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AdiabaticQuantum StateGeneration and StatisticalZero

Knowledge

DoritAharonov� Am non Ta-Shm a y

A bstract

The design ofnew quantum algorithm shasproven to be an extrem ely

di� cult task. This paper considers a di� erent approach to the problem .

W esystem atically study ’quantum stategeneration’,nam ely,which super-

positionscan be e� ciently generated. W e � rstshow thatallproblem s in

StatisticalZero Knowledge (SZK),a classwhich containsm any languages

thatarenaturalcandidatesforBQP,can bereduced toan instanceofquan-

tum state generation. Thiswasknown before forgraph isom orphism ,but

we give a generalrecipe forallproblem sin SZK.W e dem onstrate the re-

duction from theproblem to itsquantum stategeneration version forthree

exam ples: Discrete log,quadratic residuosity and a gap version ofclosest

vectorin a lattice.

W e then develop toolsforquantum state generation. Forthistask,we

de� ne the fram ework of’adiabatic quantum state generation’which uses

the language ofground states,spectralgapsand Ham iltoniansinstead of

thestandard unitary gatelanguage.Thislanguagestem sfrom therecently

suggested adiabaticcom putation m odel[20]and seem stobeespecially tai-

lored forthetaskofquantum stategeneration.Afterde� ningtheparadigm ,

weprovidetwo basiclem m asforadiabaticquantum stategeneration:

� The Sparse Ham iltonian lem m a,which gives a generaltechnique for

im plem enting sparseHam iltonianse� ciently,and,

� Thejaggedadiabaticpath lem m a,which givesconditionsforasequence

ofHam iltoniansto allow e� cientadiabaticstategeneration.

W e use our tools to prove that any quantum state which can be gen-

erated e� ciently in the standard m odelcan also be generated e� ciently

adiabatically,and viceversa.Finally weshow how to apply ourtechniques

togeneratesuperpositionscorrespondingtolim itingdistributionsofalarge

classofM arkov chains,including the uniform distribution overallperfect
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m atchingsin a bipartitegraph and thesetofallgrid pointsinsidehigh di-

m ensionalconvex bodies.These� nalresultsdraw an interestingconnection

between quantum com putation and rapidly m ixing M arkov chains.

1 Introduction

Quantum com putation carriesthehopeofsolvingin quantum polynom ialtim eclassi-

cally intractabletasks.Them ostnotablesuccessso farisShor’squantum algorithm

for factoring integers and for � nding the discrete log [41]. Following Shor’s algo-

rithm , severalother algorithm s were discovered, such as Hallgren’s algorithm for

solving Pell’sequation [28],W atrous’salgorithm sforthegroup black box m odel[45],

and the Legendre sym bolalgorithm by Van Dam etal[14]. Except for[14],allof

thesealgorithm sfallintothefram ework oftheHidden subgroup problem ,and in fact

useexactly thesam equantum circuitry;Theexception,[14],isa di� erentalgorithm

butalso heavily usesFouriertransform sand exploitsthespecialalgebraicstructure

oftheproblem .Recently,a beautifulnew algorithm by Childset.al.[10]wasfound,

which givesan exponentialspeed up overclassicalalgorithm susing an entirely dif-

ferentapproach,nam ely quantum walks.Thealgorithm however,worksin theblack

box m odeland solvesa fairly contrived problem .

One cannotoverstate the im portance ofdeveloping qualitatively di� erentquan-

tum algorithm ictechniquesand approachesforthedevelopm entofthe� eld ofquan-

tum com putation. In this paper we attem pt to m ake a step in that direction by

approaching theissueofquantum algorithm sfrom a di� erentpointofview.

Ithasbeen folkloreknowledge fora few yearsalready thattheproblem ofgraph

isom orphism ,which isconsidered classically hard [33]hasan e� cientquantum algo-

rithm aslong asa certain state,nam ely the superposition ofallgraphsisom orphic

to a given graph,

j�G i=
X

�2Sn

j�(G)i (1)

can begenerated e� ciently by a quantum Turing m achine (forsim plicity,weignore

norm alizing constantsin the above state and in the restofthe paper). The reason

thatgenerating j�G isu� cesisvery sim ple:Fortwo isom orphic graphs,these states

areidentical,whereasfortwo non isom orphic graphsthey areorthogonal.A sim ple

circuit can distinguish between the case oforthogonalstates and that ofidentical

states,wherethem ain idea isthatifthestatesareorthogonalthey willpreventthe

di� erentstatesofa qubitattached to them to interfere. One istem pted to assum e

thatsuch astate,j�G i,iseasy toconstructsincetheequivalentclassicaldistribution,

nam ely theuniform distribution overallgraphsisom orphictoacertain graph,can be

sam pled from e� ciently. Indeed,the state j�G i=
P

�2Sn
j�i
 j�(G)ican be easily

generated bythisargum ent;However,itisacurious(and disturbing)factofquantum

m echanicsthatthough j�G iisan easy stateto generate,so farno oneknowshow to

generatej�G ie� ciently,becausewecannotforgetthevalueofj�i.
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In thispaperwe system atically study the problem ofquantum state generation.

W ewillm ostly beinterested in a restricted version ofstategeneration,nam ely gen-

erating statescorresponding to classicalprobability distributions,which we loosely

refertoasquantum sam pling(orQsam pling)from adistribution.Tobem orespeci� c,

we consider the probability distribution ofa circuit,D C ,which is the distribution

overtheoutputsoftheclassicalcircuitC when itsinputsareuniform ly distributed.

Denote jCi
def
=

P

z2f0;1gm

p
D C (z)jzi. W e de� ne the problem ofcircuit quantum

sam pling:

D e� nition 1.C ircuit Q uantum Sam pling (C Q S):

Input:(�;C)whereC isa description ofa classicalcircuitfrom n to m bits,and

0� � � 1

2
.

O utput:A description ofaquantum circuitQ ofsizepoly(jCj)suchthatjQ(j~0i)�

jCij� �.

W e � rstshow thatm ostofthe quantum algorithm ic problem sconsidered so far

can bereduced toquantum sam pling.M ostproblem sthatwereconsidered good can-

didatesforBQP,such asdiscretelog (DLOG),quadraticresiduosity,approxim ating

closestand shortestvectorsin a lattice,graph isom orphism and m ore,belong to the

com plexity class statisticalzero knowledge,or SZK (see section 2 for background.)

W eprove

T heorem 1.Any L 2 SZK (StatisticalZero Knowledge)can be reduced to a fam ily

ofinstancesofCQS.

Theproofrelieson areduction by Sahaiand Vadhan [40]from SZK toacom plete

problem called statisticaldi� erence. Theorem 1 shows that a generalsolution for

quantum sam pling would im ply SZK � B QP. W e note thatthere existsan oracle

A relativetowhich SZK A 6� B QP A [1],and sosuch aproofm ustbenon relativizing.

Theorem 1 translatesa zero knowledgeproofinto an instanceofCQS.In general,

thereduction can bequiteinvolved,building on thereduction in [40].Speci� cexam -

plesofspecialinterestturn outto besim pler,e.g.,forthecaseofgraph isom orphism

described above,the reduction results in a circuit CG that gets as an input a uni-

form ly random string and outputsa uniform ly random graph isom orphic to G. In

section 2 we dem onstrate the reduction forthree interesting cases: a decision vari-

antofDLOG (based on a zero knowledge proofofGoldreich and Kushilevitz [21]),

quadratic residuosity (based on a zero knowledge proofofGoldwasser,M icaliand

Racko� [24]) and approxim ating the closest vector problem in lattices (based on a

zero knowledge proofofGoldreich and Goldwasser [22]). The specialcases reveal

thatalthough quiteoften onecan look atthezero knowledgeproofand directly infer

therequired stategeneration,som etim esitisnotobvioussuch a transition existsat

all.Theorem 1,however,tellsussuch a reduction isalwayspossible.

The problem ofwhatstatescan begenerated e� ciently by a quantum com puter

is thus ofcriticalim portance to the understanding ofthe com putationalpower of

quantum com puters.W ethereforeem bark on thetask ofdesigningtoolsforquantum
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stategeneration,and studyingwhich statescan begenerated e� ciently.Therecently

suggested fram ework ofadiabatic quantum com putation [20]seem s to be tailored

exactly forthispurpose,sinceitisstated in term sofquantum stategeneration;Let

us� rstexplain thisfram ework.

Recallthatthetim eevolution ofa quantum system ’sstatej (t)iisdescribed by

Schrodinger’sequation:

i~
d

dt
j (t)i= H (t)j (t)i: (2)

where H (t)is an operatorcalled the Ham iltonian ofthe system . W e willconsider

system s ofn qubits; H is then taken to be local, i.e. a sum ofoperators, each

operating on a constant num ber ofqubits. This captures the physicalrestriction

thatinteractionsin natureinvolve only a sm allnum berofparticles,and m eansthat

the Ham iltonian H (t)can actually be im plem ented in the lab. Adiabatic evolution

concernsthecasein which H (t)variesvery slowly in tim e;Thequalitativestatem ent

ofthe adiabatic theorem isthatifthe quantum system isinitialized in the ground

state (the eigenstate with lowest eigenvalue) ofH (0),and ifthe m odi� cation ofH

in tim e isdone slowly enough,nam ely adiabatically,then the � nalstate willbe the

ground stateofthe� nalHam iltonian H (T).

Recently,Farhi,Goldstone,Gutm ann and Sipser[20]suggested to use adiabatic

evolutionsto solveN P-hard languages.Itwasshown in [20,15]thatsuch adiabatic

evolutionscan besim ulated e� ciently on a quantum circuit,and so designing such a

successfulprocesswould im ply a quantum e� cientalgorithm fortheproblem .Farhi

et.al.’sideawasto� nd them inim um ofagiven function f asfollows:H (0)ischosen

to be som e generic Ham iltonian. H (T) is chosen to be the problem Ham iltonian,

nam ely a m atrix which hasthevaluesoff on itsdiagonaland zero everywhere else.

Thesystem isthen initialized in theground stateofH (0)and evolvesadiabaticallyon

theconvex lineH (t)= (1� t

T
)H 0 +

t

T
H T.By theadiabatictheorem iftheevolution

isslow enough,the � nalstate willbe the groundstate ofH (T)which isexactly the

soughtafterm inim um off.

The e� ciency ofthese adiabatic algorithm sisdeterm ined by how slow the adi-

abatic evolution needs to be for the adiabatic theorem to hold. It turns out that

thisdependsm ainly on thespectralgapsoftheHam iltoniansH (t).Ifthesespectral

gapsarenottoosm all,them odi� cation oftheHam iltonianscan bedone’fairly fast’,

and theadiabaticalgorithm then becom ese� cient.The m ain problem in analyzing

the e� ciency ofadiabatic algorithm sisthuslowerbounding the spectralgap;This

isa very di� cult task in general,and hence notm uch isknown analytically about

adiabatic algorithm s. [17,12,18]analyze num erically the perform ance ofadiabatic

algorithm son random instancesofNP com pleteproblem s.Itwasproven in [15,39]

thatGrover’squadratic speed up [26]can be achieved adiabatically. Lowerbounds

for specialcases were given in [15]. In [2]it was shown that adiabatic evolution

with localHam iltoniansisin factequivalentin com putationalpowerto thestandard

quantum com putation m odel.

In thispaper,we propose to use the language ofAdiabatic evolutions,Ham ilto-
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nians,ground statesand spectralgapsasa theoreticalfram ework forquantum state

generation. Our goalis not to replace the quantum circuit m odel,neither to im -

proveon it,butrathertodevelop aparadigm ,oralanguage,in which quantum state

generation can be studied conveniently. The advantage in using the Ham iltonian

language isthatthe task ofquantum state generation becom esm uch m ore natural,

since adiabatic evolution is cast in the language ofstate generation. Furtherm ore,

aswewillsee,itseem sthatthislanguagelendsitselfm oreeasily than thestandard

circuitm odelto developing generaltools.

In orderto provide a fram ework forthe study ofstate generation using the adi-

abatic language,we de� ne adiabatic quantum state generation asgeneralaswe can.

Thus,we replacetherequirem entthattheHam iltoniansareon a straightline,with

Ham iltonians on any generalpath. Second, we replace the requirem ent that the

Ham iltonians are local,with the requirem ent that they are sim ulatable,i.e.,that

theunitary m atrix e� itH (s) can beapproxim ated by a quantum circuitto within any

polynom ialaccuracy for any polynom ially bounded tim e t. Thus,we stilluse the

standard m odelofquantum circuitsin ourparadigm .However,ourgoalisto derive

quantum circuits solving the state generation problem ,from adiabatic state gener-

ation algorithm s. Indeed,any adiabatic state generatorcan be sim ulated e� ciently

by a quantum circuit. W e give two proofsofthisfact. The � rstprooffollowsfrom

the adiabatic theorem . The second proofis selfcontained, and does not require

knowledge oftheadiabatictheorem .Instead itusesthe sim ple Zeno e� ect[38],thus

providing an alternative point ofview ofadiabatic algorithm s using m easurem ents

(Such apath wastaken alsoin [11].) Thisim pliesthatadiabaticstategeneratorscan

beused asa fram ework fordesigning algorithm sforquantum stategeneration.

W enextdescribetwo basicand generaltoolsfordesigning adiabaticstategener-

ators.The� rstquestion thatoneencountersisnaturally,whatkind ofHam iltonians

can beused.In otherwords,when isitpossibleto sim ulate,orim plem ent,a Ham il-

tonian e� ciently. To thisend we prove the sparse Ham iltonian lem m a which gives

a very generalcondition fora Ham iltonian to be sim ulatable. A Ham iltonian H on

n qubitsisrow-sparse ifthenum berofnon-zero entriesateach row ispolynom ially

bounded.H issaid to berow-com putableifthereexistsa (quantum orclassical)ef-

� cientalgorithm thatgiven ioutputsa list(j;Hi;j)running overallnon zero entries

H i;j. Asa norm forHam iltonianswe use the spectralnorm ,i.e. the operatornorm

induced by thel2 norm on states.

Lem m a 1. (T he sparse H am iltonian lem m a). If H is a row-sparse, row-

com putable Ham iltonian on n qubitsand jjH jj� poly(n),then H issim ulatable.

W enotethatthisgenerallem m a isusefulalso in two othercontexts:� rst,in the

context ofsim ulating com plicated physicalsystem s on a quantum circuit. Second,

for continuous quantum walks [13]which use Ham iltonians. For exam ple,in [10]

Ham iltonians are used to derive an exponentialquantum speed up using quantum

walks.Ourlem m a can beused directly to sim plify theHam iltonian im plem entation

used in [10]and torem ovetheunnecessary constraints(nam ely coloringofthenodes)

which wereassum ed forthesakeofsim ulating theHam iltonian.
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Thenextquestion thatoneencountersin designing adiabaticquantum stategen-

eration algorithm sconcernsboundingthespectralgap,which aswem entioned before

isa di� culttask. W e would like to develop toolsto � nd pathsin the Ham iltonian

spacesuch thatthespectralgapsareguaranteed tobenon negligible,i.e.largerthan

1=poly(n).Ournextlem m a providesa way to do thisin certain cases.Denote�(H )

to betheground stateofH (ifunique.)

Lem m a 2. (T he Jagged A diabatic Path lem m a). LetfH jg
T= poly(n)

j= 1 be a se-

quenceofsim ulatableHam iltonianson n qubits,allwith polynom ially bounded norm ,

non-negligible spectralgapsand with groundvalues0,such thatthe innerproductbe-

tween the unique ground states�(H j)and �(H j+ 1)isnon negligible for allj. Then

there is an e� cientquantum algorithm thattakes �(H 0)to within arbitrarily sm all

distance from �(H T).

To prove this lem m a,the naive idea is to use the sequence ofHam iltonians as

stepping stonesforthe adiabatic com putation,connecting H j to H j+ 1 by a straight

linetocreatethepath H (t).Howeverthisway thespectralgapsalongtheway m ight

be sm all. Instead we use two sim ple ideas,which we can turn into two m ore useful

toolsform anipulating Ham iltoniansforadiabaticstategeneration.The� rstidea is

to replace each Ham iltonian H j by the Ham iltonian � H j
which isthe projection on

thesubspaceorthogonaltotheground statesofH j.W eshow how toim plem entthese

projectionsusing Kitaev’sphaseestim ation algorithm [32].Thesecond usefulidea is

to connectby straightlinesprojectionson stateswith non negligible innerproduct.

W eshow thattheHam iltonianson such a lineareguaranteed to havenon negligible

spectralgap.Theseideascan beputtogethertoshow thatthejagged adiabaticpath

connecting theprojections� H j
isguaranteed to havesu� ciently largespectralgap.

W eusetheabovetoolsto show that

T heorem 2.Anyquantum statethatcan bee� cientlygeneratedin thecircuitm odel,

can also be e� ciently generated by an adiabatic state generation algorithm ,and vice

versa.

Thus the question ofthe com plexity ofquantum state generation is equivalent

(up to polynom ialterm s)in the circuitm odeland in the adiabatic state generation

m odel.

In the� nalpartofthepaperwedem onstratehow ourm ethodsforadiabaticquan-

tum state generation work in a particularly interesting dom ain,nam ely Qsam pling

from the lim iting distributions ofM arkov chains. There is an interesting connec-

tion between rapidly m ixing M arkov chainsand adiabatic com putation. A M arkov

chain israpidly m ixingifand only ifthesecond eigenvaluegap,nam ely thedi� erence

between the largestand second largesteigenvalue ofthe M arkov m atrix M ,isnon

negligible [4]. This clearly bears resem blance to the adiabatic condition ofa non

negligiblespectralgap,and suggeststo look atHam iltoniansoftheform

H M = I� M : (3)
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H M willbe a Ham iltonian ifM is sym m etric; ifM is not sym m etric but is a

reversible M arkov chain [35]we can stillde� ne the Ham iltonian corresponding to it

(see section 8.) The sparse Ham iltonian lem m a hasasan im m ediate corollary that

fora specialtype ofM arkov chains,which we callstrongly sam plable,the quantum

analog oftheM arkov chain can beim plem ented:

C orollary 1.IfM isa strongly sam plable M arkov chain,then H M issim ulatable.

In adiabaticcom putation oneisinterested in sequencesofHam iltonians;W ethus

consider sequences ofstrongly sam plable M arkov chains. There is a particularly

interestingparadigm in thestudyofM arkovchainswheresequencesofM arkovchains

are repeatedly used: Approxim ate counting [30]. In approxim ate counting the idea

isto startfrom aM arkov chain on asetthatiseasy to count,and which iscontained

in a large set 
 the size ofwhich we want to estim ate;One then slowly increases

the set on which the M arkov chain operates so as to � nally get to the desired set


 .Thisparadigm and m odi� cationsofit,in which the M arkov chainsare m odi� ed

slightly untilthe desired M arkov chain is attained,are a com m only used toolin

m any algorithm s;A notable exam ple isthe recentalgorithm forapproxim ating the

perm anent [29]. In the last part ofthe paper we show how to use our techniques

to translatesuch approxim atecounting algorithm sin orderto quantum sam plefrom

thelim iting distributionsofthe� nalM arkov chain.W eshow:

T heorem 3.(Loosely:) LetA bean e� cientrandom ized algorithm to approxim ately

counta set
 ,possibly with weights;Suppose A uses slowly varying M arkov chains

starting from a sim ple M arkov chain. Then there isan e� cientquantum algorithm

Q thatQsam plesfrom the � nallim iting distribution over
 .

W e stressthatitisNOT the case thatwe are interested in a quantum speed up

forsam pling from variousdistributionsbutratherwe are interested in the coherent

Qsam pleoftheclassicaldistribution.

W e exploit this paradigm to Qsam ple from the set ofallperfect m atchings of

a bipartite graph,using the recent algorithm by Jerrum ,Sinclair and Vigoda [29].

Using the sam e ideaswe can also Qsam ple from alllinearextensions ofpartialor-

ders,using Bubley and Dyeralgorithm [9],from alllattice pointsin a convex body

satisfying certain restrictionsusing Applegate-Kannan technique [6]and from m any

m orestates.W enotethatsom eofthesestates(perhapsall)can begenerated using

standard techniqueswhich exploittheselfreducibility oftheproblem (see[27]).W e

stresshoweverthatourtechniques are qualitatively and signi� cantly di� erentfrom

previoustechniquesforgenerating quantum states,and in particulardo notrequire

selfreducibility.Thiscan beim portantforextendingthisapproach tootherquantum

states.

In this paper we have set the grounds for the generalstudy ofthe problem of

Qsam pling and adiabatic quantum state generation, where we have suggested to

use the language ofHam iltoniansand ground states forquantum state generation.

Thisdirection pointsatvery interestingand intriguingconnectionsbetween quantum

com putation and m any di� erent areas: the com plexity class SZK and itscom plete
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problem statisticaldi� erence [40],the notion ofadiabatic evolution [31],the study

ofrapidly m ixing M arkov chains using spectralgaps[35],quantum walks [10],and

thestudy ofground statesand spectralgapsofHam iltoniansin Physics.Hopefully,

theseconnectionswillpointatvarioustechniquesfrom theseareaswhich can bebor-

rowed to givem oretoolsforadiabaticquantum stategeneration;Notably,thestudy

ofspectralgapsofHam iltoniansin physicsisa lively area with variousrecently de-

veloped techniques (see [42]and references therein). It seem s that a m uch deeper

understanding ofthe adiabatic paradigm isrequired,in orderto solve the m ostin-

teresting open question,nam ely to design interesting new quantum algorithm s. An

open question which m ighthelp in thetask istopresentknown quantum algorithm s,

eg.Shor’sDLOG algorithm ,orthequadraticresiduosity algorithm ,in thelanguage

ofadiabaticcom putation,in an insightfulway.

Therestofthepaperisorganized asfollows.W estartwith theresultsrelated to

SZK;W e then describe quantum adiabatic com putation,de� ne the adiabatic quan-

tum state generation fram ework,and use the adiabatic theorem to prove that an

adiabatic state generator im plies a state generation algorithm . Next we prove our

twom ain tools:thesparseHam iltonian lem m a,and thejagged adiabaticpath lem m a.

W ethen usethesetoolstoprovethatadiabaticstategeneration isequivalenttostan-

dard quantum state generation. Finally we draw the connection to M arkov chains

and dem onstrate how to use ourtechniquesto Qsam ple from approxim ately count-

able sets. In the appendix we give the second proofoftransform ing adiabatic state

generatorsto algorithm susing theZeno e� ect.

2 Q sam pling and SZK

W e startwith som e background aboutStatisticalZero Knowledge.Foran excellent

sourceon thissubject,seeVadhan’sthesis[44]orSahaiand Vadhan [40].

2.1 SZK

A pair� = (�Y es;� N o)isa prom ise problem if� Y es � f0;1g
�
,� N o � f0;1g

�
and

� Y es \ � N o = ;. W e look at� Y es asthe setofallyesinstances,� N o asthe setof

allno instancesand wedo notcareaboutallotherinputs.Ifevery x 2 f0;1g
�
isin

� Y es [ � N o wecall� a language.

W esay a prom iseproblem � hasan interactiveproofwith soundnesserror�s and

com pletenesserror�c ifthere existsan interactive protocolbetween a proverP and

a veri� erV denoted by (P;V ),where V isa probabilistic polynom ialtim em achine,

and

� Ifx 2 �Y es V acceptswith probability atleast1� �c.

� Ifx 2 �N o then forevery proverP
�,V acceptswith probability atm ost�s.

W hen an interactive proofsystem (� ;V )fora prom ise problem � isrun on an

inputx,itproducesa distribution over"transcripts" thatcontain the conversation
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between theproverand theveri� er.I.e.,each possibletranscriptappearswith som e

probability (depending on therandom coin tossesoftheproverand theveri� er).

An interactiveproofsystem (� ;V )fora prom iseproblem � issaid to be"honest

veri� erstatisticalzeroknowledge",and in shortHVSZK,ifthereexistsaprobabilistic

polynom ialtim e sim ulator S that for every x 2 � Y es produces a distribution on

transcripts that is close (in the ‘1 distance de� ned below) to the distribution on

transcripts in the realproof. Ifthe sim ulated distribution is exactly the correct

distribution,we say the proofsystem is"honestveri� erperfectzero knowledge,and

in shortHVPZK.

W e stressthatthe sim ulator’soutputisbased on the inputalone,and the sim -

ulator has no access to the prover. Also,note that we only require the sim ulator

to produce a good distribution on inputsin � Y es,and we do notcare aboutother

inputs.Thisisbecausefor"No"instancesthereisno correctproofanyway.W erefer

theinterested readerto Vadhan’sthesis[44]forrigorousde� nitionsand a discussion

oftheirsubtleties.

The de� nition ofHVSZK captures exactly the notion of\zero knowledge"; If

the honest veri� er can sim ulate the interaction with the prover by him self,in case

the input is in � , then he does not learn anything from the interaction (except

for the knowledge that the input is in � ). W e denote by HVSZK the class ofall

prom ise problem s that have an interactive proofwhich satis� es these restrictions.

Onecan wonderwhethercheatingveri� erscan getinform ation from an honestprover

by deviating from the protocol. Indeed,in som e interactive proofs this happens.

However,ageneralresultsaysthatany HVSZK proofcan besim ulated by onewhich

doesnotleak m uch inform ation even with dishonest veri� ers [23]. W e thus denote

by SZK theclassofallprom iseproblem swhich haveinteractiveproofsystem swhich

arestatistically zero knowledgeagainstan honest(orequivalently a general)veri� er.

It is known that B PP � SZK � AM \ coAM and that SZK is closed under

com plem ent.ItfollowsthatSZK doesnotcontain any NP{com pletelanguageunless

the polynom ialhierarchy collapses. For this,and other results known about this

elegantclass,wereferthereader,again,to Vadhan’sthesis[44].

2.2 T he com plete problem

Recently,SahaiandVadhan found anaturalcom pleteproblem fortheclassStatistical

Zero Knowledge,denoted by SZK.Onenicething abouttheproblem isthatitdoes

notm ention interactive proofsin any explicit orim plicit way. W e need som e facts

aboutdistancesbetween distributionsinordertode� netheproblem .Fortwoclassical

distributionsfp(x)g;fq(x)g de� netheir‘1 distanceand their� delity(thism easureis

known by m any othernam esaswell):

jp� qj1 =
X

x

jp(x)� q(x)j

F(p;q) =
X

x

p
p(x)q(x)
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W e also de� ne the variation distance to be jjp� qjj= 1

2
jp� qj1 so thatitisa value

between 0 and 1.Thefollowing factisvery useful:

Fact 1.(See [37])

1� F(p;q)� jjp� qjj �
p
1� F(p;q)2

orequivalently

1� jjp� qjj� F(p;q) �
p
1� jjp� qjj2

W ecan now de� nethecom pleteproblem forSZK:

D e� nition 2.StatisticalD i� erence (SD�;�)

Input :Two classicalcircuitsC0;C1 with m Boolean outputs.

Prom ise :jjD C 0
� D C 1

jj� � orjjD C 0
� D C 1

jj� �.

O utput : W hich ofthe two possibilities occurs? (yes for the � rstcase and no for

the second)

Sahaiand Vadhan [40,44]show thatforany two constants0 � � < � � 1 such

thateven �2 > �,SD �;� iscom pleteforSZK
1.A wellexplained exposition can also

befound in [44].

2.3 R eduction from SZK to Q sam pling.

W eneed a very sim plebuilding block.

C laim 1.Let = 1
p
2
(j0;vi+ j1;wi).Ifweapply a Hadam ard gate on the � rstqubit

and m easureit,wegettheanswer0with probability
1+ R eal(hvjw i)

2
and 1with probability

1� R eal(hvjw i)

2
.

Theproofisa directcalculation.W enow proceed to proveTheorem 1.

Proof.LetC0;C1 bean inputtoSD ,C0;C1 arecircuitswith m outputs.Itisenough

to show thatSD 1=4;3=4 2 B QP,given thatwe can Qsam ple from the given circuits.

Letus � rst assum e thatwe can Qsam ple from both circuits with � = 0 error. W e

can therefore generate the superposition 1p
2
(j0ijC0i+ j1ijC1i). W e then apply a

Hadam ard gateon the� rstqubitand m easureit.W euseClaim 1 with v = jC0iand

w = jC1i.In ourcase

hvjwi=
X

z2f0;1g
m

p
D C 0

(z)D C 1
(z)= F(D C 0

;D C 0
) (4)

W ethereforeget0 with probability
1+ F (D C 0

;D C 0
)

2
.Thus,

1Sahaiand Vadhan also show,([44],Proposition 4.7.1)that any prom ise problem in H V PZK reduces to SD 1=2;0,

where the line above the class denotes com plem ent,i.e.,we swap between the yes and no instances.

10



� If jjDC 0
� D C 1

jj � �, then we m easure 0 with probability
1+ F (D C 0

;D C 0
)

2
�

1+
p

1� jjD C 0
� D C 1

jj2

2
� 1+

p
1� �2

2
,while,

� If jjDC 0
� D C 1

jj � �, then we m easure 0 with probability
1+ F (D C 0

;D C 0
)

2
�

2� jjD C 0
� D C 1

jj

2
� 1�

�

2
.

Setting � = 3

4
and � = 1

4
we getthat ifjjD C 0

� D C 1
jj� � we m easure 0 with

probability atm ost 1+
p
1� �2

2
� 0:831,while ifjjD C 0

� D C 1
jj� � we m easure 0 with

probability atleast1�
�

2
� 7

8
= 0:875.Repeatingtheexperim entO (log(1

�
))tim es,we

can decideon therightanswerwith errorprobability sm allerthan �.Ifthequantum

sam pling circuithasa sm allerror(say � < 1

100
)then theresulting statesarecloseto

the correctonesand the errorintroduced can be swallowed by the gap ofthe BQP

algorithm .

The above theorem shows that in order to give an e� cient quantum algorithm

for any problem in SZK,it is su� cient to � nd an e� cient quantum sam pler from

thecorresponding circuits.Onecan usethetheorem to startfrom a zero knowledge

prooffora certain language,and translate itto a fam ily ofcircuitswhich we would

like to Qsam ple from .Som etim esthisreduction can be very easy,withouttheneed

to go through the com plicated reduction ofSahaiand Vadhan [40],but in general

we do notknow thatthe speci� cation ofthe statesis easy to derive. Forthe sake

ofillustration,wegivetheexactdescriptionsofthestatesrequired to Qsam plefrom

forthree exam ples,in which the reduction turns out to be m uch sim pler than the

generalcase.Thesecasesareofparticularinterestforquantum algorithm s:discrete

log,quadraticresiduosity and a gap version ofClosestvectorin a lattice.

2.4 A prom ise problem equivalent to D iscrete Log

T he problem :

Goldreich and Kushilevitz[21]de� netheprom iseproblem D LPc as:

� Input:A prim ep,a generatorg ofZ�p and an inputy 2 Z �
p.

� Prom ise:Theprom iseisthatx = logg(y)isin [1;cp][ [
p

2
+ 1;

p

2
+ cp],

� Output:W hetherx 2 [1;cp]orx 2 [
p

2
+ 1;

p

2
+ cp]

[21]proves thatDLOG isreducible to D LPc forevery 0 < c < 1=2. They also

provethatD LPc hasa perfectzero knowledgeproofif0< c� 1=6.W etakec= 1=6

and show how to solveD LP1=6 with CQS.

T he reduction :

W eassum ewecan solvetheconstruction problem forthecircuitCy;k = Cn;g;y;k

thatcom putes Cy;k(i)= y � gi(m odp)fori2 f0;1g
k
. The algorithm getsinto

thestate 1p
2
[j0i

�
�Cgp=2+ 1;blog(p)c� 1

�
+ j1i

�
�Cy;blog(p)c� 3

�
]and proceedsasin Claim

1.

11



C orrectness :

W ehave:

�
�Cgp=2+ 1;blog(p)c� 1

�
=

1
p
2t

2t� 1X

i= 0

�
�g

p=2+ i
�

(5)

wheretisthelargestpowerof2 sm allerthan p.Also,asy = gx wehave

�
�Cy;blog(p)c� 3

�
=

1
p
2t

0

2t
0
�1

X

i= 0

�
�g

x+ i
�

(6)

wheret0isthelargestpowerof2 sm allerthan p=8.Now,com paring thepowers

ofg in thesupportofEquations5 and 6 weseethat

� Ifx 2 [1;cp]then
�
�Cgp=2+ 1;blog(p)c� 1

�
and

�
�Cy;blog(p)c� 3

�
havedisjointsupports

and thereforehCy;blog(p)c� 3jCgp=2+ 1;blog(p)c� 1ij= 0,while,

� Ifx 2 [
p

2
+1;

p

2
+cp]thentheoverlapislargeandjhCy;blog(p)c� 3jCgp=2+ 1;blog(p)c� 1ij

isa constant.

2.5 Q uadratic residuosity

T he problem :

we denote xRn ifx = y2(m odn)forsom e y,and xN n otherwise.The problem

QR isto decideon inputx;n whetherxRn.An e� cientalgorithm isknown for

thecase ofn being a prim e,and the problem isbelieved to behard forn = pq

wherep;q arechosen atrandom am ong largeprim esp and q.A basicfact,that

followsdirectly from theChinese rem aindertheorem is

Fact 2.

� Ifthe prim e factorization ofn isn = p
e1
1 p

e2
2 :::p

ek
k
,then forevery x

xRn ( ) 81� i� k xRpi

� Ifthe prim e factorization ofn isn = p1p2:::pk then every z 2 Zn thathas

a square root,hasthe sam e num berofsquare roots.

W eshow how toreducethen = pqcasetotheCQS (adoptingthezeroknowledge

proofof[24]).

T he reduction : W e use the circuit Ca(r) that on input r 2 Zn outputs z =

r2a(m od n).Supposeweknow how toquantum sam pleCa foreverya.Oninput

integersn;x,(n;x)= 1,thealgorithm getsinto thestate 1p
2
[j0ijC1i+ j1ijCxi]

and proceedsasin Claim 1.
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C orrectness :

W ehave

jCxi =
X

z

p
pzjzi (7)

wherepz = Prr(z= r2x),and

jC1i =
X

z:zR n

�jzi (8)

forsom e� xed � independentofz.

� IfxRn then z = r2x isalso a square. Furtherm ore,as(x;n)= 1 we have

pz = Prr(r isa squarerootof
z

x
)and asevery squarehasthesam enum ber

ofsquareroots,weconcludethatjCxi= jC1iand hCxjC1i= 1.

� SupposexN n.Thereareonlyp+ q� 1integersr2 Zn thatarenotco-prim e

to n. Forevery r co-prim e with n,z = xr2 m ustbe a non-residue (orelse

xRn aswell).W econcludethat
P

z:zR n
pz �

p+ q

pq
� 0 and so hCxjC1i� 0.

W enotethatforageneraln,di� erentelem entsm ighthaveadi� erentnum berof

solutions(e.g.,try n = 8)and thenum berofelem entsnotco-prim eto n m ight

belarge,so onehasto bem orecareful.

2.6 A pproxim ating C V P

W e describe here the reduction to quantum sam pling for a gap problem ofCVP

(closestvectorin a lattice),which buildsupon the statisticalzero knowledge proof

ofGoldreich and Goldwasser[22].A latticeofdim ension n isrepresented by a basis,

denoted B ,which isan n� n non-singularm atrix overR.ThelatticeL(B )istheset

ofpointsL(B )= fB cjc2 Z
ng,i.e.,allintegerlinearcom binationsofthe colum ns

ofB . The distance d(v1;v2)between two pointsisthe Euclidean distance ‘2. The

distance between a pointv and a setA isd(v;A )= m ina2A d(v;a).W e also denote

jjSjjthe length ofthe largestvectorofthe setS.The closestvectorproblem ,CVP,

gets asinputan n{dim ensionallattice B and a targetvector v 2 R
n. The output

should bethepointb2 L(B )closestto v.Theproblem isNP hard.Furtherm ore,it

isNP hard to approxim atethedistanceto theclosestvectorin thelatticeto within

sm allfactors,and itiseasy to approxim ate itto within 2�n factor,forevery � > 0.

See[22]fora discussion.In [22]an (honestprover)perfectzero knowledge prooffor

being faraway from thelatticeisgiven.W enow describetheprom iseproblem .

T he problem :

� Input:An n{dim ensionallatticeB ,avectorv 2 R
n and designated distance

d.W esetg = g(n)=
q

n

clogn
,forsom ec> 0.
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� Prom ise:Eitherd(v;L(B ))� d ord(v;L(B )� g� d.

� Output:W hich possibility happens.

W e letH t denote the sphere ofallpointsin R
n ofdistance atm osttfrom the

origin.

T he reduction : The circuit C0 gets as input a random string,and outputs the

vectorr+ �,whererisa uniform ly random pointin H2n jjB [fvgjj\ L(B )and � is

auniform ly random point� 2 H g

2
� d.[22]explain how tosam plesuch pointswith

alm osttherightdistribution,i.e.they givea description ofan e� cientsuch C0.

W e rem ark thatthe pointscannotbe random ly chosen from the real(continu-

ous)vectorspace,duetoprecision issues,but[22]show thattakinga� neenough

discreteapproxim ation and a largeenough cuto� ofthelatticeresultsin an ex-

ponentially sm allerror.>From now on wework in thecontinuousworld,bearing

in m ind thatin facteverything isim plem ented in adiscreteapproxim ation ofit.

Now assum e we can quantum sam ple from the circuit C0. W e can then also

quantum sam ple from the circuit Cv which we de� ne to be the sam e circuit

exceptthatthe outputsare shifted by the vectorv and becom e r+ � + v. To

solvethegap problem thealgorithm getsinto thestate 1p
2
[j0ijC0i+ j1ijC1i ]

and proceedsasin Claim 1.

C orrectness :

Ifv isfaraway from the lattice L(B ),then the calculation at[22]shows that

thestatesjC0iand jC1ihaveno overlap and so hC0jC1i= 0.

On theotherhand,supposev isclosetothelattice,d(v;L(B ))� d.Noticethat

thenoise� hasm agnitudeaboutgd,and sothespheresaround any latticepoint

rand around r+ v havealargeoverlap.Indeed,theargum entof[22]showsthat

ifweexpressjC0i=
P

z
pzjziand jC1i=

P

z
p0zjzithen jp� p

0j1 � 1� n� 2c.W e

seethathC0jC1i= F(p;p0)� n� 2c.Iterating theabovepoly(n)tim eswegetan

RQP algorithm ,nam ely a polynom ialquantum algorithm with onesided error.

3 Physics B ackground

Thissection givesbackground required forourde� nition ofadiabatic state genera-

tion.W estartwith som eprelim inariesregarding theoperatornorm and theTrotter

form ula. W e then describe the adiabatic theorem ,and the m odelofadiabatic com -

putation asde� ned in [20].
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3.1 SpectralN orm

Theoperatornorm ofa lineartransform ation T,induced by thel2 norm iscalled the

spectralnorm and isde� ned by

jjTjj = m ax
 6= 0

jT j

j j

IfT isHerm itian orUnitary (in general,ifT isnorm al,nam ely com m uteswith its

adjoint)than jjTjjequalsthelargestabsolutevalueofitseigenvalues.IfU isunitary,

jjUjj= 1. Also,jjAB jj� jjAjj� jjB jj.Finally,ifA = (ai;j)isa D � D m atrix,then

jjAjj� D 2jjAjj1 wherejjAjj1 = m axi;jjai;jj.

D e� nition 3.W e say a lineartransform ation T2 �{approxim atesa lineartransfor-

m ation T1 ifjjT1 � T2jj� �,and ifthishappenswe write T2 = T1 + �.

3.2 Trotter Form ula

Say H =
P

H m with each H m Herm itian. Trotter’s form ula states that one can

approxim ate e� itH by slowly interleaving executionsofe� tH m . W e use the following

variantofit:

Lem m a 3.[37]LetH i be Herm itian,H =
P M

m = 1
H m . Further assum e H and H i

have bounded norm ,jjH jj;jjH ijj� � .De� ne

U� = [e� �iH 1 � e
� �iH 2 � :::� e

� �iH M ]� [e� �iH M � e
� �iH M �1 � :::� e

� �iH 1 ]

Then jjU� � e� 2�iH jj� O (M � (�� )
3
).

Using thejj� jjpropertiesstated aboveweconclude:

C orollary 2.LetH i beHerm itian,H =
P M

m = 1
H m .Assum ejjH jj;jjH ijj� � .Then,

forevery t> 0

jjU
t

2�

�
� e

� itH jj � O (
t

2�
� M � (�� )3) (9)

AsjjU� � Ijj� 2M � � wealso havejjU
b

t

2�
c

�
� U

t

2�

�
jj� 2M � � and thus:

C orollary 3.LetH i beHerm itian,H =
P M

m = 1
H m .Assum ejjH jj;jjH ijj� � .Then,

forevery t> 0

jjU
b

t

2�
c

�
� e

� itH jj � O (M � � � + M �3t� �
2) (10)

Notice thatforevery � xed t;M and � ,theerrorterm goesdown to zero with �.

In applications,wewillpick � tobepolynom ially sm all,in such away thattheabove

errorterm ispolynom ially sm all.
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3.3 T im e D ependent Schrodinger Equation

A quantum statej iofaquantum system evolvesin tim eaccording toSchrodinger’s

equation:

i~
d

dt
j (t)i= H (t)j (t)i (11)

where H (t) is a Herm itian m atrix which is called the Ham iltonian ofthe physical

system . The evolution of the state from tim e 0 to tim e T can be described by

integrating Schrodinger’s equation over tim e. IfH is constant and independent of

tim e,onegets

j (T)i= U(T)j (0)i= e
� iH Tj (0)i (12)

Since H isHerm itian e� iH T isunitary,and so we getthe fam iliarunitary evolution

from quantum circuits.Thetim eevolution isunitary regardlessofwhetherH istim e

dependentornot.

ThegroundstateofaHam iltonian H istheeigenstatewith thesm allesteigenvalue,

and we denote it by �(H ). The spectralgap ofa Ham iltonian H is the di� erence

between thesm allestand second to sm allesteigenvalues,and wedenoteitby � (H ).

3.4 T he adiabatic T heorem

In thestudy ofadiabaticevolution oneisinterested in thelongtim ebehavior(atlarge

tim esT)ofaquantum system initialized in theground stateofH attim e0when the

Ham iltonian ofthesystem ,H (t)changesvery slowly in tim e,nam ely adiabatically.

Thequalitativestatem entoftheadiabatictheorem isthatifthequantum system

is initialized in the ground state ofH (0),the Ham iltonian at tim e 0,and ifthe

m odi� cation ofH along the path H (t) in the Ham iltonian space is done in� nitely

slowly,then the� nalstatewillbetheground stateofthe� nalHam iltonian H (T).

To m ake thisstatem entcorrect,we need to add variousconditionsand quanti� -

cations. Historically,the � rst and sim plest adiabatic theorem was found by Born

and Fock in 1928 [8]. In 1958 Kato [31]im proved the statem ent to essentially the

statem entweusein thispaper(which westateshortly),and which isusually referred

to as the adiabatic theorem . A proofcan be found in [36]. Form ore sophisticated

adiabatictheorem ssee[7]and referencestherein.

To state the adiabatic theorem ,itis convenient and traditionalto work with a

re-scaled tim es= t

T
whereT isthetotaltim e.TheSchrodinger’sequation restated

in term softhere-scaled tim es then reads

i~
d

ds
j (s)i= T � H (s)j (s)i (13)

whereT = dt

ds
can bereferred to asthedelay schedule,orthetotaltim e.

T heorem 4.(T he adiabatic theorem ,adapted from [36,20]). LetH (�)be a

function from [0;1]to the vectorspace ofHam iltonianson n qubits.Assum e H (�)is

continuous,hasa uniqueground state,forevery s2 [0;1],and isdi� erentiablein all
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butpossibly � nitely m any points. Let� > 0 and assum e thatthe following adiabatic

condition holdsforallpointss2 (0;1)in which the derivative isde� ned:

T� �
k d

ds
H (s)k

(� (H (s))2
(14)

Then,a quantum system thatisinitializedattim e0with thegroundstate�(H (0))

ofH (0),and evolves according to the dynam ics ofthe Ham iltonians H (�),ends up

atre-scaled tim e 1 ata state j (1)ithatiswithin �c distancefrom �(H (1))forsom e

constantc> 0.

W ewillreferto equation 14 astheadiabatic condition.

The proofofthe adiabatic theorem isratherinvolved. One way to getintuition

aboutitisby observing how theSchrodingerequation behaveswhen eigenstatesare

considered;Iftheeigenvalueis�,theeigenstateevolvesbyam ultiplicativefactorei�t,

which rotatesin tim e fasterthelargertheabsolute valueoftheeigenvalue � is,and

so theground staterotatestheleast.Thefastrotationsareessentially responsibleto

thecancellationsofthecontributionsofthevectorswith thehighereigenvalues,due

to interference e� ects.

4 A diabatic Q uantum State G eneration

In thissection we de� ne ourparadigm forquantum state generation,based on the

ideasofadiabaticquantum com putation (and theadiabatictheorem ).W ewould like

to allow as m uch 
 exibility as possible in the building blocks. W e therefore allow

any Ham iltonian which can beim plem ented e� ciently by quantum circuits.W ealso

allow using generalHam iltonian pathsand notnecessarily straightlines.W ede� ne:

D e� nition 4.(Sim ulatable H am iltonians).W esayaHam iltonian H on n qubits

issim ulatable ifforevery t> 0 and every accuracy 0 < � < 1 the unitary transfor-

m ation

U(t)= e
� iH t (15)

can beapproxim ated to within � accuracybya quantum circuitofsizepoly(n;t;1=�).

IfH issim ulatable,thenbyde� nitionsoiscH forany0� c� poly(n).Ittherefore

follows by Trotter’s equation (3) that any convex com bination oftwo sim ulatable,

bounded norm Ham iltonians is sim ulatable. Also,IfH is sim ulatable and U is a

unitary m atrix thatcan be e� ciently applied by a quantum circuit,then UH U y is

also sim ulatable,becausee� itU H U y

= Ue� itH U y.

W enotethattheserulescannotbeapplied unboundedlym anytim esin arecursive

way,because the sim ulation willthen blow up. The interested readerisreferred to

[37,10]fora m orecom pletesetofrulesforsim ulating Ham iltonians.

W enow describean adiabaticpath,which isan allowablepath in theHam iltonian

space:
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D e� nition 5.(A diabatic path). A function H from s2 [0;1]to the vectorspace

ofHam iltonianson n qubits,isan adiabatic path if

� H (s)iscontinuous,

� H (s)isdi� erentiable exceptfor� nitely m any points,

� 8s H (s)hasa unique groundstate,and

� 8s,H (s)issim ulatable given s.

Theadiabatictheorem tellsusthatthetim eevolution ofa system evolving along

theadiabaticpath willend with the� nalground state,ifdoneslowly enough,nam ely

when theadiabaticcondition holds.Adiabaticquantum stategeneration isbasically

the process ofim plem enting the Schrodinger’s evolution along an adiabatic path,

wherewerequirethattheadiabaticcondition holds.

D e� nition 6.(A diabatic Q uantum State G eneration).An adiabaticQuantum

State Generator(H x(s);T;�)hasforevery x 2 f0;1g
n
an adiabaticpath H x(s),such

thatfor the given T;� the adiabatic condition is satis� ed for alls 2 [0;1]where it

is de� ned. W e also require that the generator is explicit, i.e., that there exists a

polynom ialtim e quantum m achine that

� On inputx 2 f0;1g
n
outputs�(H x(0)),the groundstate ofH x(0),and,

� On inputx 2 f0;1g
n
,s2 [0;1]and � > 0 outputs a circuitCx(s)approxim ating

e� i�H x(s).

W e then say the generatoradiabatically generates�(H x(1)).

Rem ark: W e note thatin previous paperson adiabatic com putation,eg. in [15],a

delay schedule �(s)which isa function ofs was used. W e chose to work with one

single delay param eter,T,instead,which m ightseem restrictive;However,working

with a single param eter does not restrict the m odelsince m ore com plicated delay

schedulescan beencoded into thedependence on s.

W e willshow that every adiabatic quantum state Generator can be e� ciently

sim ulated by a quantum circuit,in Claim 2. W e lateron prove the otherdirection

ofClaim 2,which im pliesTheorem 2,which showstheequivalencein com putational

powerofquantum stategeneration in thestandard and in theadiabaticfram eworks.

Thus,designing stategeneration algorithm sin theadiabaticparadigm indeed m akes

sense since itcan be sim ulated e� ciently on a quantum circuit,and we do notlose

in com putationalpower by m oving to the adiabatic fram ework and working only

with ground states. The advantage in working in the adiabatic m odelis that the

language ofthisparadigm seem sm ore adequate fordeveloping generaltools. After

the statem ent and proofofClaim 2,we proceed to prove severalsuch basic tools.

Once we develop these tools,we willbe able to prove the other direction ofthe

equivalence theorem and apply thetoolsforgenerating interesting states.
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4.1 C ircuit sim ulation ofadiabatic state generation

An adiabaticstategeneratorcan besim ulated e� ciently by a quantum circuit:

C laim 2.(C ircuitsim ulation ofadiabatic state generation).Let(H x(s);T;�)

be an Adiabatic Quantum State Generator.Assum e T � poly(n).Then,there exists

a quantum circuitthaton inputx generatesthe state �(H x(1))to within � accuracy,

with size poly(T;1=�;n).

Proof.(B ased on A diabatic T heorem ) The circuit isbuiltby discretizing tim e

to su� ciently sm allintervals oflength �,and then applying the unitary m atrices

e� iH (�j)�.Intuitively thisshould work,astheadiabatictheorem tellsusthata phys-

icalsystem evolving fortim e T according to Schrodinger’sequation with the given

adiabatic path willend up in a state close to �(H x(1)). The form alerroranalysis

can be done by exactly the sam e techniquesthatwere used in [15]. W e do notgive

the detailsofthe proofbased on the adiabatic theorem here,since the proofofthe

adiabatictheorem itselfishard to follow.

W egive a second proofofClaim 2.Theproofdoesnotrequire knowledge ofthe

adiabatictheorem .Instead,itrelieson theZeno e� ect[38],and dueto itssim plicity,

we can giveitin fulldetails.W einclude itin orderto give a selfcontained proofof

Claim 2,and also becausewebelieveitgivesa di� erent,illum inating perspective on

the adiabatic evolution from the m easurem entpointofview. W e note thatanother

approach toward the connection between adiabatic com putation and m easurem ents

wastaken in [11].ThefullZeno based proofappearsin Appendix A.Herewegivea

sketch.

Proof.(B ased on the Zeno e� ect)Asbefore,webegin atthestate�(H (0)),and

the circuitisbuiltby discretizing tim e to su� ciently sm allintervalsoflength �.At

each tim e step j,j = 1;:::;R,instead ofsim ulating the Ham iltonian asbefore we

apply a m easurem ent determ ined by H (sj). Speci� cally,we m easure the state in a

basiswhich includesthe groundstate �(H (sj)). IfR issu� ciently large,the subse-

quentHam iltoniansarevery closein thespectralnorm ,and theadiabaticcondition

guaranteesthattheirgroundstatesarevery closein theEuclidean norm .Given that

attim e step j the state isthe groundstate �(H (sj)),the nextm easurem entresults

with very high probability in a projection on the new groundstate �(H (sj+ 1)).The

Zenoe� ectguaranteesthattheerrorprobability behaveslike1=R2,i.e.quadratically

in R (and not linearly),and so the accum ulated error after R steps is stillsm all,

which im pliesthatthe probability thatthe � nalstate isthe groundstate ofH (1)is

very high,ifR istaken to belargeenough.

5 T he Sparse H am iltonian Lem m a

Our� rstconcern iswhich Ham iltonianscan besim ulated e� ciently.W erestatethe

sparseHam iltonian lem m a:
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Lem m a 1 T he sparse H am iltonian lem m a IfH isa row-sparse,row-com putable

Ham iltonian on n qubitsand jjH jj� poly(n)then H issim ulatable.

Them ain ideaoftheproofistoexplicitly writeH asasum ofpolynom ially m any

bounded norm Ham iltonians H m which are allblock diagonal(in a com binatorial

sense)and such thatthesizeoftheblocksin each m atrix isatm ost2� 2.W ethen

show thateach Ham iltonian H m issim ulatableand useTrotter’sform ula to sim ulate

H .

5.1 T he reduction to 2� 2 com binatorially block diagonalm atrices.

Letusde� ne:

D e� nition 7.(Com binatorialblock.) LetA be a m atrix with rows RO W S(A)and

colum ns CO LS(A). W e say (R;C) � RO W S(A)� CO LS(A) is a com binatorial

block ifjRj= jCj,forevery c2 C,r 62 R,A(c;r)= 0,and for every c62 C,r2 R,

A(c;r)= 0.

A isblock diagonalin the com binatorialsense i� there issom e renam ing ofthe

nodes under which it becom es block diagonalin the usualsense. Equivalently,A

isblock diagonalin the com binatorialsense i� there isa decom position ofitsrows

into RO W S(A)=
S

B

b= 1
R b,and ofitscolum ns CO LS(A)=

S
B

b= 1
Cb such thatfor

every b,(R b;Cb)isa com binatorialblock. W e say A is2� 2 com binatorially block

diagonal,ifeach com binatorialblock (R b;Cb)isatm ost2� 2,i.e.,forevery beither

jR bj= jCbj= 1 orjR bj= jCbj= 2.

C laim 3.(D ecom position lem m a).LetH bearow-sparse,row-com putableHam il-

tonian overn qubits,with atm ostD non-zero elem entsin each row.Then thereisa

way to decom pose H into H =
P (D + 1)2n6

m = 1
H m where:

� Each Hm isa row-sparse,row-com putable Ham iltonian overn qubits,and,

� Each Hm is2� 2 com binatorially block diagonal.

Proof.(OfClaim 3)W ecoloralltheentriesofH with (D + 1)2n6 colors.For(i;j)2

[N ]� [N ]and i< j (i.e.,(i;j)isan upper-diagonalentry)wede� ne:

colH (i;j)= (k ;im od k ;jm od k ;rindexH (i;j);cindexH (i;j)) (16)

where

� Ifi= j we setk = 1,otherwise weletk bethe� rstintegerin therange[2::n2]

such thati6= j(m odk),and weknow therem ustbesuch a k.

� IfHi;j = 0 wesetrindexH (i;j)= 0,otherwiseweletrindexH (i;j)betheindex

ofH i;j in thelistofallnon-zero elem entsin thei’th row ofH .cindexH (i;j)is

sim ilar,butwith regard to thecolum nsofH .
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Forlower-diagonalentries,i> j,wede� necolH (i;j)= colH (j;i).Altogether,weuse

(n2)3 � (D + 1)2 colors.

Fora colorm ,wede� neHm [i;j]= H [i;j]� �colH (i;j);m ,i.e.,H m isH on theentries

colored by m and zero everywhere else. Clearly, H =
P

m
H m and each H m is

Herm itian. Also asH isrow-sparse and row-com putable,there isa sim ple poly(n)-

tim e classicalalgorithm com puting the coloring colH (i;j),and so each H m is also

row-com putable.Itisleftto show thatitis2� 2 com binatorially block-diagonal.

Indeed,� x a colorm .Letusorderalltheupper-triangular,non-zero elem entsof

H m in a listN O N ZE RO m = f(i;j)jH m (i;j)6= 0 and i� jg.Say theelem entsof

N O N ZE RO m aref(i1;j1);:::;(iB ;jB )g.Forevery elem ent(ib;jb)2 N O N ZE RO m

we introduce a block.Ifib = jb then we setR b = Cb = fibg while ifib 6= jb then we

setR b = Cb = fib;jbg.

Say ib 6= jb (theib = jb case issim ilarand sim pler).Asthecolorm containsthe

row-index and colum n-index of(ib;jb),it m ust be the case that (ib;jb) is the only

elem ent in N O N ZE RO m from thatrow (orcolum n). Furtherm ore,asib m od k 6=

jb m od k,and both k; im od k and jm od k areincluded in the colorm ,itm ustbe

thecasethatthereareno elem entsin N O N ZE RO m thatbelong to thejb row orib
colum n (see Figure1).Itfollowsthat(R b;Cb)isa block.W ethereforesee thatH m

is2� 2 com binatorially block-diagonalasdesired.

Figure 1: In the upper diagonalside ofthe m atrix H m : the row and colum n of(ib;jb) are em pty

because the color m contains the row-index and colum n index of(i;j),and the jb’th row and ib’th

colum n are em pty because m contains k; im od k; jm od k and im od k 6= jm od k. The lower

diagonalside ofH m isjusta re
ection ofthe upperdiagonalside.Itfollows thatfib;jbg isa 2� 2

com binatorialblock.

C laim 4.Forevery m ,jjH m jj� jjH jj.

Proof.Fix an m .H m iscom binatorially block diagonaland thereforeitsnorm jjH m jj

isachieved asthenorm ofoneofitsblocks.Now,H m blocksareeither

� 1� 1,and then theblock is(Hi;i)forsom ei,and ithasnorm jH i;ij,or,

� 2� 2,and then theblock is

�
0 A k;‘

A �
k;‘ 0

�

forsom ek;‘,and hasnorm jA k;‘j.

Itfollowsthatm axm jjH m jj� m axk;‘jH k;‘j.On theotherhand jjH jj� m axk;‘jH k;‘j.

Theprooffollows.
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5.2 2� 2 com binatorially block diagonalm atrices are sim ulatable.

C laim 5.Every 2� 2 com binatorially block diagonal,row-com putable Ham iltonian

A issim ulatable to within arbitrary polynom ialapproxim ation.

Proof.Lett> 0 and � > 0 an accuracy param eter.

T he circuit :

A is2� 2 com binatorially block diagonal. Ittherefore followsthatA’saction

on a given inputjkiiscaptured by a 2� 2unitary transform ation Uk.Form ally,

given k,say jki belongs to a 2 � 2 block fk;‘g in A. W e set bk = 2 (for a

2 � 2 block) and m ink = m in(k;‘),m axk = m ax(k;‘) (for the subspace to

which k belongs).W ethen setA k to bethepartofA relevantto thissubspace

A k =

�
A m ink;m ink

A m ink;m axk

A m axk;m ink
A m axk;m axk

�

andUk = e� itA k.Ifjkibelongstoa1� 1block

wesim ilarly de� nebk = 1,m ink = m axk = k,A k = (A k;k)and Uk = (e� itA k).

Ourapproxim ated circuitsim ulatesthisbehavior.W eneed twotransform ations.

W ede� ne

T1 :jk;0i!

�
�
�bk;m ink;m axk;fA k;fUk;k

E

where fA k isourapproxim ation to theentriesofA k and fUk isourapproxim ation

to e� it
fA k,and where both m atricesareexpressed by theirfour(orone)entries.

W euse�O (1) accuracy.

Having fUk;m ink;m axk;k written down,we can sim ulate the action offUk. W e

can thereforehavean e� cientunitary transform ation T2:

T2 :

�
�
�fUk;m ink;m axk

E

jvi=

�
�
�fUk;m ink;m axk

E�
�
�fUkv

E

forjvi2 Spanfm ink;m axkg.

Ouralgorithm isapplying T1 followed by T2 and then T
� 1
1 forcleanup.

C orrectness : Let us denote DIFF = e� itA � T
� 1
1 T2T1. Ourgoalis to show that

jjDi� jj� �. W e notice thatDi� isalso 2� 2 block diagonal,and therefore its

norm can beachieved by avector belongingtooneofitsdim ension oneortwo

subspaces,say to Spanfm ink;m axkg. Let Uk j i = �jm inki+ � jm axki and

fUk j i= e�jm inki+ e� jm axki.W eseethat:

j ;0i
T1
�!

�
�
�bk;m ink;m axk;fA k;fUk; 

E

T2
�!

�
�
�bk;m ink;m axk;fA k;fUk;fUk 

E

= e�

�
�
�bk;m ink;m axk;

fA k;
fUk;m ink

E

+ e�

�
�
�bk;m ink;m axk;

fA k;
fUk;m axk

E

T
�1

1

�! e�jm ink;0i+ e� jm axk;0i
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wherethe� rstequation holdssinceitholdsforjm inki,jm axkiand by linearity

itholdsforthewholesubspacespanned by them .W econcludethatjDi� j ij=

j(Uk� fUk)j ijand so jjDi� jj= m axk jjUk� fUkjj.However,by ourconstruction,

jjfA k � A kjj1 � �O (1) and so jjfUk � Ukjj� � asdesired.

W e proved the claim for m atrices with 2� 2 com binatorialblocks. W e rem ark

thatthesam eapproach worksform atriceswith m � m com binatorialblocks,aslong

asm ispolynom ialin n.

5.3 Proving the sparse H am iltonian lem m a

W enow provethesparseHam iltonian Lem m a:

Proof.(OfLem m a 1.) LetH be row-sparse with D � poly(n)non-zero elem entsin

each row,and jjH jj= � � poly(n). Lett> 0. Ourgoalis to e� ciently sim ulate

e� itH to within � accuracy.

W eexpressH =
P M

m = 1
H m asin Claim 3,M � (D + 1)2n6 � poly(n).W echoose

� such that O (M t�3� 2) � �

2
. Note that 1

�
� poly(t;n) for som e large enough

polynom ial.By Claim 5 we can sim ulate in polynom ialtim e each e� i� H m to within
�

2M t=�
accuracy. W e then com pute U

t

2�

�
,using our approxim ations to e� i� H m ,as

in Corollary 3. Corollary 3 assures usthatourcom putation is� close to e� itH ,as

desired (suing the factthatforevery m ,jjH m jj� jjH jj= � � poly(n)).The size of

thecom putation is t

2�
� 2M � poly(� ;M ;n;�)= poly(n;t;�)asrequired.

6 T he Jagged A diabatic Path Lem m a

Next we consider the question ofwhich paths in the Ham iltonian space guarantee

non negligiblespectralgaps.W erestatethejagged adiabaticpath lem m a.

Lem m a 2:LetfH jg
T= poly(n)

j= 1 bea sequenceofbounded norm ,sim ulatableHam iltoni-

anson n qubits,with non-negligible spectralgapsand with groundvalues0 such that

the inner productbetween the unique ground states �(H j);�(H j+ 1)is non negligible

for allj. Then there is an e� cientquantum algorithm thattakes �(H 0) to within

arbitrarily sm alldistance from �(H T).

Proof.(oflem m a2)W ereplacethesequencefH jgwith thesequenceofHam iltonians�
� H j

	
where � H isa projection on the space orthogonalto the groundstate ofH j,

and we connect two neighboring projections by a line. W e prove in claim 6,using

Kitaev’s phase estim ation algorithm ,that the fact that H j is sim ulatable im plies

thatso is� H j
.Also,asprojections,� H j

havebounded norm s,jj� H j
jj� 1.Itfollows

23



H1=

(1 0

0 0)


H2


H3=

(1 1


   1 -1)


H1

H2=

(0 0

0 1)


Figure 2: In the left side of the drawing we see two Ham iltonians H 1 and H 2 connected by a

straightline,and the spectralgaps along thatline.In the rightside ofthe drawing we see the sam e

two Ham iltonians H 1 and H 2 connected through a jagged line thatgoes through a third connecting

Ham iltonian H 3 in the m iddle,and the spectralgaps along thatjagged path. Note thaton the left

the spectralgap becom eszero in the m iddle,while on the rightitis always larger than one.

then,by the resultsm entioned in Section 3,thatallthe Ham iltonianson the path

connecting these projectionsaresim ulatable,asconvex com binationsofsim ulatable

Ham iltonians.

W enow have to show theHam iltonianson thepath have non negligible spectral

gap. By de� nition �H j
hasa spectralgap equalto 1. Itrem ainsto show,however,

thattheHam iltonianson thelineconnecting� H j
and � H j+ 1

havelargespectralgaps,

which weprovein thesim pleClaim 7.

W e can now apply the adiabatic theorem and get Lem m a 2. Indeed,a linear

tim e param eterization su� ces to show that this algorithm satis� es the adiabatic

condition.

W enow turn to theproofsofclaim s6 and 7.

C laim 6.(H am iltonian-to-projection lem m a). LetH be a Ham iltonian on n

qubits such thate� iH can be approxim ated to within arbitrary polynom ialaccuracy

by a polynom ialquantum circuit,and letkH k � m = poly(n). Let� (H ) be non

negligible,and largerthan 1=nc,and further assum e thatthe groundvalue ofH is0.

Then the projection � H ,issim ulatable.

Proof.W e observe thatKitaev’sphase estim ation algorithm [32,37]can be applied

here to give a good enough approxim ation ofthe eigenvalue,and as the spectral

gap isnon-negligible we can decide with exponentially good con� dence whetheran

eigenstate hasthe lowesteigenvalue ora largereigenvalue. W e therefore can apply

thefollowing algorithm :

� Apply Kitaev’sphaseestim ation algorithm towritedown onebitofinform ation

on an extra qubit: whether an input eigenstate ofH is the ground state or

orthogonalto it.
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� Apply a phaseshiftofvaluee� it tothisextra qubit,conditioned thatitisin the

state j1i(ifitisj0iwe do nothing). This conditionalphase shiftcorresponds

to applying for tim e t a Ham iltonian with two eigenspaces,the ground state

and thesubspaceorthogonalto it,with respectiveeigenvalues0 and 1,which is

exactly thedesired projection.

� Finally,to erasetheextra qubitwritten down,wereversethe� rststep and un-

calculatetheinform ation written on thatqubitusing Kitaev’sphaseestim ation

algorithm again.

W ewillalso usethefollowing basicbutusefulclaim regarding theconvex com bi-

nation oftwo projections.Fora vectorj�i,theHam iltonian H � = I� j�ih�jisthe

projection onto thesubspaceorthogonalto �.W eprove:

C laim 7.Letj�i;j�ibe two vectorsin som e subspace,H � = I� j�ih�jand H � =

I� j�ih�j.Foranyconvexcom bination H � = (1� �)(I� j�ih�j)+ �(I� j�ih�j; � 2

[0;1],ofthe two Ham iltoniansH �;H �,� (H �)� jh�j�ij.

Proof.To prove this,we observe thatthe problem is two dim ensional,write j�i=

aj�i+ bj�? i,and write the m atrix H in a basiswhich containsj�iand j�? i. The

eigenvaluesofthism atrix areall1 exceptfora two dim ensionalsubspace,wherethe

m atrix isexactly �
�jaj2 + (1� �) �ab�

�a�b �jbj2

�

: (17)

Diagonalizing thism atrix we� nd thatthespectralgap isexactly
p
1� 4(1� �)�jbj2

which ism inim ized for� = 1=2 whereitisexactly jaj.

W e use the tools we have developed to prove the equivalence ofstandard and

adiabatic state generation com plexity,and forgenerating interesting M arkov chain

states.W estartwith theequivalence result.

7 Equivalence ofStandard and A diabatic State G eneration

Theorem 2 asserts thatany quantum state thatcan be e� ciently generated in the

quantum circuitm odel,can also be e� ciently generated by an adiabatic state gen-

eration algorithm ,and viceversa.W ealready saw thedirection from adiabaticstate

generation to quantum circuits. To com plete the proofofTheorem 2 we now show

theotherdirection.

C laim 8.letj�ibethe� nalstateofaquantum circuitC withM gates,then thereisa

quantum adiabaticstategeneratorwhich outputsthisstate,ofcom plexitypoly(n;M ).
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Proof.W .l.o.g.thecircuitstartsin thestatej0i.W e� rstm odify thecircuitso that

the state doesnotchange too m uch between subsequenttim e steps. The reason we

need this willbecom e apparent shortly. To m ake this m odi� cation,let us assum e

forconcretenessthatthequantum circuitC usesonly Hadam ard gates,To� oligates

and Notgates.Thissetofgateswasrecently shown to beuniversalby Shi[43],and

a sim pli� ed proofcan be found in [3](Ourproofworkswith any universalsetwith

obviousm odi� cations.) W e replace each gate g in the circuitby two
p
g gates. For

p
g we can choose any ofthe possible square rootsarbitrarily,butforconcreteness

wenoticethatHadam ard,Notand To� oligateshave�1 eigenvalues,and wechoosep
1= 1 and

p
�1= i.W ecallthem odi� ed circuitC0.Obviously C and C 0com pute

thesam efunction.

T he path.W eletM 0bethenum berofgatesin C 0.Forinteger0� j� M 0,weset

H x(
j

M 0
) = I� j�x(j)ih�x(j)j

wherej�x(j)iisthestateofthesystem afterapplying the� rstj gatesofC0on

theinputx.Fors=
j+ �

M 0,� 2 [0;1),de� neHx(s)= (1� �)Hx(j)+ �Hx(j+ 1).

T he spectralgaps are large.Clearly allthe Ham iltoniansH x(j)forinteger0 �

j� M 0,havenon-negligiblespectralgaps,sincethey areprojections.W eclaim

thatforany state� and any gate
p
g,jh�j

p
gj�ij� 1p

2
.Indeed,represent� as

a1v1 + a2v2 where v1 belongs to the 1-eigenspace of
p
g and v2 belongs to the

i-eigenspaceof
p
g.W eseethatjh�j

p
gj�ij= jja1j

2+ ija2j
2j.Asja1j

2+ ja2j
2 = 1,

a little algebra shows that this quantity is at least 1
p
2
. In particular,setting

� = �x(j)we see thatjh�x(j)j�x(j+ 1)ij� 1p
2
.Ittherefore followsby claim 7

thatalltheHam iltonianson thelinebetween H x(j)and H x(j+ 1)havespectral

gapslargerthan 1p
2
.

T he H am iltonians are sim ulatable.Given a statejyiwecan

� Apply theinverse ofthe� rstj gatesofC0,

� Ifwearein statejx;0iapply a phaseshifte� i�,and

� Apply the� rstj gatesofC0

which clearly im plem entse� i�H x(j).

A diabatic C ondition is Satis� ed.W e havedH

ds
(s0) = lim �! 0

H (s0+ �)� H (s0)

�
. W e

ignore the � nitely m any pointss =
j

M 0 where j isan integerin [0;M 0]. Forall

otherpointss,when � goesto 0 both H (s0 + �)and H (s0)belong to thesam e

interval.Say they belong to thej’th interval,s0 =
j+ �

M 0,0< � < 1.Then,

H (s0) = (1� �)Hx(j)+ �Hx(j+ 1)

H (s0 + �)= H (
j+ � + M 0�

M 0
) = (1� � � M

0
�)Hx(j)+ (� + M

0
�)Hx(j+ 1)
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ItfollowsthatH (s0 + �)� H (s0)= M 0�Hx(j+ 1)� M 0�Hx(j)and
dH

ds
(s0)=

M 0� [Hx(j+ 1)� H x(j)].W econcludethatjjdH
ds
jj� 2M 0and tosatisfy Equation

(14)wejustneed to pick T = O (M
0

�
).

8 Q uantum State G eneration and M arkov C hains

Finally,we show how to use ourtechniques to generate interesting quantum states

related to M arkov chains.

8.1 M arkov chain B ackground

W e willconsider M arkov chains with states indexed by n bit strings. IfM is an

ergodic (i.e. connected,aperiodic)M arkov chain,characterized with the m atrix M

operating on probability distributionsoverthestatespace,and p isan initialproba-

bility distribution,then lim t7�! 1 pM t = � where � iscalled thelim iting distribution

and isuniqueand independentofp.

A M arkov chain M haseigenvalues between �1 and 1. A M arkov chain issaid

to be rapidly m ixing ifstarting from any initialdistribution,the distribution after

polynom ially m any tim e stepsiswithin � totalvariation distance from the lim iting

distribution �. [5]shows that a M arkov chain is rapidly m ixing ifand only ifits

second eigenvaluegap isnon negligible,nam ely bounded from below by 1=poly(n).

A M arkov chain isreversibleifforthelim itingdistribution � itholdsthatM [i;j]�

�i= M [j;i]� �j.W enotethatasym m etricM arkovchain M isin particularreversible.

Also,foran ergodic,reversible M arkov chain M �i> 0 foralli.

In approxim atecounting algorithm soneisinterested in sequencesofrapidly m ix-

ing M arkov chains,wheresubsequentM arkov chainshavequite sim ilarlim iting dis-

tributions. For m ore background regarding M arkov chains,see [35]and references

therein;Form orebackground regarding approxim atecounting algorithm ssee[30].

8.2 R eversible M arkov chains and H am iltonians

Fora reversible M wede� ne

H M = I� D iag(
p
�i)� M � D iag(

1
p
�j
) (18)

A directcalculation showsthatM isreversible i� HM issym m etric. In such a case

we callH M theHam iltonian corresponding to M .The propertiesofH M and M are

very m uch related:

C laim 9.IfM isa reversible M arkov chain,we have:

� HM isa Ham iltonian with jjH M jj� 1.
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� The spectralgap ofHM equalsthe second eigenvalue gap ofM .

� If� isthe lim iting distribution ofM ,then the ground state ofHM is�(H M )=

j�i
def
=
P

i

p
�(i)jii.

Proof.IfM is reversible,H M is Herm itian and hence hasan eigenvector basis. In

particularI� H M =
p
� M

p
�
� 1

and so I� H M and M havethesam espectrum .It

followsthatiftheeigenvaluesofH M aref�rgthen theeigenvaluesofM aref1� �rg.

Asa reversible M arkov chain,M hasnorm bounded by 1.

Also, if vr is an eigenvector of H M with eigenvalue �r, then D iag(
p
�)vr is

the corresponding left eigenvectors of M with eigenvalue 1 � �r. In particular,

D iag(
p
�)�(H M ) = �(M ). It therefore follows that �(H M )i =

p
�i,or in short

�(H M )= j�i.

Thisgivesa directconnection between Ham iltonians,spectralgapsand ground-

stateson onehand,and rapidly m ixing reversibleM arkov chainsand lim iting distri-

bution on theotherhand.

8.3 Sim ulating H M

Not every Ham iltonian corresponding to a reversible M arkov chain can be easily

sim ulated. W e willshortly see thatthe Ham iltonian corresponding to a sym m etric

M arkov chain is sim ulatable. For generalreversible M arkov chains we need som e

m orerestrictions.W ede� ne:

D e� nition 8.A reversible M arkov chain isstrongly sam plable ifitis:

� row com putable,and,

� Given i;j2 
 ,there isan e� cientway to approxim ate�i
�j
.

Row com putability holdsin m ostinteresting casesbutthesecond requirem entis

quite restrictive. Still,we note that it holds in m any interesting cases such as all

M etropolisalgorithm s(see [25]). Italso trivially holdsforsym m etric M ,where the

lim iting distribution isuniform .

As H M [i;j]=
q

�i
�j
M [i;j]we see that ifM is strongly sam plable then H M is

row-com putable.AsH M hasbounded norm ,thesparseHam iltonian lem m a im plies:

C orollary 1:Ifa M arkov chain M isa strongly sam plable then H M issim ulatable.

8.4 From M arkov chains to Q uantum Sam pling

W e are interested in strongly sam plable rapidly m ixing M arkov chains,so thatthe

Ham iltoniansare sim ulatable and have non negligible spectralgapsby claim 9. To

adaptthissetting to adiabaticalgorithm s,and to thesetting ofthejagged adiabatic

path lem m a in particular,wenow considersequencesofM arkov chains,and de� ne:
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D e� nition 9.(Slow ly Varying M arkov C hains). LetfMtg
T
t= 1 be a sequence of

M arkov chains on 
 ,j
 j= N = 2n. Let�t be the lim iting distribution ofM t. W e

say the sequence is slowly varying iffor allc > 0,for alllarge enough n,for all

1� t� T j�t� �t+ 1j� 1� 1=nc.

W e prove thatwe can m ove from sequences ofslowly varying M arkov chains to

Quantum sam pling.W ecan now stateTheorem 3 precisely.

T heorem 3: LetfM tg
T
t= 1 bea slowly varyingsequenceofstronglysam plableM arkov

chains which are allrapidly m ixing,and let�t be their corresponding lim iting dis-

tributions. Then ifthere isan e� cientQsam plerfor j�0i,then there isan e� cient

Qsam plerforj�Ti.

Proof.W e already saw the Ham iltonians H M t
are sim ulatable and have bounded

norm .Also,astheM arkov chainsin thesequencearerapidly m ixing,they havelarge

spectralgaps,and thereforeso do theHam iltoniansH M t
.To com plete theproofwe

show thattheinnerproductbetween thegroundstatesofsubsequentHam iltoniansis

non negligible,and then the theorem followsfrom the jagged path lem m a. Indeed,

h�(H M t
)j�(H M t+ 1

)i= h�tj�t+ 1i=
P

i

p
�t(i)�t+ 1(i)� 1� j�t� �t+ 1jand thereforeis

non-negligible.

Essentially allM arkov chainsthatareused in approxim ate counting thatweare

aware ofm eet the criteria ofthe theorem . The following is a partiallist ofstates

wecan Qsam plefrom using Theorem 1,wherethecitationsreferto theapproxim ate

algorithm sthatweuseasthebasisforthequantum sam pling algorithm :

1.Uniform superposition overallperfectm atchingsofa given bipartitegraph [29].

2.Allspanning treesofa given graph [9].

3.Alllattice points contained in a high dim ensionalconvex body satisfying the

conditionsof[6].

4.VariousGibbsdistributionoverrapidlym ixingM arkovchainsusingtheM etropo-

lis� lter[35].

5.Log-concavedistributions[6].

W enotethatm ostifnotallofthesestatescan begenerated using othersim pler

techniques.Howeverourtechniquesdonotrelyon selfreducibility,and arethusqual-

itatively di� erentand perhapsextendible in otherways.W eillustrateourtechnique

with theexam pleofhow to Qsam plefrom allperfectm atchingsin a given bipartite

graph. W e also note thatifwe could relax the second requirem ent in De� nition8

thetechniquesin thissection could havebeen used to givea quantum algorithm for

graph isom orphism .
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8.5 Q sam pling from Perfect M atchings

In this subsection we heavily rely on the work ofSinclair,Jerrum and Vigoda [29]

who recently showed how to e� ciently approxim atea perm anentofany m atrix with

non negative entries,using a sequence ofM arkov chainson the setofM atchingsof

a bipartitegraph.Thedetailsofthiswork arefartoo involved to explain herefully,

and werefertheinterested readerto [29]forfurtherdetails.

In a nutshell,theidea in [29]isto apply a M etropolisrandom walk on thesetof

perfect and near perfect m atchings (i.e. perfect m atchings m inus one edge) ofthe

com plete bipartite graph. Since [29]is interested in a given input bipartite graph,

which is a subgraph ofthe com plete graph,they assign weights to the edges such

thatedgesthatdo notparticipatein theinputgraph areslowly decreasing untilthe

probability they appearin the� naldistribution practically vanishes.Theweightsof

theedgesareupdatedusingdatathatiscollected from runningtheM arkovchain with

theprevioussetofweights,in an adaptiveway.The� nalM arkov chain with the� nal

param etersconvergesto a probability distribution which isessentially concentrated

on theperfectand nearperfectm atchingsoftheinputgraph,where theprobability

oftheperfectm atchingsis1=n tim esthatofthenearperfectm atching.

It is easy to check that the M arkov chains being used in [29]are allstrongly

sam plable, since they are M etropolis chains. M oreover, the sequence of M arkov

chainsisslowly varying.Itrem ainstoseethatcan quantum sam plefrom thelim iting

distribution ofthe initialchain thatis used in [29]. This lim iting distribution is a

distribution over allperfect and near perfect m atchings in the com plete bipartite

graph, with each near perfect m atching having weight n tim es that of a perfect

m atching,where n isthe num berofnodesofthe given graph. Indeed,to generate

thissuper-position wedo thefollowing:

� W e generate
P

�2Sn
jm �i,where m in the m atching on the bipartite graph in-

duced by � 2 Sn.W ecan e� ciently generatethisstatebecausewecan generate

a super-position overallperm utationsin Sn,and there isan easy com putation

from aperm utation toaperfectm atchingin acom pletebipartitegraph and vice

versa.

� W e generate the state j0i+
p
n
P n

i= 1
jii norm alized,on a log(n) dim ensional

register.Thiscan bedonee� ciently becauseofthelow-dim ension.

� W e apply a transform ation that m aps jm ;ii to j0;m i when i = 0, and to

j0;m � feigifori> 0,where m � feig isthe m atching m m inusthe i0th edge

in the m atching.There isan easy com putation from m � feig to m ;iand vice

versa,and so this transform ation can be done e� ciently. W e are now at the

desired state.

Thuswe can apply Theorem 1 to Qsam ple from the lim iting distribution ofthe

� nalM arkov chain.W ethen m easureto seewhetherthem atching isperfectornot,

and with non negligibleprobability weprojectthestateontotheuniform distribution

overallperfectm atchingsofthegiven graph.
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A Zeno e�ect approach to sim ulating adiabatic G enerators

Proof.(Of Claim 2) W e concentrate on a tim e interval [s0;s1], s0 < s1, where

H (�) is continuous on [s0;s1] and di� erentiable on (s0;s1). W e denote �m ax =
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m axs2(s0;s1)jj
dH

ds
(s)jjand � m in = m ins2(s0;s1)� (H (s)). W e choose R � � (

�2m ax

� 2

m in

�).

NoticethatR ispolynom ially related to theschedule tim eT in theadiabaticcondi-

tion.

W e divide the interval[0;1]to R tim e steps. At tim e step j,j = 1;:::;R,we

m easure the state with a projective,orthogonalm easurem ent that has the ground

stateofH (
j

R
)asoneofitsanswers.W ebegin atthestate�(H (0)).

W e need to show ourprocedure can be im plem ented e� ciently,i.e.,thatifH is

sim ulatable and hasa non negligible spectralgap,then such a m easurem entcan be

im plem ented e� ciently. W e also need to show ourprocedure isaccurate,i.e.,that

underthe condition ofthe adiabatic theorem ,forthe R we have chosen,with very

high probability the� nalstateisindeed �(H (1)).

A ccuracy :

W e� rstbound therelativechangeofH (s+ �)with respectto H (s).Fors;s+

� 2 [s0;s1],H (s+ �)� H (s) =
Rs+ �

s

dH

ds
(s)ds and so jjH (s+ �)� H (s)jj=

jj
Rs+ �

s

dH

ds
(s)dsjj�

Rs+ �

s
jjdH

ds
(s)jjds� �m ax � �.

Our next step is to claim that two Ham iltonians that are close to each other

have closegroundstates.Thisiscaptured in thefollowing claim ,thatwe prove

later.

C laim 10.LetH ;J betwo Ham iltonianskH � Jk � �.Assum eH ;J havelarge

spectralgaps:� (H );� (J)� � Then jh�(H )j�(J)ij� 1�
4�2

� 2
:

Having that, we see that since kH (
j+ 1

R
)� H (

j

R
)k �

�m ax

R
, Claim 10 asserts

thatthe probability forsuccessfulprojection atthe j0th m easurem ent,i.e. the

probability thatthe outcom e isindeed the groundstate,is1� O (
�2m ax

R 2� 2

m in

).The

probability weerratany oftheR stepsisthereforeatm ostO (
�2m ax

R � 2

m in

)which is

atm ost� by ourchoiceofR.

E� ciency :

W euse Kitaev’sphase estim ation algorithm [32,37]to give,with polynom ially

good con� dence,a polynom ially good approxim ation ofthe eigenvalue,and we

then m easuretheeigenvalue.Asthespectralgap isnon-negligible,thisin e� ect

doesan orthonorm alm easurem entwith theeigenstatesubspaceasonepossible

answer,asdesired. The procedure ispolynom ialbecause H issim ulatable and

wecan e� ciently approxim atee� iH t forevery polynom ialt.

W e� nish with theproofofClaim 10.

Proof.(OfClaim 10) W .l.o.g we can assum e H and J are positive,otherwise just

add C � I to both m atrices,for large enough constant C. This does note� ect the
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spectralnorm ofthe di� erence,the spectralgapsorthe innerproductbetween the

groundstates.

Letfvig be the H eigenvectors with eigenvalues �1 < :::< �N ,and fuig,f�ig

for J. Again,w.l.o.g,0 = �1 � �1. Notice also that �1 � �1 + �,because �1 =

m inv:jjvjj= 1jJvj,and jJv1j� jH v1j+ j(J � H )v1j� �1 + �.

So,jJv1j� �1 + �. On the other hand,express v1 = au1 + bu? ,with u? ?u1.

Then,jJv1j= jbJu? + aJu1j � jbj� �2 � jaj� �1 � jbj� (�1 + � )� jaj� �1 � jbj�

(�1 + � )� jaj� (�1 + �). Setting �1 = 0 we get:� � jbj� � � jaj� �. Letusdenote

c= �

�
.W eseethatjaj� cjbj� 1.

W enow plug in jaj=
p
1� jbj2,and square both sidesoftheinequality.W eget

1� jbj2 � 1� 2cjbj+ c2jbj2,i.e.,jbj� 2c

c2+ 1
� 2c

c2
= 2

c
.Equivalently,jh�(H 1)j�(H 2)ij=

jhv1ju1ij= jaj=
p
1� jbj2 � 1� 4

c2
= 1�

4�2

� 2
asdesired.
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