speed-up for
many approximation problems which are solved classically by Monte Carlo simulations under the assumption that
the corresponding distribution can be uploaded in rotated form . However, due to difficulties in implementing
large number of controlled unitary operators as well as the quantum Fourier transform (QFT) operator on quantum
computers, several variants of the QAE algorithm without using QFT have been proposed recently; see e.g., |1} [31]
33\ 146, |51} 56} 59, |69, [72, [74]. In this paper, we use the modified iterative quantum amplitude estimation algorithm
(Modified IQAE) [29, Algorithm 1] introduced recently by Fukuzawa et al. [29], which is a modification of the
IQAE algorithm presented by Suzuki et al. [69]. In brief, the Modified IQAE algorithm consists of several rounds
where for each round 4, the algorithm maintains a confidence interval [91(1), Gq(f)} so that 6, lies inside this interval
with a certain probability. The confidence interval is narrowed in each subsequent round until the terminating
condition 6, — 6; < 2¢ for prespecified € € (0,1) is satisfied. The return output of the Modified IQAE algorithm is
the confidence interval [a;, a,] for a, where a; := sin?(¢;) and a, := sin?(6,). The following statement is a direct
rephrase of the main results in [29).

Proposition 2.20 Let a,e € (0,1) and let A be an (n + 1)-qubit quantum circuit satisfying
Al0),,10) = V1 —alvo), [0) + valir), 1) (44)

where n € N, |¢o),,, [¢1),, are normalized states, a € [0,1], and where A can be constructed with Ny € N number
of elementary gates. Then, the following holds.



1. The Modified IQAE Algorithm [29, Algorithm 1] outputs a confidence interval [a;, a,] that satisfies
a & [ay,ay], with probability at most c, (45)
where 0 < a, — a; < 2¢. In particular, the estimator a := ‘LT“” of a satisfies

la —a| <e, with probability at least 1 — «, (46)

2. the Modified IQAE Algorithm uses at most
62 In (21) (47)

9 «

applications of A, and

8. the Modified IQAE Algorithm uses n + 1 qubits and requires at most

4%(8712 +234 Ny (48)
number of elementary gates.

Proof. Ttem 1. and Item 2. are proven in |29, Theorem 3.1] and 29, Lemma 3.7], respectively. For Item 3., we note
that [29, Algorithm 1 Modified IQAE] uses quantum circuits Q* A which is defined by , where k € N. Let us
construct the operator Q (c.f. (42))), as outlined in [61}, Section 3]. We note that the operator S, be constructed
using one Z gate (c.f. Exampl. By direct computation (or see |61, Figure 5]), the operator Sy satisfy the
identity

So = X HD(19" o H)O™(X)(IP" @ H) X+ (49)

where C"(X) is the generalized version of Toffoli gate, which uses the first n-qubits for control. The multi-control
gate C™(X) is constructed as a quantum circuit in |65, Theorem 2] using 2n? — 6n + 5 controlled X-rotation gates
CR,(6), where each CR,(0) gate can be constructed with 4 elementary gates by the following definition

CR,(0) = (I, ® R,(£))CNOT(I, ® R,(%))CNOT, (50)
see also the proof of Lemma Thus, by 7 the operator Sy can be constructed using
(n+1)+1+4(2n° —6n+5)+ 1+ (n+1) < 8n? + 22 (51)

elementary gates. Finally, since the set of elementary gates is closed under inversion, the number of elementary
gates used to construct A' is the same as the number of elementary gates used for A. Hence, the number of
elementary gates used to construct Q is at most

Ng+ 1+ Nyg+ (802 +22) = 8n? + 23 4+ 2N 4. (52)

Next, by [29, Lemma 3.1], the integer k satisfies the bound 2k + 1 < J-. Thus, the number of elementary gates
used to construct the operator Q% A is at most

k(8n? +23 +2N,4) + Ny

= k(8n? +23) + (2k + 1)N4
(2k +1)(8n* +23 + N4)
8n? + 23 + N4).

IA

A

s
< 42

Remark 2.21 Let us remark the following on the Modified IQAE algorithm [29].

1. The total number of rounds t € N in 29, Algorithm 1 Modified IQAE] is bounded by logs (72 ), see |29, Section
8.1]. For each round i =1,...,t, the quantum circuit Q% A is prepared on a quantum computer, where each
k; € N are found recursively by using the subroutine [29, Algorithm 2, FindNextK]. Note that each of these

quantum circuits require the same number of qubits as with the quantum circuit A. Moreover, each k; satisfy

2k; +1 < 2, [29, Lemma 3.1].

2. Since the number ki is the mazimum among the k;’s, we infer that (29, Algorithm 1, Modified IQAE] requires
the number of elementary gates used to construct the quantum circuit Q** A on a quantum computer in order

to run the Modified IQAE algorithm, which can be bounded by ,

10



3.

24

The query complexity (i.e. number of applications) of A in Proposition is defined to be the number of
times the operator Q is applied in the algorithm, which is

t

> ki, (54)

i=1

where Nj is the number of measurements made on QF A |0),, |0) in round i. Hence, the query complexity of
A can be interpreted as the computational running time for the Modified IQAFE algorithm. It was shown in
[29, Lemma 3.7] that this number is bounded by ([AT).

We emphasize that other versions of the QAE (or IQAE) algorithm offer essentially the same query complexity
(i.e. O(é ln(é)) up to logarithmic factors of =1). In this paper, we chose the Modified IQAE for the quantum
ampltitude estimation subroutine in Algorithm (1| since the bounds on the query complexities in [29] were
explicit. We refer the reader to Section 3.2 in [45] for a detailed comparison for the query complexities of the
different QAE algorithms that are available in the literature.

Algorithm [1) and main result

In this section, we first present our quantum Monte Carlo algorithm named Algorithm [I] to solve Black-Scholes
PDEs (|1) with corresponding CPWA payoff function . Moreover, we then outline Algorithm [1jand present our
main result in Theorem [1| namely a convergence and complexity analysis of our algorithm.

Algorithm 1: Quantum algorithm for solving Black-Scholes PDEs with CPWA payoff functions

Input: € (0,1),a € (0,1),deN, r,T € (0,00), (t,z) € [0,T) x Ri, covariance matrix Cyq € R4*?, and

CPWA function

K
Ri 91"—>h(1‘):Z€kmaX{ak7[':B-i-ka:l:L...,Ik} eR
k=1

Output: ﬁt,w eR
1 Set C1,Co,C5 € [1,00) to be the constants given by Assumption Assumption and Assumption

[416] respectively.

2 Set

ny = I—nl,d,e-|7 ng =1+ ﬂogg(CQﬂa my = (de,eL ma = I_m2,d,6-‘7

where 11 g, M1,4,c, M2, are defined in ([315))-(317)) in Proposition

3 Set

N = |’ vy = ‘ 5 5= ‘ s and 6n2,m2,k,l, bn2,m2,k,l = " for k= 1,...K, | = ].,...Ik.

4 Construct probability distribution quantum circuit P = Py . using Assumption m (with n < ng,

. . . .
M =M1, € ¢ gozgger 1) the notation of Assumption .

5 Construct CPWA payoff with rotation quantum circuit R}, given by Proposition (with s < s,

Q1,5 < EnQ’m2 (6n2’m2,k,l,j), bk,l — EnQ’m2 (bn2,m2,k,l) for k = 1,..., K, 1= 1,..., Ik, j7=1,... ,d in the
notation of Proposition |4.24)).

6 Construct the quantum circuit A = Ry(P ® I?<N7d(n1+ml))) using the quantum circuits Ry, and P.
7 Set a = ‘“‘TJ”“ using the output [a;, a,] from the modified iterative quantum amplitude estimation

algorithm |29, Algorithm 1 Modified IQAE] (with & < £, @ + @, Nghots < 1, and A < A in the notation
of [29, Algorithm 1]).

12°

8 Return Uy, := 5_1’76_T(T_t)(22l\ —1).

2.4.1 Outline of Algorithm

The steps of Algorithm [I| can be briefly described into four parts as follows:

1.

w N

upload the transition probability function p(-,T;z,t) given in ,

. upload the CPWA payoff function A : ]Ri — R given in ,

. apply the Modified IQAE algorithm [29 Algorithm 1] to obtain an estimated amplitude @ € [0, 1],

rescale the estimated amplitude @ to output ﬁt,z which approximates u(t, z) defined in .

11
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Figure 2: Flowchart of Algorithm 1. (Top left) (1) Construction of the operator A using probability distribution operator P
and CPWA payoff operator Ry. (Top right) (2) Construction of the Grover operator using the operator A, oracle operator
Sy, and phase flip operator So. (Bottom) (8) Illustration of the Modified Iterative Quantum Amplitude Estimation algorithm

to produce the final estimate Uy 4.

More precisely, in order to apply the Modified IQAE algorithm in step 3, we first need to upload both the prob-
ability distribution function and the payoff function as quantum circuits. For the first step, we need to truncate
and discretize the distribution function on a grid. The corresponding parameters ny,m; € N encodes the grid
([-2ma—t 2m—1 — 2=mi] n 2=™m17)4 which is the support of the discretized distribution. Then, the truncated,
discretized distribution can be uploaded approximately on the quantum computer using the quantum circuit P,
introduced in Section The corresponding parameter «y is needed to renormalize the amplitude coefficients in
P10) d(ny+my) 1O [0,1]. We note that step 1 accounts for the truncation error, quadrature error, and distribution
loading error in Section [5] see Proposition [5.4] Proposition [5.5] and Proposition [5.10} respectively.

In step 2, we discretize the coefficients (ax,;, by ;) of the CPWA payoff function (8] onto a grid. The corresponding
parameter ny € N encodes the bounds on the coefficients while the parameter my € N encodes the rounding off
accuracy level for the coefficients. We construct the quantum circuit R that encodes the approximated CPWA
payoff in a phase amplitude using controlled Y-rotation gates. The corresponding parameter s = s indicates the
scaling parameter for the rotation circuit Ry, see Proposition[f:24] We account for the errors for approximating the
payoff function A : Ri — R and the rotation errors in Proposition and Proposition The quantum circuit
A is then defined as the combination (i.e. composition) of the two quantum circuits P and R, which enables us
to apply quantum amplitude estimation (QAE) algorithms.

In step 3, we apply the Modified IQAE algorithnﬁ [29] with A to get an output @ € [0,1]. Then in the last step,
since the estimated amplitude @ given by the Modified IQAE algorithm is between 0 and 1, we need to rescale this
number to approximate the option price u(t,x). We account for the QAE error in Proposition

6We emphasize that the other QAE algorithms can also be used since the query complexities are essentially similar to [29], c.f.

Remark Item 4.

12



2.4.2 Main Theorem

Theorem 1 Let e € (0, 1i a€(0,1),deN, r,T € (0,00), (t,z) € [0,T) x RL, and covariance matriz Cy € R4*4

be the input of Algorithm

. Let u(t, ) € R be the option price given by with CPWA payoff h : Ri — R given by

, let Assumption Assumption and A55umptz'on hold with respective constants C,Cs,C5 € [1,00),

and let ¢, €1, €y, C3 € [2,00) be constants defined by

c:= 202264012T2627'T i:n})a.m‘x”d{l, z?}, (55)
¢ 1= 648C5 log,(c), (56)
€ = (1.6 x 108)CECy (27 logy(c)) 127, (57)
€3 := (6.1 x 105)025. (58)
Then, Algom'thm outputs ('_me € R which satisfies
lu(t, ) — (7”| <e, with probability at least 1 — a, (59)
where the number of qubits used in Algorithm[1] is at most
€1d*(1 + logy(de ™)), (60)
the number of elementary gates used in Algorithm[1) is at most
o dmex{10-75:4.75+Cs} =3(1 | |og (de—1))max{3:2Ca} (61)
and the number of applicationﬂ of quantum circuit A in Algorithm|1| is at most
¢3d" e In(2). (62)

Remark 2.22 Let us remark the following on the complezity of Algorithm[1]

1. The bounds and on the number of qubits and the number of elementary gates in Algorithm specify

the requirements on the quantum computer needed to run Algorithm . The bound on the number of
applications of quantum circuit A can be interpreted as the computational running time for Algorithm [1]

. The O(e=3) running time complexity in can be attributed as follows.

(i) The truncation of the integral from RE to the cube [0, M]? requires M ~ 2™ ~ O(s~!), see Propo-
sition [54)

i) Since the payoff function h grows linearly, ||h|| Lo a2y grows of order O(e~'). Hence we require the
((0,M)7)

12
scaling parameter s to satisfy s ~ O ((lhlgs) ) ~ O(g?), see Proposition|5.11|

Lo ((0,M)%)

(iii) We use the Modified IQAE to output @ with accuracy es5 ~ O(g3) to obtain the estimate (59), see
Proposition , This implies the query complexity bound .

In the case where tlhe payoff function h : R‘i — R is bounded uniformly in x € R‘i, then the scaling parameter s
requires only O(e2), see (i) above. This implies that the number of applications of A can be reduced to

O(e™2), which is a speed-up compared to classical Monte Carlo methods and recovers the complexity observed
in [68]. We highlight that the fact that an unbounded payoff function can lead to a higher complexity has
been already outlined in [15, Equation (36)]. Moreover, we highlight that one cannot expect to obtain O(e~1),
which would have meant to have a quadratic speed-up over classical Monte Carlo methods, since one cannot
expect to have an oracle which can perfectly upload the distribution and payoff function in rotated form (see,
e.g., (44) or [15, Equation (16)]), as already pointed out, e.g., in [38].

. We note from 7 that the number of qubits and elementary gates used in Algorithm (1| as well as the
number of applications of the quantum circuit A grow only polynomiallﬁ ind and e~ 1.

. The explicit constants 7 are not likely to be sharp since we did not optimize every inequality when
bounding the number of elementary gates used to construct the quantum circuits in Section[{.4}

7c.f. Remark Ttem 3. for the precise meaning of number of applications.
8under the additional assumption that max;—;
practice, as x?2

i

.....

corresponds to the (squared) spot price of the i-th asset.
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3 Numerical Simulations

In this section, we discuss the implementation of the proposed quantum algorithm, and illustrate its numerical
performance on six concrete European options introduced in Example in dimensions one and two. We have
developed a package we named qfinance using the Qiskit framework to implement our proposed algorithm. The
OptionPricing class within this package enables the user to input the stock parameters (i.e. spot price Sp, mean
u, volatility o, correlation p, interest rate r, current time ¢, and maturity T'), select from any of the six classes of
CPWA payoff functions h presented in Example together with its corresponding parameters (i.e. weights and
strikes), as well as specify the error tolerance ¢ in order to obtain an approximated value for the solution wu(t, )
of the PDE with payoff function h which corresponds to the fair price of the option h at time t given spot
price Sg.

In our presented numerical simulations, we implement Algorithm [T] to approximate the expected option payoff
u(t,x) at time t = 0, see for the analytic expression. In Section for the single vanilla call option, we use an
initial spot price of z = Sy = 2.0, volatility of ¢ = 0.4, an annual risk-free interest rate of r = 0.04, and a time to
maturity of T = 40 days. In Sections[3:2} we used two assets with each asset following the same parameters
as above, and where the assets are correlated to each other with a correlation coefficient of p = 0.2. These asset
parameters are processed to produce an expected future price of pg,. := E[St]| ~ 2.00879 with a standard deviation
s, ~ 0.267168. In Section @ the initial spot price is lowered to Sy = 0.5 to reduce the approximation error, and
this results in a expected future price of pg, = E[S7] ~ 0.502197 with a standard deviation og, ~ 0.083697.

All numerical experiments presented in this section were implemented using IBM’s quantum computing toolkit
Qiskit [58]. We utilized the LogNormalDistribution class from Qiskit to load the multivariate log-normal
distribution on the quantum computer. We discretize each asset price St using three qubits, hence into eight
distinct values on equally spaced points in the interval [max{us, —30s,,0}, ps, +30s,]. Namely, |000) is mapped
to max{pus, — 30s,,0} and |111) is mapped to ps, + 30s, in the natural binary order.

The integration of the distribution loading quantum circuit and the payoff quantum circuit forms the quantum
circuit .4, which is used as the input for the Quantum Amplitude Estimation (QAE) algorithm. We employ the
Modified Iterative Quantum Amplitude Estimation (Modified IQAE) in [29, Algorithm 1], with the parameters
a = 0.005 and € = 0.001; see Proposition For the numerical results, Estimated (mid) corresponds to ﬁt,x (see
line 8 of Algorithm |1 for the precise rescaling of @) whereas Estimated (high) and Estimated (low) correspond to
the same scaling as line 8 of Algorithm [T] but with respect to a, and ay, respectively. All numerical experiments in
this section were implemented in Python using Qiskit on an Ubuntu 22.04 machine with a AMD Ryzen 9 5950X
@ 3.875GHz CPU with 64GB of RAM and Nvidia GeForce RTX3090 GPU. The source codes are available at
https://github.com/jianjun-dot/quantum-finance.

3.1 Vanilla Call Option

We first consider a single-variable call option with strike x with the following payoff function
h(z) = max{x — &, 0}. (63)

We then test the algorithm efficacy across a range of strike prices. The results, shown in Figure [3] demonstrate
that the estimated expected payoffs align closely with the reference values, which are computed based on the
probabilities in LogNormalDistribution.

0.7 1
- Reference

® Estimated
0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3 1

Expected Payoff

0.2 1

0.1 4 -

e
0.0 -
.

T T T T T T T T T
1.33 145 157 169 181 193 205 217 229 241
Strike Price Kk

Figure 3: Comparison of the expected payoff estimates from the algorithm for the vanilla call option across a range of strike
prices with the reference expected payoff. The tested strike prices are labeled on the horizontal axis.
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Strike Price x | Reference | Estimated (mid) | Estimated (high) | Estimated (low)
1.33 0.679331 0.679036 0.680195 0.677876
1.45 0.559664 0.559867 0.561016 0.558718
1.57 0.442470 0.441612 0.448517 0.434707
1.69 0.329094 0.328816 0.335622 0.322009
1.81 0.231919 0.232101 0.237502 0.226700
1.93 0.146172 0.147515 0.148352 0.146678
2.05 0.089769 0.090915 0.091357 0.090473
2.17 0.046210 0.047473 0.048274 0.046673
2.29 0.024531 0.025329 0.025692 0.024967
241 0.010191 0.010727 0.011324 0.010129

Table 1: Numerical results for vanilla call options

3.2 Basket Call Option

In our example, we consider the basket call with two assets and strike xk where the weight of each asset is set to

one, i.e.,

h(z1,x2) = max{x; + z2 — K, 0}.

(64)

Compared to the vanilla call option, the basket call option is more complex and requires the additional use of an
adder circuit to compute 21 + x2. The results of the algorithm across a range of strike prices are shown in Figure [

0.40

0.35 A

0.30

Expected Payoff

0.25 A

e—

Reference
® Estimated

bg
)

$

T
3.62

T T T T
3.65 368 372 375

T T T T
3.78 3.81 3.84 387

Stnke Price k

3.9

Figure 4: Ezxpected payoff estimates from our proposed algorithm for the basket call option across a range of strike prices,
compared with the reference expected payoff. The strike prices tested are labeled on the horizontal axis.

Strike Price x | Reference | Estimated (mid) | Estimated (high) | Estimated (low)
3.62 0.426180 0.427173 0.428978 0.425367
3.65 0.402294 0.404174 0.416717 0.391631
3.68 0.378408 0.379875 0.381912 0.377837
3.72 0.346561 0.350753 0.363412 0.338095
3.75 0.322675 0.322466 0.335617 0.309314
3.78 0.298789 0.300295 0.302123 0.298467
3.81 0.279313 0.276816 0.288819 0.264814
3.84 0.261602 0.269334 0.281401 0.257267
3.87 0.243890 0.246027 0.255811 0.236242
3.90 0.226178 0.224180 0.233560 0.214800

Table 2: Numerical results for basket call options

3.3 Spread Call Option

We consider a spread call option involving two assets, given by

h(z1,z2) = max{x; — z9 — K, 0},
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where k is the strike price. Unlike the basket call option, which uses an addition operation, the spread call option
requires a subtraction circuit to compute z; — 5. This subtraction operation adds complexity to the quantum
circuit due to the introduction of negative numbers as a result of the computation. Given that the input to the
payoff function circuit falls within the domain {0,1,...,2"}, where n is the number of qubits used to represent the
number, additional processing of the subtraction results (which includes negative integers) to non-negative integers
is required to maintain computational consistency.

We assess the performance of our algorithm across a range of strike prices, with the results shown in Figure
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Figure 5: Expected payoff estimates from the algorithm for the spread call option across a range of strike prices, compared
with the reference expected payoff. The strike prices tested is labeled on the horizontal axis.

Strike Price x | Reference | Estimated (mid) | Estimated (high) | Estimated (low)
0.010 0.026466 0.026805 0.027640 0.025970
0.015 0.025174 0.025178 0.026008 0.024348
0.02 0.023883 0.024037 0.024871 0.023204
0.025 0.022591 0.023138 0.023978 0.022299
0.03 0.021300 0.021790 0.022623 0.020958
0.035 0.020008 0.019895 0.020714 0.019076
0.04 0.018717 0.019175 0.019988 0.018362
0.045 0.017425 0.018021 0.018831 0.017211
0.05 0.016134 0.016448 0.017254 0.015641
0.055 0.014842 0.014569 0.015341 0.013797

Table 3: Numerical results for spread call options

3.4 Call-on-max Option

We explore a call-on-max option involving two assets and strike k, defined by the payoff function
h(z1,z2) = max{z1 — K, z2 — K, 0}. (66)

This option requires the use of a comparison circuit Q(comp) (later introduced in Lemma 4.13) to select of the
higher value of {z1 — k,22 — K} to compute the payoff. The algorithm is evaluated across a range of strike prices,
with the results presented in Figure [6]
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Figure 6: Expected payoff estimates from the algorithm for the call-on-max option across a range of strike prices, compared
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with the reference expected payoff. The strike prices tested is labeled on the horizontal axis.

Strike Price k | Reference | Estimated (mid) | Estimated (high) | Estimated (low)
1.33 0.804465 0.805098 0.813612 0.796584
1.45 0.684487 0.685483 0.690424 0.680542
1.57 0.564676 0.564527 0.565501 0.563553
1.69 0.446152 0.447838 0.452069 0.443607
1.81 0.332589 0.332920 0.334962 0.330878
1.93 0.228361 0.233305 0.238528 0.228082
2.05 0.146165 0.145905 0.150115 0.141696
2.17 0.081361 0.082417 0.083002 0.081833
2.29 0.043842 0.044748 0.045053 0.044444
2.41 0.019170 0.019729 0.020016 0.019441

Table 4: Numerical results for call-on-max options

3.5 Call-on-min Option

We consider the two-asset call-on-min option with the following payoff function

This option is similar to that of the call-on-max option, resulting in a similar circuit design. The main change to
the circuit is in selecting the lower value, rather than the higher value, of the comparison for the computation of
the payoff. The performance of our proposed algorithm is evaluated across a range of strike prices, with the results

shown in Figure[7]

Figure 7: Expected payoff estimates from the algorithm for the call-on-min option across a range of strike prices, compared

Expected Payoff

h(z1,22) = max{min{zy, 2} — &, 0}.
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Strike Price x | Reference | Estimated (mid) | Estimated (high) | Estimated (low)
1.33 0.549242 0.549779 0.556598 0.542961
1.45 0.429959 0.429376 0.437922 0.420830
1.57 0.315390 0.313495 0.319649 0.307340
1.69 0.207789 0.208521 0.209452 0.207590
1.81 0.127052 0.128095 0.129009 0.127182
1.93 0.061264 0.072553 0.073112 0.071993
2.05 0.030753 0.031998 0.032863 0.031132
2.17 0.009879 0.011256 0.012077 0.010435
2.29 0.004124 0.005356 0.005689 0.005022
241 0.000863 0.001378 0.001902 0.000854

Table 5: Numerical results for call-on-min options

3.6 Best-of-call Option

The best-of-call option is the most complex option among the examples discussed, as it involves multiple assets with
multiple strike prices. Its circuit requires a combination of the subtraction subroutine, the comparator subroutine
and multiple payoff function circuits. In our case, we consider a two assets, two strike prices best-of-call option,
with the following payoff function

h(z1,x2) = max{x; — K1, 22 — K2,0}. (68)

We tested our proposed algorithm across a range of strike prices, with the results shown in Figure
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Figure 8: Ezxpected payoff estimates from the algorithm for the best-of-call option across a range of strike prices, compared
with the reference theoretical expected payoff. The strike price of the first asset is fixved, while the strike price of the second
assets is varied.

Second strike price fixed at ko = 2.01
Strike Price k1 | Reference | Estimated (mid) | Estimated (high) | Estimated (low)
1.74 0.317163 0.318514 0.324408 0.312619
1.80 0.275635 0.270604 0.280077 0.261131
1.85 0.246069 0.239256 0.248482 0.230031
1.90 0.217595 0.215355 0.223858 0.206853
1.96 0.193578 0.195811 0.203952 0.187671
2.01 0.173564 0.172656 0.183125 0.162187
2.06 0.159330 0.155583 0.161787 0.149379
2.12 0.142249 0.131429 0.142335 0.120523
2.17 0.134635 0.136207 0.145155 0.127260
2.22 0.127487 0.127613 0.136500 0.118725

Table 6: Numerical results for best-of-call options
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3.7 Discussion on the numerical simulations and their possible extension to higher
dimensions

We see from the numerical results that the algorithm meets our performance expectations. Compared to the results
in |68, [73], our work extends the application to cover more complex call options, focusing on multi-asset call options
such as spread call, call-on-max, call-on-min and best-of-call options. New circuits are constructed to handle these
options, incorporating components such as subtraction subroutines and comparison subroutines.

Currently, our implementation is limited to options involving two variables. Nevertheless, the framework can be
easily extended to multiple variables through the integration of multiple Qomp subroutines for variable comparisons.
To discuss the involving steps more in detail, let us consider, e.g., the extension of the Best-of-call option from two
variables to three variables. The payoff function of the three variable case is defined as:

h(xz1, 22, 3) = max{zy — K1, T2 — K2, T3 — K3,0} (69)
which can be decomposed into multiple nested two-variable comparisons:
h(x1, 2, x3) = max{max{max{x; — k1, T2 — Ko}, 23 — K3},0}. (70)

This approach systematically extends the circuit from the two-variable case. For each variable, an ancilla regis-
ter is added to load the corresponding strike price. Three different subtraction subroutines are applied on the
corresponding variable and its ancilla, resulting in three different registers with that stores |x1 — k1), |22 — K2),
|zs — k3). To determine the maximum of three registers, we can use two comparison operators. The first Qcomp
operation compares registers |z — x1) and |z — K2), storing the comparison results in the ancilla register |c;). By
controlling on the results of the ancilla register |c1), a second Qcomp(max{z1 — k1,22 — Ko}, x3 — K3) operation
then compares the result max{z; — k1,22 — K2} from the first comparison with z3 — k3, and stores the result in
another ancilla register |co). Using the outcomes of the two comparison operators Qomp(Z1 — K1, %2 — k2) and
Qcomp (max{z1 — K1, &2 — Ka}, T3 — K3), the largest value can be identified as outlined Table [7] Accordingly, by
controlling the circuit based on the comparison results, the appropriate register can be selected to compute the
expected payoff. By iteratively applying this nested Qcomp strategy, the algorithm can be generalized to calculate
the payoff for any d variables.

For general CPWA payoff functions, we expect a quadratic increase (ignoring logarithmic factors) with respect
to the dimension d in the number of qubits resource requirement due to the following two reasons — the number
of comparison operations required is O(d) under Assumption and the computation for each affine sum (i.e.
T — ap;-x+ by in ) requires O(d) arithmetic operations and storage. We refer to equation for
the amount N of qubits needed to upload the (discretized version of the) CPWA payoff function, which under
Assumption satisfies N = O(d?). This and line 6 of Algorithm [I| hence imply that the amount of qubits needed
for Algorithm [I] scales quadratically in the dimension d of the PDE.

We highlight that the presented steps involving nested Qcomp can be similarly applied to other options presented
in Example

However, current quantum computing hardware are still too nascent to handle complex computations involving
multiple variables. Thus, given the computational constraints, only two variables systems are implemented and
tested in the package. As compute power increases, we can use the method described to extend the circuit to
accommodate more variables.

Measurement results for |c1), | Measurement results for |c2), | Maximal value
100 100 T3 — K3
100 010 To — K2
100 001 To — K2
010 100 I3 — K3
010 010 Tr1 — Ki
010 001 1 — R1
001 100 I3 — K3
001 010 T1 — K1
001 001 T1 — K1

Table 7: The measurement results for the corresponding Qcomp operations, and the identified maximal value among the three
variables. The ancilla register |c1) holds the result for the first comparison Qcomp(T1 — K1,%2 — K2) between x1 — k1 and
X2 — K2, whereas |c2) holds the result of the second comparison Qcomp(max{zi — K1, T2 — K2}, x3 — k3). For cases where the
two variables are equal, the first variable is selected as the mazimal value. The ancilla results can locate the mazimal value
for computing the payoff in the subsequent parts of the circuit.
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Figure 9: Description of the circuit to compare three variables. The first Qcomp(T1 — K1,T2 — K2) compares the subtraction
result stored in the register |k1) and |k2), and the result of the comparison is store in register |c1). The second comparison
Qcomp (max{xi1 —K1,T2 — K2}, T3 — K3) is then controlled on the results from the first comparison, thereby selecting the correct
register for the second comparison. The result of the second comparison is then stored in |cz2).

4 Quantum Circuits

In Section we introduce the so-called two’s complement method for representing signed dyadic rational numbers
on a bounded interval using binary strings of finite length. These binary strings correspond to the grid points on the
truncated interval. The binary strings are represented by the qubits on the quantum computer, in the form of linear
combinations of the computational basis states |i),, = |i1) |i2) ... i), where i = (i1,...,4,) € {0,1}". In Section
we describe how quantum circuits are constructed to perform arithmetic operations on two complement’s
numbers. In Section we assume that the discretized multivariate log-normal distribution can be loaded on the
quantum computer with complexities comparable to the estimates in [15]. In Section the approximate option
payoff function is loaded, by using quantum circuits that perform arithmetic operations on numbers represented
by the two’s complement method.

4.1 Representing signed dyadic rationals using the two’s complement method

The two’s complement method is a way of representing signed integers on a computer using binary strings, see e.g.
Chapter 2.2 |13] for an introduction to the subject. We first describe the representation of signed integers using
the two’s complement method. For a given n € N and for an integer # € [-2"~1, 2"~ —1]NZ, we encode x in the

two’s complement method by a n-bit string denoted by (z5,—1,Zn—2, -+ ,20) € {0,1}"™. The value of the integer z
is converted from the bit string (z,_1, - ,2o) by the following formula
n—2
T =z, 12" Y 2, (71)
k=0

The most significant bit (MSB) is the bit 2,1 € {0, 1} which determines the sign of x. There are classical computer
algorithms for performing arithmetic operations (such as addition and multiplication) in the two’s complement
representation, such as the carry adder algorithm and Booth’s multiplication algorithm |13]. Numbers with a
fractional part can also be represented using the two’s complement method. This can be done by introducing
the radiz point (commonly referred as the decimal point in decimal expansion) to separate the integer part and
fractional part. The additional bits are mapped to the dyadics 27™,m € N to represent the fractional part of a
number.

Definition 4.1 (Two’s complement representation) Let n € N, m € Ny. For m > 1, we define the following
set of (n,m)-bit strings by

Fpom :={0,1}" x {0,1}™ := {((xn-1, Tn-2, ..., %0), (x_1,...,2_m)) € {0,1}" x {0,1}™}, (72)
and the set of dyadic rational numbers on a closed interval by

Kpm = [-2"71, 2" —27m)n 27 ™7 .= {—2n~1 —on~l p97m _on=l 4 g.9-m  on=l_9=my (73)

20



Further, we denote
Kom+ =KumN[0,00), and K, m— =K., N(—00,0), (74)

and we denote
]Fn’m’+ = {((0, Tn—2y-.- ,;Co), (.’L‘,l, ..

S Tm)) Ty, Ty €{0,1}},  and (75)
From,— = {((1,zp_2,...,20), (x_1,...,2_

m)) P Tn—2y... s Tom € {0,1}}.

If m = 0, we then use the usual signed integers K, o = [-2""1,2""1 — 1] N Z and the set of n-bit strings
Frno:={(@n-1,,20) € {0,1}"}, and define K, 0.+ and F,, o+ analogously.

Definition 4.2 (Encoder and decoder maps) Let n € N, m € Ny. We define the encoder function which maps
the rational numbers to bit strings by

En,m : Kn,m — Ian@

(76)
Y= ((Tp—1,Tn-2y...,20), (T—1,...,T_m))
where we define E,, 1, (y) = (Tn=1,Zn—2,...,%0), (T-1,...,T_m)) Tecursively by
1, ify<0,
Lo — =
o iy o,
(77)
13 Zf 7‘%”_1277,71 + 2n72 S Y,
Tpn—2 =
0, if 212" 42"2>y,
and fork=n—-3,n—4,...,—m,
n—2
1, if—z,g2n 4 ) @2 28 <y,
z) = e (78)
0, if —wn 12"+ > z;7 428>y
J=k+1
We define the decoder function which maps the bit strings to the rational numbers by
Dn,m : Fn,m — Kn,m
n—2
79
((acn,l, Tpn—92,y ... ,3?0), (x_1,... ,l‘,m)) — —xn,12”_1 + Z kuk. ( )
k=—m

The sets Iy, ,, and K, ,,, are equivalent in the following sense.

Proposition 4.3 (Bijection between (n,m)-bit strings and dyadics) Let n € N, m € No. The sets F,, ,,, and
Kym (c.f. Deﬁnition have the same finite cardinality, and the encoder and decoder functions E, », : K, —
Fpm and Dy : By oy — Ky (cof. Deﬁm’tiOn are bijective and inverses of the other.

Proof. For the first part of the statement, by observing that
Kpm=1{j-2"":5=0,1,...,2""" " 1} u{—j-27™:j=1,...,2""m"1} (80)
it follows that
H#Kpm = 220071 =27 9™ = £({0,1}" x {0,1}"™) = #Fp m,

where we denote by #A the cardinality of a set A. This shows that the two sets F,, ,,, and K,, ,,, have the same
cardinality. Injectivity is clear from Definition and bijectivity follows from injectivity since both sets have same
finite cardinality. O

In the later sections, we will use the notation Fﬁym =F, m X -+ X Fy , for any k € N. The arithmetic algo-

k-times
rithms in two’s complement (TC) representation for signed rational numbers can be extended from the arithmetic
algorithms on the two’s complemment signed integers. The modifying process is done by shifting the fractional
bits to the integer bits, applying the integer arithmetic algorithms, then shifting the integer bits back to fractional
bits. The proofs in the two following lemmas provide the extension procedure.

Lemma 4.4 (Addition in two’s complement) Let ni,n2 € N, and let n := max{ni,na}. Let B : F,, o X
Fr,0 = Frni1,0 be the addition algorithm for integers represented in the two’s complement method. Then, for any
m1,ma € No with m := max{my, ma}, there is a natural extension of the addition algorithm to the rational numbers
represented in the two’s complement method where B : Fp, mmy X Fry my — Frq1,m, such that for any x € Fy, .,
Y € Fpyom,, there is an unique element x B y € Fpq1  that satisfies

x H Yy = En+1,m(Dn1,m1 (;L‘) + Dn27m2 (y)) (81)
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Proof. First, consider the case where both m; and mgy are positive. Let © = ((zn,—1,...,%0), (T—1,...,Z—pm,)) €
Froym, and ¥ = ((Yng—1,---5%0), W—1, -1 Y—my)) € Frym, be given. For every p,q,r € N with r > ¢, define a
left-shift operator 7, : Fp, , = Fp, 1, o defined by

Trt ((Bp=1s- -, 20), (21,1 2—q)) = (Bp=1y- -, 20, %=15 .-, 2—g, 0,...,0 ). (82)
——

(r — q)-times

Then, it holds that

Tm(x) = (xn1—17 BRI Vo P A B i R R ,.T_m> S IE‘1’L1-i-17’7,,0a (83)
Tm(y) = (ynz—la e Yo Y—15 -5 Y—mogy - - - ay—’m) € Fn2+m707 (84)
where z_, =0 for k=m;+1,... mif m; <mand y_; =0 for Il = mgy +1,...,m if ms < m. Hence, we may

apply the integer addition algorithm and get an output 7,,(x) B 7., (y) € Frt14m,0- Then, for every p,r € N with
r < p, we define a right-shift operator 7_, : [F, o — F,_,., defined by

Tor i (Zp—1,-- s 20) = ((Zp—1, -1 2r), (Zr=1,. .+, 20)) - (85)
Let 7 (x) B 70, (¥) = 2 = (Zn+ms Zntm—1, - - - , 20), for some bit string z € Fj,441,0. Then, we have
Tfm(Tm<x) H Tm(y)) = ((Zn+m7 Zn4m—1y+++» Zm)7 (mela ey ZO)) S IFn+171ﬂ- (86)

Furthermore, it holds that Dy, 41m.0(Tm (%)) = 2™ Dy, m, (2) and Doy 4m,0(Tm (2)) = 2™ Dy, m, (y). This implies that

z By :i=T_m(Tm(@) B1m(Y) = T—mBEntm+1,0(2™ (Dny g (2) + Digms () = Ent1,m Dy ima (2) + Dig,ms (9))-
(87)
Hence we have shown . The cases where m and/or ms equals to zero follow analogously.
O

Lemma 4.5 (Multiplication in two’s complement) Letni,no € N, and letn := ni+ng. Let @ : Fp, oxFpy 0 —
Frn,0 be the multiplication algorithm for integers represented in the two’s complement method. Then, for any
my,ms € Ng with m := my+mao, there is a natural extension of the multiplication algorithm to the rational numbers
represented in the two’s complement method where [ : Fp, pyy X Fry s — Frpy such that for any x € Fp, oy,
y € Fr, my, there is an unique element x 0 y € F,, ,,,, where

rdy=E,nm (anru (z) - Dy, (¥))- (88)

Proof. First, consider the case where both m; and ms are positive. Let = ((@n,,...,Z0), (T—1,.. ., T—m,)) €
Frymi and y = ((Unys - -5 %0)s (U=1, -+ s Y—my)) € Fpy m, be given. Then, with the left-shift operator 7,, defined in
in the proof of the previous lemma, it holds that 7,,(z) € Fy, 4m.0 and 7, (y) € Fpytm,0. Hence, applying the
multiplication algorithm on integers we have 7,,, ()BT (y) € Fpqm,0. This implies that 7_.,, (75, (2) D7 (y)) € Frm.-
We verify that

Ty = T—m(TWL(z) ol Tm(y)) =T—m (En+m,0(2mDn1,m1 (1') Dy o (y))) = En,m(Dm,ml (35) Dy ma (y)) (89)

Hence we have shown . The cases where my and/or ms equals to zero follow analogously. O

4.2 Quantum circuits for elementary arithmetic operations

We now describe quantum circuits for arithmetic and elementary operations (such as addition, multiplication,
comparison, absolute value), on qubit registers representing numbers in two’s complement method. There are
many quantum circuits for performing arithmetic operations with its quantum circuit complexities available in the
literature, see, e.g., |4l 20} 24} |64} 66, |71]. We first introduce in Lemmaan important quantum circuit to perform
permutations, which will be necessary for arithmetic computations in the later parts. We have included quantum
circuit diagrams in this section to visualize the construction of the quantum circuits for their better understanding.
For Lemma Lemma and Lemma we refer the reader to [66] for its quantum circuit diagrams.

Definition 4.6 (Cycle) (25, Section 1.8, pg 29]) Let n,m € N satisfy 2 < m < n, and let {a1,...,am} C

{1,2,...,n} be distinct numbers. A cycle C := (aras---am) is a permutation o : {1,2,...,n} = {1,2,...,n} such
that
aiy1, ifj=a; forl<i<m-—1,
a(j) =< a1, if j = am, (90)
jv Z.fjg{alv'”,am}'
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li1) |i3)

[i2) lia)
liz) li1)
lia) |i2)

Figure 10: An example for the quantum circuit for permutation in Lemma with m = (13)(24).

Proposition 4.7 (Cycle decomposition theorem) ([25, Section 4.1, pg 115]) Letn € N and 7 : {1,2,...,n} —

{1,2,...,n} be a permutation. Then 7 can be written as a composition of disjoint cycleeﬂ
7=C0Cs--C = (ala? T aml)(am1+1am1+2 t amz) t (amk—1+1a’mk—1+2 t amk)’ (91)
where k is the number of cycles, and {a; : j = 1,...,mi} C {1,...,n} are distinct integers. Moreover, the cycle

decomposition above is unique up to a rearrangement of the cycles and up to a cyclic permutation of the integers
within each cycle.

Lemma 4.8 (Quantum circuit for permutation) 1. Let n € N, and let 7 : {1,...,n} — {1,...,n} be a
permutation. Then, there is a quantum circuit T € U(2™) on n qubits such that for every |i), = |i1)-- - |in) €
{0,1}", it holds that

Teli)y = T lin) - lin) = i) - linn)) (92)

and that T, uses at most 2n? swap gates (c.f. Example .
See Figure[I0 for an example.

2. Let Q € U(2") be a given quantum circuit such that for every |i), € {0,1}",
Qli), = Z @i lin) - lin) (93)
j:(jly--<7jn)e{o71}"

where o j € C. Then, T, Q is also a quantum circuit such that for every |i), € {0,1}",

TeQli)y = Y ijliz)) inm) - (94)

jefo,1}n

Proof. Firstly, we show, for any j,k € {1,2,...,n}, j < k, and for any n-qubit |i), = [i1)---|in) € {0,1}", that
there exists a quantum circuit 7., consisting of 2(k — j) — 1 swap gates (c.f. Example [2.11]) where it holds that

Tiosk i), = i) -+ |ij-1) i) [ij41) - [ik—1) [ik) [iks1) - - - [in)

o Jix) = i) i) Fiyan) - s 1) Fien) - i) (%)

Denote by S := SWAP € U(22) the swap gate (c.f. Example [2.11)) which satisfy for all |i;) |iz) € {0,1}? that
Slir) [i2) = [iz) lir) - (96)
Ifk—j=1, (i.e. k=j+ 1) then we simply set
Tjojt1 :I§j71®8®1§"ﬁ71. (97)

If K — j > 2, then proceeding inductively set

k—j—1 k—j—1
73<—>k: _ H (I§®k—2—l ®S ® Ié@n—k-l-l) H (1(2@]—14‘1 ®S ® I2®”—J—1—l), (98)
1= =0

[

(c.f. Definition , where we use the usual convention that 12®0 =1l€Cand A®1=A=1® A for any
A e U(2™), m € N. By direct verification, we note that 7, satisfy for all |i),, € {0,1}" and that only
2(k — j) — 1 swap gates were required in its construction.

Secondly, by the cycle decomposition theorem (Proposition [4.7), the given permutation 7 can be written as a
composition of disjoint cycles (c.f. Definition Proposition as

™ = 0102 tee Ck = (a1a2 tee a7n1)(a7nl+1am1+2 tee amz) tee (amk,1+1amk,1+2 tee amk)v (99)

9We adopt the convention that cycles of length 1 will not be written.
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(10) nggms [Py msy )
10)

Figure 11: Circuit diagram for é(+> in Corollary .

where k is the number of cycles, and ay,...,am, € {1,...,n} are distinct numbers. Note by convention that each
of these cycles has length m; > 2. For each of these cycles C; = (am, ;41 am,), I = 1...,k, with mg := 0 we
construct the quantum circuits 7¢,, [ =1,...,k, via

ml—l

Te, = H 7:1z‘<—>az‘+1 = 771ml—1<—>aml o .7;mL71+1Ham171+27:1ml71Haml71+l7 (100)

i=mj_1

where the quantum circuits 74, q,,, are constructed based on the first step of the proof (c.f. 7 7 )
Finally, we construct the quantum circuit 7, via

k
T = HTCZ =Te, - Tes Tey - (101)
=1

Thus, , , (1100)), and (101]) imply that the quantum circuit 7, satisfies . Moreover, we note that the

total number of quantum circuits of the form 7jy (c.f. ) is mp < m, where each of these quantum circuits
requires 2|a; — a;+1| — 1 < (2n — 1) swap gates. Hence, the total number of swap gates used to construct 7 is
at most n - (2n — 1) < 2n%. Thus, we have proved the first statement of the lemma. The second statement of the
lemma follows directly from the fact that 7, is a linear operator. O

Lemma 4.9 (Quantum circuit for addition) (/66, Section 3.1, QNMAdd]) Let ni,ny € N, with ny > ns.
Then, there is a quantum circuit Qyy on (ny +na + 1) qubits such that for any a € Fp, 0,b € Fyy, o,

Q(+) : |O> |a>n1 |b>n2 = |a & b>n1+1 |b>n2 . (102)
The quantum circuit Q4 requires ni + 3ny + 18 4+ §(n2(2n1 — ng + 3)) elementary gates.

Corollary 4.10 (Quantum circuit for addition with fractional part) Let ny, ne, mi, ms € N, with ny +my >
ng +ma. Let n=ny +ny, and m = my +mo. Then, there is a quantum circuit Q1 on (n+m + 1) qubits such
that for any a € Fp, my, b € Fry s,

Q("") : |a>n1+m1 |b>n2+m2 |0> = |b>n2+m2 ‘a M b>n1+m1+1 : (103)
The quantum circuit é(+) requires at most 29(n+m+1)% elementary gates. See Fz'gurefor the circuit diagram.

Proof. By Lemma there is a quantum circuit 7, with at most 2(ny + my + ng + mo +1)2 = 2(n +m + 1)?
swap gates satisfying

7;"1 : ‘a>n1+m1 |b>n2+m2 |0> = |0> Ia’>n1+m1 |b>n2+m2 : (104)

Note that by Lemma@, we can extend the addition operation B : 'y, 4y .0 XFrs4ms .0 = Frgma1,0 to B Fpy oy X
Fry ms = Frt1m where 7 = max{nq,ne} and /m = max{mi, mo}. This, the hypothesis that n; + mi > na + mq,
and Lemma (with n; < n1 + m1, ny < ng + mo in the notation of Lemma imply that there exists a
quantum circuit Q) such that for any a € Fp, 1n,, b € Fpyy m, that

Q(+) : |O> |a>n1+’rn1 |b>n2+m2 — |a’ Hﬂ b>n1+’rn1+1 |b>n2+m2 ’ (105)

and that the number of elementary gates required to construct Q4 is

(n1 +m1)? 4+ 3(ny +m1) + 18 + L(n2 + ma)(2(n1 +my) — (n2 + mo) + 3). (106)
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Figure 12: Circuit diagram for é(x) in Corollary

Moreover, by Lemma @, there is a quantum circuit 7, such that

la B b) — |b) |a B b) (107)

ni+mi+1 |b>n2+m2 na+msz ni+mi+1-7

which uses at most 2(n +m + 1)? swap gates.

Define the quantum circuit Q1) := T, Q(4)Tx,. Observe that (104), (105), and (107) shows that é(ﬂ satisfies
(L03), and that the total number of elementary gates required to construct Q) is at most

2(n+m+1)% + (n1 +m1)® +3(n1 +my) + 18 + 3(n2 +ma2)(2(n1 + my) — (na +ma) +3) + 2(n +m +1)?
3
<2mn4+m4+1)2+ (ng +m1)* 4+ 3(ng +m1)+18—|—(n+m+1)2+§(n+m+1)2+2(n+m+1)2

<@2+1+3+184+1+2+2)(n+m+1)?
=29(n+m+1)%
(108)

O

Lemma 4.11 (Quantum circuit for multiplication) ([66, Section 3.5, QNMMul]) Let ny, ne € N, withny > ns.
Then, there is a quantum circuit Q) on (2n1 + 3ng + 3) qubils such that for any a € Fyy, 0,0 € Fp, 0,

Q(X) : |0> |0>n1+n2 |a>n1 |b>n2 |0>77,2 |0>2 = |3.1’IC> ‘a’ o b>n1+n2 ‘a’>n1 |b>n2 |anc>n2+2 : (109)
The quantum circuit Q(x) requires (3(5nf + n1) + 4n3 + dning + 6ny + 7) elementary gates.

Corollary 4.12 (Quantum circuit for multiplication with fractional part) Let ny,ns, mi, mg € N, with
ni+my > ng +mg. Let n:=ny +na and m :=my +mg. Then, there is a quantum circuit Q(x) on (2n + 2m +
ng + me + 3) qubits such that for any a € Fy my, b € Fryomy,

Q(X) : |a>n1+m1 |b>nz+m2 ‘O>n+m ‘O>n2+m2+3 = ‘a>n1+m1 |b>n2+mz |a o b>n+m |anc>nz+m2+3' (110)

The quantum circuit é(x) requires at most 61(n-+m+1)2 elementary gates. See Fz'gurefor the circuit diagram.

Proof. By Lemma there is a quantum circuit 7, with at most 2(2n + 2m + ny + mo + 3)? swap gates satisfying
for any a € Fy,, m,, b € Fpy m, that

7; : |a’>n1+m1 |b>n2+m2 |O>n+m |O>n2+m2+3 = |O> |0>n+m |a’>n1+m1 |b>77,2+m2 |0>n2+m2 |0>2 . (111)

Note that by Lemma we can extend the multiplication operation [ : Fp\ 1m0 X Frgtms,0 = Frim,o to
O : Fpimy X Foyme = Fpm. This, the condition that ny + m; > ny + mo, and Lemma m (with ny
n1 + mq,ng < ng + My in the notation of Lemma imply that there exists a quantum circuit Q) such that
for any a € Fy, my, b € Fryom,

Q) 1010y g 10011,y 9Dy imy [0) gy 10V = fane) [a B 0),, 4 [a) s, o, 1) g gimy 180C) 05 (112)
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Figure 13: Circuit diagram for é(comp) in Corollary .

and that the number of elementary gates required to construct Q) is at most

(%(5(711 +m1)? 4 (ng 4+ m1)) 4+ 4(na +ma)? + 4(ny +my)(ng +ma) + 6(ng +ms) + 7). (113)

By another application of Lemma there is a quantum circuit 7, with at most 2(2n + 2m +ng +ma + 3)? swap
gates satisfying

Trr :lanc) la E0),, 4 10) iy 10y sy B0C) o = [@ T 0), @)y 10) sy [ATC) s (114)

We define the quantum circuit é(x) = Tz Q(x)Tx- Hence, (L11)), (112), and (114) imply that the quantum circuit

Q(x) satisfy (L10) for all a € Fyy, n,, b € Fpyy m,. Moreover, the number of elementary gates required to construct

Q(X) is at most

1
22n 4 2m + ng + mo + 3)2 + 5(5(711 + m1)2 + (n1 +mq)) +4(ng + mg)2 +4(n1 + mq)(n2 + ma)

+ 6(ng + ma) + 74 2(2n 4 2m + ny + My + 3)?

5 1

§2~32(n+m+1)2+§(n+m+1)2+§

+6(n+m+1)+7n+m+1)+2-3%(n+m+1)>
<(18+3+1+4+4+6+7+18)(n+m+1)?

=61(n+m+1)%

(n+m+1)+4n+m+1)2+4(n+m+ 1) (115)

O

Lemma 4.13 (Quantum circuit for integer comparison) ([66, Section 3.4, QComp]) Let ni,n2 € N, with
ny > no. Let n = ny 4+ ny. Then, there is a quantum circuit Q(Comp) on (n1 + ng +4) qubits such that for any
a € Fnhg,b S ]Fn%(),

Q(comp) * 0) [a),,, [0),,, 10) [0} [0) = [a Bb),, .1 [b),,, |c1) |c2) |es) (116)
wherd]
[1)10)10), if Dy, 0(a) > D, 0(b),
lc1) [e2) [es) = € 10) [1)[0),  if Dy, 0(a) < Diny,0(b), (117)
10)[0) [1),  if Dy, 0(a) = D, 0(b).
(

The quantum circuit Q(comp) uses (n? + 3n1 + 41 + n2(2n1 — ng + 3)/2) elementary gates.

Corollary 4.14 (Quantum circuit for fractional comparison) Let ni,na, my, ma € N, with ni+mq > no+ma.
Let n = ny +no, and m = my +msy. Then, there is a quantum circuit Q(comp) on (n+m+5) qubits such that for
any a €Fpy s DEF,, iy,

Q(Comp) : ‘a>n1+m1 |b>n2+7n2 |0>5 = |a>n1+7n1 ‘b>n2+m2 |Cl> |C2> |63> |a‘nc>27 (]‘]‘8)

10The notation a B b here refers to subtraction for a pair of two complement numbers, i.e., for any a,b € Fr m, a Bb € Fpp1 m, is
defined by En+41,m(Dn,m(a) — Dn,m(b)).
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where
1) |

le1) [e2) |es) = 410) 1)

|0) |

0)10),  if Dnymy (@) > Diy s (b)),
10, if Dinyom,y (@) < Dig,ms (b)), (119)
0) 1), if Dnym, (@) = Dy, ().

The quantum circuit é(comp) requires at most 175(n + m + 1)? elementary gates. See Figure for the circuit
diagram.

Proof. The construction of the quantum circuit @(Comp) consists of the following steps.
1. We first employ the permutation circuit 7, from Lemma [£.8]so that
T t10) s s 1B) s 1005 = 10) 100 10,14y 6,111 10) 100100 (120)
In this step, the number of elementary gates used is at most 2(n + m + 5)2.

2. Next, we use the comparison quantum circuit Q(comp) from Lemma (with nq < ny +mq, ns < no +mo
in the notation of Lemma [4.13)) to obtain

I3 © Qcomp) * 10) [0} |@), 11, 10, 1y, 10710} [0) = [0} |a B b)Y,y 14 10) s, ymy €1) [e2) [C3) 5 (121)
where |c1) |c2) |c3) satisfy (119)). In this step, the number of elementary gates used is

(n1 + m1)2 + 3(7’L1 + ml) + 41 + (n2 + m2>(2(’ﬂ1 + ml) - (ng + mg) + 3)/2

3. We use the adder quantum circuit Q(+) from Lemma, (with ny < n1 +m1 + 1, ny + ny + my in the
notation of Lemma [4.9)) to obtain

Q) ® 1577 110} [a B 1), 4y 41 [0) gy le1) le2) les) = [(@BO)BO), 410 [0), iy 1) le2) les) . (122)

In this step, the number of elementary gates used is
1
(n1 +my+1)>4+3(ny +my +1) +18 + 5((ng +mg2)(2(n1 + my 4+ 1) — (ng + m2) + 3)).

4. As elements of F,,, 19 ,, it can be directly checked that

(1,1, an,—1,---,00), (@—1y. .., a_pmy)) i Dy om, (@) <O,

(@Bb)Bb— .
((0,0,an,-1,---,60), (@—1,...,0_pm,)) if Dpy m,(a) > 0.

In the above expression, we treat the leftmost two bits as ancilla qubits and rewrite |(a B ) H b)

nitmi+2
lanc), |a) We apply another permutation circuit 7, from Lemma [4.8] to obtain

ni+my”
Tr: [(@B0) BO), iy [0y, [€1) [€2) [€3) = a)y, o, 10Dy m, 1) [€2) [€3) [anc), . (123)
In this step, the number of elementary gates used is at most 2(n +m + 5)2.

The desired quantum circuit @(Comp) is constructed from the above steps. We note that the number of elementary

gates used to construct Q(Comp) is at most
2(n +m +5)* + [(n1 +m1)® 4+ 3(n1 +ma) + 41+ (ng +m2)(2(n1 +m1) — (n2 +ma) + 3)/2]
+[(ny +my 4+ 1)>+3(ng +mq +1) + 18+ %((ng +m2)(2(n1 +m1+1) — (ne +ma) + 3))] +2(n+m+5)?
<2-5*(n+m+1)*+ [(n+m+1)2+3(n—|—m+1)—|—41+(n—|—m+1)2+g(n—|—m—|—1)]
+[(n+m—|—1)2+3(n+m—|—1)+18+(n+m+1)2+g(n+m+1)2—|—2(n+m+1)2] +2-5%(n+m+1)?

< (50 + 48 + 27+ 50)(n +m + 1)?

=175(n +m + 1)
(124)
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Figure 14: Circuit diagram for CRy(0) in Lemma

Lemma 4.15 (Controlled Y-rotations) For any 6 € (0,4m), there is a controlled Y -rotation gate acting on two
qubits that performs the following operation

)10}, if e =0,
le) (cos(6/2) 10) 4 sin(0/2) 1)), ifc=1.

The quantum circuit to construct CRy(0) requires two R, (0/2) gates (see Example and two CNOT gates (see
Ezxample . See Figure for the circuit diagram.

Proof. The quantum circuit can be constructed by the following definition
CRy(8) = (I ® R,(6/2))(CNOT)(I, ® R,(6/2))(CNOT). (126)
O

CRy(0) : [c) [0) = [e) (1,(0))°]0) = { (125)

4.3 Distribution loading

The task of loading an arbitrary n-qubit state on a quantum computer is known generally to be a hard problem,
as highlighted, e.g., in [42]. However, in some cases, the problem of loading states representing certain probability
distributions on a quantum computer have been shown to be polynomially tractable. Grover and Rudolph have
shown an efficient method to load a discrete approximation of any log-concave probability distributions [35]. Re-
cently, Zoufal et al. have employed the so-called quantum Generative Adversarial Networks (qGANSs) for learning
and loading of probability distributions such as the uniform, normal, or log-normal distributions, including their
multivariate versions |75]. For these distributions, it has been shown empirically that the qGANs can well ap-
proximate the truncated and discretized distributions, and the gate complexity of the qGANs circuits scale only
polynomially in the number of input qubits. In [15], Chakrabarti et. al. constructed a quantum circuit for upload-
ing the discretized multivariate log-normal distributions, where they used the Variational Quantum Eigensolvers
(VQE) approach [55] to upload quantum circuits for approximating the cumulative log-return process R{, defined in
(@) It was estimated that loading the discretized multivariate log-normal distribution requires O(Ld*nlog,(c™"))
gates, where L € N is the depth of each variational quantum circuit for approximating the Gaussian distribution
and n is the number of qubits used in each quantum circuit for approximating the Gaussian distribution, see |15|
Appendix E]. Justified by the above examples in the literature, we make the following assumption.

Assumption 4.16 (Loading of discretized multivariate log-normal distribution) Let n,m € N, and let
T > 0. For everyd € N and (t,z) € [0,T) x R let pa(-, T;z,t) : R‘i — Ry be the log-normal transition density
given by . Then, we assume that there exists a constant Cs € [1,00) such that for every d € N and € > 0 there
exists a quantum circuit Pqe on d(n +m) qubits such that the number of elementary gates used to construct P
15 at most

C3d (n+m) (logy (7)) (127)
and that Pq . satisfies

i=(i1,...,ia)EFL

with coefficients p; € [0,1] satisfying

Y =1 (129)

ieIthm+
and
> B =7 pim| < (130)
ieF"riL,vn,«F
where

Pim = / pd(y,T;x,t)dy, Qi,m = [Dn,m(il)a Dn,m(zl) + 27m> X X [Dn,m(id)yDn,m(id) + 27m)7 (131)
Qi,m
and
yi= > pim€(0,1) (132)
z'eIF;{,m,+
is a mormalization constant.
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Figure 15: Circuit diagram for Qi’”’m in Lemma

Remark 4.17 In case one uses the quantum circuit constructed in [15, Appendix E] to upload the discretized
multivariate log-normal distribution, the corresponding constant C3 defined in Assumption can be chosen to
be C3 := max{2, L}, where L € N is the depth of each variational quantum circuit involved in [15, Appendiz E]
for approzimating the involved Gaussian distributions; we refer to [15, Appendiz E] for the precise construction of
their quantum circuit.

Remark 4.18 For general probability distributions, loading of its discretized probability density function (PDFs)
remains one of the main problems in quantum computing. In the quantum computing literature, this step is also
referred to as quantum state preparation, and it is an important initialization step for many quantum algorithms
for pricing options. Recently, there has been new approaches to the quantum state preparation problem in the
literature, that are not related to the gGAN or VQE methods reviewed above. In [39], the authors considered the
quantum state preparation problem for probability distribution with smooth differentiable density functions, such as
the normal distribution, where they proposed an algorithm based on the matriz product state (MPS) approximation
method, and provide an error analysis and numerical convergence for the single-variate normal distribution. In
157], the author proposed a quantum binomial tree algorithm to approximate the option prices in a discrete time
setting. We refer the reader to [16] for a similar random walk based algorithm, and to [70] for a hybrid classical
quantum approach based on deconvolution methods for the quantum state preparation problem. However, to the
best of our knowledge, there seems not to be any result in the literature that provides rigorous upper bounds on the
quantum circuit complexities and as well as convergence for general multi-variate distributions.

4.4 Loading CPWA payoff functions

The goal of this section is to upload (an approximation of) the payoff function  : R? — R given in (8] to a quantum
circuit. To that end, let K € N be the number of component functions of the payoff function h given in , and
for k=1,...,K, let h : [0, M]¢ — R be (up to the sign) the corresponding k-th component of h given by

hk({L‘) :max{ak,l -(B—‘rbk’l = 1,...7Ik}, (133)

where ay; € R¢, bry € Rfor i =1,...,I;. The parameters (a,bx,) are approximated by the two’s complement
method with binary strings of a suitable length. These binary strings are loaded on a qubit register using quantum
circuits with X-gates, see Lemma Using the arithmetic quantum circuits that we have constructed in the
Section we construct a quantum circuit which computes the two’s complement-discretized version of the payoff
function Ay (z). The discrete payoff function is then loaded by a controlled Y-rotation circuit, see Lemma [4.23| and
Proposition [£.24] We have also included quantum circuit diagrams in this section for the ease of understanding of
the involved quantum circuits.

Lemma 4.19 (Quantum circuit for affine sums) Let d,ny,na € N, my,ma € No. Let n := ny + na, and

m = mq +my. Let ay,...,aq,b € Fp, m,. Then, there is a quantum circuit ch_’n’m on N qubits, where
N :=d(ny+m1) 4+ (d+1)(na +ma) +d(n+m) +d(na +ma +3) +d (134)
such that for any i1, ...,%q € Fry m,,

d,nm ;
Q+n e |Zl>n1+m1 e |Zd>n1+m1 |0>(d+1)(n2+m2) |O>d(n+m) |O>d(n2+m2+3) |0>d
(135)

d
= |i1>n1+m1 e |id>n1+m1 (kE\‘_ﬂl(ak g lk)) H b> \anc}p ?
- n+m-+d
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with p == d(2ny + 2my + 3) + (na + mg) + (d — 1)(n +m), and where (BL_,(ar D ix)) Bb € Fyypnm is the two’s
complement binary string representing the affine sum

d
<Z(Dn2,mQ (ak) 'Dnl,ml(ik))> + Dinyms (0) € Kntrdm, (136)

k=1

(c.f. Definition . The quantum circuit Q‘in’m uses at most 563d>(n+m +1)? elementary gates. See Figure
for the circuit diagram.

Proof. The construction of this circuit involves the following steps:

1. We first load the given two’s complement binary strings a1, ..., aq,b € F,, , on the qubit register |0>(d+1)(
10) sy~ 10) 1y 4m, - TO that end, we use the Pauli X gate (see Example[2.6) to flip the bit 0 to 1 according
the binary strings a1, ..., aq,b if necessary, to obtain the state

Xab . |0>

)

’ |0>n2+m2 e |a1>n2+m2 e |ad>n2+m2 ‘b>n2+m2 ) (137)

na+ma

where we define

(@ n®1 XW)) (7@1 X“”), (138)

k=1l=—mgo l=—mg

given the binary strings aj, = ((ar(1));2; ", (ak(l))l;l_mz) = ((ag(n2 —1),...,ar(0)), (ax(—1),...,ax(—mz2)))
€ Fpym, and b = ((b(ne — 1),...,b(0)), (b(-1),...,b(=m2))) € Fp,, m,. Note that we use the convention of
X9 = I, for any unitary matrix X. We define the quantum circuit

‘fab _ I®d(n1+m1) ®Xa,b ® Ié@(d(n+m)+d(n2+m2+3)+d)' (139)
Hence, for any i1,...,%q4 € Fp, m,, we have
Xa,b : |i1>n1+m1 e |id>n1+m1 |O>(d+1)(n2+m2) |0>d(n+m) ‘O>d(n2+m2+3) |O>d (140)

= ‘i1>n1+m1 e |id>n1+m1 ‘a1>n2+m2 e |ad>n2+m2 |b>’ﬂ2+m2 |O>d(n+m) |O>d(n2+m2+3) |O>d’
and the number of Pauli X gates used to construct the quantum circuit fa,b is at most

(d+ 1)(ng +ma). (141)

2. Next, we apply the permutation quantum circuit 7, from Lemma [£.§] to prepare for the upcoming d multi-
plications so that

7; : ‘i1>n1+m1 T |id>n1+m1 ‘a’1>n2+m2 e |ad>n2+m2 |b>n2+m2 |0>d(n+m) |O>d(n2+m2+3) |0>d
d

= ® ( |ik>n1+m1 |ak>n2+m2 |O>’ﬂ+m |O>n2+m2+3) ® |b>n2+m2 |O>d
k=1

= |i1>n1+m1 ‘a1>n2+mz ‘O>n+m |0>n2+m2+3 T |id>n1+m1 |ad>nz+m2 |0>n+m |0>n2+m2+3 |b>nz+mz |O>d'
(142)

The number of swap gates used to construct 7, in this step is at most 2/N2.

3. Next, for each k = 1,...,d, we apply the multiplication quantum circuit Qgi)) = é(x) from Corollary
(with nq < ni1,ne < ng,my < my,ma < ma,a < ir,b < ai in the notation of Corollary 4.12) on each
component (|ix),, 4. @)y 1mo 10)nrm 1001, 4 m,13) Such that

d
(k
® (><)) ® |Zk ni+my k>n2+m2 |O>n+m |O>n2+m2+3) ® |b>n2+m2 |0>d
k=1 k=1

= ® ( ‘ik>n1+m1 |ak>n2+m2 |a’k o ik>n+m |anc>n2+m2+3) ® |b>n2+m2 |O>d (143)

= |i1>n1+m1 |a1>n2+m2 |a1 D i1>n+m |anc>n2+m2+3 N

e |id>n1+m1 |ad>n2+m2 lag & id>n+m |anc>n2+m2+3 |b>n2+m2 10)y -

The number of elementary gates used in this step is at most

d-61(n+m+1)> (144)
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4. We apply the permutation quantum circuit 7, from Lemma to prepare for the upcoming d additions so
that

Tx:

X =~

(|ik>n1+m1 |ak>n2+mz |ax B z.k>n+m ‘anC>n2+m2+3) ® |b>n2+m2 10)a
' . . _ . (145)
>n1+m1 e |Zd>n1+m1 ‘al E 7’1>n+m |a'2 B 12>n+m |0> ‘ag E Z3>n+m |O> e

celag @ Z.d>n.4_m 0) |b>n2+m2 0) ‘anc>d(2n2+2m2+3) :

U]
S,
&

Here, we consolidate the qubits |a1),,, .., -+, |@d),, 1, in the ancilla qubit placeholder |anc);,,, +0m,+3)
as we do not need them in the later computations. The number of elementary gates used for this step is at
most 2N2.

5. We perform the following addition inductively on the sums for k =1,...,d —1

k k1
B:Foie—1,m X Fom = Fogk,m, (EE (@ B 0p), (ap41 @ ik+1)> — 18:31 (a; B ip), (146)

and the addition

d d
H: Fnjtdfl,m X an,mg — Fner’m, <B§| ((ll ] il), b) — (lEl_ﬂl(al o] Zl)) Hob, (147)

(c.f. Lemma for definition of ). That is, we apply the quantum circuit QE’j_)) := Q(4) from Corollary

k
4.10| inductively for k = 1,...,d — 1 (with ny < n+k—1, ng < n, my < m, mg < m, a < lEl_Ell(al ),

b < ag4+1 @ ik41 in the notation of Corollary , and we apply the quantum circuit Qgﬁ_)) = Q4 (with

d
ni < n+d—1,ng < No, M1 < M, Mo < Mo, a4 lEE|1(al [4;), b < b in the notation of Corollary [4.10]) so
that -

|i1>n1+m1 T ‘id>n1+m1 |a’1 o i1>n+m |a2 o) i2>n+m ‘0> |a‘3 o] i3>n+m |0> e

o ag @ id>n+m 0) |b>n2+m2 0) ‘anc>d(2n2+2m2+3)

o . T -
— ‘Zl>n1+m1 e |Zd>n1+m1 lag @ 7,2>n+m 15—31 a; ’Ll> las 7,3>n+m 0) - - -
- n+m-+1

T |a‘d o Z‘d>n—‘,-m ‘O> |b>n2+m2 |0> ‘anc>d(2n2+2m2+3)

@
o)

3
— ‘i1>n1+m1 cee |id>n1+m1 lag i2>n+m las i3>n+m ‘lﬂﬂl a; D il>
- n+m+2

T |a’d o Z.d>n+m ‘0> |b>n2+m2 |0> ‘anc>d(2n2+2m2+3)

(148)

Q(d—l)
(+) . . . .
|Zl>n1+m1 o |Zd>n1+m1 |a2 o Z2>n-‘rm |a3 o Z3>'n-i-m T

...|ad|z|7:d>n+7n

d
EREDY oo 10)1806) s 2
- n+m+d—1

— ‘i1>n1+m1 oo |id>n1+m1 ‘az [ i2>n+m |a3 L] i3>n+m cee

d
(lE:E1 a;314;) B b> A1) 49,1, 1 2my+3) -
n+m-+d

claa Bia), o, \b>n2+mz

The number of elementary gates used for this step is at most

d—1

Z29[(n+m+k— D+ n+m)+ 17 +29[(n+m+d—1)+ (n2 +mg) + 1]?

k=1 (149)
<29d - 4d*(n +m + 1)?
= 116d*(n +m + 1),

where we use the fact that [(n+m+k—1)+ (n+m)+1]?> < 2n+2m+d)? < 4d*(n+m+1)? when k < d.
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|a>n+m - |a’>n+m
|b>n+7n - é(comp) |b>n+7n
Xcl,a Xc2,b Xcg,b
0y, — lanc),
|0>n+m My, (a, b)>n+m
Figure 16: Circuit diagram for Q?r’n";x) in Lemma .
6. We consolidate the ancillary qubits by combining the qubits (labeled |az @ 42), ..., |aq @ iq), b)) under ancilla
qubits |anc),. The permutation circuit 7, from Lemma performs the following operation
. . . . d .
T 1) s Nid) oy 102 B 92) < 10d B ia) e D)0 s (El a; Ei) B b> |anc>d(2n2+2m2+3)
n+m-d
d
= |Z1>n1+m1 \Zd>n1+m1 (zE:E1 a [ i) B b> i |anc>d(2n2+2m2+3)+(n2+m2)+(d71)(n+m) :
n-+m
(150)

The number of elementary gates used for this step is at most 2N?2.

The resulting quantum circuit fo_’”’m is a composition of the quantum circuits from each of the above steps. To
deduce its gate complexity, we sum up the number of elementary gates used in each step. We note from the
definition of n,m € N and the definition of N in ((134)) that

N :=d(ny +mq) + (d+ 1)(n2 + ma) +d(n +m) +d(nz +mag +3) +d
<[d+2d+d+3d+d)(n+m+1) (151)
=8d(n+m+1).

Summing the number of elementary gates used in each step, we find that the number of elementary gates used in
total is at most

(d+ 1)(ng +ma) + 2N? + 61d(n +m + 1)? + 2N? 4+ 116d*(n + m + 1)* + 2N?
<2d(n+m+1)+3-28d(n+m+1))*+61d(n +m+ 1)® + 116d*(n + m + 1)*
<(2+3-2-8+61+116)d*(n+m +1)?

= 563d°(n +m +1)%.

(152)

O

Lemma 4.20 (Quantum circuit for maximum of two numbers) Let n,m € N, and let M, 5, : Fpy iy XFyp y —
Fp.m be a function defined by

M, m(a,b) := Ep pm(max{Dy, m(a), Dpm(b)}), Va,b € Fpy . (153)

(c.f. Definition . Then, there is a quantum circuit Q?’m on 3(n+m)+5 qubits such that for any a,b € F,,

max)
Q?r;ln;x) : |a>n+m |b>n+m |0>5 |O>n+m = |a’>n+m |b>n+m |3,HC>5 |Mn,m(a7 b)>n+m ) (154)
which uses at most 1045(n +m + 1)3 elementary gates. See Figure for the circuit diagram.
Proof. The construction of this quantum circuit involves the following steps:

1. We use the comparison quantum circuit é(comp in Corollary (with ny + n,ne < n, my < m,my < m,
a < a and b < b in the notation of Corollary 4.14) to obtain

é(comp) ® I£®n+m : |a>n+m |b>n+m |0>5 |0>n+m = ‘a>n+m ‘b>n+m ‘Cl> |02> |C3> |a‘nc>2 ‘0>n+m7 (155)

where

1)10)]0),  if Dy (@) > Dy (b),
le1) le2) les) = 10) [1)]0), if Dy (@) < Drm(b), (156)
10)10) 1), if Dy (a) = D (b).

The number of gates used in this step is at most 175(2n + 2m + 1)? elementary gates.
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2. We apply (n + m) Toffoli gate (circuits) CCNOT defined in Example on the control qubit |c;), target
qubits |a), .., and output qubits [0), ., . More precisely, for a = ((an—1,...,a0),(@1,...,0-m)) € Fpm,
we apply for each j = —m, ... ,n — 1 a Toffoli gate C, o, = CCNOT (with a < ¢;, b <= a;, and ¢ < 0 in the
notation of Example

o ler) |aj) 1), ife; =1and a; =1,
Ceray +le1)la;) 0) = [er) [a;) X% |0) = ! . ! (157)
le1) |aj) 0) otherwise.
For each j = —m,...,n — 1, we apply the permutation quantum circuit 7; before and after each Toffoli gate
Cecy,a;- We define the quantum circuit X, ; by
Koy =Ty (I @ IS @ IS @ 17" @ Copa, © 15 T, (158)
which computes from ([155]) the following
|0) s 10D 4 [€1) [€2) [€3) [anC) 4 [0),, 1,
7;- i
— }a]>n+m—1 |b>n+m |02> |C3> \anc}Q |0>n—j—1 |Cl> |a‘j> |0> |O>m+j
Ccl,aj N cras (159)
’ |a']>n+m71 10) 1 |C2) le3) Janc), ‘O>n7j71 le1) [az) X% |0) |O>m+j
7; c1a;
— |a’>n+m |b>n+m lc1) [e2) |es) |anc), |0>n—j—1 X 0) |0>m+j )
where |&j>n+m—l = |an—1) - |aj41)|aj—1) - - |a—m). Finally, we define the quantum circuit X;, , by
n—1
Xeya i = H Xey o (160)
j=—m
and we compute that
Xera 1) 4 1Dy l€1) |€2) |e3) |anc), [0),,
(161)

n—1
— |a>n+m |b>n+m |Cl> |C2> ‘03> |a’nc>2 ® X01aj |0>n+m

j=—m

Note that the number of elementary gates used in this step is at most (n+m)[15+2-2(3(n+m) +5)?], since
each Toffoli gate circuit requires 15 gates, and each permutation circuit uses 2(3(n + m) + 5)? gates.

3. We repeat step 2 but by instead using the control qubit |ce) with target qubits |b) . We define the quantum

circuits A, p similarly, and we compute that

n+m

n—1

Xcz,b : |a’>n+m |b>n+m |Cl> |C2> |C3> \anc)Q ® Xer |0>n+m
o (162)
n—1
= 1) D) [01) [e2) [e3) Janc)y [ ) X=X (0),, .,
j=—m

4. We repeat step 2 but by instead using the control qubit |c3) with target qubits |b) . We define the quantum

circuits X, ;, similarly, and we compute that

n+m

n—1
Xcs,b : ‘a>n+m ‘b>n+m ‘Cl> |CQ> |C3> |anc>2 ® XCijXClaj |O>n+’rn
e (163)
n—1
= 1) (D) [€1) [€2) [e3) Janc)y [ ) X X2t x e o),
j=—m

Since the qubits |c1) [c2) [c3) may only take one of the three possible values as in (156|), it holds for each j =
—m,...,n — 1 that
X%, if Dy (a) > Dy (), (164)

XC3ijC2ijClaj —
X%, if Dym(a) < Do (D).
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|i1>n+m, ] |i1>n+m, ] — |i1>n+m
li2) . — l82) 1 — oo — li2)
(max)
] |0>4 ] I
—] ‘O>n+m — I -
i |Z3>n+m n,m |i1>n+m
Q(max)
— T= |0>4 Tre —
—] ‘O>n+m I
— T — — >|a’nc>(172)(n+m)+4(171)
] |ZI>n+m nom || —
. Q(max)
‘7’1>n+m ] |0>4 | —
|0>(1_1)(n+m+4) — ‘O>n+m ] — [M7nm(i1, ... 7i1)>n+m

Figure 17: Circuit diagram for Q{r:m")l in Corollary

Thus, we have

n—1
1@y D) 1) le2) [es) Janc), | @) Xsba X =b X (0),
j=—m

. |a>n+m ‘b>n+m |cl> ‘02> |C3> |8,HC>2 ®g_7m Xa] |O>n+m> ’ lf Dn,m(a) > Dn,m(b)7

@) B ) le2) les) anc)y (@522, X% 10),4 )+ if Dt (@) < Do (b), (165)
— |a>n+m |b>n |Cl> |02> |C3> ‘anc>2 |a>n+m ) ,m(a') > n,m(b)

1) 41 [0) g 1€1) |€2) [e3) Janc)y [b),, 4 Dam(a) < Dinm (b),
= ‘a>n+m ‘b>n+m ‘Cl> |CQ> |C3> |anc>2 \anm(a, b)>n+m .

The above output is equivalent (154]) where we treat |c1) |c2) |c3) as ancilla qubits. We find that the total number
of elementary gates used is at most

175(2n +2m + 1) + 3 - (n +m)[15 + 2 - 2(3(n + m) + 5)?]
<175-22(n+m+1)2+3-15(n+m) +3(n+m)-2-2-5*(n +m+ 1)

3 (166)
< (700 4 45 + 300)(n +m + 1)
=1045(n +m + 1),
O
Corollary 4.21 (Quantum circuit for maximum of I numbers) Let I,n,m € N. Let My ,, , IE"{WL — Fnm
be a function defined by
M7 (i, - - ir) = Ep (max{Dpm (i1), - .., Dun (ir)}), V(i ..., i1) €FL .. (167)
(c.f. Definition . Then, there is a quantum circuit QI ™ )T on N qubits, where
N:=In+m)+ (I —-1)(n+m+5) (168)
such that for any i1,...,i1 € Fyy
I,nm .
Q(max |7’1>n+m T |zl>n+m |0>(171)(n+m+5) (169)

101 e i) |anc>(172)(n+m)+5(171) M1 (i1 - - 7i1>>n+m’

which uses at most 118912 (n +m + 1)3 elementary gates. See Figure for the circuit diagram.
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Proof. For any i1,...,i1 € Fy, ,,, observe that the function My, ,,, can be written recursively by setting

mp = i17
my = M2,n,m(ila Z‘2)7
m3 = Mo m (M2, 33) = M3 0, m (i1, 72, 73), (170)
my = M2)n’m(m[717751) == MI,n,m(ila v 7i1>'
With this setup in mind, we construct the quantum circuit Q{r‘:a::; as follows.

1. We first apply the permutation quantum circuit 7, from Lemma 4.8 to obtain

T 2 lin) g i) ym |0>(1—1)(n+m+5) (171)

= ‘i1>n+m ‘i2>n+m ‘O>5 ‘O>n+m ‘i3>n+m ‘0>5 ‘O>n+m |i4>n+m T |i[>n+m |0>5 |O>n+m .

The number of elementary gates used is at most 2/N2.

2. We apply inductively the maximum circuit for two TC numbers Qggax from Lemma fork=1,...,1—1
)

(with n <= n, m <= m, a + mg, b < ix41 in the notation of Lemma so that

|i1>n+m |i2>n+m |O>5 |O>n+m |i3>n+m |0>5 |O>n+m |i4>n+m e |i1>n+m ‘0>5 ‘0>n+m
(1)

(max) . . .. . .

— |Zl>n+m |22>n+m |a'nc>5 ‘M27n7m(21’ Z2)>n+m ‘Z3>n+m ‘O>5 ‘O>n+m e |Zl>n+m |0>5 |O>n+m
== |Zl>n+m |7’2>n+m |a’nc>5 |m2>n+m |i3>n+m |O>5 |O>n+m T |iI>n+'m ‘O>5 ‘O>n+m
(2)

(max)

|Zl>n+m |Z2>n+m |a‘nc>5 ‘m2>n+m |Z3>n+m |a‘nc>5 ‘MQ’n,m(m27 i3)>n+m |i4>n+m |O>5 |O>n+m

T |i1>n+m ‘0>5 ‘0>n+m

. . . ‘ (172)
= |Zl>n+m |Z2>n+m |anC>5 |m2>n+m |’L3>n+m ‘anc>5 |m3>n+m ‘7’4>n+m ‘0>5 ‘0>n+m
o
|i1>n+m |i2>n+m |a‘nc>5 ‘m2>n+m |i3>n+m T |m1*1>n+m |7’I>n+m |a‘nc>5 |M2,n,m(m1*17 ZI)>n+m
= |i1>n+m |i2>n+m |anc>5 |m2>n+m |7;3>n+m T |m1*1>n+m |7;I>n+m |anc>5 |ml>n+m :
The number of elementary gates used in this step is at most
I-1045(n +m +1)3. (173)

3. We consolidate the ancillary qubits by combining the following qubits: (I — 1) times of |anc),, and (I — 1)
times of |mg), ., -+, [mr-1),,,, under the placeholder qubit |anc) ; o), 4y 4a¢7—1)- The permutation
quantum circuit 7, from Lemma [£.8] performs the following operation

7;( : |7’1>n+m ‘7’2>n+m ‘anc>5 |m2>n+m ‘Z3>n+m e |m1_1>n+m ‘ZI>n+m |anc>5 ‘m1> (174)

= i0) e [92) e+ 80) o [30€) (1) (4 5(1—1) M) g -
The number of elementary gates used in this step is at most 2/N2.

The resulting quantum circuit anfag is a composition of the quantum circuits from each of the above steps. The
number of elementary gates used in total is the sum of the number of gates used in each step which is at most
2N? 4 10451(n +m + 1)® + 2N?
=1045I(n +m+ 1> +4[I(n+m) + (I — 1)(n +m +5))?
<1045I(n+m+1)> +4[I(n +m+ 1) +5I(n +m + 1)]? (175)
<1045I(n+m+1)* +4-6*(I(n +m+1))?
< 118977 (n +m + 1),
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|i1>7l1+M1 — lé1) |i1>n1+M1
|id>n1+'m1 - |7'd> |id>n1+7nl
— , 4 ) 4 [P (%)) [hr(4))
THoQiy o 0 Tho Q™ . 1 |~
|0), { — : :
janc),
— | (4)) QUi s (4))
0) — |0) lanc)
n+m-+d 1 .
— |anc) |h(3)) Q) —

Figure 18: Clircuit diagram for Qn in Proposition .

Proposition 4.22 (Quantum circuit for loading CPWA component functions) Let I,d,ny,ns, my, ms €
N. Define n := n1 +ng, m := my + mo, and p := d(2ns + 2mo + 3) + (n2 + mo) + (d — 1)(n + m). Let
{arj =1, 15=1,.ds{biti=1,...1 CFpym,. Let hy: Fd = Frngam, L =1,...,1 be functions defined by

mni,mi

d
uin, . yia) = BB (an; @) Bbi, Wi, i) € Fe mns (176)
let M1 pydm : F'{H-d,m — Frtam be a function defined by
M]1n+d,m(’i1,...,i[) = En+d,m(max{Dn+d7m(i1),...,Dn+d7m(i1)}), V(il,...,i[) S FrIL+d,m' (177)
Define h : Fﬁl’ml — Frtdm by
h(i) = Mppram(hi(i), ..., hi(3)), Vi=(i1,....ia) €FL ... (178)
Then, there is a quantum circuit Qp on N qubits, where
N:=dni+m)+In+m+d+p)+(IT—-1)(n+m-+d+5), (179)
such that for any i = (ix,...,iq) €FL
On: |Z‘1>n1+m1 o |id>n1+ml |O>I(7z+7rz+d+p)+(1—2)(n+m+d)+5(1—1) ‘O>"+m+d (180)
= ‘i1>n1+m1 e |id>n1+m1 ‘anc>1(n+’m+d+p)+([—2)(n+m+d)+5([—1) |h(i)>n+m+d’
which uses at most 1065113d3(n +m + 1) elementary gates. See Figure for the circuit diagram.
Proof. The construction of the quantum circuit Qp, involves the following steps:
1. We first prepare the I affine sums hy (i1, ...,iq) from (176]), using Lemma [4.19}
For I =1,...,I, we apply the quantum circuits (Qi’?}’m)l:l,__’] of Lemma [4.19
(with (d,n1,n2,mi,ms,aq,...,aq,b) < (d,n1,n2,m1,ma2,a;1,...,a;,4,0;) In the notation of Lemma [4.19)
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followed by an application of the permutation circuit 7, from Lemma [4.8] where we compute

‘i1>n1+m1 e |id>n1+m1 ‘0>I(n+m+d+p) ‘0>(171)(n+m+d+5)

o . .
— ‘Z1>n1+m1 T |Zd>n1+m1 ‘hl (l)>n+m+d |anc)p |0>(I—1)(n+7n+d+p) |O>(I—1)(n+m+d+5)
— |Zl>n1+m1 T ‘Zd>n1+m1 |0>n+m+d+p |h1(7')>n+m+d ‘anc>p ‘O>(I—2)(n+m+d+p) |O>(I—1)(n+m+d+5)

’L) ‘21>n1+m1 T |Zd>n1+m1 ‘h2(1)>n+m+d |anc)p |h1(7’)>n+m+d \anc>p
! ‘O>(I—2)(n+m+d+p) |O>(I—1)(n+m+d+5)
— |Z.1>n1+m1 T ‘id>n1+m1 |O>n+m+d+p |h2(i)>n+m+d ‘hl (i)>n+m+d |anc>2p (18]_)

10) (1= 8y (ntmtatp) 100 (- 1) (ntmtdrs)

U . .
= ‘21>n1+m1 T |Zd>n1+m1 ‘h1(1)>n+m+d |anc>p

o 1h2 () h1(0) yea 180€) (121), 10) (12 1) (ot s)
Tr . . . . .
— |21>n1+m1 e |Zd>n1+m1 |h1(2)>n+m+d U ‘h2(1)>n+m+d |h1(z>>n+m+d

: ‘0>(171)(n+m+d+5) |a’nc>lp'

In this step, the number of elementary gates used is at most

I[2N? + 563d°(n +m + 1)2]. (182)
2. Next, we compute the maximum value amongst the affine sums hq,...,h;. We apply the quantum circuit
Q(Igaf(;l’m of Corollary (with I < I, n<d+n, m <+ m,iy,...,i; < h1(2),...,h;(2) in the notation of

Corollary |4.21)) where we have

: ‘0>(171)(n+m+d+5) Ianc>1p
Lntd,m (183)

(max) . . . . .
i)y om0y oy 121 gy 1P2(0) gy a [P (D)

|anc) (I-2)(n+m4d)+5(1—1) LGN — |anc>1p

In this step, the number of elementary gates used is at most

11891%(n +m +d + 1)°. (184)

3. We use the permutation quantum circuit 7, from Lemmaand we put the qubits A7 (%)), 4 pya 1P1(8)) imsa
under |anc), so that we have

‘i1>n1+m1 e |Zd>n1+m1 ‘hI(i)>n+m+d e |h1(i)>n+m+d
: |anc>(1—2)(n+m+d)+5(1—l) |h(i)>n+m+d \anc>1p (185)
— |Zl>n1+m1 T |Zd>n1+m1 |anC>I(n+m+d+p)+(172)(n+m+d)+5(171) LICH)I—
We hence reach the desired state (180)). In this step, the number of elementary gates used is at most
N2, (186)
We note that
p=d(2n2 +2mg +3) + (ng + ma) + (d — 1)(n +m) < 4d(n+m+1). (187)
Hence, we obtain that
N=dnmi+m)+In+m+d+p)+{I-1)(n+m+d+5)
<dn+m+1)+Idn+m+1)+Ip+ (d+5)I(n+m+1)

<(A+14+44+145)Idn+m+1)
=12Id(n +m +1).

(188)
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fim) L i)

lio) — lio)
Tx

lin—1) * * * — lin-1)
[ - ) ]
0) — Rutao) H 0By (carzr 1) | 7 CRy(—a127—2) - cos(fg”) 10) +sin(f£;'>> 1)

Figure 19: Circuit diagram for Ry in Lemma .

Thus, the total number of elementary gates used is at most
I[2N? +563d°(n +m + 1)%] + 11891%(n + m +d + 1) + 2N?

= (I +1)2N? +5631d*(n +m +1)? + 1189I*(n + m + d + 1)?
< 4IN? +5631d3(n +m + 1)% 4+ 11891%(2d)3(n +m + 1)3

2 3 2 2 3 3 (189)
<A4I(12Id(n+m+ 1)) +5631d°(n +m + 1)° + 11891°(2d)*(n + m + 1)
< (4122 +563 + 1189 -2 I3 d®(n +m + 1)3
=1065113d%(n +m + 1)3.
O

Lemma 4.23 (Quantum circuit for Y-rotation) Let n € N, m € Ny, ag,a1 € R, and let f(x) = a1z + ag for
x € R. Define

f(@):==foDym(i), ViéeF,mnm. (190)
Then, there is a quantum circuit Ry on (n+m+ 1) qubits such that for any i € Fy,
R+ i) [0) = [8), 4, [cOs(F(9)/2) 10) +sin(F(6)/2) [1)], (191)

which uses 13(n +m + 1)% elementary gates. See Fz'gurefor the circuit diagram.
Proof. The quantum circuit R¢ is constructed from the following steps:

1. We apply the Y-rotation gate R, (¢) from Example (with parameter 6 + ag in the notation of Example
to obtain the state

I3 @ Ry (o) © 1), 40 10) = 18} 4, (c08(a0/2) [0) + sin(ao/2) |1)). (192)

2. We apply the controlled Y-rotation gate C'R,(#) of Lemma on the qubit |i,_1) (with parameter 6 «+
—ay - 2"71 control qubit ¢ < i,_1 and target qubit 0 < (cos(ag/2)|0) + sin(ag/2)|1)) in the notation of
Lemma [4.15)) to obtain

I @ ORy(—a1 - 271 ¢ ficm) -+ [io) -+ lin—1) (cos(ao/2) |0) + sin(ao/2) |1))
> i) o lio) ++ Jin—1) (cos((—a12™ Yip—1 + a0)/2) [0) + sin((—a12" Hin—1 + ao)/2) [1))

_ (193)
_ |9) m (cos(ao/2) |0) + sin(ao/2) 1)), if 4,1 =0,
e (C0S((~12"7 + 00)/2) [0) + sin(~2"~ +a0)/2) 1)), ifiny =1
3. Similarly, we inductively apply for Kk =n —2,...,0,...,—m the permutation quantum circuit Tgesp,—1 from

Lemma the controlled Y-rotation gate CR,(6) (with parameter 6 < a12* and control qubit ¢ « i), in
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the notation of Lemma [4.15)), and another permutation circuit Tg«yn—1 to obtain
lizm) i) -+ |in—1) (cos((—a12" Vip—1 + ao)/2) |0) + sin((—a12" in—1 + ag)/2) [1))
Tn2ern—1_|. . . . iy . 'y
2 i) - fio) ++ Jin—1) [in—2) (cos((—a12™ Yip_1 + ag)/2) [0) + sin((—a12" Vin—1 + a0)/2) |1))

CRy(a12"7?) . . . . ne2. ne1l-
,.—1._> |2_m> s |ZO> ce ‘Zn—1> "Ln—2> (cos((a1(2 27%—2 -2 lln_l) + ao)/2) |0>

+ Sin((a1 (2n_2in_2 — 2n_1in_1) + ao)/2) |1>)

Tn—20mn—1

i) i) - [in_2) [in_1) <cos((a1(2”_2in2 — 2" Y1) 4+ a0)/2) |0)

+sin((a1 (2" %in—2 — 2" ip_1) + a0)/2) |1>>

[} (€05

n—2 n—2
(a1 (=2" Y g + Z 2kip) + ao)/2> |0) + sin ((al(—2”_1in1 + Z 2kip) + ao)/2> 1))

k=—m

(4)/2) |0) + sin(f(i)/2) [1)]

k=—m

S N

— |z>n+m [cos( o)

The permutation circuits 7, from Lemma requires 2(n + m + 1)? gates and the controlled Y-rotation gate
CRy(0) requires 4 elementary gates (c.f. Lemma |4.15). Hence, the total number of gates required for circuit Ry is

I+4+n+m—12-2(n+m+1)%+4] <13(n+m+ 1)3. (195)
Thus, we conclude the proof of the lemma. O

Proposition 4.24 (Quantum circuit for CPWA payoff function with Y-rotation) Let d € N, nq,ne, my,
me €N, KeN, I1,--- ,Ix €N, &,...,&x € {—1,1}, and s € (0,1). Define n := ny + ny, m = my + may, and
p:=d(2nz +2mg + 3) + (n2 +m2) + (d — 1)(n+m). Let {ar;}r=1,. Ki=1,.. Lij=1,...d {0k, k=1,....K;1=1,...1, C
From,. Fork=1,... . K, l=1,..., I}, let hy : [Fd — Fotda,m be functions defined by

ni,mi

d
hk,l(’i) = jE:EI(ak’l’j o] ij) H bk,h Vi = (il, o ,id) S thml. (196)
Fork=1,... K, letEkGFg,o be defined by 3
&k = Eo,0(&k), (197)
let My mvdm Bt g — Fniam be defined by
Mlk,n—&-d,m,(il’ sy Zlk) = En+d,m(maX{Dn+d,m(il); ceey Dn+d,m(ilk)})7 V(ih ceey ZIk) € F'{Lk-l-d,nﬂ (]—98)
and let hy, : Fﬁl’ml — Frtd,m be defined by
hi(8) == My, neam (haei(3), .o hir, (3), Vi = (i1,...,iq) €EFS .. (199)
Let h : le,ml — Frtdtrxt+1,m be defined by
K _
h(i) := kazal(gk B hi(i), Vi=(i1,....ia) EFL ... (200)

Let f: R — R be a function defined by f(x) = sz + 5, and define f: Frtatx+1,m — R by

f(i) == f o Dntasrrs1m(i), Vi € Fryarrstm. (201)

Then, there is a quantum circuit Rp on N qubits, where

K
Ni=d(n +m)+Y g +2K(n+m+d+5),
2 (202)
=L +m+d+p)+ (I —2)(n+m+d) +5(I = 1), k=1, K,
such that for any ¢ = (i1,...,1q) € le,mlf
R : |i1>n1+m1 T ‘id>n1+m1 |O>¢11+"'+QK ‘O>2K(n+m+d+5) <203)

= ‘7;1>n1+m1 S |id>n1+m1 |anc>q1+--<+qK+2K(n+m+d+5)fl [Cos(f(h(i))/Q) 0) + sin(f(h(i))/Z) |1>] )

which uses at most 16186 K3 (maxk:17___7K{Ik})3 d3(n+m+1)3 elementary gates. See Figure and Fz'gurefor
the circuit diagram.
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‘i1>n1+m1

‘id>n1+m1 ] th ] ] Qh2 ] — QhK 1 |id>n1+ﬂ11

|i1>n1+m1

— — — — — 1 |anc>q1+~-+q1<

_ | | || - I — — — |h1(i)>n+7n+d

T

e 1 vEa ¢
Tos —1gm 0,

... Co ‘hl(i)mgl>

n+m-+d+2

—_— .. — |anc>5
Trx )
I - |2 (8) g sa

U —XE2—327_‘§2>2 B
10), 1 .. COL |ha(i) B E,)

n+m-+d+2

_ . — |anc>5

— P& () mia

W B N Y
— ‘hK(i) E‘EK>

n+m-+d+2

— |anc)

10} 4

Figure 20: Circuit diagram for Ry in Proposition (Steps 1-3).

Proof. The construction of the quantum circuit Ry, involves the following steps:

1. We first prepare the K component functions hj using Proposition For £k = 1,..., K, we apply the

quantum circuits (Qp, )k=1,.. x of Proposition (with I,d,n1,m1,ne, me < I, d,ny,my,no,ma, aj
a1, and by < by in the notation of Proposition |4.22)) followed by an application of the permutation circuit
T from Lemma where we compute

‘i1>n1+m1 e |id>n1+m1 ‘0>ZI1+"'+QK |O>2K(n+m+d+5)

= |i1>n1+m1 T |id>n1+7711 |0>q1 |0>n+m+d ‘O>q2 |O>n+m+d T |O>qK |0>n+m+d |0>K(n+m+d+10)

Qn . . .
)Hl ‘Zl>n1+m1 e |7/d>n1+m1 ‘anc>q1 |h'1 (Z)>n+m+d |0>q2 |O>n+m+d e |O>qK |O>n+m+d |O>K(n+m+d+10)
Tr . . .

— ‘Zl>n1+m1 T |Zd>n1+m1 ‘0>q2 |O>n+m+d |anc>q1 |h1(7'>>n+m+d T |O>qK |O>n+m+d |0>K(n+m+d+10)

Qh. . . . .
}002% ‘Zl>n1+m1 T |Zd>n1 +mq \anc>q2 |h’2 <’L)>n+m+d |anc>q1 ‘hl(z)>n+m+d e |0>11K |O>n+m+d ‘O>K(n+m+d+10)

Qn . . . .
’—K> ‘7’1>n1+m1 T |Zd>nl+m1 |anc>qK |hK(Z)>n+m+d e |anc>q1 |h’1(l)>n+m+d |0>K(n+m+d+10)
}—’5_) |Zl>n1+'m1 e |Zd>fn,] +m |a’nc>q1+~~+qK ‘hl ('L)>n+m+d |O>2 |O>7L+77L+d+2 ‘0>5

: |h2(i)>n+7n+d |O>2 |O>n+m+d+2 ‘0>5 e |h’K(i>>n+m+d ‘0>2 ‘0>n+m+d+2 |0>5 |0>K
(204)

In this step, the number of elementary gates used is at most

K
K -2N*+ " 1065113d° (n + m + 1)° (205)
k=1

2. Next, we load the strings §;, € Fa into the qubits |0), for k = 1,..., K using the Pauli X gates (c.f. Example
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li1) —
lia) — li1) 191 1y 4
lanc) —
|hi(2)) — lia) li)y 4my
€1) — |anc)
|hi(i) m &) — |hi(i) &) —
Janc) — |ha(8) B &) — Q)
() — - H -
B T | — +lanc)
|€2) — |hs(i) @ &) ————— Qgi)) L.
o) BE,) — ) ——
lanc) — —
4| mwesg R ES
lhi () — |0) ] e 1R (2)) a1
_ f
€x) — |0) — [cos(f(R(4))/2) |0)
|hic(i) B € ) — +sin(f(h(2))/2) |1)]
|anc) —
|O>K ]

Figure 21: Clircuit diagram for Ry, in Proposition (Steps 4-6).

2.0)

|i1>n1+m1 e |id>n1+’m1 |anc>q1+~u+qK |h1(i)>n+m+d ‘0>2 ‘O>n+'m+d+2 |0>5
: |h’2(i)>n+m+d |0>2 |0>n+m+d+2 |0>5 T |hK(i)>n+m+d |0>2 |0>n+m+d+2 |O>5 |O>K
=00y g )y oy A1) g TR(8)) 16102100y a2 10)5
’ |h2(i)>n+m+d |gz>2 |O>n+7n+d+2 |O>5 e |h‘K(i)>n+’m+d |EK>2 |O>n+'m+d+2 ‘0>5 0>(K : )
206

The number of elementary gates used in this step is at most

2K. (207)

3. We perform K multiplication using the quantum circuit Q(X) = Q(X) from Corollary (with nq + n+d,
my < m, ng < 2, my < 0, a + hi(i), and b < &, in the notation of Corollary fork=1,...,K)

|i1>n1+m1 e |id>n1+’m1 |anc>q1+~~+qK |h1(i)>n+’m+d |£1>2 |0>n+7n+d+2 |O>5

: |h’2 (i)>n+m+d |E2>2 |O>n+m+d+2 |0>5 e |h’K (i)>n+m+d |EK>2 |0>n+m+d+2 |0>5 |0>K

o
Q(X)

— |Zl>n1+m1 T |id>n1+m1 |anc>q1+~--+qK |h1(i)>n+m+d ’El> ‘h’l o £1>n+m+d+2 |anc>5
: |h2(i)>n+m+d |E2>2 |0>n+m+d+2 |O>5 e |hK( )>n+m+d |§K>2 |O>n+m+d+2 |O>5 |O>K

oK)
Q(X)

— ‘11>nl+m1 e |id>n1+m1 ‘anc>Q1+"'+QK |h1(i)>n+m+d |g > |h1 o f1>n—4—m-‘,—d-{—2 |anc>5

o ‘hK(Z)>n+m+d ‘EK> !hK o §K>n+7n+d+2 \anc)S |O>K
(208)
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The number of elementary gates used in this step is at most
K-61(n+m+d+3)> (209)
4. We use the permutation circuit 7, to reorder the qubits for addition, where

|i1>n1+m1 T |id>n1+m1 |anC>Q1+"‘+QK |h1(i)>"+m+d |El> |h1 i) & E1>n—‘,—m-‘,—d-{-2 |anc>5

T |hK(”’)>n+m+d ’gK> ’h’K o €K>n+m+d+2 |8,HC> |0>

T . B ho (210)
|Z1>n1+m1 T |7’d>n1+m1 |an‘3>q1+ Aqx+K (ntm+d+7) | 1(2) @ §1>n+m+d+2 ‘ 2(4) B €2>n+m+d+2 10)
|h3( o £3>n+m+d+2 0) - |h‘K o §K>n+m+d+2 10)10) -
The number of elementary gates used in this step is at most
2N?, (211)

5. We perform the following addition inductively on the sums for k =1,..., K — 1

(ha(d) DE). b () D Ep1) = 8 (ha() BE). (212)

H=

B Foratotk—1,m X Frntdr2m = Fotdyo1k,m, (171

where we apply the quantum circuit Q) from Corollary [4.10] inductively for k = 1,..., K — 1 (with ny «
n+d+2+k—1,my < m, ng < n+d+ 2, my < m in the notation of Corollary .10 so that

(60 g [y oy [A0C) g, 1t g K (et d7) [P (i) = g1>n+m+d+2 ‘hQ e f2>n+m+d+2 10)
|h3 o §3>n+m+d+2 10) - |hK g 5K>n+m+d+2 1010}

1) 2
(+) . ra
—_ ‘Z1>n1+m1 e |IL >n1+m1 ‘anc>¢11+ +qx +K(n4+m+4d+7) |h2 = §2>”+m+d+2 EE (hl(z) - §Z)> +m-+d+3
n+m
‘h?’ o 53>n+m+d+2 ‘h’K g §K>n+m+d+2 1010)
ot .
— |Zl>n1+m1 e |’Ld>’ﬂ1+m1 |anC>IJ1+'“+QK+K(n+m+d+7 ‘hQ o §2>n+m+d+2 ’h3 o §3>n+m+d+2
K _
N POELS NN (CEY 0)
n4+m+d+K+1

= |i1>n1+m1 |id>n1+m1 |a’nc>q1+~--+qk+K(n+m+d+7)+(K—1)(n+m+d+2) |h’(i)>n+m+d+K+1 0) .

(213)
The number of elementary gates used in this step is at most
K—1
S 9[(n+mtd+2+k—1)+ (n+m+d+2)+1]? (214)
k=1

6. Lastly, we apply the quantum circuit Ry from Lemma (with a1 <+ s, a0 < 7/2, n < n+d+ K +1,
m < m in the notation of Lemma |4.23)

|i1>n1+m1 e |id>n1+m1 |anc>q1+-~+qk+K(n+m+d+7)+(K71)(n+m+d+2) |h(i)>n+m+d+K+1 |0)
Rf . . .
— |Zl>n1+m1 "'|Zd>n1+m1 |anc>q1+ +qu+ K (ntm+d+7)+(K —1)(n+m+d+2) 1R () et dr k41 (215)

[cos(f(h(i))/2) |0) +sin(f(R(4))/2) 1)]
= 1)y 1)y ey 30 g, g p2nc (e ags)—1 [€08(F(R(3))/2) [0) +sin(f(h())/2) [1)] .

This is the desired state (203). The number of elementary gates used in this step is at most

1Bn+d+K+1+m+1)> (216)

Note that p < 4d(n+m+ 1) (c.f. (187)), hence, for each k =1,..., K,

@ =I(n+m+d+p)+ Iy —2)(n+m+d)+ 5 — 1)
<Iyin+m+d+4dn+m+1)+ I —2)(n+m+d)+ 5, — 1)
< Ip(d(n+m+1) +4d(n+m+ 1)) + 6Ixd(n +m +1)

= 11Ld(n +m+1).

(217)
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Hence,

K
N =d(ny+mi)+ Y qr+2K(n+m+d+5)
k=1
gd(n+m+1)+K~knllaxK{Ik}~11d(n+m+1)+12Kd(n+m+l)

(218)

< . . .
< 24K k:I{l,E.l.}.{,K{Ik} dn+m+1)

Thus, the total number of elementary gates used is at most

K
K -2N* 4+ " 1065115d° (n + m + 1)* + 2K
k=1
+ K -61(n+m+d+3)* +2N?

K—-1
+) 29[n+m+d+2+k—1)+nm+m+d+2)+1>+13(n+d+ K +1+m+1)°
k=1

2 3
<2-24°K° (k_nllaxK{Ik}> d*(n+m+1)% + 10651 K (k_rIllaXK{Ik}> d(n+m+1)* 42K

2
+61-42Kd*(n+m+1)? +2-24° K3 (knllaxK{Ik}> d*(n+m + 1)?

+ 29K [3Kd(n +m+1) 4+ 3d(n+m + 1) + 1)> + 13(4Kd(n +m + 1))? (219)

2 3
<2-24°K* (k_nllaxK{Ik}> d*(n+m+1)% + 10651 K (k_nllaXK{Ik}> P(n+m+1)°+2K

2
+61-4°Kd*(n+m+1)? +2-24°K3 (knllaxK{Ik}> d*(n+m+1)?
+29K[TKd(n+m+1)]* + 13- 4°K3d*(n + m + 1)

3
< (2-24% +10651 +2 4+ 61-42 42242 +29-7* 4 13- 4% K3 <kr111axK{Ik}) d(n+m+1)>»

3
= 16186K3 (k_rrllaxK{Ik}> d*(n+m+1)>.

5 Error analysis

In this section, we provide the detailed error analysis of the steps of Algorithm [I] outlined in Section 2:4.1] We
begin the error analysis with a few basic lemmas.

Lemma 5.1 (Lipschitz constant of CPWA functions) Let h : R‘fr — R be a CPWA function given by .
Let Assumption hold with corresponding constant Co € [1,00). Then, h : ]Ri — R is Lipschitz continuous with
Lipschitz constant

K
= < 2 %
Le=D, max {llarlle} vV < G2, (220)
i.e. .,
Yo,y €RY: |h(x) = h(y)| < C3d* |z —y].. (221)

Proof. Following the proof of Lemma 3.3 in [52], the CPWA function h : R‘j_ — R admits the following represen-

tation:
al-x+b), ifxeQ,

) =4 (222)
a;-x+b;, ifxeQy,

where J := Hszl I;; € N and the coefficients {a’, b} : j = 1,..., J} are of the form

/
’7)

K K
aj = kaak,l;, b; = kabk,m (223)
k=1 k=1
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for some I} € {1,2,...,I;} (the specific choice of index I}, can be found in the proof of Lemma 8.3 in (52]), and

where 1, ...,Q; are polyhedrons whose union is R‘i. Note that some of these sets ); can be empty. We claim
that
ve,y eRY: [h(z) - h(y)| < 1lglja<>{,{||ll§||<>o} ||z — yl. (224)

Let x,y € Ri be fixed. Counsider the line segment from x to y given by the set I' := {y(¢) := x+t(y—=x) : t € [0, 1]}.
If the line segment I' lies entirely in one of polyhedron €2;_, then by linearity of h in Q;, and the Holder’s inequality,
it follows that

|h(@) = h(y)| = laj, - (@ —y)| < llaj, llcll@ — ¥l < max {llaj]o} - Vi||z — yllz.

In the general case, the line segment I' may be contained in some n > 2 polyhedrons Q;,,...,; , such that
there are n + 1 points {y(to),¥(t1),...,v(tn)} C T with a partition {0 =: 7 < t; < --- < t,, := 1}, satisfying
Y(tm) € Qj,, N, for m=1,...,n — 1. Again by the same argument, it holds for all m =1,...,n — 1 that

Im+1

(1(tn)) = By (Em—1))| = 1@, - (¥(tm) = Y(Em—1))] < lla], Noo(tim = tm—1) V& — y]2.

Hence, summing over m, we have

|h(x) = h(y)| < D llaj, lloo(t; = tj-1)Vd|z -yl

m=1

< ! . — .
< max {[la} o} - Vi@ - ylla

Thus, the claim (224]) is proven. Next, by (223, it follows that

K
!
. < .
i (laflled <3 ma. {lacalc) (225)
This, (224)) and Assumption concludes the lemma. O

Lemma 5.2 (Linear growth of CPWA) Let h : Ri — R be a CPWA function given by . Let Assumption
hold with corresponding constant Cy € [1,00). Then, for all z € R, it holds that

h(@)] < C3a3(1+ [|z]2). (226)
Proof. Note that Lemma and an application of the triangle equality shows that
[h()] < |h(x) = h(0)] + [h(0)| < C3d2 lz]> + |h(0)]. (227)
Moreover, by and Assumption we have for all k =1,..., K that
|h(0)| < K -max{|bg|: 1l =1,...,1;;} < C3d. (228)

This and (227) implies (226)). O

5.1 Step 1: Truncation error bounds

Lemma 5.3 Let Y be a log-normal random variable with parameters u € R and o* € (0,00). Let Z be a standard
normal random variable. Then it holds that

(i) for all k € N,

k202

E[Y*] = ebrt=, (229)
(i) for ally € [0,00) that
1 2
P(Z >y) < 56_%. (230)
Proof. Ttem (i) is proven in 3, Chapter 2.3], and Item (ii) is proved in [17, Eq. 6]. O

Proposition 5.4 (Truncation error) Let ¢ € (0,1), d € N, r, T € (0,00), and (t,z) € [0,T) x RL. Let
h : Ri — R be a CPWA function given by . Let Assumption and Assumption hold with respective
constants C1,Co € [1,00). Let p(-,T;x,t) : ]Ri — Ry be the log-normal transition density function given by .
Let My . € [1,00) satisfy

My, = 202d3 e 1e4CiT 2T max {1,a7}. (231)

1=1,.
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Let u: [0,T] x R‘i — R be the option price given by
ut.a) =T | bt Tt (282)
and for every M > Mg, let uprt» € R be the truncated solution given by
ianes =00 [ bl Tty (233)
[0,M]

Then, the truncation solution satisfies the following estimate
lu(t, x) — Unrez| <e. (234)

Proof. Let ¥ = Xg := (T —t)Cq € R and p = pg € R? denote the log-covariance and log-mean parameters for
the multivariate log ormal random Varlable Y with the probability density function p(-,T';z,t) given by Lemma
Using Lemmai .7 .7 the fact that e="(7=%) < 1, and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

Jult, @) = ta el = e

h(y)p(y, Tz, t)dy — / h(y)p(y, T x,t)dy
RY [0,M]d (235)

< C2d3E[(1+ Y 2)2]Y2P(Y ¢ [0, M]4)/2,

where
B(Y ¢ [0, M]%) = / p(y, T 2, t)dy.
4\[0,M]4

Let X = (Xl, oy Xg) ~ N (/1,, 3) be the multivariate Gaussian random variable and recall that X; = In(Y;) for
i=1,...,d Usmg Lemma (i), we have

d

d d
E[Y[3) = SR = YR = 37 et (236)
=1 =1

i=1

where p; = In(z;) + (r — 102)(T' — t) and 0;; = %;;. We use the bound e*** < max;—,. q{1,2?}e*7T and

€200 < ¢201T" by Assumption [2.2) and conclude that

E[|Y|2] < de?CiT" 2T _max {127}, (237)

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have (1+[Y]|2)? < 2(1+|Y||3). Also, note that max;{1, 22}/ = max;{1, |z;|}
and 1 < de2CiT°e2rT max;{1,27}. Combining the above bounds, we arrive at

B[+ [V |)*)/% < 202 e max {1, fol}- (238)
Hence, we have
22
lu(t, z) — tnrs o] < 2C2d%eCTT T ,max {1 lzi|} - P(Y ¢ [0, M]%)Y/2, (239)
Moreover, for all i = 1,...,d, we have the inclusions
(¥ < M} = {X; < In(M)} 2 {IX; — il < (M) — i} (240)

Note that since M > M, . > e*, we have that In(M) > u,;. By Sidak’s correlation inequality |67, Corollary 1], we
have

d d
P (ﬂ{lX pi| < In(M ) H ({1Xi = pal < In(M) = pa}), (241)
i=1 i=1
and hence,
P(Y ¢ [0, M]%) =1 - (ﬂ{y < M}) <1- HP ({1 — il < (M) — pi}). (242)
i=1
Denote by Z the standard normal random variable. Using Lemma (ii) and Assumption [2.2) we have
In(M) — 1 _(n(M)—py)? _ (M) —pp?
PUIX; — ] <In(M) — pi}) = 1—2p(z > DI Zhiy oy 7w g e (243)
Oii
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. 22 _ 22
Moreover, using In(M) > 0 and M > My, > max;—1__q{1,22}e> TetCiT" > 21T we have

.....

In(M) > 2u; + 4C3T?
= (In(M))? > (2p; + 4CTT?) In(M)
= (In(M))? = 2p; (M) + pif > 4CFT? In(M) + pif
= (In(M) — p;)* > 4CTT? In(M) (244)
2
= —W < —2In(M)
_ (n(M)—p;)?

e 7T < M2

Using Bernoulli’s inequality, that is (14 2)% > 1 + dz for any z € [~1,00), and the fact that —M =2 € [~1,0), we
have

P(Y ¢ [0,M]") <1—(1—-M2)*<dM~2 (245)

Thus, by (239), (245)), and (231]), we conclude that
Ju(t, ) = Targe| < 203d7¢7T T max {1 |ei [} < 203d3 T max {L|w[}Mgl <o (246)
O

5.2 Step 2: Quadrature error bounds

Proposition 5.5 (Quadrature error) Letd € N, r,T € (0,00), n € NN{2,3,...}, m € N, and (t,z) € [O,T)X]Ri.
Let M € [1,00) be defined by M = 2""1. Let h : R‘fr — R be the CPWA function given by . Let Assumption
hold with corresponding constant Co € [1,00). Let p(-,T;x,t) : R‘j_ — Ry be the log-normal transition density
given by . Let Up ¢ 2 € R be the truncated solution given by

g = "7 / h(y)p(y, T; . t)dy, (247)
[0,M]4

and let Uy m +x € R be the truncated quadrature solution given by

Unmie =" T " h(G)psm, (248)
jekd

n,m,+

where for j = (j1,..-,74) € szm# (c.f Definition ,

Djm = / p(y, Tsz, t)dy, and Qjm :=[j1,J1+27 ") x - %X [jg,ja+2""). (249)
Q

j.m

Then,
mn,t,w - ﬂn,m,t‘,ac| S C§d227m~ (250)

Proof. Let [];, : RT — (27™Z)4 be a function defined by

121 ] [2™ya)
Y] = ( S g ) (251)
where [-] is the floor function. With this function, it holds for every j € K¢ . that
Yy € Qjms  [Ylm =3 (252)
Moreover, since
0.M)7"= || Qjm (253)
jeKi,m,«#
is a disjoint union of sets, it follows that
Unmpe=e "7 / W([Ylm)p(y, T 2, t)dy = e_T(T_”/ W([Y)m)p(y, T; 2, t)dy. (254)
jeKd ,, T @ 10,01
Furthermore, observe that
Yy eRE, |y — [yl <d27™, (255)
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Hence, by definition of @y ¢, in (247)), (254)), by the fact that e "(T=t) < 1, by the Lipschitz continuity of h(-) in
Lemma by Assumption (255)), and by the fact that p(y, T; x,t) is a probability density function supported
on Ri, we conclude that

mm@—mw%uée”“4[/ () — B[yl Py, T 2 £)dy
[0,M]4

s/' C2dlly — Wyl iply, T 2. )dy
[0,M]4

< Cid*2 ™.

(256)

O

Corollary 5.6 (Truncation and quadrature errors) Let ¢ € (0,1), d e N, r,T € (0,00), and (t,z) € [0,T) x
Ri. Let u(t,x) be the option price given by . Let h : Ri — R be the CPWA function given by . Let
Assumption and Assumption hold with respective constants C1,Coy € [1,00). For every n € (0,1), let
Mg, € [1,00) be given by (231). For every n,m € N satisfying

n =1+ logy(My. o), (257)

m > log,(C3d*(e/2)77) (258)
let Uy, .tz be the truncated quadrature solution given as in (248)). Then

|u(t7 x) - ﬂn,m,t,x| S . (259)

Proof. By (257)), it holds that
M :=2""1 > 0maemh > My .

Let Uy, ¢, be the truncated solution given by (247). By Proposition (with € + ¢/2 and M « 2"7! in the
notation of Proposition , it follows that

lu(t, x) — Up,iz| < e/2. (260)
Moreover, by (258)), it holds that C3d?2~™ < ¢/2. Hence, by Proposition it follows that
|ﬂn,t,x - an,m,t,w| S 8/2 (261)

Thus, (259) follows from triangle inequality. O

5.3 Step 3: Approximation error bounds for payoff function

Lemma 5.7 (Sublinear property of the max-function) Let e > 0, n € N, and let (a;)_ 4, (a;)"; C R satisfy
foralli=1,...,n:

Then,
‘max {a;} — max {a;}| <e. (263)
n i=1,...,n

i=1,..,

Proof. Let i € {1,...,n} be arbitrary. The fact that a; < max;—1 . ,{@;} and (262) imply that

a; — 'HllaX {&j}gai—&ig |CL7;—C~LIL" <e. (264)
j=1,...n
Since i was arbitrarily chosen, taking maximum over i = 1,...,n yields
max {a;} — max {a;} <e. (265)
i=1,...n j=1,..n
Repeating the argument by symmetry concludes (263). O

Proposition 5.8 (Approximating payoff function) Let d € N, r,T € (0,00), (t,z) € [0,T) x R}, ny €
NN{2,3,...}, and my € Ng. Let h: R‘_f_ — R be the CPWA function given by . i.e.

K
h(:l:) = ng max{ak’l -+ bk,l l=1,... 7Ik}.
k=1

Let Assumption [2.4) hold with corresponding constant Co € [1,00), and let no € NN{2,3,...} be defined by

ng = 1+ [logy(Ca)]. (266)
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L27n2 IJ

For every ma € Ny define the function []m, : R = 27™Z by [2]m, = Fms—, © € R. For every mo € Ny,

k=1,...,K, andl=1,..., I}, define @ny my .kl = (Cnymoki1s " s Qg ma kld) € R? and bny,ma.kl € R by
§n2,m2,k,l,i = [(ak7l)i]m2’ i=1,..., da (267)
brig,ma kil = [bk,l]m2>

and define the function En%m,z ‘R - R by

K
By ms () 1= ka max{@n, ma kil L+ ngme kil =1,..., I} (268)
k=1

Let Uy, iy 1,0 € R be the truncated quadrature solution given as in (248)). i.e.

anl)mhtﬂ: = e_T(T_t) Z h(j)pj7m1'

ed
JERS i+

For every ma € Ny let Un, my nomat,e € R be the truncated quadrature solution with an approzimated payoff
function given by

ﬁnl,ml,ng,mQ,t,x = e_T(T_t) Z Enz’ﬂm (j)pj7ml (269)
jekd

ny,mi,+

Then, for every mq € Ng it holds that (@ny.ms.k.is Ong.ma k1) € K‘fl‘;}m and that
|an1,m17t7$ - an17m17n2,m27t,$| < 02d22n17m2' (270)

Proof. By Assumption it holds that

Vk:1,...7K,Vl:17...,IK,VZ':1,...7d1 \(ak,l)i|,|bk,l|§6’2. (271)

Hence, by Definition (267), and (268]), it follows that (6n27m27k,l,f5n27m2,k71) € K‘fbj}mr Furthermore, observe
that

Ve>0: |e—[cmy] <27™2. (272)
Hence, forall k=1,....K,l=1,...,I;, and « € Ri, it follows that
ks T+ byt — (@ngma bt~ T+ bng oy 1) < (d+1)27™2 max{1, max{(z); : i = 1,...,d}}. (273)
Moreover, since Ky, 1, C [-2"171,2"171] (c.f. Definition , it follows forall k =1,...,K,l=1,...,I; that
Vi€ Kil,m1,+ : |a‘k,l g+ bk,l - (anz,mz,k,l J +gn2,m2,k,l)| < (d + 1)2n1—12—m2. (274>
Hence, by Lemma [5.7] it holds for all £ =1,..., K that
\max{ak,l -7+ ka l=1,... ,Ik} — max{&nz,mz’k,l -J +gn2,m2,k,l l=1,... ,Ik}| < (d+ 1)2”171277712. (275)
Hence, by Assumption it follows that

VieKE oot h(F) = haam, ()] < K(d+ 1)27 71272 < Cyd?2m ™2, (276)

Furthermore, since e~ "(T=% < 1 and

0< Y Dpim =/ ply. T;a,t)dy < 1,

cK (0,271 =14
JEKMYML-F
we conclude that
~ ~ 2an1—mo+1 —r(T—t 20m1—m
[Uny iyt = Uny my ng,ma t,a] < Cod™2™ 72T e (r=1). E , Pjmy < Cod2M72, (277)
- d
TEKG imy+

O

Corollary 5.9 (Truncation and quadrature with approximated payoff errors) Let ¢ € (0,1), d € N,
r, T € (0,00), and (t,x) € [0,T) x RL. Let u(t,z) be the option price given by (7). Let h: RL — R be the CPWA
function given by . Let Assumption and Assumptz’on hold with respective constants C1,Cs € [1,00), and
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let ng == 1+ [logy(Cy)]. For every n € (0,1), let Mg, € [1,00) be given by (231). For every ni,mi,ms € N
satisfying

ny =1 +logy(Mgc/3), (278)
my > logy(C3d*(e/3)7), (279)
ma > 1+ logy (Mg /3) +log,y(Cad?(e/3)71), (280)

let Uny my na,met.e € R be the truncated quadrature solution with an approximated payoff function be given by (269).
Then we have that

‘u(t7x) - an17m17n2,m27t»$| <e. (281)

Proof. Let tipn, m, +2 be the quadrature solution given by (248). By (278), (279), and Corollary (with € < 2¢/3
in the notation of Corollary , it follows that

|u(t7 Qf) - an1,m17t,$| < 25/3 (282)
Moreover, by Proposition (with mg < mq in the notation of Proposition and ([280)), it follows that
|ﬁ’ﬂ1,m17t,$ - anl;m17n2;m27t;$| < 02d22n1—m2 < 5/3' (283)

Thus, the conclusion follows from the triangle inequality.
O

5.4 Step 4: Distribution loading error bounds

Proposition 5.10 (Distribution loading errors) Let ¢ € (0,1), d € N, ,T € (0,00), and (t,z) € [0,T) x R%.
Let u(t, z) be the option price given by . Let h : Ri — R be the CPWA function given by . Let Assumption
and Assumption|[2.] hold with respective constants Cy, Co € [1,00), and let ny := 14-[logy(Cs)]. For everyn € (0,1),
let Mg, € [1,00) be given by and for every ni,my € N let {p;, :j € Kzl,m1,+} C [0,1] satisfy

Y. Bia=1 (284)
jeK(ijmler
and
S =7 Pl € (285)
J:M Yo Pimil = 022d22n1+17
jeKiLML-F
where for all j = (j1,...,jd4) € Kfll,mh%
piom = [ B Tin s, Qumy = i+ 27 XX Linda + 27, (256)
Qj,7n1
and
yi= > pim €(0,1). (287)
jeKil,wnd»
Moreover, for every ni,my,ms € N satisfying
n1 > 1+ logy(My,c/4), (288)
m1 > logy(C2d(c/4)7Y), (289)
ma = 1+ 1ogy(My.0/s) + logy(Cad?(e/4) ™), (200)

let ?ln%mz : RT — R be given by ([268)), and let Uny,mine,mapte € R be the truncated quadrature solution with
approximated payoff and loaded distribution given by

Enl,ml,ng,mQ,p,t,m = ’ye_T(T_t) Z ﬁj,€/4hn2,m2 (j)7 (291)
jeKilyﬂnﬁ-
Then,
|u(t,x) - anl,m1,n2,m27p7t,xl <e. (292)

Proof. Let Un, ms na.ma.t,z € R be the quadrature solution with an approximated payoff function be given by (269)).
Note that by Corollary (with & < 3¢/4 in the notation of Corollary [5.9), it holds that

[u(t, ) = Uny,mynaymat,a| < 3€/4. (293)
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Moreover, by Lemma and (276)), it holds for every j € K + that

ni,mi

mnz,mz(j” < |h(.7) - h"ﬂz,mz(j)| + ‘h(])|
< Cpd?2™ ™™ 4 C3d(1 + [|5]1)
< Cod?2™ ™™ 4 C3d(1+d2™ 1) (294)
< Cod?2™ ™2 4 C3d?2™
< C2d?mtl,

Hence, by (269) and (291)), using (285), the fact that 0 < ~,e~"(T=Y < 1, and the above estimate, we have

~ ~ —r(T—t 7 . =~ -1
|Uny ,manosmaste = Ungmy,na,ma,pital < V€ = ,EKI(I}aX | Aonyma (3)] - Z Pjesa = DPjmil
T FEKL, oyt (295)
<e/d.
Thus, the conclusion follows from triangle inequality. O

5.5 Step 5: Rotation error bounds

Proposition 5.11 (Rotation error) Let ¢ € (0,1), d € N, r,T € (0,00), and (t,x) € [0,T) x RL. Let u(t,z)
be the option price given by . Let h : ]Ri — R be the CPWA function given by . Let Assumptz'on and
Assumption [2.]) hold with respective constants Cy,Ca € [1,00), and let no == 1+ [logy(C2)]. For every n € (0,1)
let Mg, € [1,00) be given by [231)), for every n1,mi,ms € N let {p;, : j € Kgl,m1,+} C [0, 1] satisfy

> Bin=1 (296)
FEKG | i+
and 0
Pim =7 'Pimi| < A5 (297)
jEKdZ 1 C3d?2m+t
n1,mi,+
where for all j = (j1,...,Jd) € Kfll,m17+,
piom = [ B Tin s, Qumy = i+ 27 XX Linda 27, (208)
Q_’i,7n1
and
yi= Y pim €(0,1), (299)
jeKilﬂer
let 544, € (0,00) be defined by
L n
Sd,n = (C22d22n1+1)37 (300)

let Py my - R — R be given by (268), and let an, ny.my mom € [0,1] be the amplitude given by

~ . 5 Fi;n mo (7 U
an17"2,m17m2777 = Z pjﬂ? Sln2 <W + 4) . (301)

5 d
JeK'nl,'m,l,«i»

Moreover, for every ni, mi, me € N satisfying

ny > 1+ 10g2(Md,€/5)7 (302>
my > logy(C3d*(e/5) ™), (303)
my > 1+ logy (Mg /5) +log,y(Cad?(e/5)71), (304)

let Uny miy no,mo,p,at,e € R be the truncated quadrature solution with approzimated payoff and loaded distribution
with rotation given by
anl,ml,ng,mg,p,a,t,x = 5717677’(7’726) (2a - 1)7 (305)

where here
5= 5d,6/57 and a =: anl,ng,ml,m,g,e/5~

Then, the following holds:
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anl ,m1,n2,mao,p,a,t,x = 571767T(T7t) Z ﬁj,8/5 sin (57ln2,m2 (J)) . (306)
FERS oyt
(i)
|u(t’ .L“) - ﬂnhmhnzamz@:a,t@ S €. (307)
Proof. First, recall the trigonometric identity that for all x € R
sin?(E 4T =1 —cos2(Z 4 Ty = 1 101 4 cos(z + 7/2)) = ~ + ~ sin(a). (308)
2 4 2 4 2 2 2

This, (301)),(305), and the fact that > s
n1

Di = 1 imply that
L Pje/5 mply a

,m

_ (T ~ 9 (Shnyma(G) | T
Uny,my,ng,m2,p,at,x =5 176 = Z pj’s/S [2 Sln2 (szfzw) + Z) B 1}
jeKiillﬂYLl,‘F
— 5Ly () Z Dj.c/s sin(ﬁhm,mg (j)),

FEKS nn
which proves Item Next, for the proof of Item note that by Taylor expansion, one has for any = € [—1,1]
the estimate

|z®

13 17 P .
|sin(z) — 2| < (%+ : +%+-~) <l|zPle—[1+ 4+ &) < |z (309)

Moreover, since |En2,m2 (4)| < C3d*2m T (c.f. (294)), by (300), it holds for all j € K¢ . that

n

|5/ y,ms (3)] < V/E/5 < 1. (310)
This, (309), (B00), and the fact that [, m,(§)| < C2d227 L hence ensure for all j € K& ., .4 that
575105, (3) ) = STonzns (1)) < 5 5o s () = 82 P (5 < /5. (311)

Let here Un, .my ns,me.pt.z € R be the truncated quadrature solution with approximated payoff and loaded distri-
bution given by
ﬂnl,ﬂ’L1,7’L2,7)’L2,p,t,1‘ = ’Yeir(Tit) Z ﬁj7a/5hn2,m2 (-7)

s oed
JEK"l ymys+

This, (311), (306, and the fact that

D S A
FEKS oyt

imply that
|ﬂn1,m1,n2,m2,p,t,x - ﬂn17m1,n27m271)701t79¢| < 6/5 (312)

Furthermore, by Proposition (5.10) (with € + 4¢/5 in the notation of Proposition (5.10)), it holds that
|’U,(t7 x) - ﬂnl,ml,nz,mmp’t,ﬂ?‘ é 45/5 (313)

Hence, the conclusion follows from the triangle inequality. O

5.6 Step 6: Quantum amplitude estimation error bounds

Proposition 5.12 (Combined errors) Let ¢ € (0,1), d €N, r,T € (0,00), and (t,z) € [0,T) x R%. Let u(t,z)
be the option price given by . Let h : Ri — R be the CPWA function given by (8|). Let Assumptz'on and
Assumptz'on hold with respective constants Cy,Cq € [1,00), and let

ng := 1+ [log,(Ca)] (314)

For everyn € (0,1), let Mg, € [1,00) be given by (231). Let ni qe,mM1,de,M2de € (0,00) be defined by

Nide = 1+ IOgQ(Md75/6)7 (315)
M ae = logy(C3d*(€/6) ™), (316)
My de = 14108y (M) + 1085 (Cad?(e/6)7"). (317)
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Moreover, for every ni,mi,me € N satisfying n1 > nige, M1 > Migde, and mg > Mo g, let {ﬁj75/6 1 g €
K& i} C[0,1] satisfy

> Bieps=1 (318)
jEKilvmrlr‘F
and .
~ —1
Z Pjese =7 Pim| < 6C2 2ot (319)
jeKil,ml,Jr 2
where for all j = (j,...,ja) €KL .. 4,
Pam = / Py Ty t)dy,  Qjmy o= [jrodi +27™) X -+ X [ja, ja +27™), (320)
Qj,my
and
V= Z pjm, € (0,1), (321)
jEKilvmrlv‘F

let s =54./6 € (0,00) be defined by

_ / €/6
S zﬁd’€/6 = W’ (322)

let Bnme :RY — R be given by (268), let a = Uny nymi,ma,e/6 € [0, 1] be the amplitude given by

. . ~ . 9 5En m (]) ™
a = anl,ng,ml,mg,s,e/ﬁ = . dE pj,£/6 Si ( 2 9 2 + Z ) (323)
JeKn1,'nL1,+
let & € [0,1] satisfy
Es
_al< 2 324
a—al< (324)

and let ﬁt,x be the approzimated solution given by
ﬁt,x =5 tye T (23 — 1). (325)

Then, ~
lu(t,z) — Upo| < e. (326)

Proof. Let here Un, my.ns,mae.p.atc € R be the truncated quadrature solution with approximated payoff and loaded
distribution with rotation given by

~ o—1 —r(T—t
Uny,my,n2,mz,p,a,t,e =5 7Y€ ( )(2a - 1)-

By Proposition item (ii) (with € + 5¢/6 in the notation of Proposition [5.11)), it holds that

[u(t, ) — Uny myno,ma,pat,e] < /6. (327)

Using 0 < ve~ ("= < 1 and (324), it follows that
(s i mzmapraste — Ur | < 287 a — a] < e/6. (328)
Hence, we conclude (326)). O

6 Proof of Theorem [1I

In this section, we provide the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem[]] First, let ny,n2, my, ma, N,v,s be defined as in line 2-3 of Algorithm [I] and set n :=n; +ny
and m := my + my. Let h : F¢ — Frnadtrk+1+m be defined as in (200), and let p := d(2ny 4+ 2ms + 3) and

mni,mi

N, {qx}< | € N be given by (202) from Proposition By Assumption it holds that

P ‘O>d(n1+m1) = Z \/ﬁ»i|i1>n1+m1 T ‘id>n1+m1 : (329)
; d

lEF"11m1,+
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Hence, together with Proposition the circuit A := Ru(P ® I§®(N7d("1+m1))) satisfies

Ay = D VBl s, i)y, 1A0C) g sar (g -1 [05(F (R(3))/2) 10) + sin(f(h(4))/2) |1)]

d
lanl,'ml 4+

= Z ﬁl COS(]‘T(h(Z))/2) |i1>n1+m1 e |id>n1+m1 |a'nc>q1+~~~+qK+2K(n+m+d+5)—1 |O>
: —md

Z€F7L1,77L1,+

+ Z Di Sin(f(h(i))/Q) |i1>n1+m1 T |id>n1+m1 |anc>q1+...+qK+2K(n+m+d+5)_1 1)

i cRd
ze]F"l,thr

VT —alvo)y_y 10 + vVa 1)y 1),

(330)

where as in Proposition 4.24] f : Fyat+k41,m — R is defined by f(i) = f o Dytayrt1,m(i) and f(z) = sz + I,
and a € [0, 1] is given by
a= Y Pisin®(f(h(i))/2). (331)

; d
lanl ,my,+

By Proposition and Proposition we note that the function 7Ln27m2 given in (268)) coincides with the function

Dyt dt K +1,m(R) when restricted to the domain F¢ . Using this and Proposition (with & < gazpamsr In
’ 2

the notation of Assumption [4.16]), we have

~ . 5Dn d+K+1,m h(z s
a = Z Di sin? < Rlas ; ( ( )) + 4> = Qny,ng,my,ma,5,6/69 (332)
icFd
n1,m1,+

where Gy, 5y mi ms,s,c/6 is defined in (323). By Proposition the output @ from line 7 of Algorithm [1] satisfies
the bound
la —a] <es/12, with probability at least 1 — a. (333)

Thus, the estimate follows from Proposition Next, we count the total number of qubits and elementary
gates used to construct circuit A. Let M. ¢ be the constant given by (231), and note that
5 1
Mges6 = 6cd2e™". (334)

Moreover, recall that for any v € R, one has [v] < v+ 1. Hence, by (315)-(317) and the bound on M, . 6, we have
the following bounds

ny = [niae] <2+1ogy(Mye/e) =2+ logy(2- 3cd35*1), (335)

ns < 2+ logy(Cs) < 2+ logy(c2), (336)

my = [myac] <1+ 1ogy(Cad?(/6)71) <1+ logy(2 - 3ed?e™1), (337)

ma = [maac] < 24 1ogy(Ma /) + logy(Cad?(/6) ™) < 2+ log, (228%3 d372). (338)
Furthermore,

n4+m+1=n;4+ns+mi+mg+1<8+log,y (2434 cd% 1) = log,(273%c*d%4). (339)

By Proposition and the fact that 4 = R,(P ® I?N_d(nﬁml)), the quantum circuit A uses N qubits, where
N is given by (202). Using the upper bound (218)) for N, Assumption and (339)), we thus have the following
bound on the number of qubits used for the circuit A

N§24K-kmaXKIk-d(n—|—m+1)

=1,...,

<24C5d -d(n+m+1)

< 24C5d? log, (2734 c*d% %)

< 24C5d?(log,(273%) + 4log,(c) + 9logy(de ™))
< 24C5d*(14 + 41ogy(c) 4+ 9logy(de™1))

< 24C5d? - 271ogy(c) (1 + logy(de™))

< 648C5 log, (¢)d? (1 + logy(de™ 1))

=: €1d%(1 + logy(de™1)).

(340)
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Next, we count the number of elementary gates used to construct the quantum circuit A, which will be denoted

by N4. By Assumption the number of elementary gates used to construct P is at most (127) with (n + nq,

m < M1, € & sepgaier i the notation of Assumption . Hence, using (335)) and (337]), the number of
2

elementary gates used to construct P is bounded by

Cs(ny +my) %2 d (logy (6 C3d?2m 1))

= C3(n1 + m1)“*d“ (logy(6C5d°e ™) +ny + 1))
9 5 341
< O3(3 + log,(223%¢2d2e72))%d% (logy (2 - 3cd®e 1) + 3 4 log, (2 - 3ed2e 1)) s (341
9
= (C3d%? (logy(2°3%c?d2e72))%%,

By Proposition Assumption (2.4]), and the bound (339)), the number of elementary gates used to construct
Ry, is estimated by at most

16186 K2 (max{Iy,. .., I.}) d*(n + m +1)® < 16186(Cyd)®d® (log,(273*c*d%= ). (342)

Hence, summing up (341) and (342)), the number of elementary gates used to construct quantum circuit A is at
most

9 -
N < C3d% (log,(2°3%c2d2e2))%% 4 16186(Cad)®d® (log,(273*c*d%e4))” . (343)

Next, we count the number of elementary gates used in line 7 of Algorithm [I} which by Remark [2:21] Item 2.
coincides with the number of elementary gates used to construct the quantum circuit Q** A in the Modified IQAE
algorithm. Note that this number is also the number of elementary gates used in Algorithm |1} Using and
(335), the number s~ is bounded by

1 1 50\ L 3 19
57! = (6e71(C3d22m 1)3) 2 < VBT 2Chd [ 23TI0ea(6cd2e ) | = 993200 c2d 1 e, (344)

Thus, by using Proposition Ttem 3. (with A < A, £ < e5/12, n + N — 1, and N < N4 in the Notation
of Proposition [2.20) together with (340) and (343), we conclude that the number of elementary gates used in
Algorithm [I] is bounded by

s

ES
45

13 3 19
<273 BrChc2d 1 e 3[8(24C,d% log, (2734 d% ) + 23

(8N? +23 + N,)

+ C3d“? (10g2(2532c2dgs_2))203 +16186(Cyd)?d® (log, (273%c*d% )|

< 25 33r OO (10.75.4.75+Ca} =3 8- 24%(log, (273 c*d%= ™)) + 23
+ (10g2(2532c2d%5_2))203 4 16186 (log2(2734c4d95_4))3]

< 212*3337rC’§ngmax{10'75’4'75+C3}5*3 [8 -24% (log,(273%) + 4logy(c) + 9)2(1 + log2(d£*1))2 +23
+ (logy(2°3%) + 2logy(c) + %)203 (1 + logy(de 1)) (345)
+ 16186 log, (273%) + 41og, (c) +9)° (1 + 1og2(dg—1))3}

< 9% 3%r [8 242 (14 4 4 4 9) logo(c))” + 23 + (8.2 4 2 + 4.5) log, (c)) >
+16186((14 +4 +9) logz(c))g} C3Cydm>10TOATIHCa} 73 (1 4 Jog, (de ™! ))maxt:20s)

< 212*33%[8 242 42341+ 16186}
) 05403 (271Og2(c))max{3,203}dmax{1o.75,4.75+c3}573(1 + logQ(dgq))max{s,zcs}

< (1.6 x 108)05103 (2710g2(c)>max{3,203}dmax{10.75,4.75+03}€—3(1 +10g2(d5—1))max{3,203}
—. ¢2dmax{10.75,4‘75+03}673(1 + IOgQ(d€71))maX{3’203}.

Lastly, we count the number of applications on A. Using (47) (with € < es/12 and « + « in the notation
Proposition [2.20) and bound for s~ (c.f. (344)), the number of applications on A is at most

13 3 19 3
62121 (21) < 621222 3°Coc2d 4 e ?In (2) < (6.1 x 10°)Coc2d" P2 In(2L) =: €3d" P2 In(2L). (346)
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7 Conclusion

In this paper we have developed with Algorithm [I] a quantum Monte Carlo algorithm to approximately solve
(potentially high-dimensional) Black-Scholes PDEs. The contributions of this paper are the following.

First, our algorithm allows the payoff function to be of general form and is only required to be CPWA. From
a financial point of view, this is not very restrictive, as most European options are CPWA, see also the various
relevant examples provided in Example 2.5] This extends the existing quantum algorithms which typically require
the CPWA payoff function to be either one-dimensional or to be a basket option.

Moreover, we provided a mathematical rigorous error and complexity analysis of Algorithm [I} which we see as
our main contribution of the paper. This allows us to prove that the computational complexity of the algorithm
only grows polynomially in the space dimension d of the PDE and the prescribed reciprocal of the accuracy . In
addition, we see that for CPWA payoff functions which are uniformly bounded, the computational running time
of Algorithm [1|scales O(e~%?). Therefore, compared to classical (i.e. non quantum-based) Monte Carlo algorithms
which scale O(e~2), we indeed have proved that Algorithm [1| provides a speed-up.

Furthermore, we have developed a package we named gfinance within the Qiskit framework which can be
used to run Algorithm[fJon a computer for the case d = 1,2. The OptionPricing class within this package enables
the user to input all parameters of the underlying stocks, to choose the class of CPWA payoff functions within
the ones presented in Example [2.5] as well as to specify to error tolerance level. We numerically demonstrated the
applicability of our algorithm in this low-dimensional setting. Moreover, we have discussed the scalability of our
algorithm by explaining how one could extend our code for the general d-dimensional setting. We also highlighted
that the limitation of the numerical simulation are not caused by our developed Algorithm I} but due to the limited
quantum computing hardware currently available.

We emphasize that the outline of Algorithm [T} namely to approximate the solution of the Black-Scholes PDE
via its Feynman-Kac representation by first uploading the transition probability of the underlying (log-normally
distributed) SDE, followed by the uploading of the payoff function, and then applying a Quantum amplitude
estimation algorithm to estimate the solution of the PDE is not new and has been already applied, e.g., in |15,
62, [68]. However, so far, no mathematical rigorous error and complexity analysis of such a quantum Monte Carlo
algorithm to solve Black-Scholes PDEs, or any quantum based algorithm to solve PDEs, has been provided in the
literature, which was the main goal of this paper.
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